SEQ 355 JOB 0077G-001-007 PAGE-001 COVER PAGE 
REVISED 19MAY8S AT 18:32 BY CAM DEPTH OPICAS WIDTH 29.02 PICAS 


— —_— 


AMERICAN 
FOREIGN POLICY 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
PRESS BRIEFINGS 
1985 
SUPPLEMENT 


«- ee 2 
ay” 


Depa tment of State 
Washington 
1989 

















SEQ 355 JOB 0077G-001-007 PAGE-001 COVER PAGE 
REVISED 19MAY89 AT 18:32 BY CAM DEPTH: 0 PICAS WIDTH 29.02 PICAS 


aw OS 


AMERICAN 
FOREIGN POLICY 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
PRESS BRIEFINGS 
1985 


SUPPLEMENT 








Department of State 
Washington 
1989 











SEQ 686 JOB 0077G-004-005 PAGE-001 SPINE 
REVISED 16MAY89 AT 20:27 BY CAM DEPTH: 51.04 PICAS WIDTH 29.02 PICAS 


Department of State Publication 9708 
Bureau of Public Affairs 
Office of the Histonan 





For sale by the Superintendent of Documents. LS Government Prating Office 
Washington. DC 20402 








SEO 708 JOB 0077G-002-037 PAGE-00' PREFACE-P1 
REVISED 22MAY89 AT 10 12B8YSC DEPTH OPICAS WIDTH 2902 PICAS 


PREFACE 


This microfiche publication, American Foreign Pol- 
wy: Foreign Affairs Press Briefings, 1985. Supplement, 
presents the full texts of two series of documents: 
Department of State Daily Press Brietings. and De- 
partment of State and White House Special Press 
Briefings. Some of these were published as extracts 
in the printed volume American Foreign Policy: Cur- 
rent Documents, 1983. Volumes in the American For- 
ergn Policy series. the authoritative official record of 
major public statements concerning toreign altairs, 
have been published since 1950 

The microfiche supplements to the series seek to 
ensure wider and more comprehensive of ficial and 
public access to an important component of the for- 
eign affairs record. To date, microfiche supplements 
tothe POST, 1982. 1983, and 1984 printed volumes 
have been published. Beginning with the 1984 sup- 
plement, the subutle was changed trom Current Docu. 
ments to korean Affairs Press Brrefings. The printed 
guide accompansving the microfiche contains a com- 
prehensive index to both the Daily and Special Briet- 
ings. The guide rs also reproduced on the first 
nucrotiche card in the set. 

his publication has two parts. Part | contains the 
complete series of the Department of State Darl 
Press Brietings held in 1985. The reproduced docu- 
ments are photocopies of the complete record of each 
Department noon briefing. Each day's record. pre- 
pared by a court reporter and edited for accuracy by 
the Departments Press Office staff, ts essentially ver- 
hbatum. Atthese daily briefings, the Department of 
Stute Spokesman provides to news correspondents 
olfiially accredited to the Department statements 
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and comments on current foreign affairs issues. These 
“neon briefings”, which began during the 1960s, in- 
clude prepared official announcements on events, 
appointments, and foreign policy issues as well as 
responses to questions from the correspondents. The 
announcements and responses, based on the caret ully- 
prepared guidance from Department policymakers, 
represent the most current and authoritative policy of 
the Department and the government. This publication 
also presents all “posted statements”. These are written 
responses to reporters’ specific inquiries which the 
Spokesman did not have sufficient information or ade- 
quate guidance at hand to answer during the briefing 
but which were subsequently answered in the form of 
statements (typewritten documents) posted in the Press 
Office. In this publication the posted statements imme- 
diately follow the daily briefings at which the questions 
were asked. 

Part IL of this microfiche publication reproduces spe- 
cial press briefings by senior Department or White 
House officials on major foreign policy issues or on 
State visits by foreign dignitaries. These Department of 
State and White House Special Briefings are conducted 
either “on the record” or “on background”. In the case 
of background briefings, correspondents are not per- 
mitted to reveal the identity of the briefing officers in 
their subsequent articles, generally referring to them as 
“senior administration officials” or “senior State De- 
partment officials”. The names of the briefing officials 
have been deleted wherever they have appeared in 
these documents. During 1985 Secretary of State Shultz 
gave 43 on-the-record formal press briefings or press 
conterences, the transcripts of which were issued as 
press releases by the Department of State Press Office. 
Iwenty-seven of these were subsequently published in 
the Department of State Bulletin and have not been re- 
produced here, but transcripts of the other 16 (7 of 
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which were also White House press releases) have been 
included in this collection of special briefings. This 
microfiche publication does not include interviews, 

of f-the-record sessions, “deep background” briefings 
(i.e., not to be attributed even to senior administration 
or Department officials), briefings before nonpress 
groups, or briefings by foreign spokesmen unless given 
jointly with U.S. officials. It also does not include the 
texts of the press conferences by the President, which 
are published in Public Papers of the Presidents of the 
United States: Ronald Reagan, 1985 (Washington, D.C.: 
Government Printing Office, 1989). 

The President's Press Secretary or a Deputy Press 
Secretary also gives daily briefings to White House cor- 
respondents on the full range of governmental activ- 
ities and responsibilities. Only a small proportion of 
these White House daily press briefings deals with for- 
eign affairs topics. None of them is included in this mi- 
crotiche publication. Some select passages from these 
White House briefings that touch on kev foreign affairs 
issues, however, are printed in American Foreign Policy: 
Current Documents, 1985. 

The record copies of the Department's Daily and Spe- 
cial Press Briefings, which are verbatim transcripts, are 
located in the Department of State files and will be 
transferred to the National Archives and Records Ad- 
ministration (NARA) for permanent retention. The 
texis reproduced in this microfiche publication are the 
only published torn of these briefings. The original 
transcripts of the white House briefings are retained 
by the Executive Office of the President. With other 
historical papers of the Reagan administration, they 
will be transferred for permament preservation to the 
Ronald Reagan Presidential Library, which will be lo- 
cated in Simi Valley, California. 

Nancy L. Golden, William F. Sanford, Jr. and Evans 
Gerakas prepared the documents for publication un- 
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der the general direction of David S. Patterson, Chief of 
the Operations Staff. CDB Enterprises compiled the in- 
dex. Rua M_ Baker conducted the fiaal review of the in- 
dex, guide, and manuscript before publication. 


William Z. Slanys 
The Historian 
Office of the Historian 
Bureau of Public Atiairs 
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INDEX 


Editors Note: The reterences in this index are the dates 
of the individual press bnetings. The entries for the 
Department of State Daily Press Brietings and the 
Department of State and White House Special Press 
Brictings are listed separately, as Daily and Special, 
respectively, under each heading. When more than one 
special bricting occurred on one dav, the order in which 
thes appear on the microfiche card ts in parentheses alter 
the date 


\bbas, Abu: 
Daily, Oct. 16, 25, Nov. 25, Dec. 5, 17, 18, 19 
Special, Oct. 15, 16, Oct. 24. (1) 
\be. Shintaro, Special, Jan. 2 
\brams. Elhot, Special, Feb. 13 (2), Sept. 13 (2), 20 (3), 
Oct. 22 (1), Dec. 19 
ord rain. See ander Environment. 
\delman, Kenneth L.. Special, Jan. 18 (2) 
\erotlot, Special, July 25 
\fghanistan 
Daily, Jan. 4. Mar. 26.27. Apr. 18, 30. Mav 8.9. 14, 25, 
24, June 3, 5, 10, 13, 16, 17, Aug. 29, 30, Sept. 3. 9, 
12. Oct. 1.3. Now 4, 18, Dec. 16, 18 
Special, Feb. 15 (1), June 11 (2), 12, Oct. 23 (3), Dec. 20 
(2) 
\frica: 
Daily, Dec. 17 
Special, Mav 3 (3), Oct. 31 
agriculture, Special, Jan. 3 (1) 
famine, Special, June 24 
lamine reliet initiative, Special, Jan. 3 (1), Mav 1 (2). 
Sept. 18 (2) 
U.S. tood ard, Special, May | (2) 
LS. security assistance, Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
\frican National Congress (ANC), Special, Dec. 10 (2) 
Agency tor International Development (ALD), Daily, 
Jan. 24 
\griculture: 
Special, Jan. 311). Feb. 672) 
larm program, Special, Feb. 26 
\lfonsin, Raul, Special, Mar. 15 (1), 19 
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\lwerta 
Daily, feb. 8. Apr. 5. 12 
Special, June 17 (2) 
US. visit of President Bendjecid, Special, Apr. 16 (1). 17 
\msiutz. Damel. Special, Jan. 3 (1) 
\ndreotn, Gaulo, Special, Mar. 4. Oct. 15 
Angola 
Daily, Jan. 2. 4. 24. Feb. 14. May 25. 24. 28. June 6, 12. 15. 
14. 15. July 11. 15, Aug. 15. Sept. 16, 26, Oct. 1. 9. 16, 
22, 25, 28, 20. Now 1, 13. 25. 27, 29. Dec. 5. 10, 25 
ial, Feb. 15.62). Apr. 19. Oct, 23.05), Dec, 1002) 
\ote-Ballistae Missile (ABM) treats. See wader Arms control 
and disarmament 
\rab-Israch dispute (see also individual countries, Middle East, 
West Bank) 
Daily, Feb. 14. 21. 28. Aug. 5. 20. Oct. 7 
Special, Feb. 812), 11, 1S 01), Mar TE G1), 12. Apr. 17, 
Mav 28 (1), 20. June 7, Sept. 20 (1), 23 (2), Oct. 2, 16, 
28. Dec, 18 
LS.-Soveet Vienna talks 
Daily, Feb. 14, 21 
Special, Feb. 1501) 
\ratat Vasu 
Daily, May 30, Oct. 1, 21, Now. 7,8 
Special, Feb. 862). TE (1). ES C1) Maw 28 01), 29. Sept. 2001), 
(kt. 9, 16, 28. Dec, 18 
\res. Linda Lugenia. Special, \pr. 
Argentina: 
Daily, Oct. 25. Dec. 9 
Beagle Channel Accord, Special, Mar. 15 (1). 19 
economy, Special, Mar. 151), 19 
LS. visit of President Alfonsin, Special, Mar. 15 (1), 19 
\rms control and disarmament (se also Strategie Defense 
Initiative) 
Daily, Jan. 2.9. 14. 15, 16. 18, 24, Feb. 20, 21. Mar 14, 
\pr 8.9%. 23. 24. 25. 20. Mav 20. 90. June 5, 12. 14, 27, 
July 4 11, 16. 90, Aug. 6.7, Sept. 4.5. 6.9. 18, 20, 24, 
Oot. 2.3.4.7. 8 11, 15, 22. 23. Now 15. Dee. 5, 25 
Special, Feb. 512), May 311), July 15 
\nti- Ballistic Missile (ABM) treaty 
Daily, June 14. Sept. 20, Oct. 15 
Special, Jan. 3 (2), 18 (5), Feb. 1.02), Man 801), Apr $002), 
Sept. 26, Oct, 4,802) 19, 2402) 
Geneva first round talks 
Daily, Jan. 4.9. 10. 14. 20. Mar 12. 19, 29, Apr 8. 25. 24, 
25, Mav 7, 28, Sept. 19. Oct. 1 
Special, \pr. $012). July 202) 
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF), Special, Jan. 26, 
Mar. 801), Apr 50-02), July 19%. Oot. 8 02), Now, 1202) 
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Arms control and disarmament—Continued 
Limited Test Ban treaty. Special, Feb. 1 (2) 
missiles 
Daily, Sept.“ 
Special, Mav 7 (2), Oct. 8 (2), Now. 12 (2), 15.05) 
nuckear nonproliferation 
Special, Juls 22. 25. Oct. 2301) 
Daily, Dex. 12 
nuclear testing 
Daily, Mas 20. Aug. 1, Oct. 29 
Special, July 20 (1), 2902) 
Semor Arms Control Group, Special, Jan. 26 
Seuict noncompliance with arms contol agreements, 
ial, Jan. 3 (2), Feb. 1¢2), Mar. 18, June 10 (1), 
(ke. 4. New 21 
Strategic Arms Limitation Tatks (SALT) 1. Daily, 
\pr 29. Mas 14, Oct. 11 
Stratege Anms Lamtation Lalks (SALI T 
Daily, Apr. 8. 24. May 9. 14. 20. June 3, 10. 11, Dec. 31 
Special, Jan. 18 (3). June 3. 7. 1001), Now. 12 (2), 19.05) 
Sirategn: Arms Reduction Lalks (START), Special, Jan. 26. 
Mar. 8 (1). Apr. 30.(2), July 19 
LS. position, Special, May 7 (2), Oct. 15 
L.S.-Sovset summit, Special, Oct. 7 (2), 8 (2), 24.02) 
LS.-Sosset talks 
Daily, Oct. 29 
Special, Jan. 5(2), P11), 1102), 14, 18 02), 18 CS), 26, 
Feb. 20, Mar 8 (1). Apr. 9. 10, 9062), July 19, 29 (2), 
Sept. 26 
\ssarl, Gen. Hatiz al-: 
Daily, Apr. 24. Dec. 31 
Special, June 20. 
\ssoctation of South East Asian Natrons (ASEAN) 
Daily, June 27 
Special, \pr. 3( 4). July 2. Oct. 7 G1) 
\Viomn Energy Act. Special, July 22 
\ustralia: 
Daiiy, Feb. 1. 7, 20, Mar. 5, Apr. 4, Aug. 1. 6 Sept. 25, 26 
Special, July 2.15 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
LS. sist of Prime Minister Hawke, Special, Feb. 6 (1), 7 (1) 
\ustralia-New Zealand-US. (ANZUS) security treaty 
Daily, Feb. 9.6.7.8, 20, 22. Mar 4.5. 8. 13, Nag. 1, 
Sept. 27 
ial, Feb. O01). 7 01) July 2.3.15 
\ustria, Daily, Jan. 18, Mar. 18, Dec. 27, 30, 31 


Bahrain, Daily, May 15 
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Baker. James \.. 111. Special, Feb. 6 (2). 605). 20. Apr 312) 
Zaclyn 24. Now. 1S 01) 
Bakdnige. Malcolm 
Daily, Dec. 
Special, Jan. 22 
Band-\ed Trust. Special, Sept. 18 (2) 
Bangladesh 
LS. disaster and. Special, May 28 (2) 
Banking 
Special, Feb. 511) 
role in farm programs, Special, Feb. 26 
Beasles. Kom, Special, July 15 
Belgium 
Daily, Jan. 14. 15. 16,25, 30 
Special, Jan. 11 (1) Oe 15 
LS. vest of Prome Minister Martens, Special, fan. 11 (2). 14 
Bermdyouled, Col. Chadh, Special, \pr loch) 17 
Bermuda, Special, June 3 
Bern. Nabrh 
Daily, June 20. 21, 25 
Special, June 17 (2), 24. 0. July | 
Betancur Cuartas, Belisario 
Daily, \pr | 
ial, \pr Sty Fy 
Bhutto. Benazir, Daily, Aug. 20 
bir Zen Lomersas, Daily, Mar. 4, 12 
Bishop, Maurice, Special, Mar. 22 
Kuburg War Cemetery 
Daily, May 7 
Special, Apr. 16 (2), 24(5), 25.62). 29. S001), Mav 201), 205).9 
Boland arnendment, Special, \pr. 16 (2) 
Bolivia 
Daily, Jan. 2. July 9, 10 
Special, feb. 4/2) 
Bonn bconomen Surme 
Special, Apr. 2461), 2502) 20. Mav $02) $044 
politcal declaration, Special, May 31) 
LS. approach, Special, May 2 (4) 
Bonner, Elena 
Daily, Oct. 24, 30. Now 1, 20 
Special, Now. 12 (2) 
Botha. Preter Willem 
Daily, \ug. 19 
Special, \ug. 2° 
Botswana 
Daily, June 14 
Special, Sept. (5) 
Beutguiba, Habib, Special, fume 17 (1) 
Brashear, \hert R.. Special, June 1% (2) 
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Brasil 
Daily, Jan. 15. Apr. 4. 29. Mav 13. June 6.7.15. 14 
human rights. Special, Feb. 15 ¢2) 
LS. ses of Pressdent-clect Neves 
Daily, Apr i2 
Special, Feb. 11) 
Brunet Darussalam. Special, \pr. 315) 
Buchanan. Patra k. Special, Feb. 662). Apr o. May 3 (2) 
Buckles. William. Daaly, Oct. 4. 7 
Budget. Special, Feb. 4(2), Apr. 32). 402) 4d), 102 24 
2) 240d. Mas Plo 
Burkina Fase, Daily, Dec. 26 
Burma. Special, Dec. 111) 
Burnham. Forbes. Daily, Aug. 7 
Burns, Arthur, Special, Mav 2 (1), 2 (5) 
Burt. Rehard. Special, Mar 812). 25 
Bush. C-corge. Special, Mar 29. Apr. 1 (2). Oct. 22 (2) 
Butheles:. C-atsha, Special, Feb. 4/1) 


( amborchia 
Daily, jan. 2.8. 4. 25, 20, Feb. 12. 15. 22. Mar 6. 8, 11, 
\pr 1. 4.8. 10001, 23. Mav 22. 23. July 8, 10, 12. 16, 
\ug. 1. 20. 25. Sept. 3 
Special, July 2. Oct. 2515), Dec. 1001) 
(Cameroon, Special, Oct. 3! 
anada 
Daily, July &. \ug. 1. 2. Dec. 4 12, 15 
avd ran, Special, Mar. 15 (2), Aug. 8 
nuclear deplowments. Daily, Jan. 10 
Pact salmon tisherves treaty with US 
Daily, Jan. 1% 
Special, Mar 1512) 
vist of President Reagan, Special, Mar. (2). 15 (2). 18 
arrington, Lord Peter, Special, Oct. 7 (2) 
astro, Feel Special, heb Sc 4y, Mas badly 
central \merwa (ore alee ondividual countries, Comadora 
precess) 
Daily, Jan. 18, 22. 25. Feb. 14, Mar. 26.27, Apr. 10, 29. Mas 
24. Aug. 6. 7. 21, 26, Sept, 12. New. 5. 21, Dee. 3.4 15 
Special, Feb. 6 (5), 16, 26, Mar 19 Apr 401) July 26 
cconoms. Special, ket. 2211) 
energs, Special, teh. 8 (1) 
mtervention by Nicaragua, Special, Sept. 15 (2) 
Soviet rntervention, Special, Mar. 22 
LS security assistance, Special, Feb. 42) 
Central Imethgence \gency (CLA). Special, \pr. 22. June 4. 
Neon 5 
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( had 
Daily, \ug. 20. Dec. 16 
Special, Feb. 512) 
Chavez. Landa, Special, Apr.“ 
Chernenko, Constantin Ustinmn ach, Daily, Jan. 15, 28, Feb. 7. 
Mar tl 
( hale 
Daily, Jan. 25. Feb. 4.6.15. 21. Mar. 4.6. 15. 14, Ape. 12, 
June 7. \ug. 27. Sept. 4, 15. Dec. 9 
Special, Feb. 615). Mau 5. 1501 19 
human rights, Special, Feb. 15 (2) 
( hona. Peoples Republi of 
Daily, Jan. &. 14. 24. 29. Feb. 11, 22. Mar. 19, 26, Apr. 15. 
17. Mav 13. 14. 17, 22. Jame 5. 25, fuls 10,11, 12.15 
14, 22. Aug. 13. Sept. 12. 16, Oct. 21, 22. Now. 27, 
Dec. 10.11, 12 
LS. sist of President Li Nianmian, Special, July 22. 25 
(hun Doo Hwan, Special, Apr. 25 (1), 2611) 
( lark. Charles joseph. Special, Mar. 1s 
(ohen, Wilham S.. Special, Feb. 6 (1) 
( ohombna 
Daily, jan. 7. 15. 16, 25. Feb. 22. Apr. 4. 19, Oct, 25, Now. 8, 
12. 13, 15. 18, 21, Dec. 12, 235 
LS. visit of President Betancur, Special, \pr. 311) 
Conterence on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE). 
Special, July 25 
Congress, US 
Vict Energy Act, ial, July 22 
Boland amendment, » Apr. te (2) 
tenal tor Peace, Special, Feb. 42), Mar. 12 
International Emergency Economic Powers Act, Special, 
Mav Tit) 
job Tramimng Partnership Act. Special, Feb. 6 (5) 
National Security Act of 1947. Special, Apr. 22 
Contadera process (ee alee Central Ameria) 
Daily, jan. 18, beb. 14. Apr 10, Mav 14, 16, Aug. 25, 26, 
Sept. 16, Now 12, 21 
Special, Jan. 18 (1). Feb. P01) Mar 1102) Apr Sab. tate 
10, Mav 21 (2), July 26 
Cordowez, Diego, Special, Dec. 20 (2) 
Costa Rea 
Daily, Jan. 16. Mav 7. June 6, July 12 
Special, May 1 (1). Sept. 1502) 
Cranston, Alan. Special, Oct, 25(1) 
(rast. Bettino, Special, Jan. 14, Mar. 4. 5, May 4(2), 4, 
Che 2ealy 
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( rxker. Chester A 
Daily, Jan. 17. Feb. 7. 12. Apo 17. Min 28, Aug. & 16 
Now 1, 27. 29. Dec. 4.5 
Special, Jan. $11). Apr iv 
(rus. A\rture 
Daily, Apr. 25 
Special. \pr Sal) 
( ube 
Daily, jan. 2. 3. 11. 16. 24. Feb. 6. 21. Apr 18, Mas 21. 22 
28. June 7. 14. 26. Julw 22. 29. Aug. 5. Now 6, 25. 26. 
Dex. 1.5. 16 
Special, Feb. 6 (5). 15.(2). Mar. 22. Dec. 10-72) 
Mariel excludables. Daily, Feb. 21. Mas 20 
reaction to Radw Mart 
Daily, Mas 20. 21 
Special, May 20 
LS. trade embargo. Special, Mav 1 (1) 
{ ‘pris 
Daily, Jan. 23. Sept. 20. Oct. | 
Special, \pr titi 2 
( sou bershon ahaa Daily, Oh l 


Daves. Welham. Special, \ug. * 
Davan. “toshe, Special, Mar. 11 11) 
De la Maced Hurtado, Miguel, Special, Mar. 11 (2). Apr. 10 
Defense program, US. (oe afeo Strategn Defense lnitiatne) 
Special, Jan. 3 (2). 10. Feb. 6 (2) 
bod get Special, Feb. 26. Apr 802) 405) 2402) Mas 29d) 
VN mussiles 
Daily, feb. 1. Mar 4.14 
Special, Feb. 7 (1), 26. Mav 7 (2) 
space station, Special, heb. 605) 
Delors. Jacques, Special, May 3 (2) 
Demearatx Peoples Republi of Korea. See Korea, Democratn 
People’s Republic of 
Denktash. Raut, Special, \pr. 1 il) 
Denmark 
Daily, July 22 
Special, Sep. 10 
Department of State 
Daily, Jan. 15. Feb. 28. Mar 1.5. 1%. Apr 1. 20. May 2, 22. 
24. June 6, 21, 24. 28, July 1.72. 16, Aug. 1.2.5.6 
Sept. 4. Ot, Do, Now 23, 18, 21, Dee. TL, 12. 15, 19, 20, 
74, 
Special, \pr. 22. July 2972) 
Inoclget Special, heb. 242) 
herein missten personnel 


Daily, be hy | } 
Special, bel 7 (2) 


} 
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Department of State—Contrnued 
OVETSEAS SECUTITN | 
Daily, Jan. 15. Feb. 28, Apr. 2. July 5. 12. 16, Dec. 12. 26 
Special, June 25 
security practices. Special, June 21 
United States Information Agency. Daily, Dec. 13 
Derham, Richard. Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
LD Escoto Brockman, Father Miguel. Special, Sept. 13 (2), 
Dec. 19 
Developing countries, Special, Feb. 6 (3), Apr. 24 (1). July 4 
Djerepan, Edward, Special, Sept. 18 (1) 
Dole. Robert |.. Special, Feb. 6 (.). 26. Apr. 3 (2), Mav 21 (1). 
June 4, Sept. 11, Oct. 2 
Domenict, Peter. Special, Feb. 8 (1) 
Duarte Fuentes, Jose Napoleon, Special, May 15, 16 
Dumas, Roland. Special, Feb. 5 (2) 
Durenberger. David. Special, Apr. 16 (2) 


Eanes, Gen. Antonto dos Santos Ramalho. Special, Apr. 25 
(2). Mav 8 
bast-West relations, Special, Jan. 2. Feb. 5 (2), Apr. 25 (2). 
Mav 7 (2). 9 July 25, Oct. 23 (3). Now. 1303) 
Economic assistance (see also under individual countries): 
budget. Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
bLoonoms (see ade Bonn Economic Summit): 
debt ceiling, Special, Nov. 13(1) 
domestic, Special, Jan. 22, Feb. 5 (1), Feb. 6 (2), 6 (3), Apr. 
2401), 2462), 29. 3001), Mav 2 (4). Sept. 6. 13 C1). Now. 
IS¢l), Dec. 20 (1) 
international, Special, Feb. 19, 20, Mar. 4. 5, Apr. 24 (1), 29, 
Mav 2 (4), 3 (2), 3.03) 
Ecuador: 
Daily, Aug. 29 
Special, Feb. 4(2) 
Egy pt: 
Daily, Jan. 8. 10. 16, 18, 30. Feb. 7. 14. Mar. 1S. Mav 1. 7, 
13. 22. 24. 20, July 15. 16.17, 30 \ug. 23, Sept. 13, 23, 
34, Oct. 1, 7. TL, D6, 21, 22, 25, 2, Now. 13, 20, 27, 
Dec. 5, 12, 13, 24 
Special, Aug. 12. Nov. 12(1), 19.(2), Dec. 18 
Eyvpt air hyacking, Daily, Nov. 25, 26, 29. Dec. 2. 3 
hiyacking of Achille Lauro. 
Daily, Oct. 9. 18, 24. Nov 1 
Special, Oct. &. 1h. 16 
hijacking of TWA thight. Daily, Nov. 25, 26. 20, Dec. 2.5 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
U.S. security assistance: 
Daily, Jan. 16. Feb. 6 
Special, Feb. 42), Mar TL cl) 12 
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Egy pt—Continued 
U.S. visit of President Mubarak: 
Daily, Mar. 13 
Special, Mar. 11 (1), 12, Sept. 20 (1), 23. (2) 
El Salvador (see also Central America, Contadora process): 
Daiiy, Jan. 2. 16, 30, Feb. 15, 28. Mar. 20, Apr. 2. 10. Mav 6. 
17, 20, 21, June 3, 20, 21, 26, July 5, 18, 19, Aug. 1. 8, 
15, 22, 28, 29. Sept. 3. 12, 16, Oct. 1, 15, 18, 24, 25, 28, 
Nov. 4, 18, 21, Dec. 12, 16, 18 
Special, Sept. 13 (2), Dec. 19 
human rights: 
Daily, Oct. | 
Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
U.S. security assistance: 
Daily, Jan. 18. 29, Feb. 12 
Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
U.S. visit of President Duarte. Special, May 15, 16 
Environment: 
Special, Mar. 8 (2) 
acid rain, Special, Mar. 15 (2), Aug. 8 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Special, Aug. 8 
Ethiopia: 
Daily, Jan. 4. 7.9. 11, 17, 22, 24. Mar. 20, 26, Apr. 2, 15, 
Mav |. June i3, July 29, Aug. 5, Dec. 16, 17, 20 
Special, Sept. 18 (2), Oct. 23 (3), Dec. 23 
famine. Special, May | (2) 
L.S. economic assistance, Special, Jan. 3 (1) 
US. tood aid: 
Daily, Mar. 20 
Special, Mav | (2), June 10 (2) 
Europe: 
Daily, Jan. 11. Dec. 9, 11 
Special, Mav 9, Oct. 24 (2) 
visit of President Reagan, Special, Apr. 24 (1), 25 (2), Mav 
(2), 8.9 
European Community (EC): 
Daily, Mar. 29 


Special, Mar. 4. 5 


Fahd ibn Abd al-Aziz Al Saud: 
Daily, Jan. 2. 30, Feb. 7, 12 
Special, Feb. 8 (2). 11 

Falklands dispute: 

Daily, May 14. 16 
Special, Mar. 15 (1) 

Farabundo Mart para la Liberacion Nacional (Farabundo 
Marti Front tor National Liberation) (FMLN), Special, 
Sept. 13 (2), Dec. 19 

Fascell. Dante. Special, June 11 (1) 


~! 
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Federal Republic of Germany. See Germany, Federal Republic 
of. 
Federal Reserve Board, Special, Feb. 5 (1), 6 (3) 
Feldman. Roger. Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
FiuzGerald, Garret. Special, Feb. 20 
Food tor Peace. Special, Feb. 4 (2), Mar. 12 
Food tor Progress, Special, Jan. 3 (1) 
Foreign assistance (see also individual countries): 
Daily, July 12. 26, Aug. | 
budget. Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
Foreign missions personnel: 
tax exemption, Special, Feb. 7 (2) 
France: 
Daily, Jan. 16, 18, 28, \pr. 29. Mav 6. 17. 29. July 17, 
Aug. 2, Sept. 13, 24, Oct. 24, 29, Dec. 5 
Special, Jan. 11 (1). May 2(3), 33) 
U.S. visit of Foreign Minister Dumas, Special, Feb. 5 (2) 
Furgler, Kurt, Special, Nov. 18 (1) 


Gandhi, Rajiv: 
Daily, Jan. %, 23, May 13, 15, 23, June 5, Nov. | 
Special, June 11 (2), 12, Oct. 231) 
General Agreement on Taritfs and Trade (GATT), Special, 
May 4. Sept. 7, 231) 
Genscher, Hans-Dietrich, Special, May 3 (1) 
German Democratic Republic (GDR): 
Daily, Mar. 25, Apr. 18, July 16 
shooting of Maj. Nicholson: 
Daily, Mar. 25, 26, 29, Apr. 1. 2, 4. 15. 17, 18, 23. May 14, 
Sept. 16 
ial, Mar. 25, 27, Apr. 10, 26 (2) 
Germany, Federal Republic of (FRG): 
Daily, Jan. 24, Mar. 4. Apr. 12, Mav 6, June 12, Aug. 8. 13. 
23, 27, Sept. 4, Oct. 29, Nov. 25 
Buburg War Cemetery: 
Daily, Apr. 12. 30. Mav 7 
Special, Apr. 24 (3), 25 (2), 29. 30: (1). Mav 2(3), 9 
U.S. bilateral meeting. Special, Mav 2 (1), 2 (3) 
Ghana. Daily, July 8, 12, Nov. 29, Dec. 9, 16 
Glitman, Mavnard W., Special, Jan. 18 (2), 26 
Gonzalez, Felipe, Special, Apr. 25 (2), Mav 6, 7 (1) 
Gorbachev, Mikhail Sergeves ich: 
Daily, Mar. 29, Apr. 8, 23, May 7, 8.9. 17, 20, June 27, 
Oct. 4. Dec. 23 
Special, Mar. 15 (2), 18, Apr. 9, 25. (2), 30:02). May 3 (9), 9, 
July 3. Oct. 24 (2), Now, 12 (2), 14, DS 1), 18 (8), 9] 
Great Britain. See United Kingdom. 
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Greece: 

Daily, Feb. 5. 6. 15. Mar. 11. Mav 29, June 3. 18, 21. July 1, 

10, 15. 17, 19. Now. 25, 26 

Special, Apr. | -1). 2 

LS. security assistance, Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
Grenada: 

Daily, Feb. 7. June 5 

Special, Mar. 22 
Gromoy, Lt. Col. Stanislav L.. Special, Apr. 26 (2) 
Gromyko, Andrei Andrevevich: 

Daily, Mar. 19 

Special, Jan. 3 (2), Feb. 1 (2), 20, Mar. 5, 22. Apr. 30 (1), 30 

(2), Mav 9, July 25 

Cuatemala: 

Daily, June 5, Nov. 4. 5. Dec. 16, 17 

human rights: 

Daily, Apr. 4. 5. 19 
Special, Feb. 13 (2) 

Guinea: 

Daily, July 5 

human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
Gusana. Daily, Aug. 7. Dec. 9, 12 


Habib. Philip C., Special, May 24 
Haig. Alexander M.. [r.. Special, May 24 
Haiti. Daily, Apr. 22. 25. July 12. 22. 26, 29, Dec. 3, 9, 12 
Hawke, Robert: 
Daily, Feb. 5. 6. 7 
Special, Feb. 6 (1). 7 (1), July 15 
Havden. William G., Special, July 15 
Health, Special, Feb. 5 (1) 
Helsinki Accords, Special, June 19 (1), July 25 
Hezbollah, Special, Feb. 14. July | 
Hijacking. See under Terrorism. 
Hodel. Donald P.. Special, Feb. 8 (2) 





Honduras: 
Daily, Jan. 4. 7, 8.9. 10. 15, 16, 22. 23, Feb. 7. Mar. 29, 
Apr. 22, 29, . May 3. June 6, 13, 21, July 12, Aug. 20, 


20, Sept. 3. 4. 5. 16, Oct. 28, Nov. 21, 25, 27, Dec. 5 
Special, Sept. 13 (2), Dec. 19 
U.S. visit of President Suazo: 
Daily, May 17 
Special, May 20, 21 (2) 
Hong Kong. Daily, Feb. 22 
Hoskins, James. |r, Special, June 19 (2) 
Hostages. See under Terrorism. 
Howarth, Richard, Special, Apr. 3 (5) 
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Human rights (see also under individual countries): 
Daily, Jan. 30. Dec. 5. 12 
Special, Apr. 26 (1), june 19 (1), Nov. 12 (2), 14 
annual country reports: 
Daily, Jan 30. Feb. 11 
Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
Hungary, Daily, Jan. 29 
Hussein |, King: 
Daily, Mav 7, 30, June 4, Oct. 1, Dec. 31 
Special, Feb. 8 (2), 11. 13 (1), Mar. 71 (1), Mav 28 (1), 29, 
June 7, Aug. 12. Sept. 20 (1), 27, 30, Dec. 18 


Iceland, Daily, Mar. 14, Apr. 17, 19 
India: 
Daily, Jan. 2, 9, 18, 22, 23, Mar. 6, 8. Mav 13, 15, 23, June 5, 
13. July 2, 9, Aug. 9, 20, 21, Sept. 13, Oct. 16, Nov. 1, 
Dec. 18 
Special, Oct. 23 (1) 
U.S. security assistance: 
Daily, July 23 
Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
U.S. visit of Prime Minister Gandhi, Special, June 11 (2), 12 
Indonesia: 
Daily, Feb. 22 
Special, July 2 
Inman Panel. Special, June 25 
Inter-American Development Bank (IDB): 
Daily, Mar. 8 
Special, Mar. 11 (2) 
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF). See under Arms 
control and disarmament. 
International Atomic Energy Agency (LAEA): 
Daily, Feb. 21 
Special, July 22 
International Court of Justice (IC]), Special, Jan. 18 (1). 
Sept. 13.¢2), Oct. 7 (3) 
International Emergency Economic Powers Act. Special, 
Mav 1 (1) 
International Monetary Fund (IMF), Special, Feb. 6 (3), 
Mar. 19, 29, Apr. 29 
International Red Cross: 
Daily, June 21 
Special, May 28 (2) 


Iran: 
Daily, Jan. 16, 24, 28, Feb. 11, Mar. 14, 18, 22. Apr 1.9% 11, 
24, July 15, 25, 29, Aug. 1, 19, Sept. 18, Nov. 21, 
Dec. 16, 30 


Special, Oct. 7 (3) 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 








SEQ 188 JOB 0077G-003-027 PAGE-013 AFP 1985 GD 1 
REVISED 01JUN89 AT 17:14 BY CAM DEPTH: 0 PICAS WIDTH 29.02 PICAS 


= 


Index 13 





lran-lraq war: 


Daily, Jan. 11, Feb. 22, Mar. 6, 12, 14, 19, 20, 26, 29, Apr. 2, 
8, 25, June 7, 14, July 15, Aug. 16, Sept. 6, 9, 12, 20, 23, 
Oct. 11, Nov. 7, Dec. 2, 3,9 


Special, Feb. 11 
Iraq, Daily, Jan. 28, feb. 8. Mar. 14, 18, 22, 25, 27, Apr. 9, 10, 
24, July 15, Sept. 13, Mow. 15, 26, Dec. 3, 5, 13, 16, 17, 18, 
19 
Ireland: 
Daily, Feb. 11, Nov. 15 
Special, Feb. 20 
Islamic Jihad, Special, Feb. 14 
Israel (see also Arab-Israeli dispute, Lebanon, Middle East, 
West Bank): 
Daily, Jan. 9, 10, 14, 15, 18, 22. 23, 24, 25, 28, 29. Feb. 7, 
21, Mar. 1, 8, 29, Apr. 2, 4, 9, 12, 22, 29, 30, Mav 1, 3, 7, 
9, 15, 16, 17, 21, 23, 24, June 5, 7, 25, July 1, 2, 12, 22, 


Oct. 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, Nov. 1, 5, 13, 20, Dec. 3, 4,5, 9, 10, 11, 
12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 26, 31 
Special, Feb. 8 (2), July 3. Aug. 12, Sept. 27, Oct. 2, Dec. 1, 18 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
invasion of Lebanon: 
Daily, Apr. 4. Mav 24 
Special, May 24 
Pollard spy case: 
Daily, Nov. 22, 25, 26, 27, 29, Dec. 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 13, 19, 20 
Special, Dec. 20 (3) 
iclease of Lebanese prisoners, Special, June 17 (2), 29, 30 
U.S. Embassy move, Daily, Jan. 28, Feb. 4 
U.S. security assistance: 
Daily, Jan. 24, Dec. 12 
Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
U.S.-Soviet Vienna talks, Special, Feb. 15 (1) 
U.S. visit of Prime Minister Peres, Special, Oct. 16, 17 
Italy: 
Daily, Oct. 11, 16, 25, 29, Dec. 30, 31 
Special, Oct. 9, 11, Dec. 27 
hijacking of Achille Lauro: 
Daily, Oct. 21, 29 
Special, Oct. 15, 16, 24.(1) 
U.S. visit of Prime Minister Craxi, Special, Mar. 4, 5 


Jamaica, Daily, Jan. 16, 17 
Japan: 
Daily, Jan. 25, Mar. 29, Apr. 1, 4, 5, Aug. 2, 14, Sept. 19, 
Oct. 8 
Special, May 2 (4) 
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Japan—Continued 
telecommunications, Special, Jan. 2. Apr. 13. Mav 2 (2). 
Sept. 20 (2) 
trade: 
Daily, Mar. 29, Apr. 1, 2, 9. July 30 
Special, Apr. 9 
US. bilateral mecting. Special, May 2 (2) 
U S. nuclear ship visits. Special, Feb. 6 (1) 
U.S. trade, Special, Jan. 2. Apr. 13. Mav 2 (2), Sept. 20 (2), 
Oct. 25 (1) 
U.S. visit of Prime Minister Nakasone. Special, Jan. 2 
Jerusalem. Daily, Feb. 5 
Ji Pengtet, Special, July 22 
Job Training Partnership Act, Special, Feb. 6 (3) 
Jordan: 
Daily, Jan. 7. 18, 23. Feb. 11. Mar. 13, 20. Apr. 8, May 3. 7, 
21. 30. June 4, 6, 12, 13, July 22. Aug. 5. 14. 16, 19, 
Sept. 4.5. 12. 13, 16, 20, 26, 27, Oct. 1, 18, 21, 23, 24, 
25, Nov. 13, 15, Dec. 27, 30, 31 
Special, Feb. 11. 131), Mar. 1101). Jume 4, Aug. 12, 
Oct. 16, 17, Dec. 18 
PLO, Daily, July 23, 25. Sept. 5 
U.S. arms sales, Special, Sept. 27, Oct. 28 
U.S. visit of King Hussein: 
Daily, June 4 
Special, May 28 (1). 29. Sept. 30 
Jordamian-Palestinian delegation: 
Daily, Julv 15, 19, 23. 25. Aug. 8. 14. Sept. 5. 9. Oct. 21 


Special, June 7 


Kampelman, Max M., Special, Jan. 18 (2), 26 
Karpov, Viktor, ial, Jan. 26 
Kennedy, Edward M., Special, Apr. | (2) 
Kerr. Don, Special, Feb. 8 (1) 
Kim Dae Jung: 
Daily, Jan. 23, 25, 30, Feb. 8. 11. Mar. 6, July 31 
ial, Feb. 13 (2), Apr. 25.1), 26.1) 
Kimmuitt, Robert M.. Special, Nov. 13 (1) 
Kirthati: 
fisheries, Special, July 15 
Kirkpatrick, Jeane ].: 
Daily, Mar. 19, Dec. 23 
Special, Jan. 30. Feb. 8 (4) 
Kissinger. Henry A., Daily, Feb. | 
Kissinger Commission. Special, Feb. 16 
Kohl, Helmut: 
Daily, Mar. 20 
Special, Jan. 14, Apr. 25 (2), 30.01), Mav 2 (1). 4, Oct, 25:02) 
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Korea, Democratic People’s Republic of: 
Daily, Jan. 10, Feb. 5. Apr. 22. June 4, Aug. 28. Sept. 12. 
Oct. 23, 24. Nov. 26, Dec. 27 
Special, Apr. 25 (1), 26(1) 
horea, Republic vf: 
Daily, Jan. 23, 25, 30, Feb. 6, 8, 11, 13, 21, Mar. 6, 26. Apr. 
22. Mav 23, 24. 28, June 4. July 23. Aug. 6, 7, 28, Oct. 
18, 25. Nov. 26, 0 2. 27 
US. visit of President Chun, Special, Apr. 25 (1). 26 (1) 
Kusumaatmadja. Mochtar, Special, July 2 
Kuwait. Deily, Mav 20, July 12. Sept. 24. Dec. 5 
Ky prissou, Spyros, Special, Apr. | (1) 


Lamb, Robert E.. Special, June 25 
Laos: 
Daily, jan. 24, Feb. 7. 11, Mar. 6, Dec. 16 
Special, Dec. 10 (1) 
Lebanon: 
Daily, Jan. 2. 4. 9. 11, 15, 16, 22, 23, 24, Feb. 5.6.7, 11. 14, 
22. Mar. 1, 4. 8. 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 20, 22, 25, Apr. 1. 8. 
4. 11, 12. 18, 19, 22. 29. May 1, 2. 3.7, 8, 9, 10, 20, 22, 
24, 29. June 3, 6, 7. 10, 11, 12, 14, July 2, 5, 8,9, 10, 11, 
12, 15. 19, 26, 29, 30, 31, Aug. 1, 2, 5. 6, 16, 20. 21, 28, 
3, Sept. 3. 6, 19, 24, 27, Oct. 1, 2, 4, 16, 18, 21, 28, 29, 
Nov. 8, 12, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22. 25, 26, Dec. 12, 13, 16, 24, 
26, 27, 30 
Special, Feb. 8 (2), 11. Mar. 11 (1) 
hijacking of TWA flight: 
Daily, June 14, 18, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, July 2, 8, 30, 


Sept.26 

Special, July |. 3 

hostages: 

Daily, Jan. 15, 28, Feb. 15. Apr. 1, Mav 16, 17, 20, June 
20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, Julv 5, 8, 12, 15, 16, 19, 20, 30, 
Aug. 7, 8, Sept. 27, 30, Oct. 7, 21, 29, Nov. 7, 12. 
Dec. 16 

Special, June 17 (2), 29, 30 


Israeli invasion: 
Daily, Jan. 16. Apr. 4. Mav 24. June 7 
Special, May 24 
release of Jeremy Levin, Special, Feb. 14 
release of Rev. Benjamin Weir: 
Daily, Sept. 16. 18 
Special, Sept. 18 (1) 
Lee Kuan Yew, Special, Oct. 7 (1), 8 (1) 
Levin, Jeremy, Special, Feb. 14 
Lewis, Drew, Special, Aug. 8 
Lewis, Samuel W., ial, May 24 


Li Peng. Special, July 22. 25 
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Li Xiannian, Special, July 22. 23 
Liberia, Daily, Apr. 1. Aug. 23, 27, 29, Oct. 16, 18, 29, 30, 
Nov. 12, 13, 15, 18, 21, 22. 27 
Libva: 
Daily, Jan. 30, Apr. 2. 10, 11, 12, June 6, July 9, 15, Aug. 9, 
14. 23. Sept. 3. 4. Now. 4. 6, 15, 25, 26, 27, 29, Dec. 23. 
30. 31 
Special, Apr. | (2), 2. 16 (1) 
Limited Test Ban treaty. See under Arms control and 
disarmament. 
Lin Jiamei, Madam, Special, July 22 
Liu, Henry, Daily, Jan. 15, 22. Sept. 25 
Live-Aid Foundation, Special, Sept. 18 (2) 
Lodge. Henry Cabot. Daily, Feb. 28 
Los Alamos National Laboratory, Special, Feb. 8 (1) 
Lusaka Accord, Special, Feb. 15 (2), Apr. 19 
Lyman, Princeton. Special, Sept. 9 (3) 


Machel, Samora Moises. Special, Sept. 17. 19 

Malavsia. Daily, Feb. 22 

Mali, Daily, Dec. 26 

Malta. Daily, Nov. 25, 26. 29, Dec. 2. 3 

Mandela, Nelson: 

Daily, Aug. 13. i4. Sept. 10 
Special, Feb. 15 (2), Dec. 10 (2) 

Mandela, Winnie, Daily, Dec. 23 

Marcos, Ferdinand E.. Special, Feb. 8 (5) 

Martens, Wilfried: 

Daily, Jan. 15 
Special, Jan. 1! (2), 14 

McCrervy. James, Special, Oct. 4 

McCurdy, David, Special, June 11 (1) 

McDade, Joseph. Special, June 11 (1) 

McFarlane, Robert C.. Special, Jan. 11 (1), 18 (2), 26, Mar. 8 
(1), Apr 4(1) 10. Mav 7 (2), June 10.1), July 19, Oct. 11, 
Nov. 18 (1) 

McNamara, Thomas, Special, Feb. 4 (2) 

McPherson, M. Peter: 

Daily, Nov. 21 
Special, Jan. 3 (1), 8 (1), Mav 1 (2), 28 (2), June 10 (2), 24, 
Sept. 18 (2), 20 (3), Nov. 12 (1), 13.(2), Dec. 23 

Meese. Edwin, I11, Special, Feb. 26 

Meguid, Abdel, Special, Oct. 9 

Mengele, Joset, Daily, June 7 











Mexico: 
Daily, Jan. 11. Feb. 21. Mar. 4. 6, 8, 18, Apr. 5. 10, Mav 9, 
June 13, July 1, 8, Aug. 29, Sept. 13, 16, 24, 25, 27, 
ht. 9 


Special, Feb. 8 (1), July 24, 26 











SEQ 520 JOB 0077G-003-026 PAGE-017 AFP 1985GD 1 
REVISED 3OMAY89 AT 23°37 BY CAM DEPTH: OPICAS WIDTH 29.02 PICAS 


= 


Index 17 





Mexxo—Continued 
carthquake: 
Daily, Sept. 19, 20, 23, 25 
Special, Sept. 20 (5) 
murder of U.S. Drug Enforcement Agency official: 
Daily, Feb. 11. Mar. 8. 14 
Special, Mar. 11 (2) 
Narcan: 
Daily, Feb. 22. Apr. I! 
Special, Mar. 11 (2) 
US. trade: 
1, Mar. 11 (2), July 26 
Michel. Robert H.. Special, Feb. 6 (2), 26. Apr. 3 (2). 16 (2), 
Mav 21 (1), Jume 4, 11 (1). Sept. 11. Oct. 2 
Muddle East (see also individual countries, Arab-Israch 
dispute): 
Daily, Jan. 2. 4. 14, 16, 22. 28. Feb. 2. 7. 12. 14, 20. 21, 25. 
28. Mar. 4. 8. 14, 18, 20, 22, 29. Apr. 1, 5.8.9. 11, 12, 
15, 18, 19, 22. 23, 24, 25, 26. 29. Mav 3. 6, 7,8, 9, 10, 
13. 17, 20, 22. WO. June 3. 5.6.7. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14,17, 
21. 25, July 1. 2. 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22. 25, 26, 30, 31, 
Aug. 1, 5. 8. 9. 12, 13, 14. 15, 16, 19, 20, 23, 29, 30, 
Sept. 3. 4. 5. 6. 9, 10, 12, 13, 24. Oct. 4, 21, 22. 23, 25. 
28, 29. 30. Now. 4, 5, 7, 8. 15, 18, 19. 21, 22. 26, 27, 29, 
Dec. 2. 3, 4. 5. 9, 17, 19, 20 
Special, June 7. Aug. 12. Dec. 18 
L.S.-Soviet Vienna talks: 
Daily, Jan. 17. Feb. 13. 14 
ial, Feb. 15(1) 
Military Liaison Missions. ial, Mar. 25. 
Military pensions, Special, Feb. 6 (2) 
Miller, James C.. 111. Special, Nov. 13 (1) 
Mitterrand, Francovs: 
Daily, Oct. 2 
Special, Jan. 11 (1). Feb. 52). Apr. 25.(2), 30.01), Mav 2 (5). 
2140 4.700) 
Moluisi, Benjamin. Daily, Oct. 15 
Monetary system, international, Special, Apr. 24 (1), 29, 30 
(1), Mav 203), 204), 302). 305), Oct, 25.01) 
Moran Lopez. Fernando, Special, Mav 6 
Morocco: 
Daily, Jan. 20, Feb. 21. Mav 17, July 29. 30. Aug. 15, 
ht. 25. Now, 27 
Special, Apr. 16 (1) 
Morris, Jay F.. Special, June 10 (2) 
Morse. Bradford F.. Special, Jan. 3 (1) 
Motley, Langhorne A 
Daily, June 6 


Special, May | (1) 


fe. 
~! 
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Mozambaque (sre else Nkomati Accord): 
Daily, Jan. 15. 23. 24. July 12 
ial, Feb. 412). 15 (2). Mav 8 
U.S. visit of President Machel. Special, Sept. 17. 19 
Mubarak. Mohammed Hosni: 
Daily, jan. 2. Mar. 13. 14 
Special, Mar. 11 (1). 12. Sept. 201), 23 (2), Oct. 11, Now. 13 
(2). Dec. 18 
Mulroney, Brian. Special, Mar. 8 (2), 15 (2), 18, Mav 3(2) 
Murphy. Richard W.: 
Daily, Jan. 15. 30, Mar. 18, 20.29. Apr. 1. 4.5. 8. 16, 11, 12, 
18. 19, 22. 23. 24. 25, 26. 29. Mav 2. 14, 16, 17, 20. June 
>. 11, 12, 14, Julw 1, 15, 17, 18, 22. 25, 30. Aug. 8, 12, 
13. 14, 16, 19, 20, Sept. 9, Oct. 24, 25. Now. 15, 21, 25, 
29. Dec. 2.5 
Feb. 13 (1), 1501) Aug. 12. Oct. 9 
Muslim Brotherhood. Special, Mar. 29 
MN massiles. See ander Detense program. 


Nakasone. Yasuhiro. Special, Jan. 2. Apr. 9. 13. Mav 2 (2), 
Oct. 2501) 

Namibia: 

Daily, Apr. 18. 19 

Special, Feb. 15 (2). Apr. 19, July 29 (2), Dec. 10 (2) 
Narcotns: 

Daily, Sept. 25. Dec. 20 

Special, Mar. 11 (2), 22, Apr. 3 (1), Mav 3(1), July 24 
National Security Act of 1947, Special, \pr. 22 
Nepal, Daily, June 2! 
Netherlands, Jan. 11 (2), 14, Oct. 15 
Neves, Lanc 


Daily, Apr. 12, 22 


» Feb. 1 (1) 
New Caledonia. Daily, Jan. 16, 18, Apr. 29 
New Zealand: 


Daily, Jan. 24. 25. 28, 29, W, Feb. 1.5. 7, 14.15, 20. 21, 22. 
28. Mar. 1, 4. 5. 8. 13, Apr 4. Maw 14, 22. June 26, Aug 
1. 6, 26, 29, Sept. 3, 12, 13, 19. 20, 24, 25, 26, 27, Oct 
%. 24, Now. 22. 25, Dec. 2, 3, 4.9, 10, 16 
Special, Feb. 6 (1). July 2 
human rights. Special, Feb. 15 (2) 
LS. nuclear ship visits 
Daily, Feb. 1. Dec. 2 
Special, Feb. 7 (1). Julw 15 
Nicaragua (vee alse Central America, Contadora process) 
Daily, Jan. 2. 8. 10. 11, 16, 18, 22, 23, 24, Feb. 14, 21, 22, 
28, Mar. 5, 6, 8, 20, 29, Apr. 4. 5. 9, 12. 18, 22. 25, 25. 
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Nc aragua— ontinued 
26. 29, Mi, Mav 2. 3. 7, 14, 15, 16, 20, 28, June 3. 5, 6, 14, 
26, 26, July 8, 10, 12, 19, 22. 25, 2, Aug. 6. 7, 8. 13. 21, 
25, 27. 28, 29, W. Sept. 4. 6. 12. 13, 16, Oct. 7, 16. 21, 
25, 29, Now. 1, 4, 12, 13, 18, 19, 21, Dec. 3. 5, 12, 13, 16, 
17. 26 
Special, Feb. 6 (5), Mar. 5. 19. July 19, 26, Oct. 22 (1), 23 (5), 
Dec. 19 
American hostages. Daily, July 30 
El Salvador position. Special, Mav 16 
Frendship and Commerce ticats, Special, Oct. 7 (5) 
Honduras position 
Daily, May 14. Dec. 5 
» Mav 20, 2172) 
human rights. Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
imtervention in Central America. Special, Sept. 15 (2) 
Iranian activities, Daily, Jan. 25 
Reagan Peace Plan: 
Daily, Apr “ 
Special, \pr. 10. 18 


Spanish position, Special, Mav 6. 7 (1) 
LS. and to Contras 


Daily, Jan. 3. Apr. 23, Aug. 8, 29, Oct. 18, Dec. 5 
Special, Feb. 16, 26. Mar. 22. Apr 3(1). 302) 401) 10, 16 
(2). 18, 22, Mav 2101). Jame 4. 11 (1), July 26 
LS. economen sanctions 
Daily, Mav 14 
Special, May 1 (1), 512). 4 
U.S. wahdrawal from International Court of Justice case. 
Jan. 18 (1), Oct. 7 (3) 
Nicholson, Maj. Arthur D., Jr 
Daily, Mar. 25, 26, 29, Apr. 1, 2. 4, 15, 17, 18, 23, Maw 10, 
14, Sept. 16 
» Mar. 25, 27, Apr. 10, 26 (2) 
Nigeria. Daily, Mav 16, Aug. 27 
Nomen, Marshal Gaalar Mohammed 
Daily, Mar. 25. Apr. 4. 
ial, Mar. 20, Apr. 112) 
Niskanen, William, Special, Feb. 5 (1) 
\uze, Paul H., Special, Jan. 11 (1), 18 (2), 18 (5), 26, May 3 
(1h 7 01) Oct 4 
Nkomati \ccord, Special, Sept. 17. 14 
Nolan, James b.. Special, Feb. 7 (2) 
North Atlant Treaty Orgamzation (NATO) 
Daily, Jan. 25. Oct. 2.5 
Special, Jan. 11 (2), 14. Mar. 15.(2), Apr 25.(2), Mav 6, 7 1), 
June 4, Sept, 10, Oct. 7 (2) 
North Rerea. See Korea, Democrati People’s Republi of 
Norwat, Daily, Jan. 3, 4, Sept. 10) 
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Nuclear nonproliferation. See ander Arms comrol and 
disarmament 
Nuclear testing. See ander Arms control and disarmamem 


Nunn. Sam. Special, April 15 


Onl. Daily, June 5 
Okita Commission. Special, Apr. 9 
Ohmpx games: 

Daily, Apr. 8 

jal, Apr. 25 (1) 

Oman. Daily, Mar. 29. Mav 9. July 19. Sept. 27. Now. 19 
Oncdrik, Richard S.. Daily, Aug. 15 
(PNedll, Thomas P., Jr. Special, Feb. 26, Apr. 16 (2), May 7 (1) 
Onrgamzation of Amerwan Staves (OAS): 

Daily, Now. 13 

Special, jan. 18 (1). Mav 21 (2) 
Ortega Saavedra, Cate. Danret: 

Daily, Feb. 25. \pr 9. Mas 14. June 14, Oct. 21 

Special, Mar. 19, Apr. 3(1). Jume 11 (1), Oct. 22 (1) 
Ons, Gen. Glenn N. Apr. 26 (2) 
Ohueetjya Accord, Special, Apr. 16 (1) 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation (OPIC), Special, 

Apr. 3a) 


Oval, Turgut. Special, Apr. 1 (1), 2 


Pacitic Basin, Special, Jan. 2 
Packwood, Robert, Special, Feb. 6 (2) 


Pakistan: 
Daily, jan. 10, Feb. 25, June 5. 7. July 10, 11, 22. 26, Aug. 6. 
14, 29, Sept. 4. 15, Dec. 18 
June 11 (2), 12, Oct. 23 (1), Dec, 20 (2) 
Palestine Liberation Front. Special, Oct. 9, 16 
Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO): 
Daily, Mav 20, 30, Aug. 14. Sept. 4, 5, 9, 16, Oct. 1.7, 21, 
Dec. 4, 15, 20 
Special, Feb. 8 (2). 11. 1501). Mar TE) 12. Ape 17 
Mav 28 (1). 29. Jume 17 (1). Aug. 12, Sept. 20:01), 25 
(2), #, Oct. 9. 15, 16, 17, 28. Dec, 18 
Panama. Daily, Sept. 3, Oct. 1, 2. 3.9 
Paraguay. Daily, Jan. 2. 3. 25. 24 
Pastora, Eden, Special, Apr. 411) 
Peace Corps, Special, jan. 3 (1) 
Peres, Shimon 
Daily, jan. 15. Mar. 20. Mav 7. Sept. 52 
Special, Feb. 11. Mar. 11 (1), Julv 3. Oct. 16,17 
Perez de Cuellar, Javier. ial, \pr til) 
Perle. Ruchard \.. Special, Oct. 4 
Pertim. Alessandro, Special, Feb. 19 
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Peru 
Daily, jan. 23. W). Apr. 17. Julv 29. Aug. 5. 14. 19. Sept. 25 
ial, Feb. 4 (2) 
Philippines 


Daily, jan. 14, 23. Feb. 20. Mar. 12. Mav 20. June 3. 4. Juls 
18, Aug. 5, 6, 7, Sept. 20. Oct. 15, 18, 21. Now. 1. 4. 5. 6, 
IS. Dec. 2. 3. 4, 12. 16, 17, 24 
Special, Feb. 8 (5). Dec. 1001) 
LS. securny assistance. Special, jan. 1%. 25. Feb. 4 (2) 
Poondexter, Vice Adm. John M.. Special, Oct. 11 
Pol Pot. Daily, Sept. 5 
Poland. Daily, Jan. 16. Feb. 25. Mar. 13, 29. Maw 3. 7. 8, 10. 
If, June 14, July 31. Sept. 3. 4, 20, 30, Dec. 5 
Pollard. Jonathan jay 
Daily, Now. 22. 25, 26, 27, 20. Dec. 2.3. 4.5. 9, 10, 135, 19, 
Pal] 
. Dec 25) 
Polvaken, \ ladumir, Special, Feb. 15 (1) 
Portugal: 
Daily, Mar. 29 
Special, Feb. 4:2). Apr 2502) 
visit of President Reagan. Special, Mav * 
Prisoners of war mi wong in actron (POW MIAs): 
Daily, June 6. July 26, Aug. 12. 16, 20, 26, Sept. 4 
Special, Dec. 10 «1) 


Qadhati, Col. Muammar al- 
Daily, \pr 2. 12 
Special, Apr. 16 (1). Jume 17 (1) 


Radw Marti. See under Cuba 
Raphel. Arnold, Special, Dec. 20 (2) 
Reagan. Maureen, Special, July 9. 31 
Reagan. Nancy, Special, May 3 (2), Sept. 20 (5) 
Reagan, Ronald 
Special, Feb. 20. July 31 
arms control and disarmament 
Daily, June 11, Dec. 23 
Special, Jan. 11 (1), 14, 18 (2%), 18 (5), 26, Feb. 1.62), 6.05), 
Mar. 8 (1), Apr. & Mav 7 (2), June 1001), July 19 
Buburg Cemetery visit 
Special, Apr. 16 (2), 24.05) 25.62), 29. S001), Mav 20,2 
(3), 9 
Bonn Econom Summ. Special, May 2 (4), Mav 3(2), 3.05), 
i 
Brasil, ial, Feb. 1 ct) 
budget. ial, Apr 24/2), 24.05) 
( anada visit, Special, Mar. 842). 1512), 18 
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Reagan. Ronald—Continued 
Central America, Special, Feb. 16. Mar. 19 
East-West relations, Special, May 7 (2), Nov. 13 (3) 
economy, Special, Jan. 22, Feb. 5 (1). 6 (2). 6 (3), Apr. 29 
Egy pt, Special, Mar. 12 
Europe visit, Special, Apr. 24 (1), 25 (2), 29, Mav 2 (3), * (1), 
7 (2),.8,9 
France, Special, Mav 2 
Germany, Federal Republic of, visit. Special, May 2 (1) 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
India. Special, June 12 
Italy, Special, Mar. 5 
Japan. Special, Jan. 2, May 2 (2) 
Korea, Republic of, Special, Apr. 26 (1) 
Mexico. Special, Mar. 11 (2) 
Middle East. Special, Feb. 11, 13 (2), Mar. 11 (1) 
Nicaragua, Special, Apr. 4 (1), 16 (2), 22, May 21 (1), 
June 4. 111) 
Portugal visit, Special, May 8 
Saudi Arabia, Special, Feb. 8 (2) 
Spain visit, Special, May 6, 7 (1) 
terrorism: 
Daily, July 8 
Special, June 16, 19 (2), 29, Oct. 11, Oct. 24 (1) 
trade, Special, Jan. 22 
Tunisia, Special, June 17 (1) 
furkes, Special, Apr. 2 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. Special, Mar. 27, 
Apr. 10, July 3 
United Nations, Special, Oct. 23 (3) 
United Nations visit, Special, Oct. 22 (2) 
U.S.-Soviet summit. Special, Oct. 23 (2), 24 (2), 24 (3), 25 
(2), Nov. 13 (3), 14, 18 (1), 18 (2), 21 
V.E. Day speech, Special, May 7 (2), 8 
Regan. Donald T., Special, Feb. 20, Apr. 4 (2), 9, 24 (3), Mav 2 
(4). 3(2), June 19 (2) 
RENAMO (Resistencia Nacional Mocambicana) (Mozambican 
National Resistance), Special, Sept. 17 
Republic of Korea. See Korea, Republic of. 
Republic of Singapore. See Singapore, Republic of. 
Robertson, William, Special, Oct. 31 
Romania, Daily, May 15, June 5, Nov. 7, 21,27, Dec. 4 
Rowny, Gen. Edward L., Special, Jan. 18 (2) 
Ruppe, Loret, Special, Jan. 3 (1) 


Sakharov, Andrei Dimitrivevich: 
Daily, May 7. Oct. 9, 29, Dec. 9 
Special, May 7 (1) 
Saudi American Business Dialogue. Special, Feb. 8 (2) 
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Saudi Arabia: 
Daily, Jan. 23, 29. Feb. 1. 8. 14, Mar. 19, Mav 14, 20, 
Aug. 19, Sept. 9, 13, Oct. 1 
Special, July 9 
U.S. arms sales: 
Daily, Jan. 29, Mar. 19 
Special, Feb. 8 (2). 11 
U.S. trade, Special, Feb. 8 (2) 
U.S. visit of King Fahd: 
Daily, Jan. 29, 30, Feb. 12 
Special, Feb. 8 (2). 11 
U.S.-Saudi Joint Communique, Special, Feb. 13 (1) 
Schatz, Sgt. Jessie, Special, Mar. 25, 27 
Schitter, Richard, Special, June 19 (1) 
Schlueter, Poul, Special, Sept. 10 
Scosana, Nake, Daily, Aug. | 
Security assistance (see also under individual countries): 
budget. Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
Sepulveda Amor, Bernardo, Special, Mar. 11 (2) 
Shamir, Itzhak, Special, Aug. 12 
Sharon, Ariel. Special, May 24 
Shevardnadze, Eduard Amvrosivevich: 
Daily, Aug. 20, Sept. 27, Oct. 21 
Special, July 25, 29 (2), 31 (2), Sept. 26, Oct. 24 (2), 24 (3), 
25 (2), 29:72) 
Shlaudeman, Harry W., Special, Apr. 3 (1) 
Shultz. George P.: 
Daily, Jan. 28, Feb. 4, Mar. 12, 20, Apr. 1, 9. 17, Mav 9, 13, 
15, 17, 24, June 13, 21, 27, Aug. 1, 2. 5, 6, 9, 20, 
Oct. 11, 18, Nov. 1, 12, Dec. 4, 11, 12, 16, 23 
Special, june 7, July 29 (2) 
Arab-Israeli dispute, Special, Oct. 28 
arms control and disarmament: 
Daily, Jan. 18 
Special, Jan. 3 (2), 18 (2), 18 (3), 26, Feb. 7 (1), Mar. 18, 
Apr. 3072), Mav 9 
Asia visit, Special, July 2 
Australia, Special, Feb. 7 (1), July 15 
Bonn Economic Summit, Special, Mav 3 (2) 
Canada, Special, Mar. 8 (2) 
Central America, Special, Feb. | (1) 
East-West relations, Special, May 9, July 3 
economy, Special, Apr. 30 (1) 
tLurope, Special, Apr. 30 (1), May 2 (3). 9 
Germany, Federal a ot, Special, May 2 (3) 


Helsinki visit, _~ » July 25 

Israel. Special, Dec. | 

Israel visit, Daily, Mar. 29, Apr. 10 
Japan, Special, Jan. 2. Apr. 13. May 2 (2) 
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Shultz, George P.—Continued 
Jordan: 
Daily, Apr. 29 
Special, June 4 
Korea, Republic of, Special, Apr. 26 (1) 
Mexico, Special, Mar. 11 (2) 
Mexico visit, Special, July 24 
Middle East, Daily, Sept. 6 
Middle East visit, Daily, Apr. 9, 23, 25, Mav 3 
Nicaragua: 
Daily, Mar. 8 
Special, April 18, July 26 
North Atlanuc Council visit, Special, June 3 
South Atrica, Special, Apr. 19, Sept. 9 (1) 
Spain, Special, May 6, 7 (1) 
terrorism: 
Daily, June 20, 21, 24, 28 
Special, June 30 
trade, Special, Jan. 22. May J (2) 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics: 
Daily, Mar. 19, Sept. 27, Oct. 21, 29, Nov. I 
Special, May 9 
U.S.-Soviet summit, Special, July 31 (2), Oct. 15, 24 (2), 24 
(3), 25 (2), 28, Nov. 12 (2), 14 
Siddhi, Savetsila, Special, Dec. 10 (1) 
Sigur, Gaston J., Jr. Special, May 2 (2) 
Simpson, Alan K., Special, Apr. 16 (2) 
Sims, Robert. Special, June 16 
Singapore, Republic of: 
Daily, Oct. 8 
Special, Oct. 7 (1), 8 (1) 
Soares, Mario Alberto, Special, Apr. 25 (2) 
Sofaer, Abraham D.: 
Daily, Dec. 18 
Special, Sept. 13 (2), Oct. 7 (3), Dec. 20 (3) 
Sokolov, Oleg M., Special, Mar. 25 
South Africa: 
Daily, Jan. 9, 15, 22, 30, Feb. 1, 7, 8, 12, 14, 21, Mar. 1, 22, 
25, 27, 29, Apr. 4, 18, May 20, 24, 28, 29, June 6, 14, 
15, July 1,5, 10, 12, 15, 22, 23, 25, 26, 29, 30, Aug. 1, 2, 
5,6, 7,8, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 28, 
24, 30, Sept. 3, 5,6, 9, 10, 12, 13, 16, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
Oct. 1.2.3, 7, 15, 18, 24, 28, Now. 4.5, 19, 22, 27, 29, 
Dec. 3, 4, 9, 12, 16, 18, 19, 23, 26, 29 
Special, Apr. 1%, Sept. 11, 17, 19, Dec. 10 (2) 
apartheid: 
Daily, Mar. 29 
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South Africa—Continued 
Special, Aug. 29. Sept. 9 (1). 9 (2), Oct. 28 
treedom of press, Daily, Feb. 14 
human rights. Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
Lusaka Accord: 
Daily, May 24 
Special, Feb. 15 (2), Apr. 19 
U.S. policy: 
Daily, May 15, July 30, Aug. 29 
Special, July 29 (2), Sept. 9 (1), 9 (2) 
U.S. visit of Chief Buthelezi, Special, Feb. 4 (1) 
South Asia, Daily, Feb. 1, Nov. 25, Dec. 11 
South Korea. See Korea, Republic of. 
South Pacific: 
Daily, Aug. 1. 7.9. Nov. 12 
Special, July 15 
South West Africa People’s Organization (SWAPO). Special, 
Feb. 15 (2), Apr. 19 
Soviet Union. See Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 
Space station. See under Detense program. 
Spain: 
Daily, Feb. 14, Mar. 29, Mav 7. Julv 5, 16, Dec. 13 
Special, Feb. 4 (2). Apr. 25 (2), Mav 6, 7 (1). July 29 (2) 
Sprinkel, Beryl W., Special, Jan. 2. Sept. 6, 13 (1), Dec. 20 (1) 
Sri Lanka: 
Daily, Jan. 2, 25, 28, Feb. 5. Mav 15, Aug. 26 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
State, Department of. See Department of State. 
State of the Union Message, Special, Feb. 6 (3) 
Stockman, David A., Special, Feb. 6 (2), Apr. 4 (2), 4 (3), 24.(3) 
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) L. See under Arms 
control and disarmament. 
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) IL. See under Arms 
control and disarmament. 
Strategic Arms Reduction Talks (START). See under Arms 
control and disarmament. 
Strategic Detense Initiative (SDI) (see also Arms control and 
disarmament, Defense program): 
Daily, Jan. 3. Mar. 20, 27, June 28, Oct. 23, Sept. 4, 20 
Special, Jan. 3 (2), 11(1), 11 (2), 14, Feb. 1.2), 5 (2), 20, 
Mar. 4, 5, Apr. 25 (2), 30: (2), Mav 3.¢1), 3.62), 7 1), July 
15, 19, Sept. 26, Oct. 15, Nov. 13. (3), 18 (1), 18 (2), 21 
Suazo Cordova, Roberto, Special, May 20, 21 (2) 
Sudan: 
Daily, Jan. 11. 22. Feb. 1, 20, Mar. 25, 26, 27, Apr. 4.5. 8. 9, 
10, 11, 12, 15, 25, 29, 30, May 2, 3, 10, 28, July 5. 9, 10, 
15. 17, 26, Aug. 1, 15, Oct. 15, 21, Nov. 20, 21, 22, 25, 
27. Dec. 10,11, 13 
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Sudan—Continued 
Special, Sept. 18 (2) 
U.S. economic assistance, Special, Mar. 29 
U.S. food aid: 
Daily, Apr. 29 
Special, June 10 (2), 24 
U.S. security assistance, Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
U.S. visit of President Nimeiri, Special, Mar. 29, Apr. | (2) 
Sweden, Daily, Apr. 26 
Switzerland, ial, Nov. 18 (1) 
Syria: 
Daily, Apr. 24, 29. May 7, June 5, July 9, 14. 17, Aug. 9, 22, 
Sept. 16, 24, Oct. 11, Nov. 15, Dec. 16, 17, 20, 27, 30. 31 
Special, Feb. 11, June 29, 30, Dec. 18 
hijacking of Achille Lauro. Special, Oct. 16 
hijacking of TWA flight, Special, July | 
release of Jeremy Levin, Special, Feb. 14 


Taiwan: 
Daily, Jan. 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, Feb. 1, 5. Apr. 9. Sept. 25, Oct. 
9 


Special, July 23 
laxes: 
Special, Feb. 5 (1). Apr. 24 (2), 24 (3), 29, May 21 (1) 
exemption of foreign missions personnel, Special, Feb. 7 (2) 
tax reform, Special, Feb. 6 (2), 6 (3), Apr. 3 (2), June 4 
tuition tax credit, Special, Feb. 6 (3) 
Terrorism (ser also under individual countries): 
Daily, jan. 15, 17, Feb. 5, Apr. 8, Mav 23, June 14, 17, 20, 
21, 24, 25, 28, July 2. 5, 8, 9, 12, 18, 23, Sept. 20, Oct. 1, 
15, Dec. 2, 5, 18, 27, 30, 31 
Special, Feb. 5 (2). 13. (2), 14. 19, 20, Mar. 4. Apr. 1 (1), 25 
(2), June 25 
hijacking of Achille Lauro: 


Daily, Oct. 8,9. 11. 15, 16. 18, 21, 23, 29, Now. 1, 18 
Special, Oct. 9. 11. 15, 16. 2401) 
hiyacking of Egvptair tlight, Daily, Nov. 25, 26, 29, Dec. 2. 3 


hijacking of TWA flight: 
Daily,. June 14. 18, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28. July 1, 2, 5, 
8, Sept. 26 
Special, June 16, 17 (2), 19(2), 29, 30, July 1.3 
hostages: 
Daily, Jan. 15. 28. Feb. 15. Mav 16, 17, 20, June 20, 21, 
25, 26, 27, 28. July 5, 16, 19, 20, 30, Aug. 7, 8, Sept. 
WW, Oct. 7, Now. 7, Dec. 4, 16 
release of Rev. Benjamin Weir: 
Daily, Sept. 18 
ial, Sept. 18 (1) 
leshima, Reishi, Special, Sept. 20 (2) 
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Thailand: 
Daily, Jan. 2, 8. 9, 29. Mar. 6, 8, 13, May 10, 16, 22, 23, 
Sept. 9, 10, 12, 13, 20, Oct. 2, 3 
Special, Jul 2, Dec. 10 (1) 
Thatcher, Gary, Daily, Aug. 8 
Thatcher, Margaret, Special, Jan. 14, Feb. 19, 20, Apr. 25 (2), 
Mav 2 (4), June 7, Oct. 23 (2) 
lower, John G., Special. Jan. 18 (3), 26 
Trade (see also under individual countries): 
Daily, Sept. 23 
Special, Jan. 22, Feb. 5 (1), Apr. 29 
international, Special, Mar. 5, Apr. 3 (3), 9, 24 (1), 30 (1), 
May 2 (3), 2 (4), 3 (2), 3.(3), 4, Sept. 20 (2), 23 (1), Oct. 
25 (1), Dec. 10 (1) 
unfair trade practices, Special, Sept. 7, 11. 23 (1), Oct. 2 
U.S. policy, Special, Sept. 23 (1) 
Trudeau, Pierre Elliott, Special, Mar. 15 (2) 
Tunisia: 
Daily, Aug. 23. 26, Sept. 13, 26, 27, Oct. 3, 7, 21, 22, 
Dec. 16 
Special, Feb. 4 (2) 
U.S. visit of President Bourguiba, Special, June 17 (1) 
lurkev: 
Daily, Apr. 5, Dec. 5 
U.S. security assistance, Special, Feb. 4 (2), Apr. 1 (1) 
U.S. visit of Prime Minister Ozal, Special, Apr. | (1), 2 
lurks and Caicos Islands, Daily, Mar. 6 
Tutu, Most Rev. Desmond M.: 
Daily, July 30, Aug. 20, 26 
Special, Feb. 4 (1) 


Uganda: 
Daily, July 29, 30, 31, Aug. 5 
human rights, Special, Feb. 13 (2) 
UNESCO, Daily, Jan. 23. Dec. 5 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (see also Arms control and 
disarmament, East-West relations, U.S.-Soviet summit): 
Daily, Jan. 4.7, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 25, 29, Feb. 4, 
7, 14, 21, 22, Mar. 1, 4, 5, 11, 12, 13, 19, 26, 27, Apr. 2, 
5, 8,9. 10, 11, 15, 17, 19, 22, 23, 25, 26, May 1, 2, 6, 8, 
% 10. 14, 17, 20, 22, 28, 29, 30, June 3, 5, 6, 10, 12, 13, 
14. 17, July 1, 2, 35, 10, 17, 18, 19, 29, 30, Aug. 1, 6. 8, 
13. 14. 15, 16, 19, 20, 21, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29. 30, Sept. 3. 
1.6, 9, 10, 12. 13, 16, 25, 26, 27, 90, Oct. 1,2, 3,7, 8.9, 
15, 18, 21, 22, 24, 29, 30, Now. 4, 5,6, 7, 12. 13, 15, 18, 
19, 20, 21, 22. 27, Dec. 2, 4,9, 11, 13, 19, 20, 24, 26, 27, 
Ww 
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Umon of Soviet Socialist Republics—Continued 
Special, July 25, Dec. 20 (2) 
chemical tracking substances: 
Daily, Aug. 22. 25. 26. 29 
Special, Aug. 2! 
human rights: 
Daily, Apr. 8. June 14. Dec. 31 
Feb. 13 (2), June 19 (1). Julw 29 (2) 
miluary buildup. Special, Jan. 3 (2), July 19 
shooting of May. Arthur Nicholson in East Germany: 
Daily, Mar. 25, 26, 29. Apr. 1. 2. 4. 15. 17, 18, 23. Maw 14, 
Sept. 16 
» Mar. 25. 27, Apr. 10, 26 (2) 
Sovret-Israeli relations, Special, Aug. 12 
Soviet seaman Medvid case: 
Daily, Oct. 28, 29, Now. 1,7, 8, 12 
Special, Nov. 14 
strategic defense program. Special, July 15. Oct. 4 
U.S. position, Special, May 7 (2) 
U.S.-Soviet summit: 
Daily, Apr. 8. Aug. 22. Oct. 7. Now. 5 
» Mar. 18, Apr. 9, 10, July 3. Sept. 26, Oct. 8 (2), 
Oct. 15, 24 (2), 28, Now. 12 (2), 13.03), 14, 1801), 18 
(2), 21 
U.S.-Soviet summit agenda issues, Special July 31 (2), 
Oct. 22 (2), 23 (2), 23 (3), 24 (5), 25 (2) 
VE. Dav issues, Special, May 8 
Vitaly Yurchenko case: 
Daily, Nov. 5, 7 
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DPC #1 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 2, 1985, 12:08 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
PRESS CORPS. Happy New Year. 
MR. ROMBERG: Happy New Year. 
Q Start off with the news. 
a News? 
Q A new policy. 
a You are a radical, aren't you? I'll leave that 
up to you, since I will make no announcements and let you ask 


some questions. 


Q What's the status of that briefing tomorrow, “n 
who it is and ground rules? 


A I understand that the White House has announced 
that the National Security Advisor, Mr. McFarlane, will brief. 
I don't know whether the -—~ what the entire situation will be 


in terms of whether there will be only an ON THE RECORD 

briefing, or whether there will be some BACKGROUND by any 
officials who might be there. But in any case, I'd ask you to 
stay in touch with them. That is still scheduled for noon, 








Room 450 Old EOB, but I would ask you to keep in touch with the 


White House on this because, as always with a briefing, 
particularly with a senior official, that could be subject to 
some change. But that is the schedule as of the moment. 


Q Alan, have you got a report on that plane to 
Bolivia? 


A I have very limited information on that plane, 
Bill. Our Embassy in La Paz confirms that Eastern Airlines 
Flight 980 from Asuncion, Paraguay, to La Paz, Bolivia, was 
reported missing late January 1 and is presumed down. An air 
search is being conducted in the vicinity of La Paz. 





I've seen, as I think probably all of you have, 
reports whiich first indicated that they thought they had 
sighted wreckage but later reports which said, no, they could 
not confirm sighting of wreckage, and I'm not in a position to 
really address that. I don't know. 


Q You mean the FAA announcement has been retracted? 

A There have been several reports, the latest of 
which I saw indicated that there is no confirmation the 
wreckage has been sighted. But I'm really relying here on wire 
service stories, so -- 

Q (Inaudible comment; laughter) 

-—- I leave you to your own accuracy of such reporting. 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on Norway's 
complaint that the Soviet Union tested a cruise missile over 
its territory? Do you know that that happened? 

t I don't know anythine about it. 


Q Alan, was the wife of the Ambassador to Paraguay 
aboard that plane? 


A According to information available to us at this 
point, there were eight Americans aboard that flight, among 
them Marian Davis, wife of the U.S. Ambassador to Paraguay, 


Arthur H. Davis, Jr., but I don't have anything further on the 
families or notification at this point. 


Q Did the Embassy send a plane out in Bolivia? 


a I don't know the answer to that, Ron. I saw a 
report that indicated that, but I just don't have -- 


Q You don't have confirmation? 

A I don't know. 

Q Back to the McFarlane briefing for just a 
second: Are there any other State Department briefings 
scheduled or planned in this week? 


a No. 


Q Where is the Ambassador at this time? 


i The only thing I have on that -- I don't know 
whether he's gone to Bolivia. 1 did see a cable that was 
signed off by him which would suggest that, at least at that 














time, he was still in Paraguay. So I really can't give you 
that detailed answers, where he is at this moment. 


Q Alan, can you discuss the status of Ambassador 
Nitze? 


7 No, I don't have anything beyond what has been 
indicated previously about his role as an advisor. I saw 
accounts of some -—-— of an interview, and so on. I have not 
checked to see what that may -- what the story may be behind 
that. But the fact of the matter is, obviously, what is going 
to happen first is we will have the meetings next week, so I 
think that's where that -- the action will rest, at least for 
the moment. 


Q A last question on the swissing plane: Do you 
have any information on any of the other seven Americans, 
including a report that a Peace Corps official was aboard? 


is I don't have any further information. I'm not 
denying that report, George, but I just don't have any details. 





Q Can you maybe pull something together? I mean, 
if you develop something, put it out? 


is) We will try to do that. Yes, we will try to do 
that. 


Q Did you have anything regarding the status of the 
Americans reported captured by UNITA rebels during the weekend? 


fs I guess we didn't -- didn't get asked about this. 
Had a little something on Monday on this, and I'll give you 
what we had. There is no new information. 


Obviously, we're aware of reports of attacks, or an 
attack, which destroyed a Hercules aircraft of Transamerica 
Airways. Transamerica has indicated that there were Americans 
among the crew of the aircraft. The reports we've seen 
indicate the aircraft was attacked on the ground, not in the 
air. We don't have anything definitive on the fate of the 
crew, but we've heard reports that some may have been taken 
away by UNITA forces, and we're attempting to get further 
information. You might also want to contact Transamerica. But 
that's -- 


Q Could we have a copy of that, please? 


A More or less, yes. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment or any information 
about visits to the United States next month of some Arab 








officials like King Hassan? And I understand that an 
invitation was extended to King Fahd of Saudi Arabia, and also 
President Mubarak will be coming here. Do you have any dates 
for these visits? 


icy I don't. I think you'd have to check with the 
White House, in any case, on visits by officials at that level, 
heads of state and government. 


-~-MORE-- 








Q Alan, do you have anything now to say about 
Murphy, since last week you said you are studying and 
evaluating this? 

A No, I don't have anything. 

Q Nothing? 

A Nothing. 

Q And, second, do you have anything on the 


escalation of war in the Gulf, especially downing two airplane 
-— two fighter (Inaudible) 


ta No. 1 refer you back to what we said in the 
past. I don't have anything new. 


Q Alan, anything on Jesse Jackson's trip to Libya 
in connection with three Americans held? 


A To Libya? 
Q Lebanon. i'm sorry. 
A Ah! 


Well, I don't know what his plans are, and I quess I 
would refer you to his office regarding his plans. 


Q Well, did he ask any permission from the State 
Department, or any connection with the State Department? 


A No, I'm not aware that he's been in touch with us 
regarding that. 


Q Alan, can you confirm the claims of some of the 
Cambodian groups that the Vietnamese have started a retreat 
from Nong Samet? 


fi I can give you the latest information, which does 
have some indication of that sort in it. 


Heavy fighting was reported December 30th at Nong 
Samet as a result of a counterattack by Khmer People's National 
Liberation Front forces -- that's KPNLF forces -- directed at 
the area around Nong Samet's Buddhist temple. As of January 
2nd, fighting continued, but Vietnamese forces apparently still 
control the eastern half of the camp. There are some 
indications that Vietnamese troops may have begun to withdraw. 











Fighting at O Bok continued on December 31st. Bangkok 
press accounts reported that a Vietnamese incursion into Thai 
territory near there resulted in a clash leaving five Thai 
soldiers wounded. I don't think I have any reports to confirm 
that by the Royal Thai Government, although I have seen a wire 
service account indicating that a Foreign Ministry spokesman 
stated that there would be a protest. And I'd refer you to the 
wires; I don't have anything official. 


Nong Chan was reported quiet with the KPNLF in control 
of the entire camp. Ban Sangae --— Ampil -- is also reported 
quiet on January 2nd. 


Nothing new on fighting between Vietnamese and Khmer 
Rouge forces south of Aranyaprathet. 


Nothing new on casualties in addition to what the 
press has reported, and nothing new on evacuees. 


Q Can you make that sitrep -- copies? 
iz Sure. 

Alan, do you have anything at all on whether or 
not the United States has had contact with the Cuban Government 
concerning this latest skyjacking? 

A My understanding is that -- and I don't have 
details of it -- but my understanding is we have made known to 


the Cuban authorities our desire that the hijacker be returned 
to the United States. : 


Q Have they responded? 


A I don't have anything in terms of a response at 
this point. 

Q How was that made, Alan -- in Cuba, or was that 
made here? 

fi No. My understanding is it was made through our 


Interests Section in Havana. 


Q All right. 


A Alan, last month Indian Prime Minister Rajiv 
Gandhi ordered his naval forces to protect Indians in the wake 
of Indian -- Sri Lankan Navy firing on Indian fishermen. 
Following his landslide victory, do you foresee any increased 
tension between India and Sri Lanka? 














A Well, I don't think that's something for us to 
comment on here. Obviously, we have been hopeful for reduced 
tensions and cooperation; but I don't have any prognostications 
to offer you. 


Q Is there a position by the State Department on 
the Soviet-Chinese talks as they may affect the U.S. arms talks? 


ia We had a little guidance on this earlier. If 
you'd check with the Press Office -- 


Q Okay. 
-~- there is something on that. 


Q Anything on the latest round of talks in 
Salvador, the ones coming up? 





id No. I saw the indications in the press that 
there would be another round. I don't have any comment to 
offer on that. Obviously, we've been supportive of the 
initiative President Duarte took and the continuing talks. 


Yes? 


Q What's the U.S. view on the release of political 
detainees, about two thousand, by General Buhari's government 
in Nigeria? 


A I don't really have a comment to offer on that. 
Anne, did you have a question? 


Q Yes, there's a new -- it's not really new, but 
the comment in The Washington Post article on Nicaragua today 
saying that the insurgents appear to have a policy of killing 
government officials or sympathizers whether they're armed or 
not. In your guidance on this the other day, you said that the 
United States opposes terrorism, but that the leaders of the 
contras had said that this is not their policy. 








Is there any investigation going on by the State 
Department, or are we basically accepting what the contra 
leaders say? 


A Well, I'm not quite sure how one investigates, 
but the fact of the matter is, our policy is clear, unequivocal 
condemnation of all acts of terror and violence directed 
agzinst civilians; and we apply that condemnation to terrorism 
in all cour ries. 





Q Do you have reason to think that these reports 
are true? 

ca I don't have an assessment to give you on that. 

Q flan, do you have any report on a reported 


Israeli plan for partial withdrawal from southern Lebanon -- 
is) No. 


—- especially after a visit of the Defense 
Minister last week? 


fe No, I don't. 
Spence?. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the reported 
Soviet buildup in Vietnam, including fighter planes? 


ms Briefly, that in terms of the reports coming out 
of Thailand sourced to the Thai Government of MiG-23s now being 
at Cam Ranh Bay, obviously we've seen those reports. I don't 
have a specific comment; but, as we've said before, we are 
deeply concerned at the growing Soviet military presence in 
Vietnam and its destabilizing effect on the region. 


Q Any decision on providing F-16's to the Thais? 
A I don't have anything new on that, Bernie. 

Q Thank you. 

i You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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DPC #2 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 3, 1985, 12:02 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one brief 
housekeeping sort of announcement. 


At the briefing today over at the White House a 
pamphlet on the President's Strategic Defense Initiative is 
being released, along with a number of other documents relating 
to arms control issues. I don't have a package -- the entire 
package here for you, but I do have copies of that pamphlet, 
and they will be available in the Press Office after the 
briefing. 


That's it for announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Is the United States concerned about the cruise 
missile over Norway” What action is being taken about it? 


is} Well, 1 think that in terms of the -- that 
incident, I really don't have any details to offer you, and I 
would refer you to the governments concerned who have been 
looking at that. 


1 think that NATO has been -- has ade some either 
statements or issued some words about concern about 
infringement of frontiers, and I think that there has been 
consultation under way in NATO and will continue, as 
appropriate. But I really don't have any specifics to offer 
you, and I think that you'd have to, as I say, check with the 
governments directly concerned. 


Q New subject? 
6 Sure. 
Q Are we concerned about chemicals in Paraguay? 


a Well, I do have something on that, John. With 
respect to this morning's report on that, we know that a 


}// 








quantity of chemicals common to the processing of cocaine were 
delivered to Paraguay on September 22 and were seized by 
Paraguayan customs, which said in a decree that the chemicals 
were not authorized for import and were in an amount far in 
excess of known licit requirements in Paraguay. 


Subsequently, the United States raised the issue of 
the disposition of the chemicals with Paraguayan authorities. 
We expressed concern about the potential for these chemicals to 
be used in manufacturing of tons of cocaine and offered to 
reimburse the costs of their destruction. 


We are continuing to discuss this difficult and 
sensitive matter with Government of Paraguay officials. Thus 
far the chemicals have not been destroyed. 


Q Can I get a copy of that? 
ve Sure. 


Q Also, is it true that our Ambassador has not been 
able -- has been encountering difficulty in getting an 
appointment to see the President? 


i) Well, we think it really isn't appropriate to get 
into the details of either people or particulars of 
appointments or discussions with government officials, so I 
really don't have anything to add or say about that. I suppose 
you could ask the Government of Paraguay if they have anything 
to say about it, but I don't. 


Q Alan, have there been any further conversations 
with the Cubans concerning the skyjacking incident, and is 
there any movement, or has there been any movement from the 
Cubans concerning a possible extradition, or call it another 
name, if you want? 


2 I don't have anything to update you on that 
today. We understand that he is in custody, but beyond what I 
gave you yesterday, I don't have really anything new. 


Q Alan, can I go back to Paraguay for a moment? 
a Yes. 
Q Does the Embassy know where the chemicals are, or 


in whose custody they are? 





é I'm -— I guess I really don't have an answer to 
that, but I don't know that that -—-— I'm not sure whether that's 


an issue. At least it's -- to my understanding that hasn't 
been raised as a problem. 


Q You mentioned that it's a difficult and sensitive 
matter. Why is it a difficult and sensitive matter? 


& Well, I'm just going to, I think, leave it at 


that. 
Q It seems perfectly straightforward to me. 
o Well -- 
Q Alan, Arturo Cruz, the Nicaraguan democratic 


opposition leader, said today ihe thinks that U.S. assistance to 
the Contras should be resumed without conditions, and I think 
this is the first time he has ever made such an unambiguous 
statement. 


Do you have any response to that? 

a I don't have a direct response to it. I think we 
have indicated several times in the past, George, that the 
Administration stands behind the President's entire funding 
proposal for Central America, and that remains unchanged. 

Okay? 

Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:07 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #3 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 4, 1985, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. No announcements. 
Happy to take your questions. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us about the breakdown of 
the talks in Geneva in regard to how many times will the 
Secretary see Mr. Gromyko? 


a I do not have any information to give you on 
that. I think that the planning for that and the briefings on 
that will really take place sort of on the way and there, and I 
don't have information to give you on the specifics. 


Q Can you give us the number of times they intend 
to meet? 
A No. 
Q About the departure, are you ready to announce a 
departure date or any -- 
A Why don't we talk about -- for Geneva? 
—Q Uh-huh. 


a Well, the date is -- 
Q I didn't know whether you had announced it. 


A No, we haven't announced it. Why don't we just 
talk about the transportation and logistics arrangements after. 


Q The entire delegation as such that will be 
announced, in addition to what has been -- 


A I think that the briefer at the White House made 
known the principal people who were going yesterday, and I 





would leave you to what was invelved in that briefing. I don't 
have anything really to give you on that. 


Ralph? 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the status of 
the Norwegian protest and the Finnish search for the missile. 
or the -- 


A { don't. 
Q Nothing at all on that? 
A I don't. | 


Q Has the U.S. protested or said anything to the 
Soviets about this specific -- 


A I think that this is a matter for -- to the 
extent that the Norwegians or the Finnish want to raise this 
with the Soviets, it's for them to do. I don't have anything 
beyond what I said yesterday about NATO, but I don't think this 
is taken up in a different context. I would leave you where I 
did yesterday. I don't have anything new to say about it. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on this Soviet 
physicist who apparently has defected; his whereabouts unknown, 
and it's questionable whether he's asking for political or 


‘personal asylum? What can you tell us about this? 


A I can't tell you too much. As far as asylum, 
obviously, that's an INS matter, or at least primarily is an 
INS matter. And I understand they are -- they have some 


information on that today, so I refer you to them on that issue. 


There was, as I think you may know, a meeting here 
yesterday between Mr. Kulikov, who is the individual concerned, 
and Soviet officials. That's fairly standard. That is to say, 
we often arrange such meetings to provide consular access when 
Soviet citizens are willing to meet with Soviet Embassy 
representatives, and that's in exchange for reciprocal U.S. 
consular access to U.S. citizens in the Soviet Union, and those 
meetings assure both sides the individuals are not being held 
against their will. 


Q Can you tell us his whereabouts? 
a No, I cannot. 
/ 
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Q Who was at that meeting? 
Q Do you have any details on that meetings? 


a Well, it's the same question. You're asking 
details; you're asking who was there. I don't have details on 
who was there. 


Q Who represented the United States in the meeting? 


A I don't know who was at the meeting beyond the 
fact that Mr. Kulikov met with Soviet Embassy officials. 


Q Is this at the Embassy or at the State -- 
No, this was here. 

Q At State? 

A Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on what the Minister of 
Foreign Affairs from Honduras said yesterday, that the Contras 
should be kicked out of Honduras? 


A Well, I think that you better check with the 
Government of Honduras on precisely what was said and what was 
intended. It is our understanding that there is no change in 
Honduran Government policy, so -- but in terms of what was 
said, and so on, I really have to refer you to them. 


Mike? 


Q Do you have anything also on key members of a 
Soviet hockey team that may have defected in the United States 
-- may have requested asylum? 


A I don't. 
Q Can you -- have you heard about that before? 


A It doesn't ring any bells with me. But, 
obviously, in terms of any requests for asylum, and people who 
have not gone public and so on, we have stayed away from 
talking about in any case, Mike, so I don't think I could 
really get into it, if there is anything behind it. 


Q Alan, I wasn't -- I haven't been here for some 
time now. Were you asked about the fact -- the Kawasmi 
assassination, and can you refer me to something, or if you 
haven't, can you -- 





IZ 


A I don't know that we've been asked about it. 
Obviously, we deplore all such acts of violence, and I don't 
have anything -- any views to offer on responsibility. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
Government condition to allow the burial of Hebron's late mayor 
Fahid Kawasmi only after Israel gets information about four 
Israelis who are missing or in Palestinian prison? 


A No. 


Q And do you think that such Israeli condition is 
normal or moral? 


A I don't have any comment on that. 


Regarding the Soviet defector, a State Department 
official is quoted as saying that “we'd rather have one of 
them" -- meaning a scientist -- “than a ballet dancer." Do you 
anticipate this defector will*have any use for the United 
States, or will you use his expertise in any way, or can you 
comment on what the State Department official apparently said? 


A No; none. No to any of that, really. 


Q Do you have any comment on United Nations’ 
Assistant Secretary about the negotiation in Lebanon; he warned 
Israel that UNIFIL will be disbanded if the talks were not 
successful? So, do you have anything to -- 


A I'm frankly not aware of those remarks. 
Obviously, we have felt that UNIFIL has played a very useful 
role and continues to do so, but I don't have -- I'm not 


familiar with those remarks, and I think we would stay away 
from the specifics of the negotiations. Obviously, we felt 
those talks have been useful, but I don't have anything to add. 


Are you optimistic that this will not happen -- 
that UNIFIL will not be disbanded? 


A I don't think it's for us to proclaim optimism or 
pessimism. I think -- as I say, we think that UNIFIL has 
played a very important role. 


--MORE -- 

















Q Can you check on an Israeli néwspaper report -- 
the December 19th Davar, saying that Mayor Kawasmi, on the 19th 
or the 18th of last month, met with Mr. Murphy, Richard Murphy, 
and they conducted talks after he was elected to the PNC in 
Amman. Could you confirm -- 


a The PNC or the PLO? 


Q Yes, the PNC -- Palestine National Council. Can 
you confirm or deny that? 


A I think we've talked about his meetings here in 
the past -- before he was elected to the PLO Executive 
Committee, I guess -- and I don't -- there was no change in 


that. But our policy also on dealing with PLO officials has 
not changed. 


Q The newspaper says that, you know this is illegal 
-- or, you know, the comments from people here in Washington 
saying that these are illegal contacts -- and, you know, in the 
context of if there were any meetings, such took place last 
month. J 


A Well, I'm sure -- let me put it this way: that 
I'm sure there was no meeting with Mr. Kawasmi once he became a 
PLO official. 


Q Anything new on the Americans who were hijacked 
supposedly by UNITA forces in Angola? 


A Yes, I have a little bit on that. 


UNITA has, in a public statement, said that it holds 
two Americans. They are Captain Gerhard Opel and Flight 
Engineer Alan Bongard. 


We understand and expect that they will be released 
promptly as soon as they can be taken to a safe release point, 
although that may take some time due to the difficulties of 
overland travel, which is often on foot. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 
Q How do you understand they will be released? 
A I don't have details. We have a number of lines 


out to obtain information to try to assure the safety of these 
Americans and any others who are in that group as weli. 


I might note that there apparently is a third american 
who hasn't been located and we're trying to locate him, but I 










































don't have details because of Privacy Act considerations. 


Q Do you have anything on the new U.S. ambassadors 
to Latin America? 


a No. 


Q Any comment on the extent to which the U.S. is 
involved in Israel's evacuation of some people from Ethiopia? 


i} I think that -- I have something I will give 
you. I don't think it's new; it goes back some time. 


The United States is deeply concerned about the plight 
of African refugees, including African Jews, who have been 
affected by conflict, oppression, and famine in the region. 

The United States has taken a direct and special interest in 
their well-being, and we are continuing to work with 
international organizations, voluntary agencies, and the 
governments of concerned countries to provide food, medical 
care, and resettlement opportunities for the refugees. 


The United States has been working quietly and closely 
with a number of organizations and governments to save the 
lives of the African refugees, including African Jewish 
refugees. 


Q Is there a dollar figure you can give us? 


A I do not have a dollar figure specifically on 
that. The figure that I have here -- and I think there may 
have been a number of figures or numbers added in terms of more 
recent contributions or proposals -- but the FY ‘84 figure to 
African refugees, assistance to African refugees, was 104.7 
million dollars. 


Q How about money specifically to help the Israeli 
evacuation? 


is) I do not have numbers. We can try and put 
something together. 


Q Didn't you cooperate with the Israelis in 
airlifting more than ten thousand Ethiopian Jews to Israel? 


A I'm not really going to get into the details of 
what we've done and how we've done it. [I think I'll leave you 
with the statement I already read to you. 


Q On that point, three days ago Jack Anderson had a 
column saying that Israel has been assisting Mengistu all the 
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time since ‘75 in Ethiopia in providing arms and trainers and 
advisers. Do you have any comment on that, or can you -- 


a No, I don't have any information on it. 
Q Alan -- 
Q Excuse me. 
-- back on ti -niopia question still, whether 


that subject was a subject of conversation between Secretary 
Shultz and Prime Minister Peres when Peres was here in the fall? 


A I don't know, but I don't think I would go into 
the specifics of what may have been discussed between them, 
Ralph. It just wouldn't be consistent with our usual 
forthcoming approach to that. 


Q Alan, anything new on South Africa -- and, also, 
Senator Kennedy's trip to South Africa? 


a No. What --— no, no; I really don't. We've 
expressed ourselves in the past. , 


Eric? 


To follow on the question about meetings with the 
PLO or PNC officials -- Kawasmi, in particular -- were you 
intentionally trying to leave room to allow the possibility 
that Murphy or his people met with Kawasmi before he was 
elected to the PLO in this recent swing or elected to the 
Executive Committee? 


fe No, I'm not trying to leave room on the recent 
swing. I don't know what contacts -- I'm not quite sure when 
he was elect2d and so on. But certainly if you go back over 
the past, [ wouldn't argue with the fact that there had been 
contact with. him. But I would reiterate very strongly that the 
policy on the PLO has not changed, and that included Mr 
Kawasmi. 


Q Going back for a minute to the arms talks next 
week, a couple of Senate leaders this morning at the White 
House said that the Administration had indicated it would be 
willing to have Congressional observers -- specifically Senate 
observers --— take part in any talks -- not “take part” but 
“observe” any talks that follow up the Geneva meetings next 
week . 


a Uh-huh. 








Q Is it Secretary Shultz‘ policy that the 
ratification body, the Senate, would be involved in some way in 
these talks; and, if so, why? 


Q Well, let me give you a couple of points on that. 


First of all, in terms of the resolution in which some 
of these points were made, we appreciate the Senate's support 
for the upcoming talks in Geneva as expressed in Senator Dole's 
resolution; and we look forward to continuing to consult and 
work closely with the Congress in this important endeavor. 


As far as the observers are concerned, the resolution, 
as you say, expresses the views o* the Senate, and we have been 
working closely with Senators Dole, Byrd, and others on the 
matter and fully expect satisfactory arrangements can be worked 
out. 


You might want to check at the White House, but my 
understanding is that in the discussions at the leadership 
meeting this morning, this subject came up, and there was 


agreement that bipartisan contribution to the process is useful 
and welcome. 


On further details, I just don't have anything. 


Q "Contribution to the process" as opposed to 
observers, or -- 


a Well, as I say -- that we fully expect that 
satisfactory arrangements can be worked out. But I don't have 
details on what that might constitute at this point. 


Q Can we have a copy of your statement there on 
that? 


a Can give you parts of it. 


Q The one that ends “can be worked out" and starts 
“We approve of the Senate resolution"? 


a “We appreciate” -- yes. 
Q All right. 
a That part I can give you. 


Anything else? 














° Q Thank you. 
Aa You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:35.) 
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MONDAY, JANUARY 7, 1985, 12:08 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Okay. Good afternoon. One, a couple of 
announcements before we get into questions. 


First, I want to welcome Bob Lewis -- Bob, why don't 
you stand up? -- who's a work-study intern in the Press Office 
for the next three months. Bob is a political science major at 
Principia College and is going to be getting college credit for 
working in the Press Office and learning about the interplay 
between government and the media. (Laughter) So be kind. 


And, also, I might note that during the Christmas and 
New Year's holiday we failed last week to properly welcome 
Robin Renwick, who's serving as an intern in the Press Office 
during her school holiday. Robin is a senior English major at 
William and Mary College and has been a big help to many of you 
as well as to us during this busy period. 


A notice, announcement, on search and rescue talks. 
Search and rescue talks between the U.S. Coast Guard and the 
Soviet Merchant Marine, “Moreplavaniye," got underway today and 
will continue through Wednesday, January 9, at the Coast Guard 
Headquarters here in Washington. 


The goal of these meetings is to explore ways of 
improving U.S.-Soviet cooperaticn and communications for search 
and rescue operations in the waters between the Alaskan and 
Siberian coasts. 


The American delegation is headed by Captain Paul E. 
Versaw, Chief of the Internal Affairs Staff of the U.S. Coast 
Guard, and the Soviet delegation by Captain Bronislayv S. 
Mainagashev, Chairman of “Moreplavaniye.”" 


I will make this available so you can get the 
spellings, for those who are interested. 


Okay. That's it for announcements. Happy to take 
questions. 











Do you know anything about the axtradition to 
Miami of any Contra ieaders from Honduras? 


“ No. Wo, I don't. 


Q Alan, any results from the talks in Geneva? 
(Laughter) 


ra One is tempted to be facetious, but I guess this 
isn't the time. No. I'm going to leave it to the party in 
Geneva to talk about those talks. 


Q Alan, three Colombian nationals were extradited 
into Miami. It's something about drugs. Do you have anything 
on that at all? 


i I have -- 
Q Are they going to be extradited? 


‘ Yes, I have some guidance. On January Sth the 
Colombia Government transferred custody of four Colombian 
nationals to U.S. Marshals in Miami. They were extradited to 
the United States under the U.S.-Colombia Extradition Treaty 
which entered into force in 1982. 


They have been indicted in U.S. Federal courts on 
narcotics-related charges. President Betancur signed 
extradition orders on them in mid-November. 


We're very pleased with this development which marks a 
milestone in joint efforts with the Government of Colombia to 
combat international narcotics trafficking. It is a major step 
forward in bringing traffickers to justice and controlling the 
illicit drug trade. 


Q Copy? 
a Sure. 
Eric? 


Q Do you have anything today, an update, on the 
rescue of Ethiopian Jews, especially regarding the possible 
participation of either Ethiopia, Sudan or Egypt? 


i No. I really don't have anything beyond what I 
gave you the other day on our views. 











Q Any reaction or comment on the Jordanian 
announcement of buying arms from the Soviets? 


& Well, this wouldn't be the first time that Jordan 
has purchased Soviet equipment, and such a sale would be 
consistent with Jordan's longstanding policy of purchasing 
military hardware from a variety of sources. 


The reported sale appears to be consistent with 
previous purchases; does not appear to represent any 
fundamental change in Jordan's traditional defense procurement 
practices. 


Q Can I get a copy of that? 
fe Sure. 


Q Does that mean that maybe you will reconsider if 
Jordan applied for more arms, to buy more arms from USA? 


6 Well, I think our -- I'll leave you with that -- 
what I just gave you as our view of this reported purchase. As 
far as any U.S.-Jordanian transactions, I don't have anything 
specific on outstanding requests for security assistance for 
Jordan over the next fiscal year, and decisions on our FY-86 
security assistance program have in fact not been made. 


Q So does that mean you confirm an outstanding 
request from the Jordanians to -- 


is No. I'm just saying on -- I don't have anything 
on the issue of outstanding requests to bring forward here. 
I'm not confirming that there are such. I1 just don't have any 
information on any requests. 


Q Alan, the Jordanian Government put out a few days 
ago @ list of so-called “hit squad” that was going to be 
assassinating Palestinian leaders throughout Europe and other 
capitals in -- 


a Who put this out? 


Q The Jordanian Government, and they published the 
names and they are also asking the Interpol for all possible 
points and international security. Are they cooperating with 
the United States or the United States cooperating with them to 
catch or arrest or apprehend such names of people who are -- 


i) I don't have any information -- 








Q -- part of the assassination -—- 
o I don't have any information on that. 
Q Can you look at this? 


e No. I think that probably you can take it as a 
given that we cooperate with a variety of governments on 
efforts to stop international terrorism, but I'm not going to 
get into specifics, because that isn't really very helpful to 
the process. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Alan, do you have any comment on the 
assassination of the Salvadoran corruption investigator? 


a Yes, I do. I might note that there are 
conflicting accounts regarding the murder of Pedro Rene Yanez 
in the U.S. and Salvadoran press, and we're attempting to learn 
more about the case. 


We have stated many times that the United States 
Government deplores acts of political violence, from whatever 
source. We condemn this murder of a representative of the 
democratically elected president of E1 Salvador and the four 
bystanders who were also killed in the attack. Whatever the 
origins of this assassination, it is a blow against the efforts 
to achieve peace, justice, and progress in £1 Salvador. 


Q Copy of that? 
a Sure. 
Eric. 


Q Anything on the Lebanese Army's attempts to 
deploy -- make security arrangements -- in the south and an 
apparent Druze, or continuing Druze opposition? 


a No. 


Q On the Jordanian deal again, has it been known to 
you the size or the amount +f the purchase from the Soviets? 


A I don't think we would get into the question of 
the specifics of our exchanges with the Jordanians. Obviously, 
the subject of a Jordanian arms purchase from the Soviet Union 
has been raised here several times, so the idea is hardly one 
that one would think we'd be surprised about, in any case. But 
as I said, their practice of using diverse sources of supply is 
well known. 


Q Alan, this purchase of Russian arms by the 
Jordanians, the agreement was announced that there was such an 
agreement earlier last year, and it was postponed and put off 
until now. 


Do you have any idea why, the motives, that they came 
today to the conclusion now to sign the agreement? Was it 
pending the hearing from the United States about the request 
for buying arms, U.S. arms, or is it -- 





a I don't think it's up to us to comment on the 
reasons for a Jordanian Government action, so I would refer you 
to the Government of Jordan for any comment on that. 


Q Alan, returning to Sudan and Ethiopia, you 
referred us now to last week. Last week you refused to confirm 
that Sudan was involved. 


A Right. 


Q Why you refused that, even if now it is public 
knowledge? 


ia Well, you're saying one thing. I'm just simply 
saying that all I have to say about that entire issue is what I 
said last week, and I'm not going to take it any further. 


Q Can I take you one more note on the Colombian 
thing? It was reported that these people who were extradited 
were flown in secretly to avoid the possibility of a bloody 
rescue attempt. Do you -- are you aware of that? 


fs I think I'd have to ask you on the details of 
this to check with the Justice Department to see what they are 
willing to say on that. I don't happen to have any details, 
but it would be their show, in any case. 


Chris. 


Q Apparently, there is a U.S. trade delegation 
going to Moscow this week, I think led by Under Secretary 
Olmer. Do you have anything on what that's all about? 


a Yes, I do. 


Commerce Under Secretary Lionel Olmer is heading an 
interagency U.S. delegation, which is meeting with Soviet 
counterparts in Moscow, January 8 - 10. This is a meeting of 
trade and economic experts being held under the provisions of 
the U.S.-Soviet Long-Term Economic, Industrial and Technical 
Agreement, and is being held for tne first time since 1978. 

The working group will hold discussions on the status of 
US-Soviet trade, will review obstacles to the expansion of that 
trade, and will seek to identify areas where both sides believe 
an expansion of commerce would be in their mutual interest. 


Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:17 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 8, 1985, 12:02 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: I have no announcements. Happy to take 


questions. 
. (No response) 
A No questions? 
Q I've got one for you. (Laughter) 
A Go ahead. 


Q There's a report from Zimbabwe yesterday that -- 
from the Embassy with regard to the State Security Minister 
accusing Sithole of plotting a coup and trying to seek support 
in the United States, and that he was caught because the United 
States returned to the Zimbabwe Government the letters which 
had been asking for arms and various other -- 


A Well, what I have on this is that Reverend 
Sithole was in the United States last one year ago, and he met 
with a number of private individuals and organizations at that 
time, and since we didn't participate in those meetings, we 
don't have any comment on the private talks. 


He did call on the State Department and that -- at the 
working level -— the subject of a coup was not raised, and, 
obviously, it would not have been entertained, had it been 
raised. So -- 


Yes? 


Q Is the U.S. sending a message or a delegation to 
the inauguration for elected President Daniel Ortega as other 
countries are doing? 


A In Nicaragua there will be representation. At 
the invitation of the Government of Nicaragua, the United 








States Government has designated its resident Ambassador in 
Managua, Harry E. Bergold, Jr., as its representative to the 
January 10 inauguration of Daniel Ortega as President of 
Nicaragua. 


Q What's the latest out of Geneva? How do you 
understand the talks are progressing? 


a I'm going to leave it to the party to discuss 
that, I'm afraid. 


Q Anything new on the Naqura talks with the 
Israelis’ statement yesterday that they're not setting a time 
to -- 


a No. I think you'd have to check with the Israeli 
and the Lebanese Governments as to the current status of the 
talks, but I would reiterate what we have said previously that 
we continue to believe these talks, which are taking place 
under U.N. auspices, represent the best means of achieving 
arrangements necessary for resolution of the problems of 
southern Lebanon. 


Q There was an AP story yesterday, saying that the 
Honduran Government was going to deport Steadman Fagoth to the 
United States. 


a Uh-huh. 
Q Do you have any comment on that, or what's the -- 
A No. There were reports this morning that he had 


been put on a plane for Miami, too, and we've seen those, but I 
can't confirm that at all. 


Q You haven't had any communication with them about 
this, or this isn't something that -- 


a Well, I don't have anything on diplomatic 


contacts, but the fact is, I don't -- we don't know where he is 
-- or at least I don't know where he is, put it that way -- and 
-- but I can't -- I cannot confirm those wire reports that he 


is headed for the U.S. 


Q Alan, is there anything on the return of the 
skyjack -— the request to return the hijacker from Havana? 


a I don't have anything new on that at this point. 


No. 
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. Q Alan, do you have anything on an upcoming visit 
by King Fahd of Saudi Arabia to Washington? 


. a No. I'm afraid you'd have to ask the White House 
about any head of state or government visit. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Is the United States going to participate in the 
Taba talks which have been -- is going to be resumed by next 
week? 


a We have been asked by both governments to be 
there and, yes, we will be. We welcome -- 


Q At which level, sir?. 


A Don't have detail at this point on the 
representative, but obviously we welcome the resumption of 
those talks on this issue. As to the details of the talks 
themselves, I'd refer you to the Governments of Egypt and 
Israel, as I say. 


But, yes, we intend to participate. 


Q Alan, can you expand a bit on the comment you 
made on the Naqura talks? Does that imply that the U.S. should 
not be seeking a more active role to narrow the gaps or to get 
the talks going? 


a No. It implies that we think that those talks, 
which are convened under U.N. auspices, are a good vehicle for 
those discussions. 


Q But would you be seeking a more active role 
between the parties? 


a I would anticipate at this point that we will 
continue to do what we've been doing, which is to try to be 
helpful. And if you're suggesting that we somehow would 
substitute or become mediators or something of that sort, I 
would not suggest that you move down that road. I think we 
will continue more of the same, in essence, which we, as I say, 
hope is being helpful. 


Q Would Mr. Murphy be going back to the area? 


a I don't have any plans for -- specific plans for 
him to go back to the area. I'm sure at some point it's quite 
logical he will go back to the area, but nothing specific. 


Q Alan, so you are not involved in any negotiation; 
can yo. say that? 


A I say, we've talked with a lot of people. You've 
got Ambassador Murphy's trip out there, and obviously we 
continue through our diplomatic channels to try to be helpful 
as best we can. But ['d refer you back to what [ just said 
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about the Naqura talks and how we think that is a good forum 
for trying to work out arrangements to the problems in southern 
Lebanon. 


Q Besides the United Nations, that it's under the 
auspices of the United Nations, do you have a permanent 
observer or participant in these talks whenever they convene in 
Naqura? 


4 My impression is that, no, we don't have 
something there. If I'm wrong, I will come back to you, but I 
Gon't think we have any. 


Q Is there a possibility that you might have a 
permanent observer there? 


“ I don't know of any change in the arrangements 
that are now being followed. 


Q On the United Nations -- another question -- 
there are reports that the United States sounded its objection 
to the extension of the mandate of Brian Urquhart in the United 
Nations as a result of his too-much inflated contract with the 
United Nations. Can you have a comment on that? 


a I don't know what the specific report you're 
referring to is, but I will say, we have worked very closely 
with Brian Urquhart, and with others in his organization; and I 
leave you that as a statement of our working relationship. I 
don't know what this report is that you're referring to. 


Eric? 


Q If Israel does decide to undertake some 
unilateral, partial withdrawal, do we have a position on that? 
Do we expect to be consulted or advised? 


a I don't think I'm going to get into questions 
that begin with "if." 


Q Alan, do we know anything new or different on the 
Vietnamese playing along the Cambodian border? 


a I can give you something of an update there. I 
think frankly that most of it is in the press, but let me give 
you what I have. 


As far as the fighting at Ampil is concerned, the 
fighting, often heavy, continued throughout January 7 at the 
Khmer People's National liberation Front --— KPNLF -- camp at 








Ampil. Vietnamese forces fired between 12,000 and 20,000 
artillery rounds into Ampil during the fighting -- the most 
concentrated artillery barrage ever along the Thai-Cambodian 
border. By late morning on January 8, Vietnamese forces had 
occupied most of the camp and the shelling had fallen off. 
KPNLF forces still held the military headquarters at the camp. 





We also understand that Vietnamese forces crossed into 
Thai territory in the neighborhood of Hill 37 south of Ampil 
and were engaged by Thai forces. We have nothing more on the 
incident or whether Vietnamese forces are still on Thai 
territory. 


On casualties, no firm figures on the number of 
military casualties. Relief workers report that 55 KPNLF 
wounded and two killed were brought to an aid station in 
Thailand. 


At other camps, KPNLF forces at Nong Samet, driven out 
of the camp earlier by Vietnamese artillery, returned January 7 
and reportedly again control about 20 percent of the camp. 


Nong Chan remains quiet. 


In the northeast, where the Thai-Cambodian and Lao 
borders meet, fighting continues between Vietnamese and Khmer 
Rouge forces, but we have few details. However, reports 
indicate a number of civilians have been trapped by Vietnamese 
forces, resulting in heavy civilian casualties. 


So to get to -- I don't think we really have a great 
deal of change in the numbers, but in terms of those who have 
fled, since the current Vietnamese dry season offensive started 
on November 18, more than 133,000 Cambodian civilians have been 
forced to flee to Thailand as a result of Vietnamese attacks on 
border encampments. This includes 23,000 from Ampil and 7,000 
from a nearby camp at San Ro Changan who fled January -- during 
the January 7 attack on Ampil. 


Beyond that 133,000, a further 42,000 civilians from 
Green Hill, O Bok and Khao Din remain in evacuation sites as a 
result of the Vietnamese military action in April of 19864. 


So if my arithmetic is right, that brings the total to 
about a 175,000 people -- civilians who have fled from Cambodia 
as a result of these attacks. 


Q Are they all from refugee camps? 








a I think that they are at evacuation sites. I 
don't know whether they all are, but I think that, certainly, 
the great bulk of them. 


Q You said -- 
a Sure. I'll give you a copy of that -- 


Q You said that there was fighting across in 
Thailand; they had crossed into the Thai border. 


A Yes. 


And if I recall, we have promised to protect the 
Taiwanese -—— Taiwanese! -- Thailand people. Does that evoke 
some response from you? 


A I don't think that at this point that -- I don't 
know in terms of what conversations may be going on, but I 
think that the Thai forces engaged them, that there isn't -- 
we're not talking about it, as I understand it, as a sort of a 
major push into Thailand. We're talking, however, about 
obviously inappropriate activity coming into Thailand. But I 
just don't have anything to take you beyond that. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on Syria's 
withdrawal with recognition of the PLO under Arafat's 
leadership? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Can you confirm reports that the Egyptian Foreign 
Minister will be here in Washington, Or Esmat Ahmed Abdel 
Meguid? 


i) Yes, we expect him to be here in February. 
Q Do you know a certain date for that? 
i] I don't have a date certain for that at this 


point. 


Q What about King Fahd's visit, Alan? 


A As I indicated before, I think that's something 
you're going to have to check with the White House. That would 
be a White House visit, if there were one. 











Q Alan, why has there been a news blackout in 
Geneva? 


I guess you'd have to check in Geneva. I suppose 
they oul like to keep confidential what's going on. 


Q Back to Thailand for a moment. Anything on the 
repor .ed downing of a Thai aircraft by a Vietnamese missile? 


A Don't have anything on that. 

Q Alan, do you have any comment on tnat King 
Hussein has postponed his visit to Washington indefinitely? He 
was supposed to be visiting in the next couple of months. 


Aa I wasn't aware that any visit had been announced, 
so I don't know of any postponement either. 


Q Thank you. 
a Okay, you're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:11 p.m.) 
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MAR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. First a brief 
announcement and then a statement: Available in the Press 
Office is some information on new -—-— that is, revised -—- 
regulations which went into effect January 1 for the control of 
commercial exports of defense articles and defense services. 
The information is fairly detailed and technical, so we've 
provided also the name and the phone number of a person in the 
Office of Munitions Control for those interested in further 
detail. 


A statement about Vietnamese incursions into Thai 
territory: 


The United States categorically condemns the recent 
Vietnamese armed incursions into Thai territory. These 
unprovoked and hostile acts against Thailand are deplorable. 
We call on Vietnam to cease these attacks and to refrain from 
further violations of the accepted norms of decent 
international behavior. 


These incursions into Thai territory are the direct 
result of attacks against the Khmer border encampments, which 
cause great suffering and pain to the innocent women and 
children who seek refuge in those camps. 


That is it for announcements. Happy to take questions. 
Q Do you have any deta,.s on the incursions? 


a I don't have -— specifically on the incursions, 
all I really can give to you is that during the current dry 
season offensive, which began November 186, Vietnamese forces 
have on several occasions intruded into Thai territory and 
clashed with Thai forces; but questions about details of the 
incidents and also the Thai response should properly be 
addressed to the Royal Thai Government in Bangkok. 


Q Are these just incidents at this point, or does 
it look like they're going to try to push across and stay 
across? 





A I think that we've described them as 
“incursions,” and I would stick with that description. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Of the original statement I read? Yes, sure. 


Q Alan, anything today on the downing of the Thai 
plane yesterday? 


a The Thai Government has confirmed that a Royal 
Thai Air Force A-37, known as the “Oragonfly" close support 
aircraft, was shot down while flying a mission in support of 
Thai forces on the border near O Bok. The aircraft crashed 
inside Thai territory. We understand the pilot is safe. 


Any further questions, again, should be directed to 
the Royal Thai Government. 


Q Can we get a copy? 
6 Yes, sure. 
Q flan, do you have any confirmation on a report 


that's been circulating in Washington that the U.S. has been 
funding the Ethiopian airlift of the Ethiopian Jews -- 


6 No, I'm afraid we've talked about this before, 
and I'd refer you back to what I said shout this previously. 
don't have any new words to ado to that. 


Q There is nothing on the report of five million 
being advanced to the Israelis, of a total cash-in-kind, or 
anything like that? 


a The only thing I have, to repeat myself, is what 
we've said before. Don't have anything new. 


Q O.K. 


Q Back to Thailand for just a moment: Yesterday 
you had some numbers on the amount of artillery the Vietnamese 
have been firing. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q And there were some reports in the press today 
that the Thai artillery had responded and had fired into 
Cambodia. Do you have anything at all on that? 








SS 





a I don't. I don't on that aspect. 


Q Have we increased aid to the Thai Government, as 
a result of this? 


A Well, the U.S. has close security relations with 
Thailand, a treaty ally and a good friend of long standing. 
Since the Vietnamese invasion of Cambodia in 1978, we have 
provided increasing amounts of security assistance to help in 
the modernization of the Thai armed forces. Although the Royal 
Thai Government has not asked us for any specific special 
assistance this year, we have accelerated deliveries of vital 
military equipment during previous Vietnamese dry season 
of fensives along the Thai-Cambodian border, and we remain in 
very close touch with the Royal Thai Government and stand ready 
to respond to future requests. 


Q Copy of that? 
“4 Sure. 


Q Are you coordinating any international action to 
(inaudible) the Thai situation, for example, talking to the 
Chinese Government? 


A I don't have anything on our diplomacy on this, 
but [I think, again, the focus, as I've indicated in some of 
these previous statements, should be on questions to the Thai 
Government as to actions that they would be taking. Certainly, 
the lead would be for the Royal Thai Government. 


Q Is the Ambassador Zhang's visits with Under 
Secretary Armacost and Assistant Secretary Paul Wolfowitz today 
have anything to do with the situation? 


fi I don't have any details on the purposes of those 
meetings. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the presence of 
MiG-23 aircraft, Soviet MiG aircraft, in Vietnam? 


A I think we've addressed this before. The Thai 
Government has talked about that. I think what we did ~- maybe 
you weren't here -- we've expressed concern, obviously, on the 


growing volume of Soviet military equipment, presence in 
Vietnam. 


Q Have you been in contact with the Soviets 
regarding the Vietnamese military actions inside Cambodia? 


A Don't think I would get into the diplomacy on 
that. 

















Q Do you have any comment on the refusal of the 
Israelis to send a military delegation to Naqura negotiations? 


a I think I addressed this the other day, 
indicating that -- I don't have any specific comment, and that 
is a question which, basically, should be addressed to the two 
governments. But, obviously, we have welcomed Naqura as an 
appropriate forum for helping to arrrange solutions to the 
problems in Southern Lebanon. I think we'll let the situation 
evolve without trying to comment on it. 


Robin? 


Q Do you have any comment on the apparent expulsion 
of Steadman Fagoth and whether or not that changes Honduran 
policy towards the contras? 


A Well, I don't know of any update beyond what we 
had the other day, which was, we don't -- there were reports he 
had been sent to this country. We don't have any confirmation 
of that. And I think you would have to check with the Honduran 
Government as to exactly where he is, but I don't have 
information on that, and -- 


Q He will be expelled, then? 
A Well -- 


Q Earlier you had said that there was no change in 
Honduran policy on the Contras -- 


A I think that's -- 

Q -- and that appears to be a contradiction. 

i) Well, first of all, we don't know what's going to 
happen to him -- at least I don't know; and second of all, I 
would stand on the statement I made the other day that we don't 
know of any change in policy. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report of a Soviet 
partial troop reduction from Afghanistan? 


" Yes. I saw the reports of that. Our view of 
that is perhaps that what Jane's has come across is a rotation 
of troops -- and they are rotated on a regular basis; but our 


estimate is still that there about 115,000 Soviet forces in 
Afghanistan. 











Q Alan, has anyone been chosen to lead tiie U.S. 
negotiating team with the new talks with the Soviet Union? 


A I'm not aware of that. I think the Secretary 
addressed it in his press conference, indicating that the 
various elements of the negotiations, including who would carry 
them out, remained to be decided. I've seen a report this 
morning suggesting that somebody thinks they know the answer, 


but -- 
(Laughter) 


I think -- 
Q Would he be on the list? 


A I think I will stick with the Secretary's words, 
as opposed to so-called "sources." 


-- MORE -- 











Q Alan, back to the Middle East: Do you have 
anything on the new meeting of the semi-annual meetings of the 
Joint Committee, the American-Israeli Joint Committee -- 


A The JPMG? I don't have anything on that. 


Q There's nothing at all? It's supposed to be 
during January. 


A Well, it's supposed to meet roughly 
semi-annually, but I don't have anything on that at this point. 


Q Alan, going back to the Naqura negotiation, it 
seems that there are a lot of reports saying that the Israelis 
prefer a U.S. role, more than a United Nations role. Do you 
have any comment? 


A To go back to what I said the other day, which is 
that those talks, which have been convened under U.N. auspices, 
we think are an appropriate forum for dealing with those 
problems. And the nature of U.S. involvement will remain, 
certainly at this point, as it has been, to be as helpful as we 
can be. 


Q You are objecting to any Israeli -- there are a 
lot of reports saying that they've been asking you to mediate 
again. 


a I would choose to answer it in my words, which is 
that we will continue to try to be as helpful as we can. But 
the nature of our involvement, which is not a mediating 
involvement, has not changed. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on reports about 
another private rescue attempt into Laos for supposed POW's 
there? 


A No. In terms of our attitude towards it, I refer 
you back to what we said before about that, but I'm not aware 
of that report. 


Q When you addressed the subject of the Soviet 
MiG-23's in Cam Ranh Bay before, you said at that time you 
"could not confirm." Is there anything to change that now? I 
mean, can you confirm that now, or are you just -- 


fi I think I'm going to stand on where we were on 
that. I don't have anything to advance it, 8ill. 


Q (Inaudible) you try to be as helpful as you can 
in the talks between Israel and Lebanon in terms of physical 

















help? I mean, being there? 

A Being where? At Naqura? 
In the area. 
In the area? 


Yes. 


> © 2s & 


I don't have anything new beyond what I said the 
other day which, I guess, would be three parts: (1) I don't 
have any specific plans to suggest to you about Ambassador 
Murphy returning to the region; (2) we're not at the Naqura 
talks; and (3) nonetheless, there is a lot of diplomacy that 
goes on through our embassies, and so on, and that continues. 


Q Do you have anything on -- 
bs Let me get back to you in a second, George. 


Q Alan, anything on the air-sea rescue talks? Are 
they over today, and do you have anything to say about them? 


A I'm afraid I don't have an update on that. 


Q Anything on South African policy, vis-a-vis the 
Senator Kennedy's visit there? 


ia No. I think that Ambassador Nickel, in 
antroducing Senator Kennedy to a group of South African-based 
businessmen of all races, repeated our long-standing 
Administration policy: We're committed to fostering change in 
South Africa away from apartheid in a peaceful manner which 
protects U.S. interests as well as the interests of those who 
are disadvantaged by apartheid. We believe that responsible 
U.S. firms in South Africa are a positive force for change. We 
want them to stay and use their influence, as many are doing, 
to bring about the changes all Americans seek for that nation. 


Q Are those Nickel's words? 


fe No, I don't have his words, and I don't know that 
they reflect his words particularly, but they certainly 
characterize the thrust of what he was saying. 


Q Alan, anything on Walter Fauntroy, that he might 
go in Congress and ask for future U.S. investment in South 
Africa? 


A Future U.S. investment or disinvestment? rd 











Q Well -—- 
a In any case, our attitude towards that issue -- 
(Laughter) 


a Our attitude towards that issue has been stated 
and I refer you back to that -- partially what I just said but 
partially to the more detailed record which exists. 





Q I mean, is this Administration going to start a 
future investment in South Africa? 


a I think we've talked about that quite a bit. I 
don't think that's the way that the policy is headed now. 


Q Beyond condemning Vietnam, are there any plans to 
offer military assistance to the Cambodian guerrillas? 


a Well, we have standing guidance on the kind of 
assistance we provide. We don't provide any weapons to any of 
those groups. We don't provide any aid of any sort to the Phol 
Pot forces. But if you want a more comprehensive statement 
that's there, I think we can help you dig it out in the Press 
Office. But in terms of your question, that is the essence of 
our response. 


Obviously, there is a lot of humanitarian aid that 
goes into that region. 


Q Could you take that question and give an updated 
answer, because I think that guidance is probably outdated? 


a No, the guidance is -- 
Q It's current? 


a It should be. I'll check it and make sure, but 
it's been there for a while and it's still -— the last one I've 
seen certainly is current. 


Q Also Rajiv Gandhi, the new Prime Minister of 
India, is visiting the United States sometime in June. Is this 
a new invitation from this Administration or is he just coming 
to the Inauguration, the festivities -- 


iz) I'm not aware that any visit has been announced, 
so I don't have anything for you on that. 





Q Well, the Secretary of State did invite him when 
he went to New Delhi. 


A Just again, I'm not aware of any visit that's 
been announced specifically. So you want to check with the 
White House, I think that's the place to check on visits, 
again, of that level. 


Q A number of Administration officials have fanned 
out across the world from Geneva. 


A Right. 

Q Can you give us some itineraries? Perhaps 
after -- 

a Yes. Well, I can you a little bit, if you want, 
on it. 


Q Alright. 


6 Today, January 9, Assistant Secretary Richard 
Burt and Ambassadors Paul Nitze and Edward Rowny are in 
Brussels to brief all of the NATO allies in a meeting of the 
North Atlantic Council. 


Mr. Burt will also chair a meeting there of the 
Special Consultative Group on the INF aspects of the upcoming 
arms control] negotiations. 


Between now and Friday, Ambassador Nitze will also 
brief Belgian government officials and travel to Bonn and The 
Hague to brief officials there. 


Tomorrow, January 10, Mr. Burt travels to Tokyo to 
brief Japanese officials. 


National Security Advisor Robert McFar’ane is in the 
United Kingdom today and will travel to Italy #* france 
tomorrow and Friday to provide briefings to tht  overnments. 


Ambassador Jack Matlock of the National Security 
Council Staff will brief in Ottawa tomorrow, January 10. 


Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for European 
Affairs Mark Palmer will travel to Israel and Egypt before the 
end of the week for briefings there. 


Lt. General John T. Chain, Director of the Bureau of 














——— 


10 
Politico-Military Affairs at State, will visit Australia and 
New Zealand before the end of the week. 


And other friends and allies will be briefed in 
Washington through meetings with their Ambassadors here. 


I might note also that ACDA Director Kenneth Adelman 
will travel to East Europe next week after returning to 
Washington. His visit was planned independently of the 
Shultz-—Gromyko meeting. But in addition to the broader 
consultations with government officials in Hungary, Yugoslavia 
and Romania on arms control issues, he will, of course, discuss 
the outcomes of the Geneva talks. 


Q And the purpose of Mr. Palmer's visit to Egypt? 
What is it? 


6 This is all part of the briefing. 
Q The same? 

a The same. 

Q Can we get a copy of that -- 


a Yeah. It may take a few minutes afterwards to 
put it together. 


Q Anyone going to Saudi Arabia? 


rs) I'm not aware of anybody specifically going to 
Saudi Arabia. (Laughter) 


As I say, there will be a lot of briefings also held 
in Washington, so this is not the totality at all of the 
briefings which are going to be held. 

Q Do you have anything -- 

a Excuse me. 

Q Apparently a big loan to Chile has been withdrawn 
from the Inter-American Development Bank. Do you have anything 
on that, or -- 

a Don't have anything on it. 

Q Thank you. 


a Okay. You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 10, 1985, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. One announcement: 
Deputy Secretary Kenneth W. Dam will address the Foreign Policy 
Association ON THE RECORD at the Roosevelt Hotel, Grand 
Ballroom, in New York, Madison Avenue and East 45th Street, on 
Monday, January 14, at 5:30 p.m. The topic will be Arms 
Control. If you want to cover the event, please contact Lisa 
Cleri at the Foreign Policy Association, (212) 481-8450; 
481-8450. 


That is it for announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Do you see any hopeful or not hopeful signs in 
the installation of an elected Assembly and President in 
Nicaragua? 


i) I don't have any words to offer today on that 
question. I think we've spoken to the nature of that election 
and the implications of that election at some length before, 
and I have nothing new to add to it. 


Robin? 


Q Alan, the wires are reporting that Fidel Castro 
is in Nicaragua now. Do you see that as any kind of -- he 
hasn't been there since the first year anniversary. This comes 
on the heels of one of the first agreements -- I think the 
first agreement between the Reagan Administration and the 
Cubans. 


Do you see this as any indication of an increase in 
involvement by the Cubans in Nicaragua? How is the State 
Department reacting to this? 


) I think -- first of all, I've got to say to you 
that I was not aware of that. I haven't seen that report. But 





I don't think it's, in terms of the Cuban involvement in 
Nicaragua, I don't think that there's any question that we have 
made clear we think that the Cuban involvement in Nicaragua is 
very deep indeed. So if you're suggesting somehow it's going 
to get deeper, I guess I have to say, you know, it looks to me, 
just on the face of your report, as though there is a very 
substantial relationship, and the nature of that relationship, 
per_se, has been part of the problem. 


Q The fact that this is his first visit since the 
first anniversary -- 


(-] I don't have a specific comment on that. 


Q Alan, Nicaraguan radio was reporting yesterday 
that the contras had kidnapped a number of people, including a 
Maryknoll nun; do you have anything on that? 


be Yeah, I have a little bit on that. I think that 
the information on that is not very complete. Our Embassy in 
Managua has been in contact with Maryknoll headquarters in 
Managua, which has confirmed that a U.S. citizen, Sister Nancy 
Donovan, was kidnapped and held for several hours before being 
released on January 8 near San Juan de Limay, Nicaragua. 


We understand that Sister Donovan is safe and well. 
But I don't have any other details at this point, and I've seen 
conflicting reports in the press as to who is responsible or 
what actually happened. Just don't have anything further on 
that. 


~-MORE-- 





Q Copy of that? 
a Of the first part of it, yes. 


Q Egypt is seeking one billion more in U.S. aid. 
Do you have any response to that request? 


‘ Well, the Egyptian Government has made various 
requests for increases in the level of our economic and 
military assistance. We are considering these requests but 
have not yet made any decisions as to the assistance level 
which will be proposed to the Congress. 


Q Alan, a follow-up? 


) All right. Go ahead, Eric. I'll come back to 
you, Steve. 


Q A follow-up on that: Do we subscribe to the view 
that there should be parity between any increases in aid to 
Israel and aid to Egypt, that those two are linked? 


io Both Egypt and Israel are full partners in the 
peace process and, as such, reasonably could expect comparable 
treatment. Comparability has not been and should not be 
interpreted to imply that aid levels should be identical. We 
are dealing with two countries whose specific needs differ. 

Q Copy of that? 

o Sure. 

Steve. 

Q Do you have anything on the Soviet trade talks? 

a I don't have anything on the trade talks. 

Q Do you expect to? 

6 I asked, and I didn't get anything, so I have to 
assume that they may not have a full readout yet. I think that 
I saw some reporting out of Moscow. If there is something to 


say, we'll have it in the Press Office, so why don't you 
inquire later. 


Q Are the talks closing today? 





“ I really can only go on the basis of the press 
reports on that, Chris. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Anything on the plans by Israel to build six new 
settlements on the occupied West Bank? 


“ Nothing specific. Would repeat what we have said 
before, that we view continued settlement activity as an 
obstacle to the peace process -- 


Q How do you see -- 


6 -~ but I can't confirm -- I saw the wires saying 
that there are plans for this. I can't confirm that. I'm 
simply telling you what our policy is. 


Q Alan, has the United States made a decision -- a 
question was asked of the President last night on the 
deployment of a new nuclear-carrying submerine, nuclear 
missile-carrying submarine. 


Are we going to take other submarines out of service 
so we don't go over the SALT limits? The President's response 
to that was not all that clear. 


A Well, I guess I don't agree. I think the 
President was reiterating what has been said many times. U.S. 
policy has been, and will continue to be, one of not 
undercutting existing agreements as long as the Soviet Union 
exercises equal restraint. The intent of this policy has been 
and remains to provide a positive atmosphere for negotiations. 


Aas for the specific actions to compensate for new 
Trident submarine construction, these will be addressed at the 
appropriate time. When the time comes for specific actions, 
account will be taken of the international situation and U.S. 
national security requirements. 


We will continue to raise our compliance concerns with 
the Soviet Un‘ - diplomatic channels and insist on 
clarification ’ ‘sorrective actions in areas where questions 
of Soviet arms .. col compliance have arisen. Clearly, any 
decisions about our “no undercut" policy would take fully into 
account the actions of the Soviet Union in this regard. 


Q So you're saying the President misspoke? 


A No, not at all. 





Q Well, the President seemed to say, yes, we are 
taking down the submarines. 


& So you —- I think he explained what has been 
going on, what the policy is exactly. 


Q So we're not going to go over the levels, is that 
what your statement is (inaudible)? 


6 Well, take a look at the words -- happy to 
provide them for you -- but I think it says that the decisions, 
specific decisions on compensation for that seventh -- I think 
it's the seventh Trident -- would be taken at the appropriate 
time. 


Q You made your statement conditional on “as long 
as the Soviets do likewise." He did not condition it that way. 


6 I think that this policy has long been framed in 
the terms that I'm giving you, and I don't think the President 
said anything that is contradictory to that. 


Q Well, the President -- (inaudible) Your 
statement today is the same statement you've read over the last 
several months essentially. 


3 Uh-huh. 

Q And the President was asked specifically whether 
the Polaris Submarines would be withdrawn to make way for the 
additional Trident, and he sort of said yes. 


I agree with you: he -- I wasn't 100 percent confident 
he knew what he was talking about. 


(Laughter) 

‘ You're not agreeing with me on that. 
(Laughter) 

Q But I mean, you're essentially just saying 


nothing has changed, where the President was acting as if -- 
left the impression that the decision (inaudible). 


~~ MORE -- 





S Copy? 
Q Do you have any reaction to -- 
a Copy? Sure. 


Q -- North Korea's abrupt cancellation of two 
scheduled meetings with South Korea, blaming U.S.-South Korea 
joint military exercise -- 


a Yes -- 
--— slated for next month? 
aq Yes, I do. 


And what are the chances for delaying or 
cancelling this military exercise to save this hardly convened 
two meetings? 


A Well, we regret the North Korean decision to 
postpone the Red Cross talks and statements implying the 
possible cancellation or a postponement of the economic talks. 


"Team Spirit" is a regular military exercise, always 
held at the same time of the year, and is non-provocative in 
nature. As in past years, North Korean observers have been 
invited to the exercise. 


I would also note that North Korea regularly holds 
large military exercises, which it does not announce, and to 
which observers are not invited. : 


The responsible South Korean officials January 10 
called on North Koreans to adhere to the agreed schedule of 
talks. We also hope that North Korea will reconsider its 
position and continue with the talks as scheduled. 


As to the scheduling of “Team Spirit," I guess you'd 
have to check with the Pentagon, but I know of no proposal to 
change the dates. 


Q Alan, Pravda says that the agreement was reached 
at Geneva only after the U.S. changed its position. Do you 
have anything on that? Are you aware of the report? 


a I saw a wire on that I think that, really, the 
description of how that negotiation went and what was involved 
was addressed in some detail not only last night by the 
President, but by the Secretary in his press conference and in 








other remarks he made during the trip, and I'll refer you to 
that. 


Q Could we have a copy of the North Korean 
statement, please? 


A Sure. 


Alan, there's a report out today by the Lawyers 
Committee for International Human Rights, in which they 
criticize the United States for describing the refugee camps in 
Honduras -- the Salvadoran refugee camps -- as a lifeline of 
supplies to the guerrillas. 


They say that this has invited disaster in that the 
Honduran military have killed a number of people there, and 
they say that the United States has a double standard with 
respect to Nicaraguan and Salvadoran refugees there. 


Do you have any comment on that report? 


fs I don't -— let me take a look and see if some -- 
I haven't seen that particular story or that detail -- take a 
look to see if somebody has something to say. But I think we 
have described those camps somewhat differently from the way 
you're saying we've described them. But, anyway, let me have 
somebody take a look at that. 


Steve? 


Would you care to tell us what the status of the 
talks with the Israelis on a free trade area is? 


ve Yes. The negotiations continue, but there are 
several issues which still have to be resolved before a draft 
agreement can be completed. However, we have made considerable 
progress and hope to conclude the negotiations by early next 
week. 


Q Do you have the details on the outstanding issues? 
I do not. 

Q Copies of that? 

a Yes. 


Q William Markem. Do you have anything on his -- 
the (inaudible) from the Institute for Policy Studies' release 
of the nuclear -- annual nuclear deployments plan and specific 





-- and its relationship to Canada, and the deployment in 
wartime of nuclear weapons to Canada? 


A Simply that it has been for many years strict 
NATO and United States policy neither to confirm nor deny the 
authenticity of any alleged U.S. or NATO classified documents. 


At the same time, I can assure you that no nuclear 
weapons would be stationed in Canada or in any other NATO ally 
without strict conformity with appropriate NATO plans and 
procedures and the prior agreement of the host government. 


Q Is there agreement now between Canada and the 
United States -- 


A I would not get into -- 
Q -- to deploy nuclear weapons? 


A I wouldn't get into that -- wouldn't address such 
a question. 


Q Alan, is there any comment on the trial opening 
this week of an opposition leader in Pakistan for subversion 
charges? 


is I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you know if there's any guidance existing on 
that? 

is I'm not aware of it. 

Q Alan, do you have anything new on -- anything on 


new arrests -- political arrests in Pakistan by the military 
government of Zia ul—Haq? 


fe No. I don't have anything. 
Q Thank you. 


fa Okay. You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JANUARY 11, 1985, 12:05 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Just one announcement: 


The Secretary will meet with the Hoover Institution 
Board of Overseers at lunch on Tuesday, January 15, at the 
Madison Hotel. Although ON THE RECORD, the event is not open 
for media coverage; but his remarks will be press released as 
soon as possible following lunch. 


That's it for announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Is the Secretary considering a trip to Moscow? 


(. I think the Secretary indicated, during the 
course of meetings with the press at some point along the line, 
that no such plans exists. 


Q Do you have any comment on what transpired 
yesterday in Managua vis-a-vis the inauguration, the inaugural 
speech, the comments by President Ortega, and the visit of 
Fidel Castro? 


é On Mr. Castro, I don't have anything beyond what 
I said yesterday. As far as Mr. Ortega's comments about 
relations with the U.S., we've seen Mr. Ortega's remarks. The 
United States has stated repeatedly that we have four basic 
objectives with regard to the Sandinista regime in Nicaragua: 


-- the reduction of Nicaragua's expanded military 
apparatus to restore military equilibrium among the Central 
American nations; 


-- the removal of Soviet and Cuban military personnel 
and termination of their military and security involvement with 
Nicaragua; 


-- the termination of Nicaraguan support for 
subversion in neighboring countries; 


-—- and the implementation of the Sandinistas' 
democratic commitments to the OAS. 





So far, we have seen little or no indication of 
actions taken by the Sandinista government to address these 
concerns. 


As far as the amnesty offer to the opposition, an 
amnesty without a genuine political opening would be 
meaningless. And I would refer you in that respect to the 
letter, open letter, to Mr. Ortega which appeared in the Wall 
Street Journal this morning on the op-ed page by Carlos Andres 
Perez. 


Q Please, can we get a copy? 
Yes. Sure. 


Q Alan, I understand that the Russian desk director 
at the State Department is briefing the Arab ambassadors here 
today about Geneva talks. Can I understand that the Middle 
East issue was on the agenda in the Shultz/Gromyko talks? 


é I don't have for you anything about what may have 
been discussed at Geneva beyond the arms controls issues. I'm 
sure some issues were discussed; I think it's been indicated in 
some of the briefings on the record. But I don't have anything 
to confirm to you that subject. And the reason that people are 
being briefed from around the world, as I indicated to you the 
other day, is because we feel it is appropriate to brief 
various governments on those talks rather than because there is 
a specific topic that is directly relevant to the region. 


Q Was this a State Department or the desk 
director's initiative, or was it the Arab Ambassadors' request 
to meet with him or -- 


2 I have no idea, but -- 
Q Can you check into that, please? 


6 No, I don't think I will take that. I think the 
fact is, as I indicated a few days ago, we intended to do a 
fair amount of briefing of various governments in addition to 
the people who were sent around specifically to capitals, so 
obviously that's part of this process. 


Steve? 


Q Anything on the Olmer talks? 





7 No, I don't have anything on Under Secretary 
Olmer's talks. I think that (a) he has addressed the press to 
some extent about those talks in Moscow, I guess; and we will 
obviously want to discuss the results of those talks when he 
comes back here. So I just don't have a readout here to give 
to you. 


Q Alan, Reverend Jenco becomes, I believe, the 
fifth American to be kidnapped in Beirut. What do we know 
about his state, and the health and welfare of the others? 


A I don't really have anything to give you on the 
question of the various people who have been kidnapped or in 
the case of the librarian who may have been kidnapped, but in 
any case is missing. Obviously we continue to be in contact 
with a variety of parties in an effort to obtain the safe 
release of American citizens held in Lebanon, but I don't have 
anything about the specifics to -- 


Q Do you know whether they are alive or dead? 


A I just don't have anything specific to offer to 
you. 


Q Alan, the Islamic Jihad claimed this morning that 
they were responsible for the kidnappings and said that the 
they would not -- that the people would not be released until 
the last Americans left Beirut. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


i) Well, 1 think that we have commented before that 
this has been their stated objective in doing various things to 
try to force the United States out of Lebanon, and the United 
States is not going to be forced out of Lebanon. 


Q Alan, you said you are -- there still was contact 
in Lebanon about the kidnapped. Are you contacting the 
Lebanese Government or the local militias there? 


6 I think I'm going to leave it, as I stated, that 
we are in contact with various parties who might be able to be 
of assistance. 


v Including the militias or -- 


6 I'm going to leave it that broad. 


Q Alan, can you update us on southern Lebanon? 
There have been some reports on Israeli unilateral moves. 








a No, I don't have anything to comment on that. 


Q Alan, it's expected that this afternoon Judge 
Shoob down in Atlanta is going to order the release of at least 
a few of the heretofore known as the “excludables" in the 
prison down there. I'm curious, first off, what type of a 
response do you suspect that would trigger among the 
Administration here? And secondly, if indeed there are a few 
people among the so called “excludables" who apparently have 
done nothing wrong either in their home country or now in the 
United States, why the hard line on all of them -—- why lump 
them with everybody else down there? 


‘ Well, you're making some assumptions in your 
question about the nature of the people and why they are being 
held. I think all I will really do on this, though, because 
this is a case that is in the courts and so on, is refer you to 
the Justice Department, and I guess, specifically, INS, but in 
any case to Justice for any comment. 


--MORE -- 











Q flan, the Iraqis have announced that two more 
attacks on Gulf tankers or shipping in the Gulf. Do we have 
figures on how many of the ships that are hit are seriously 
damaged or sunk, and what -- how much Gulf shipping has 
actually been curtailed by this tanker war? 


4 I don't have any figures of that sort. You might 
want check, I suppose, with marine insurance people who might 
have such figures, but I'm not trying to give you -- as you 
know, we haven't been confirming ships hit or not hit, and I 
don't think we're going to get into that tallying business. 


Q Does the State Department have any information 
that money from an outfit called International Christian Aid, 
which has purportedly been collected to go to Ethiopia, has 
gone there? 


& I have no idea. 


Q Alan, did the subject of how to commemorate the 
May 8 anniversary come up between Shultz and Gromyko in Geneva? 


6 I don't think -- again, I'm not going to get into 
the question of what came up in those conversations. Obviously 
we're considering the most appropriate way to commemorate the 
many anniversaries which will be taking place this year, many 
but not all of which have to do with the conclusion of World 
War II. But as far as those talks, I don't have anything to 
Give you. 


Q But is there a summit meeting in the works in 
Vienna? 


if Well, as far as the reports that a summit meeting 
in connection with V-E Day are (that) such a summit is planned, 
there is no basis for those reports. WNo decisions have been 
made about any of the commemoration. But, in any case, I think 
the President indicated the other day where that stood, which 
certainly did not indicate that there is a summit planned ar 
this point. 


Q But you wouldn't exclude such a possibility? 


6 Well, I mean, you know, in theory you never 
exclude anything. But I think that the President's remarks 
were pretty clear as of where we are at this point. I can't -- 
I don't have a crystal ball with me to use. 


Q Alan, there are reports that Reverend Jesse 
Jackson is about to take a trip to the Middle East to free the 
American hostages, or the people who are held in Lebanon. Has 








he approached you, the State Department, or what can you te!l 
us about his proposed plan to go there? 


a I'm not aware that he has been in touch with the 
Department with respect to that possible trip. My reading of 
the press is a little bit different from yours, I guess. I 
thought I read that he was considering this but had no 
immediate plan, perhaps, to do that. 


But, in any case, I think I indicated the other day -- 
maybe not -- that, as I said before, we take this issue very 
seriously in terms of the effort to get the Americans freed, 
and we are in touch with various parties who could help to try 
to do that. Obviously these are very sensitive issues. We 
have made clear that we don't think for our part that talking 
about it a lot is going to help, which is partially why I 
responded to -- or largely why I responded to Robin earlier the 
way I did; and we would hope that anybody who is seeking to be 
of assistance in this effort would keep very much in mind the 
sensitivities which do exist with regard to the safety of those 
people. 


Q Based on his success last year with the freeing 
of Robert Goodman, you look favorably to him taking another 
mission (inaudible)? 


6 I don't have a view to offer you in that 
respect. I'd simply give you what I just did. 


Q Also on Jackson, do you have any view to offer on 
a possible trip to Sudan or Ethiopia? 


No. We haven't been talking about that issue 
beyond mat I said some days ago, and I don't have new words 


either. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the remarks 
attributed to the Secretary in the this morning concerning 
@ proposal to establish a Cabinet-level Department of Trade and 
Industry, I think it was? 


fa I don't think so, George. That report alleged to 
carry words or thoughts expressed in a Cabinet meeting, and I 
don't think I would get into describing or discussing what the 
Secretary would say in such a meeting. 


Q Well, forget about the meeting. What is his 
position on that proposal? 


a The decisions that will be made about any 








government reorganization obviously will be Presidential 
decisions, and I don't think that we would get into giving 
agency views. 


Q Alan, concerning a family from Denver, Colorado, 
that is apparently coming up on a week overdue from a trip to 
Mexico -- a family camping outing -- of course, remembering 
back, you can probably sympathize with some of the concerns 
that they've got in the Denver area, remembering back to the 
Shrock case. 


First off, do you have any word on the case concerning 
that family? Secondly, anything to heighten the alert to 
travelers who might be travelling in Mexico? 


a In terms of the latter, I don't have anything to 
say beyond what we have previously said, and you probably have 
that. 


. Well, if -- 


6 In terms of the specific case, I don't know, and 
perhaps we could talk later about somebody you might want to 
check with in the building to see if you can get any further 
information. But I don't have anything on it at all. 


Q Is there anything more being done to step up the 
advisories? Is there an advisory in effect? I'm sorry, I do 
not know what -- 


6 Well, we can provide that to you later. There is 
some -- there are some advisories in certain areas, but there 
is no contemplation that I know of of changing those advisories 
at this point. 


Q So you don't feel the situation is getting worse? 


6 Let me refer you to the words that we've used on 
that. 


Q Alan, the Israeli Government announced its plan 
to build six more Jewish settlements in the West Bank cities. 
What can you comment on that? 


6 Yeah, you asked me about that yesterday, I think, 
or somebody -- 


Q No, I wasn't here. 


a I'm sorry. Somebody asked me about it 
yesterday I refer you back to what I said. 








Q Alan, going back to Geneva, you said that some of 
the issues were discussed other than arms control. You think 
one was the Afghanistan issue? 


“ I think I also said that I wasn't going to get 
into the issues that were discussed. 


Q Also, was there an issue that President Reagan 
and Mr. Chernenko is going to meet in Vienna? 


“ I think I've already addressed that and said that 
the President talked about it at his press conference. I think 
he indicated that there was no plan at this point to do that. 

Q Thank you. 


6 Okay. You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, JANUARY 14, 1985, 12:25 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE WOTED) 


(Applause as Bernard Kalb enters the room) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. (Laughter) So this is how 
it feels, and that is the way I used to look. (Laughter) 


I jotted down some thoughts here. First of all, I'd 
like to introduce myself. I'm Alan Romberg's understudy -- 
(laughter) -- and, as you know, I have been accustomed to 
speaking in bursts of a minute/fifteen for quite a few years, 
so this will be something of a trial for me. 


It is a very, very large step for me, making the 
journey from George's (Gedda) seat to this place, and I trust 
that it will not jeopardize the future of the world. (Laughter) 


As those of you who were in Geneva know, this is not 
my premiere. I made by debut in Geneva -- high visibility, 
easy access, silence. (Laughter) The reason I'm here really 
is because I'm in the process of transition, not on a personal 
level, but because as many of you know, Alan Romberg will soon 
be going on to other things. A lamented finale, so to sperk, 
of the ultimate “Voice of America.” 


I think that the chancelleries of the world will 
little note nor long remember what we say here, but I think we 
will not be as cavalier about Alan. 


Now, I have discovered that the job of Spokesman is 
regarded as the world's seventh oldest profession. (Laughter) 
The other six. obviously, are classified. (Laughter) It's 
been only in the last few weeks, as I've watched Alan, have I 
had the realization the way Alan has committed himself to this 
job. Every morning -- 4:45 he gets up, and rolls over and goes 
back to sleep. (Laughter) 











The range of knowledge at Alan's fingertips, as we all 
know, is extraordinary. He knows the middle initial of 61 
ministers of agriculture in 63 countries; latitudes and 
longitudes of all countries that begin with an X, and, as we 
all know. Alan's “no comments" can sometimes be filled with 
information. 


I must tell you that you should regard Alan as your 
secret weapon inside the bureaucracy. He's now about to leave, 
and his choice of destinations is many and varied, and I would 
like to say candidly, truthfully and constructively that I for 
one wish him all good things. It's my hope that the future 
treats him with the generosity that I believe all Spokesmen 
deserve. (Laughter) 


Filling Alan's shoes -- (laught#") -- I want you to 
remember that. (Laughter) Filling Alan's shoes and his-words 
will not be easy, but I hope to do my best. I will strive to 
achieve the standards that Alan has set in forthrightness, in 
good humor, and in spacious ambiguities. 


Now, before we get down to business, I think the first 
thing I should do is tell you what the required dress is: 
Orange ties. (Laughter) Orange ties will get the first 
question, and now let me begin on a more serious note with an 
announcement. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared text of 
the address by Deputy Secretary Kenneth W. Dam before the 
Foreign Policy Association in New York today, 5:30 p.m. 
Subject of speech: “Arms Control." Text will be available 
after the briefing. It is embargoed until 5:30 this afternoon. 


Then a little announcement here on U.S.-Soviet 
“hotline” upgrade talks. Tuesday, January 15th, tomorrow, 
Soviet and American delegations will meet in Washington for the 
first time in a series of technical discussions to implement 
the agreement that was signed last July 17th to upgrade the 
direct communication link known as the “hotline." The talks 
are expected to last until January 17th. These are routine, 
technical talks to resolve questions about the equipment and 
other technical matters. 


And now, your turn. 


Q Point of order, sir: Can we have a copy of your 
opening remarks? I'm sure they are pregnant with nuance. 
(Laughter) 








a I'll take it under advisement. So, I've got a 
lot of stuff, and you have a lot of questions -- fire. 


Q Can you give your phone number, Bernie? 
(Laughter) 


A Let me say that it is not true that I have spent 
the last three weeks seeking to retrieve the ambiguity from the 
low esteem into which it has fallen. I have been learning the 
ropes at Alan's knee, and those are some knees, I can assure 
you. (Laughter) 


Now, we can continue this routine as long as you like, 
and, if you have no interest in news, I have a lunch date. 
(Laughter) 


Tyranny conquers. 


Q Bernie, yesterday there was mentioned on the CBS 
Evening News about the possible statement you may have about 
the resumption of some kind of mediation effort, perhaps, in 
the Middle East? If you'd like to clarify that? 


@ Actually I do have something on that. I am not 
going to get into the specifics of our diplomatic exchanges. 
However, I would refer you back to the President's September 
1984 address at the U.N. General Assembly in which he noted our 
interest in policy level discussions about regional problems 
with the Soviets. 


We would include the Middle East as a possible area of 
discussion. As the President said, the objectives of such a 
political dialogue are to help avoid miscalculation, reduce the 
potential risk of U.S.-Soviet confrontations, and help the 
people in areas of conflict to find peaceful solutions. 


Q Can I have a copy? 


A No. I have a bit more on that. We have 
continually urged the Soviets to take a constructive approach 
toward the efforts to find peaceful solutions to regional 
problems. In this connection, we continue to believe that such 
an international conference is not a productive approach to the 
search for peace. 


The only realistic path to peace is direct 
negotiations among the parties directly concerned based on U.N. 
Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, a process the U.S. 
has encouraged in the Camp David Accords and President Reagan's 
September 1, 1962 Initiative. 





Q Copy of that? 
A Yes. You can have copies of that. 
Q I have a follow-up. 


Q Then, Bernie, we have not discussed the Mideast 
with the Soviets and don't plan to? 


A Well, let me put it this way: No agreement was 
reached in Geneva to hold a Middle East experts’ talk. The 
Secretary noted U.S. interest in discussing regional issues as 
well as other items on our agenda. The focus of the meetings 
in Geneva was on arms control. Consideration of possible 
discussion of the Middle East has been handled through 
diplomatic channels. 


Q Bernie, what you're suggesting is that at some 
future date there would be experts’ talks? I mean, didn't the 
President suggest that in the U.N. speech, as you have cited? 


‘ What I can tell you on that is that no meeting 
has been scheduled at this time. 


Q Has there been discussion -- was there discussion 
in Geneva about scheduling such a meeting? 


A Well, I'm telling you that there was no agreement 
reached at Geneva, and beyond that I cannot take you, John. 


Q That implies that you did discuss it, though. 


6 I'll repeat that -- to the question as to whether 
agreement to reach a Middle East experts’ talk was reached at 
Geneva, the reply is no. And, insofar as the details of the 
diplomatic exchanges between the Secretary and Soviet Foreign 
Minister Gromyko: obviously, I cannot get drawn into that. 


Q Is there a possibility that Ambassador Murphy 
will be going to Moscow to discuss this problem? 


iJ I have not -- 
Q -- and are you in touch with the Arab and Israeli 
Governments -- 


a I have nothing -- 


Q -- on a possible such approach? 





4 I have nothing to go beyond what I've just said. 


Q Do you have anything on the tour being taken now 
by former Secretary Sisco? 


a By the -- 


Q Former Secretary Sisco, to the area, to the 
Middle East? 


P A Yes. I do have something on that as a matter of 
act. 


To begin with, former Under Secretary of State Joseph 
Sisco is in the region on a private visit. Now, do you have 
anything you want to follow up with on -- 


Q Yes. I would like to. How about the trip of -- 
A I beg your pardon? 


Q How about the trip of Paul McCloskey and the 
initiative of Paul McCloskey, and the visit or the initiative 
of Bruno Kreisky, and all of the talks in the last few days? 


fi I have nothing on any of that. 


Q Okay. I want to follow. There are talks in the 
Middle East -~ some newspaper quoted that Secretary Shultz will 
be visiting the Middle East in the next few weeks or few days 
or few months. What do you have on that? 


A Nothing. 


Q What about the visit of Mark Palmer? The other 
week they said to us that you are sending him to brief Israel 
and Egypt. Is it a briefing on what happened in Geneva about 
Middle East or what? 


6 It is my understanding that that was a briefing 
in connection with Geneva, but I heve no further details. 


Q Bernie -- 


a 8i11? 


Q Is Mr. Sisco taking any messages on behalf of the 
Administration, and do you expect Assistant Secretary Murphy to 
go to the Middle East? 





i I think the second question was raised, Bill. As 
I said at the very outset, Sisco's journey to the Middle East 
is on a private visit, and I know of his carrying no messages. 
I'm unaware of it. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment -—- 
Q Let's stay with the Middle East. 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have any comment on Israeli news, saying 
that a sort of a five-year plan of arms sales to Israel has 
been signed during the visit of Secretary Weinberger to Israel? 


A I have nothing on that. I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything -- Foreign Minister 
Gromyko in his interview yesterday said that he had received a 
letter from the Secretary of State, assuring him the U.S. would 
adhere to its commitments in Geneva. 


Can you at all expand on what Gromyko said about such 
a letter from Shultz? 


is I have something here on that. As Mr. Gromyko 
indicated at his press conference, the Secretary's letter 
stressed that the U.S. was prepared to address the issues 
involved in a serious and constructive fashion, and beyond 
that, Bern, I have no additional comment on the letter. 


Q There was a letter, though, Bernie? 
i Yes. 


Q Bernie, can you settle this misunderstanding, 
debate, whatever you want to call it, that seems to be current 
today of whether there is or is not linkage? Is there 
disagreement within the Administration over whether the three 
baskets are linked together or not? 


a Let me take the linkage question and answer it 
this way. At Geneva the Soviet Union agreed with us that there 
is an interrelationship among all the different types of arms 
to be addressed in the negotiations. 


That being said, we think our negotiating efforts can 
be most effective if we endeavor to make substantive progress 
in each separate negotiating area. For example, if an 





understanding is reached in one or two that is in both sides’ 
interest, it should be implemented. 


We are entering these negotiations without any 
preconditions, and we hope the Soviets will take a similarly 
practical approach. 


John -- 


Q Copy? 


(a Yes. You can have it. Wow, John, let me pick up 
your other question about -- 


Q In the Administration. 


o In the Administration regarding differences with 
the view on the issue of linkage in the three arms control fora. 


Both Secretaries have said that we have no 
preconditions for the negotiations and believe that our 
negotiating efforts can be most effective if we endeavor to 
make substantive progress in each separate negotiating area. 


Our ability to do so will, however, depend on Soviet 
willingness to take a similarly practical approach. 


Q Copy of that, too? 
6 Yes. 


Q Bernie, what -- where does that leave the dispute 
between Weinberger and Shultz on linkage? 


i) Well, you'll have to draw your own conclusions on 
that. The view here is that in reply to the question that you 
raised before about whether there are any differences between 
the two on the issue of linkage in the three control fora, the 
answer here is no. 


Q There is no linkage? 


‘ No, no. That there are no differences. 

Q No differences. 

Q Bernie, can we go back to the Middle East, please? 
i Could we stay on this, and then we'll come back, 


if I may, Connie? 








Q Bernie, you do seem to be saying that there 
should be progress -—- be able to be progress in individual 
areas, but you're not saying that there's any agreement, and 
you do stress there seems to be a relationship -- there's an 
understanding on both sides there's a relationship which 
implies definitely a linkage, and yet Weinberger said yesterday 
that he knew of no degree of linkage established at Geneva. So 
there does seem to be a difference of view on this. 


‘ Well, you know, that‘s your call, and by all 
means make it. All I can reiterate from here is that touching 
on the first point you made, Greg, that the Soviet Union did 
agree with the United States at Geneva that there is an 
interrelationship. And, insofar as you perceive there to be 
contrasting positions, that's your call. 


Q Bernie, you're saying that even though this 
interrelationship exists, that ought not prevent agreement in 
any one of these area. Is that correct? 


i That is correct. If an understanding is reached 
in one or two that is in both sides’ interest, it should be 
implemented 


~~ MORE -- 








Q Can I ask you a procedural follow-on question? 
Do you know whether there is any agreement within the 
Administration over whether there will in fact be three 
separate negotiators, three separate negotiating teams, or one 
negotiator with three deputies? 


a I think that's premature, that question, at the 
present time. The Secretary addressed that in a way yesterday, 
in “Meet The Press," that touched on what he expected to be 
taking place in the next week or so, but I have no real 
specific details that would answer your question. 


Q Do you have a problem with the word “linkage?” 


‘ Do I have a problem with the word “linkage?” I'm 
using the word here “interrelationship,” and that is the U.S. 
position on that particular question -- interrelatonship among 
all the different types of arms to be addressed in the .. 
negotiations. 


Q That doesn't exclude, Bernie, the possibility 
that there could be tradeoffs from one area to the other, does 
it? 


‘ I don't think I will include or exclude anything 
-~- which is not a bad answer for a new fellow up here. 


(Laughter) 


Q This linkage conception -- does it mean that 
there were no linkage whatsoever with other areas other than 
the arms control issues? It has been said that the Middle East 
was raised, the Soviet Jews has been raised. So it means that 
there has been linkage between arms control, as a whole, and 
other regional issues. 


‘ I'm not sure that I could get drawn into that. 
The emphasis seemed to be on the interrelationship among the 
three different fora on the general subject of arms control. 
If you are suggesting, for exemple, that arms control would be 
held hostage to behavior by the United States from the Soviet 
view, or Soviet behavior from the U.S. view, that's something I 
have nothing to offer you on. 


Q Bernie, you recall yesterday the Secretary 
mentioned that this whole idea of “linkage” -- whether or not 
he used that word -- was brought up by the Soviet side in 
Geneva, but he said that some exceptions had been noted by 
Gromyko. Can you expand on that at all, talk about the 
exceptions or the kinds of exceptions? 
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A I don't think that the Secretary yesterday went 
into any specific examples, and so since he didn't, I won't. 


Q The Middle East again? 
‘ No. Let me go back here, please? 


Q Did the U.S. raise the question of Soviet Jewry 
and the Soviet Jewish immigration at the Geneva talks? 


6 The question of human rights is something the 
United States is very concerned about, and the Secretary seeks 
to raise that issue when he can. I will, however, not go into 
any specific details. 


Q You said that you hope that there would be 
progress on all three forums. But what kind of progress-can 
you foresee on the forum of the defensive systems, if your 
Secretary of Defense said that research is not negotiable, and 
you cannot make any decisions about deployment? What kind of 
progress can be achieved in that case? 


6 You seem to be suggesting that you would like me 
to forecast the outcome of negotiations that have not yet 
begun. Obviously, that is a challenge that even I will not 
rise to. 


I will say this, however, on the question of ruling 
out the possibility of giving up strategic defense, which is 
something that you seem to be suggesting: At Geneva, the 
United States agreed to discuss defensive and space arms, 
existing as well as future. We have concerns to raise in that 
forum, and we will at the same time, hear out Soviet concerns. 
We intend to continue pursuing the SOI research program to 
determine whether or not new defensive technologies are 
feasible that would permit us to shift the strategic 
relationship to a more stable and sound basis. If a sound 
defense eventually proves feasible, there will be no deployment 
until we discuss fully the role of defense with the USSR. 


Q Have a copy? 

‘“ Yes, you can. 

Q Would you repeat that last sentence? 

Q When you are discussing about arms control -- 
Q 


Would you repeat that last sentence, “If a sound 


defense..... ° 








ll 


‘ If a sound defense eventually proves feasible, 
there will be no deployment until we discuss fully the role of 
defense with the uSSR&. 


Q How about testing? 
é Be a little more specific, Jim, on the question. 


Q At what point will we discuss, before or after we 
had actually tested a system in space? 


“ I can't go beyond what I've just read yov, Jia. 
I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, is that something we agreed to at Geneva? 

6 I'll have to stick with the guidance on thet 
because I can't go and talk about the diplomatic exchanges 
there. What I can talk about is simply the guidances on these 
particular issues, and that is what I'm doing here. 


Q But there was no agreement before Geneva, was 
there? 


a I'll stick with the guidance. 

Q Do you intend the -- 

i Let me go over here, please? 

Q When you were discussing arms control, the 
question of arms supplies to the area, to the Middle East area 
was discussed? Another question about the possible unilateral 
Israeli withdrawal from Lebanon? 


i What is your specific question about? 


Q When you were discussing in Geneva arms control -- 
bo Yes. 
Q -— was the question of arms supplies to certain 


regions, like the Middle East, was discussed? And then the 
second question -- 


a I've said repeatedly that I cannot become drawn 
into discussions that touch on the confidential diplomatic 
exchanges between the Secretary of State and the Soviet Foreign 
Minister. 
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Q And your comment on possible Israeli withdrawal, 
unilateral withdrawal, in Lebanon? 


a Yes, I have something on that -- that is to say 
what is the U.S. position on it. 


We have popesstens“s supported efforts to bring about 
the total withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon and we 
encourage the parties to continue their efforts to bring about 
@ negotiated withdrawal as the best way to attain this 
objective. We continue to support the talks at Naqura as a 
means of achieving the arrangements necessary for a resolution 
of the problems in southern Lebanon. 


G Copy. please? 
a Yes. 
Q May 1 go back to your statement on SDI? 


Q Can we follow up on this, please? This means 
though that you don't favor, I gather, Israel withdrawal. Are 
you putting pressure on Israel to forestall such a withdrawal 


‘ I have nothing for you, Connie, on that. 


Q Do you think that partial withdrawal will lead to 
complete withdrawal? 


) It's not for me to speculate. 


Q Bernie, there were reports that Mr. Peres, Shimon 
Peres. will be coming to the States in the next few weeks or 
few days Do you have any comment on that? 


& I have nothing on it. 


Q All right. Let me go back to the first question 
that one of my colleagues asked about Mark Palmer's visit. In 
view of Mark Palmer's visit to the Middle East, where he is 
going to be in Israel or had already been in Israel, and the 
consultations with the Arab ambassadors in Washington, 0.C. 
last week with Secretary Murphy and the head of the Russian 
desk at the State Department, do you consider all of these 
moves as routine diplomatic activity or was there any 
discussion in Geneva about the Middle East? 
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+ I think I've already gone into this several times 
to the degree that I can, not to be drawn into any disclosures 
about the confidential discussions. 


About your general question at the outset, that, too, 
I cannot make any characterization. 


Q Bernie, to follow up this question -—- 
“ Wait, just let me -- 


Q Alan told us last week that there was an 
agreement on the free trade area between -- 


“ On the what? 

Q An agreement on the free trade area between the 
United States and Israel was expected to be announced this 
week. Do you have any -- 


é I have nothing on it, but we can check later to 
see where that stands. 


Q Has the U.S. urged Israel to coordinate its 
unilateral withdrawal? 


i Urged? 

Q Israel. 

6 Israel, yes. 

Q -- to coordinate its unilateral withdrawal with 


the Lebanese Government? 
2 I have nothing on it. 


Q Have they specified a time for deployment -- that 
it might take place? 


a I'll have to repeat my reply. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the Olmer talks 
in Moscow last week? 


a Of the what? 


Q Olmer talks, in Moscow 


6 No. I have nothing Was there some guidance on 
that the other day, Alan? 
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MR. ROMBERG: (inaudible) 

MR. KALB: How's it going so far? 
(Laughter) 

MR. KALB: O.K. 

VOICE: k*'s doing a great job! 
(Laughter) 


Q Could you find out if you're going to have 
something on that? 


4 Yes, I can. 
Q Thank you. 
“ Any other easy ones? 


Q Bernie, can you come back, please, to your 
statement on SDI, the phrase about “if a sound defense 
eventually proves feasible.” 


be Uh-huh. 


Q By the phrase “sound defense," do you mean to be 
comprehensive in referring to both ground-based and space-based 
ABM, anti-satellite -- 


6 I can't answer that. I just don't have any 
definition of “a sound defense" along the lines that you're 
asking. 


Q Bernie, can I follow that? 
a Yes. 


Q A number of American officials since Geneva have 
said that the third basket, that space defense basket, includes 
all the Soviet radar sites around Moscow and Siberia, the 
anti-aircraft defenses. Is there an explicit agreement that 
those Soviet defensive measures are included in that third 
category, or are those American officials saying thet? Is 
there explicit accord along those lines? 


“ I have nothing on that for you. 
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Q Can you take it? 
Yes. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the next step 
that will be taken by the United States in the Middle East? 


é On a next step by the United States in the Middle 
East, what I have may not be a direct reply to your question as 
you are setting it forth, but I can lay out the U.S. position, 
if that will be of any help to you, that the United States is 
ready to resume its role as full partner in the search for 
peace in the Middle East whenever the parties are prepared to 
negotiate. We remain committed to the position set forth in 
the President's September 1, 1982 Initiative, and on the basis 
of those positions, will work with the parties to achieve a 
negotiated settlement. 


Q Can we have a copy, please? 

‘ Yes, you can. 

Q Camp David is not mentioned in this -- 

‘ I beg your pardon? 

Q Camp David is not mentioned in this reading. 


Does this have any significance? 
6 I wouldn't read any significance into that. 
For what are you waiting? Are you waiting a 
signal from the Arab world, from any country in the Arab world 


to declare that they are willing to negotiate, and then you 
will go on your initiative, or what? 


a If I had some guidance, I would be delighted to 
answer the question. I don't, so I can't. 


Q Can you cooperate with the Russians in the Middle 
East for further discussions for che problem of the Israeli 
withdrawal from Arab territories? 


6 Did we not touch on that question earlier? 
Q I'm trying to (inaudible) -- 


6 I think I went through that and so I have nothing 
beyond what I said before 
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Q I have an easy one, please? 

A Yes. 

Q A senior State Department official -- 

7 I can't hear you. 

Q A senior State Department official is in the 
Philippines -- 


a Is in the Philippines. 


Q -- to make some recommendations because of Mr. 
Marcos' poor health, physically and politically. Now, what 
kind of recommendations is he going to make? And also there 
are some communist activities that are going in the Philippines. 


A Interesting question. I have nothing for you on 
it. I'm sorry. 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on the Belgian Prime 
Minister's visit to Washington so far? 


A I have a little something on the Martens' visit 
here and perhaps I should have menticned this a little 
earlier. General questions on the visit, I'll have to refer 
you to the White House, but on an FYI basis, there will oe a 
readout on the visit at the White House immediately after the 
departure statements by both the President and the Prime 
Minister, and for guidance sake, it should be at about 1:45 or 
so. And you can find out the name of the briefer when you get 
there. 


(Laughter) 

Q Changing the subject, do you have anything on the 
recent apparent escalation of tensions between Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua? There has been quite a lot of exchange of annoyed 
diplomatic notes? 

fe I have nothing on it, Joanne. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the 
assassination of the Libyan diplomat in Rome? 


i?) No. 
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Q You don't consider this a terrorist action? 


5 I have no prepared guidance on that, but as 
usual, the U.S. always deplores violence. 


@ Do you have anything for us on an agreement to 
sell arms to China? 


a On selling arms to China? 
Q Yes. 

Yes, I do. 
Q Thank you. 


ra Beginning with Secretary Weinberger's trip to 
China in September of 1983, we have been developing a steady 
and measured program of military cooperation with the PRC. 


You may be referring to The Washington Post story over 


the weekend? 
6 In fact, I am. 


Q That story covers one aspect of that cooperation, 
in the naval field. It is correct that we have been discussing 
with the Chinese ways in which they can improve their ability 
to defend their coastal areas, particularly in the field of 
anti-submarine warfare, but I would caution that no agreements 
have yet been signed and we are still discussina these matters 
with them. A team led by Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
Melvyn Paisley will go to China later this month to continue 
the discussions. 


Q May we have a copy? 
& Yes, you can. 


Q What is the timing expected on these agreements? 
And what other agreements are involved? 


6 I don't have anything on timing of the 
agreements, or other agreements. 


Q Do you have anything more there? 


A Well, it's possible. You may get a cigar if you 
have the question. 
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(Laughter) , - 

Q How many agreements are there? 

f What? 

Q How many agreements are there? 

a I have nothing on that. 

Q What are the other areas? 

a You're close, but still no cigar. 

(Laughter) 

Q What kind of cigar? How hard should we work? 
Cuban? 

(Laughter) 

Q Are these related strictly to military 
technology, military equipment, or are they also dual use items? 

ta I have nothing for you on that question. 

Q I don't smoke cigars anyway. 

Q Do you have any comment -- 

6 Can I just hold it for a second and go to an 


overlooked corner of the briefing floor? I don't want to miss 
old friends -- Sol Pet, for example. 


Q Any comment on your first day with us? 

fa Any comment on my first day? 

Q Yes. 

a Any comment on my first day? I'll take the 
question. 

(Laughter) 

Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


USSR: Arms Control Talks 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, January 14, 1985 





A number of American officials since Geneva have said 
that the “third basket", that's the space defense basket, 
includes all the Soviet radar sites around Moscow and 
Siberia, the anti-aircraft defenses. Is there an explicit 
agreement that those Soviet defense measures are included in 
that third category, or are those American officials (just) 
saying that? 

We made clear to the Soviets during the -Geneva meeting 
that in the third group we would discuss our concerns 
regarding the erosion of the ABM Treaty regime and current 
Soviet anti-ballistic missile systems, as well as addressing 
other space arms issues. While US and Soviet views on the 
agenda for the third group are not identical, the Soviets 
did state that ground-based defensive systems capable of 


attacking objec:s in space, as well as space-based svste-~s, 


were among the subjects to be discussed. 
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TAKEN QUESTIONS 
Questions Taken at Briefings of January 14 and 15, 1985 
ISRAEL: FREE TRADE AREA 





Ql: Alan told us last week with regard to the free trade area 
agreement that “The negotiations continue, but there are 
several issues which still have to be resolved before a draft 
agreement can be completed. However, we have made considerable 
progress and hope to conclude the negotiations by early next 
week." Do you have anything on that? 


Q 2: Could I ask about the Pree Trade Zone for Israel? Has 
that been finalized yet? 


A: -- We are hopeful the negotiations can be concluded soon. 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 15, 1985, 12:10 P. Mm. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: O.K. A& reminder, which may explain why 
your briefer of yesterday is not here: The Secretary will meet 
with the Hoover Institution Board of Overseers at lunch today 
at the Madison Hotel. Although it is ON THE RECORD, the event 
is not open to media coverage, so there will be a text of the 
Secretary's remarks available later in the day, this afternoon, 
in the Press Office. 


Q Do you have any estimate? 

A I don't. 

Q Do you know what he's talking about? 

6 I don't know precisely, Bernie, what (inaudible). 


Anything about the subject of the -- 


6 
é No, I'm sorry. That's what the -- I don't know. 
a 


I don't, at least, have a final subject on it. 


O.K. That's it for announcements. I'm happy to take 
questions. 


Q How does the Department assess the Israeli 
Cabinet decision to withdraw from southern Lebanon? 


a The United States welcomes Israel's decision to 
withdraw its forces from Lebanon. We have consistently 
supported withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 

Q That's it? 

(Laughter) 


Q wow ! 








é If you've got any further questions, I might 
respond. 


(Laughter) 


Q Alan, you've also consistently supported a 
negotiated withdrawal, and this is a unilateral one, so how do 
you feel about that? 


a Well, we continue to support the U.N.-sponsored 
talks at Naqura as a means of achieving arrangements necessary 
for a resolution of the security problems in south Lebanon, and 
we believe that the Israeli decision could provide a new 
impetus for progress at Naqura toward arrangements that would 
be in the interest of all parties involved. 


Q How could it do that? 

& I think that that -- I think that the Israéli 
Prime Minister may have talked -- or the Defense Minister -- I 
can't remember which one -- may have talked to that a little 
bit. I think we'll leave that as I just stated. 


Q Were you consulted before this decision was taken 
by the Israeli Government? 


A Well, 1 just -- This was an Israeli Government 
decision. 


Q Well, that I understand; I'm only -- 
I don't think we'd pet into the question of 
steteneess dialogue, but this certainly was ar Israeli 
Government decision -- not ours. I'll leave you -- our 


thoughts about it I'll leave you with in terms of what I said 
before. 


Q Were you aware of it beforehand? 


6 Not going to get into the question of diplomatic 
dialogue. 


Lester. How are you? 
Q I'm fine! 
The Washington Times reports that the State Department 





issued statements supporting D. C. Corporation Counsel Reed's 
statement: “It is necessary to insure that all foreign 
embassies and other foreign government buildings be protected 
from 








potentially violent and unruly demonstrations. Even «-tivities 
intended to be peaceful can easily result in confront. ‘on 
violence. Physical reactions are easily provoked undc such 
circumstance." 


And my question, the first part of a two-part: Does 
the State Department still agree with this position which Reed 
enunciated in connection with the arrest of two demonstrators 
who burned a flag in front of the Soviet Embassy? 


a Lester, I don't know what the specific 
circumstances are of that case and I can't go through and parse 
all that language. The fact is, obviously, we do think that -- 


Q That's a “yes” then? 


A Are you going to answer the question, or am I 
going to try and answer the question? 


Q Just wondered -- 


& We do think that it is important to afford 
protection to diplomatic premises, and there are rules and 
regulatiors which exist to do that. Obviously, this is 
something upon which we depend overseas for protection of our 
diplomatic missions. 


Q Then, the State Department approves of the arrest 
and will support prosecution to fullest extent of law of 
Senator Weicker who as a lawmaker and should have known 
better? Or are some embassies entitled to such protection 
while others are not? 


(7 I don't think that's a question of a State 
Department position. I think that's a question of what the law 
enforcement authorities feel is aprropriate. 


Q You said that you support the law, Alan. Now, do 
you feel that Senator Weicker should have been arrested and 
should be prosecuted, or do you not? 


6 I think that that is a matter that would be 
properly addressed to law enforcement authorities, not the 
State Department. 


Q Alan, yesterday Islamic Jihad claimed 
responsibility for th. killing of the two French people, but of 
more concern to CNN, they also say they are going to try Jerry 
Levin and the other Americans who have been kidnapped. Does 
the State Department have a reaction? 





a Yes. Although we cannot ccnfirm that the 
individual making the statement has any connection with the 
Islamic Jihad, we nevertheless take this as a grave and serious 
threat. 


These innocent people have been held captive for 
extended periods of time, in some cases approaching a year, and 
allowed no contact with their families. Their treatment 
violates the norms of civilized behavior and is contra), to the 
very religious tenets the caller in Beirut claims to defend. 


There is, of course, no foundation to the charges that 
these individuals “used journalism, education, and religion as 
a cover" for “subversive activities,” and that is patently 
absurd. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 
a Sure. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the election of 
a new President in Brazil? 


6 Yes, we do. We are pleased that Brazil continues 
its return to complete representative government. Mr. Neves’ 
election clearly reflects the desire of the Brazilian 
populace. The U.S. Government looks forward to a highly 
positive and cooperative relationship with the President-elect 
and his government. We congratulate him and the Brazilian 
people on this important occasion. 


Q Is there any schedule for a meeting between Mr. 
Neves and Secretary Shultz? 


‘ I don't have anything on a schedule at this 
point. I think that probably given the fact that the election 
has just taken place today, is a little -- 


Q Because he's coming to Washington; he's coming to 
Washington at the end of the month. 


6 You're telling me something I don't have 
information about. Assuming that happens, I obviously wouldn't 
rule it out; but I don't have anything for you on a schedule at 
this point. 


Q Alan, on Prime Minister Martens’ visit, the 
senior White House official that briefed reporters yesterday -- 


is) Uh-huh. 





Q -- left us with the impression that the United 
States was not contemplating any postponement of the 
implementation of the Fershings in Belgium, but today the Prime 
Minister -—- 


& Not Pershings, I don't believe. 
Q well, — 
VOICES: Cruises. 


Q Cruises. Today, I understood that the Prime 
Minister was saying that the decision on implementation in 
Belgium wouldn't be taken until March, which would mean a 
postponement. 


6 Well, let me give you my reaction to all of that. 


Prime Minister Martens has consistently stressed the 
adherence of his government to NATO's 1979 dual track decision, 
which involves deploying INF missiles in the absence of 
concrete negotiating results. He reaffirmed this in his 
conversation with the President in their meeting yesterday. 


It is our understanding that no final decision as to 
specific dates for the beginning of deployments has yet been 
made by the Belgian Government, that the Belgian Government 
intends to make its decision in agreement with its Alliance 
partners, and that such a decision will be taken by this 
March. This timetable for decision is compatible with NATO's 
Geployment plans. 


For our part, we have made clear to the Belgian 
Government the importance of continuing INF deployments, as 
agreed by NATO in December 1979. We look to the Belgian 
Government to continue to fulfill its responsibilities to the 
Alliance on INF, as on other matters. 


Q Copies? 
oo Copy, yes. 


Q A brief postponement, then, is a possibility? 
That is contemplated? 


a I'm going to stick with what I just said and 
would reiterate to you that the timetable that I've talked 
about is compatible with NATO's deployment plan. 





Q Alan, the United States provides the missiles. 
Wasn't it the U.S. intention to provide the missiles -—-— to 
begin deployment in March? 


a I don't think we have talked about specific 
deployment dates for Belgium or any other country, and I'ma 
going to stick to that. 


Q Is it incorrect, then —— reports that the 
deployment was to begin in March? 


“ again, I -- 


Q Were they incorrect, or the schedule is up in the 
air now? 


‘ I think I just said that we don't talk about 
specific deployment dates as a general matter, and I'm not 
going to do it in this case. 


Q Did the Department get back to the Belgians late 
yesterday after the press reports on, I guess, Flemish TV and 
elsewhere that Martens had said that they would not proceed in 
March? This came out subsequent to the White House meeting and 
I guess the meeting with the Secretary. 


Was there an effort to get back to clarify what it was 
he said or didn't say on (inaudible)? 


‘ Without getting into the question of 
clarification, obviously, there has been continuing contact 


with the delegation, so that's not a, you know, surprise or an 
unusual development. 


I think that there was some confusion over a Belgian 
TV interview and what precisely that was all about. But I 
haven't seen anything in the other reporting which was 
inconsistent with what I've just said. 


Lester, I'll come back to you. 


Q Can you tell me what attempts have been made to 
tvy to gain the release of the hostages in Lebanon? 


7 No. We have maintained a very consistent 
position that it is not in the interests of gaining their 
release to talk about it publicly other than to say that we 
view this issue very seriously. We have maintained very close 
contact and continuing contact with the parties whom we think 
could be of assistance in this matter 








Q Alan, on the welcoming of the Israeli decision, 
does the welcome extend or cover the Israeli plan itself, the 
three-stages plan? 


‘ I don't have a detailed reaction to give you on 
the plan as announced. I think I'm going to stick to the words 
I've already given to you. 


Q Do you have a time and place yet for the 
U.S.-—Soviet arms control negotiations? 


& I don't. 

Q No, wait a minute before you go away -— We'll ask 
you every day because you said 30 days to do it. Will you meet 
the 30-day deadline? 


6 I don't know of any expectation -- I don't know 
that the figure 30 days was specified. 


Q It was specified. In Geneva they said they'd do 
it within 30 days. 


6 I thought a month was specified, but that may be 
(Laughter) 

Q But that still holds true? 

‘ I like to be precise here, Barry. 

Q Il say, does 30 days still hold true? 


a I have no reason to expect that that's not the 
case, Barry. 


Q Going back to the Middle East, regarding the 
Israeli announcement about Lebanon -- 


6 Uh-huh. 


Q ~~ what is the U.S. role going to be now? You 
say this may give new impetus to these talks. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q What is the U.S. going to do in this situation? 














A I don't think anything in principle that's any 
different, Don, from what we have been doing, which is to be 
helpful as we can be in any manner that we can be; but that 
does not change the nature of our involvement. 


If you're asking, “Are we going to get into 
mediation,” I have no indication at this moment that we're 
going to get into mediation per se. As I say, we continue to 
support the U.N.-sponsored talks at Naqura as a means of 
achieving agreements and arrangements on southern Lebanon. 


Q Is it likely that the United States will support 
them by sending Mr. Murphy or somebody else out there to see if 
it can get this impetus you're hoping for? 


A At the moment, I don't know of any specific plans 
by Ambassador Murphy to travel to the region, but I don't rule 
out the possibility of another trip. It would be foolish for 
me --— 


Q On a related question that's already come up 
about the people, Americans, whom they say they may put on some 
kind of trial in Lebanon. You call it a grave matter. Is 
there anything the United States can do about it 


A I don't think that I would speculate on what we 
might do, Don. 


Q Alan, can you bring us up-to-date on the danger 
to Americans in Colombia by the drug traffickers? There 
appears to be more indications that those threats are existent. 
Also travelers -- 


A Uh-huh. 


-- American travelers to Colombia -—-— have 
warnings been stepped up there? 


A O.k. I'm sorry. On the first part -- the 
distinction between the first and second parts? 


Q Well, basically, the two-part question is just 
both travelers and diplomats, Americans, in Colombia -- has 
danger increased to them? 


A Well, let me try to answer it by reading you the 
text of a travel advisory on Colombia which was issued on 
January 12, and perhaps that will take care of your first 
question as well: 

















"The Department of State again advises that the 
nationwide state of siege declared on May 1, 1984 remains in 
effect in the Republic of Colombia. Due to continued criminal 
and other violence, Americans should act prudently when 
traveling there. Utmost care should be taken in major cities 
and eee Seeeaen should be exercised if travel to rural areas 
is planned. 


“The January 5 extradition of four Colombian citizens 
to the United States to stand trial on narcotics-related 
charges may increase the possibility of criminal violence 
against Americans in Colombia. 


"The state of siege encompasses all of Colombia, but 
Americans are advised especially to avoid travel to the 
Departments (States) of Guajira, Putumayo, frauca, Caqueta, 
Huila, Meta and Cauca, due to security problems “here. .. 


"Travelers to Colombia should carry proper 
documentation at all times. 


“americans are advised to register with the U.S. 
Embassy in Bogota or the U.S. Consulate General in Barranquilla 
upon arrival in Colombia." 


On expiration date, this is indefinite. The previous 
travel advisory of November 28, 1984 is cancelled. 


--MORE -- 
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Q Are we asking more diplomats to leave with their — 
families? 


a I think that we will continue to look at the 
situation and, as we have indicated, we have taken some limited 
reduction of personnel in Bogota to increase security, and we 
continue to get full cooperation of the Colombian authorities. 

Q Is this a new advisory, Alan? 
as I said, January 12. 
vkay. 

There are some slight changes to it. 
Can we get a copy of that advisory? 
Sure. 


A follow up to that, Alan? 


> © > © 23> & ®@ 


All right, let's follow up and I will come back 
to Lester. 


About the full cooperation from the Colombian 
authorities, do vou have anything on the Colombian Government 
either inquiring about the way those four alleged dru3 
traffickers are being treated in Miami, or about the Colombian 
Government actually sending the U.S. a protest note alleging 
that their human rights have been violated? 


A I don't have anything on that, 8111. I guess in 
terms of what is actually happening to them, you would have to 


check with the law enforcement authorities, but I don't have 
anything on the diplomatic front. Lester? 

Q One more follow-up on that same question? 

Q Could you take that, Alan? 


a I will look into it, but I doubt very much that I 
will be able to get back to you. 


Q Alan, did Ambassador Tambs ever go back to Bogota? 


A He is in the U.S. for routine consultations and 
personal business. He intends to return to post in the near 
future, but I am not going to give you anything on his travel 
plans. 


/€¢ 

















il 





Q Alan, a two-part question. The Washington 
reported that Ambassador Nickel told Senator Kennedy that he 
doesn't know what he is talking about. 


My first part, question, is, does the State Department 
disagree with Ambassador Nickel, and, if so, why? 


a I would respond to you in two parts, Lester. 
First of all, nobody was taking on Senator Kennedy, as it were, 
but I would refer you, since you, unfortunately, don't grace us 
with your presence every day, to something I had -—- 

Q I try, but you are leaving -—- 


a I had something on that the other day and I refer 
you to the Press Office on it. 


Q Okay, wait a minute. 

a I will come back to you. 

Q No, I had one follow up. 

A You may, but I will come back to you. Steve. 

Q Alan, just on the Colombian thing, does the State 
Department have any idea how many U.S. businessmen -- I 


understand the definition of a businessman is kind of tricky 
down there -- how many U.S. businessmen are in Colombia? 


a How many U.S. -- I can't get -- 
Q Businessmen? 
a Businessmen. I see. I only have a general 


figure, that is that there are over 20,000 Americans in 
Colombia, but I can't break that down any further. 


Thank you. 

Do you have anything about Chernenko's health? 
No. 

Nothing? WNo guesses? 

Marcos's health? 


> © © F> © © 
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Q flan, the Washington Post reported this morning 
that Bernard Kalb has been -- and I think I remember the term 
was “harassing” State Department spokesmen for a number of 
years, and my question is, and I am sure this is in your realm 
of expertise, is this true or is it a base canard? 


A I think there was a certain degree of literary 
license taken in that description. 


Q You mean he never harassed you or John, is that 
what you are saying, Alan? 


A I don‘t consider this question as serious. 
Well, I mean, what was it, what is your answer? 
No, I don't think he harassed. 

He never did! I'm delighted. | 

Alan, back to he Middle East -- 


> 5 © PF> 


Excuse me, Connie. 


Q Thank you. Two questions, two different areas. 
Could you clarify the United States' policy towards arms to 
Mozambique? There was some quote that the U.S. is willing to 
supply a limited amount of arms to Mozambique. 


A There is something on military assistance to 
eepemncque in the Press Office, if you could check on that 
ater. 


Q Okay. Could I ask about the free trade zone for 
Israel? Has that been finalized yet? 


A Let me take a look into that and see where we are 
on that, following on last week's guidance. 


Q With the Middle East again. Have you been in 
contact with the Syrians regarding the Israeli plan for 
withdrawal from South Lebanon? 


A I'm not going to get into the specifics of the 
diplomatic dialogue we have had. Obviously we have had, both 
with Ambassador Murphy's extended trip out there and through 
our diplomatic missions, a lot of dialogue with a lot of the 
parties who were involved, but I just am not going to get into 
the specifics. 


a“ 
a 
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Q I just mean after the last visit by Ambassador 
Murphy to Damascus, has there been any contact? 


A Well, obviously we have diplomatic contacts with 
Syria. I'm just not going to get into the question of with 
whom we speak about what and when, but clearly Syria is one of 
the important players, and we continue to talk with them about 
the general subject. 


Alan, is the United States concerned that the 
Israeli withdrawal now announced will produce the same sort of 
anarchy and chaos that the Israeli withdrawal to the Awali 
caused a year and a half ago? 


A I don't have a judgment to offer on that. I 
think that, as I say, we think that perhaps this will stimulate 
further conversation about the arrangements. I think Mr. 
Labrani had a piece, as well as the Cabinet announcement 
yesterday, which indicated that the Israelis would look to 
continuing discussions about policical arrangements, so I am 
not going to try to speculate or that. 


Q Alan, do you heave any specific message or were 
you trying to draw a distinction en you said we support the 
UN-sponsored efforts for withdrawal, apart from the announced 
Israeli plan, especially the third part that said to maintain a 
strip of land under its control? 


A Well, I said I am not going to get into he 
specifics, nor do I necessarily accept your interpretation of 
what the Israeli Cabinet decision was. But the talks in Naqura 
were pulled together under UN auspices, as it were, and we have 
said that that was a good forum for trying to work out 
arrangements to resolve the problems of South Lebanon. We 
continue to believe that is the case. 6111. 





Q Alan, do you have anything on the terrorist 
attack at the U.S. installation in Brussels, and on the alleged 
-- this grouping of terrorist organizations who are planning to 
target American facilities in Europe? 


A Let me give you what I have. 


We deplore this morning's bombing in Brussels of the 
U.S. Army NATO support activity. The building in Brussels near 
NATO headquarters which housed this activity was struck by a 
car bomb that exploded in front of the main entrance at 
approximately 3:30 a.m. local time this morning. There were no 
injuries. The building was severely damaged. The Belgian 
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authorities are investigating the attack. The 
Combattantes,. (Communist Combattant Cells) 

subsequently contacted the Belgian media to claim 
responsibility for this attack. This is the same group that 
claimed responsibility for recent pipeline bombings in Belgius 

several other incidents over the past few months. As far 
as any of the details on what happened, I would have to refer 
you to the Pentagon, 8111. 


Q Are we planning swift and effective retribution, 
as was promised in 1981 for this? 


A Aas I say, the Belgian authorities are 
qnvestigating the matter. Chris? 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Copy, sure. 


Q The wires are saying two military guards were 
injured. Is that not correct? 


A Our understanding is that is not correct. 


Q Have we issued any more warnings to American 
citizens in Lebanon about their safety in light of the 
kidnapping last week and the threats? 


a I am not aware of any new warnings, but the 
warnings which have -- or the advisories -- which have been 
issued before, I think, have pointed up the problems. 


Q Also last week, Jessie Jackson said that he would 
try to go over and see if he could get the hostages out. Has 
he had any contact with the State Department about trying to do 


something? 
A I am not aware that he has, no. 
Q Alan? 
A Yes. 


Q Is there any comment on report about Contras 
killing Honduran citizens in death squad killings? 


A I have a little bit on that. We have seen the 
Honduran military report but have no information which would 
substantiate the charges to which you refer. We note that the 
report itself does not make such charges, and that in the past 











15 


anti-Sandinista leaders have publicly disavowed responsibility 
for violent abuses, and stated that they have disciplined 
individuals who have been found to be responsible for 
unjustified acts of violence. 


Q Alan, I don't know if someone asked this 
question, because I arrived late. Aare Senator Percy, former 
chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and Mr. 
Sisco will be briefing or giving a report to the Administration 
about their tour of the Middle East in the last few days? 


a I don't know the answers to whether they will 
give some sort of formal report or briefing. I's sure there is 
— although they are both travelling in a private capacity -- I 
am sure that there is contact with them. I think in 
substantive terms I'm sure we will have their views, and so 
forth, but I don't know if they are planning to submit formal 
reports. As I say, they are travelling privately. 


Q Can you check if they will be? 


a No. I don't think that would be up to us to 
comment on, but I think, again, substantively there is no 
= with the idea that we would be probably talking with 





Q Alan, you stopped short of saying that that news 
story was false. Are you indicating that there might be a 
possibility that even though that information is not in the 
report -- 


Aa Excuse me, the Honduran story, is that right? 


Q Yes, the Honduran/Contra story, sorry. The way 
you worded it, it wasn't clear whether or not you felt that 
there was some truth there, it just said in the report. 


a What I said is, “we have no information which 
would substantiate those charges." 


Q and it was not in the report, as far as you know. 

a as far as we know it wasn't in the report. I 
gather that there were some comments made by individuals, but 
it is not part of the report. 

Q Oh. 


Q Alan, were you saying a while ago that there is 
no requirement for the Belgians to deploy missiles in March? 


(65° 
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a I was not addressing the issue of deployment 
date. I don't know how many times I have to say it. 


Q You said the timetable was consistent with NATO 
decision. 


a That the time table -—-— let me refer you to the 
words. I think that the words are really self-explanatory. 


Q If that is consistent, if they make the decision 
in March, meaning their deployment may come some time later, 
does that mean that -—- 


A You are making that assumption, I'm not, but, I 
am also not going to address March versus anything else, but I 
0 point out that that is an assumption you are making. 
8 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on Taiwan's 
suspension of their military intelligence chief in connection 
with this murder in San Francisco, which I think earlier State 
said there was no foreign involvement in it. 


a I don't know if what I have is directly 
responsive, but let me give you what I do have on it. It 
certainly is relevant. 


We understand that the person whom Daly City police 
authorities consider masterminded the killing, Chen Chi-1li, 
revealed in his interrogation in Taipei that some members of 


the Intelligence Bureau of the Ministry of National Defense 
were implicated in the planning of the murder. We have been 


informed that these persons have been arrested, are now under 
detention, and will be further investigated by the Taiwan 
authorities. Obviously, the involvement of members of an 
intelligence organization is a very serious matter. The Taiwan 
authorities appear to appreciate the seriousness of the case. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Sure. 
Q Alan, (inaudible) what is reported now? 


a Our general position on this, Don, has been that 
while this is a matter that is under investigation and that the 
law enforcement authorities are the ones who are dealing with 
this, so I am going to have to leave it. 
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Q flan, a leading member of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee of President Reagan's party has suggested 
that patriotic Americans purchase CBS. Do you approve of this 
free enterprise, or not, or what? 


A I don't twink that is an issue on which —- 





Q Do you think it would be interesting and 
electrifying, Alan? I mean, you are a media specialist. What 
do you think? 


a I don't think it is up to me here to say what I 
think. 


Q I see. 


Q It was announced that Mr. Rabin will be visiting 
in Washington to meet with Secretaries Shultz and Weinberger. 
Do you anticipate a visit by Shimon Peres after that, any 
summit meeting in the near future? 


a I don't have anything on a visit by the Prime 
Minister. I guess, again, that would be something that in any 
case would be addressed by the White House, and I also don't 
have anything on Mr. Rabin's visit, but, again, that I think 
would be something that the Pentagon would address. 


Q Alan, on another point, there was some new 
feelings by some Gulf Cooperation Council countries for a new 
peace initiative in the Gulf war with Iran. Have you been in 
consultation with them? Have they been in consultation with 
you about what to do next in the Iran/Iraq war? 


A I don't have anything specific with respect to 
your question. Obviously that is an issue which concerns those 
countries and the United States and others as well, and there 
is certainly conversation which goes on in diplomatic channels 
about it, but I don't have anything specific about any 
particuler consultations. Steve? 


Q Alan, do you expect any point to have anything 
out of this building on the Olmer talks? 


a Yes. I even have something here. 
Q Really? 


A Yes, really. We try. The January 6-9 trade 
talks in Moscow succneded in their objective: a frank and 
direct exchange of views on prospects for expanding U.S.-Soviet 
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trade. The principal purpose of this meeting was to explore 
whether there was enough common ground to warrant convening a 
meeting of the US-USSR Joint Commercial Commission, a 
ministerial level trade group. Commerce Under Secretary Lionel 
Olmer noted at the end of the talks that he believed that there 
was reason for optimism concerning the prospects for 
ministerial level trade talks. At the January meeting, which 
was the first set of general trade talks with the Soviets since 
1978, the U.S. Delegation noted that our interests in trade 
growth was in those areas that were consistent with U.S. export 
control policies. Both sides identified areas in which they 
believe an expansion of trade would be beneficial. 


You might note that Under Secretary Olmer has noted 
the U.S. Delegation to the Moscow talks was satisfied with the 
tone and substance of the meetings. The next step is for the 
Administration and the Soviet Government to decide whether 
there are sufficient grounds to merit holding a meeting of the 
Joint Commercial Commission, which is chaired by the U.S. 
Secretary of Commerce, Malcolm Baldrige, and Soviet Foreign 
Trade Minister Nikolai Patolichev. If a decision is made to go 
forward, we would hope to hold such a meeting as soon as is 
practical. 


Q Is that it? 


a Let me go on one further in terms of the concrete 
prospects for U.S.-Soviet trade. 


We hope these meetings wili have a practical effect in 
expanding mutually beneficial non-strategic trade. While we do 
not expect a rapid rise in U.S.-Soviet trade, we believe there 
is room for growth of U.S. exports in such areas as 
agricultural, chemical and consumer products. Soviet exporters 
are primarily interested in selling manufactured goods and raw 
materials to the United States. 


Q You started out by saying that the point of these 
Moscow talks was to determine whether there was sufficient 
grounds for the ministerial-level meeting, and then you 
concluded by saying the next step is to figure out whether 
there is sufficient grounds for a ministerial meeting. It 
sounds like -- 


a Well, let me contrast the two, or pull them 
together. One is that Under Secretary Olmer said he believed 
there was reason for optimism concerning the prospects for such 
ministerial-level trade talks. As I say, the next step is for 
the two governments to decide about it. So I think that is it. 




















Q 


19 


Were there any decisions reached? Do you have 


anything more there or is there any point in my prolonging 
this? Could you find out if there are any — between now and 
whenever -—— if there are any further planned missions to Moscow? 


A 
level? 


Q 
a 


Q 


On trade, before there might be a ministerial 


Yes, or visits by Soviet officials here. 
Let me take a look at it. 
Thank you. 


You are welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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PosTeD sj hles 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at noon press briefing of January 15, 1965 


COLOMBIA: PROTEST NOTE 
Q. Was there @ protest note from the Colombian 
government concerning the treatment of the drug 
traffickers extraditied to the United Stsetes? 
A. --The Colombian governsent has given us a note 
concerning the four Colombians extradited to the United 
States on January 5. As @ matter of policy, we do not 


discuss details of diplomatic communications. 
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POSTED: 1/16/84 , 


Question Taken at Noon Briefing of January 15, 198A a 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Q: Are any further missions planned to go to Moscow on trade 


prior to a meeting of the Joint Commercial Commission or will 


any Soviet officials be coming to the US in connection with 
such a meeting? 


A: We have no plans for any official trade missions to visit 
the Soviet Union or for Soviet missions to visit the U.S. prior 
to a possible JCC meeting. There is a possibility that U.S. 
and Seuviet specialists could meet to exchange views on specific 
subjects of mutual interest prior to a JCC meeting, although 
nothing has been scheduled as yet. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #11 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 16, 1984, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Okay, good afternoon. I don't have any 
announcements. Happy to take your questions. 


Q Tass is reporting that there is a Soviet soldier 
who defected in Afghanistan that wants to go home from the 
United States, but the State Department is “dragging its feet.* 


a Well, I think that we had guidance previously and 
talked about the question of Nikolai Ryzhkov. So that's the 
soldier who did say he wanted to go back voluntarily. I can't 
tell you, frankly -- I guess he must have, based on the wire 
reports -- that he actually has gone. 


There was another soldier, Voronov, who is -- he's 
resident here in the United States. He is free to come and go 
as he chooses, so he is certainly not being held. 


Q Where is he? 
A I don't have any information on his whereabouts. 


Q Do you know if he has informed the Soviet Embassy 
of his desire to go back? 


A I don't have any information on that, George. If 
he wanted to go back, as I say, that's his free choice. 


Q Alan, if Congress blocks the MX, how do you think 
that will affect the arms talks? 


A I think the Secretary addressed this the other 
day, and I expect the President has addressed it recently, as 
well, indicating that MX --— the President and the 
Administration as a whole, view the MX as an important 
contribution to U.S. defenses, and U.S. defenses are an 
important contribution to our ability to conduct meaningful 
a * ae negotiations, so I think that's not a new position 
at all. 


Q There's a story in the London Times today that 
the Iranians are training suicide commandos for missions. Any 
thoughts on that? 
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Q I don't have anything specific to respond on 
that, Dennis. The fact that the Iranians have been engaged in, 
or sponsored, various types of terrorist activities is 
certainly something we have talked about before; but I don't 
have anything specifically to respond to that story, no. 


Q flan, do you have anything on threats against the 
ts ee Consulate in New York, that security has been stepped 
up there 


A I don't. Don? 


Q Yesterday you addressed, or non—-addressed as the 
case may be, a Reuters story out of Central America about 
alleged activities of some of the U.S.-aided Nicaraguan 
rebels. Now, the Associated Press today has a similar story 
saying that United States, "U.S.-aided Nicaraguan rebels, 
working with an intelligence battalion of the Honduran Army, 
had kidnapped and killed leftist activists in Honduras since 
1980, according to Honduran sources close to a military 
investigation." 


Could you now address this question of what has 
happened in Honduras -- the stories that are coming out of this 
investigation? 


A The stories -- as I listen to you, Don, that 
doesn't sound to me like it's different in quality from what 
was yesterday. You've got a different news organization 
reporting conversations presumably with the same sources. 


I don't have anything to take you beyond where I was 
yesterday, which is to say that we don't have any information 
to confirm those stories. I will take the fact that you've 
raised the question again back, and make sure people are aware 
of the new reports. 


Q I guess my only point is, yesterday was one story 
of one news organization. Now, here is another one that is 
basically reporting, as I get it, something like the same thing. 


A Why would that be surprising if you've got the 
same people talking to the press? 


Q Alan, a follow-up? Are you saying, suggesting 
that the stories are not true, or are you only saying that we 
can't know everything? 


























A I'm saying we have no information to substantiate 
the stories. I don't see how I can reasonably take it beyond 
what we do or don't know. 


Q Is the U.S. looking into that, Alan? 


A I think we —- well, I don't know specifically 
whether there is a special effort on the basis of these new 
news stories. Clearly, we pay attention to the issue in 
general about -- obviously, there has been recent attention to 
the issue of assassination, for example. I refer you back to 
that. And I'm sure the Committees in Congress are interested 
in that and I'm sure the relevant agencies are interested in 
it, but I don't have anything new to take you beyond what we've 
said before. 


Q Can you confirm reports that the U.S. 
Administration is preparing to announce amendments to President 
Reagan's peace plan? 


A No. The President stands on his September 1 
Initiative. 


Q Anything further on the murder of the Taiwanese 
journalist in California, on the extradition process if any -- 
any progress being made on that? 


A No. Again, I think I said, Ralph, yesterday that 
anything in terms of the activities of the law enforcement 
organizations would -- in this case I guess the FBI -- have to 
be addressed to them. I don't have anything (inaudible). 


Q So this would be strictly a matter between law 
enforcement agencies of the -- 





A (inaudible. ) 
-- two countries, and not a diplomatic exchange? 
We don't have diplomatic exchanges with them. 


Alan, -- 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Q 
(inaudible) -- 


You may recall that. 


Alan, you do have semi-diplomatic relations 











A I don't agree with that characterization, but in 
any case, what I'm saying to you is that in terms of the 
relationship between the law enforcement agencies in Taiwan and 
here, I would refer you to the FBI. 


8ill. 


Q Can I follow up? Has the State Department, 
through its office which deals with Taiwan, had contacts on 
this subject? 


A I don't have anything to take you further, and I 
would suggest you might want to review the bidding on what the 
nature of the U.S. relationship with Taiwan is. 


Bill. 


Q Alan, do you have a situation report on Jamaica 
or a travel advisory, or anything like that? 


A No travel advisory. Yes, I do have something; I 
can bring you up-to-date on that. 


No indication that any American citizen has been 
endangered by the violent demonstrations in Jamaica; no 
indication that heavily-touristed areas have been the focus of 
violence. We continue to monitor the situation in Jamaica 
closely. As I say, no travel advisory has been issued to 
date. American citizens in Jamaica may wish to contact our 
Embassy in Kingston for updates on that situation. 


Q Copy? 
A Sure. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on whether or not the 
Cubans are still considering extraditing Labeet, the skyjacker? 


A I don't have anything new on that. 


Q Has there been continued contact, and are 
channels open? 


A I think we have had contact. There's no closure 
of the channels, let's put it that way. I don't know the 
frequency of contact on it, but that contact has been 
established. 











Is there any time frame as to when the Cubans 
will ma‘ is decision, or can they just hold off indefinitely? 


f Wetl, I don't know of an anticipated time frame 
on this. Git as I say, the fact is that we have talked about 
it with thew, raised it with them, and that's as far as I can 
take you on it. 


Q Can I come back to a subject that apparently was 
dealt with on Monday a bit -- the question of discussions 
between the Soviet Union and the United States on the Middle 
East? 

A Uh-huh. 

° Has there been any change in the U.S. position on 
Soviet pairicipation in negotiations on any Middle East 
questions? 

A No. 

Q No change in the U.S. position? 

A No. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q So these discussions, if they are held, would be 
strictly bilateral discussions? 


a Well, if we were tc Sold discussions with the 
Soviets on the Mid. « Last -- and I'd refer you back to what 
was said the othe: <*: about the Middle East as a possibility 
among regional iss: that could be discussed. We would 
discuss the issue« of the Middle East. 


I mean, you say “bilateral discussions." Would there 
be a third party at the table? 


Q Right. 


A We're not proposing that on any of this regional 
discussion. I think what the Secretary has talked about, what 
we've talked about, is the possible utility of discussions with 
the Soviets bilaterally about some regional issues. 


Q Alan, have the Soviets agreed in any way to, yes, 
we should do this in the future? 


A I'd have to really refer you back to what I said 
the other day on this. 


Q I think there was -—- 


A There have been some discussions, as you know, in 
the past on on southern Africa, for example, and I just don't 
have anything to take you beyond what I said about this now. 


Q I think what was said was, no agreement has been 
reached. But I was wondering whether an agreement in 
principle -- 


A I'm not going to get into the question of the 
specifics of any discussions. I really have to ask you to 
refer back. 


Marvin? 


Q Do you have -- could you tell us anything about 
the degree of U.S. concern about sectarian violence in southern 
Lebanon when the Israelis pull out? 


A Well, I don't have anything specific to offer you 
on that. I think that the Israelis have expressed some concern 
about it, if I read the papers correctly, and have suggested, 
that indeed, their openness to further political discussion is 














related, in part, to such concerns. So the fact that people 
are concerned about it is not something that is surprising, but 
I don't have any judgments to offer you specifically with 
regard to that question. 


Q Prime Minister Peres talked about possible 
massacres in the wake of an Israeli withdrawal. 


a As I say, obviously, they have made some comments 
about this and I refer you to those comments, but I don't have 
judgments to offer you specifically with respect to that. 


Q But if that's a realistic fear, what might the 
U.S. be doing now to head that off? 


a Setting aside the assumption in your question 
thet it's a realistic fear or not a realistic fear -- 


Q I said if it is a realistic fear. 


A Okay. The fact of the matter is that the United 
States has been trying to work with the parties to help move to 
an agreed solution to those problems. We continue to do that. 
That hasn't changed in light of the Cabinet announcement from 
Israel the other day, nor to my understanding has Israel's hope 
to have a political arrangement to surround that plan that they 
have talked about. 


So what we are doing is continuing our diplomatic 
efforts to make sure that the objectives we have set out in 
Lebanon, including concern for sovereignty and security and the 
authority of the Central Government in Lebanon as well as 
security for Israel's northern border, are addressed in a way 
which satisfies the various parties. 


Q Alan, all of those words you've used for months 
now -- 


a Right 


Q -— and the situation seems to go in its own way. 
Is any extra effort being made now on the U.S. side through the 
U.N. perhaps, which seems active at the moment? 


A Well, the U.N. is active, and they were the ones 
who convoked the meeting at Naqura between Lebanon and Israel.. 


I don't have new initiatives, or something of that 
sort, to offer you. But the effort is sincere; the effort 
continues. 











Q Alan, have the Israelis notified you in advance 
of their intention to withdraw, or not? 


A I think I said yesterday I'm not going to get 
into the question of that except to note that, obviously, this 
was an Israeli Government decision. Sut I'm not going to talk 
about the diplomatic exchanges. 


Q I'm puzzled about your Taiwan statement. It 
would seem to me that if a foreign government admitted it was 
involved in an assassination within this country, that that 
would rate an expression of concern by the State Department? 


A Well, I think if you look at what I said 
yesterday you would find that. But I also think that what they 
said -—— I think that the Taiwan authorities expressed concern 
about involvement of people in some of their services possibly 
in this murder. So (a) I would look at that, but (b) -- I 
don't know if you were here yesterday; I don't recall, but take 
a took --— we did have something on that which certainly made 
that point. 


Q Can I follow up on the Taiwan thing? One thing 
that is not addressed by the law enforcement authorities, 
because it's really the State Department's business: is the 
United States Government, in light of this, considering or has 
it decided to send some of the Taiwan representatives home to 
eliminate some of their people here in this country in 
retaliation for or in recognition of what they have done in the 
United States? 


A I'm not aware of any consideration that the 
private offices which exist to carry out the functions that 
we're talking about, any consideration to change that at all. 
The fact of the matter is, as I just said, as I understand it. 
the Taiwan authorities themselves are the ones who have 
announced that they believe some of their people may have been 
involved; not people who were necessarily stationed here, but 
people -—— I don't know who all was involved, so let me leave 
that one alone. 


But, obviously, they're taking it seriously so I don't 
quite understand -- 


Q Well, they may be taking it seriously but in 
prior cases where some government has sponsored some kind of 
violent activities in the United States by its security forces, 
whatever you might call them -- whether they're supposed to be 
a private association or something else -- the United States 
Government has not taken that lightly. 





a But you're suggesting that the authorities 
themselves, the central authorities who would be in charge of 
the policy, directed it. What I'm suggesting to you is, the 
ae coming out of Taiwan suggest something quite 

erent. 


Q They don't to me, because the head of the Taiwan 
military security has been fired for it. and if that's not the 
central authority, I don't know who it is. 


Q well, who fired hin? 
a The government. 


Q If the authorities fired him, if they're taking 
disciplinary action, they're working on the case, it seems to 
me those who were responsible are taking action with respect to 
this. I don't follow your logic. 


Q But what you're saying is, as far as you know, 
the U.S. Government is not contemplating some change in the 
numbers of their personnel in this country due to this case? 


a I'm not aware of any change. 


Q The Polish Government is condemning a Radio Free 
a Se that apparently compared Hitler with General 
Jaruzelski. 


a Uh-huh. 


9 You all have any comment on that, or know what 
was said in that broadcast exactly? 


A I don't have details here with me about what was 
said, but let me just say the following. 


Although Radio Free Europe receives funds from the 
U.S. Congress, it is not a U.S. Government agency nor is it 
subject to editorial censorship by the U.S. Government. 


We learned of the broadcast in question after it was 
aired. 


The U.S. Government dissociates itself from that 
broadcast and regrets any implication of similarity between 
Nazi Germany and present-day Poland, and particularly between 
adolf Hitler and General Jaruzelski. 


Q Associates? 


} 2) 
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A Dissociates. 
Q Can we rave a copy of that? 
a Sure. 


Q Any comment on New Caledonia, on the violence 
there? What the U.S. might be doing? 


a Yes, I can give you something on that in terms of 
situation and our policy. 


The future status of New Caledonia is an internal 
matter for the French Government and the people of the 
territory to decide. Therefore, the Government of the United 
States takes no position with regard to any of the various 
political arrangements that have been mentioned. 


We support the efforts of the Government of France to 
work out a peaceful solution to the island's problems. We are 
hopeful that an amicable solution will be found and that the 
stability necessary for a dialogue by all groups on the future 
status of the territory will be attained. We believe all 
groups in New Caledonia have an interest in working out their 
differences through dialogue rather than violence. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


a Sure. 
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Q Alan, on follow-up to thet, hasn't Ambassador 
Galbraith been speaking out in Paris and arguing that a 
continuation of the status quo would be in the best interests 
of France and the United States? 


a Well, I don't have information of that sort, 
Sill. I can't say. Sut I would say that the United States 
appreciates the contributions made by the Government of France 
to the political and economic development and stability of the 
Pacific region, and hopes those contributions will continue. 
and, as I said, we support the principle of peaceful 
self-—determination based on the freely expressed desires of the 
peoples of New Caledonia. 


Q Has the United States Government been in touch —- 
in contact with political leaders on New Caledonia? 


a Don't have any information about what contacts 
there may have been. 


Alan -- 
Can we have a copy of that second one? 
Second one. Sure. 


mo 2» © ® 


Alan, do you have any comment on a story in 
Mow York Times today about an Egyptian request for increas 
aid, @ memo by the Egyptian Government to the United 
States, in which Egypt portrayed itself as a strategic asset to 
the United States? 

a The United States and Eoypt share rtant 
interests in peace and stability in the Middle East, and we 
certainly view Egypt as an important security partner. 


Egypt and the United States cooperate in a variety of 
ereas of mutual benefit. 


Q How revealing! (Laughter) 
Q Oh. 


Q Any comment about -- can you tell us anything 
about Egyptian requests for increased military aid? 


a No. I don't have anything specific. 
Q Any numbers? 
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a Obviously. we have -- no, I don't have numbers 
for you. As we indicated before, we've discussed the subject. 
I think the budget goes forward shortly, and I guess I would 
have to therefore leave it there. 


Q Well, do you question the characterization that 
Egypt is a strategic asset? 


a Well, I think I'd refer you back to my first 
answer on that. 


Q I mean, is -- this report can be available, or 
is it secret, or what is it? I mean, what's based on? 


a I don't know -- you'd, I guess, have to check 
with the Egyptians, but I don't have anything for you on it, on 
their report. 


Q Are you saying, Alan -—- same subject. Are you 
sayi that the budget request will include a line item with a 
specific figure for Egypt? 


a I'm not sure quite how that will go. Obviously, 
there are -- when the proposals --— I think probably it 
oe does not, but then there are proposals which would go 

orward -- 


Q Later on. 


a ~~ which would include that, and -- so, let me 
just leave it at that. I mean, I think that's obviously the 
way it works. 


Yes? 


Q The other day you issued a travelers’ advisory 
regarding Colombia -- 


a Right. 

Q -- and the extradition of the drug -- alleged 
drug dealers. The Colombians seem to be concerned about the 
treatment those extraditees (sic) are receiving in the United 
States, and there's a story that they formally protested. 


Can you comment on that? 


a I don't have with me, but we posted a response on 
that. It may not be totally -- 
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Q It's not -- 


a —— comprehensive, shall we say? Sut it addresses 
the question anyway, so let me leave you with it. 


Q Alan, the whereabouts of Ambassador Murphy? Will 
he be going back to the Middle East? 


a I don't -—- “mbassador Murphy is here, but I don't 
have any information abouc specific plans for his to return to 
the region at this point. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on the international 
roots of the terrorist attack yesterday or the day before in 
Brussels, near Brussels? 


a No. 
Q Alan -- 


Q Follow-up to that, Alan -- did that attack and 
the announced linkup between terrorist -- anti-American 
terrorist groups in France and West Germany and Belgium, has 
that heightened security for U.S. installations in Europe? 


a I don't know what specific -- I can't, first of 
all, address the assumption of your question. You may be 
right, but I don't have any -- 


~~ Q That was an announcement. I don't know whether 
t's true. 


a Okay. Don't have any information on it. I don't 
have specific information to respond to your question about 
heightened security. Obviously, we've indicated for a long 
time that we recognize that there are security threats that are 
increasing, unfortunately, in various parts of the world. 
We've seen a number of bombings taking place in Europe, 
related, many of them, some of them, to NWATO-type facilities, 
and I'm sure the appropriate authorities are taking the 


appropriate steps. 


But I don't have details, 8111, to offer you on what 
-those steps might be and how far they're going. I just can't 
help you with that. 


Q Alan, can you tell us anything about the role 
that the State Department has or hasn't played in the 
negotiations in Costa Rica between United Brands and the Costa 
Rican Government? 


145 
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A Not a lot. The fact is that decisions of this 
sort -- that is, whether to close an operation or keep an 
operation going -- are difficult for everybody concerned. We'd 
note the company's statement that it acted strictly on economic 
grounds and that it is attempting to ease whatever economic 
burden may fall on Costa Rica. 


Q But can you confirm that the State Department has 
been sitting in on negotiations between the two parties? 


A I think we have tried to be of assistance in 
facilitating dialogue between thom, but it really is a decision 
that is something to de worked cut between them. 


Q Will that facilitation continue in the future, or 
is it -- 


A I don't know what the state of play is on that. 


Q What is the State Department position on the use 
of gunships in Salvador at a time when the guerrillas and the 
government are involved in a dialogue that is supposed to be in 
progress. 


A Well, we save addressed before the question of 
the dispatch or provision to El Salvador of a C-47 aircraft 
that was to be armed with .50-caliber machine guns, and so I'd 
refer you back basically to the record on that. 


I would note, however, that with regard to the claims 
by the guerrillas that recently in San Miguel Department that a 
C-47 caused civilian casualties: Embassy officers have visited 
the scene and found no evidence to substanciate those claims. 


I would also add that, obviously, this is going to be 
a constant theme of the guerrillas to try and make it appear 
that the introduction of that airplane is going to cause great 
suffering by civilian populations, and I would refer you in 
that regard back to what we've said previously about the 
controls that exist over the use of that aircraft that have 
been imposed by the Government of £1 Salvador and the 
evaluation process that we have underway, and so on. 


So I don't think there's any casual approach to the 
use of that equipment. Neither, though, do I have any 
information to suggest that that equipment has not been used 


properly. 
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Q Get a copy of that? 
A No. You're going to have to get that. 


Q Alan, what about additional sale of helicopters 
-—- Hueys, I think. Anything on that? 


a No. I don't. I saw the press article that 
talked about it. I don't have anything on it. 


Q Do you have any comment on yesterday's 
declaration of Pope John Paul about his willingness to 
participate as a mediator in the Salvadoran dialogue? 


a No. I don't have a comment on that. I think 
that would be to the Salvadoran parties to talk about. 


Jim, did you have -- 


Q Yes. Do you have anything on the stories today 
quoting Belgium's Foreign Minister as saying they might have to 
put off a decision on the missiles until late in the year after 
the elections? 


A Well, I would refer you back to what I said 
yesterday, that -- you know, I have it and you've got it, and I 
don't see much point of repeating it except that, as I say, it 
. our understanding -- I guess I will repeat the one part of 

t: 


(It is) our understanding that no final decision as to 
specific dates for the beginning of deployments has yet been 
made by the Belgian Government, but the rr Government 
intends to make its decision in agreement with its Alliance 


partners, and that such a decision will be taken by this March. 


This timetable for decision is compatible with NATO's 
deployment plans. Refer you also to what I said yesterday 
about the importance of -- 


Q This is why I raised the question. 


A -- continuing those deployments as -—- 


Q The story has come out that the Belgian Foreign 
Minister has said that it might be put off until the end of the 
year. 
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A Well, I don't have any reason to change what I 
said yesterday. 


Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 
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MR. ROMBERG: Good afternoon. Available in the Press 
Office is the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary of 
State for African Affairs, Chester Crocker, today before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. His testimony was on 
famine in Ethiopia. 


A statement on the fortieth anniversary of the 
disappearance of Raoul Wallenberg. Today is the fortieth 
anniversary of the disappearance of Raoul Wallenbers, a Swedish 
diplomat who, while in Budapest from March 1944 until January 
1945, saved approximately 100,000 Jews from certain death at 
the hands of the Nazis. 


President Reagan has issued a statement today 
commemorating Wallenberg's great valor and calling upon the 
Soviet Union to provide a full and complete accounting of Raoul 
Wallenberg's fate. Copies of the President's statement are 
available, I believe, in the Press Office. 


That's it for announcements. Happy to take your 
questions. 


Q Do you have any details on bilateral talks 
between Washington and the Soviet Union on the Middle East; who 
might conduct them; where they might be conducted? 


A No, not really. I think you're aware that we 
indicated, I think in some guidance that was available last 
night, that there is agreement in principle to hold an exchange 
at the expert level. But date, venue, and agenda are 
undecided, and I would emphasize to you that such an exchange 
would be part of the regular diplomatic dialogue with the 
Soviets. No plans to give readouts on that sort of thing, nor 
does this represent, as I said yesterday in answer to a 
question, any change in policy. 











I think that I've seen wires which quote Bud 
McFarlane as saying something which is absolutely flat, that 
this is something that, as we've indicated -- I've indicated 
here -- is something that we have tried to do with the Soviets 
for a long time -- have had exchanges with the Soviets for a 
long time on regional issues at various levels, so there's no 
change. 


Q You were asked several days ago if there was any 
agreement to have a meeting with the Soviets on the Middle 
East, and the answer was that “Nothing was agreed on at Geneva." 


A That's right. 
Q Now you say there was an agreement? 


A Well, I'd have to go back and look at (a) what I 
was given on that specifically. It was not agreed at Geneva, 
Don. There was only, as I think we've indicated before, 
passing reference at Geneva to discussion -- to the fact that 
regional issues are a good thing to discuss, an important thing 
to discuss. But there was no substantive discussion of either 
the arrangements or the fact of the events in the Middle East 
at Geneva. 


Q Would you say that answer was lacking in some 
candor, to say that nothing was agreed at Geneva? 


A Again, I'd have to look at the record, but I 
would say that's a -- based on what what I am told -- factually 


correct and not misleading statement. 


Q Alan, when the Israeli withdrawal agreement was 
announced -- and I don't have the precise words -- you were 
asked what the United States might be doing as a result and -- 
the substance of what you said is, “nothing different." That 
there was no departure, there was no change, it was a 
unilateral act, we had no new initiative, we weren't sending 
anybody to the Middle East on a Murphy level, certainly. 


i) I said we were going to continue to do what we've 
had been doing. 


Q What we've been doing -- supporting the U.N. But 
it didn't sound like we were going to be very innovative. 


a Well, all right, go on. What's your question? 


Q Well, let me not get off on a tangent. The 








question is, subsequent to that, this business of dialogue with 
the Soviet Union is coming to the fore. 


a You're putting it in the wrong context by doing 
that. As I said to you before -- 


Q No, no, I'm not -- 


A If your question is, does that put it into that 
context -- 


Q No, no. The question -— no, no. 
a Go ahead, ask your question. 


Q The qvestion goes to, will you use this dialogue 
with the Soviet Union to attempt to accomplish something, for 
instance, on the Syrian troops in Lebanon? In other words, 
does this show a little more life in U.S. operations in the 
Middle East than you evinced only two days ago? 


-) I think that -- I would point you first to the 
fact, as I said, that there's no agreement on date, on venue, 
or even on agenda. So I think that that has to address a large 
part of your question. 


The fact is that there are a variety of issues in the 
Middle East -- Afghanistan, the Gulf war, Arab-Israeli issues, 
etc. -- on which an exchange of views with the Soviets would be 
useful. No other parties would be involved. It would be 
bilateral; it would not imply any endorsement, for example, of 
an international conference on the Arab-Israeli issue which we 
continue to believe is not a productive approach to the search 
for peace there. Nor should it be seen in any way as 
negotiation or an attempt to reach agreements with the Soviet 
Union on the area. 


Q This is rather large. I'm just trying 
(inaudible) a little more modest -- 


i) I'm not going to go beyond -- 
Q Well, then just go -- 


) -— to talk about what specifically we could talk 
about -- 


Q Well -- (inaudible). 


A -— what could be talked about in talks on which 
an agenda has not been agreed. 


~-MORE -- 
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Wait a minute, you just volunteered Afghanistan -- 
No 


-— as a likely subject -- 


-- and I'm asking you if Syria -- 
You're not-- 


Q 

A 

Q 

A I did not. 
Q 

a 

Q -- is a likely subject. 
a 


I didn't say Afghanistan was a likely subject. I 
said there are subjects -- 


Q And you used that by way of illustration. 


A -- on which an exchange of views would be 
beneficial. I did not say such subject would be discussed with 
the Soviets at the -- 


Q Would it -- 


a -- at the experts’ talks when they might be 
finally arranged. 


Q Would it then be beneficial to talk to the 
Soviets about the presence of Syrian troops in Lebanon? 


a I'm not going to get into the specifics of what 
we might discuss with them. 


Q That's not very specific. 
A Well, I think it is. So -- 


Q Alan, for the last three weeks during and after 
and before the Geneva conference, you always denied that there 
would be any mentioning of Middle East. Now suddenly, by 
leaks, we know that it was mentioned. ‘Now you said that you 
agreed on the level of experts. Is Murphy, as an expert, he's 


is) I don't have details at this point on who might 
participate. As I say, what you've got here is essentially an 
agreement in principle, and nothing more than that, to have 
talks, and the topics aren't specified, and we haven't got all 
those things nailed down, so I can't possibly answer that kind 
of question. 





Q Do you know when was the last time we did this? 


a Well, I don't know specifically. There was in 
fact a discussion -- as I think you may recall, in 1982 there 
were experts' talks on Afghanistan with the Soviets, and we 
have had several exchanges on southern Africa. There have been 
exchanges on various regional issues which I won't try to 
specify -- 


Q At the expert level, Alan, or in the ambassador 
to -- sort of -- 


A Well, I think in the case of the '82 Afghan 
talks, I think Ambassador Hartman led our delegation, and there 
were some, I think, country-director level officials from the 
Department at those talks. So there was a range of officials 
involved in those talks. 


We have said before that the Middle East and other 
topics have been discussed in various conversations we have had 
with the Soviets at various levels. So there's nothing new in 
having this topic discussed. 


Q What is the rationale or the benefit to the 
U.S.? Simply broader discussion? 


A Well, it's -- as you go back to the President's 
General Assembly speech, I think that he pointed out the 
purpose of political dialogue on such issues would be to help 
avoid miscalculation and to reduce the possibilities of or 
potential risk of U.S.-Soviet confrontation. 


Q But, Alan, according to the United Nations 
interpretation -- your interpretation after Reagan had his 
speech -— you said Middle East is not included in the original 
issue, I remember, if you go back to the record. 


i) Well, I don't -- I'm not aware of that. 


Q Yes, you stressed --— you and John Hughes at that 
time. 


A Well, I'm not sure what you're saying it wasn't 
included in, so I can't agree with you, because I think 
probably you're taking something out of context, frankly. 


There's never been a question that we wanted to 
discuss in various ways -- because we have -- a variety of 
regional issues with tne Soviets. That's one of the four basic 
areas we have consistently said we do discuss with the Soviets; 
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that is, regional issues being one area, bilateral, human 
rights and arms control. There's nothing new or different 
about that. 


Robin? 


Q Alan, apparently Lebanese officials are quite 
concerned about possible sectarian violence on the border, and 
I'm just wondering if you can once again answer this question 
which you were asked yesterday: What can the U.S., or what is 
the U.S. prepared to do to try to ease some of those tensions 
and stop possible violent outbreaks? 


A I don't have anything new to offer you today 
beyond what I said yesterday about the nature of the U.S. 
involvement in the question. It's obviously -- the whole issue 
of southern Lebanon is obviously a serious question, one we've 
devoted a lot of resources to, a lot of time to, and we 
continue to be involved in ways that we think that can be 
helpful, essentially through diplomatic dialogue. 


But there is no change in the nature of our effort, 
such as moving to mediation, or something of that sort. 


Q Do you anticipate a trip by Ambassador Murphy at 
all to the Middle East as a result of this? 


2) Again, as yesterday, I don't have anything to 
suggest a specific plan is at hand. 


Q Alan, does this agreement in principle to resume 
dialogue on the Middle East indicate any sort of change in 
overall U.S.-Soviet relations, any thaw that we can read into 
this? 


:) I hesitate to try to draw large implications. 


' The fact is we have, since the beginning of this 


Administration, sought to discuss regional issues. We've had 
concern over Soviet behavior in critical regions of the world, 
and we regard this as a normal part of our dialogue with the 
Soviets, as well as an important means of managing our 
relations with the Soviets in times of crisis. 


Just to repeat myself, we've discussed regional issues 
with the Soviets at virtually every one of our 
ministerial-level meetings and via our respective ambassadors 
on a number of occasions. And, as I said, the President 
suggested in his September 24th speech to the U.N. General 
Assembly that such consultations could help avoid 
miscalculation and also reduce the risk of confrontation 
between us in times of tension. 





I'd note that during this Administration, we've had 
several exchanges on southern Africa with the Soviets; have 
offered to do so again, but haven't yet received a constructive 
reply to that proposal. 


In 1982 we held experts’ talks on Afghanistan with the 
Soviets. Unfortunately, the Soviets were not prepared at that 
time to address the issues which we believe must be resolved if 
there's to be a negotiated solution and withdrawal of Soviet 
forces. We've told the Soviets we stand ready to renew this 
exchange of views and hope that it might contribute to the 
search for a negotiated settlement and Soviet withdrawal. The 
Soviets have not yet responded specifically to that proposal. 


So I don't want to try to draw anything beyond the 
fact that we have thought that such exchanges were useful. We 
have held them from time to time. 


Q Yes, but based on -- 


Q Have there been previous exchanges of this sort 
on the Arab-Israeli conflict? 


a I don't know that in -- let's confine it to this 
Administration. I'm not aware that there have been -- well, I 
think what has happened is that there have been talks about 
Middle East issues -- I think I have to presume including that 
issue -- at these various fora which I have mentioned at 
various levels. 


So whether there has been a delegation, other than on 
the Afghan issue -- specifically to determine your question on 
Arab-Israeli -- that might have been termed a “group of 
experts," or whatever, I'm not aware that that's happened. But 
the fact is that the topic has been discussed at all sorts of 


' levels. 


Q The other region of the world where the U.S. and 
Soviets have discussed a lot in their ministerial meetings, and 
sometimes elsewhere, has been Central America in this 


hemisphere. 

Aa Right. 

Q Is there any proposal for an exchange in that 
area now? 


is) I don't know if there is, Don. 


Q Alan, can we have a copy of the last statement 
from which you read, about three questions ago? 
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a I think you'll have to get that from the 
transcript. 


Q All right. Can I ask you whether you could give 
us a comment on the -— Ambassador Murphy's meeting today with 
the Lebanese Ambassador? 

7 Wo. I don't have anything on it. 














Q When was this agreement in principle reached? 


é I don't have details. It was reached prior to 
Geneva. 


Q Does the U.S. hope the existing gaps between 
— and Lebanon to be narrowed without an intensified U.S. 
role 


i) I'm not going to try to address that question. 
The fact is, I've talked about our attitude towards this 
problem before, and I'd refer you back to the previous record 
on that. 


Q Alan, you said you didn't know if Central America 
was getting this kind of treatment, and the two examples that 
you gave are dialogues that have run down apparently because 
you're not satisfied with the Soviet response. 


és Well, we've had a number of exchanges on, as I 
say, (inaudible) -- 


Q But I'm still trying to fit this Middle East 
thing into the sort of priority you're giving it. Is there any 
other area of the world where the United States and the Soviet 
Union are currently having the type of dialogue, that this 
agreement in principle provides for, like the Middle East? You 
say you don't know about Central America. 


a Well, we have had -- 

Q No, I mean currently. 

to We have had consistently -- and I would expect to 
continue -- in various levels of meetings to discuss these 
various regional issues. So as I say, that's a continuation of 
an approach we've had for a long time. 

Q But you don't know about Central America? 

a Central America, as Don pointed out in his 
question, is one of the topics that's been on the agenda in 
various talks we've had at the ambassadorial level and so on. 


Q The question was, current or future? 


a I'm sure that that topic would be one we would 
continue to explore with them, but I don't have anything 
specific to offer you on that, Barry. 











Alan, yesterday at the briefing, a questioner . 
specifically, in the question, used the words “agreement in 
principle," -- "Do you have an agreement in principle?” 


a Uh-huh. 


Q And you didn't answer the question with that 
answer yesterday. What happened between yesterday and today -- 


a Well, I don't think I will necessarily go into 
our determination as to how we answer the questions. 


Q Why didn't -- 


a The fact is, you're right: I didn't answer the 
question, but I didn't say there wasn't. 


(Laughter) 


Q Well, but what I want to know is, has something 
changed in the agreement with the Soviets -- 


a No. 
Q -~ since yesterday? 
a No. Well, not -- I mean I can't -- I'm not 


going to go into the diplomatic dialogue on whether there has 
been some (inaudible) discussion of it; but in terms of why 
we're doing this, does it represent an evolution, no, that's 
not -- 


Q So, it's essentially accurate to say that your 
answers today would have been accurate yesterday? 


a That's correct. 

Q Who worked out the agreement in principle? 

a Through diplomatic channels. 

Q Can you be more specific than that? 

a No. 

Q Do you have anything more to say today regarding 


the Taiwanese Government and its security people, their actions 
in the United States, and what they're doing in Taiwan? 


a I have nothing to add on that subject beyond what 
I had yesterday. 
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Q You didn't have anything yesterday. 


A Well, I did have something yesterday, and I had 
something the day before yesterday, which was perhaps a little 
more “meaty." 


Q Do you have anything more on the helicopter 
request from El Salvador? 

A No. 

Q How about the seizure of the crew and the cargo 


by Ethiopian forces, cargo that was destined for Eritrea and 
Tigre provinces. 


A The Australian -—- 
Q Correct, from Australia. 


A Well, this concerns the Australians, their 
government and their private voluntary agencies in that 
country, and we have not had a chance to consult with them on 
the issue. The donor community in general is concerned about 
the flow of humanitarian relief to the Ethiopian people in 
greatest need. 


Our problem for some time has been one of access to 
populations in northern Ethiopia which cannot be reached 
through present distribution channels in the country because of 
insurgent activity. We stronsly urge all parties to make 
whatever efforts are necessary to reach people in need, 
regardless of political differences. 


Q Copies, please? 
8 Sure. 


Q Do you have any comment on the status of Jamaica 
today? 


A I have a little bit on that, Ralph, in terms of, 
sort of, where we are. According to our Embassy in Kingston, 
the situation in Jamaica is returning to normal. The North 
Coast resort areas, which were little affected by the protests,- 
are completely calm and a full range of tourist services is 
available. The situation in Kingston is improving. Most 
streets have been cleared of obstructions, and the road to the 
airport is now open. Airlines are expecting to operate normal 
schedules today, although there may be some delays. Traffic is 
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back on the streets, but public transportation within the city 
is still limited. We expect a full return to normality within 
the next day or so. 


Q Copy of that, please? 


A Sure. And I would just indicate that there have 
been, to our knowledge, no incidents involving Americans. 


8ill. 


Q Back on Taiwan, there's a Reuters story today 
saying that a Taiwanese official has indicated higher-ups in 
the government were involved in that, the person who is being 
held. Do you have any reaction? 


A Again, I refer you back to what I said 
yesterday. Obviously, the Taiwan authorities are looking into 
this matter. I don't think there is anything further to say at 
this stage of the game. 


Q And also in that same Reuters report, they say 
that American investigative officials are going to Taiwan with 
lie detectors to help out in the investigation? 


A Don't have anything to offer you on that. 


Q Can you tell us with whom the Saudi Ambassador is 
meeting at State? 


a No, I don't have anything on it, don't know. 


Q Alan, there was a report last night that U.S. 
officials are in some unusual state of concern over terrorism 
in Europe -- 


A Uh-huh. 


Q -- particularly as the inauguration approaches. 
Do you have any comment on whether the U.S. is any more 
concerned today than it was yesterday, a month ago, or a month 
from now about terrorism in Europe or any place else? 


A I don't have a specific answer to respond to 
those reports. We have indicated before that the problem of 
terrorism is growing and that it is a very serious problem for 
us and for other countries, and we pay a lot of attention to 
it; but I don't have a specific comment on those reports. 
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Q . Anything specifically keyed to the inauguration? 


a Again, I just don't have anything on those 
various reports. 


Q Alan, did the agreement in principle on the 
Middle East, was that at all hinged on whether or not the talks 
in Geneva were successful? 


A Let me answer you this way: The agreement in 
principle, as I indicated before, was reached prior to Geneva. 
There was passing reference made to the utility of regional 
talks at Geneva, and that's all -- no discussion of substance, 
no discussion even of arrangements, and I think that, 
therefore, there's a separate track on which this is proceeding 
through diplomatic channels. 


Q If the Geneva talks had not been successful, 
would this have been announced? 


A Well, first of all, we haven't really announced 
it; we've responded to questions. But, you know, you're asking 
me a question -- in terms of the U.S. approach to it, this is 
something that we think is a useful thing to do. I can't tell 
you if something had gone haywire what the effect of anything 
would have been. I don't know. The fact is that that is a 
hypothetical question -- we had the results we did. But I 
would tend to look at them quite separately. The regional 
discussions are something that we have had going, wanted to 
have going in a variety of ways for a long time. 


Q Alan, does that mean the timing before Murphy 
visited the Middle East or after? 


A I don't have more specific information on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to some of the comments 
made by Daniel Ortega in his interview with the Post? 


a I don't. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:23 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. ROMBERG: Okay. Good afternoon. 


I thought before I got into the briefing, I might make 
a few personal comments since this is indeed going to be my 
final appearance before you -—- which may cheer more of you than 
it saddens. But the fact is, I've enjoyed it. It has na 
wonderful experience for me. I've learned a lot. I've learned 
a lot from the building, and I've learned a lot from you -- all 
15 of you. (Laughter) 


I've learned a lot about how the press operates and 
how the government should function. I came in with the 
attitude that it is very important that for a policy to succeed 
people understand what it is and why it is we're pursuing that 
policy, and I leave convinced that that is as true as ever. 
Obviously there is a certain balance which is struck -- and 
people strike it perhaps differently --— between the need to get 
out information, on the one hand, and the need to preserve the 
integrity of the process and make sure that things actually 
work, on the other hand. 


I remember the first -- I'd been out here briefing a 
couple of times, but not all that much. When Secretary Haig 
was away; Dean Fisher was away; and I had the helm, so to 
speak, at least this part of it, when we had the Libyan 
shootdown in the summer of 198681. And I walked out here, and 
Marvin Kalb was sitting, I think, where Hank is now, and he 
looked up at me and he said, “Romberg, this is for real." 
(Laughter) 


I also learned in that briefing from questions that 
came out, primarily by Bernie Gwertzman, that one's got to do 
one's homework on all aspects of the question. You may recall 
the issues involved: “what was the real claim?" and “what was 
it that was at issue?" And I didn't have that. But it 
certainly was an education as to what one needs to -- the scope 
of the thing one needs to examine. 


I might note that in this job also, from time to time, 
when the Assistant Secretary's been away and I've been Acting 








Assistant Secretary, I get mail. One recently talked about how 
I'd written, and everything I wrote was a pack of lies. I also 
have one here which says -- and I'm not sure whether this is 
addressed to me or to you. It says, “I would" -- “like,” I 
guess, is missing -—-— "I would to know when I'm getting the 
money the government owes me for watching the news." 

(Laughter) “Please write me back soon." (Laughter) 


Q The check is in the mail. (Laughter) 


a But, also, a lot of people write in and they just 
say “thank you for answering the mail," and that's nice to get. 


I might note that I leave here with a great sense of 
confidence that your former colleague carries on with the high 
standards that he exhibited both in the press corps and since 
he's taken on the duties; a man of extraordinary integrity and 
sense of responsibility, as well as being just a very nice 
person. And so I think you have a great asset in him and in 
the staff he both has and is acquiring to replace me and as he 
moves on. 


I would note that one thing is -- my hairline used to 
look like Terry Atlas's. (Laughter) That's what happens in 
this job. 


MR. ATLAS: Is that what I have to look forward to? 
(Laughter) 


a Do you want the job? (Laughter) 


Q And, finally, I've kept track of various answers 
where Bernie, among others, have accused me of dancing and 
nuance, and so on; and the answers to the questions are: 
"Yes," “yes," "no," “of course we told them we'd cut off their 
water,” and “did he really say that?" (Laughter) 


But I think that we've tried, in any case, and I have 
tried personally, to do the best I could to get across, as I 
say, what we're doing it and why we're doing it; and I hope 
that you have felt it has served you well. 


Let me go on with announcements: 


Monday will be -- obviously, is Inauguration Day. 
Federal offices in Washington will be closed, including the 
Press Office. The Duty Officer will be available at home. 
Please keep in mind, however, that Sunday the 20th is Super 
Bowl day, and our Duty Officer would appreciate a minimum of 
calls. (Laughter) 





The White House Office of Science and Technology 
Policy will be corm ucting a briefing on the Federal Register 
notice concerning regulations of biotechnology on Tuesday, 
January 22, from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon in the Department's 
Loy Henderson Conference Room. Members of the press are 
invited to cover the event. For further information call Bruce 
Abell in the Science and Technology Press Office: 395-3840. 





Agreement was reached with Canada on January 16 on the 
text of the Pacific Salmon Treaty. Copies of the joint 
U.S.-Canada press release, giving details, are available in the 
Press Room. 


And, finally, an announcement concerning which there 
will be a BACKGROUND briefing this afternoon at 2:30, so I will 
defer any questions until that time. It concerns the ICJ case 
with Nicaragua. 


We are today releasing a statement announcing a 
decision by the President not to participate in further 
proceedings in the case brought by Nicaragua in the 
International Court of Justice. We have consistently taken the 
position that this case brought by Nicaragua is a misuse of the 
Court for political and propaganda purposes. 


Last November 26 the Court determined that it has 
jurisdiction over Nicaragua's claims and will now proceed to a 
full hearing. We believe this decision was clearly erroneous. 


Nicaragua's case presents political questions that are 
not susceptible to resolution by any court, and that under the 
United Nations Charter are specifically not intended for the 
World Court. The broad political, economic, social and 
security problems of Central America will be solved only by 
political and diplomatic means, not through a judicial tribunal. 


When the United States accepted the Court's compulsory 
jurisdiction in 1946, it certainly never conceived of a role 
for the Court in the case of ongoing armed conflicts. 


The United States has been one of the foremost 
supporters of the International Court of Justice and will 
remain so where the Court acts wit! in its competence. We 
profoundly hope the Court does not. the way of other 
international organizations that hac vecome politicized 
against the interests of the Wester. democracies. Such a 
development would do grievous harm, both to the Court as an 
institution and to the rule of law. 


That's the end of that statement. The statement that 
we have for you is a more detailed accounting of the rationale, 





as I say, and that will be available, and then we will have the 
BACKGROUND briefing -- 


Q Can we have a copy of that -- 

A —- at 2:30. 

Q -—— the statement you just read also? 

A I can do it, Ralph, but it -- for reference 


purposes, but the fact is that the statement which you will be 
able to get at the end of the briefing is a much more detailed 
and, I would have to abe, f carefully constructed explanation of 
the position. So I would refer you primarily to that. 


Q Okay. But for reference purposes -- 
Q Could we have what -- 

a Sure. Okay. 

Q Alan, who will give the briefing? 


a I don't -- in fairness, I think I know, but I 
can't tell you for sure whether -- we can talk about it later, 
because I don't know whether there will be any changes in terms 
of people's schedules during the course of the day. So why 
don't we chat about that a little bit later? 


MS. REHM: Alan, before we get into the heart of all 
the questions for the briefing, you were too quick for me, 
moving from the end of your statement on to -- down to 
business. And I think, just for the record, that we'd all like 
to say how deeply we've appreciated what you've done, the depth 
of knowledge that you've brought to it, and certainly the 
honesty that you brought to the job. And we would like to 
spirit you away right after this briefing into Brian's office 
because we'd like to say in a more personal way our thanks. 


a Thank you. 
(Applause) 


-- MORE -- 








Q Well now that we have got those preliminaries out 
of the way -- (Laughter) 


A Yes, sir. 


Q -- did the State Department tell the Soviet 
Embassy on Wednesday that the United States would like to 
propose a time and date for the next round of arms 
negotiations, and what can you tell us about it? 


a I can't tell you very much about it, Don. All I 
can say is that the question of a next -- of a meeting, 
follow-on to the Geneva agreement, is under discussion in 
diplomatic channels. And I can't give you specifics. 


Q Well, would you quarrel with the Associated Press 
account that Mr. Burt went over to the Russian Embassy on 
Wednesday and delivered a note on this subject? 


Q No, that's not what it says. 


Q All right. I stand corrected. The author speaks. 


(Laughter) 


A I think I'm going to have to not address channels 
or specifics. There have been some other reports, I think, 
too, about what might the specifics be of any communication 
other than this. I'm just going to have to stick with the fact 
that, yes, indeed, we are discussing this question in 
diplomatic channels, but I can't give you details. 


Q Alan, just to be clear I understand what you're 
discussing, I think you just said that you're not discussing a 
date and time and place for the beginning of the talks -- 


a No -- 
Q -- but what you're discussing is a meeting -- 


A No, no. The time and place of the arms talks is 
the subject of discussion in diplomatic channels. 


Q Okay. What was the follow-on meeting that you 
were referring to? 


A That's all I'm really saying, that the follow-on 
to Geneva. I'm not trying to draw something new here. The 
fact is, we said in Geneva we would set a time within a month 
to meet and have talks, and that's what we're discussing. 
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Q To start the talks? 
A That's right. 
Q O.K. 
sneresnié sth, Gattirs tabs Fer el Seivador? — i a 


a I don't have anything on it, really. I think 
Larry Speakes talked about it somewhat in his morning briefing, 
and I'd refer you to what he had then. 


Q Alan, it's my understanding that Larry confirmed 
much of the substance of the story in the New York Times this 
morning, which leads to a question: 


About two months ago Fred Ikle said that because the 
Salvadoreans were getting the best of the situation militarily, 
there would be no need for a supplemental and no need for an 
increase in ‘86. 


Has there been a change in that? Are the Salvadoreans 
no longer getting the best of it militarily? 


a No, I don't think that's what Larry was talking 
about. If I understand it correctly, what he pointed out and 
underscored was that the Administration is following through on 
recommendations approved after submission by the Kissinger 
Commission, and so what we're talking about is a sustained 
effort in the region, obviously including £1 Salvador. But I 
think that he also suggested -- I don't know that he had 
anything to say about supplementals, and I don't have anything 
to say about supplementals specifically -- but I think he 
pointed out that the concerns about providing adequate 
assistance are not related to concerns about President Duarte's 
position -- he is somebody we support strongly; 
he is doing well -- but rather with the kinds of concerns that 
were addressed indeed by the Kissinger Commission and led to 
their conclusions. 


Q Alan, just to follow up on this, if you say a 
“sustained military assistance level," does that imply that you 
are going to, then, just provide El Salvador with a 1986 aid 
request of $127 million? 


A First of all, I said “sustained assistance"; I 
didn't say “level;" but in any case -- because I don't have 
anything on numbers, and that's the basic answer to your 
question. I don't have anything I can offer you at this point. 











Q Well, Alan, let me follow through a little bit on 
the Duarte versus Kissinger recommendations. What you're 
saying is that any effort, any assistance level which would 
sustain the effort in the region, would be a follow-on to the 
Kissinger recommendations and is not a result of concern about 
Duarte's political standing in El Salvador at this time, or not 
out of any concern to bolster his ability to maintain control 
in El Salvador. 


A No. The concerns that are behind the basic 
policy -- that is, to foster democracy and development and, 
indeed, dialogue, while providing a security shield behind 
which all of this can take place -- is what would be behind any 
proposals. But I don't have specifics. I can't talk about 
supplementals. I don't have any information on any of that. 
I'm just going to have to leave that alone. 


Q But it's not about any change in Duarte's status, 
Duarte's ability to -- 


a No. But there obviously are some needs which are 
going to be met through, at least assisted, through our 
programs, and those needs remain. 


Q But those are needs that were identified by the 
Kissinger Commission and recommended by the Kissinger 
Commission. 


A I think if you -- as I say, I think Larry 
addressed this question, and I would refer you to what he said 
on that. 


Q Alan, do you have a comment on what the present 
situation is there? Is the Army seen to be doing well? 


ts I don't have a sitrep to give you. I'd be 
winging it too far. 


Q Alan, what can you tell us about Mr. Shultz's 
message to Mr. Peres of Israel? 


a Well, there are messages that go back and forth 
all the time. I don't have any on specific messages. What is 
your -- 


Q Pertaining to the withdrawal from southern 
Lebanon. 


A Well, again, I don't have anything on any 
specific messages. The fact is, as we have indicated before, 








we welcome Israel's decision to withdraw its forces from 
Lebanon. We continue to support efforts aimed at achieving the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon, the extension of 
Lebanese sovereignty throughout the country, and security 
arrangements for Israel's northern border. 


Q Alan, any further information on the proposed 
U.S.-Soviet meeting on the Middle East? 


a No. 

Q Nothing about time or place or -- 

Aa No. I gave you what I had on that yesterday. 
Robin. 


Q Alan, Secretary of State Shultz himself said that 
the response, our response, to increased Soviet shipments to 
Nicaragua, arms shipments, would be to help our allies in the 
region. Is it fair to say that this request of increased 
military aid to El Salvador is as much an attempt to bolster 
Duarte as it is in response to the increased Soviet shipments, 
military shipments, to Nicaragua? 


a You put an awful lot of assumptions into the 
question. I think I'm going to not try to go over that 
territory again. First of all, I don't have anything to say 
about increases or otherwise in the aid; I just don't have any 
numbers to share with you. And I think, really, I'd be 
repeating what I said before. I just don't have anything -—- 


Q But I mean it's a whole -- I mean, everybody's 
been asking the question as an internal question in El Salvador. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q It seems to me that our policy is regional, and 
therefore the response could be regicenal. 


A Yes, but obviously, certainly, the question is 
looked at regionally, but also the programs for each country 
are looked at in terms of the requirements of that country. If 
there weren't an insurgency in £1 Salvador, the need for 
military assistance would be different from what it is. So if 
that makes the connection that you're looking for, that's fine; 
but I think we're talking about the requirements in £1 Salvador 
with respect to the situation it faces. 

Eric. 











Q Alan, there was a report -- Beirut Radio -- that 
said the Soviet Defense Minister would be going to Egypt at the 
end of January. Do you have anything on that? 


Q Or how we'd feel about a resumption of military 
supplies from the Soviet Union to Egypt? 


a No. 

Q Alan, going back to your statement on Lebanon, do 
you have any comment on the Israeli statement that its forces 
will withdraw from Lebanon with or without the help of the 


United States, or the Government of Lebanon, or the United 
Nations? With or without? 


a No. I think I've addressed over the last few 
days this question of withdrawal and the implications of it, 
and I don't have anything to add to what I had to say. 

George. 

Q Since you said the World Court decision was a 
Presidential decision, is that statement that you read also 
being made at the White House? 

a No, it is not. 


(At this point, Secretary of State George Shultz 
entered the briefing room.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Can I horn in here for a minute? 
(Laughter) 


I don't know where you are on your list, Alan. 


(Laughter) 

Well, I think everybody here knows that this is Alan's 
las fing, and I want to take the occasion to say how much 
I au -— and all my colleagues in the Department and around 


the government admire -- the terrific job that he has done. He 
has performed with great ability, force of intellect and 
integrity, and we just can't say enough about his high quality. 


But I wanted especially to come down and say that we 
are not alone in this feeling, and read a letter to you from 
the President, which says: 
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"Dear Alan, 

"I'm pleased to express my appreciation for the job 
you have done as Deputy Press Spokesman for the Department of 
State. For three and one-half years, yours has been one of the 
ablest of voices explaining American foreign policy to the 
media and the public at large. I greatly admire the dedication 
and ability you have brought to this endeavor. 


"Please accept my best wishes for your continued 
success in the future. | 


"Sincerely, 

"Ronald Reagan." 
So, Alan, my great thanks and appreciation. 
MR. ROMBERG: Thanks very much. 
(Applause) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I never heard of anybody getting a 
hand from the press before. 


(Laughter) 
MR. ROMBERG: Thank you. 
MR. GEDDA: You still want to leave, Alan? 
(Laughter) 
MR. ROMBERG: I'd have to give the letter back! 
Q Can we get a copy? 
(Laughter) 
Q I hate to get back to business, Alan -—- 
(Laughter) 
bs Okay, well -— yes, go ahead. 
I think she expressed all of our views, by the 


way. I would like to second what she said. But back to the 
Middle East, if you don't mind. 


(Laughter) 





il 


a Bernie, you get this? It never ends! 
(Laughter) 
Go on. 


Q I don't know if you had answered or if you were 
asked about this again. There are reports that the United 
States expressed some displeasure with Israel's plans to settle 
some of the Ethiopian Jews in the West Bank. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Can you tell us something about it? Is the 
report true? And if it is, why, actually, did the U.S. do that? 


A Well, again, I think it would be inappropriate to 
comment on diplomatic dialogue with ancther government, but the 
well-known U.S. view is that any and all settlement activity on 
the West Bank is unhelpful and an obstacle to progress toward a 
just and lasting peace between Israel and its neighbors. And 
the United States, I might note, makes every effort to ensure 
that U.S. Government funds are not used for settlement activity 
on the West Bank. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
) Yes, copies, sure. 


-- MORE -- 


15¢ 
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Q It was also reported that the U.S. helped 
financially in the airlifting of those Falashas or Ethiopian 
Jews. Wow, I also know that the U.S. provides Israel with some 
emount of money to help resettle immigrants or refugees. 


Can you tell us if the help for the Falashas or 
Ethiopian Jews was in addition to that normal annual amount or 
it part of it? 


a Okay. I can I guess two things on that. First 
of all, any questions regarding the Falashas should be 
addressed to the Government of Israel, and questions about 
resettling them and so on, so I'm not going to get into that 
specifically. 


As to monies provided, the Department of State in 
Fiscal Year 1985 has provided a $15 million grant to the United 
Israel Appeal. These funds will be used in Israel by the 
Jewish Agency for the resettlement and absorption of refugees 
in Israel, including those from Ethiopia. 

Q A copy of that? 

a Yes, sure. Ghasson? 


Q One last thing, please. You said that no U.S. 
funds are supposed to be spent on the West Bank. The thing 
that follows immediately: Do you monitor this? Do you know if 
any U.S. funds are being spent? How do you know that? 


A Well, as I say, we make every effort to assure 
that government funds are not used for such activity. 


Q Alan, to stay with the Middle East, please? 
A Okay. 


Q Anything specific on the meeting held by the 
Chief of Staff, the Jordanian Chief of Staff, in this building? 


a A little bit. That is to say, he's in Washington 
as the guest of the U.S. Army and will be meeting with Under 
Secretary Schneider in this building. 


Q Alan, can you tell me what Mr. Sisco was doing in 
the building yesterday? 


A No. 
Q And did he see the Secretary? 
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A I have no idea. 


Q Or do you have a date for a report from Senator 
= —" Senator Charles Percy to be meeting with Secretary 
Shultz 


Aa Don't have anything on it. 


Q Alan, India's Attorney General is visiting here 
and met with Mr. Dam. Did Mr. Dam advise him to reach some 
sort out-of-court settlement with Union Carbide? What was this 
meeting all about? 


a I have no idea what the meeting was about. Sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements by 
several members of Congress that arms sales to Taiwan should be 
reduced in reaction to having the American citizen killed by 
their security people? 


a As I've said before on that, Don, the case is 
under investigation, and I think it would not be proper 
therefore to comment on the case in general or on the 
implications. 


Q Can you tell us if it's correct that some U.S. 
experts as reported are going over there in connection with 
this case? 


A Don't have anything on it for you. 


Q Alan, do you have any comment on the decision of 
Honduras and Costa Rica to pull out of the Contadora 
negotiations? 


a well, I'm not sure that I'm aware that that is 
quite what they announced, so I guess you better check with 
them to see specifically what it is that they have said. I 
thought it was that they had a problem with Nicaragua -- 


Q Okay, well -- 

Aa -- and they indicated about, something about not 
going while that problem remained. Wo, I'm not going to 
comment on it. 


Q Is it your information the Israelis have started 
their withdrawal? 


a That the Israelis have started their withdrawal? 


Z 


we 


/ 
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Q Yes. 


a I guess you'd have to check with them. I've seen 
wire reports suggesting that, but it's up to them to addre<s 
that issue. 


Q Do you have a comment on what the Ambassador of 
Lebanon yesterday said after meeting Murphy, that he asked you 
to be involved more in south Lebanon? 


A No, I don't have anything new to say. We have 
been involved; we continue to be invoived. 


Q But he said it's not enough, your involvement is 
not enough. 


a I don't have a specific response to that. 
Excuse me. Ralph? I'1l come back. 


Q Alan, do you have any readout on the meeting 
Secretary Shultz had last night with the two Senate observers 
of the arms talks? Did the Secretary inform the Senators of a 
date and place for the talks to begin? 


A Since the matter is under discussion, I don't -- 
I guess I don't think that he did that. But in any case, 
whether he discussed -- whether that topic came up, I don't 
know. I gather from some press reporting from Senator Stevens 
comments, that that may have been a topic of discussion, but I 
don't have anything to add to what he said. 


Q Did Stevens (inaudible)? 
A No. 
George? 


Q The Secretary has a meeting with the Governor of 
Hong Kong. Do you have any background on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Have you heard if President Reagan will go to 
Vienna after the economic meeting? 


a You would have to check with the White House. I 
think that Larry Speakes said something about that this morning. 


Q Oh, okay. 
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Q Alan, do you have any comment that Assistant 
Secretary Murphy will be the main U.S. participant in the 
upcoming talks on the Middle East between the United States and 
the Soviet Union? 


a No. I think that, as I indicated -- probably 
yesterday -—- that, first of all, as I say, there's only an 
agreement in principle. So when you say “upcoming,” that may 
be getting ahead of the state of play. Sut, in any case, the 
fact is I don't have anything for you on level at this point. 


Q Alan, I can't resist the temptation of asking you 
the same question again and again. Anything about the next 
meeting of the political/military committee of the United 
States and Israel? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Alan, do you have anything on U.S. facilitation 
of French supply flights to New Caledonia? 


a No. I had some words for you the other day on 
New Caledonia, but I don't have anything -- 


Q The statement that you read? 
Aa The statement that I read. 
Alfonse? 


Q I want to go back to Central America a little 
bit. Do you have have any comment on Representative Lee 
Hamilton's disclosure yesterday that he intends to investigate 
the reports of U.S. funds being diverted to third countries for 
the contras? And, also, in those figures you read about on 
Israel, do you have any figures about that? 


a I think we have made our position on that very 
clear, that the U.S. is not providing funds to third parties 
with the intention that such funds be diverted to the contras. 
So that's a very clear position. I think we've addressed 
before other aspects of that, and the Secretary talked about it 
in a recent television interview. I don't have anything new to 
add to that story. 


Q Is there any distinction between the money that 
you mentioned -- the $15 million that was a grant to the appeal 
-— is there some distinction between that in terms of U.S. 
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enforcement of where the money goes and how it's used, between 
that kind of money and direct U.S. assistance, economic or 
military, to Israel? 


a I can't tell you what the enforcement mechanisms 
are, the review mechanisms are, Ralph -- 


Q But the U.S. view -—- 


a -- but the views and the fact, I refer you back 
to what I said about making every effort to assure that U.S. 
funds are not used for purposes resettlement activity on the 
West Bank. 


Q Okay. I just want to make sure that they aren't 
then considered some other kind of funds since they were given 
to the Appeal here or something? 


a I'm not suggesting that. 
Q Okay. 


Q Alan, how -- just go to just your last 
statement. How are you making sure that your funds, or the 
money that you are giving Israel, is not spent on these 
things? Do you have any monitors there? Or you are 
accountable? You are asking for -- 


A I don't think I'm going to get into the question 
of how, but I think the question of policy is clear. 


Q The next question is -- 
a Excuse me. Let me come back to you. Spence? 


Q Alan, is the United States considering additional 
economic assistance to the Philippines? 


A I don't have anything with me today on the 
question of assistance to the Philippines. I think we've had 
some guidance in the past you might want to check, Spence, aid 
I think that Paul Wolfowitz said some things in Manila. I 
don't have anything, frankly, other than the press reporting on 
that, so I'd have to ask you to turn to that. 


But check and see if there is something in the Press 
Office that's specifically relevant. Obviously, we're in the 
process of forwarding the budget and then making specific 
recommendations by country and so on, and I don't know that 
we're in a position to address that in any detail. 
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Q There was a report here, I believe in the Israeli 
press, too, that the cost of airlifting the Ethiopian Jews -- 
the Falashas -—— cost about about $60 million, half of it were 
from American Jewish communities and the other half from the 
United States Government. Can you confirm or deny this story? 


a As I've said many, many times before, I have 
nothing to say about the reports on movement of Falashas. 


Q Thank you. 
a Okay. 


MAR. BERNARD KALB: Hold it, hold it, hold it. I just 
thought that I would tell you that it is an absolute pleasure 
to be here at one of these rare meetings of the Mutual 
Admiration Society. 


I want to say a word about the departure of Alan -- 
Alan Romberg -- because I think it's a propitious moment really 
to discuss the talents, the integrity and the energy required 
in the profession of being a Spokesman. 


A Spokesman has to, in effect, tyrannize the 
bureaucracy to make sure they get the information so that when 
a Spokesman stands up here, there is, in fact, information to 
give out. He's got to go through the process of seeking to pry 
loose whatever details he can from the various regional 
bureaus. And he does it not out of a sense of being some sort 
of a devout Boy Scout, but rather out of a recognition that our 
way of life calls for a sharing of the responsibility for the 
future of the country. 


A Spokesman is somebody that I've discovered in the 
last few days who, in a peculiar way, walks through what you 
might call “the no man's land” between the entrenched 
bureaucrats and the press. 


Alan, such a Spokesman was John Hughes! (Laughter) 


I have to say one thing about Alan on a more serious 
level. (Laughter) I must thank him, of course, for finally 
giving me the opportunity to begin briefing next week. And I 
have been puzzled, as some of you may have been, about what, in 
fact, Alan will be doing. 


I can throw the floor open to various guesses and 
various responses, and I'll tell you what I think Alan will be 
doing. IWR tells me that Alan plans to open a kiosk selling 
ambiguities. (Laughter) 








As you know, he's a maestro in the art. And I'm not 
talking about simple ambiguities. Alan stays here after I have 
left at 6:00 at night. He's here before I arrive at 7:00 a.m. 
-—- my new hours, by the way. (Laughter) Alan sits there 
quietly experimenting how one can MIRV an ambiguity. 

(Laughter) I don't know what the results will be. I know that 
he is secretly engaged in exploring the possibilities of 
deploying ambiguities, but Alan, being a stickler for facts, of 
course will never do anything that would violate the ASM 


Treaty. (Laughter). 


Where will these ambiguities come from, the collected 
ambiguities of Alan Romberg as they have rolled off his lips 
for about three and a half years now? 


Now, having said that, I do not in any way want to 
short-change Alan's integrity, Alan's good humor, the fact that 
Alan has a mind that has rarely mislaid or manhandled a fact. 
The fact is that Alan goes off; and I'm sure that all of you in 
varying degrees join me, though I have been upstaged by the 
Secretary, in wishing Alan the best of all things as he goes 
careening off to a very certain future. 


Thank you, Alan. 
(Applause) 


Alan would like to make a speech about me now. 
(Laughter) Thanks very much. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45) 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 22, 19865, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. Let me start with three 
announcements, please. 


One on Secretary Armacost's speeches -—-— upcoming 
speeches: Under Secretary of State for Political affairs 
Michael H. Armacost will address, on the record, the Boston 
World affairs Council at the Westin Hotel-Copley Plaza Friday, 
January 25, 12:45. If you plan to cover this event, please 
rrr Annie Geoghegan, Boston World affairs Council, (617) 
4862- , 


Q What was that number, please? 


a (617) 482-1740. Mr. Armacost will also address 
on the record a joint meeting of the Far East America Council 
and the Asia Society in New York, St. Regis Hotel, Tuesday, 
January 29, 1:00 p.m. If you plan to cover this address, 
contact Susan Heinz of the Asia Society at (212) 288-6400. 





I have an announcement on Cyprus: 


The United States is disappointed that the a 
summit meeting in New York ended without positive results. We 
regret that the proposals put forward by the U.N. Secretary 
General following the three rounds of proximity talks were not 
acceptable to both Cypriot parties. We believe, however, that 
pursuit of a political solution gust continue and that the 
Cypriot parties themselves hold the key to the their own future. 


We continue also to support the Secretary General in 
his role under the Security Council good offices mandate. 


Now, for one final announcement. 


Q Copy? 

















a Yes. For a final announcement involving the new 
name for the Bureau of Administration within the State 
Department -—- it's a bit more than housekeeping: 


As of today, January 22, the name of the Bureau of 
Administration will be the Bureau of Administration and 
Security. 


Due to the continuing rise in terrorist violence 
around the world, security issues and operations have assumed a 
much larger role in the Department's administrative 
responsibilities. The name change is intended to reflect this 
new reality and to emphasize the importance of security matters 
for Department managers at all levels. 


Q Bernie? 
a Yeah. 


Q Does the name change also bring about any 
increase in personnel assigned to that problem? 


a Okay, let me tell you wiat I have in addition to 
the announcement about the name change. 


Terrorist activities in the past few years have given 
rise to the following security management initiatives: 


The Secretary, when in Washington, holds daily 
meetings on the Department's security response to terrorism. 
The Office of Security plays a major role in preparing for 
these meetings, including threat analysis and proposed security 
programs. 


The Office of Security is undergoing tremendous 
growth. The major factor in the increase is the 1985 security 
supplemental. The Office of Security's portion, $132.1 
million, will provide the following new resources: additional 
security officers, engineers, marine security guards -- support 
costs here -- and Seabees -- salaries and support costs; 
overseas perimeter and internal physical improvements; armored 
vehicles; security barriers and technical security research and 
development; and weapons and ammunition. 


Consolidation and streamlining of the Department's 
response capability for physical security improvements overseas 
-—- this as well. 


and since the bombing of our Embassy in Beirut 
September ‘64, the Office of Security has chaired regular 





: 








meetings of all offices in the Bureau of Administration and the 
regional geographic bureaus to assign funding and management 
responsibilities regarding physical security and improvements 
abroad. 


Q Can we have a copy of all that, Bernie? 
a Yes, you can. 
Q fre there more people? 


a Yeah. The definition here that I read included 
the fact that there are additional security officers -- Don? 


Q (Inaudible). 


6 Additional security officers, engineers, marine 
security guards, Seabees, etc. 


Q How many more? 

A I don't have an exact number on that. 
Let me see how I can manage this. 

Q Take that question? 

& Alright, sure. Let me give it a try. 
Now, it's your turn. 

Q What's the news? 


a The news is I've arrived with a variation here in 
guidances that could be the equivalent of War And Peace. 
(Laughter) But you hit a number and I may have a question. 


(Laughter) 


Q Is the Department looking into the reports from 
Honduras about death squad activity? 


& Ah ha. I do have something on that. We have 
seen a brief preliminary version of the Honduran military 
report, but have no information that would substantiate those 
charges. We note that the report itself does not make such 
charges and that in the past anti-Sandinista leaders have 
publicly disavowed responsibility for violent abuses and stated 
that they have disciplined individuals who have been found to 
be responsible for unjustified acts of violence. 














Q Bernie? 
a Yeah? 


Q Do you have any comment on the interview that 
President Nimeiri of the Sudan made in reference to the Sudan 
being willing to let its refugees go to any country other than 
directly to Israel? Would the U.S., for instance, be willing 
to take in a few thousand of these refugees? 


a Well, Bern, I don't know that I have the exact 
answer to the question as you're putting it to me. The fact is 
that the U.S. is ia touch with international refugee 
organizations and others regarding refugees in eastern Sudan, 
and that Nimeiri's remarks —- President Nimeiri's remarks -—- 
appear to be a reaffirmation of Sudan's traditionally liberal 
policy on refugees. Over one million refugees are currently in 
Sudanese camps. Sudan and the international community are 
bearing the burden of their care. 


~-MORE-- 


























Q There's another report today about President 
Chernenko's health. I wonder if the U.S. Government can tell 
us what it thinks the status of his health is, and is that in 
any way affecting the fact that the Soviets have not yet 
responded to an American proposal to begin the talks soon on 
arms control? 


a I have nothing, Berry, on either of those 
questions, either on Mr. Cherne .o's health or on the possible 
impact on arms control negotiations. 


Q Does the State Department feel that even if he is 
ill, the Soviets should be able to deal with an issue like the 
time and place for the talks? 


a So far as I know, there has been no response yet 
from the Soviet side on a venue and a date for the start of the 
three-basket negotiations. 


Q I thought that there has been some sort of 
tentative agreement that it would be fairly early March in 
Geneva. 


6 Well, I don't know that, John. I know that -- 
Q Is that just the American posit .o ? 


a I know that the statement that «s agreed to in 
Geneva had a stipulation that within one month they would try 
to solve the problem of place and time, and we're not yet at 
the point of one month. 


Q Bernie, last week there was a story about the 
State Department or the United States Government, through its 
Embassy in Tel Aviv, filed a complaint -—- 

be With what? I'm sorry. 

Q Through its Embassy in Tel Aviv -- 

be Through its Embassy. Yes. 

Q -- filed a complaint with the Israeli Government 
about settling the Ethiopian Jews, refugees, in the -- some in 
the West Bank settlements. Was this complaint delivered orally 
or in writing, and was it done already? 


a I don't have anything on that. I'm familiar with 
when Alan briefed last week (he) alluded to that complaint. 























Q Can you check on that? 
‘i I guess I can take that. Yes. 


Q Bernie, the story on the wires says that a State 
Department official, an FSI official, and an official from 
California have gone to Taiwan in connection with the killing 
of this American citizen some time ago in California —— Daly 
City, I quess. Can you tell ws what's going on there, and why 
the State Department officiai. who he is? 


a What I do have -- and I'm not sure to what 

it totally responds to what ycu're asking, Don, But I will give 
you what I do have: that a U.S. investigation team visiting 
Taiwan as consultants to the American Institute in Taiwan and 
including a representative of the Daly City Police Department 
and two agents of the FBI arrived in Taipei today to converse 
with the two suspects, Chen Chi-li and Wu Tun, in the Nenry Liu 
murder case. 


The Taiwan authorities who currently are detaining the 
two suspects have given their permission for the interviews and 
have informed us that the two suspects have given their 
permission. Since the case is under active investigation, 
there is no further comment. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
a Yes. You can. 


There is no State Department involved, is that 
correct? 


A I don't have any State Department official here. 


o 


Will you tell us again who was it -—- 
G The stcry is from Taiwan -- 


Q Tell us again who was in it, please, Bernie? The 
FBI -— two FBI agents -- 


a I have a U.S. investigation team visiting Taiwan 
as consultants of the AIT and including a representative of the 
Daly City Police Oopartment and two agents of the FBI. Now -- 

Q Is the team -- 


A It says including, and I frankly cannot tell you 
whether that is the entire composition, whether it ends -- 

















Q Is there a discrepancy here? The Taiwan 
Government doesn't seem to have any big hangup about saying 
somebody from the State Department is there. Could you tell us 
-— find who it is and what his role is in it? 


a Okay. That's a fair enough question. 


Q Bernie, is it true that the United States has 
asked about -—- has asked to send a ship to New Zealand, a 
warship? 


a Yes. I've got a little something for you on that. 
Q Could I follow up after? 


a Yes, Connie. A general ship request was 
submitted in December. The Government of New Zealand 
acknowledged receipt of that request and asked for a specific 
ship application. This specific request has been delivered for 
a visit in connection with the March ANZUS exercise Sea Eagle. 


We will follow our policy of neither confirming nor 
denying the presence of nuclear weapons on board. The issue of 
port access wes mentioned in last year's ANZUS Council 
communique and will probably come up again at this year's 
meeting in Australia in July. 


We remain in diplomatic contact with the Government of 
New Zealand, discussing the ship visit issue. 


That's all I have. 


Q Bernie, are you going to tell New Zealand that 
this ship has nuclear weapons, or you just don't tell us? 


a We followed our policy of neither confirming nor 
denying the presence of nuclear weapons on board. 


Q I'm serious. Do you mean publicly, or do you 
tell a friendly government what kind of ship is about to nudge 
into their port? 


i a Let me see if I can't get you a clarification on 
that. 


Q Yes. I'm serious -- you know, it's a -- 


Q Can I follow up too, please? Does the United 
States consider New Zealand a responsible ANZUS member if it 


























rejects a nuclear-propelled ship, and can you tell us if it's a 
nuclear-propelled ship? 


a Well, I just made it clear I'm not getting 


— in the question of the presence of nuclear weapons on 


Q That's weapons. 

a Insofar as your other question is concerned, I 
think that Secretary Shultz addressed that question about the 
obligations and responsibilities of members within an alliance 


and the possible consequences as a result. Sut for the exact 
language, I refer you to what Secretary Shultz has said. 


Well, he said that to me, but it's still fudging 
about the nuclear-propelled issue. Can we get some -- even the 
New Zealanders are a bit confused about that. Could we get 
some language on whether they have to accept a 
nuclear-propelled ship? 


a I'll get what I can on that, Connie. 

Q Bernie, can you tell us if New Zealand has 
accepted the specific ship request that was -- that has now 
been submitted by the U.S.? 

a Yes, it's -- 

Q Has agreed to the visit? 


a What I have -- no, I didn't -— what I've said is 
that New Zealand has acknowledged receipt of that request -- 


Q The ship visit -—- 


A -~ has acknowledged receipt and asked for 
specific ship applications. 


Pardon me. But has New Zealand accepted or 
agreed to the visit? 


a I cannot get involved in that dimension of the 
diplomatic exchange. 


Q Has Australia agreed to a visit of the same ship? 
a I don't know. 


Q Can you take that? 








Ss sti‘“COS™SCS 


A I don't know, but I guess that, too, would fall 
under diplomatic exchanges. I ended this guidance by telling 
you, Ralph, that the two sides remain in diplomatic contact, 
discussing this ship visit issue, so that if you want to ask 
the same question several times, I will read the reply. 
(Laughter) 


Q Can you tell us the name of the ship, Bernie? 
a I don't have it. 


Q I think we've asked that question several times. 
(Laughter) 


A Of your previous briefer. (Laughter) I'11 do my 
best to get that. 


Q Another subject? Could you tell us what the 
point of the meeting today is at the White House on the new 
negotiating team on arms control? 


4 I think you'd get a more extensive answer, 
Marvin, if you put that question to the White House. 





-—— MORE -- 
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Q How about any answer from the State Department? 
a I will refer you to the White House, 1600 Penn. 
(Laughter) 

Q Was that personal, Bernie? 


a You'd have gotten the same reply, Sarry. 
I might have given you the zip code, as well. 


(Laughter) 
Q What is the zip code, Bernie? 


Q Do you have any comment on the story, the rather 
continuing story, out of India on the espionage arrects and 
surveillance of the U.S. Embassy? 


a As a matter of fact, I do; and as a matter of 
fact, I'm about to put my hand on it; and that is that a reply 
that you can join me in, if you so choose: In keeping with our 
standard practice in such matters, I am not going to comment on 
these allegations. 


(Laughter) 


Q There are some times when the State Department 
describes such allegations as "ridiculous", “outrageous” and so 
on. You're not choosing to use those words today? 


A I'm choosing to stick with very carefully crafted 
guidance. 


Q Can I try a new subject? 


A But let me just add to Ralph's explorations by 
way of reply that no Americans have been asked to leave India. 


Q Thank you. 
Q Another subject? Sorry, I forgot my orange tie. 


The story in the washinaton Post about Americans 
working for South Africa's nuclear facilities, do you have any 


further details? And what happens to the Americans? Have they 
identified themselves? 


c) I tell you, Connie, I think that guidance was 
made available over the weekend. I don't have anything beyond 
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that. It's an extensive guidance, and we would be prepared to 
make what we can available after the briefing for anybody who 
wants to follow up, because there is really nothing above and 
beyond what you've already had. 


Q Thank you. 


a Just a minute. Just a second. Want to go to 
first-timers around the floor. 


Q Has the Government of Lebanon told the United 
States that it wants to have UNIFIL forces take the place of 
Israeli withdrawing forces from southern Lebanon? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything, Bernie, on the -- I 
understand that the Angolan Government has lodged something of 
a protest over alleged leaks emanating from the Administration 
that have tied the withdrawal of Cuban troops to the Namibia 
settlement; and that in an effort to assuage that somewhat 
annoyed government, Frank Wisner has left for a trip to 
Angola. Do you have anything on that? 


a Well, I do have something on -- not on all parts 
of your question -- that Frank Wisner, in fact, in reply to 
your question about his travels, will indeed be traveling to a 
number of countries in the region to discuss our bilateral 
relations as well as issues related to the southern Africa 
negotiations. 


Q I understand the nature of the protest contains 
some language about an American effort to overthrow the current 
government in Angola. Can you take that question? 





a Wo, I can't take that question. I won't take 
that question. But I have nothing in direct reply to your 
question, beyond what I've just told you. 


Q Will you take the question as to whether or not 
such a protest exists, whether it was formal, written or orel? 


a I think that gets in the area of diplomatic 
exchanges, and I know I'll be told, if I ask, that I've made « 
blunder. 

Q What countries will he visit, Bernie? 


a I'm gled you asked me that, George. We would 
prefer no to name the countries -- 
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(Laughter) 


-- he is visiting until the countries involved have 
announced his trip. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the resumption of 
talks in Naqura between the Israelis and the Lebanese? 


a I don't know that I do. I just don't know that I 
do. Wang on just for a second. 


TO STAFF: Do we have anything on that, Ed? 
MAR. DIEREJIAN: WNo. 


i. 


s 
* 


A No, I didn't think so. 

Q Sernie, in the past the U.S. government -- 

é In the what? I'm sorry. 

Q In the past, the U.S. Government favored a 
coordinated foreign troop withdrawal from Lebanon. Is the U.S. 
Government at the present time seeking coordinated withdrawal 
of Isreeli troops from Lebanon, between the Israeli Government 
and Lebanese Government? 


a Well, I think the reply indeed was given by Alan 
last week on that -- 


Q Lest week? 
a Did you get that? 
Q No. 


a ~~ thet the U.S. welcomes Israel's decision to 
withdrew its ferces -- 


Q Long ego. but I want to tnow -—- 


a -— free Lebenor. 
-— whether they ere seeking a coordinated 
withdrew). 


a and is your question, is the U.S. abandoning the 
~ of a negotiated agreement? Is that what you're thinking 
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Q No. If it is abandoning the fact of a 
coordinated withdrawal between the Lebanese -—- 


a Let me tell you what I have on that, that the 
U.S. continues to support the U.N.-sponsored talks at Naqura as 
a means of achieving arrangements necessary for a resolution of 
the aoe problems in south Lebanon. We believe that the 
Israeli decision could provide a new impetus for progress at 
NWaqura toward arrangements that would be in the interest of all 
parties involved. 


That's pertaining to the southern part. We're 
talking about the vacated area. Are you seeking assurances 
from the Israelis or urging them to coordinate their withdrawal 
with the Lebanese Government? 


a I have nothing on that, but I echo guidances, 
when I sat where you sit, about the U.S. favoring the 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Lebanon. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment -- 
a Just a second. Let's try this fellow here. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit to Washington 
of some opposition leaders from Nicaragua including Brooklyn 
Rivera who is (inaudible) Washington? 


a I don't have anything on that. Sorry. 


Q (inaudible) that I understand Frank Wisner is now 
in Mozambique. And did you know whether he was discussing the 
rebel movement there that was allegedly supported by South 
africa, but now there is an agreement that doesn't seem to be 
working very well between South Africa and Mozambique? 


~— a Sorry. I cannot help you. I have nothing on 
t. 


Do you have anything on Ambassador Murphy's 
travels? 


a No. So far as I know of, there is -- 
Q Any trip planned? 


a I don't know of any trip being planned. I know 
Murphy is here, but I know of no trip planned. 
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Q Do you have anything on McFarlane's trip to 
Central America? 


a You mean the trip he took last week, the 
unannounced trip? 


Q Yes. 


a I'd have to give you the same advice I suggested 
to Marvin before: You might want to get in touch with the 
White House on that 


Bernie, can I go back to — You just said about 
the United States supports the United Nations-sponsored talks 
in Nequra, and I asked earlier if the Government of Lebanon 
told you about they wished to have UNIFIL forces deployed in 
the areas vacated in south Lebanon when Israeli forces are 
withdrawing. 


Do you still -- If you support the United 
Nations-sponsored talks, are you also supportive of the 
deployment of UNIFIL forces in the places that will be vacated? 

a What I guess I'm trying to say to you is, I want 
to be very, very accurate as I start this job from up here; and 
rather than wing various replies, I don't have anything for you 
on that. If I possibly can, I'll do a posting on that. 

Q Thank you. 

a Right. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 P.M.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 22, 1985 


are 
the 


A: 





LEBANON: UNIFIL'S ROLE 


If you are supportive of the UN-sponsored talks at Naqura, 
you also supportive of the deployment of UNIFIL forces in 
places that will be vacated? 

~~ UNIPIL has played a key role in south Lebanon, and we 
understand that the Government of Lebanon has been 
consulting with UN officials regarding what role might be 


appropriate for UN forces to play in the future. 


-- The talks underway at Naqura are being held under UN 
auspices. While it would be inappropriate to speculate on 
the outcome of those talks since the United States is not a 
party to them, we would obviously be supportive of any 
arrangement the parties may reach on developing adequate 


security arrangements in south Lebanon. 
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TAKEN QUESTION '. 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 22, 1985 





DEPARTMENT: Name Chance to Bureau of Administration and Security 





Q Does the name change also bring about any increase in 
personnel assigned to that problem (the rise in 
terrorism) ? 


A These are the numbers of additional security personnel 
positions provided by the 1985 Security Supplemental: 


Addtional Security Officers - 82 positions 

Additional Security Engineers - 30 positions 

6 new security engineers have been hired and are on board, 
30 new security officers will graduate February 1, 1985 - 
They have been in training since October 1, 1985. 


Approximately 40 new security officers will begin training 


February 19, 1985. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 22, 1985 


TAIWAN: U.S. Delegation in Liu Case 





Q: <A story on the wires says that a State Department official, 
an FBI official, and an official of California have gone 
to Taiwan in connection with the killing of this American 
citizen some time ago in California -- Daly City... 


Could you tell us why the State Department official is 
going, and who he is? 


A: The story which says that a State Department official is 
travelling to Taiwan with the team which will discuss the Henry 
Liu case is in error. There is no State Department official on 
the team. As was noted in the AIT release of January 22, the 


team consists of one officer from the Daly City Police 


Department and two FBI agents. 
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TAKEN WJESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 22, 1985 F 


TAIWAN: U.S. Delegation in Liu Case 





Q: A stocy on the wites says that 4 State Department of ticial, 
an FBI official, and an official of California have aone 
to Taiwan in connection with the killing of this Amtican 
citizen some time ayo in Califurnia -- Daly City .. . 
Could you tell us why the State Department official is 
going, and who he is? 








= —- 
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A: The story which says that a State Department official is 
travelling to Taiwan with the team which will discuss the Henry 
Liu case is in error. There is no St*te Department official on 
the team. As was noted in the AIT release of January 22, the 
team of AIT consultants consists of one officer from the Daly 
City Police Department and two FBI agents. AIT's Taipei office 


will provide logistical support to the team during its Taiwan 


visit. As part of this logistical support, a member of the AI” 


staff may accompany the team during its stay. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 22, 1995 





WEST BANK: Resettlement of Falashas 





Last week there was the story that the U.S. Goverr~nent 
through its embassy in Tel Aviv filed a complaint with 

the Israeli Government about settling the Ethiopian 

Jews in some of the West Bank settlements. Was this 
complaint delivered orally or in writing, and was it 

Gone already? 

We are not going to comment on our exchanges with the 
Government of Israel, but the well-known U.S. view is that 
all settlement activity cn the West Bank is unhelpful and 
an obstacle to progress toward a just and lasting veace 
between Israel and its neighbors. The United States makes 
every effort to ensure that U.S. Government funds are not 


used for settlement activity on the West Bank. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #15 


WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 23, 1985, 12:33 P. M. va 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got a couple of 
announcements to begin with, please. These are introductions 
of two people on the staff: 


One, it's my pleasure to introduce Deputy Spokesman Ed 
Ojerejian, a career Foreign Service Officer. He comes to us 
from the Senior Seminar at the Foreign Service Institute. 
Before that, Ed served as Deputy Chief of Mission at our 
Embassy in Amman, Jordan, where he received the Department's 
Superior Honor Award. His previous Middle East assignments in 
both the field and Washington include Deputy Director of 
Northern Arab Affairs; Political/Labor. Officer in Casablanca, 
Morocco, and Political Officer in Beirut, Lebanon. 


Ed has also served as Staff Assistant to Under 
Secretary of State George Ball. and Special Assistant to Under 
Secretary of State for Political Affairs Joseph Sisco. In the 
latter capacity, he was involved in European affairs, 
political/military affairs, and the Middle East peace 
negotiations under the aegis of Henry Kissinger. 


Ed's overseas experience in European Affairs includes 
Principal Officer at the Consulate General in Bordeaux, France, 
and Chief of External Affairs and later Acting Political 
Counselor at our Embassy in Moscow. 


Ed speaks Arabic, French and Russian, and, for those 
who need it, he also speaks Armenian. He has a wife and two 
children, and he has bid them farewell for the duration of this 
assignment. (Laughter) 


At the same time, I would like to welcome Mike 
Sifter. Mike will be working as a Press Information Assistant 
in the Press Office. He was previously in the Office of Public 
Programs and has been with the Department for a year. Mike 
received his undergraduate degree in political science from 
UCLA and is currently working on his Ph.D. in American politics 





VW) 





at Georgetown University. I'm sure you'll help make Mike feel 
welcome. 


I've got two press announcements as well here. Let me 
begin by saying, available in the Press Office is a press 
release on an emergency airlift to refugee camps in Eastern 
Sudan arranged and paid for by the State Department's Bureau 
for Refugee Programs. The plane will be leaving from McGuire 
Air Force Base in New Jersey this evening. The telephone 
number for the Public affairs Office at MacGuire Air Force Base 
is included in the press release for those of you who may wish 
to cover the plane's departure. And that is all outside. 


I have one other statement, and this deals with the 
appointment of Ambassador Richard Schifter to head the U.S. 
Delegation to the Ottawa CSCE meeting. Ambassador Richard 
Schifter has been appointed to serve as U.S. Representative and 
Chairman of the United States Delegation to the Human Rights 
Experts Meeting of tne Conference on Security and Cooperation 
in Europe (CSCE). 


While heading the U.S. Delegation in Ottawa, 
Ambassador Schifter will continue to serve as U.S. 
Representative to the U.N. Human Rights Commission, and Deputy 
U.S. Representative to the U.N. for Security Council Affairs. 
Biographical information on Ambassador Schifter is available in 
the Press Office. 


Let me just add a detail or two about the upcoming 
session. The meeting is in Ottawa. It's scheduled to last for 
six weeks, begitning May 7th, this year. It will be 
pumecsetely preceded by a two-week preparatory conference that 
begins on April 23. The CSCE participating states -- 33 
European countries, the U.S., and Canada -- are mandated to 
meet in Ottawa on questions concerning respect in their states, 
for human rights and fundamental freedoms, in all their 
aspects, as embodied in the Final Act. 


The Ottawa meeting is the first CSCE experts meeting 
on human rights and the first CSCE meeting to be held in North 
America. 


With that as a prelude, we'll get down to some of the 
questions as you have them. 


Q The Chief of the Philippines armed forces, 
General Ver, was indicted today in the Aquino assassination, 
along with 25 other people. Is there any comment? 





a Yes, I have something on that. We have seen the 
report, and we understand this action to be the latest 
development in the process of investigating the Aquino 
assassination, which occurred on August 21, 1983. 


After the Agrava Board's investigation was completed 
in October, the case wai referred to a Philippine Government 
prosecutor, or so-called “ombudsman.“ The prosecutor's job was 
to consider the bringing of indictments against those 26 
individuals named in the Agrava Board's two reports. 


Now that those indictments have apparently been made, 
we understand the next step is for a trial of those indicted, 
including General Ver, in a government anti-corruption court. 


Q On that same subject, Bernie, there have been 
several reports recently about the status of the U.S. aid 
program to the Philippines -- statements made by President 
Marcos, I think, yesterday, and some various remarks that have 
come out of the Philippines by visiting U.S. officials, and so 
on. 


Can you tell us what is happening in that field? Is 
there some new program that has begun, or is about to begin, 
with regard to aid to the Philippines? 


A I don't have anything on that, Don. Nothing at 
all on that here now. 


Q Would you look into it and see if there's 
sumething -- 


a Yes, I can. 
Q -- the U.S. can say about it? 


A If I can get something, I will make it available 
later today. 


Q Bernie, Kim Dae Jung @ due back in South Korea 
early next month, and the Korean autnorities are saying they 
will arrest him if he returns. Do you have any comment on that? 


3) I do, I do, I do. And as soon as I find it in 
this collection of preparations, I can let you have it. Kim 
Dae Jung. Give me one second. 


Okay. On the question that you're asking, George, we 
have long expressed our hope that if Mr. Kim returns to Korea, 
it will be trouble-free. That remains the U.S. position. 














Q Do you consider an arrest to be “trouble?” 
a 
a I have two books here, which is something of a 
problem today. 


- Could you let me have that question again in its 
broadest amplification? 


Q You used the phrase “trouble-free." That's a 
pretty broad application. If aman arrives on his native 
territory and is arrested by the government in authority on 
previous charges and is forced to continue to serve out the 
remainder of his sentence, would the United States consider 
that a “trouble-free” return? 


a I think the U.S. has made its position clear to 
the authorities in South Korea, and I think the South Koreans 
know what the U.S. position is, and that is about what I can 
say on that. 


Q Bernie, they might not believe it. 
& Uh-huh. 


Q Bernie, one of your predecessors in 1977 called 
him a respected politician and a friend of the United States, 
and then in 1980, when he was charged with sedition, one of 
your predecessors from that podium said the charge was 
farfetched, so this seems to be a little bit weaker than either 
one of those assertions. 


A I don't know where those predecessors are right 
now and how we can follow through on that, and insofar as 
characterization is concerned, I'm going to have to entrust you 
with your own analysis, to which I am certain [I will not 
contribute. 


Q Can you go bas 

Q What is the -- you said they are aware of what 
the U.S. policy is. What is U.S. policy with regard to the 
re-imprisonment of Mr. Kim? 


to the -- (laughter) -- 


a Let me give you some sort of broad remarks on 
that general subject. The U.S. has followed Mr. Kim's case 
with interest over the years, and we continue to discuss it 
with all concerned parties. The U.S. position is known and 
understood by all those parties. 


During the past year, we have welcomed steps taken by 
the Korean Government to promote political progress and greater 








respect for human rights. We hope that such progress will 
continue. 


It is particularly in this context that we hope that 
Mr. Kim's return will be -- and I repeat that phrase -- 
"trouble-free." I think the phrase “trouble-free” translates 
without any particular assist by me. 

Q Can we get a copy? 

a Yes, you can. 


Q Will the United States take any action toward the 


Government of South Korea if there is an arrest? 


a I have nothing on that specific point for you. 


Q Can we also have a copy of the Philippines 
statement? 


a Oh, sure. 





9 Sernie, you've said that you continue to discuss 
it with the South Korean Government. Are you implying there 
that there is some -- that the South Korean Government is 
telling the United States there is still some question, or 
something up in the eir, about the way it will handle Mr. Kim's 
return, or is that return pretty well -- the policy on that. as 
far as the South Korean Government is concerned, as far as your 
understanding of it -- pretty well understood by the US as to 
what it will be? 


a Ralph, you are offering me an embossed invitation 
to take you into the sanctuaries of private diplomatic 
exchanges. 


Q I'm offering you an opportunity to make the U.S. 
policy clear. How would you like to try to take us up on that 
invitation? 


a I simply cannot get involved in any kind of 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q No, but it's a public policy. Have we stated 
what our -- 


A Well, I've said what I've got to say on that, and 
that's about where I have to leave it. 


Q Are you certain -- Is it the U.S. impression at 
this point that the South Korean Government will accede to the 
U.S. request to have a trouble-free return? 


a I can't be drawn into that, Ralph. 


Q Bernie, this morning The New York Times reported 
From Seoul that the “Blue House” aide told to The New York 


Times reporter that the U.S. Government been told about the 
decision that the South Korean Government is going to imprison 
the Kim Dae Jung. Is this true? 





A I have nothing for you, Julie. 
Q Nothing -- whether confirmed or denied? 


4 No, I can't get drawn into that. It takes me 
into that same area that I cannot step into. 


Q Could you look into that? 


n No, because that, again, is simply an invitation 
to look later into a question I cannot answer now. The fact 
that two or three hours will elapse will not enable me to 
answer a question later. 





Q Another area’? There is a report in the Middle 
East that the political-military committee between Israel and 
the United States is going to meet in Washington during the 
visit of Mr. Rabin, the Defense Minister of Israel. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a I had something on that the other day. I don't 
have that guidance with me today. We'll try to check it out a 
little later. 


Q Can you confirm the report that the Nasserites’ 
leader, the Lebanese Nasserite leader, who was shot or injured 
the day before yesterday. had arrived to the United States for 
treatment? 


a No, I cannot confirm that. 


Q Bernie, has the U.S. received any arms request 
from Jordan, like recently, to purchase arms -- like last week? 

a I'm unaware of it. 

Q Can you find out please? 

A I have nothing on that. I['m unaware of it. 

Q But can you take the question? 

a Not sure. Let me look into that, please. . 

Q Thanks. 

Q Any progress reports on the rescue attempts of 


the two different American military aircraft that are down, one 
off the coast of Central America? 


a I have nothing on that. I would imagine that the 
DOOD gq be the best address for that story. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S.-China arms talks? 

A No, I have nothing on U.S.-China arms talks 

Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the report 
which said that the Soviet Union is building an air base in 
Syria on the border of Turkey? 


ee I have nothing on it. 








Q Can you look into it? 


a We'll see. I can't promise you on that. but 
we'll see. Gut I have nothing on that story. , 


Q Do you have any comment on the police in Chile 
attacking the semorial service for the Christian Democratic 
leader with water cannon? 


a No, I haven't anything on that, either. 

Q How about on Paraguay. the officials saying that 
they -- telling the U.S. Congressmen that they may destroy the 
chemicals within 60 or 90 days? 

a I do have something on that. Just give me a 
cecond. Let me come back to that in a second. I do have 
something on it here in this pyramid of information. 

TO STAFF: Oid we have that Paraguay thing yer? 

STAFF: Yes. 


a I thought I had something here -- and in fact. I 
think we do. Perhaps I can help you later. Sorry. 


Q Bernie -- 

a Yes. 

Q Do you have any information about the topics for 
discussion between the United States and Saudi Arabia, in Light 
of the visit of King Fahd which is scheduled for February 11 

a Not the way you're asking the question. 

Q What do you have on that? 

(Laughter) 

Aa That is much too open. I don't have anything in 
specifics by way of what is going to be there. I don't have 
the -- If you're asking me for the package of information that 
will be on the agenda, I don't have that. 


Q Do you have any guidance on the upcoming visit, 
in broad terms? 


o No. No, not the way you're putting it 








7 Why he was invited? 
a “what's that? 
Q why he was invited? 


A well, as you know, the announcement of the 
invitation to Kind Fahd originated at the White House. US 
and Saudi relations have always been good, and I think if you 
want an extension of -— any amplification of the nature of the 
U.S.-Saudi relationship. we can provide that. or you could try 
the White House. st [I think you yourself are aware of that 
relationship. 


The periodic visit? -- I cannot recall offhand when 
King Fahd was here last. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on Shultz's talks 
yesterday with Dobrynin -- at whose request, and general topic? 


a I can confirm that the Soviet Ambassador was 
here. I cannot be drawn into at whose initiative, and as 
usual, cannot get involved in the substance of the discussion. 


Q How long were they together? 
“ I don't have that. 


Q Can you tell us if there has been any progress in 
the discussion over when the arms talks will begin or where 
they will take place? 


a Uh-huh. I have nothing more on that. I don't 
think there has been any determination yet on the arms talks. 
They still are continuing: this whole process of venue and 
time are still continuing in diplomatic channels. 


Can I go back to you? In fact, we left it behind in 
the Press Room. In connection with the report about Paraguay 
and cocaine: Department officials are encouraged by the 
reports brought back from Asuncion by Congressmen Kostmayer and 
Torricelli, especially the indications that the seized 
chemicals may be destroyed in the next 60 to 90 days. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


a Yes, you can. 


Q (inaudible) the Manzanillo talks, could you 
clarify in what way would that be helpful to the continuation 
of the Contadora process, as stated in the release of the 
Department? 
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a I don't know whether I have anything on that 
thing here today. I will pass on that for the moment, if I may 


Q On the same subj xct. general subject. any comment 
on t appears to be an unconditional amnesty offered by the 
Sandinista government to the rebels? 


a On that, George. the U.S. view (is) that an 
amnesty without a genuine opening of the political system and a 
sincere attempt by the Sandinista government to implement the 
democratic commitments made to the Organization of American 
States would be meaningless. 


Q Going back to the Soviet Union, is there any 
American reaction to the statements out of Moscow today, 
particularly the charge that there is a rift between Washington 
and its Western European allies in how to handle the space and 
nuclear arms talks? 


a No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Going back to the Nicaraguan thing, why would the 
amnesty be meaningless? An amnesty is an amnesty. Why does 
the lack of this general opening make it meaningless? [ don't 
understand the reasoning. 


A I can't amplify, Don, beyond what I have just 
told you, that in the U.S. view, it is meaningless for there to 
be an amnesty without a genuine opening of the political system 
and a sincere attempt by the Sandinista government to implement 
the democratic commitments made to the OAS. 


Q Well, I don't see any logical connection between 
amnesty for people who've been fighting and the opening of the 
political system. What is the connection there? 


a Well, the assessment has been made here as to the 
intrinsic merit of the amnesty as it is being reported from 
Managua, and the description of the amnesty is as I've given it 
to you. Beyond that, I have nothing that would go beyond - 
that would address the question you're putting. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on a report that 
UNESCO may take the U.S. to the World Court on the narrow legal 
question of whether the U.S. should be obliged to pay the 1985 
-~ the second year of the two-year dues to the organization’: 


i) Yes, Ralph. The United States is not liable for 
a 19865 contribution. Article II, Paragraph 6 of the UNESCO 
Constitution, when read in the light of its negotiating 
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history, makes clear that a member country that has withdrawn 
from the organization does not have an obligation as a 
non-member, providing its past financial obligations are paid 
up. which ours are. 


Q May I follow that by asking again, whether the 
U.S. would agree to go to the World Court to have that legal 
question decided? 


a Let me answer that question in this way: There 
is no connection between the Nicaragua .ase and any other 
question that may come before the Court. I would not, in any 


case, wish to speculate on what would happen in the event that 
the UNESCO question is referred to the Court. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q A follow-up on the same question, please: An 
Arab, friendly country to the United States offered a sort of 
filling the gap. the financial gap, for the UNESCO. Would the 
United States consider this as sort of anti-American or -- 


“ Or -- ? 
Q -- good intention to the United States? 


“ I'm sorry, I cannot provide any assessment of how 
that would be perceived here. 


Q Bernie, yesterday you said the standard practice 
of the State Department was not to comment on the (inaudible) 
of senior Indian officials over the spy scandal. Would you 
characterize the allegations of American conspiracy, etc... as 
some sort of Soviet disinformation campaign? 


a [t's a gcod try, but I'm not going to get 
involved in the questions that you're raising now. I will 
stick with what I[ said yesterday. and ['1ll refer you back to 
it, if I may. 


Q On the visit of Dobrynin yesterday. you said 
yesterday, from the podium, that the Soviets had not responded 
to U.S. propositions for time, date and venue Does that still 
apply today? 


a So far as I know, I read you what I had here, 
that the effort to fix a time and place is still continuing in 
the diplomatic process. 


Q So we can assume that the Soviets have still not 
applied -- still not replied to our propositions? You don't 
care to alter your words? 


a I can't, really, go beyond It's still 
continuing. 


Q When did Dobrynin come in? What time of day’ 


a I don't know what time of day. 
Q Was it in the afternoon late, morning, or what’ 
A Anybody have a clock on that? I don't 


We can find that out for you 


Q How long was he here, because it seemed to me [ 
saw his car out there at 6:30 last night 
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5 Okay, fair enough; fair enough question. 


Q Bernie, in light of the fact that you did comment 
yesterday on whether the Soviets had responded to the U.S 
invitation, could you take the question of, today, of whether 
the Soviets have responded? 


a No, I can't, Ralph, because that takes me back to 
-—- No, to your earlier -- it takes me back to your earlier 
invitation. Yesterday is six years away; way in the back 


Q Do you have any U.S. position on who is to blame 
for the failure of the summit talks between the Greek and 
Turkish Cypriots? 


a I do. I do have something on Cyprus, and if it 
is findable you can have it. Did we put that -- where? Excuse 
me for having a little problem with this encyclopedia. 


Would you try that question again? 


Q Yes. Any U.S. position on who is to blame for 
the failure of the summit? 


A Well, as the Secretary General said in his 
announcement, the two Cypriot parties saw the draft agreement 
in different lights. The Turkish Cypriot side, he said, fully 
accepted the draft, while the Greek Cypriots were willing only 
to accept it as a basis for further negotiations. 


It is not our role or intention to assess blame for 
the failure or to characterize what happened in a negotiation 
to which the United States was not a party. 


Q Bernie -- 
A Yeah? 
Q Do you have anything of the reaction brought by 


the U.S. envoys sent or dispatched to different countries just 
after the Geneva talks? 


a No, I don't. 
Spence? 


Q Anything on the Amnesty International report on 
Peru and the disappearance of a thousand people there? 


(45 








——_— 
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A Uh-huh, ys, I do. We have just received the 
Amnesty report and havi: “at had time to study it in detail we 
are aware that there hav. “sen allegations of serious human 
rights violations by Peruvian security forces in their efforts 
to combat the Maoist terrorist organization “Sendero Luminoso.”" 





However, we have no information that would confirm the 
numbers of people who have disappeared cited in Amnesty's 
report, nor is it entirely clear who is responsible for the 
disappearance and killings 


As we have stated previously, the Peruvian Government 
faces an extremely difficult situation in combatting terrorist 
groups who are themselves guilty of extremely brutal human 
rights abuses. The U.S. believes that Peru's civilian and 
military leaders are working to ensure the maintenance of 
constitutionally-—-guaranteed human rights. 


Our own report on the human rights situation in Peru 
will be delivered to the Congress next week. 


Q A copy of that? 


) Yes, you can. 

Q Bernie, when will we get that report? 

a Next week. 

Q Yes, do you know what date -- the Human Rights 


Report? 
A I'm sorry, but I'll try to find that out for you 


Q Would this be the annual volume we are accustomed 
to, or only special to the Peru case? 


a I think it's the whole works. 

Q Bernie, do you have something -- going back to 
the Philippines For a minute -- a U.S. assessment of the 
communist-led insurgency in the Philippines at this point? 


a No, I have nothing on that, Marvin. 


Q Do you have anything that follows up on 
Wolfowitz's visit last week, any conclusions he has reached? 


ia No. 





_ —-----—— —= = 
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Q Bernie, do you have anything on Vietnamese 
statements that they want to give America more access to 
searching for MIA's, or any other -- 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q On Vietnam? 


A No, sorry. Just one second. I'm just trying to 
reach some people back there. 


Q Do you have anything on Colombia? 


a On Colombia? I've had some things on Colombia 
during the week, and I don't have anything on Colombia here 
with me. Why I don't see if we have some of that guidance 
outside and help you, if we can, in that way.? 


Q Okay. Could you see if you can get me something 
on Ambassador Tambs? Is he back? Is he still in the States? 


a Let me take a look at that for you. 
Q Okay, thank you. 


Q When will the request to sell Saudi Arabia F-15's 
be submitted to Congress? 


A I don't think I can give you that exact date. 
But I can tell you that we are maintaining -- we maintain a 
continuing dialogue, including arms requests, with Saudi 
Arabia, as part of our close security relationship. 


In that context, it is correct to say that an arms 
package to enhance Saudi defense capability has been under 
consideration. Until we are ready to notify the Congress of 
such a sale, we will not comment further. 


Q Do you expect this to be settled before the visi! 


of King Fahd? Y 
4 I can't give you a calendar on it. I'm sorry 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on or explanation 
for Mr. McFarlane's visit to Honduras over the weekend, and any 
readout on the results of that visit? 
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a No, I don't, really. And I think Mr. McFarlane 
addressed that over the weekend in a television interview. 


Q Do you have any comment on a reported Prime 
Minister Gandhi visit to the U.S. this year? 


“ I simply have the fact that you'll have to check 
with the White House on anything in connection with his visit. 


Q Anything on the U.S. plane crash in Honduras? 


A No, I don't. I think that was raised before, and 
the suggestion was you try the Pentagon. 


Q Bernie, back to Nicaragua for just a second: Now 
that we no longer have the Manzanillo talks, what will 
Ambassador Shlaudeman's main efforts be dedicated to? Will he 
be looking primarily at the Contadora meeting set for February 
14? 


A I don't have anything specific by way of a 
scenario that the U.S. has along the lines that you've 
suggested. 


Q Can you give me an idea whether he will be 
continuing to work in the area or is he -- since the Manzanillo 
talks are no longer, is he now taking a vacation? 


2) Well, Ambassador Shlaudeman is in Washington. He 
had extensive travel in the area, as you know, and he will 


continue to work on his overall commitment to the Contadora 
process and other matters related to U.S. policy toward Central] 


America. 


The talks were not broken off. As we stated earlier, 
we have not scheduled any further meetings pending an 
evaluation of the talks and further evolution of the Contadora 
process. All the Contadora participants have been informed by 
Ambassador Shlaudeman of the U.S. action. 


Q What is expected of Contadora before? 
a I beg your pardon? 
Q What is expected of Contadora before -- before 


the United States thinks of resuming the talks with Nicaragua? 
i) I cannot project the outcome of these talks. 


Ralph? 
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Q Bernie, I can't resist. Is the statement that 
the talks have not been broken off, is that comparable to the 
way the Soviets did not break off the START negotiations -- 
they simply refused to set a date for their resumption -- is 
that basically what the U.S. has done? 


a Ralph, as an admirer of your powers of 
articulation (laughter) I, however, cannot be drawn into a 
discussion. 

Q Bernie? 


a Yeah? 


Q There was a report that the United States -- 


i) There is contest -- a tie between you two. 
(Laughter) 
Q There was a report that Israel is about to 


inquire, or to acquire two nuclear plants from France. Have 
they ever told you about this? Did the United States 
Government ask them, in light of the fact that they did not 
sign the Non-Proliferation -- Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty? 


a I have no information on that. I have nothing on 
that. 


Q Could you look into this? 


2) Possible. Let me see what's possible, but I have 
nothing up here on that. 


Q How about the free trade agreement between the 
United States and Israel? Any new developments? 


A No, nothing at all on that. 


Q Regarding the story in the Post today about South 
African aid to the rebels in Mozambique: Is it our assessment 
that the South Africans are complying with the Nkomati Accords 
or not? 


fs) I do have something on that, as a matter of 
fact. We are aware of the allegations of such support From 
South African sources. The resupply issue is a matter of 
concern to leaders of both the South African and Mozambican 
Governments. It is important to note that although President 
Machel has been critical of the South African Government and 


j4y 
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its ties with RENAMO -- that is, the Mozambican National 
Resistance Movement --— Mozambique has not accused the South 
African Government of breaking the Nkomati Accord. 


Let me add one other thing to that: We are, of 
course, concerned that all of Mozambique's neighbors cooperate 
fully to insure that peace in Mozambique is achieved The U.S. 
fully supports the Nkomati process and the efforts of the 
Mozambique Government to end the conflict. 

Q Copy, please? 

a Yes. 

Q Thank you. 


“ Right. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 23, 1985 


PHILIPPINES: U.S. Aid 





Q There have been several reports recently about the status 
of U.S. aid programs to the Philippines. . . Is there 
some new program that has begun or is about to begin 
with regard to the Philippines? 


A. The Administration will be making ite recommendations on 
economic and security assistance to the Congress in the 


weeks ahead. We will not be making public announcements on 


the Philippine program prior to that. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 23, 1985 


USSR: Dobrynin Visit to Dept. 





Q When did Dobrynin come in? .. . How long was he here? 


A: Soviet Ambassador Dobrynin met with Secretary Shultz for 
about an hour on January 22. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 23, 1985 


COLOMBIA: Whereabouts of Amb. Tambs 





Could you see if you could get me something on Ambassacor 


Q 
Tambs? Is he back? Is he still in the States? 


A. Be is in the U.S. for routine consultations and personal 
business. He intends to return to post in the near future, but 


I have no comment on his travel plans. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 23, 1985 


LEBANON: MUSTAPHA SAAD 





Q: Can you confirm that Lebanese Sunni leader Mustapha Saad is 
being treated in a U.S. hospital? 


A: -- Mustapha Saad has travelled to the United States at 
private expense for treatment of injuries he sustained in 


the bombing in Sidon on January 21. 


-- We condemn this latest terrorist inc‘dent in Lebanon and 


regret the deaths and injuries caused by the blast. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 23, 1985 


PRANCE: NUCLEAR PLANTS FOR ISRAEL ° 





Q: There was a report that Israel is about to acquire two 

nuclear plants from Prance. Have they ever told you about 

this? Did the United States Government ask them in light of 

the fact that they did not sign the NPT? 

A: -- The view of the United States, which has been made clear 
to all nuclear suppliers, is that comprehensive safequards 


should be required as a condition of any new, significant 





nuclear supply to a non-nuclear weapon state. This means 

that we believe that nuclear supplier states should require 

a recipient state to submit all its nuclear activities to 
Internationai Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards as a 
condition for the transfer of a power reactor, fuel, or 

other significant nuclear items. We believe that this 
condition should apply to all non-nuclear weapon states, 
including Israel. FPurthermore, we have consistently urged . 
Israel to become a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, 
thereby accepting IAEA safeguards on all its nuclear 


activities. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #:4 


THURSDAY, JANUARY 24, 1985, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I'm sorry about the delay. 
Q Why are you delayed? 


MR. KALB: And it may even raise the question as to 
whether we might not move the briefing slightly back on the 
clock so that you sould have more ample time to entertain 
yourselves and I could have more ample time to become familiar 
with the guidances. 


In any case, let me begin with a statement: The 
United States strongly opposes privately organized cross-border 
missions into Laos silonsdis in search of possible American 
prisoners of war or information on Americans missing in 
action. Such missions are illegal, counter-productive, and 
serve neither the interests of our country nor the families of 
the missing in action. 


It has been our experience that such missions operate 
on faulty or fabricated information. The spoiling of crash 
sites by private groups jeopardizes future identification of 
remains. Previous such actions have interfered with or damaged 
ongoing efforts by the U.S. Government and responsible private 
organizations to make progress in resolving the POW/MIA issue. 


We believe that sovernment-to-government channels 
offer the best hope for achieving a pattern of sustained 
cooperation and the fullest possible accounting on this issue. 
In that regard, President Reagan announced on July 20 that the 
Lao Government had agreed in principle to joint U.S./Lao 
Government excavation of the crash site of an American C-130 
aircraft downed during the war in Indochina. The U.S. has been 
assured that this excavation will occur before the beginning of 
the rainy season in May. 


Now, I'll take your questions, please. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 











S Yes, you can have that. 


Q (Inaudible) What prompted that? 
ry What prompted that? 
Q What prompted it? 


a “what prompted it?" Well, there have been recent 
media reports that have made suggestions or allusions to some 
sort of privately organized cross-border raid from Thailand 
into Laos to search for American POWs. We've seen those 
reports and understand that Thai authorities are looking into 
them. If the reports are true, we assume that Thai authorities 
will act in accordance with their own laws. 


I'd like to emphasize again that the U.S. is strongly 
opposed to privately organized cross-border missions into Laos 
in search of possible American prisoners of war or remains. 
The Thai Government is aware of our opposition. 


Q Are you aware of some plan to do a cross-border 
operation by a private group that's underway right now? 


a All I have on that, Jack, is that there had been 
some suggestions in recent media reports to that effect, and 
that prompted the statement that I read at the outset of the 
briefing. Insofar as actual specifics, I do not have that. 


Q Can we get a copy of your second one? 

‘ No, because I've been reading it off in a varied 
form. 

Q How woulc you characterize the attitude of the 


Lao Government on this issue: cooperative? 
a I want to admire your penetration. (Laughter) 


The Lao Government has given the U.S. its word that 
the excavation will commence before the beginning of the rainy 
season in May. Both governments are now discussing the details 
of the excavation that we hope to move onto the excavation of 
additional crash sites in the future. 


Q Do you consider the possible missions that you 
referred to as having seen in media reports as jeopardizing the 
future of the excavation that the Lao Government has promised 
as well as future excavations? 








A Well, if you're thinking about private groups 
soloing, the view here is that such missions operate on what 
the U.S. regards as faulty or fabricated information, and that 
the best way to go about it is on a government-—to-government 
basis. That offers the best hope for achieving a pattern of, a 
regular pattern of sustained cooperation and the fullest 
possible accounting of the POWs and the MIAs. 


Q O.K., so the best hope of full cooperation means 


that if the groups go ahead, then they would jeopardize that 
hope? 


A In general, generally speaking, that's right. 
That's the U.S. view. 


Q Bernie, on that -- 


A -— jeopardizes the identification of remains and 
the United States' clear preference is for it to be done on a 
government-—to-government basis. 


Q Bernie, the first announcement that the Lao 
Government would cooperate on this excavation occurred last 
July, as I recall. Can you say why it's taken so long for this 
actual excavation to take place? 


A I can't. I can't tell you that, except there is 
now an assurance that the excavation will commence beginning 
before the -- before the beginning of the rainy season in May. 


Insofar as my being able to point to any complications 
in the process of negotiations, I don't have anything on that, 
Bern. 


Q Has it been indicated, Bernie, to these private 
groups by the State Department prior to your announcing that? 


a I don't know to -- in what way private groups 
have been told about this. I would assume some of the private 
groups may be soloing on their own, so I do not know of any 
form of a channel of communication. 

Q My question -- 

A I understand your question. 


Q Are you officially discouraging them, apart from 
what you're saying here? 





J Well, I think they've done that in thie past, as 
well, John. 


Q Can you identify -- 


Q Maybe I missed this in your statement, but did 
you say whether the excavation was going to be a joint U.S.-Lao 
Government excavation or a solo U.S. Government excavation with 
Lao observers, or --? 


A No. I did refer, in fact, to a joint -- that the 
President had announced in July that the Lao Government had 
agreed in principle to joint U.S.-Lao Government excavation. 


Q O.K. Thank you. 
Q Do you have a figure for MIAs in Laos? 


A I don't have any new figure on that, George. 
That figure has been around for some time. 


Q Can you identify any of these private groups? 
A No, I don't have any specific identification. 


Q And are there press reports that they were going 
to this specific site that we've been talking about ? 


A There were some media reports apparently that 
suggested that a privately organized, cross-border raid from 
Thailand into Laos might have taken place or would be taking 
place; and beyond that I really have no additional 
information. And the objective, apparently, was to go in and 
search for American POWs. 


Q You refer to “spoiling the site," Bernie. Have 
you had any evidence of any private groups spoiling a site that 
the U.S. had some prospect of actually getting to? 


a I don't know. That may be a determination made 
on the basis of others having tried, but there is a clear alert 
here from the U.S. point of view that the spoiling of crash 
sites by private groups jeopardizes future identification of 
remains. 


The short and long of it is in fact that I have given 
you what I had on this subject, and I am not able to punch up 
any additional details. And as a matter of fact, Ralph, I 
would encourage you to rummage through your files for the 
information that you want. 








Q (inaudible) 


a Yes. 


Q On a new subject, is the United States Government 
particularly concerned about the visit of the Iranian Prime 
Minister to Nicaragua and Cuba? 


A I saw the report that you're alluding to, with 


the Iranian Prime Minister having stopped in Cuba enroute to 
Nicaragua. 


Q He's now in Managua. 

A All I can say is’ that I've seen the same reports 
you have and that I have no comment beyond that. 

Q Another area? 

A Yes. 


Excuse me, excuse me. 


Q Thank you. A few reports on New Zealand 
First of all, are there any -- I mean, a few questions: Any 
comment on the editorial in The Washington Post about New 
Zealand and -- 





i No. Let's do that quickly. No. 
—— MORE -- 





Q Is the U.S. yet ready to identify the ship going 
down to New Zealand; and, if so, why not? 


« No, and no reason that I can offer you. 


Q & third point. Does the United States still 
consider New Zealand an unreliable ally if it does not accept 
nuclear-propelled ships? 


a I don't know that I have heard that 
characterization of New Zealand anywhere -- “unreliable.” But. 
I would refer you to what the Secretary has said about the 
composition of an alliance and the necessity for alliance 
members to work together so that all the alliance members 
benefit from what an alliance offers. 


Q Bernie, is Peter McPherson leaving AID? 


a So deep into the briefing that question? I have 
nothing on it. 


(Laughter). 
Don't you want to at least attempt to try to 
touch it? 
A Do I want to what? 


Q Touch it? 
A Speculate? Wing at a reply, etc.? 
Q Yes, why not. 

Why not? Because I just embarked on this new 
career, (lauentes) and I thought that I'd give it a few weeks 
to begin with. Try me in a month on speculation and winging. 
We'll see what happens. (Laughter). 

Q How about a follow up? 


A A follow-up on “speculation” or “winging?” 
(Laughter) 


Q Speculation? 
a All right, here's a Wallach Special coming my way. 
Do you have any comment on Charlie Wick's 


statement this morning that he intends to stay around for the 
next four years? 














& He did not telephone me with that information. 


Let me go back to Bill. 


Q Bernie, in the New York Times today, Elliott 
Abrams was quoted apropos of Mengele. Have you got anything on 
an investigation into Mengele and the U.S. involvement? 


A The case has been brought to the attention of the 
Office of Special Investigations at the U.S. Department of 
Justice. And what I can add to that simply is that any other 
questions you may have should be, in fact, referred to the 
Department of Justice. 


Q Bernie? 


a Yes? 


Q There's a story in the nashington Times this 
morning saying that State Department officials, as well as 
defense industry sources, estimate the Israel has 200 advisors 
and has sold about a billion dollars worth of military 


equipment to China. I know this story has been coming back at 
us. 


Is there anything in this building to confirm these 
reports that Israel has this ongoing military sales 
relationship to China? 


A I'd have to, Bern, refer you to the two 
governments for comment on their respective arms trade. I 
could add that, naturally, any transfers of U.S.-origin arms 
between Israel and China would require U.S. permission. No 
such permission has been given, and we assume that if such 
trade exists, it does not include items of U.S. origin. 


Q Bernie, has a decision been taken to increase the 
level of aid to Israel? 

A To increase the level of aid to Israel? 

Q Yes. 


A I don't have anything specific on that particular 
question. 


Q Can you comment on the Wall Street Journal -- 














Q Do you have anything in general, then? 


& Well, you're asking about the $12 billion report 
in the Journal? I can't get into the substance of diplomatic 
exchanges with the Government of Israel. 


Lester? 


Now that you're the second ranking Spokesman in 
the Reagan Administration, is there any doubt in your mind that 
the Reagan Administration in general, *« the Secretary of 
State in particular, is fully committe: .° the principle of 
equal justice under law? 


A What is your seconu question? 
(Laughter) 


Q It will depend on your answer to the first. Is 
there any doubt in your mind that they are committed to equa] 
justice under law? 


6 You know, Les, I remember when I sat out there 
how amusing your questions are. I still find them that way. 
The answer is, I have no doubt whatever. 


Q Good, good. Since the Secretary is so dedicated, 
will he be expressing his deep concern about demonstrators 
being prosecuted by the Reagan Administration's U.S. Attorney 
for the District of Columbia when they kneel and pray on 
Supreme Court steps in support of President Reagan's 
anti-abortion position, and when other people demonstrate in 


support of Reagan's -- anti-Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 
front the Soviet Embassy -- they're also arrested and 
prosecuted -- while Mr. DiGenova refuses to prosecute all those 


demonstrators who deliberately break the same law in front of 
the South African Embassy? 


A I refer you to the Secretery of State. When you 
get a chance, you can put the question specifically to him. 


Q One last follow up. 


A Hold it, Les; hold it, Les; hold it Les. We can 
always have private lunches. 


Q Do you have a comment or the suspension of the 
Naqura talks? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. We've seen the 
reports; have no specific comment at this time. We continue to 
believe that such talks between the parties provide the best 

















means of achieving a coordinated withdrawal of Israeli forces 
from Lebanon and a smooth transfer of authority to the Lebanese 
Government. 


Q If they are suspended, where would that leave 
U.S. policy? 


A I don't understand what you're getting at? 
Q If the talks were suspended and aren't going on? 


A Yes, but those talks are between two sovereign 
states -- Israel and Lebanon -- and the United States believes 
that those talks could make a contribution and obviously would 
like to see them continue. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a No. I don't have any guidance on that. 


Q Bernie, if there are no talks of that sort, is 
there any way the United States could see that this problem 
could be solved without the talks? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Norm. 


Q A follow-up on that. This is the first time you 
said that you support transfer of power to the government. Why 
Israel -—- 


A A transfer -- a smooth transfer of authority to 
the Lebanese Government. 


Q That's the first time you said that, the State 
Department -- this agreement that the Israelis want to transfer 
power to the Lahhad forces in the southern part. So now you 
are against that? 


fe I'm not saying what I'm against or for. I am 
giving you some very careful guidance on the question that you 
asked, that has come up, and I'll repeat it for you. 


The U.S. continues to believe that such talks between 
the parties provide the best means of achieving @ coordinated 
withdrawal of Israeli forces from Lebanon and a smooth transfer 
of authority to the Lebanese Government. 


Q Bernie? 


a Yes? 
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Q What does the U.S. plan to do about the transfer 
of U.S. weapons and/or spare parts from Israel to Iran? 


fi I have nothing for you on that today. 


Q There's an article in the Christian Science 
mona kor this morning that says that the U.S. will participate 
n the upcoming talks this Sunday between Egypt and Israel over 
the status of Taba. Do you have any comment on that? 


Q No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Bernie 


f Just a second; just a second, Lester. 


Q Do you have any reaction to a statement out of 
the Hague today that the World Court is going to go ahead this 


spring with the case involving Nicaragua despite the U.S. 
pullout? 


a No, I have nothing on that, but I think the U.S. 
position was made quite clear several days ago, and I'd have to 
refer you to that. I have nothing new on that. 


Robin? 


--MORE-- 











ll 


Q Bernie, on Cuba, do you have any reaction to 
Congressman Bill Alexander's thought that a hemispheric 
conference, including Cuba, on peace in the region would be 
useful, and do you see anything to Alexander's -- apparently he 
believes Castro is changing his policy toward the U.S. 


& Well, we have not yet seen Representative 
Alexander's proposal which apparently is one directed to the 
Democratic Party, and until we can do so, any comment would be 
premature. 


We believe that the Central American issue is best 
handled in the Contadora context. If Cuba really wishes to 
make a contribution to a peaceful and democratic solution to 
the problems of Central America, it will have abundant ways to 
demonstrate that desire. . 


Q Copy? 


A No. I sort of took this in bits and pieces. I'm 
sorry. 


Q Would you like to supply some of those “abundant 
ways"? 


A Yes, Ralph. I was waiting for your question, and 
I have decided to say that I have no itemized list to offer 
you. (Laughter) 

Yeah? 


Q Any readout on Frank Wisner's trip, or any other 
southern African guidance that you can tell us about? 


f Yes. I have something on Wisner's trip. He is 
still in Mozambique, and that is about what I have for you on 
Wisner's trip. 

Q Any list of the other countries? 


a No. I don't have any other list on Frank 
Wisner's other travels. 


Q Bernie -- 
i) Yeah. 


Q Is he going to meet with the Angolans? 


y9 
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o Let me -—-— I do have something on Angola, as a 
matter of fact, but I don't know whether it deals with that 
particular question that you are raising. 





g well, what about Cuban withdrawal from Angola? 
How imminent is it? 


é On the question of whether Frank Wisner will be 
traveling to Angola -- any *ime. Plans are in fact in progress 
for a trip to Angola by Ambassador Wisner as the next -- in the 
series of contacts related to the negotiations. We would 
prefer not to be specific on dates, however, until the plans 
are firm and the Angolan Government has announced the trip. 


Q Bernie -—- 


ia Yeah. Hold it, Ralph. Just a second. Just let 
me wander around the floor here. Okay. 


Q President Reagan yesterday, in an interview with 
the Associated Press, commented on U.S. aid to rebels opposed 
to the Sandinista Government in Nicaragua, and he was asked in 
that interview what the difficulty would be in the U.S. going 
ahead with overt assistance. And he said that you'd have to 
consider the possibility there would be acts of war involved if 
se aid were overt. I'm paraphrasing him, but the quotes are 
there. 


This morning the White House referred questions to the 
State Department for an explanation of the distinction between 
acts of war applied to covert aid and acts of war applied to 
overt aid. Do you have any comment on that? 


ts Who referred to the question to the State 
Department? (Laughter) 


Q I think it was -- 
) I want his full name and serial number. 


Q One of your associates -- one of your 
assistants. I think his name is Speakes. 


fc) Uh-huh. Well, let me be serious for a moment, 
Ralph. As you say, or as I think you indicated, the President 
addressed the issue of support for the Nicaraguan Contras this 
morning in a meeting with hemispheric leaders, and I would 
therefore refer you to the President's remarks. 


Q You have no comment on the -- 
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ry Nothing beyond -- 

G -- overt -- 

“ Nothing beyond what I have just offerad. 
Q Bernie? 

& Lester? 


Q Could you tell us the State Department's reaction 
to this morning's Reuters’ report about the space plans of the 
New Celestus Group Consortium in Florida? 


o I have nothing on it. I'm sorry. 

Q Well, do you know about it, Larry? I mean -- 
excuse me -- Bernie? (Laughter) Do you know about it, Barry? 
Bernie? 


i The question of my rank -- (Laughter) 
Q Excuse me. 


You have a third try. (Laughter) 


Q Yeah. Bernie, do you know about -- 

a What is your full name? (Laughter) 

Q Yeah. In a unique commercial space venture -- 

a Just a minute -- 

Q -- a consortium of U.S. undertakers -- 

i) Just a second. Harry, Harry. Just one second. 
(Laughter ) 

Q -- engineered -- 


a Could you start from the top, Harry, so I get it? 


Q Yeah. All right. This is the Reuters: “In a 
unique commercial space venture, a consortium of U.S. 
undertakers and engineers has announced plans to begin 
rocketing the cremated remains of thousands of peoples -- 
people into earth orbit by early 1987. ‘We plan to launch a 
number of the space mausoleums into orbit or into deep 
space.'" (Laughter) 


me ie | 
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Now, considering the Soviet Union's deep concern about 
deep space, what is the State Department reaction to this 
interesting undertaking, Bernie? 

6 I might be tempted to offer a reply if first -- 

Q Yield. Yield. 


i -- if first I heard you do some verbal 
soul-searching on that question. 


Q Well, I would. It's taken from Evelyn Waugh's -- 
the movie adaptation of Evelyn Waugh's The Loved One. 


‘ Well, I may have some -- 


Q Where Jonathan Winters -- 


A -- answers from Alice in Wonderland. 


Q -— says, “I want to get these stiffs off my 
property,” and it's come true. (Laughter) Now, the question 
is, what is the State Department's reaction to this? 
(Laughter) I mean, do you want a whole lot of mausoleums 
floating up there, Bernie? (Laughter) I mean, this is 
Reuters, you know. A very serious news agency reported this 
all over the world. Could we have your comment, Bernie? 


6 My comment is, how do the rest of you feel? As 
though you were spectators at a conversation that Lester is 
having with himself? (Laughter) 


Q You'd like to evade this space issue? You'd like 
to evade? Is that right? Okay. Fine. 


Q Bernie, have you got anything on -- 


i Wait a minute, wait a minute. Wait a minute, 
John. 


I'd like to ask you -- 
Back to earth. 


(Laughter) 


I'd like to ask you, have you received any 
official word from the Paraguayan government in the last 24 
hours about that chemical -- 








is 


6 The chemical destruction, and so forth? 


Q Yes. 
I have nothing beyond what we said yesterday. 
Sorry. 
Q Can you confirm The Washington Times report today 
that -- 


a The who? I'm sorry. 


Q The Washington Times report -- 
The Egyptian Times? 
Q Washington -- 
‘ Washington Times. (Laughter) I'm sorry. 


Q -~- report about the intention of the U.S. 
Administration to increase the military aid to Egypt and Israel 
and not to -- 


6 No. I have nothing on that. I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, do you know anything about a White House 
conference on the politics of famine in Ethiopia, taking place 
right now, press not allowed? 


if I have a little. Just -- the only thing I have 
here is that, in connection with some sort of seminar, it took 
place at the White House. Therefore, I would refer you to that 
address. 


Q I don't think they know very much. 
They don't seem to know very much? 


I've been calling them a lot, and they haven't 


o 


been -- 
Is that what you're saying? 
Yes. (Laughter) 


Thank you. 


Wait a minute. 


Do © © °® 
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Q Wait a minute -- hold on. 

+ Wait a minute. There's a split decision here. 
(Laughter) All those in favor of wanting this to continue, 
raise your left hand. (Responded) All those who feel it is 
over, raise your right hand. (Responded) It's over! 

Go ahead, John. 


Q I just wondered if you had any response to the 
Russians on arms talks. 


i. I have nothing by way of Soviet response to the 
question of a venue and a date for the follow-on talks to 
Geneva. ' 

Q Do you have anything -- 

Q Bernie -- 

Q Wait a minute. Could I follow it up? Do you 
have anything on a Dobrynin-Shultz meeting, either today or 
tomorrow? 


i You may, but I don't. 


Q You don't have anything for tomorrow? 
ba For tomorrow? 

Q Tomorrow morning? 

be No. 


Bernie, there has been a proposal made today in 
New York by Harold Stassen who was one of the Americans who 
signed the original U.N. Charter in 1945, proposing revisions, 
including a permanent U.N. peacekeeping force of u quarter of a 
million soldiers and weighted voting in the U.N. 


Do you have any comment on that proposal, and, if not, 
could you take that question? 


a Ralph, I must say, I admire your tenacity. I 
don't have any comment to make on that. 
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Q Would you take that question, please? 
I will look into whether it can be taken, 
Q Thank you. 


A Thanks very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 














POSTED: / / 25/95 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 24, 1985 


UNITED NATIONS: Stassen Proposals 





Q There has been a proposal made today in New York by 
Harold Stassen . . . proposing revisions, including a 
permanent U.N. peacekeeping force of a quarter of a million 
soldiers and weighted voting in the U.N. Do you have 
any comment on that proposal? 


A We have not yet had an opportunity to review Mr. Stassen'‘s 
proposals, and would wish to study them thoroughly before 
making substantive comments. The U.S. welcomes serious 


suggestions aimed at making the UN more effective. 


However, it is important to note that amending the UN Char- 
ter requires the affirmative vote and formal ratification 
of two-thirds of the UN's members, including all the 
permanent members of the Security Council (U.S., UK, 
France, China, USSR). In the past, ambitious proposals 


the kind suggested by Mr. Stassen have not attracted 


anything like this degree of support. 
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DPC #17 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 25, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DIEREJIAN: You're probably all very surprised to 
see me up here today, but Bernie couldn't find his orange tie, 
so — 


(Laughter). 
Q Where's yours? 


A Actually, Bernie has been accompanying the 
Secretary to the annual Administration's Executive Forum, an 
event which was held at Constitution Hall this morniny. 
Secretary Shultz is participating in a program with other 
Administration leaders. 


If you allow me a few personal remarks, since this is 
my debut, I want to say that I come here and stand in front of 
you with a deep feeling of respect, first of all for my 
predecessor, Alan Romberg, and I know that we all particularly 
send him best wishes at this particular moment; a deep feeling 
of respect for Bernie Kalb, who I did not know before he 
interviewed me for this job, but I've rapidly grown to admire 
his integrity and professionalism and hope to match it; and a 
deep feeling of respect for you and what you represent as 
members of the press and the media, which, obviously, I 
consider a vital element of our democratic process in informing 
public opinion. 


To make it easier for me, I thought perhaps we'll 
spend the first half of this press briefing -- I'll take 
questions on the pronunciation of my name, (Laughter) and on 
the second half of the briefing, questions on the spelling of 
the name and you'll let me off the hook. 


I have a statement. We have received reports that the 
Vietnamese Army yesterday shelled the non-communist civilian 
refugee camp at Dong Rak. A significant number of civilians 
were killed and wounded. 











This is, of course, not the first such attack by the 
Vietnamese Army. It serves to underline, however, the 
destructive nature of their presence in Cambodia and the fact 
that this latest series of attacks is causing renewed suffering 
9g people who, by any measure, have already suffered too 
much. 


That's the end of the statement. 
Yes? 


Q Can you flesh out the significant number you 
alluded to? 


@ Yes. On January 24, about 1,800 Vietnamese 


forces shelled portions of the non-communist -- that is, the 
Khmer Peoples' National Liberation Front -- civilian camp at 
Dong Rak. 


According to an international voluntary agency 
official, 16 civilians were killed and another 26 were wounded. 


Although almost 200,000 civilians have been displaced 
by Vietnamese attacks, we do not have accurate figures on how 
many have been killed. However, in terms of the number of 
ee killed, this incident is the worst one we have heard 
of . 


There were some resistance forces located near the 
Dong Rak Camp at the time of the incident but few in the camp 
itself. U.N. officials are taking steps to move the civilians 
from Dong Rak to a relocation site inside Thailand. 


Q Any military people killed, as far as is known? 
A I don't know, Don. | 


% Do you know who this camp was controlled by -- 
was it the Son Sann forces? 


fa I have no information on that; no. I've really 
not much more than what I've given you. 


Q The Soviets have called a news conference for 
tomorrow. Is there any corresponding news conference planned 
here? Is there anything new on time and place for the arms 
talks? 


A All I can tell you on that is that diplomatic 
contacts between the U.S. and the Soviets are continuing. 








Q Is there a possibility of a joint announcement of 
some kind? 


a I have no information on that. 


Q Is it still true that the Soviets have not 
responded to the U.S. invitation with a specific date and place? 


a I just have to repeat that diplomatic contacts 
are continuing. I cannot be drawn any further on that. 


Q Anything new on Chernenko's health, and also the 
future of the arms control talks? 


A We have seen those reports on the Secretary 
General's health, but, as is our usual policy, I have no 
comment on that. 


Q Any comment on Iran, and its activities, in 
Nicaragua? Does the government feel, from this podium, that 
Iran is setting up terrorist headquarters or activities in 
Nicaragua? 


4 I would refer you to the President's remarks of 
yesterday which are a clear statement of the U.S. position on 
Nicaragua and our concern about Nicaraguan connections with 
Iran, Libya, the PLO and other supporters of international 
subversion. I have nothing to add to those statements. 


The White House has discussed this issue in some detail this 
morning. I will refer you to the White House Spokesman's 


remarks of this morning. 


Q Ed, the French news agency is reporting today, 
out of Brussels, that there's heightened security around the 
U.S. Embassy there, that there are trucks parked around it and 
cement posts are being -- have you anything on that, and on why 
the heightened security? 


A Some time ago we learned that terrorist groups in 
several Western European countries had decided to attack 
targets associated with NATO, the governments which are members 
of NATO, and businesses which have defense contracts. We have 
been in close consulté’ .ons with other governments to meet this 
threat. I will have comment on specifics. 


Q You mentioned West European terrorist groups. 
The French news agency report goes to also mention documents. 





A I mentioned terrorist groups in several Western 
European countries. 


Q Oh. So you're not specifically saying that 
they're West-- they could be? 


a Neither one way or the other. 


Q Have you anything on terrorist movements from the 
Middle East into West European countries? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Have you anything on an Islamic Jihad connection 
with these threats? 

@ No. 

Q Going back to Nicaragua again -- 

Q Can we have a copy of your statement? 

A Yes, you can have a copy. 


Q It was quite clear that the visit of the Iranian 
Prime Minister to Nicaragua that triggered the whole statements 
and stories coming out from this country, do you have anything 
over and above the visit to indicate that there are movements 
by the Iranians in Central America? 


a I have nothing really to add to what I said 
before on that matter, and I will refer you to the remarks at 
the White House, including the President's remarks of yesterday 
which were quite comprehensive, and the Spokesman's remarks of 
this morning. 


Q About Nicaragua, last year, the State Department 
produced something about the involvement of PLO and Libya in 
the matter, and they said that they caught only some Arabic 
magazine or newspaper; they haven't any substantiate documents, 
or anything like that. Can you make that available? 

iJ What documents are you referring to? 

About involvement of PLO and Libya in Nicaragua. 


Q 
i) And can I make documents available on that? 
Q 


Yes. 

















a No. 


Q Also, this morning, in The Washington Post, there 
was a story that the United States Government agreed to provide 


Israel with $1.9 billion worth of military assistance. Will 
this figure be put to force during the visit of Mr. Rabin, and 
— ~ Rabin will be meeting with Secretary Shultz during his 
visit 


a As you now, from this podium, I can't get into 
any discussion on specific military or economy aid level 
figures, and I'm not going to get into the substance of our 
diplomatic exchanges with the Government of Israel. 


But you had a more specific question on -- 
Q His meeting with the Secretary. 


é Defense Minister Rabin's -- Defense Minister 
Rabin will be in Washington from January 27 to January 30 at 
the invitation of Secretary of Defense Weinberger. 


Defense Minister Rabin will be meeting with Secretary 
Shultz and other senior Administration officials during the 
course of his visit, and I refer you to the White House and the 
Defense Department for further comment. 


Q Let me ask you the question in a different way. 
The story in The Washington Post this morning indicates that 


there was an agreement and the Secretary has agreed to accept 
the $1.9 billion without trying to go into the diplomatic 


correspondence between the State of Israel and the United 
States. 


Was this discussed and was this agreed in the higher 
levels of the United States Administration to provide $1.9 
billion of assistance to Israel? 


A Again, I'm not going to get into specific 
deliberations within the American Government on this issue. 


~-MORE-- 





Q The Pope, as you may know, is beginning a tour of 
Latin America today, which has been covered with a lot of fear 
that he's in physical danger on this tour. As a matter of 
fact, several weeks ago the Venezuelan Government shut down the 
entire operation of an organization called “Tradition, Family 
and Property” in that nation because they were discovered to 
have been involved in an assassination plot, preparing for the 
Pope's visit. 


I'm wondering if you've got any comment on that. 
Specifically, is anything being done about those in this 
Administration who have worked closely with “Tradition, Family 
and Property"? Specifically, General Vernon Walters. 


A I have nothing qn that. 
Q Can you look into that? 
7 I can look into it. I have nothing on this. 


The Deputy Foreign Minister of New Zealand has 
made a statement out there in response to some inquiries from 
his sister country of Australia, saying that the New Zealand 
Government is not going to be deterred from its position that 
the government has already taken regarding refusal to allow 
nuclear ships of allied countries, including the United States, 
into its area. Do you have any comment? 


i) No, Don. I don't have any specific -—- 


Q Do you have anything more to say about this New 
Zealand ship situation? You said the other day -- 


A Well, with reference-- 

Q The U.S. has made its proposal for a ship visit. 

a Uh-huh. 

The one thing I can tell you is that with reference to 
these reports, let me take the opportunity to quote the 
statement of the 1984 ANZUS Council Communique, which continues 
to be the policy of the United States: 

“access by allied aircraft and ships to the airfields 


and ports of the ANZUS members was reaffirmed as essential to 
the continuing effectiveness of the Alliance." 


Q You are aware, are you not, that that was made by 
the prior Government of New Zealand and not the present one? 











a Yes, I am. 


Q On another matter out there in that part of the 
world, do you have any comment further on the Korean 
Goverment's earlier statements that Mr. Kim Dae Jung was going 
to be imprisoned when he comes back are not representing the 
opinion of the government? 


a We welcome the Korean Goverment‘'s statement that 
the remark represented strictly the personal views of the 
official and does not relate to the position of the Korean 
Goverrment in any manner . 


Q Is there anything more you can say on it? 
i) That's all I have. Ralph? 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that the 
Administration is prepared not to ask Japan to continue its 
import quotas on Japanese automobiles to the United States -- 
the import voluntary restrictions? 


6 I have nothing on that. 
Q Could you take that question, please? 
A Let me see if I can look into that. 


What is the Secretary of State's position on 
formation of a Trade Department? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
Administration is planning to offer humanitarian assistance to 
political opponents of Nicaragua in Costa Rica and Honduras? 


A No. 


Q Could you take that question. 





6 Let me — could you rephrase your question, 
please? 


Q Yes. There are reports that the Administration 
is planning to ask for humanitarian assistance to Nicaraguan 
political exiles living in Costa Rica and Honduras. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a Let me look into that. 
Q Okay. 
a Okay? 


Q Sri Lanka's National Security Minister is 
visiting here. Is the visit official, and what's the purpose 
of his visit; and when will he be meeting with Secretary Shultz 
and what will they be talking about? 


“ You're referring to the visit of the Sri Lankan 
Minister for National Security? 


Q Yes. 


‘ The Sri Lankan Minister for National Security, 
Lalith Athulathmudali, will be in Washington in late January 
for meetings with Secretary Shultz and other officials to 
discuss matters of mutual concern. 


Q Is he here with a shopping list for U.S. security 
assistance to combat the terrorists in Sri Lanka? 


6 Well, I will not speculate on what issues might 
be raised -- and certainly not in the way you've framed your 
question. 


Q Do you deny that he's here with a shopping list? 
(Laughter. ) 


a Excuse me? (Laughter. ) 

Q Will you deny that he's here with a shopping list:? 

6 Well, let me just say that we do not contemplate 
any fundamental change in our security assistance to Sri Lanka, 
which for some time has been limited to a modest international 
military education and training program similar to those we 
have with most countries in South Asia and elsewhere. 


Q Do you have a figure on that? 











Q Do you have anything new to -- 
a I have no figure on that, no. 
Q 


Do you have anything new today on the proposed 
sale of arms to Saudi Arabia —— the F-15s and other equipment? 


a I have nothing new than what was told to you 
recently — this week -—- by Bernie. 


Q Wow that Ariel Sharon's libel suit against Time 
magazine is over, does the Department have any comment on the 
results of his suit? 


a No. It would be inappropriate for me to comment 
on that issue. 


Q It's over. 


You, in gest, alluded to the pronunciation of 
your last name, and I wonder if you could give us a serious 
reply to that. 


6 (Laughter.) It's Djerejian (pronouncing name). 
Q Djierejian. Okay. 


6 Its translation in English actually is Potter, 
but my father's name was Peter; so he never had it changed. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q And I understand the United States withdrew from 
the agenda of the Inter-American Development Bank a loan 
request by Chile on Wednesday and wonder if you have any 
explanation as to why the U.S. representative in the Bank did 
that. 


a I'm going to have to direct your question to the 
Treasury Department, which issues instructions to the Executive 
Director of the Inter-American Development Bank. I can't go 
beyond that, sorry. 


Q Can you go back over -- any comment on the report 
saying that Mrs. Kirkpatrick would refuse to work under the 
auspices or under the direction of Secretary Shultz? 


6 I have absolutely no comment on that report. 
(Laughter. ) 
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Q Does this Administration know anything about an 
alleged Red Book that AP reported yesterday -—-— apparently a 
Soviet list of Western technologies that they are giving their 
spies a quota of four a year to obtein or something? Does this 
ring any bells? 


a Let me take that. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can I go back on Sri Lanka, please? According to 
ihe_washington fost story, the the Sri Lankan Government has 
announced that more than 30,000 arms will be issued to a 
political group of civilians against another group of civilians 
-- any comment? And, at the same time, the Minister of 
Security is visiting the U.S., as you indicated. Any comments 
on that -—- that the government is issuing 30,000 arms to 
civilians? 


6 I have nothing on those reports. 


Q Can you look into that Post story, please? 

bs Let me see if there is something to that, but -- 
Q Thank you. 

Q Thank you. 

& Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 























poste: / /2 o/ aS 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 25, 1985 


JAPAN: Auto Exports to the U.S. 





Q Do you have any comment on the reports that the Administra- 
tion is prepared not to ask Japan to continue its voluntary 
restrictions on Japanese automobiles to the United States? 

A. We are still studying the issue and have not taken 


a decision. It has not been discussed at Cabinet 


level. 











POSTED: //26/96 oO 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 25, 1985 


VENEZUELA: Plot Against the Pope 





Q Several weeks ago the Venezuelan government shut down the 
entire operation of an organization called “Tradition, 
Family, and Property” because they were discovered to 
have been involved in an assassination plot preparing for 
the Pope's visit. I'm wondering if you've got any comment 
on that? Specifically, is anything being done about 
those in this Administration who have worked closely with 
"Tradition, Family, and Property,” specifically, General 
Vernon Walters? 


A General Walters has never worked -- closely or 


otherwise -- with this oraqanization. 

















POSTED: U/24 8S 


a ? ie TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 25, 1985 


USSR: “Redbook” of Western Technology 





Q Does this Administration know anything about an alleged 
"Redbook" that AP reported yesterday -- apparently a 
Soviet list of Western technologies; that they are giving 
their spies a quota of four a year to obtain? 


A: We have no confirmation of that report. However, it is well 
known that Soviets have a massive, centrally-directed program 
to acquire sensitive military related technology from the 


Q: What is being done to prevent the Soviets from acquiring 
sensitive military technolegy from the West? 


West. 


A: We are working closely with West Germany and other Western 
allies and Japan through COCOM -- (an informal Coordinating 
Committee composed of Japan and our NATO allies minus Spein 


and Iceland) to enforce a mutually agreed embargo of a; :.*::¥ 


sensitive products and technology to the Warsaw Pact. 
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DPC #18 


MONDAY, JANUARY 28, 1985, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got a couple of brief 
announcements. 


One: The French Foreign Minister, Roland Dumas, will 
be visiting Washington February 2-5. This is a normal working 
visit of the Foreign Minister, a close friend and ally. 


And a second announcement: The Secretary will 
participate in commentary 's celebration of Norman Podhoretz's 
25th anniversary as tor. He will be one of several 
delivering toasts at a dinner in New York tomorrow, January 
29. The evening is by invitation only. If you have any 
questions, please telephone ‘s Executive Editor, Neil 
Kozodoy, at (212) PL-1-4000. (212) PL-1-4000. That ends the 
announcements, and I'll take your questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that 
Chernenko's health is now irreversible, and that a succession 
plan may have been approved? 


A No. I don't have anything particularly on that. 


Q Do you have any -- this morning we saw on 
television a videotape of a person purporting to be Mr. Buckley 
-- one of those Americans who have been kidnapped for about a 
year -- asking the U.S. Government to help get them out. 


Can you confirm that in fact is Mr. Buckley, and do 
you have any comment on his expression of hope that the U.S. 
will do something? 


a Well, I do have some things on that, Bern. In 
general, we obviously welcome -- the general reply to your 
question, Bern: We obviously welcome this evidence that 
William Buckley is alive and well, and the indication that 
Jeremy Levin and Benjamin Wier are also well. 








f, 


We hope that those who are holding Peter Kilburn and 
Father Lawrence Jenco would also provide news of their 
condition. We once more call upon those who have kidnapped our 
citizens to release them as soon as possible. 


Q Do you have any more on that? 


Q Bernie, do you mean by that that it's your 
assumption that the other two are not being held in the same 
place and by the same people as Levin, Wier and Buckley? 


i) I cannot speculate on that, Ralph. I have no 
information on that. 


Q What does your statement mean when it says -- are 
you -— when you -- the last part of your statement, are you 
addressing that statement to the same people who released the 
tape of Mr. Buckley? 


A No. I suppose it is going to the address of 
those who are holding the other two who were not mentioned by 
Buckley. Buckley alluded to only two of the other hostages, of 
the five, and what I am saying -- that we hope those who are 
holding the other two would also provide news of their 
condition. 


Q Bernie, do you think that this videotape was 
released in any way in response to U.S. pressure? 


A I am not going to be drawn into any speculation 
on that, Dennis. 


Q What is the United States doing to get the five 
people out? 


a The United States continues to be in contact with 
a variety of parties in the region, and the U.S. is pursuing 
all possible avenues of inquiry. The release of all the 
kidnapped Americans remains at top Administration priority. 


Q Bernie, have we had any direct contact with those 
people holding these five? 


°) I have nothing on that at all. 
Q Copies of your statements? 


A No. They're just put together in a different 
way. I'm sorry. 
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Q Can I follow Bernie's question again for a 
second? What do you --— how do you assess the plea made in the 
tape for "U.S. action?" 


a I'm not going to do any assessment at all, 
Ralph. I'll have to say that what Mr. Buckley said will just 
have to speak for itself, and as to his call, I think he used 
the word “action,” is that right? 


Q "Quickly." 


A It is not clear from the tape itself what action 
is being requested. It is important that we remember that Mr. 
Buckley is a hostage and has been so for almost a year now and 
is not speaking as a free man. 


Q Bernie, has the U.S. Government received any 
specific demands that would -- for their release? 


; A IT cannot be drawn into any kind of speculation 
like that, 8111. 


Q Bernie, there have been a number of publicly -- 
it has been publicly stated a number of times that one of the 
demands, if not the demand, is the release of some people who 
are being held by Kuwait --— some Shi'ites who are being held by 
Kuwait, I believe the same ones who are at issue in the Kuwait 
airline hijacking case that took place in Iran recently. 


Do you have any comment on that demand or on whether 
that demand is related to this -- to the holding of these 
hostages? 


A No. I have no comment, Ralph. 

Q Can I follow again, please? Can you tell us 
whether this tape -- the release of this tape is the first 
videotape or film released of any of the three hostages who are 
mentioned in this tape? 

a I have nothing on that question. 

Q Would you take that question, please? 

4 No. I will not. 

Q Pardon me --— when you said you are in contact 
with all parties, can you specify what parties you mein -- the 


Shi'ite militia, or the Lebanese Government, or which  arties 
in the Middle East? 
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a I cannot become specific in reply to your 
question. Simply to reiterate, that the U.S. continues to be 
in contact with a variety of parties in the region, and that 
the U.S. is pursuing all possible avenues of inquiry. 


Q Can we understand -- 


A Beyond that, in reply to your question about 
being specific, dealing in specific addresses, so to speak, I 
cannot get involved in that. 


Q Can we understand that maybe you have contact 
beyond Lebanon? Can we understand that? 


A Whatever you choose to interpret -- 
Q Varieties of -- 


A -—- “a variety of parties in the region" will have 
to be your interpretation. I cannot help you on that. 


Q Bernie, any information on how the tape was 
obtained by VisNews? 


a No. I have nothing on that beyond what I've read 
on the wires. 


Q Jesse Jackson has discussed the possibility of 
trying to arrange the release of some of these people. Is it 
the State Department's view that this would help or hurt the 
situation? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, can you say whether the tape that was 
seen today is consistent with the State Department's knowledge 
of previous dealings with a variety of parties in this case? 
The information you got today, is it consistent with the 
information the U.S. has received in the past on these hostages? 


a Nothing for you, Ralph. 
Q Another subject -- 


a Let me -— in just one second. Let me just 
slightly amplify the question that you put to me before and in 
which I chose not to be specific. That -- on the grounds that 
this would unnecessarily complicate efforts to obtain the 
release of the hostages and could endanger their safety, and 





for that reason we are not going to provide any details of our 
various exchanges. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 7 


A No. You can't. I'm sorry. I've been just 
reading bits and pieces here. 


-- MORE -- 


2AYY 





Q O.K. I have a question. Bernie, in the new 
language, or the language of the new resolution that will be 
submitted to the U.S. Congress about the moving of the U.S. 
Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, there is one paragraph 
which reads -- and I want the State Department comment on that 
-— “Whereas the City of Jerusalem is predominantly Jewish and 
is the spiritual center of Judaism and of no other religion...." 


My question is, what is your comment on this “of no 
other religion?" 


a I have no comment on that. I have no guidance on 
that, and I will not make any comment. 


Q Well, excuse me. ‘ n you look into this as to 
issue a statement to emphasize importance of Jerusalem for 
the three religions of the worla —_ 


A I will take a look at it and see whether it's 
possible to get anything for you. 


Q Thank you. 

A Let me try somebody else, please? 

Q I'd like to follow up on the -- 

a I beg your pardon? I'm sorry, I didn't -- 


I'd like to follow up on your first statement 
that you were working with all parties concerned to release 
these hostages. Is this a step forward, the fact that they 


showed a video of one of the hostages and showed that it was 
current? Are things moving forward? Is that a favorable sign? 


a Well, you've noticed that at the very outset in 
reply to the very first question -- I think it was Bernie's -- 
that I said that we obviously welcome this evidence that 
William Buckley is alive and well and the indication that Mr. 
Levin and Mr. Weir are also well. 


Q Does that mean we are moving forward in 
negotiations? 
) Well, you can put your interpretation -- On 


negotiations, I have not been saying anything at all about 
negotiations. 


Q Is the Dumas visit a preparation for a Mitterrand 
visit, as the French press is saying? 











a I have nothing on that. 


Q The Sri Lankan Security Minister was in the 
building this morning meeting with Mr. Murphy and Mr. 
Armacost. Last week, the State Department, reacting to reports 
that the Minister was here calling for security assistance from 
the U.S., said that they do not contemplate any fundamental 
change in security assistance to Sri Lanka. 


What assistance does the U.S. intend providing to 
alleviate the communal conflict in Sri Lanka? And what were 
these meetings about? 


A I have nothing on that for you now. If it is 
possible a bit later to get any kind of readout on any meeting, 
I'll try to help you. But I have nothing at the moment. 


Q I've got a follow-up, Bernie. Last Friday we 
asked what the U.S. view on the Sri Lankan Government's 
decision to settle armed families of the majority population 
into predominantly minority areas, and Ed said that he might 
have something on it. Have you got something on it? . 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We'll look into it. 
MR. KALB: Ed says that he will look into it. 


(Laughter) 
Yes, Jim. 
Q (inaudible) a New Zealand newspaper is reporting 


that Secretary Shultz has asked Lange personally to change 
their policy on the ships. Do you have anything on it? 


a I have nothing on that. 

Just -- Let me try Spence, please. 

Q Bernie, anything on the Philippine Foreign 
Minister's indication that U.S. military advisers may help the 
Philippine armed forces in their insurgency battle? 

a I have nothing on that, Spence. 


Q Is the Reagan Administration considering limiting 
trade further with Nicaragua or calling on its allies to do so? 


a On Nicaragua? 








Q Right. 
~ & I have nothing on that. 
Q 


Bernie, anything new on the war between Iraq and 
Iran? It's been reported -- 


A No. I don't have any kind of a situation report, 
if that is what you're getting at. If you're asking about the 
sale of arms, if that is your question -- 

Q Well, on the sale of arms, then? 

(Laughter) 

a I have nothing on it. 

(Laughter) 


Q Besides a situation report, do you have anything 
on the -- 


a No, I don't have a situation report. 

Q Right. Aside from the lack of information on a 
situation report, do you have any comment on an Iraqi claim 
that they are launching a ground assault on Iranian territory? 


a No. Sorry; have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that Iran 
is willing to supply oil to Nicaragua? 
a No. 


Q Bernie, is the Administration considering 
releasing oil from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve to add to 
OPEC's problems and maybe further fragment the cartel? 

a Did everybody hear that? 


(Laughter) 


I have nothing on that. 








Q How serious does the Administration perceive the 
terrorism threat in Nicaragua to be at this point? And what 
action is it contemplating to take care of that threat? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, Joanne, 
but let's see if we can't get something for you on that. 


Q Have you got any comment on the Archbishop of £1 
Salvador's claim that their killings have gone up last month 
markedly? 

Aa No, I don't. No comment on that. 

Bill. Sorry. 

Q Last week you were asked, or Ed was asked, if you 
had anything on the U.S. plans to provide humanitarian aid and 
funds to Nicaraguan civilian exiles. You had nothing then. Do 
you have anything now on that? 


a You mean humanitarian aid to -- 


Q -- Nicaraguan exiles in Honduras and Costa Rica. 
4 We have consistently stated that we continue to 


seek approval of all requests for funds in support of programs 
which will contribute to economic, political, and social 
development in Central America. 


I will not get into a discussion of internal 
deliberations within the State Department or of private 
discussions between the State Department and the Congress. 

Q Copy of that? 


a No, sorry. I sort of read bits and pieces of 
what I have. 


Marvin. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on the Chinese-Vietnamese 
border clashes of recent weeks, the seriousness with which the 
Department views it? 


a No, I have nothing on that, Marvin. 


I think we had some guidance the other day on that, 
and we can fish that out of the Press Office for you. 


Q Do you have a schedule for the meeting of Mr. 
Rabin with Secretary Shultz and with the President this week? 


a Well, I think you know that the meeting is this 
afternoon. Just that the Defense Minister Rabin is scheduled 
to meet with the Secretary at 1:30 today. That's all I have on 
that. 


Q Okay. Do you have any comment on King Hussein's 
statement on WETA, and are there any plans for the Jordanian 
King to visit Washington in the next few months? 


a King Hussein is, as you know, a good friend of 
the United States, has been for over a quarter of a century. 
He's always welcome in Washington. He is not now scheduled to 
come to Washington for the immediate future. 


Q What do you mean by “immediate future?" -- two 
months, three months? 


a I cannot parse the calendar for you. “Immediate 
future" -- what do you think it means? 


Q Ed took my question last week about the report 
out of Bonn of a Red Book from Moscow. ODid you ever get 


anything on that? 


a Might have something on that. The Red Book -- is 
that -— the specific on that deals with -- 


Q It's a checklist of high technology that the 
Soviet agents have a quota to steal -- four a year, I think? 


a Uh-huh. The only thing I have on that -- is that 
what you asked last week, having to do with quotas and so forth? 


Q No, I didn't mention that. It was an AP report 
out of Bonn Thursday or Friday. There was four-page report 
released by the German authorities. 
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4 We may be talking about something else, and 
therefore I'll just sidestep that. 


Q No, no, we're not talking about something else. 
There was only one Red Book. That was the -- 


a Well, if you press into a corner, what I'll tell 
you is I have no confirmation of that report. There you are. 


Q Can you take the question about the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve and the possible release of U.S. oil on the 
world market now? : 


a I'm not sure that I would get involved in that. 


Q Bernie, can you tell us anything, in general, 
about what the Secretary will be talking with Rabin; and, if 
not, can you direct us to somebody who would te'l us something 
about Rabin's visit? 


a No, I cannot, nor am I in a position to, go 
through any sort of agenda that there may be in the talks 
between the Defense Minister and the Secretary of State. 


Q Will there be something after the visit with the 
Secretary? 


i) I cannot get involved in any of those private, 
diplomatic discussions. 


No. But what I mean is -- I'm not asking you get 
involved in the private discussions; I'm asking you if there 
will be something that's a logistic, I think, problem -- 


a Something what? 


Q If there will be something released after the 
visit of the Defense Minister to the State Department today? 
Will there be a briefing? 


a I, at this point -- at this point, I am not aware 
of any kind of release of any sort of information that would in 
any way detail or spell out the nature of the conversation, or 
the subjects that they discussed. 


Q Today, the Washington Post says that the 
Salvadoran army is thinking of adding a fourth machine gun to 
the C-47 gunship which we provided them with? Would that 
violate the pact that we have made with them about use of the 
gunship, or is that something that they're free to do? 
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a I cannot give you a specific reply. I think 
there was a reference to something on that subject last week 
that may have an answer to your question. I'm not sure. And 
if it does not have it, we'll see what's possible by way of a 
reply. 


Bassem, did you have something? Nothing at all. 
Ralph? 


Q Bernie, can I come back for just a second to the 
hostages again? You may have answered this, but I'm sorry, I 
may have missed it. 


In your answer, did you indicate whether the U.S. now 
believes that all five American hostages are alive and well, or 
do you have any reason to believe that the ones who were not 
mentioned in today's tape are not? You see what I'm getting at? 


A Yes, with absolute clarity. And with absolute 
clarity, let me tell you that I'm not going to get involved in 
any discussion of what evidence is available to the United 
States. 


I think you noted before that, in reply to a question 
from here, a decision not to provide any details on our various 
exchanges since this would unnecessarily complicate efforts to 
obtain their release and could endanger their security. 


Q That's true, but you did welcome tiie indication 
that the other two named in the tape were fine? 


a That's correct. And what I have said and what I 
have replied to your questions, I stand with that. But in 
response to being prodded to go beyond that for additional 
information, for various specifics, I cannot do that. 


Q Does the release of this videotape suggest that 
those holding the hostages have an urgency about their desire 
to resolve this? 


A I am not going to put any characterization on the 
motivations for the release of the tape. 


Q Thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 





Posted: /24/ ¢s 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 28, 1985 


JERUSALEM: WORDING OF RESOLUTION 





Q: In the language of a new resolution that [has been] 
submitted to the U.S. Congress about the moving of the U.S. 
Embassy from Jerusalem to Tel Aviv, there is one paragraph 
which reads, “Whereas the city of Jerusalem is predomiantly 
Jewish, and is the spiritual center of Judaism, and of no other 
religion....* What is your comment on the words “no other 
religion"? 

A: -- There has been no change in our position that the final 
status of Jerusalem -- which has special significance for 
Christians, Jews and Muslims throughout the world -- must 
be settled in the context of negotiations for a final 
settlement. We believe that whatever solution is 
eventually agreed upon should preserve Jerusalem as an 
undivided city. It should provide free access to the 
Christian, Jewish and Muslim holy places, without 


discrimination, to permit the free exercise of worship. [t 


should assure the basic rights of all the city's residen:s. 








Posted: 4,/5/#5 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 28, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


SRI LANKA: RESETTLEMENT 





Q: On Friday, January 25, we asked the Department's view on 
the Sri Lankan government's decision to settle armed families 
of the majority population into predominantly minority areas. 
Have we got something on it? 


A: -- We do not have any comment. 


re 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 29, 1985, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got a couple of 
announcements here, please. 


One: Available in the Press Office at 3:15 this 
afternoon will be the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary 
for Interamerican Affairs, Langhorn Motley, before the House 
Foreign Relaticns Committee, Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere 
activities. 


And then a second statement: The fifth round of the 
Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and 
Disarmament opens today in Stockholm. 


As President Reagan said on January 17, “The Stockholm 
Conference is entering a new phase of its work. DOuring the 
previous round, the Conference finally succeeded in adopting a 
new working structure which should encourage more detailed 
discussions and comparison of the proposals before it. We hope 
that this new arrangement will foster the beginning of 
productive negotiations on the substance of a final agreement. 
The U.S. and our Allies look for a successful outcome to this 
Conference, one which will further the goals of the Helsinki 
process to which it belongs, by lowering the artificial 
barriers which divide Europe and encouraging more constructive, 
cooperative relationships among individuals as well as among 
nations." 

The U.S. believes that tangible process in the 
Stockholm Conference can contribute significantly to an 
improved East-West relationship and enhance security for Europe. 


That being the case, why we'll go to questions. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 





oa Yes, you can have a copy of that. 


Q Secretary Weinberger suggested today that there 
might have to be an agreement between the United States and the 
Soviet Union on the succession of the -—-— whether there would 
have to be three sets of agreements in the three sets of talks, 
or that an arms control agreement will all be worked out at the 
— time. He said there were significant differences over 
that. 


Can that be settled as you go, or does it have to be 
worked ahead of time? 


‘ I think that since Weinberger made the address, I 
would refer you to Secretary Weinberger at the Pentagon. 


Q Bernie? 
i Yes? 


Q On the CDE, do you have any comment on the Soviet 
Treaty tabled or proposed at the opening of today's conference 
session? 


6 We have not yet received the text of a Soviet 
proposal -- to which you just referred, Ralph -- but will 
examine it carefully. 


As you will recall, President Reagan stated on June 4, 
in Dublin, “If discussions on reaffirming the principle not to 


use force, a principle on which we believe so deeply. will 
bring the Soviet Union to negotiate agreements which will give 


concrete new meaning to that principle, we will gladly enter 
into such discussions.” 


We are pleased that the Stockholm Conference is now 
organized in a way which facilitates serious consideration of 
detailed proposals. As you know, NATO has already introduced a 
package of six concrete measures. We plan to provide detailed 
elaboration of these during the coming round of Stockholm 
negotiations. 


We call upon the Soviets to engage in serious and 
detailed negotiations in Stockholm on concrete confidence and 
security-—building measures. 


Q Bernie, would we consider a first-use of nuclear 
weapons a serious provosal? 


6 I don't hear you or understand you? 





Q Do we consider the Soviet proposal of no 
first-—use of nuclear weapons or conventional weapons a serious 
proposal in that — 


a Jim, what I have in response to your question is 
what I have just read. I've got nothing beyond that. 


Q Can we have a copy of that one, Bernie? 
f Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, I understand the American proposal on 
non-use of force would bar the use of force, both within -- 
both externally and within the respective Warsaw Pact and NATO 
Alliances. 


Do you have any guidance or any sense of whether the 
Soviet treaty proposal is consistent with the proposal 
President Reagan made in June? 


() I haven't, John. 


Q Can you take the question of whether there are 
significant differences between the Soviet proposal today and 
what the President proposed? 


a I'll take a look into it and if it's possible, 
we'll get something out. 


Q Bernie? 
6 Yes? 


Q What indication do you have that King Fahd may be 
cancelling his visit to the U.S. based upon the fact that the 
U.S. wants to limit the talks to bilateral relations, whereas 
the King wants to make it an all-inclusive visit? 


a All I have in response to the question that 
you're talking about, -- speculation about a cancellation by 
King Fahd: unwarranted speculation. The report that perhaps 
originated in some of these questions, itself, contains denials 
by the State Department, the White House and the Saudi Embassy. 


Q So you're saying that he is going to come? 


a Yes. There's nothing at all that would indicate 
that there's any cancellation whatever. 





Q Bernie, that same report, I believe, said a 
decision had been made not to go ahead with arms sales. Do you 
have anything on that, the specific aspect of it? 


A What I said -- I think it was the other day, and 
previously -- an arms package designed to enhance Saudi defense 
capability has been under consideration. Until we are ready to 
notify the Congress of such a sale, we are not going to be any 
more specific. ' 


Q You're not responding to the question of whether 
there has been a decision to put off any decision for the next 
two or three months? 


A I think that you are listening very carefully, 
and I responded to the degree that I can. 


Q Bernie, as to the other part of the same report, 
do you believe that the Reagan Administration would be ready to 
discuss frab affairs with the Saudi monarch or just the 
bilateral arrangements between the United States and Saudi 
Arabia? 


A I will not, cannot, attempt to sketch out the 
agenda for the talks between the President and the King. 


Q Even in principle? 


6 In principle, I think you are well qualified to 
handle it. 


~-MORE-- 











Q Will we have anybody in the next few days, 
possibly. for the visit, because it's taking place the lith of 
February, who will brief us and tell us something about what's 
going to happen here? 


a That's a fair question. Let me see if it's 
possible. You're asking for the possibility of an advance 
briefing. 


Q Yes. Okay. Another question: Do you have any 
comment on a report that the Arab population of Rafaa, the 
divided city, on the subject of a plan to evacuate them from 
the city, which has been proposed and voiced by the Israelis? 


‘ I have nothing on that. 
Q Can you check? 


6 I'm not sure. I'll take a look if I can. If I 
can, you'll get something. I don't have anything on that. 


Please. 


Q Could you look into the report from the Kuwaiti 
press that the U.S. has agreed with Iraq to sell them 45 combat 
warplanes? If you have nothing on it today, could you look 
into that? 


The report's coming out of the Kuwaiti press that the 
U.S. has agreed to sell Iraq warplanes, as it was agreed 
between talks with the Iraqi Foreign Minister and President 


Reagan. 

a Let me -- 

Q Last November. 

) Let me get something for you on that. * 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

6 Because I think I have an answer, but I'm not 
sure about -- whether your question is in @ very, very narrow 
band. 

Q Bernie -- 

i Yeah. 


* question answered on page seven 





Q Could you broaden that to just find out whether 
the -- there's been any change in the frigates -- any change in 
the arms sale policy towards Iraq? 

a To the degree that I can. Ye... * 

Q Thank you. 

Q Bernie, do you have any comment on a report from 
New Zealand, that New Zealand has asked the United States to 
change the ship that's due for a port call? 

a Uh-nuh. No. Nothing on it. WNo comment. 

Q No comment at all? 

a No comment at all. 


Q Can you tell us whether the U.S. has received any 
diplomatic protest from New Zealand on the subject of the 
pending ship port call? 


b I had a “no comment" for the first question. Do 
you think I would be more forthcoming on a second? 


Q As you well know, there are many times when the 
briefer is prepared with “if pressed" guidances, and that's 
what I was trying to get. (Laughter)a 


bs That's right. Today I don't feel pressed 
whatsoever. (Laughter) 


Q Bernie -- 
“ Yes. 


Q Do you have any thoughts at all on the fact that 
New Zealand is now -- as to taking a stand on this time? 


bo My thoughts are my thoughts, and I have nothing 
on guidance thoughts. 


Q Do you have anything in the guidance on the 
emerging problems among China, Thailand, Cambodia, Vietnam -- 
that same border problem that 1 asked you about yesterday? 


‘ That's true. You did. You did, and if I had 
nothing yesterday, I'm sorry, I have nothing as well today 


* question answered on page seven 





Q Is the U.S. in some form of discussion now with 
Thailand about possible cross-border operations by both the 
Vietnamese going west and the Chinese going south? 


a On two levels, Marvin: One, I would not get 
involved in any diplomatic exchances; and, two, I simply have 
nothing on that very question. 


(Staff hands paper to Mr. Kalb) 

Q Are you discrimine* ing? 

6 No. What I thought we had here was a question 
about Iraq, and that there was a report, apparently, about the 
U.S. being prepared to provide Iraq with a variety of arms. Is 
that the one you were referring to? 

Q Yes. 

6 Completely false. The U.S. remains neutral in 
the Iran-Iraq war. We do not license J.S. arms exports either 
directly or via third countries to either belligerent. 

Q Copy of that? 


“ No. I'm sorry. It's a scratched up page with a 
large picture of me. (Laughter) 


Q Any further information regarding the visit of 
Mr. Rabin to Washington? 


a Rabin? Here? Well, yes. You know, he is here. 
(Laughter) He had a cordial meeting with the Secretary of 
State, and, as you know, he's meeting Secretary Murphy today. 
If you press me, I may give you the time. (Laughter) 


Q I'd also like to know the agenda of the subjects 
discussed. 


A Yes. Of course. (Laughter) 


Q Why does the Defense Minister see the Assistant 
Secretary of State? 


id Because he's already seen the Secretary of State. 
Q Right. So is there -- 


‘ So now he is seeing the Assistant Secretary of 
State for that particular area. 








Q Uh-huh. And are they getting into issues 
relating to the Israeli withdrawal from southern Lebanon? 


A Uh-huh, a very interesting question. I will not 
speculate about the agenda. 


Q Well, what about south Lebanon? Do you have any 
comment on the attack on Colonel Lahad? 


A No. I have nothing on that. South Lebanon? I'm 
sorry. Nothing. 


Q Do you have any -- 
ca Let me just try the other side. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on a report that 
the Lebanese Government gave Morris Draper a transcript of the 
conversation between General Sharon and the Gemayel family in 
1982, September? 


6 I am unaware of it, and I have nothing here on it. 
Q Bernie -- 
ia Let's try it back here, please. 
Q Bernie -- 


Q Do you have a reaction on the joint declaration 
of six world leaders in New Delhi on a nuclear freeze? 


6 Uh-huh. We have not yet seen the text of the 
diplomatic program of action. This is on the Delhi declaration 
of the six calling -- 


Q Yes. 


be As we've said before, the U.S. respects the 
sincerity of purpose and commitment to peace of the six world 
statesmen who have issues the declaration. A U.S. negotiating 
team under Ambassador Max Kampelman will begin discussions with 
the Soviet Union in Geneva on March 12 on space and defense 
issues. Our object in these and the tandem negotiations on 
offensive nuclear weapons -- forces -- is to reach arms control 
agreements which strengthen stability and enhance international 
security. 





With respect to space, we would point out that it is 
already subject to many military uses which help maintain 
stability and preserve peace. for example, both the U.S. and 
the U.S.S.R8. use space for such purposes as early warning and 
the monitoring of arms control agreements. 


With respect to space weapons, it is the Soviet Union 
that maintains the world's only operational ASAT weapon. 


A CTB --— comprehensive test ban —— continues to be a 
longstanding objective of U.S. arms control policy, in the 
context of deep and verifiable arms reductions, expanded 
confidence—building measures, and improved verification 
capabilities. The verification of a CTS remains a major 
problem. Moreover, there continue to be significant concerns 
about other national security implications of a CTB. 


That is the end of the statement that I have here. 

Q Copy? 

Q Will these leaders be welcome -- 

‘ Yes, Jim. You can. 

l beg your pardon? 

Q Will these leaders be welcome in Washington to 
present their case, because they said that they were going to 


go to all the capitals of the nuclear powers of the world -- 


6 I have no particular guidance on that, but I 
couldn't see any problems. 


Q The West Germans are saying that the Soviets have 
increased their SS-20s to 405. Is this a significant 
increase? Is the U.S. confirming that number? 


be I have nothing on that. I have no new statistics 
on the SS-20 numbers. 


Q Was the latest from the U.S. 3927 Is that 
correct? 


a It -- 
STAFF: 397. 


MR. KALB: 397, you say? I don't have the exact blips 
on the numbers there, but I think, if I could refer you, and I 


7 





10 


think the Press Office will help you on getting some past 
guidance that would go back several weeks. I think it goes 
back to a news conference in Europe, am I right? 

STAFF: <(Nods affirmatively) 


MR. KALB: That will be able to help you. Wallach? 


—— MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on the visit of the 
Hungarian Politburo member today? 


R Yes, I do. Mr. Havasi. a parliamentarian and 
secretary of the Central Committee of the Hungarian Socialist 
Workers Party. is here on a two-week virit to the United 
States. He met with the Vice President yesterday, saw the 
President briefly this morning, and met end is having lunch 
with Secretary Shultz today. Tomorrow, Mr. Havasi leaves for a 
trip around the United States during which he will visit a 
number of corporations and banks involved in U.S.—Hungarian 
trade. 


Q Copy? 


Sorry. It doesn't work too well on copies. 


2) 


Do you have anything on -- 


That is it, John. 


Q Do you know whether one of the topics at lunch 
will be the oft-postponed intention of the Secretary to visit 
Eastern Europe? 


6 I do not have the diplomatic menu. 


Q You don't have any additional guidance there on 
his visit? 


A No. I've exhausted what I have to say. 
Robin? 


Q Bernie, anything on the five American hostages in 
Lebanon? 


A On the hostages. Well, really nothing beyond 
what was said yesterday. As the President said, “We have not 
forgotten those who are being held. We believe this is the 
time for quiet diplomacy, and it would not be productive to 
Giscuss what we are doing to secure their release." 


Q Are there military steps being contemplated? 
A I will not go beyond what I nave just said. 


Q There is an assumption there that you're doing 
something, is that correct? 
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a Marvin, the assumption can be yours, and I think 
that it is not a stagnant operation that is at wort; but as it 
is made clear in statements, this is a time for quiet 
diplomacy. So the assumption that something is being done is 
obvious. 


Q Bernie, can you just limit that? When you say, 
Kater is being done,“ can you limit that to diplomatic 
efforts 


a Noi. I'm not going to expand that. I think it 
was made clear by the Administration that they are simply not 
sitting back, but quiet diplomacy so that no one is endangered, 
because there are lives at stake, obviously. 


Q Is there an American anti-terrorist unit now 
being deployed in the area? 


A I have nothing for you on that, John. 


Q Bernie, Jerry Levin's wife seemed to strike a 
note of -- 

f. I'm sorry. 

Q Jerry Levin's wife seemed to strike a note of 


optimism yesterday, which would indicate that more is being 
done than obviously meets the eye. But is that any closer to -- 


i? Who struck a note yesterday? 


Q Jerry Levin's wife, from CNN. 


Oh, his wife? I'm sorry. 


Q Yes. -- which would seem to indicate that we may 
be closer to some kind of a resolution to this problem than has 
been the case for a while. 


6 I'm just going to steer clear of that question. 


Q Do you have any situation report or assessment of 
the Taba talks between Israel and Egypt? 


6 On Taba, no, nothing more. Nothing by way of a 
readout, and as you know, the talks are scheduled to continue 
today. 


Q Do you have an official representative 
participating there in the talks -- U.S. representative? 
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a I think that I may have alluded to the fact 
yesterday that there is an American attending at the invitation 
of the two sides, and that's about all I have on that. 

Q €@ private citizen or an official? 

a I beg your pardon? 


Q Aé private citizen or an official — in an 
official capacity? 


a I think it is some sort of official capacity, yes. 
Bill. I'm sorry. Just a second. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S.-Israeli free 
trade zone negotiations? 


i On the free trade: very, very little -- just that 
the U.S. is hopeful that an agreement can be concluded shoriiy. 


Q Will you volunteer -- 


A Just a second, George. May I just sort of 
(inaudible) 
Q The South African Government says that there are 


65 American nuclear specialists at the Koeberg atomic power 
plant. Any idea of whether they are in violation of U.S. law? 


7 I have, as a matter of fact, a rather extensive 
bit of guidance on that, and I think the most expeditious way 
is to make it available at the Press Office for anybody who is 
interested. 


Q The last time, if I may say, that you volunteered 
to do that, we never really got it. Could we get it right 
after the briefing? Would that be possible? 


i) Let me take a look at it, and I think we can help 
you on that. 


Q O.K. And also, can I ask on South Africa? 
Foreign Minister Botha had some pretty tough criticism of 
American policy in an interview in The Washington Post. Do you 
have anything about his statements? 


a Which part? 
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Q O.K. He warned about disinvestment and he 
criticized Senator Kennedy, and anything else you'd like to -- 


a I have something on disinvestment. Our position 
on disinvestment by U.S. firms in South Africa is unambiguous 
and has been stated often. We oppose mandatory disinvestment. 
U.S. firms have played an important, positive role in 
encouraging change away from apartheid in the business area, in 
addition to spending over $100 million in the last seven years 
in projects outside the workplace designed to assist blacks in 
the community. This type of activity needs to be encouraged, 
not punished. In addition, we think that such a measure would 
harm those whom o'r policy is intended most to assist, namely 
those disadvantaged by apartheid. 


(In) a recent poll of black South African factory 
workers, conducted by respected University of Natal sociologist 
Lawrence Schlemmer, and funded by the State Department, they 
overwhelmingly (75 percent) opted for continued foreign 
(including U.S.) investment rather than disinvestment. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


fs Let me see. I've got it marked up, Ralph. If 
it's possible, yes. I'll leave that open. 


Q Within the context of investment in South Africa, 
there are the Sullivan Principles, which I think about 
one-third of U.S. companies there are in accordance with. 


Does the Administration feel that U.S. companies 
should sign the Sullivan Principles, and is it prepared to 
exert any form of pressure on such companies that do not? 

fe I don't have any particular guidance on that. If 
that question has been addressed in the past, then we can help 
you on that. But I just don't have it up here. 

Q Another follow-up? 

fe Just a second. 

Do you have any comment on a Middle East report 
that an invitation has been extended to King Hassan of Morocco 
to visit the United States? 


be King Hassan of Morocco? 


Q Yes. 





is 


‘ I have nothing on it. 

Q Nothing at all. Do you have any updating on the 
study being undertaken by the Department about the agreement 
between Morocco and Libya? 

a No. I have nothing on that, as well. 

Q Can I finish on this South African, please? 

é Yes. 


Q What about the Nelson Mandela statements offered 
by Foreign Minister Botha? 


a We welcome the spirit of Mr. Botha's statement, 
although he made it clear that he was speaking for himself. We 
have repeatedly called for a meaningful dialogue between the 
South African Government and all serious black groups to 
discuss reform of apartheid, and movement toward a system of 
rene based on the consent of all the governed in South 
Africa. 


Q Do you have any guidance there you'd like us to 
ask about, on South Africa? 


if Good try. 


Q Bernie, has the U.S. been asked by Egypt to 
clarify its position on the Taba issue? 


b Taba. I've very, very little on Taba. 
Didn't we address Taba already? 
(Laughter) 


4 We addressed Taba. Would somebody like to try 
Taba for a third time? 


Q Thank you. 
Right. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 29, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


EGYPT/ISRAEL: RAPAH 





Q: Any comment on the report that the [sraelis have proposed a 
plan to relocate the Arab population of Rafah? 


A: -- We refer you to the Governments of Egypt and Israel for 


comment. 
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WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 30, 1985, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got an announcement 
here, please: Wo noon briefing tomorrow due to the appearance 
of Secretary Shultz on tie Hill. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South 
Asian affairs Richard Murphy before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The 
subject of his testimony, “Middle East Developments." 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by AID Administrator Peter McPherson before the House 
Foreign affairs Committee. Testimony is on African Famine. 


With that, I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Have State Department officials urged Mr. Kim to 
delay his return to South Korea? 


m I have something for you on that. As we've said 
before, we have discussed issues surrounding Mr. Kim's return 
to Korea with all concerned parties including Mr. Kim. It was 
mutually agreed that the discussions should be private, so I 
cannot comment on the substance. 


We have, of course, made clear our hope that his 
return will go smoothly and be trouble-free; and to that end, 
we have urged all] concerned parties to exercise restraint and 
moderation in the interest of furthering the political progress 
that has occurred in Korea during the past year. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
a No, I'm sorry. I can't manage that, Spence. 


Q Is there a need for him, too, to show restraint 
and moderation? 


a 1 think the sentence says precisely what I want 
to say, and I will not be amplifying on that. 





Q Do you have any reaction to Mr. Botha's speech? 
a No, I don't. 

Q Nothing? South africa. 

m 


Oh, Mr. Botha? I'm sorry. I misunderstood you. 
I had someone else in mind. 


Q Yes. 
& Yes, I do, as a matter of fact. 


South Africa State President Botha's January 25 speech 
opening parliament is a significant statement of his 
government's approach to internal reform. We consider it a 
welcome statement of the government's intent to address these 
major outstanding issues that must be resolved as South Africa 
moves away from apartheid. 


As such, it is our hope that the State President has 
set the stage for concrete steps that will translate the spirit 
of this speech into action. Among the points raised in the 
speech are the need for a mechanism for consultation and 
negotiation, the reality of permanent black urbanization, the 
need for higher-level political participation by urban blacks, 
reform of influx control, the right of blacks to own freehold 
property, and the question of black citizenship. 


We hope that the emphasis on consultation and 
mechanisms for dialogue with black leaders can contribute to 
meaningful negotiations on change toward a system based on the 
consent of the governed. 


In the months ahead, we will follow with intense 
interest how the ideas in the President's speech are 
implemented. 


Q Copy of that? 
6 You can have a copy of that. Yes, I've got that. 
Q Bernie, do you read that speech, then, as a 


statement of intention by Botha that South Africa is, intends 
to move away from apartheid? 


o Marvin, I'm going to have to go back to get the 
specifics on how you say it; but if you're raising the question 
of intent, let me do this. The speech to Parliament is a 
statement of intent, as I've indicated. We hope that South 











Africans of all races will discuss them, and decide whether and 
how to make changes in the system. 


In this respect, we must withhold judgment on what the 
proposals mean for South africans. We consider the invitation 
to black leaders and interest groups to discuss constitutional 
and related matters with the govermment to be of particular 
importance. It is our hope that this represents the opening to 
the sort of dialogue which we have long urged, and we hope that 
it will contribute to and hasten the process of peaceful change 
in South africe. 


Q Bernie, to follow that, you had a statement 
earlier on, you said, “As South @frica moves away from 
apartheid" -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- which implies that it is the intention of the 
Government of South Africa to move away from apartheid, and 
then in answer to the next question, you seem to be saying, 
“Yes, that is the intent” -- 


4 Uh-huh. 


Q -~ as the State Department reads it. Is that 
correct? 


b Yes. As 1 say -- a8 I've indicated, it is @ 
statement of intent. Only time will answer the question about 
whether this represents meaningful reform, because there have 
been some charges thai. the government is not serious. Only 
time will answer that question. 


But it is our view -- to pick up the point that you 
made, it is our view that Mr. Botha has expressed his intention 
to consider further changes eway from the apartheid system that 
would benefit the black majority. We are hopeful that South 
africans of all races will move to test his intentions by 
entering into a national discussion of these issues. 


Q Copies of your two enswers? 


6 I can only give you the general statement, 
because I've been moving around on these pages, and I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the OPEC 
decision on o11 prices today? 


6 No, 1 have nothing on that, Ralph. 

















Q Bernie, do you have @ ything on the reported 
intention -—— the Administration asked for increased aid to Peru? 


a Peru? I do have something on Peru, simply that 
the FY-86 budget request is still being prepared for submission 
to Congress. and that I have no comment on assistance levels 
that may be being considered for inclusion in the FY-86 request. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything different from that 
on A..F ~ eed question about aid to Israel, either military or 
ec c 


a Wo, I don't at this particuler time. 


Q Bernie, on that question, can you give us any 
idea what the Administration's reaction is to Mr. Rabin's 
visit, and what, if anything, was talked about in terms of 


austerity cuts? 


ia I don't have any readout to provide you. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the report 
that said that the U.S. Fleet did some maneuvers on the Libyan 
territorial waters? 


a I thought I had something on that yesterday, a 
little blip. 


Q What did it say? 

6 I know. It did not come up. I think we had a 
little blip om that yesterday. Let's get that for you 
afterwards. 

Q Yeah, especiziiy the claim that they used Egypt 
as a base also to do these maneuvers. Can you also look at 
that? 


iy No, I don't have anything on that, and you might 
~~ obviously, I would refer you to the Pentagon on that. 


Q They will not talk about it. 

‘ They will not talk. 

Q They referred me to you. 

“ Did you tell them that I suggested that -- 
Q Shall I go back to them? 

“ 


Try. And then if you're empty-handed, you can 
come back to me and we could knock on another bureau. 


Q Okay 
(Laughter). 
Q Bernie, do you have any further information on 


the coming visit of King Fahd of Saudi Arabia? 
& On the coming visit of King Fahd? 
Q Yes. 
(2 Do I have anything on the coming visit of King 


Fahd? Coming visits by King Fahd, obviously, originate at the 
White House so that 1 have nothing on that. 


Q Do you still stand by what is being declared, 
that the visit is going to take place on the llth of next month? 





“ Yes, yes. What I said yesterday was that 
speculation that there was a postponement or a cancellation is 
totally urmwearranted. 


Q Bernie, does the U.S. still have information 
indicating that there are substantial Libyan troops in Chad? 


a I have nothing on that. 

y Do you have anything on an report 
today on Salvador which is surprisingly positive about declines 
in death squads and disappearances? 

a No, I have nothing on that. 

Somebody here? 


Q Yes, on the New Zealand ship visit, anything new 
on that today? 


ia No, nothing beyond what we've been saying for the 
past few days. 


Q Do you expect a decision from New Zealand anytime 


soon? 
‘ 1 have no idea of the timetable 
Q Diplomatic contacts continuing in that matter? 
I would imagine so, but beyond that I cannot shed 
any light 


~-MORE-- 




















ee 


Q Bernie, on Belgian missiles, how did that come 
out? Are we now satisfied that a decision will be made in 
March? 


a Prime Minister Martens has consistently stres:ed 
the adherence of his Government to NATO's dual-track decision, 
which involves deploying INF missiles in the absence of 
concrete negotiating results. He reaffirmed this in his 
conversation with the President on January 14th. 


It is our understanding that no final decision as to 
specific dates for the beginning of deployments has yet been 
made by the Belgian Government, that the Belgian Government 
intends to make its decision in agreement with its Alliance 
partners, and that such a decision will be taken by this March. 
This timetable for a decision is compatible with NATO's 
deployment plan. 


For our part, we've made clear to the Belgian 
Government the importance of continuing INF deployments as 
agreed by NATO in December 1979. We look to the Belgian 
Government to continue to fulfill its responsibilities to the 
Alliance on INF, as on other matters. 


Q How soon would the missiles have to be deployed 
after that? 

“ Oh, 1 don't have any calendar for you on that. 

Q Bernie -- 

“ Yeah. 


Q Do you have any expectations that the Egyptian 
Government may send back its Ambassador to Tel Aviv before the 
visit of President Mubarak to Washington? 


a I think you'll understand that I cannot get 
involved in that speculation, that it would be pure speculation 
on my part, and that when I do speculate, I rarely ever 
speculate in front of microphones and an audience 


Q When is the annual human rights report of the 
State Department coming out? 


a The human rights -- isn't it toward the end of 
the week? (To Staff) 











i I think —— I am not sure. te could check that. 


For some reason, I have that in mind -—— this week or next 
week. It's the coming period. 
Q Could you take a question on the America's Watch 


report and get a comment on it? 
& I'll try. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.a.) 














POSTED: Z\L\as 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of January 30, 1985 


EL SALVADOR: Americas Watch Report 





Q Do you have anything on a Americas Watch report today 
on El Salvador which is surprisingly positive about 
declines in death squads and disappearances? 


A. ~-Americas Watch has now noted the continuing ~ 
Gecline in civilian disappearances and deaths attributable 
to political violence in El Salvador. The dramatic 

improvement achieved over the past year is part of a trend 


of several years which has accelerated since the election 
and inauguration of a freely chosen president. " 
--We disagree with certain contentions in the 

Americas Watch report, such as the statement that 4 
“general assessment of improvement is nc warranted.” The 
record shows clearly that extensive anzi commendable 
progress has been made in most areas, notwithstanding that 
much needs to be done. Our own annual report, which has 


been delivered to Congress and should be published 


shortly, will provide a detailed assessment of the human 


rights situation in El Salvador. 

















POSTED: 
January 31, 1985 


Statement on Swiss Court Decision re: A]-Atat 





The United States Government wishes to wish to express its 
concern and regret over two decisions taken in Switzerland 
yesterday with regard to Mr. Hussain Al-Atat, a Lebanese 
national] who had been arrested by Swiss authorities for 
transporting explosives through Switzerland. We understand his 
extradition had been requested by the Italian Government. The 
Swiss Cantonal Court in Bulach yesterday sentenced him to an 18 
month jail term for transporting explosives, but immediately 
suspended the sentence and ordered his departure. On the same 
day, the Swiss Minister of Justice and Police announced that 


the Italian request for extradition had been rejected, 


Unless al] concerned states stand strong and together 
against terrorism, we cannot hope to counter this grave 


internationa] threat. 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1985, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERAISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements. First is an announcement of a press briefing on 
the FY-1986 budget: There will be an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on 
the FY-1986 budget request for foreign assistance and the State 
Department on Monday, February 4, at 2:15 p.m. in this room. 
The briefers will be William Schneider, Under Secretary of 
State for Security Assistance, Science and Technology; Richard 
Derham, Assistant Administrator of AID for Program and Policy 
Coordination; and Roger Feldman, Comptroller of the Department. 


The second announcement is on the Non-Compliance 
Report. There will be a BACKGROUND briefing in this room at 
3:00 p.m. on the President's Report to Congress on Soviet 
Non-Compliance with Arms Control Agreements. 


Q 3:00 p.m. today? 


;) 3:00 p.m. We will provide you with a copy of the 
President's cover letter and a summary of the report, and we 
will make every effort to have that summary available in 
advance of the briefing. We are having some reproduction 
problems so please bear with us, and don't expect the advance 
materials before 2:30 p.m. 


Both the summary and the briefing itself are embargoed 
for 3:30 p.m. Eastern Standard Time today, February 1. 


Third announcemert is on Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices for 1984. In compliance with provisions of 
Sections 116(d)l and 502(b) of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961, the U.S. Department of State delivered to the Congress 
yesterday the Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 
1984. Printing requirements will take approximately one week. 
It is planned now that the document will be provided 
simultaneously to Members of the Hill and the Department press 








corps one day before it is made available to the public. and 
that Elliott Abrams. Assistant Secretary of State for Human 
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, will hold an ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing on the report just prior to when the embargo is lifted. 


Q Roughly. when will that be? 
well, roughly, as I said here -- 


. 


a 
Q Maybe next week? 
a 


Don't tie me down to exactly. Just -- we'll let 
you know. 


The last announcement is on the release of the 
Department Report on the Soviet Crackdown on Jewish Cultural 
Activists. On Wednesday, January 30, Assistant Secretary of 
State for European Affairs Richard Burt presented a special 
Department of State report to Mr. Morris Abram, Chairman of the 
National Conference on Soviet Jewry. Mr. Abram and the leaders 
of several prominent American Jewish organizations were in the 
Department to express their concern over the plight of Soviet 
Jewry. The report, entitled “The Soviet Crackdown on Jewish 
Cultural Activists,” details a deliberate and on-going campaign 
of arrests and intimidation targeted at the activist Jewish 
community in the Soviet Union by Soviet authorities. Copies of 
the report will be available in the Press Office following 
today's briefing. 


Those are my announcements. 


Q Does the Department's information jive with the 
Soviet statement that Chernenko is on a vacation? 


i] I'm mot going to comment on the state of the 
Soviet General Secretary's health or his whereabouts. I just 
would like to say that we are in very close contact with our 
Embassy in Moscow and do have whatever information is 
available. But, quite frankly, I'm not going to speculate 


Q You don't have anything at all on his health? 
a No. 


Q Was there any music played over the air this 
morning that aroused any concern? 


a We've heard and seen those same reports, but I'm 
just not going to comment any further. 





Do you have anything on the ship visit to New 
Zealand? 


a we did have guidance on that yesterday. But if 
you do wish me to -- 


Q (Inaudible) put out. I never even knew anything 
about it. Was there any effort to tell people? 


a It was available in the Press Office and -- 


Q Was this just if you asked or -- there was no 
statement made? 


7 Bernie, on that, yesterday we didn't have a -- 
Q You had no briefing. 


a -- we had no briefing, and because of the 
Secretary's testimony before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. But as is the normal practice on those days, we 
have a series of questions that we would have used during a 
briefing available in the office, and it's really up to the 
initiative of people to go there and ask. 


Q I would just strongly urge on days that there's 
no briefing, and if the office has some important guidance, it 
tell the regulars. 


a Well, if anyone has any questions on this, go 
ahead. 


Q I don't believe it was answered this morning. 
What is it? 


A Well, I'm not going to get into diplomatic 
exchanges. We do consider the denial of port access as a 
matter of grave concern which goes to the core of our mutual 
obligation as Allies. 


Should the visit of the ship we have requested be 
denied, we would have to reconsider our participation with New 
Zealand in the March ANZUS Sea Eagle Exercise. More broadly, 
we would also have to consider the implications for our overall 
cooperation with New Zealand under ANZUS. 


Q Could I ask just one more? How far does that 
last sentence go? Would that go all the way to ending 
cooperation entirely under ANZUS? You know, the next step 
would be an end to ANZUS itself; is it that wide open? 





A I can't be drawn further. I think the response 
stands on its own merits. 


Q Apparently it has been rejected. So are you now 
reconsidering the ANZUS relationship? 


a No, I wouldn't -- we are in contact with Prime 
Minister Lange seeking to ascertain his definitive response. 


Q You've gotten that, apparently? That was 
yesterday's guidance. We want you to go beyond yesterday. 


a I'm sticking with yesterday's guidance. 


Q Has the United States replied to Mr. Lange's 
reply? 


a I'm not going to get into our diplomatic 
exchanges to that point. 


Q How would the Sea Eagle one be terminated? Does 
that mean American troops wouldn't participate or New Zealand 
troops would be told not to bother? 


a Those are details that I can't be drawn into. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the M-X missile 
situation that test American M-K missiles which would be 
heading toward New Zealand and Australia? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Could you please look into that? It's a very 
important topic down there. 


a Let me look into it but I can't promise you a 
definite response on that. 


Q Ed, on the freeze of arms sales to the Middle 
East, did the U.S. consult in advance with the concerned Arab 
states before such a decision was made? 


4 Could you repeat your question so everyone can 
hear? 


Q Did the U.S. consult with the concerned Arab 
states on the arms sales freeze before the decision had been 
made? 





a Consultation? We're in frequent contact with 
various countries in the Middle East. I wouldn't specify any 
specific consultations, however. 


~—MORE-- 





Q A follow-up. please: Can you tell us that the 
review of sales of arms to Saudi Arabia and Israel means that 
you are now suspending all deliveries to it, or not -- to these 
two countries? 


a Suspending all arms deliveries to -- 
Q Saudi Arabia and Israel. 


‘ We are taking a comprehensive look at 
security-related issues in the area, but we do not anticipate 
any fundamental changes in our policy or commitments in the 
region. Rather, we believe it would be useful to have a 
refined overview of security issues. 


Mearwhile, we have a number of ongoing programs, for 
instance, spare parts, training, routine systems, improvements, 
follow-on support with Arab states which will not be affected 
by our review of security-related regional issues. 


We do not intend to initiate the sale of major new 
systems or augmentations while the review is underway, but we 
do intend to proceed with programs already notified and with 
routine notifications to the Congress. 


Now, in more specific response to your question, we 
are not imposing an embargo on sales of equipment to states in 
the region. We simply are not proceeding with major new sales 
that could figure into the analysis and policy outline we 
expect the study to consider. 


Q Ed, does this review of major new sales concern 
all Middle East states or just Arab states? 


a As we say, it's a comprehensive review of our 
security commitments in the area, in the region as a whole. 


Q So that means also Israel, or not? 

a Yes, all the states in the area. 

Q Ed, does this have anything to do with the 
agreement between Secretary Shultz and Gromyko in Geneva about 


cooling off the atmosphere in the Middle East until the 
negotiations for arms talks will convene? 


Q Is this related to the atmosphere that -- 





a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Copies of those two statements that you made? 


I'd prefer not to. 


Ed. on the budget, does the Secretary plan any 
testimony on Capitol Hill in response to the -- when the budget 
is released, or (are) any other top-ranking officials going up 
to the Hill to lobby for the budget? 


cy There will be hearings, but I don't have anything 
specific on schedules; but I'll take that and see what I can 
get for you. 


Q Concerning Monday? 
A Right. 


Q You don't think as soon as Monday they'll be 
going up? 


a Well, let me take that question and see what we 
can get for you on that. 


Q There have been press reports of increased 
fighting both in the southern Sudan and in the southwestern 
Sahara and Morocco. Oo we regard the stability of either the 
regime in Morocco or in Sudan as being threatened with survival 
even in this short term? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Does the visit of King Fahd now (inaudible) after 
your suspension of arms to Saudi Arabia? There are a lot of 
reports that they are reconsidering the visit, the whole visit 
-- again? 


a Well, Bernie Kalb has addressed that from this 
podium and -- 


Q That was two days ago. What about today? 
o There is no change. 


Q No change? 


The West Bank attorney, Jonathan Kouttab, who is 
the director of the Center of Law in the Service of Man met 
with State Department officials in the Bureau of Human Rights 
and delivered a report about the West Bank jail, Fara'‘a. 





Does the Department have any comment on the report and 
the meeting, please? 


a I do have something on that. We have received a 
copy of the report. You're referring to the International 
Commission of Jurists' report that alleges that the Israeli 
army has mistreated prisoners at a detention camp on the West 
Bank. 


We are aware of the allegations and will be looking 
into them as is our practice in such cases. I would note that 
our human rights report will be released soon. It will contain 
comment on conditions in the Occupied Territories. 


Q May I have a copy, please?’ 
a Yes. 

Q On southern African matters. 
a O.Kk. 


Q Two questions: Is Chief Buthelezi going to meet 
with any State Department officials? And do you have anything 
today on the Mandela/Botha situation? 


i) I don't have a schedule of Buthelezi's meetings 
here. Let's see -— We'll look into that and see what we can 
get for you. 


And your second question on Mandela -- I may have 
something for you on that. 


Q Thank you. 
a Do you have a specific question? 


Q Well, do you think this is a breakthrough? Are 
you pleased with the proposals made by President Botha, or is 
this a farce, as Mr. Mandela's family asserts? 


a We are on the record as supporting Mr. Mandela's 
release. As we have said, it is not our role to define the 
conditions for dialogue between the South African Government 
and its domestic opponents. Our oft-stated view is that 
dialogue is necessary and should begin as soon as possible. 


Q Copy? 





a Yes. 

Q Can you go beyond that a little bit more? 

a No. That's all I have. 

Q Mrs. Shcharansky's visit here today -- is there 
anything on that? What is she discussing with Secretary 
Aarmacost? 


o I don't have anything for you on that 


One second. We have someone who hasn't asked a 
question. 


Q Taiwan has announced that it won't extradite the 
suspects in the killing of Mr. Liu. What is the State 
Department's reaction to that? 


bs We have stated our position on the Liu case from 
this podium several times in the recent past. There is no 
change in that. 


Q I wasn't here at that time. If you could state 
it again, I'd appreciate it. 


“ Right. I'll have the Press Office provide it to 


you. 

Q I'd prefer if you could give your statement so I 
could get something -- 

i) I'll have it provided to you 

Q Do you have a date for the visit of the Crown 
Prince --— not the Crown Prince -- the heir-apparent of Kuwait 


to Washington? I understand there is a visit of the Kuwait 
Amir or his assistant to Washington. 


a No, I have nothing on it. 

Q Do you have anything on Or. Henry Kissinger's 
recent visit to Nepal, India, and Pakistan? And, did this 
Department have anything to do with his visit, whether it was 
planned by this Department or -- 


No, I have nothing on it. 
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Q Or the purpose of his visit? . 


Also, do you have anything on France's decision to 
recall their Ambassador to New Delhi, India -- 


a No. 


Q ~~ whether this will change any of the policy of 
the United States? 


o No, nothing on that. 

Q There have been a number of related stories in 
the last couple of days about the Soviet defensive 
capabilities. I'm not going to refer to a certain Cabinet 
official, but -- 

Q He doesn't work in this building. 

Q No, because that's the Pentagon thing. Theyll 
just refer it to the Pentagon. But is it your understanding 
the Soviets are testing the ability to shoot down cruise 
missiles right now? 

oo I have no comment on that. 


(Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 








POSTED: 2/1/95 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 1, 1985 


SOUTH AFRICA: Buthelezi Meetings 





Q Is Chief Buthelezi going to meet with any State Department 
officials? 
A: Chief Buthelezi will be meeting with Secretarv Shultz, 


Assistant Secretary Chester Crocker, and other 


Department officials next week. 











POSTED: af [8S 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Take:. << Noon Press Briefing of February 1, 1985 


TESTIMONY ON BUDGET 





Q Does the Secretary plan any testimony on Capitol Hill 
when the Budget is released, or are any other top-rankinc 
officials soing up to the Hill to lobby for the Budcet? 
You don't think as soon as Monday they'd be going up? 

a Obviously, the Secretary and other high-ranking Devartment 
officials will be involved in the Budget process, but 


at this time we have no definite dates for any Hill 


appearances. 











POSTED: 2 of; / [85 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 1, 1985 


USSR: Armacost Meeting with Mrs. Shcharanskiy 





Mrs. Shcharanskiy's visit here today -- is there anything 
on that? What is she discussing with Secretary Armacost? 


Mrs. Shcharanskiy‘'s call on Undersecretary Armacost was one 
of a number of such visits we have had. We have stayed in 
close touch with the Shcharanskiy family. As we have said 
before, we are pleased his mother and brother were allowed 
to visit him. But we believe that this is not adequate and 


that Anatoliy Shcharanskiy should be released--a point we 


have made on numerous occasions to the Soviets. 








POSTED: 2/1/85 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 1, 1985 


MX Testing to Pacific 





Q. Can you tell us anything about the MX missile situation--the 
tests of MX missiles which would be heading toward Australia and 
New Zealand? 

A. Late in the MX test program, broad ocean area tests will be 
required to test an unarmed missile to near full range. Such 
tests are a common element of U.S. intercontinental ballistic 
missile testing. The appropriate safety measures will be taken, 
including the standard notice to airmen and mariners. The tests 


will be conducted in international waters and there is 


no danger of an eccident. The Australian Defense Ministry has 


issued a statement on this matter. 
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DPC #22 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1985, 12:43 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. KALB: Excuse me for running the clock so deep 


toward one o'clock, but it's my responsibility. 


Good afternoon. I have several announcements, 
please. The Secretary will address the American Society for 
Industrial Security this afternoon at 3:30 p.m. on 
International Terrorism at the Marriott Crystal Gateway Hotel, 
1700 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington. A Q&A session for 
conference participants will follow. An embargoed text of the 
Secretary's speech will be available in the Press Office 
following this briefing. 


For technical information on Marriott facilities, 
please telephone Shelton Gallun at 920-3232, Extension 6701. 
Salon D will be open at 2:30 to set up equipment. Barring 
technical difficulties, the session will be piped live into the 
Press Briefing Room. 


A reminder: There will be an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
today at 2:15 p.m. on the FY-1986 budget request for foreign 
assistance and the State Department. The Briefers will be 
Thomas McNamara, Deputy Director for the Bureau of 
Politico-Military Affairs; Richard Derham, Assistant 
Administrator of AID for Program and Policy Coordination; and 
Roger Feldman, Comptroller of the Department. 


Finally, [I would like to introduce Thomas Krajeski -- 
Tom -— a Foreign Service officer who will be serving as a 
Press Officer for the next six months. Tom was previously 
enrolled in the mid-level training seminar at the Foreign 
Service Institute. His last tour of duty was as Consular 
Officer in Madras, India He also served in Kathmandu Tom is 
fluent in Russian, German, and Nepali. I'm confident that your 
generosity will make him feel very much at home here 


And, one quick briefing announcement again: There 
will be a press BACKGROUND briefing tomorrow, February 5, at 
3:00 P.M. in the Department's press briefing room here to 
provide a readout on the visit to the U.S. of the French 
Foreign Minister Roland Dumas. 


A1% 











With that as a prelude -- 


Q May I ask one on these announcements? Any 
briefings here on Hawke's visit, or will that be White House? 


A I have nothing, but I would presume that would be 
more apt to originate there. 


Q Thank you. 


i O.K. Now, may I throw the floor open to 
questions? 


Q Fidel Castro gave an interview to The Washington 
Post in which he called for negotiations with Washington ina 
number of areas. He seemed to be very -- he seemed to be 
conciliatory. Is there any response to that? 





a Yes, I do have a reaction to that. As we have 
noted previously, the lines of communication between the U.S. 
and Cuba remain open. In the past, we have had discussions or 
understandings with the Cubans in some areas, but there have 
been problems. For example, a cooperative arrangement between 
the U.S. and Cuba on matters including search and rescue, 
illicit drug trafficking, and acts which threaten lives, 
property, and navigation was terminated by the Cubans in 1982. 


In 1983 we held technical talks with the Cubans on 
radio interference, but they chose not to continue those 
talks. An anti-hijacking understanding was cancelled by the 
Cubans in 1976. 


However, our fundamental disagreements with Cuba stem 
from its active support of subversion in Central and South 
America, its large deployment of troops in Africa, its close 
alignment with the Soviet Union, and its harsh human rights 
practices. The Cuban Government is well aware of our position. 


Q Copy? 


A I have that marked up and I regret that I will 
not be able to make that copy of such available. 


Q He cited in the interview a fly-over of an SR-7] 
spy plane in August by the United States, and he said that was 
the reason that he broke off immigration talks And he said 
there had been diplomatic contacts with Washington on that. 
Was there any? 





2 I have nothing on that. 


Q Even though he broke the talks off, what is to 
stop us from resuming them? 


ry I've got nothing beyond what I've said here, and 
I underline the nature of the fundamental disagreements with 
Cuba. 


Q In other words, it's our fundamental 
disagreements which keep us from talking now, not a willingness 
on either side to negotiate? 


Aa No, I noted as well that the lines of 
communication remain open, but in the past there have been 
problems that have emerged. And I'm going to leave that reply 
right there. I think it's well understood at the address -- 
that these remarks --— that is implicit here. 


Q Bernie, is it possible even to get a text of 


those, the three or four specific instances that you listed of 
Cuban bdbreakoffs -- 


A No, I can't, Ralph, because that's the area I 
have sort of “winged” in part here. 


Q Bernie, in the statement you read just now uses 
the word “subversion,” but not “terrorism.” May I[ ask if Cuba 
is on the list of states supporting terrorism or not? 


fe) ['ll refer you to the Press Office if you want to 
check the list. 


Q What is the status of the request that the 
hijacker be extradited? Has there been any (inaudible) 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Q New Zealand -- I have questions. Does the United 
States now consider the refusal by New Zealand as definitive? 
Will the U.S. send an alternate ship to New Zealand? And what 
happens now to the ANZUS relationship? 


fs) Well, let me take it in a couple of ways, 
slightly amplifying om your questions, Connie 


On February 4, New Zealand Prime Minister Lange 
definitively turned down our request for a visit by the USS 
Buchanan, a conventionally-powered destroyer. The visit was to 
take place in March in connection with ANZUS exercise "Sea 











Eagle.“ We deeply regret this decision to deny port access to 
a U.S. Navy ship contributing to the common defense of the 
ANZUS alliance. We are considering appropriate responses to 
the Government of New Zealand's denial of port access. 


Now, Connie, picking up your question about the 
specifics of the U.S. reaction. We've just received the New 
Zealand response. We will be coordinating the specifics of our 
reaction with other U.S. Government agencies. We also expect 
that this will be a subject that will arise during the visit of 
Australian Prime Minister Hawke. 


As we indicated January 31, the denial of port access 
is a matter of grave concern which goes to the core of our 
mutual obligations as Allies. Accordingly, we are considering 
the implications for our overall cooperation with New Zealand 
under ANZUS, including the question of our participation in 
military exercises. 


Some decisions are expected soon; others may take 
longer to examine. 


Q Bernie, on that -- 
2) I'm sorry, Barry. 
Q You said it's conventionally powered. Is the 


ship capable of carrying nuclear weapons? 


A I think you know well enough what the US 
position is. It was a good try. 


Q No, no, no. Wait a minute I know well enough 
your position and you never, in the past, as far as [ know, 
have described -- have gone out of your way to describe a ship 
as not being nuclear-powered. 


So, apparently, you're trying to make a political 
point and necessarily I would ask you for the other side of the 
coin, whether it is nuclearly-capable ship? 


A [ think that since you volunteered the question, 
which implicitly carried the answer in it, I really don't even 
have to answer that question. 


Q Do you have its classification; its work orders? 
What does it do? 








A I have nothing beyond the fact of the information 
I have relayed to you here. 


Q Can I try two more, please? Is the United States 
considering sending a substitute ship? 


o I am not going to be drawn into any 
amplifications of what I have here. I simply cannot, Connie, - 


Q Can I ask about -- 


A -- outline any possible future scenarios which 
you're getting at. 


Q Just one last one. Prime Minister Lange said 
that his government does not intend itself to withdraw from 
ANZUS He doesn't see the end to ANZUS in sight. Do you 
concur with those statements? 


A I will not get involved in interpreting what the 
New Zealand Prime Minister has said. 


Marvin? 


Q lf one-third of the Alliance doesn't wish to 
cooperate on something in the common defense, of what value is 
the Alliance? 


fa That's a very interesting question 
Q What's your answer? 
A That is why | made it quite clear to you, that we 


are considering the implications for our overall cooperation 
with New Zealand and ANZUS, as 1 noted these things are under 
study And [ regret, Marvin, that [ cannot jump the study 
before it has been completed 


Q Can [ come back to the nuclear -- 
A Just a second, Ralph 
Q On ANZUS, you're saying you're considering 


cooperation within ANZUS What about cooperation in other 
bilateral matters with New Zealand; would they be drawn in or 
limited to ANZUS? 


a I have nothing that would take it in any other 
direction 


Sorry, Ralph 











Gg To paraphrase a phrase you used to use, you are 
leaving the clear impression in your statement here that the 
United States has changed its policy on revealing which of ils 
ships are nuclear-—powered and which are not nuclear-powered 


Is it your desire to leave that impression, that the 
policy now will be that the United States will reveal when 
asked? 


a Ralph, I'm not setting policy® from the lectern 
on the revelations that you and Barry have addressed, as to the 
way you see them. You're entitled to draw your own 
interpretations; and if you want to pursue this in getting a 
kind of list of ships over the years that have made port calls, 
you might check with the 000. I have nothing beyond that 


Q I think when you announced the -- I think when 
that movement was announced from the lectern, [ think the 
briefer was asked if the ship is nuclear-powered, and we were 
told “We don't normally say that." Now, without being asked, 
sui sponte, you've told us that it's a conventionally powered 
ship And [ think it's a legitimate question to ask if you 
will identify ships in the future or just when you think it'll 
go down easier with New Zealand? 


a In either case, Barry, in response to both the 
questions, as you pose them, [ have no reply. ['m not going to 
be drawn into definitions 


Q Copies of the two statements that were made’? 

A Maybe | can help you with half of one (Laughter) 

Q Half of one? 

Q Jerusalem's Mayor lfeddy Kollech called on the 
United States this morning -- the United States Government 
to move its Embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, and he called 
that the reason for not moving the Embassy was that the United 


States was under the pressure of the Arab petrol dollars 


What is the State Department's reaction or comment of 
such statement? 


a lL have nothing on that Frankly, | have not 
caught up with that story [ have nothing on it 


° [t was Later determined by the Press Ol Fice that the 
Defense Department routinely does indicate whether a US Navy 
ship is nuclear-powered or nuclear-capable 











Q Can you check, please, on that? 
) Possibly 


Q Do you have any comment on the renewal of the 
state of seige in Chile? 


“ Yes, I do. We continue to be deeply disturbed 
about the course of events in Chile and the lack of progress on 
the transition to democracy. 


Our views on the state of seige remain as stated by 
the Department on November 7, and by our spokesman in the U.N 
on December 7. At this time I would reiterate that the US 
supports a return to democratic government in Chile 


We hope that the renewal of the state of seige wil! 
not preclude the initiation in the near future of talks between 
the government and moderate democratic forces on a transition 
timetable. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Yes, you can have a copy of that 
Q Do you have any comment on this report saying 


that the United States is going to have joint maneuvers with 
Morocco and Spain in the near future? 


a [ have nothing on that 

Q Do you have any guidance on Lebanon? 

A In what particular area? 

Q The Israeli withdrewal from the South? 

A Well, let me say this fhe U.S. has repeatedly 


expressed its concern about the potential for communal! 
violence, including anti-Palestinian violence, in the wake of 
an Israeli withdrawal from southern Lebanon We urge those 
responsible to ensure that appropriate measures are taken to 
provide for the safety of all the civilians in the areas of 
south Lebanon which [sraeli forces are scheduled to vacate 


The United States has fully supported the Nagurea 
process 4a$ a means of developing security arrangements seeded 
to provide for an orderly withdrawal and to avoid turther human 











tragedy. On the ground, we are providing financial support to 
the International Rescue Committee's Sidon-based clinic, which 
is engaged in froviding basic health services to needy 
Palestinians and Lebarese in the area We also provide 
substantial support to UNRWA which plays a major role with 
regard to the welfare of the residents of the Palestinian camps 
in southern Lebanon. : 


Q Copy’ 

a Yes, you can have a copy of that 

Q A foliow-ue, Bernie 

“ Yes 

Q Have you received any request from the Lebanese 


government for an increase in the economic assistance to 
Lebanon? 


a lL have nothing on that 


Q Bernie, going back to your statement, do you have 
any indication, because you are including “anti-Palestinian 
violence", do you have any indication on the ground that there 
are some plans for inflicting casualties tu the Palestinians in 
the refugee camps there, or why you are now making specific, 
including anti-Palestinian violence? 


i) Recause the United States teels that this is what 
must be said at this particular time 1 have nothing tu 
amplify or to provide any additional details that address the 


question that you are asking 


Q You used the phrase, “to urge those responsible * 
Who are those responsible, and do you include the Lebanese 
government among them’ 


A 1 think that the matter of those who are 
responsible to ensure the safety of the people there is 
obvious, and you will have to draw your own gazetleer 

Q Anything, Bernie, on the terrorist attack near 
Athens? 

A Yes, | have something on that, Bill 

As we have said many times in the past, we tolally 


condemn acts of violence against innocent citizens iMas 














reprehensible incident represents again that all civilized 
countries must cooperate closely tc eliminate violence and 
terrorism, no matter what its origins or targets. 


Q Are you satisfied with the attitude of the Greek 
government in its policy towards terrorism and terrorists? 


a No, I have nothing on that, 811! 
Q Anything on whether this attack was linked to 


earlier, last week's expressions of concern of various groups 
getting together in Europe? 


4 No, | have nothing on that, on any kind of 
linkage 

. Copy? 

Q. Back to Lebanon, please, if I may? 

a [ beg your pardon 

Q Back to Lebanon, if IL may? 

A Uh-huh 

Q Is the United States still committed to the same 


agreement that was reached through Ambassador Habib during the 
summer of 1982 concerning the safety of the Palestinian 
civilians in Lebanon? 


A 1 have nothing on that, and I think we can follow 
that up, pernaps, in the Press Office, if it is to be that 
simple a reply Marvin? 


Q Does the Greek government, in the Department's 
view, bear some responsibility for acts of terrorism against 
the United States by the nature of its policy in recent years? 


A [ have nothing for you 
Just let me switch George 
Q Do you have anything additional on Chile, 


specifically with respect to whether U.S. policy in the 
international lending institutions will be affected by the 
prolongation of the state of seiqe? 


A No, [{ have nothing, George 


Ralph? 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Shevchenko 
revelations in his book or on the Ortega interview in the Times? 


A As a matter of fact, I thought [ did. Asa 


matter of fact, I can't find it. Did we have any guidance on 
that? We did not, sorry. 


Q Would you take the question on Shevchenko, the 
question being -- 


A Yes, I know the question. 


Q All right. 


A And since I know it so well, I may not take it, 
but let me see if [ can, Ralph. 


Q How about the Ortega? 


A Since you want it taken, [ think it is fair to 
ask you to pose it the way you want. 


Q Can you confirm that Mr. Shevchenko was asked by 
the United States Government, after having asked for asylum, to 
continue to serve as an employee of the Soviet Government for a 
period of time while also in the employ of the U.S. Government? 


A Ralph, I can confidently not take that question. 
Q How about Nicaragua. Any guidance? 

A Nicaragua? Yes. What would you like? 

Q The Sandinista --— the one Ralph posed just now. 


I mean, the Ortega interview in the Times. 


Q Ortega's interview in the Times. U.S. policy has 
shifted from a policy of political negotiation -- 


A Ortega in the Times. We are dropping Shevchenko 
now? 

Q Yes. 

A Right. Okay. The United States is not seeking a 
military solution to its relationship with Nicaragua. We fully 
support the Contadora process as the best means of resolving 
the regional problems of Central America and have directed our 


efforts toward cooperating with that process. 
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We have stated repeatedly that we have four basic 
objectives with regard to the Sandinista regime in Nicaragua: 
The reduction of Nicaragua's expanded military apparatus to 
restore military equilibrium among the Central American 
nations; the removal of Soviet and Cuban military personnel; 
and the termination of their military and security involvement 
with Nicaragua; the termination of Nicaraguan support for 
subversion in neighboring countries; and, the implementation of 
the Sandinista's democratic commitments to the OAS. 


Q Can we have copies of that? 
A Yes, you can have copies of that. 
Q I want to go back to Lebanon. You said that the 


Press Office will help about my colleague's question about the 
summer of ‘82 agreement with Philip Habib, can you also look 
into the matter if this agreement which was signed in the 
summer of '82, was a temporary or a permanent agreement which 
will prevail on the refugees, Palestinian refugees, in Lebanon 
as long as they are there. 


A [ can take that, sure. 
Q Doesn't your warning about that, what will happen 
in Lebanon after the withdrawal, mean that maybe the 


pro-Israeli militia will have some massacres in south Lebanon 
against the Palestinians? 


A I didn't allude to anything like that. You may 
draw any interpretation you want. 


Q Well, that is what is said in Lebanon. 
Qq [ did not say that. You are welcome to your own 
interpretation I will stick with precisely what | have here 


and that in no measure indicates what you are saying. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 








Posted: a/s/es 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 4, 1985 


ISRAEL: U.S. EMBASSY : 





Q: Jerusalem's mayor, Teddy Kollek, called on the United 
States Government to move its Embassy from Tel Aviv to 
Jerusalem, and he said that the reason for not moving the 
Embassy was that the United States was under the pressure of 
the Arab petro-dollars. What is the State Department's 
reaction? 

A: -=- Our long-standing policy has been that the final status 
of Jerusalem should be resolved through negotiations. 
Relocating the U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem could be perceived 
as prejudging the outcome of these negotiations and would 
diminish the ability of the United States to play a useful . 
role in the peace process. It is for this reason that the 
last eight Administrations have declined to move the 


Embassy to Jersualem, 











Posted: 2/7 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 4, 198 


LEBANON: SAFETY OF PALESTINIAN CIVILIANS 





Q: Is the U.S. still committed to the same agreement that 
reached through Ambassador Habib during the summer of 1982 
concerning the safety of Palestinian civilians in Lebanon? 
you also look into the matter if this agreement which was 
signed in the summer of 1982 was a temporary or permanent 
agreement, which will prevail on the Palestinian refugees a 
long as they are there? 


A: -- There was no agreement as you describe. 


-- Instead, as we have indicated in the past, in the 
context of the Beirut Evacuation Plan the United States 
undertake to provide appropriate guarantees of safety 
concerning law-abiding Palestinian non-combatants lef* 


behind in Beirut. 


-- These guarantees were based on assurances received ! 
the Government of Israel and from the leadership of certain 


Lebanese groups. 


-- As a continuing humanitarian matter, we remain conc: 
about the safety of all civilians in Lebanon, includin: 


Palestinian refugees. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #23 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 5S, 1: . 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS SiHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I have a couple of brief 
announcements. There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
official werking visit of Australian Prime Minister Hawke in 
the White House Press Room tomorrow, February 6, 10:00 a.m. 


There will also be a readout following the Prime 
Minister's meeting with President Reagan on Thursday, February 
7. That will be at approximately 1:30 also in the White House 
Press Room. 


Another briefing announcement: We announced yesterday 
that there would be a press BACKGROUND briefing today at 3:00 
p.m. here in the Press Room to provide a readout on the visit 
to the U.S. of the French Foreign Minister, Roland Dumas. That 
briefing has been moved up to 2:00 p.m. today. 


So much for announcements. I'll take your questions, 
please. 


Q The wires pass. 


Q Bernie, can you give some rationale for why the 
ANZUS exercise has been cancelled because of the ship episode? 


a The United States requested January 17 the visit 
of the destroyer USS Buchanan to New Zealand in connection with 
the ANZUS exercise Sea Eagle. The Government of New Zealand 
informed us February 4 that it would not receive the USS 


Buchanan. 


The Government of New Zealand, thus, has denied port 
access to a U.S. ship, thereby inhibiting military cooperation 
under ANZUS. This is a matter of grave concern that goes to 
the core of our mutual obligations as allies. 


In light of this action by the Government of New 
Zealand, the United States is withdrawing from participation in 
ANZUS exercise “Sea Eagle." 








Q Bernie, that doesn't answer my question. That I 
understood from Mr. Speakes this morning. The question really 
is, since the exercises are supposed to be held in Australian 
waters, why should an action by New Zealand, in prohibiting one 
destroyer from docking there, call off the exercise? 


A Well, because I think I've answered that, 
Bernie. I've talked about the mutual obligations as allies. 
And in view of the Government of New Zealand informing the 
United States that it would not receive the USS Buchanan, you 
had a matter of grave concern, because it inhibits military 
cooperation under ANZUS. 


Q Bernie, is the New Zealand action a violation of 
the ANZUS Treaty? 


A I don't have any specific language that deals 
with the question as you phrase it. 


Q Bernie, the docking wasn't supposed to take place 
until after the exercises were over. Is there an implication 
here that the dock -- that the port call by the U.S. ship was 
in any way related to the military cooperation, as you phrase 
it, involved in the exercise or is this a matter of principle 
on military cooperation that's distinct from the exercise 
itself? 


A I think the fact that I called attention to the 
key sentence here,"“That New Zealand told the U.S. it would not 
receive the USS Buchanan." That, in turn, led to the United 
States decision to withdraw from participation in the exercise. 


Q But the port call was scheduled for after the 
exercise. [ don't understand the relationship? 


a Be that as it may. For the reasons I've given 
you, the U.S. reached this decision to withdraw from 
participation. 

Barry? 

Q Bernie, Speakes' statement sounded rather 
ominous. Besides “grave concern,” I think he said this is the 
"first step." 


Can the Alliance survive this type of -- this flap? 


a I am not going to get involved in writing any 
scenarios that deal with the question as you pose it. 








Q Well, cam you look down the road then with us and 
evaluate the cohesion or the lack of cohesion in the Alliance 
beyond these exercises in light of this incident? 


A Well, if you're gettins, for example -- if I can 
take your broader question and narrow it down to whether New 
Zealand, because of its action could, for example, be dropped 
from the treaty. As the U.S. has irdicated, the denial of port 
access is a matter of grave concern which, as I know before, 
goes to the very core of our mutual obligation as Allies. 


Accordingly, we are considering the implications for 
our overall cooperation with New Zealand. This consideration 
will be broad-ranging. 


Q That would include economic relations? 


A If you are dealing in non-defense, I'll have to 
say that we are considering the implications for our overall 
cooperation with New Zealand, but beyond that I cannot go into 
any area, for example, of itemization. 


Q But you said yesterday, in reference to 
coordination of this matter with other agencies, is it a 
reasonable inference for us to draw that other agencies 
include, for example, space cooperation of which there is some 
and Commerce Department, and that sort of thing? 


A Ralph, I'll have to stand with yesterday's 
statement as I read it yesterday. I have nothing to go beyond 
that. 


Q You are making a clear linkage between trade 
repercussions and defense now? 


a No. I am saying that there's a consideration of 
implications without giving you any specifics. And if you 
wanted to push it on, for example, “are sanctions under 
consideration?", I would have no comment at this time. 


Q Bernie, the Australians apparently have called 
off the “Sea Eagle” exercises all together. Does the United 
States support that decision? 


9) Well, the United States withdrew and Australia, 
as the host country, then proceeded with the cancellation, and 
that's wherein the matter stands right now. 


Q Bernie, how long was the exercise supposed to go; 
how many American ships other than the Buchanan were to be 














involved? 


A I'll have to refer you to the Pentagon for those 
details. 


Q Bernie, yesterday, you mentioned steps that were 
going to be taken right away and steps later on. Are there 
more steps likely to be announced this week? 


a I have no idea of the timetable of decisions. 


Q Will the Secretary go to the ANZUS meeting later 
this year? 


A I have nothing at this point that can answer that 
question in specific terms. 


Q In general terms? 


a In general terms, my first reply has the 
eloquence of what might have been my second reply. 


(Laughter) 


Q Sort of following that up, can you can us some 
notion of the discourse or the lack of it with New Zealand, 
between the United States and New Zealand? Now in other words, 
are you in some special discussions with them to try to resolve 
this problem, or is it a chilled period we're going to go 
through now? 


ne As you know, there has been an exchange. There's 
been some diplomatic activity, and I gave you some idea of the 
calendar when I gave you two dates. What were they? Here: 
January 17, February 4, among others. 


If you, for example, are asking about what might be a 
practical solution, as the New Zealand Prime Minister -- 


~-MORE -- 








Q You took the words right out of my mouth. 


a -— the answer to a practical solution is very 
simply that New Zealand should restore normal port access. 


Q Following up on that, please? 
“ Uh-huh. 


Q Does the withdrawal from the exercise in any way 
inhibit carrying out the MX testing in the Sea of Tasman? 


a I have nothing specific on that. Let me just 
check one thing here, whether --— I have nothing specific on 
that question as you are phrasing it. 


Q Bernie, have you this morning received any 
notification from the Australian Prime Minister, Mr. Hawke, 
that he's withdrawn the permission for those aircraft to be 
based in Sydney to fly up to monitor those tests? 


a I know what you're alluding to, but I have 
nothing in the way of guidance that addresses this specific 
question that you're getting at. 


Q Could you, then -- Last week you, or one of your 
colleagues, referred us to the statement made at the last ANZUS 
Ministerial Meeting to the effect that access to allied ports 
and airports for ships and aircraft was regarded as essential 
to the working of the Alliance. 


Would you regard a denial of Australian airports for 
the purpose of monitoring the MX in the same light as you 
regard the denial of New Zealand ports to U.S. Navy ships? 


a I think I might have made myself a bit clearer in 
response to your colleague's question a moment ago. On that 
general question that you're alluding to, in whatever form you 
put it to me, I at this point have no particular guidance 
There may be some later in the day, and if there is we'll make 
it available; but I've just come out here unarmed, you might 
say, on that particular subject. 


Q Bernie -- 
Q Could we stay on the same subject, Bernie? Sorry 
Q Bernie, in The New York Times there is an 


interesting quote, a senior State Department official saying 
that they were particularly annoyed because New Zealand 


- 











officials had informally assured Washington that they would 
approve the visit. Can you comment on that? 


a Well, I don't have any information myself, and if 
you can get the name of that official, you might take it up 
with him directly. 


Q._~=sitI'd love to get it. 
(Laughter) 


Q Is there any continuing validity to the Alliance 
of ANZUS? 


“ I think I answered that question before in which 
I will not be engaged in writing any sort of scenario about 
ANZUS down the calendar. 


Q Yes, but to paraphrase a qustion of yesterday, if 
one-third of the Alliance doesn't chose to participate in what 
you call a matter of mutual concern, what, then, is the 
continuing validity of the Alliance? Why does it exist? 


6 Well, it may be a fair question as you're 
phrasing it. What I will say is what I've said several times 
-- and I think I referred to it yesterday, and I did as well 
today -- 


Q Bernie -- 


a Just a minute. -- the denial, as I note before, 
is a matter of grave concern that goes to the core of our 
mutual obligations as allies. Beyond that, which is what 
you're encouraging me to do, I will not venture. 


Q Last summer, Bernie -- 
a Excuse me. Just a second. 
Q Last summer, Bernie, the Secretary of State said, 


after leaving, upon leaving New Zealand, he asked the 
rhetorical question, “What good is an alliance if the ships of 
one country are denied access to the ports of the other 
country?" So can I ask Shultz's question anew: What good is 
the ANZUS alliance given this situation? 


i) And I'll refer you back to Shultz's reply -- 
because he did set that question up as you're suggesting and 
there was that reply I think that reply still stands 








Q Bernie, is there any threat, as a result of this 
action, to either the U.S. space program or to the U.S. 
military program in Asia? 


a I just have nothing to say on that. 
Are you on the same subject? 

Q Yes. 

a Good. 


Q Two questions: (1) Was the specific request for 
the Buchanan the only specific request for a ship that was made 
to New Zealand? 


a I won't get involved in that. You're going to 
draw me into diplomatic exchanges, but let me be just simply 
-— if you want to try the Pentagon on that, I doubt that they 
will be any more helpful than I. 


| Q My second question is: Because of the Alliance, 
New Zealand is in the NATO-plus category in terms of technology 
transfer and so on, and you said this review was going to be 
broad-ranging. Would that be coming under consideration? 


a I think I made it quite clear that I will not 
provide any itemized suggestions. 


Connie. 

Q This is kind of a David-and-Goliath type 
contest. Is the United States making a test case of New 
Zealand because it's afraid that Japan will go the same way? 


a I will not be drawn into the whole idea of 
characterizations and so forth. 


. Well, if you -- 


a Wait a second Wait a second Go ahead, Don 
Q Oh, no, no, no. (Laughter) Please finish 
a No, no, no, no, because I don't want to deny 


someone else an answer 


Go ahead 





Q If you wanted to characterize this thing, this 
isn't really a one-third of an alliance. Isn't this about as 
Iceland is to NATO? It's, say, one percent? 


4 Well. I'm not going to get involved -- 


Q The New Zealand part of ANZUS is pretty 
negligible, isn't it? 


a -- in diplomatic exchanges. 
Q Huh? 


a I @ill not be drawn into diplomatic statistics. 
You can write any characterization you care to, Don. 


Q Is the U.S. going to withhold military 
information from New Zealand -- there was some report -- or 
intelligence information? 


ve Nothing on that. But you did make an allusion to 
something that I would like to make an observation about. We 
believe that alliances require interaction of military forces 
and equitable burden-sharing. Some Western countries have 
anti-nuclear and other movements which seek to diminish defense 
cooperation among the allied states. 


We would hope that our response to New Zealand would 
signal that the course these movements advocate would not be 
cost-free in terms of security relationships with the U.S. 

Q Can we have a copy of these? 


a You could have a copy of that paragraph 


Q And what you said at the top, too, the beginning? 

a The top? 

Q Anything you can give to us, in copies 

a No. 

Q This doesn't necessarily follow a question: Can 
you identify those countries? Do you have Greece in mind 


perhaps? 


a No, I'm not going to identify any countries 














O.K. 


Do you have any paragraphs related to that? 
a No. I read what I choose to read, Ralph. 


Q I'm asking if you would read the others, and 
you're saying, no, you won't -- you have guidance, but you 
won't tell us what it is. 


i) No. I will read what I choose to read as I hear 
your questions. I am not up here to read novels 


(Laughter) 


Q There is a lot of interest in this subject, 
Bernie. 


a I am addressing it as thoroughly as I can, but I 
put no lid whatsoever on any range or any kind of question you 
may choose to ask. 


Q Are you referring to Japan? Are you referring to 
NATO when you said what you last said? 


A I am generally referring to a question that was 
raised that I've heard about what might be, for example, the 
“ripple” effect of this situation. And so my response was the 
paragraph [ just read you. 


Q You said you wouldn't have any scenarios. Do you 
have any further comment on the “ripple” effect if not a 
scenario? 

a Nope That's what I have, Ralph. 


Q Will you tell us what consultation there was with 
Australia before the postponement announcement was made -- 


a You're asking -- 


Q -— and why the United States response ws 
preceded by an announcement by Mr. Hawke that he was 
cancelling, and then the announcement that you were 
withdrawing -- sort of chicken-before-the-egqq? 


a It's a fair invitation to draw me into the 
intricacies of diplomatic exchanges, but as I've said in my two 
or three weeks here, it's a route that I will not take 
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Q Bernie, at the time you made the request for the 
Buchanan to go to New Zealand, were we operating with the 
understanding that New Zealand would approve the request? 

A I'm not going to get involved in that, Bob. 

Are we going to a new subject? 

Q A related -- What about the Greek announcement -- 


A Just a second, just a second 


-- MORE -- 














ll 


Q Will the Administration, in its talks with Mr. 
Hawke, be putting forward some suggestion on how to deal with 
this crisis? I know you're not going to tell me what the 
suggestion is, but -- 


A Well, I think it's very nice of you to ask and 
answer your own question. (Laughter) But, obviously, I'm not 
going to set up an agenda. 

Q I mean, you -- 

A You're asking me whether or not this will be a 
subject of discussion. Obviously. But, beyond that, the tack 
that will be taken by the two nations in these discussions is 
something that I cannot say. 


Q Bernie, you said such a course would not be 
"cost-free." Could you define what the cost would be? 


a No. I cannot. I have to leave you with the 
phrase “not be cost-free." 


Q Do you see any possibility that (inaudible) will 
trade with Australia and the U.S. without New Zealand? 


A Won't jump into the future. 


Q Do you have any comment on Senator Cohen's 
proposals? 


Aa Nope. Nothing on that, Bern. 


Q Bernie? 
i) Yeah? 
Q I certainly can't remember -- perhaps other 


people can -- but what is the purpose of the ANZUS alliance? 
A I'll refer you -- 


Q It's not a little -- because I would like you to 
address the defense part of this thing. I mean, presumably 
it's an alliance against somebody or something. 


A Why don't -- 


Q Is there a threat that is being -- that is -- a 
threat that is more possible now because of New Zealand's 
behavior, or is the security of the United States weakened by 
this? What are the consequences? 
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As you know, the ANZUS Treaty has been around for 


several decades, hasn't it? And insofar as the specific 
rationale, purpose and so forth, I'm going to refer you to the 
Press Room and we'll whip our the Treaty for you. 


Q 
threats (sic). 
think perhaps 


Q 
A 


> © 


2) 


The ANZUS Treaty was formed to counter Japanese 
Any comments on whether the New Zealanders 

the United States is a threat and not Japan? 

No. I have nothing on that. 

Bernie -- 

I've exhausted the subject myself, but if you -- 

Well -- 

Could you -- 

If you want to stay with it, that's fine. 


How about the Greek action, Bernie? Greece is -- 


Refusing to allow the U.S. to modernize its 


nuclear weapons in Greece. 


Q 
a 


Q 


I have nothing on that, Bern. 
Nothing? 
Nothing, Bill. 


Bernie, any update on southern Lebanon, or if you 


have a comment or a position on the Lebanese attempts to deploy 
their troops and evacuate the areas by Israel? 


) 
Q 
a 


Q 
a 


~ 


Give me that one at a time, please. 

Which one do you want? 

Any one you think is the most urgent one. 

Which one you haven't answered yet? (Laughter) 
Try it. 


Any comment or position on the Lebanese attempts 


to deploy troops in southern Lebanon, or evacuate -- 
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A No. Just in general that we continue to hope 
that Lebanese Government sovereignty can be extended into areas 
to be vacated Ripa te. forces. The Lebanese Army is a key 


instrument in this regard. 
Q Bernie -- 
A Yeah? 


Q Will the United States entertain the thought of 
asking the participants in the Multi-National Force, which were 
stationed in Lebanon, to provide contingency to take over the 
areas vacated by Israel or to safeguard against the possibility 
of anti-Palestinian violence that you mentioned yesterday? 


a I've got nothing for you on that. 

Q Will the United States discuss with France its 
proposal to provide thousand French soldiers to be deployed in 
the area vacated by Israel? 

a Nothing other than we've seen the French report. 
I'd have to refer you to the governments that could be 
involved. I have nothing else on that. 

Q Bernie, any comment on the announcement by France 
and West Germany of renewed or expanded cooperation on the 
subject of terrorism? 

is No. I have nothing on that Ralph. 


Q Do you have anything on the diversion of U.S. 
helicopters to North Korea? 


A We might have something, and I'd refer you to the 
Press Department after the briefing. They may have a little 
Guidance on that. 

Q Bernie -- 

Q A follow-up -- 

A No. Let me just -- 


Q Follow-up to helicopters. 


A Well, I'm referring that the Press Room, but try 
it. 
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Q Is there a more safe way you prevent the transfer 
of U.S.-manufactured arms or equipment to the adversary through 
the export to third countries? 


f°) Well, what I have is that the Department -- the 
State Department has worked with the Commerce Department to 
obtain appropriate cooperation of our allies and to apprise 
them of events in the United States. 


The Department of Commerce is taking steps to assure 
that no further helicopters are shipped to North Korea. 


Q Do you know if any of those helicopters were sent 
to Iran by North Korea? Those two countries have had a 
military relationship now dating back to the start of the 
Iran-Iraq war. 


a I have nothing on the itinerary -- 
Q Would you take the question? 


f°) -- of the itinerary of the helicopters. 
Possibly. Let me take a look at that, George. 


Q On the same subject: Is that what you're 
referring to when you sent us to the Press Office? Was that 
all you've got, or is there more later? 


a There might be an additional touch. 


Q Bernie -—- 

A Excuse me. Spence? 

Q Bernie, this is another subject. 

A Called -- 

Q Taiwan has begun -- 

a who? 

Q Taiwan has begun -- 

i Taiwan. 

Q -- its proceedings against the suspects in the 


Henry Liu case. Does this change in way the desire of the 


United States to have the suspects returned here for 
prosecution? 
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A On that, Spence, we've asked that two suspects be 
returned or allowed to return to the U.S. for trial, but have 
been informed that Taiwan may not extradite its own nationals, 
and that the two suspects may not leave Taiwan voluntarily 
because they are being held for violations of Taiwan law. 


We plan to press our request that these suspects 
return to the U.S. for trial. 


Q Can I have a copy of that? 


A Yes. You can. 

Q Can I ask who “we” is there, please? 
a "we"? 

Q The State Department? 

A "we"? 

Q Yes. 

a 


You're asking me who “we" is? (Laughter) 
I'm asking you who “we" is. 


y 
A I'll have a private briefing with you later. 
(Laughter) 


Q Bernie, last week and two weeks ago the State 
Department said that the State Department has no diplomatic 
contact with Taiwan. I'm asking you if the State Department 
has now initiated some diplomatic contact with Taiwan to make 
the request you ve just -- 


A Well, all I can do is stay with the guidance that 
I have here. The guidance that you're referring to I cannot 
punch up in my own mind as quickly, apparently, as you can So 
that I can't distinguish between the “we," the “they,” the 
“me," or the "I." (Laughter) 


Q The Justice Department, AIT, State Department -- 

A Maybe. There may be clarification for your 
question. I stand here in a highly impersonal way as “us.” 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment on violence in the West 


Bank? 
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A Yes. I do have something on that. We've noted 
with concern the recent increase in violence in the West Bank, 
and we do regret the loss of life. We also note the Israeli 
Government's expressed determination to provide security for 
both Arab and Israeli residents in the West Bank. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes. You can have that. 


And do you have any comment on a report from 
Israel that a quarter of Arab Jerusalem has been absorbed by 
Jewish residents which will possibly make it difficult to come 
to a final settlement to the status of the Holy City? 


a No. I'm sorry. I have nothing on that. 

Q Bernie? 

a) Yeah. 

A spokesman for the State Department South Asian 
Bureau is quoted by name as telling a wire service last week 
that Sri Lanka's Security Minister who visited here last 
weekend and met with senior U.S. officials had specifically 
requested for patrol boats and counter-terroristic equipment, 
and also that the military relationship be deepened with the 
U.S. Did the Minister make such a specific request for 
equipment? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q Uh, I don't want -—- 

a I can say -- I'll say, I don't know whether it 
falls under the category, as you're putting it, but [I will say 
that there was no request for military assistance. 

Now, talking about the Minister of National Security -- 

Q Yes. 

A There was no request for military assistance 


Q As a follow-up, what is the U.S. position now 
regarding the present situation in Sri Lanka? 


a Well, the U.S. is concerned. The U.S. -- our 
concern for Sri Lanka has been expressed repeatedly we 
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support the efforts of the Sri Lankan Government to find a 
political solution which preserves Sri Lanka's unity and 
territorial integrity. 


Q Bernie, do you have an update on the fighting 
between Iran and Iraq, especially the scale, the number of 
troops involved? 

i I don't. I have nothing on Iran-Iraq here today. 

Q Thank you. 


2) Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:06 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefine of february 5, 1985 


NORTH KOREA/IRAN: Diversion of Helicopters 





Q Do you know if any of those helicopters [Hughes 
helicopters which were the subject of a temporary 
denial order on Feb. 1, 1985] were sent te Iran by 
North Korea? 


A We have no knowledce of such a transfer. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #24 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1985, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Couple of short 
announcements. 


There will be a briefing ON BACKGROUND on the 
Philippines here in the briefing room on Friday, February 8, at 
2:00 p.m. 


There will be a press briefing on tax-exempt cards 
issued to eligible Foreign Missions personnel. James Nolan, 
Director of the Department of State's Office of Foreign 
Missions will conduct the briefing ON—-THE-RECORD tomorrow, 
February 7, at 3:00 p.m. in the Press Briefing Room. His 
subject will be the tax-exempt cards to be issued to eligible 
Foreign Missions personnel on a basis of reciprocity. 


The Department has reviewed the tax status of U.S. 
personnel in Missions abroad and will issue new tax cards to 
Foreign Missions personnel stationed in the U.S. based upon the 
results of that review. Mr. Nolan is prepared to discuss 
country specifics and the specifics of the program. Lists of 
countries receiving the cards and types of cards received will 
be distributed. There will also be photo opportunities of the 
card. 


Q What time is this? 


a What time is it? Tomorrow, February 7, at 3: 
p.m., here in the Press Briefing Room. 


Q On the (Philippine briefer) appearance, do you 
happen to know, will he be doing anything else likely? 


hi I have nothing else on his -- 


Q No ON-THE-RECORD appearances that you're aware of 
coming up? 











Aa Not that I'm aware of. No. 
Q What's the occasion of this briefing? 


a He's here on consultations, and it's a good 
opportunity to background the press. 


I'm ready for your questions. 


Q Does the United States expect Australia tc 
provide refueling and food facilities for U.S. planes 
monitoring the MX test? 


- I have nothing for you on that, and, in general, 
let me say that on the question of the MX -- the MX testing -- 
the Australian Prime Minister, Mr. Hawke, as you well know, is 
here. There are meetings with U.S. Government officials that 
are taking place today. That will continue throughout the 
course of his visit. 


At this point I have nothing to offer you on the 
substance of those talks. 


Q (A senior official) said that there could 
possibly -— or there would be a statement later today from him. 


a We may have something later, but at this point I 
have nothing of substance to offer you. 


Q On the -— still on the MX, would the 
participation or non-participation of the Australians in this 
make a difference in the testing? 


a I can't comment on that. I th.ak to save you 
time, I really am in a position where I have nothing to offer 
you on the substance of that issue. 

Q What time will there be a statement? 


a I didn't say there would -- I said there may be 
something later in the day. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on New Zealand, 
specifically on Mr. Lange's comments about U.S. threats to it, 
about Weinberger, and so on? 

a More specifically, you say “U.S. threats"? 


Q Lange accused the United States of threatening 
New Zealand. He objected to statements in the U.S. by senior 














Administration officials. He accused the U.S. of bullying New 
Zealand. 


Uh-huh. 


A 
Q Do you have anything on the New Zealand reaction 
to the U.S. move of yesterday? 

A Well, basically, I think that the short answer to 
your question is that in terms of threats, that the U.S. is 
threatening New Zealand, in response to the ban on ship visits, 


the short answer is no. 
Q Do you have -- 
No. What -- 


Do you have anything else on the New Zealand 
reaction? 


A No. I have nothing for you on that. 
Q What about the economic threats to New Zealand? 
4 I have nothing for you on that. 


Q How long is the issue of the MX testing -- the 
agreement that the MX testing would take place in the Tasman 
Sea been in the public record? Why do -- why, from an American 
point of view, do you see it as having become an issue at such 
a sensitive moment? 


“ I have no comment on that for you. 


Q Going back to New Zealand for a second, Ed. Do 
you have anything on Lange's statement that New Zealand 
intended to remain in ANZUS? 


a No. 


Q How would you categorize Secretary -- Prime 
Minister Lange's reaction to Secretary Weinberger's 
statements? They were very strong statements. If they were 
not a threat, would you please paraphrase what you think 
Secretary Weinberger said to them? 


a I think I'll make it easier for you. I can't be 
Grawn out on these issues at this time 











Q Are you trying to calm down this situation? Is 
that why you won't talk about it? 


a That's your speculation. 

Q You have nothing on New Zealand? 

4 I have nothing on New Zealand. 

Q Well, the State Department itself yesterday said 


a You mentioned there was one question on : 
sanctions, which I gave you the short answer to, but let me 
elaborate on that a bit. I don't accept the premise of the use 
of the word “sanctions” per se. As we have indicated, we are 
considering the implications of our overall cooperation with 
New Zealand. This consideration will be broad-ranging, but we 
do not want to be drawn into any itemization. 


Q You won't discuss special benefits? 
a No. 


Q When Senator Cohen begins hearings on proposals 
regarding sanctions, what will the State Department position be? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Well, the State Department yesterday said that 
this sort of action can't be cost-free. Isn't that a threat? 


a If that's your interpretation of what we're 
saying, but I -- 


Q Well, it means something or it doesn't. 


a It's -- I think on -- 


Q You're saying that was meaningless? Yesterday's 
a I'm not saying it's meaningless. No. 
Q -— statement by the briefer was meaningless. 


a Absolutely not. I'm not saying that What I'm 
telling you again is that we are considering the implications 
of our overall cooperation with New Zealand This 
consideration will be broad-ranging, but at this point I don't 
want to be drawn into any itemization. 


-- MORE -- 








Q And actions like this cannot be cost-free? 
That is what our briefer said yesterday. 
Q But that's not a threat? 


A As to analysis, assessment and interpretation, 
that's your call. 


Q Ha, it has a meaning or it doesn't. 


Q At the White House this morning, it was said that 
there would be no overt actions against New Zealand. Does this 
mean that there might be some covert actions? (Laughter) 


A I'm not going to comment on that. 
Marvin? 
Q The issue involves a defense alliance. Would any 


implications that you're suggesting here, that are 
broad-ranging, go beyond the defense aspects of the overall 
relationship between the U.S. and New Zealand? 


A Marvin, the only thing I could say on your 
question is, in terms of the ANZUS Alliance itself, is that we 
attach great importance to the ANZUS Alliance. It is the 
cornerstone of the western alliance system in the Southwest 
Pacific area. And I repeat, we attach great importance to it. 


Q Yesterday, I asked what its purpose -- excuse me. 


Q I'm not quite sure that's responsive, Ed. What 
I'm trying to get at is: the alliance is a defensive alliance. 


A Yes. 


Q When you talk about implications, are you dealing 
just with implications relating to defense or is it 
broad-ranging enough to go beyond defense; in effect, economic 
relations, as well? 


a I have nothing for you on that, Marvin. 

Q I asked about the alliance yesterday and what 
it's current function is, and the Press Office provided a text 
of the alliance but it's an old alliance. What is the -~ what 


external threat are these three countries aligned against? 








a We have information on that in the Press Office. 
That was the purpose of our providing that. I think that 
spells it out. 


Q Well, it didn't mention any potential 
agsressors. The alliance is very much in trouble right now, it 
would seem, and I wondered who you were allied against, and 
whether that defense is suffering because of this disagreement? 


A Barry, I'll refer you to the information we 
provided yesterday on the ANZUS Alliance. It's very clear; I 
think it spelled out the purposes of that alliance that were 
staked out in 1951-1952. We consider it a very important 
alliance. 


Robin? 


Q Is the United States talking directly with New 
Zealand now about how to resolve this problem? 


A I'm not going to get drawn into the diplomatic 
exchanges, Robin. 


Q How about this country? Have you talked to 
Senator Cohen about -- is there collaboration between Senator 
Cohen's office and the State Department or the Administration 
on how to deal with this problem? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Barry. 


Q Just as a housekeeping arrangement, to save us 
some time this afternoon, do you know if Secretary Shultz will 
come down and talk because we've been told Prime Minister Hawke 
doesn't like to talk at these stakeouts? 


A I have nothing specific for you on whether or not 
the Secretary will be speaking. 


Q Is there any way we could find out so that -- it 
would save us a lot of time and commotion down there. 


Aa Well, I think you should keep in touch with the 
Press Office. 


Q Well, can you let us know within the next hour or 
so -— would that be possible -- whether the Secretary is coming 
down? 


i) Whatever we have, we will let you know. 











Yes, the answer to your question is that. 
Q I appreciate it. Thank you. 


Q Another area? Do you have a reaction or a 
comment on Mr. Mubarak's expressed dissatisfaction with the 
American aid level to his country? 


A I think I may have something for you on that. We 
expect assistance levels will be on President Mubarak': agenda 
when he visits Washington next month. 


The President's FY-86 Budget is already before the 
Congress and reflects Administration priorities within 
stringent fiscal concerns. That budget already includes an 
increase in assistance for Egypt. 


We will, of course, listen carefully to what President 
Mubarak has to say. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
R Yes. 


Q He told the Times he's not satisfied with the aid 
level. Can that aid level be adjusted upward to satisfy him, 
or do you just listen carefully to him? 


4 We will listen carefully to what the President 
has to say, and that budget already includes an increase in 
assistance for Egypt. 


Q It's all in the form of grants, so there's no -- 
a Excuse me? 
Q It's all in the form of grants so there's no give 


there. There's nothing more you can do for him except increase 
the total, correct? 


a We will listen carefully to what he has to say. 


Q You were saying that there are increases already 
built in? 


rs The budget already includes an increase in 
assistance for Egypt. 


Q And then you were also talking about -- I think 
you're phrase was “certain strict fiscal concerns." 








A Reflects Administration priorities within 
stringent fiscal concerns. 


Q "Stringent" -- what did you mean by that? 


A Well, I think that's a comment, Marvin, on the 
overall approach toward the budget this year in terms of 
stringencies, and budgetary stringencies. 


Q But it is going up? But the aid levels will go 
up to Egypt anyway? 


A It includes an increase, yes. 

Q So is that to suggest, then, that it doesn't go 
up to the level that the Egyptians wanted? Is that what you're 
trying to say there? 

A That's your speculation. 

Q Do you know much more it would be increased? 


4 I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the bombing in south 
Lebanon? 


A We have seen various conflicting reports. We 
have no specific comment on them except to note that we have 
expressed on many occasions our concern about continuing 
violence and the need to protect innocent civilian lives 
throughout Lebanon. That's all I have. 


~-MORE-- 











Q You are not condemning the attack, or what? I 
mean, because that's the national resistance, Lebanese national 
resistance claiming it, so are you condemning it or not 
condemning it? 


A Well, I refer you to the fact that we've seen 
various conflicting reports. The information on exactly what 
has happened is not fully in. 


Q A copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 


Q Kim Dae Jung's delegation going to South Korea 
has apparently been unable to obtain any hotel rooms in Seoul 
-- it's all booked up, according to the Korean Government. 
(Laughter) Do we have any comment on different kinds of 
harassment? 


a On hotel reservations in Seoul, or -- 
‘Laughter) 

Q On hotel reservations and -- 

Q -- and travel advisory. 

(Laughter) 

A I don't have a travel advisory, no. 

Q Does the U.S. regard this as further harassment 


of this individual? 
A But your specific question is -- 


Q Does the U.S. regard this as further harassment 
of this individual? Do you still anticipate that his return 
will be trouble-free? 


A Mr. Kim was scheduled to leave National Airport 
this morning for Tokyo where he will overnight before flying 
into Tokyo* the morning of February 8, Korea time. We expect 
that his return will go smoothly and be trouble-free. 


Q Is the Department trying to aid the delegation in 
securing hotel rooms? 


Aa I'm really not in the business of hotel 
reservations here. (Laughter) I just have nothing for you on 
that. 


Correction: "“before flying into Seoul." 
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Q Another topic? Do you have anything on Premier 
Castro's offer to cooperate with the United States on 
withdrawal on the East Angolan situatis? 


a We have noted the statements attributed to Mr. 
Castro in today's Washington Post. The decision on the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops is for Angola, as a sovereign 
country, to make. 


We continue to pursue actively our negotiating effort 
with Angola and South Africa, the countries in the region 
directly concerned, to get an agreement which will bring 
Namibia to independence on the basis of U.N. Resolution 435; 
and assure the withdrawal of the Cuban troops now in Angola. 
We remain committed to achieving these objectives. 


Q You still want the troops out even if Angola 
wants them in? 


a We remain committed to achieving these objectives. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
i) Yes. 


May I go back to the delegation going back with 
Kim? I'm sure you're aware that American Embassies around the 
world very often help distinguished visitors with 
accommodations, including hotel rooms. 


Do you want to leave the impression that the State 
Department is not concerned about whether these Congressmen get 
hotel rooms in Seoul? 


A No, I don't want to leave that impression at 
all. The fact of the matter is I don't have any specific 
information for you on hotel arrangements. It's as simple as 
that. But I would steer you away from inferring from my 
remarks that we're not concerned. The statements we've been 
making from this podium on the Kim Dae Jung issue has certainly 
underlined the concern of the U.S. Government that his return 
be safe and trouble-free. 


Q Can you check and see if there is any acti *¥ on 
this matter? The delegation members say there is. 


a Let me look into it for you. 
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Q Do you have anything on the expected abstention 
in the Inter-American Development Bank on a loan to Chile, by 
the United States? 


a I will not have anything for you on this loan 
until after the loan has come up for a vote. 


Q Do you know if it's today or tomorrow? 


6 It's -— I think it will be either today or 
tomorrow. 


Q Will the United States vote, sir? 
A I have nothing, Barry, on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Papandreou's forthcoming 
visit to Moscow and what that's all about? 


“ No. I have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have any comment on Secretary Weinberger's 
suggestion that Papandreou's fomenting of anti-American 
attitudes contributed to the terrorist bombing, or may have 
been a factor? 


a Well, I will refer you to the Department of 
Defense for specific comment on Secretary Weinberger 's 
remarks. However, we have expressed our concern previously 
over various statements made by the Government of Greece. We 
do not believe false and accusatory rhetoric by the government 
of an ally of the United States, such as Greece, helps foster 
an environment in which we can best pursue common goals. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
“ Yes. 


Q I have no way of knowing if the White House 
addressed this. The State of the Union is tonight. Do you 
have anything to tell us about how, if, foreign governments are 
being informed in advance of the President's remarks or any 
briefings or any special meetings, or do they watch television, 
as most of us do, and find out what he has to say? 


A I may have something for you, Barry -- 


Q Later? 
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a -— in the press office, yes. 
Q Okay : . 
A Yes? 


Q Thank you. 


Q Can I just get for one second back to the MX? 
There were reports today floating that the United States is 
considering other areas for the MX tests. Can you say what 
other country might conceivably have the space available to 
hold such tests? 


A No. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:59 P.M.) 











postes: 2 [L1G 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Briefing of February &. 1945 
KOREA =- KIA DAE JUNG 
@: Is the Department trying to aid the delegation (accompanying 
Kim Dae Jung to Korea) in securing hotel rooms in Seoul? 
A: We have been asked by the delegation for our assistance. We 


have been in’contact with the Korean Government, which has 


indicated that it intends to facilitate the visit of the 


delegation. 











. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INDEX 


THURSDAY, FPEBRUARY 7, 1985 


SUBJECT 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 
McPherson testimony on African drought .....seee-. 
Nolan briefing on tax exempt cards ....cscccceees 
White House briefing on King Pahd's visit ....... 


GRENADA 
Departure of remaining U.S. military personnel .. 


LAOS 
U.S.-Lao excavation of craSh Site ..nccccccccececs 


ANZUS/AUSTRALIA/NEW ZEALAND 
Sen. Cohen's resolution on New Zealand ....seee6:. 
Further U.S. actions in response to New 
Zealand's denial of port aCCeSS ....ceeeceees 
Australian cooperation with U.S. OM SDI ..ceeeees 
Prime Minister Hawke's ViSit w.cccccccsccceceeses 
Australia and New Zealand as U.S. allieS ....ss.. 


MIDDLE EAST 
"Fahd plan;* President Reagan's initiative ...... 
U.S.-Soviet talks on the Middle EBaSt ....cececeees 
Middle East visit by two U.S. Congressmen ....... 


EGYPT/ ISRAEL 
Taba talks; Egyptian Foreign Minister's remarks 


U.S.S.R. 
U.S.-Soviet talks on the Middle East ...ccccecess 
Chernenko's health ese nereeeeneeneeneeneeneeeneeeneeeneeneeneee 


SOUTH AFRICA 
Crocker's trip ese eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 


HONDURAS 
U.S.-Honduran economic and security talks ....... 


LEBANON 
Reported violence e*eneeeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeeeneeneeee 





ee 


10-11 


12-13 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #25 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1985, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I'm sorry I am so late, 


but I think I may be 20 or 30 seconds earlier than the other 
day, so maybe there is some progress. 


I have several announcements. Available in the Press 
Office is the prepared statement by AID Administrator Peter 
McPherson before the Senate Judiciary Committee, Subcommittee 


on Immigration and Refugee Policy. He testified on the african 
drought situation. 


A reminder: James E. Nolan, Director of the Office of 
Foreign Missions, will conduct an ON THE RECORD briefing today 
at 3:00 p.m. in this Press Briefing Room. The briefing will be 
on the tax exempt cards to be issued to eligible foreign 
missions personnel on the basis of reciprocity. 


Theve will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the upcoming 
State visit of King Fahd of Saudi Arabia Friday, February 8, at 
10:00 a.m. in the White House Press Briefing Room. 


An announcement on U.S. military personnel to depart 
Grenada: 


U.S. military and Caribbean Peace Force personnel will 
begin departing Grenada in mid-April following the completion 
of basic training for the Special Service Unit of the Grenadian 
Police Force. The withdrawal will be phased over a period of 
five and one half months. 


In October 1983, after the murder of Prime Minister 
Bishop and others by a group of Grenadian military personnel, 
the Governor General of Grenada asked the U.S. and various 
Caribbean countries to restore order. When this mission was 
accomplished, the U.S. withdrew all combat personnel by 
December 15, 1983. A small group of about 250 U.S. military 
personnel remained to provide support for the multinational CPF 
-~ Caribbean Peace Force -- which had been asked by the interim 
government to maintain order until the Grenadian Police Force 
could be reconstituted and trained. 


Prime Minister Blaze, elected by a landslide last 











December 3, reconfirmed his government's desire that the U.S. 
and the CPF personnel stay until the Grenadian Police Force was 
completely trained. 


The Grenadian Police Force will attain full strength 
by mid-April, and all its contingents will have completed 
training by September 30. At that time, the final CPF and U.S. 
training units will depart. Each step of the withdrawal will 
be coordinated with the Grenadian Government and with CPF 
authorities to insure the orderly turnover of security 
responsibilities and to guarantee that Grenada's democratic 
tranquility is maintained. 


Today is Grenada's Independence Day, and Prime 
Minister Blaze has announced the withdrawal plan to the 
Grenadian people. 


I have one other announcement. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
i Yes, you can. 


Q One other announcement: The United States 
Government, and the Government of the Lao People's Democratic 
Republic have agreed to the joint excavation of the crash site 
of an airplane which was lost during the war. 


The text of a joint statement is as follows: Prompted 
7 its humanitarian policy toward the families of the Americans 
missing in action during the war, the Government of the Lao 


People's Democratic Republic has responded to the request of 
the Government of the Unite” “States of America and agreed to 
the joint excavation of tt . » Of the crash of a United 
States C-130 aircraft down southern Laos. The excavation 
will take place from February .0O through 21 this year. 


The United States very much a; preciates this 
humanitarian gesture by the Lao Government. 


Q When was it downed? 


“ I beg your pardon? 
Q When was it downed? 
A When this was downed? I have something on that, 


as a matter of fact. 

















The site -— let me tell you about the site and the 
timing, the calendar question that you just asked. The site is 
located northeast of Pakse in southern Laos. It contains the 


— of an American C-130 aircraft shot down in December 
972. 


An American team made a preliminary survey of the site 
in December 1983, and as the President announced, the Lao 
Government agreed to its excavation, in principle, in July of 
last year. 


Can we have a copy of the announcement? 


S 
a You can have a copy of the announcement; yes. 
6 


How many Americans were on board? 


i On that, let me see if I have something on that. 
I don't think we have that question here; and I'll see whether 


it is possible to get some information on that, but I am not 
sure. 


Q Was it the Air Force -- do you know -- C-130? 


a I have no special military designation of that. 
It says American C-130 aircraft. 


Q You say there was a preliminary American site 
survey. Are there any results of that available? 


o I have nothing on that, and I suppose the 
negotiations that followed in the wake produced the agreement 
that I was able to announce today -- the joint statement. 

Q Bernie, did you get any indication from the 
Laotians whether the U.S. statement -- fairly recent; I don't 
remember when; a week or two or three ago -- contributed to the 
quick completion of this agreement at this time? 

a I have nothing on that, Ralph. 


Shall we go to questions, or do you have any other 
questions on this? 


Q No 
6 Okay, let me just put this aside 


Q How does the Administration feel about Senator 





Cohen's resolution on New Zealand, and about the specific 
points raised: a possible bilateral military pact without New 
Zealand with Australia, and with some sanctions or actions 
cutting down on agricultural imports from New Zealand? 


a On Senator Cohen's action, all I have is that we 
have not yet examined the details of this proposed legislation, 
and I'd have to leave it at that. 


Q What about on those two -- putting aside the 
resolution, what is the feeling about it? 


a Could you be specific about your question? 
--MORE-- 








Q Does the Administration support a cutting down on 
agricultural imports from New Zealand, and does it plan to 


enter into a bilateral military defense pact with Australia 
that would exclude New Zealand? 


A I have nothing specific in reply to either of 
those questions. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything at all on 
agricultural imports? 


A No, nothing on that -- 


Q Are those two things -- 


A -- but let me just make -- Go ahead. I'm sorry. 
Q Are those two items under consideration, at least? 
A I'm sorry. I've got nothing on which I can 


eressee any sort of replies to your questions at the present 
time. 


Robin. 


Q On a related question, Bernie, can you give us 
anything on whether or not Prime Minister Hawke is concerned 
about SDI and Australia's cooperation with the U.S. on SDI? 


A That is the point I wanted to make, Robin. As 
you know, there is a lunch underway right now at the White 
House, and it is my understanding that there would be a 
statement at about 1:30 to be followed by a BACKGROUNDER by a 
senior State Department official at 1:40. And in view of the 
fact that the process of dialogue is underway even as we stand 
here, I would suggest that the questions be posed to the senior 
official at 1:40 when the meeting at the White House has been 
completed. 


I think that in view of the fact that things are in 
transition, as it were, it would be wiser to go to that 
briefing and pose your questions there. 

Q On both New Zealand and Australia? 


fs On Australia in particular, I would say -- 
Australia and the United States -- and your call on New Zealand. 


Q Can I ask you one more on New Zealand? 








a Sure. 


Q Has there been any further step taken or any 
progress, if you will, on the statement you made the other day 
that suggested that there would be other steps taken following 
the first one with regard to New Zealand and its refusal to 
allow port access? Has there been any progress on that issue? 


a I'm not sure how I should interpret your question 
about progress, but I do have something in a more generalized 
way that deals with the question to some degree about what 
you're pointing to. 


We have made clear that New Zealand's performance as 
an ally has an impact on our treatment of New Zealand, 
particularly in the defense area. At the same time, this does 
not mean that we are treating New Zealand as an enemy and are 
seeking ways to retaliate against it economically. 

This does not mean there are no costs. It is clear 
that arguments for special preferential consideration on the 
legislative and administrative processes will have less 
persuasive impact if New Zealand cannot cite its status as a 
good ally. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

A Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the U.S. vote on 
the Chile loan -- 


i) No, I have nothing on that. 

Q Bernie -- 

a Steve. Excuse me. Let me go to Steve. 

Be right back. 

Q I don't know if you covered this yesterday, but 
related to the Australia bit, Hawke called before he left 


Brussels for a new round of trade -- 


bo Hawke called for -- 


Q -- @ new round of trade talks, when he was in 
Brussels. Has that subject come up in any of his meetings here 
that you know of? 











A I don't know, and I'm really not running from 
that question. I don't have any information on that, and I'm 
certain that that's one you could address at the 1:40 


BACKGROUNDER. 
Q Bernie, there's yet another -- 
A Is it on this same -- ? 
Q No. 
é Go ahead. Is it the same subject? 
Q No. 
f Oh. Go ahead, Marvin. 


Q You were saying before in reference to New 
Zealand, by implication, that New Zealand is not a good ally at 
this point by virtue of its decision not to allow the port 
call. 


Does Australia stand, in your view, as a good ally 
following its decision not to allow planes to refuel? 


6 I will not get involved in characterizations of 
the contrasting positions on the question of an ally vis-a-vis 
New Zealand and Australia, but I will make this observation: 
Australia provides full military cooperation on matters vital 
to the Alliance. New Zealand is oa port access, a basic 
and necessary requirement within ANZUS for reliable defense in 
this maritime region. 


Additionally, the New Zealand port access issue is 
intertwined with our worldwide policy of neither confirming nor 
denying the presence or absence of nuclear weapons aboard U.S. 
naval vessels. Australian operational support for MX testing 
is not a necessity and does not raise fundamental issues as 
does New Zealand's denial of port access. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Yes, you can. 


Q On the visit of King Fahd, does the 
Administration consider the “Fahd plan," also known as the “Fez 
plan," compatible with the Reagan initiative of ‘82? And if it 
doesn't, will we use this visit by King Fahd to try to find a 
compromise between the Fahd and Reagan plans? 





a I cannot get involved in any sort of response to 
that question, and I obviously would suggest that it be raised, 


to the extent that you want to pursue it, at the BACKGROUNDER 
that I listed before. 


Q The Egyptian Foreign Minister this morning was 
speaking at the American Enterprise Institute, and he described 
the results of the Beersheba talks about Taba, which were held 
January 29, as 50-50, that they were conducted in a 
constructive and friendly spirit. And towards the end of his 
presentation he said that, “We are insisting that this question 
be referred to arbitration about Taba,” because it looks like 
he doesn't want to say it's good or bad -- the talks -- but he 
gave it a grade, 50-50. 


The United States was present at these talks. Will 
the United States be ready to act in the role of arbitration or 
to take it to the International Court of Justice, or where does 
this lead? 


6 I have no way of addressing that question. I 
think a few days ago, we had some sort of assessment of how 
those talks had been going on. But beyond that, I could not 
take it in the direction that you are posing your question 


~ Will you look into the way -- 


A That is a process that is still underway, and I 
think I would have to say no on that. 


-- MORE -- 











Q & couple of days you welcomed the resumption -- 


I beg your pardon? 


Q A couple of days you welcomed, that is, 
resumption of the negotiation -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q -- about Taba. You didn't have any assessment or 
anything about that. 


A I thought there might have been. I might be 
speaking -- 


Q You welcomed it. 


fs I might be speaking erroneously, but I thought 
there was a modest assessment of those -- of the Taba 
get-together. 


Q Can you tell us when Mr. Shultz will be seeing 
the Egyptian Foreign Minister? 


6 I don't know. I don't have that schedule for 
that appointment. I have nothing on that. 


Q It's -- 
6 1 have nothing on any scheduling. 
. Bernie? 


te Yeah. 


Q If 1 may take the question of arbitration back 
into focus -- 


i) In full recognition that I'm not in a position to 
promote the question beyond the question. 


Q But is -- how -- what is the possibility of U.S. 
participation, as you see it, as a result of the Beersheba 
meetings that could lead to resolution of this problem? 


a I regret that I have to -- 
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Q Considering that U.S. participation has been 
welcome. 


a Well, there was a U.S. attendance there. but I 
really have nothing on that, and whatever information I have 
not had, I've even exhausted that. 


Robin? 


Q Bernie, on the Middle East again, is there any 
progress on Soviet-U.S. talks at all concerning the Middle East? 


i I have nothing on that here. 


Q Bernie, at the same press conference today of the 
Egyptian Foreign Minister, he was quite clear to say that 
nobody should take Egypt for granted, and he accused Israel of 
taking Egypt for granted, and he repeated that this is 
addressed to all parties. Would you take this as meaning also 
the United States? 


6 I'm not going to get involved in 
characterizations set forth by the Egyptian Foreign Minister, 
nor will I become involved as to the destinations of his 
remarks. 


Q Do you have anything on plans for Assistant 
Secretary Crocker to go to South Africa? 


fe I do have something on that. Mr. Crocker will be 
holding bilateral discussions with South African officials this 
week as part of the ongoing negotiations to bring about 
Namibian independence. He is also expected to discuss 
bilateral issues with the South Africans. He will leave 
Washington -- in fact, he has left, on February 6th -- and will 
return in about a week. That was yesterday. 


Q Copy? 
6 No. There's just some notes here. I'm sorry. 
Q Is he going anywhere else, Bernie? 


6 I don't have anything on any additional travel 
plans, although I cannot, obviously, rule that out. 


Q Bernie, does bilateral relations -- 


a Excuse me just a second. 
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Q -—- include economic relations? 


a As I've given it to you, Steve, and I have 
nothing beyond that. 


Q Bernie -- 
A Yeah. 
Q There's a report in The New York Times today 


which says the talks with Honduras are deadlocked and stalled, 
and I wonder if you had any comment on the talks with Honduras. 


ts Honduras. On the military training center? 
I think there are -—- 


What area are you talking about? 


oD ?> 


The military relationship, I believe, is more 
accurate. 


a Well, let me give you -- 
Q Give me what you have. 


‘ -~ give you -- in a spirit of generosity 1 will 
-- (laughter) -- 


Q We appreciate that. 


2 As you know, we are currently involved in 
discussions with Honduras on both economic and security 
topics. Those talks are continuing and are part of an ongoing 
series of discussions and consultations with Honduras which 
reflect the excellent relationship between our two governments. 


As a matter of policy, however, we do not discuss the 
particulars of diplomatic discussions. 


Q I thought you said you're going to be generous. 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on Bulgarian mistreatment of 
ethnic Turks? 


iz No. I think there was a guidance on that about 
two weeks ago, George, that dealt with that general subject 
that somehow got past you. 
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It was in the paper today. 


Do you have anything -- any guidance about 
Lebanon? 


a Guidance about Lebanon. In what context? 
Q Everything you can offer me, please. 


& Everything I can offer you. How about, “We don't 
have anything to add to our remarks of yesterday?" 


Q You didn't say anything yesterday. 


6 (Laughter) My memory leaped over yesterday 
because my associate was here. Did you do anything on Lebanon 
yesterday? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I did, and obviously had a big impact. 
Q He asked us to -- 

6 Now -- what? --— he asked you to ask us today. 

Q He asked us to ask you today. 


A Well, we have a competition here in memories. I 
have very little on Lebanon. 


Q Do you have anything on the situation down in the 
south? 


6 On the situation in the south? 

Q Yeah. 

6 Just in a general observation that whatever 
reports we're getting of any sort of a violent activity 


underscore the need for orderly arrangements for peace and 
stability in south Lebanon. 


Q Bernie -- 

be Yeah? 

Q You've been saying that for about two weeks now. 
Do you have anything to back up that there is some progress in 
that area? 
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a I'll have to stand, Marvin, on what I have said, 
and what you say I have been saying for the past two weeks. 
(Laughter) 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on a reported visit 
to be undertaken by Vice President Bush to Sudan during the -- 
this month? 


a No. I have nothing on anything of the Vice 
President's travels, and in that respect the White House would 
be clearly the place that an announcement comes. Let me go to 
Robin, if I may. 


Q Can you give us, by any chance, Bernie, an update 
on Mr. Chernenko's health? 


7 Well, Mr. Chernenko's health. I think you've 
heard me address that question before. We've seen the reports, 
and, as you know, we do not comment on such matters. 


Q Bernie -- 

iJ I'm sorry. Just a second. 
Q Bernie -- 

a Yeah. 


Two United States Congressmen, one from New York 

and one from Little Rock, Arkansas, after they signed up for a 
visit to the West Bank, Jordan and Israel, and after the United 
States Consulate in East Jerusalem prepared for their visit, 
told the organization sponsoring the trip that they cannot make 
the trip because immense pressure was delivered against them by 
some Jewish groups. Do you have any comment on this story, 
and, if not, will you please look into this? 


a I have no comment, and, if it is possible to come 
up with a reply, we'll do that. 


Q Anything to say about the Secretary's travel 
plans? 


6 No. Wot today. 


Q Is it possible to find out for us when will Mr. 
Shultz be seeing the Egyptian Foreign Minister today? 


i I suppose when the appointment is set, it will be 
on the schedule. We shall all discover it simultaneously. 
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Q We cannot find out today? 


I can't get in that position of finding out about 
it toda. That would be an act of favoritism. He would be 


unhappy, you would be happy, and I'd have great problems. 
Q Thank you. 


a Right. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Sriefinc of February 7, 1985 


MIDDLE EAST: Congressional Trio . 





Q Two United States Congressmen, one from New York and one 
from Little Rock, Arkansas, after they signed uo for a 
visit to the West Sank, Jordan and Israel, and after the 
United States Consulate in East Jerusalem orepared for their 
visit, told the organization sponsoring the trip that they 
cannot make the trip because immense pressure was delivered 
against them by some Jewish groups. Do you have any comment 
on this story? 


A: We refer you to the offices of the Congressmen reportedly 


involved for comment. 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1985, 12:41 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I'm sorry I'm late, 
but developments this morning have caused a delay. 


I have several announcements: One, a reminder (that) 
there will be a BACKGROUND briefing today on the Philippines at 
2:00 P.M. in this briefing room. 


A question that several of you have been asking us: 
the status of release of the Country Reports on Human Rights 
Practices for 19684. Owe to the Committee selection process on 
the Hill, there was some slippage on the printing schedule for 
the Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 1984. We now 
anticipate that we will be able to provide members of the press 
with copies of the reports on Tuesday morning, February 12, 
with an embargo for release at noon, Wednesday, February 13. 

If this schedule holds, the reports will be made available from 
our Press Office to accredited members of the Department of 
State Press Corps Tuesday morning 


Q When will the briefing be, or will there be one, 
by Mr. Abrams? 


a I don't have a specific time yet, Don, on that. 


Last announcement: As you know, Mr. Kim Dae Jung 
returned to the Republic of Korea yesterday. Although he is 
safe and unhurt, the return was not, to use our phrase, 
"trouble-free." ll the facts are understandably not yet 


clear, and there is a fair amount of conflicting information 
being circulated 


The Republic of Korea Government has kept us informed 
in advance of the planned arrival scenario for Mr. Kim and the 
entourage As we understood it, Mr. Kim and his wife would be 
taken in a government car to his home separately from the 
entourage The Korean authorities would expedite the airport 
formalities for a few members of the entourage who would be 
allowed to continue in separate transportation to Mr. Kim's 
home. The rest of the entourage was to proceed to the regular 
airport formalities 








In addition, the government planned, we were told, to 
have a Korean official board the plane in Tokyo to explain in 
detail these arrangements to Mr. Kim and the entourage. The 
advance person for Mr. Kim's entourage informed the Embassy 
that the arrangements were acceptable and communicated the 
names of Congressmen Feighan and Foglietta and Ambassador White 
as the three who would accompany Mr. Kim to his home in a 
separate car. 


The arrival scenario did not, of course, go as it 
should have. Facts are, understandably, not yet clear, but it 
appears that when some of the group accompanying Mr. Kim 
resisted police efforts to separate them from Mr. Kim on 
disembarking from the plane, the Korean security officers 
responded with considerable force. 


U.S. Embassy officers who had been promised access to 
the disembarking Congressmen were initially denied access by 
Korean authorities at the scene -- a fact which we deplore. 

Mr. and Mrs. Kim were put on an elevator while the members of 
the entourage were forced to descend separately by escalator. 
Mr. and Mrs. Kim were taken to a Korean Government vehicle, and 
after about 45 minutes proceeded to their home. 


As we understand it, Congressmen Feighan and Foglietta 
as well as Ms. Derian and former Ambassador White and some 
newsmen were handled roughly. There were reports that Mr. Kim 
also was handled roughly However, Mr. Kim told the Embassy 
that he was not. 


I would add that our Embassy officers were not 
permitted to go near the airplane, which might have prevented 
this incident, nor were they allowed to help expedite airport 
formalities. Evidently the Korean Foreign Ministry official 
who was to accompany the flight from Tokyo did not do so, or at 
least did not do the briefing. 


We Go not believe that anyone was seriously hurt, but 
one or two Koreans or Korean-Americans accompanying Mr. Kim may 
have been taken to a hospital according to one report, one of 
these men has a heart condition and was taken to the hospital 
as @ precaution 


Our Embassy has protested and has asked the Foreign 
Ministry for an investigation, an explanation, and guarantees 
(that) the proper treatment of the Americans accompanying Mr 
Kim will be assured. We have received a promise of an 
investigation and assurances that the Korean Government will 
assure the safety of the Americans 











As we made clear many times before Mr. Kim's departure 
from the United States for Seoul, we had hoped for a 
trouble-free return and we had been in contact with the Korean 
Government for several weeks concerning the return. While this 
obviously did not happen, we'd like to point out that the 
regrettable events of today are only cart of the story. Mr. 
Kim's treatment by the Korean authorities in coming weeks and 
months will continue to be something that we will follow 
closely, as we will follow to work and encourage political 
liberalization in Korea. It seems to us that restraint and 
compromise would help Korea achieve the goal of a more liberal 


political atmosphere that all, including the Korean Government, 
espouse. 


Q Copy of that? 


é You can have a copy of that, yes. You'll have to 
give us a little time right after to get you the copies -- some 
typos. 


Q Do you have the exact wording of the protest that 
you made? 


A I don't have that availablie, no. 


Q "“Deplore” -- you are deploring the fact that U.S. 
officials were denied access at the scene at the airport. 
You're not deploring the reports that people were pushed, 
beaten, treated -- manhandled -- whatever you said? You said 
“handled roughly." 


The only thing you're deploring is that the U.S. 
officials were not allowed to go to the plane? 


A No I think the thrust of the remarks in the 
statement that I've just read to you is comprehensive in its 
essence, and I will stand on that statement in all its aspects. 


Q I'm not quite sure how to phrase this, but what I 
want to get at is, to what extent has President Reagan been 
kept apprised of the developments and to what extent did he 
have a role of formulating the protest, or deciding on the 
protest or -- 


A Well, Ralph, I'm not going to get involved in 
internal U.S. Government decision-making process. 


Q Do you know when the President was informed? The 
White House said he would be briefed. Do you know when he was? 





fe I'm not going to get involved in those srocedural 
aspects. 


Q Can you tell us whether the White House was aware 
at 9:15 this morning when the Spokesman at the White House was 
asked about this matter, whether he was aware that a protest 
had been filed, had been lodged? 


a That who was aware, Ralph? 


Q That the White House Spokesman was aware of this 
or not? Can you tell us whether he was aware at 9:15 this 
morning? 


6 I can't comment on that, Ralph. 
Q Can you tell us when the protest was lodged? 
A I don't have that specific information. 


Q Is President Chun's visit in any way in jeopardy 
because of this? 


6 No. We expect that President Chun's visit will 
proceed as scheduled. 


Q What if the restraint that you've urged be shown 
in the next few months is not shown? 


a That's a hypothetical question. I'm not going to 
answer that. 


Q In an interview on the phone this morning with 
NBC, Mr. Kim himself said he is concerned for his life. What's 
your information about that? 


A I have no specific comment on -- to add to his 
remark. 


Q Do we understand that Kim is under house arrest, 
protective custody, or what is his status? 


i It is our understanding that Mr. Kim is not being 
allowed to leave his home. As we have made clear, we regret 
any steps such as this one that do not promote the goal of 
political development in Korea. We hope that these 
restrictions on Kim will be lifted as soon as possible. 


Q Copy of that? 








a No. 


Q How were the Americans roughed up? There were 
reports that Congressman Feighan and former Ambassador White 
were thrown to the ground. Do you know if that's true? 


i I don't want to get into the exact details. 
We've received conflicting reports, and all the information 
isn't in now, and I don't want to try to state anything 
authoritatively from this podium at this time. 


-- MORE -- 





Q You're saying the U.S. asked the Korean 
Government to assure the safety of the Americans who were in 
the traveling party, I presume, and received those assurances. 


Was the Korean Government asked to insure Mr. Kim's 
safety by the United States Government? 


ca I'll have to refer you to the statements that 
we've made that we expected Mr. Kim's return to go smoothly and 
be trouble-free. 


Q And it didn't, so was there anything further -- 
today in the protest was there anything further? 


o I don't want to get drawn out into the exact 
diplomatic exchanges we've had. 

Connie? 

Q Can I go on to New Zealand? Are we finished7a 

Q No. 

Q No, No. 

A No. I think -- 


Q I'm sorry to be repetitive. What did you say 
about Chun's forthcoming visit? 


is We expect the President of Korea's visit to 
proceed as scheduied. 


Q There are several unanswered questions. Could 
you keep us posted as the day progresses if these questions 
become answerable? 

A Certainly. Certainly. 

Q Another question -- 


A Robin? 


Q Does it seem at this time that this was sort of a 
spontaneous problem that arose because of what might be 
described as chaotic events at the airport, or was this 
something pre-planned? 











A Well, Robin, perhaps I can answer that question 
by stating that there were understandings we thought we had 
with the Korean Government which were not carried out. 


Q Can you be more specific? 


fa As I said, we had understood that Embassy 
officers would be allowed to go to the aircraft when Mr. Kim 
deplaned. They were not. We regret this, given the flexible 
attitude the Korean Government had taken toward Mr. Kim's 
return to Korea. 


We would also repeat that it is important now, given 
the Korean Government's assurances that there will be an 
investigation and that the proper treatment of the Americans 
will be assured, to move forward toward the goal of political 
liberalization that we all desire. 


Q In an interview, Congressman Foglietta was 
critical of the U.S. Embassy, saying that they did not let the 
government know with sufficient certainty their desire to have 
the Americans protected. Are you convinced that that was 
clearly understood, that the Americans would be -- in that 
delegation would be protected? 


id I don't want to get into those types of details, 
but I would -- our Embassy has worked very actively on this 
matter. 


Q Your statement does not contain any reference to 
the way the Korean police treated the demonstrators supporting 
Mr. Kim. Do you have anything on that? 


i I have nothing on that. 
Ralph? 


Q I know that because of the scheduling of the 
thing it's very unlikely that any reference to this would be 
included -- this incident -- would be included in the Human 
Rights Report that is to be released by the Department next 
week, but in your view should we read that report on South 
Korea differently as a result of the events of today? And, if 
you don't have an answer to that question, I'd ask you to take 
that question in light of the fact that the report is due out, 
and we all have to make judgments about South Korea's human 
rights behavior. 


id Well, I think, Ralph, the physical process of 
printing the report I think is well on its way, and I think 
that speaks to itself. 





Q Right. But can you help us with some guidance on 
how we should read whatever conclusions the U.S. draws that we 
don't know about? 


i Ralph, in the short time I've been here, I've 
grown to admire your intelligence and your competence, and I am 
never going to tell you how to read. (Laughter) 


Q Right. 


Q The Government of South Korea has set certain 
rules for the campaigning for the forthcoming National Assembly 
elections and taken certain steps. for example, 14, now 15 or 
16, leading politicians are under house arrest. The freedom of 
travel and apparently of expression of candidates has been 
a Certain slogans and posters have been destroyed by 
police. 


What is the characteristic -- the characterization of 
the election campaign so far in the eyes of the American 
Government, which before the Nicaraguan election, for example, 
characterized the situation leading up to that poll 


(2 The only way 1 can respond to your question is to 
repeat what I have said several times this afternoon: that we 
hope that the country will move forward toward the goal of 
political liberalization that we all desire, and 1'll have to 
stay with that 


Q As in the case of the Kim arrival, has the 
American Government been in contact with the Korean Government 
about these pre-election practices? 


“ I cannot get involved in discussing our 
diplomatic exchanges 


Q What is the goal of this investigation, that it 
should be determined whether this was ordered from the central 
government or that people be brought to justice if they 
assaulted someone, or what? 


‘ Simply to get to the facts, and then proceed from 
that point on 


Q And then if anybody's guilty of assault, they 
should be -- or the United States would want them to be 
punished? 


a I'm not going to get involved into that stage of 
speculation 








Q Do the Embassy officials there feel that the 
incident creates any increased danger in any way for the rest 
of the entourage, or have they advised other members of the 
entourage in any way about the situation? 

+ I have nothing for you on that. 

Now can we change? 
Can we now change, or do you want to -- 


No. One more. 


> © PF» 


Any more questions -- 


Q One last question: When will we be given the 
protest note, or will that be made available to us? 


a That's not our normal practice, Robin -- 
Q I know 
a - to divulge diplomatic exchanges. 


In this case there's some question as to what 
exactly it was that you protested, so we'd like to see it, if 
possible 


a That's getting into our diplomatic exchanges, and 
it's just not our practice to do that. 


Q Is this Department going to ask for future safety 
of Mr. Kim? 


6 To ask for the future safety? 
Q Right 


a 1 think what I've stated is a sufficient 
characterization of our position on Mr. Kim. 


Q Do you know who in the Korean Government will do 
this investigation’ 


a Il have no details No. 


Q Do you have any more reason to believe the 
assurances that you're being given on the investigation than 
you obviously now have to believe the assurances you were given 
on the trouble-free arrival? 
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“ I have no comment on that. 


Q Since there are questions about what you're 
protesting and you don't want to give us the protest note, 
could you in your own words say now or perhaps take the 
question of what it is precisely that we're protesting? 


f I think if you listened carefully to one of my 
responses to the questions, I said there were understandings we 
thought we had with the Korean Government which were not 
carried out. 


Q That's not specific enough, I don't think. 


Q Are you protesting the violence that surrounded 
his arrival? 


is l went further. I said we had understood that 
Embassy officers would be allowed to go to the aircraft when 
Mr. Kim deplaned. They were not. Et cetera. 


Q Are you also protesting the violence? 


6 I'm not -- I don't want to try to characterize 
exactly what's in that protest. 


Q You are leaving the impression -- for whatever 
it's worth, it seems to me you're leaving the impression that 
the protest -- that what really annoys the U.S. Government in 
this matter is that government employees, government 
bureaucrats in South Korea, were not allowed to approach an 
airplane, as opposed to having lodged any protests over the 
activities that occurred that were carried out by members of 
the South Korean Government against Mr. Kim and his entourage. 


Maybe I -- 1 may have missed something that you read, 
and maybe when we read the statement again we'll have a better 
feeling of it, but is that the impression you want to leave? 


r) I've gone into considerable detail to give you 
the best information and the most detailed information we have 
on what has happened. I don't think you should interpolate 
from those remarks that our concern is basically only in 
logistical details. 


I also stated that we have made clear many times 
before Mr. Kim's departure from the United States for Seoul we 
had hoped for a trouble-free return, and we had been in contact 
with the Korean Government for several weeks concerning the 
return 











ll 


While this obviously did not happen, I would like to 
point out that the regrettable events of today are only part of 
the story. Mr. Kim's treatment by the Korean authorities in 
coming weeks and months will continue to be something that we 
will follow closely. as we will follow and work to encourage 
political liberalization in Korea. 


These, I think, Ralph, quite frankly go beyond the 
detailed approach that you've taken. 


Q Now can we change? 


Q But the question is, are you protesting the 
treatment of Mr. Kim and the Americans on the arrival last 
night by the Korean police? 


a I can only repeat what I said. “There were 


understandings we thought we had with the Korean Government 
which were not carried out.” 


-- MORE -- 





1? 


Q What is your view on his detention -- 
effectively. his detention -- his confinement to his home? Is 
that part of the protest? Is that an acceptable behavior? 


” We regret any steps such as Mr. Kim not being 
allowed to leave his home. steps that could be interpreted as 
not promoting the goal of political development in Korea. 


But. again, don't try and pin me down on exactly 
what's in @ protest or not. I'm not in a position to divulge 
exactly what was contained in our protest. 

Are we ready to change, or -- 


Q Is all of this a setback for political 
liberalization in Korea? 


a I think my statement addresses that question. 
Are we ready to change? 


Q why the Korean Government didn't stand by their 
promise (sic)? 


a Excuse me? 


Q Why the Korean Government didn't stand by their 
promises was given to the United States (sic)? 


io You'll have to address your question to the 
Korean Government 


Q May 1 try now? I1 figure somebody wants to break 
for lunch at some point 


a Connie? 


Q Okay, on New Zealand Thank you Could you 
please tell us. what is the diplomatic difference between being 
@® loyal and faithful ally or just a friend? And will New 
Zealand lose its special concessions allowing lamb to enter 
this country without duty?’ 


a We have made clear repeatedly that the US. has 
no intention of punishing New Zealand or imposing trade 
sanctions 


New Zealand is still a friend even though its position 


on port access has raised questions about its operative 
commitment to the ANZUS @lliance The unfortunate impact of 
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its decision will be to make it more difficult for us to defend 
trade benefits that it has enjoyed as a close ally. 


Q So a “friend” is a step down from an “ally?” 


a That's your speculation. 


Q Okay. Now, the second part about the trade 


concessions which run out at the end of March, will they be 
extended or suspended? 


a. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q A senior official yesterday at the White House 
indicated they would be suspended 


“ I have nothing for you on that from this podium 


Q There are news reports in the last 24 hours of 
Iraq arming a PLO brigade of up to $,000 people with heavy 
weapons Do we know if that's correct, and, if to, will the 
Administration be looking into putting Iraq back on the list of 
countries which -- states which sponsor terrorism’ 


& Are you reporting specifically to Yasser Arafat's 
reported announcement that Iraq -- 


Q There was an AP -- 


a ~~ has provided arms to the Palestinian 
Liberation army?’ 


Q yes 


a We have taken note of this report It is hard to 
see how reported developments of this nature can lead the 
region toward negotiations necessary for the peace and 
stability we seek 


Q What about the second part, about putting Iraq 
back on the list of states which sponsor terrorism -- the U.S 
list? 

6 1 have nothing for you on that 


Q Can we get a copy of the New Zealand statement, 
your answer to Connie's question’ 


a yes 
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Q Thank you. 
Q Was it by mutual agreement between the United 


States and Saudi Arabia that the issue of Lebanon will not be 


part of the talks on the agen“: between King Fahd and President 
Reagan’ 


“ What country? 


v Lebanon -- the situation in Lebanon will not be 
discussed? 


& I have nothing for you on that. 
Q You have no comment on that? 
a Il have nothing for you on that 


Q Okay. Do you have any date for the visit to 
Washington of Algerian President Chadli Bendjedid? 


a No Visits of that nature would be reported by 
the White House, announced by the White House 


Q Filing break, for those who want it? 


a (Nods affirmatively.) 


Q Can I try one more on Australia, please? Does 
the U.S. approve of Australia's role as being a mediator, 
holding exercises, first with New Zealand and then the US. but 
not trilateral? 


oe I don't think I have anything for you on that 
specific question 

Q I'll take anything you have there on it 
(Laughter) 

“ I can't be that generous, Connie Do you want to 
frame your question again’ 

Q Yes Will Australia now be a mediator and hold 
two series of bilateral exercises, and does the U.S. approve of 
this? 

a Il have nothing for you (Laughter) 


Q Oh, come on! Wait a minute Don't go Somebody 
help me out on this (Laughter) 








is 


Q Do you have any comments on the remarks by the 
U.S. Ambassador to South Africa, Ambassador Nickel. who 
apparently said the protests at the South african Embassy here 
were simply sort of an internal pertisan political matter, an 


effort by the Democratic party to rebuild its old coalition of 
blacks and Jews? 


o No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Could you take the question and find out if 
that's the -—- 


‘ I'll look into it. 

Q Do you have anything on the Iran-Iraq war? 

i I have nothing on the Iran-Iraq war. 

Q Crocker is in South Africa now, right? 

“ Assistant Secretary Crocker is in South Africa 
where he is meeting today and tomorrow with Foreign Minister 


Botha and other senior officials He expects to remain in 


South Africa until Tuesday and will return to Washington on 
Wednesday 


Q Are you going to have anything for us on that 
trip? 

i) Perhaps later on 1 really don't know at this 
point 

Q Has the U.S. reached an agreement with Israel on 


basing a VOA transmitter in Israel? 


a We are continuing our discussions with the 
Government of Israel on this subject, and I do not have any 
comment for you at this time 


Q Can you tell us if the U.S. shares the Israeli 
concern that basing such a transmitter in Israel could lead to 
retaliation against Soviet Jews? 


a I have no comment on that 
Q What about the timing of an announcement? 
“a I have nothing for you on the timing of an 


announcement 





Q To follow up with the same question. do you have 
any comment on reports that the Egyptian Government retused to 
establish such transmitters for the Voice of america in Egypt? 


o I have nothing on that. 


Q Given the White House official's indication that 
the trade agreement will be suspended at the end of the month. 
wouldn't that be a trade sanction? 


ia A trade agreement with whom’? 
Q With New Zealand. 
With New Zealand 


Q Would that not be a sanction, an economic 
sanction, that you say you're not contemplating’ 


a I'm not going to be drawn into characterizations 
of sanctions or what the implications of our future relations 
with New Zealand will be as a result of their decision on port 
access 


Q It's a fair question, to explain the distinction 
between the denial of a benefit and an economic sanction. I'd 
appreciate it if you would take it? 


rs) All right, let me look into it 
Q Are you working on a deadline on the VOA 


transmitters? Is there any date you're aiming for to conclude 
that agreement? Because it seems sort of definitive in the -- 


a It seems what? 

Q It seemed sort of definitive in the Times piece 
this morning 

a I have nothing for you on that, no 

Q Can we stay on the same subject? Would you steer 
us away from that story? Aare you saying that this false?’ 

a Steer you away from what? 

Q The Times story which says an acreement in 


principle has been arranged? 
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. We're continuing our discussions with the 
Government of Israel. 


. Would you characterize the discussions? Are they 


proceeding well? Are they businesslike? (Laughter) Are they 
frank and cordial? 


fi The request was made as part of a worldwide 
modernization program for U.S. international broadcasting 
facilities. 


If such a facility is established, the broadcast would 
be directed primarily to the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. 


Q Ed, can I have copy, by the way, of the statement 
on Iraq arming the PLO? 


6 No. 
Q Do you have something about the VOA? 
a No, you have to take what I gave you. 


Q Ed, going back to the bit about the extension of 
the injury test on the New Zealand wool, will you take the 
question whether the Administration had intended to extend it 
past March 31, prior to this incident? In other words, -- 


A That's getting involved again now in internal 
deliberations and diplomatic -- 


Q The only reason I'm asking is because the 
Administration, in its statements since this incident, has 
said, well, it expires on March 31, and so, of course, it 
expires on March 31, which begs the question of whether this is 
a change or not. I mean, the Administration brought the 
subject up, and I'm just trying to get a clarification of what 
the Administration is saying? 


if Well, let me see if I can look into that for you. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Although the Egyptian Foreign Minister yesterday 
said that Egypt refused to allow the VOA to build transmitters 
there, does the United States Government have any request from 
any Arab countries in the Middle East to open offices or build 
transmitters in addition to the ones which are in Morocco? 





. 2) 


Q 
a 


I have nothing for you on that. 

Can you look into that? 

No, I have nothing for you on that. 
Thank you. 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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- TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 9, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: Sanctions and Benefits 





Given the White House official's indication that the trade 
agreement will be susvcended at the end of the month, wouldn'+ 
that be a trade sanction? 


Would you take the question whether the Administration had 
intended to extend the injury test on wool vscast March 31 
orior to the denial of vort access by “ew Zealand? 


Let uS make very clear that the U.S. still regards New. Zealand 
as a friend, not as an enemy. We are not out to pen iah or to 
impose sanctions. The issue here is strictly a trade issue 

and will be determined on its own merits on the basis of trade 


considerations. 


The facts are these. On September 15, 1981, New Zealand 
became a member of the GATT Subsidies Code with a waiver until 
March 31, 1985, of its obligation to bring its practices into 
conformity with the Code. The U.S. on the following day 
extended the “injury cest* to New Zealand. However, the U.S. 
at that time also made clear its intention to withdraw the 


benefits of the test should New Zealand not terminate its 


subsidies on the expected schedule, i.e. by March 31, 1985. 








When New Zealand announced last August that it would extend 
the phase-out period of its export subsidies for another two 
years, the U.S. again made very clear that such action — 
cause the U.S. to withdraw the injury test. Let uS repeat, 
this is strictly a trade issue. If the U.S. proceeds to with- 


draw the benefits of the injury test, it will be because the 


Government of New Zealand has not met our long-standing expec- 


tation with regard to a phase-out of its subsidies progran. 
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MONDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 19865, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have one brief 
announcement. There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on King 
Fahd's meetings with the President and the Secretary of State 
at 3:15 p.m. today in the White House Press Briefing Room. 


Q Ambassador Walker is quoted as saying that the 
American delegation that accompanied Kim home provoked -- 
deliberately provoked the melee at the airport. Is that your 
understanding? 


Secondly, is it your understanding that Mr. Kim is 
under house arrest, and what is your statement about that? 


J In response to your first question, as we have 
said, events at the airport were confusing. And there are 
several conflicting reports about what actually happened. 


We are awaiting the Korean Government's official 
report of their investigation, and we hope that the incident 
can soon be put behing us. 


Let me say that, in our view, we need to look to the 
future in Korea. Lost in the news about the unfortunate 
incident at the airport is the fact that Mr. Kim was not put 


back in jail. We hope that the present restrictions against 
him will be relaxed. 


There is an important national assembly election that 
will get underway in Korea just a few hours from now. By all 
accounts it is one of the most dynamic elections in Korean 
history. It is being contested by several opposition parties, 
including a new one that has the support of Mr. Kim Dae Jung 
and Mr. Kim Young Sam . 


Q Does the Department share the view of the 
Ambassador? Is that the Department's statement? 





i We don't want to comment further until we receive 
the results of the Korean Government's investigation into the 
incident. 


Q How about your own Embassy's statement, Ed? You 
have a report from the Embassy, and the Ambassador says that 
the two Congressmen and Miss Derian reneged on an agreement. 
Did they or did they not renege on an agreement? 


“ I think in the original statement we made on 
Friday, we said that there were certain understandings -- 


Q With the Korean Government; not with the -- 


i) ~~ that were not followed through on. I'd just 
like to leave it at that. 


Q Well, you have members of the delegation denying 
that they made any such agreements, including a member of 
Congress. Can you be more specific about what the agreements 
were? 


i 1 don't want to comment further until we get the 
results of the investigation. 


Q Sir, there were film clips which millions of 
Americans saw -- I saw them and perhaps you did, too -- of one 
American Congressman being hustled out, rather manhandled, by 
two Korean security people. There were other film clips that 
showed these distressing things, and I don't see how they can 
be confusing. The Americans seemed to be badly treated. 


Did you see the film clips, sir? 
A I did see those film clips; yes, I did. 
Q What was your estimation of them? 


A My personal opinion has absolutely no value at 
all in what I thought of those film clips. But I do want to 
reiterate that, you know, we are awaiting the results of this 
investigation and to be informed by the Korean Government of 
exactly their report on what has happened and what they plan to 
do about it. 


Ralph? 


Q In the interim, does your statement on Friday, 
which specifically referred to the Korean Government not 





upholding agreements. still stand? You never said that the 
party did not uphold an agreement The only thing the State 
Department has said is that the Korean Government did not live 
up to certain understandings that were made? 


Aa Uh-hun. 
Q and in your view that stands today? 


a I think Secretary Shultz this morning, on his 
interview on television on the “Today” show stated our position 
Quite concisely. “Things didn't go according to the agreements 
that we thought we worked out for his arrival. The travelling 
party didn't go as was described, and the Korean Government 
didn't react the way we thought they might have. So there was 
some understanding there, and it led to this scuffle. But 
that's not really the main point”. 


“The main point" the Secretary said “is whether or 
no®~ in Korea, progress is being made toward a more open 
society, a more democratic society” -- and I'm quoting -- “and 
I think there is some progress although they are a long way 
from where we would like to see them." I think the Secretary's 
remarks respond to your questions quite directly. 


Q Was there a misunderstanding between the State 
Department and the Americans? 


i I'm not going to be drawn into that speculation. 

Q What is the Ambassador's view of discussing -- 

Q I wanted to be sure that Secretary Shultz -- it 
sounds like he's saying the same thing that the Ambassador did, 
that the travelling party didn't go as described; they didn't 
do their part and the Koreans didn't do their part, so there's 
a misunderstanding that both sides didn't do what they were 
supposed to? That's what he's saying? 

a That's your interpretation of what he is saying -- 

Q No, no, I'm asking -- 

A Il think his remarks are very clear. 


Q They don't specifically say that. They sound 
like they're saying that 


A I think his remarks are pretty clear. That's 
your speculation. I'll leave it at that. You had a second 
question on -- 





Q Ambassador Lew is coming over. Is this being 
Giscussed between Secretary Armacost and -- 


& I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, can you be specific on Kim not being allowed 
to practice his religion to go to church yesterday, and the 
Korean Government preventing a priest from entering his 
residence? 


i No, I don't think I have anything specific in 
that type of detail for you, no.. 


~-MORE -- 








S Are you working on the problem of his house 
arrest? is the U.S. involved in that? 


Aa To our knowledge, Mr. Kim has not been permitted 
to leave his home. 


Q On Friday. in describing the sequence of events, 
the first apparent departure from the arrangements that had 
been made beforehand, seemed to be that the Korean Government 
official who was supposed to board the plane in Tokyo, I 
believe, and then brief on -- give a briefing on the plane as 
to how things would work, he said he either didn't get on the 
plane or he didn't brief, in any case. 


What -- you weren't sure what happened there. What 
did happen? Do you know any better now? 


io Again, we're awaiting the results of the 
investigation to get that type of detail. 


Q Well, why do you have to wait to -- 


a We alluded to that, but we want to get the 
results of this investigation 


John? 


Q If you're awaiting the results, why didn't your 
Ambassador await the results He has pronounced himself on the 
situation already, without having the results. I mean, are you 


-- do you agree with him? Are you leaving him out to hang out 
there on his own, or what? 


a I think the Ambassador's remarks probably came in 
response to statements made about him at the time, but I don't 
want to be drawn any further into that. 


Q Well, it's amazing. You mean, you just leave 
your own representative -- are you disavowing him, or are you 
supporting him, or -- 

a We are not disavowing our Ambassador -- 

Q Is he speaking in a vacuum? 

a -- in Seoul in anyway, and I would not -- I 


would certainly steer you away from that speculation 


Q vel, 28 he speaking in a vacuum? 





. I said the events at the airport were confusing 
There are a lot of conflicting reports coming out of what 
happened, and I don't think we'd want to characterize the 
Ambassador's remarks in that type of context, John 


Q All right. Let me ask you one last question on 
it, then. Since he is the official representative of the -- 
senior representative of the United States Government in Korea, 
are the statements that he is quoted as making to be taken as 
an expression of the official U.S. view of what happened? 


i You will have to stick by the statements that we 
are making here on the situation. I am not going to be drawn 
into that, John. 


Q I'm asking you if Ambassador Walker speaks for 
the U.S. Government when he makes a statement. I don't think 
that's a difficult thing to answer 


6 Ambassador Walker is the President's 
representative in Korea. He obviously is the top level 
American officiai in Korea. I mean, I'm not just going to be 
drawn into commenting on why he may have said something or has 
not said something. I think we have to stick by what we are 
telling you and putting it in the full context of what I have 
just told you here today and Secretary Shultz's remarks this 
morning 


Q Ed, does the United States -- will the United 
States have an official, or will there be unofficial observers 
of the election on Tuesday? 


A Well, of course, our Embassy is, obviously, 
following the political developments in South Korea very 
closely, but I don't have a specific response to you in terms 
of having designated observers, per se. 


Q Ed, in connection with the election, you 
mentioned in your statement earlier that you expect -- or you 
hope that the restrictions on Mr. Kim will be relaxed. 


a Uh-huh. 
Q Do you expect that Mr. Kim will be able to vote 


in the elections? There's been some doubt expressed by him as 
to whether he would be allowed to vote? 


ia Concerning the Korean Government's refusal to 
permit Mr. Kim to vote, and also the Korean Government's 
refusal to permit clerics to enter Mr. Kim's home to perform 





religious services, we regret this situation and hope that 
restrictions on Mr. Kim will be lifted as soon as possible 


Q But not before Tuesday's elections? 
6 As soon as possible. 


Q Also, Mr. Kim said in an interview that you -- 
means the United States -- believes in human rights, and that 
you supported military dictatorships around the world like 
Cuba, Nicaragua, mainland China, and now in Pakistan, 
Bangladesh, Philippines and South Korea. 


Now, where are those human rights, and also how long 
the United States will continue to support these dictatorships? 


“ Well, let me respond to you in this way, since we 
are discussing the Kim Dae Jung case: Although, as Secretary 
Shultz said this morning, Korea still has a long way to go, 
there has been progress toward a more open and more democratic 
society in Korea 


There have been many encouraging developments, 
especially in the past year or so There have been several 
important amnesties of prisoners in politically related cases 
that have reduced the number of prisoners of conscience to its 
lowest point in years 


There is @ new policy in which the police have been 
withdrawn from campuses, and students are allowed to 
Gemonstrate on-campus as opposed to off-campus for the first 
time in years 


360 student demonstrators were released from prison 
between December 1984 (*) and May 1985 (*) and allowed to 
return to school along with nearly 1,000 other students who had 
been expelled for protest activities. 86 professors who had 
been forced to resign in 1980 were allowed to return to their 
positions last fall. 


Among the encouraging developments is also the fact 
that a new opposition party supported, among others, by Mr. Kim 
Dae Jung and Mr. Kim Jung Sam, has been formed and is 
contesting the February 12 National Assembly election 


The new party's leadership is composed largely of 
politicians who were freed several years early from the 
political ban imposed on them in 1980 That ban was originally 
imposed on over $00 Koreans and was scheduled to last until 
1988 


"Correction December 1963 and May 19864 





Last year the Korean Government lifted the ban on an 
additional 286 people, reducing the total remaining under the 
ban to 15. 


The current election campaign is one of the most 
vigorous and open in recent Korean history. 


We would also note again that lost in the news of the 
unfortunete incident at the airport is the fact that the Korean 
Government did not, as many feared, put Mr. Kim back in jail. 

Q Copy of that and your first statement on -- 


‘ Yes You may My first statement on this 


-- MORE -- 























Q Why the ban was not lifted on Mr. Kim to make 
semeegete -- since he is the most-favored candidate in South 
Korea 


a You will have to address your remarks to the 
Korean Government. I can't get drawn into that specific. 


Q (Inaudible) 


Q Would I be wrong in saying that the reason Kin 
wasn't put back in jail was because that would interfere with 
President Chun's visit here in April? 


A I'm not going to -- That's a hypothetical 
question. I'm not going to answer it. 


Q But if the visit is scheduled for April, is it 
too early to tell, then, if this whole incident will have an 
effect on that visit? 


A Could you repeat your question? 

Q Yes. If the South Korean President is scheduled 
to meet with President Reagan in April, is it too early to tell 
if this whole incident will affect that visit in any way? 


A We expect President Chun's visit to the United 
States to proceed on schedule. 


Q New subject? 
A New subject. 
Q Have you got a situation report and/or status 


report on the search for MIAs in Laos? There is an unconfirmed 
report that five bodies have been found so far. 


a In Laos. 
Q In Laos, at Pakse. You know, we have -- 
A Pakse, yes. 


The U.S. team for this program went to Pakse as 
scheduled on Sunday, February 10. We have nothing further at 
this time, and we will let you know when we do have something. 


Q Do you have anything you can tell us about the 
series of meetings between the U.S. and the New Zealand 
Ambassador as to whether any progress has been made on that 
problem or any new developments? 
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a I have nothing for you, Ralph, on that. 


Q Any information on the drug enforcement agent 
apparently kidnapped in Mexico? 


A The Charge in our Embassy in Mexico has been in 
contact with Mexican Government officials to express our deep 
concern about the welfare of Enrique Camarena, a Drug 
Enforcement Agency official stationed in Mexico, who was 
reportedly abducted on February 7 in Guadalajara. I refer you 
to the DEA for further information. I can even give you a 
number if you're interested in further information. 


There was recently a threat that just this kind 
of thing would happen. Do you see this incident as related to 
that threat in any way? 


A No comment on that. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Sure. 

Robin. 


Q King Hussein and Arafat are talking with Jordan. 
Can you give us any kind of an idea if something is coming out 
of that meeting? There are some unconfirmed reports that the 
meeting has had some success. 


A I have nothing for you on that, Robin. 


Q Do you have anything on the two Israeli raids on 
Lebanon? 


A I don't have much for you. All I can tell you is 
that we've seen the reports, but I have no further comment. 


Q Ed, any comment on that New York Times piece 
about the DOD program which appears upon first reading to be 
designed to circumvent the kind of missile defense that 
President Reagan wants to research, in space? 


A What specific (inaudible) 


Q I don't remember the name of it. It was a 
front-page story in the Times on that -- a missile program 
which is an Air Force program that appears -- 
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Oh, a missile defense, a specific missile defense? 


A 
Q Yes. 
A I have nothing for you on that, no. 


Will a visa be given to the IRA leader that the 
Congressmen have invited? 


A You're referring to Jerry Adams, President of the 
Provisional Sinn Fein? 


Q Yes. 


A We have not received an application at this 
time. As you know, all these decisions are made on a 
case-by-case basis, considering the purpose of the trip and the 
circumstances surrounding the application at the time it is 
made. And I cannot speculate on whether or not a visa will be 
issued if andeed he applies. 


Q Anything you can tell us on the scheduling of the 
Human Rights Report? 


A Just what I told you last week. That seems to be 
on track. 


Robin? 


Q There are unconfirmed reports that Khomeini is 
seriously ill. Do you have anything on that? 


A Nothing on that watch, no. 

(Laughter) 

Q Anything on Mr. Chernenko's health? 

A I have nothing on Mr. Chernenko's health, no. 

Q Can you confirm a report also that, according to 


Ihe Hashangten Post, that the Government of China is giving 
more than $500,000 to the District to build an arch on F 


Street, but the Chinese community is angry over the project 
because they have memories of when they fled China during the 
1949 Communist takeover? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q What did you get on the timetable on the Human 
Rights Report? 
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A On Friday we gave it, but it's -- it will be 
tomorrow. Basically, you'll get an embargoed copy tomorrow 
morning, I believe, and it will be published on Wednesday. 

Q What did you say? 

A You will have at least 24 hours. 

Q Are you still planning to hold a BACKGROUNDER? 


A That I don't have specific information on, but I 
believe -- 


STAFF: There will be one. 

A There will be one on Wednesday. 
Q What time, do you know? 

a Refer to the Press Office. 

(The briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 19865, 12:47 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. 
Q Good evening. 


A Good evening. Not bad. (Laughter) Not bad, and 
almost appropriate. 


I've got one announcement here, please: Copies of the 
Annual Country Reports on Human Rights Practices for 19864 are 
available in the Department Press Office. These are embargoed 
for release tomorrow, February 13, at noon. One copy per 
organization due t» limited supplies. 

a 

Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs Elliott Abrams will conduct an ON-THE- 
RECORD briefing tomorrow, Wednesday, February 13, 10:30 a.m., 
here. The briefing is also embargoed until 12 noon tomorrow to 
coincide with the embargo on the books. 


That is all I have by way of announcements, and open 
it to questions, please. 


Q The Congressional Arms Control and Foreign Policy 
Caucus issued a report charging the Administration with 
insufficient, misleading, and in some cases, false information 
being given to Congress on aid to £1 Salvador; and also talked 
about overly optimistic reports on the war that they compared 
to Vietnam. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A Yes, I do. The Department was not provided with 
a copy of the report before it was made available to the 
press. The members of Congress who issued it did not consult 
with the State Department or share their conclusions with us. 

















We are analyzing the details of the report, and we can 
make some preliminary comments at this time. It is unfair and 
inaccurate to charge that our strategy in El Salvador is 
overwhelmingly military. The FY-85 continuing resolution 
provides $321 million in economic aid for El Salvador, compared 
to $128 million in military assistance. 


For FY-86, we see $351 million in economi. aid, and 
$133 million in military assistance. 


Our program includes support for democratic 
institutions, a revitalization of the economy in an equitable 
manner, and increased security from extremist violence in 
support for dialogue. 


Clearly, £1 Salvador has made substantial progress, 
and the many kinds of assistance we are providing are helping 
to continue that progress. Obviously, any economic assistance 
provided will help €1 Salvador deal with the ongoing insurgency 
which seeks to destroy the national economy. 


Certainly, if the United States provides food, shelter 
and medical care for refugees displaced by the war, it helps 
the government deal with the results of the conflict. But we 
reject the claim that aid to refugees, therefore, becomes 
something other than humanitarian assistance. 


The State Department has consulted fully with the 
Congress on all programs in effect in El Salvador. We 
categorically reject the assertion that Congress has been 
deceived by the Administration. 

and one further point: £1 Salvador is making a 
concerted effort and some real progress in establishing a free 
and pluralistic society. 

Q Copy, please? 
Yes. You can have a copy of that. 
Bernie -- 
Yeah. 


Question on these? 


> 5&5 >? & °°? 


Sure. 


You say you categorically reject the assertion 
that Congress has been deceived. Can you address some of the 























-- there are three categories in the report where they stated: 
“Information has been selective and inadequate;" the second 
category where they say: “Information has been misleading;" and 
the third category where they say: “Congress has been provided 
with inaccurate information." 


Could you comment on some of the specifics that they 
list under these categories, like, for example: there is an 
assertion that the appropriate committees of Congress were not 
advised of plans to locate an airport in eastern El Salvador, 
or that they were not told about the four gunships in advance 
of press leaks about it? 


Aa Let me take that question in a more -—- broader 
range, if I may, John. 


As I mentioned previously, we are not prepared to go 
into the details of a report which we have not had sufficient 
time to study, but we can comment on some of the more salient 
charges. 


The report contains many allegations. Some are 
obviously inaccurate. Others are clearly matters of 
interpretation. The report also attributes to the 
Administration claims which the Administration never made. 


Specifically, we never claimed that we have only 55 
military personnel in E€1 Salvador, although we have adhered to 
our self-imposed ceiling of 55 military trainers. 


Congress has been regularly informed of the numbers of 
wilitary personnel in £1 Salvador, and the press has reported 
fully on the numbers of U.S. military personnel in E1 Salvador 


assigned to training, administration, nitarian medical 
assistance, the Defense Attache’, and the Embassy Marine Guard 
detachment. 


The policy designed to prevent U.S. military personnel 
from placing themselves in combat situations is strictly 
enforced. Specific rules designed to enforce that policy are 
available from the Department of Defense. 


The proposal to build a heliport in San Miguel was 
discussed with key Congressional committees, and specifically 
with staff members of the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations of 
the Senate Appropriations Committee in a briefing on assistance 
to El Saivador. 


Let me add: Of the $61.75 million authorized in FY-84 
emergency supplemental, $29.55 was for critical supplies and 
ammunition. 








A 
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you'd just -—- 
a 
Q 








Follow-up to that, please? 

Yeah. 

Could you give us a copy of that, too? 
Yes, I can, John. 


In fact, all the guidances you have on this, if 
(laughter) 


and -—- 
Other than that, how'd you like the report? 


As a matter of fact, I have a whole series of 


possible -_ for you, John. (Laughter) Do you want those, 


too? 


Q 
A 
Q 
A 


Yeah. Sure. 

The leads, too? 

Yes. 

Any voice-overs I can do? (Laughter) 


~~ MORE -- 














Q No, just a follow up. How about the assertion 
that President Reagan misinformed Congress when he said that 
the Salvadoran Army was running out of ammunition when, in 
fact, there was $30-odd million still in the pipeline? 


A Well, I think that -- is that -- does the last 
apply to that? I have nothing beyond what I have read you, and 
that is the total guidance I have on this particular subject. 


Q You didn't deal with the pipeline in that? 


- a On the pipeline -- no. I have nothing beyond 
this. 


Q Bernie, how do you explain this inaccuracy in the 
report of the committee of the Senate? 


a In the what? 


Q In this report of -- Senator Hatfield report. 
How do you explain this inaccuracy? 


A These are your words. What I have done here is 
simply state the Administration's position, and anything I 
would be engaged in at this particular point would be attempts 
at paraphrasing what I have just read; and I think our time 
would be more wisely used if we moved on to another subject. 


Q Do you believe that their staff had been using 
the facilities of the Embassy in order to get enough 
information about what is going in Salvador? 


és May I suggest that we pose all the questions on 
this subject consecutively and then I will give you one reply; 
which I have already, as you know, read to you. 


Q Bernie, about this report, Mr. President 
yesterday praised Saudi Arabia wisdom and regime. But 
apparently the report here -- 


A I'm sorry, I'm losing you. Are you changing the 
subject? 


Q On the report, the Human Rights Report, only I'm 
saying that the President yesterday praised the Saudi regime cn 
its wisdom, but here it criticizes the Saudi regime very 
critically. How can you give us an insight on this double 
standard? 


a I'm sorry, I have nothing on that. 








Q Bernie -- 


a Are we -- just a second. Aare we off on another 
subject? 


Let me try the other side of the aisle, if I may. 
Connie? 

Q Guess what country? New Zealand. 

a New Zealand. 


Q Right. Two things. Yesterday, the GATT restored 
the world butter price but the U.S. representative said that 
the U.S. will still withdraw from the International Dairy 
Association or Administration. Why? And Prime Minister Lange 
said that there's obviously a difference in interpretation of 
ANZUS between the U.S. and New Zealand. Anything on those two 
topics? 


a No, I have nothing that would take it beyond what 
either Ed or I have said in the past few days. 


Q What about on the international dairy agreement? 
A On the GATT? 


Q Yes, and international dairy. Why is the U.S. 
still going to stay out of it? 


a All right, let me -- I do have some GATT points 
here, and let me just go through these for you, Connie. 


Let's make very clear that the U.S. still regards New 
Zealand as a friend, not as an enemy. We are not out to punish 
or to impose sanctions. The issue here is strictly a trade 
issue. 


I'm sorry, I didn't want yesterday's. I meant -- 


Is that -- 


Was that posted? 


Q 
a 
Q That's what was posted; right? 
a 
Q 


Yes. 











STAFF: Yes. 


a And we have it here? Has anybody ever suffered 
from a double reading? 


Q I was hoping you could go to the more specific 
international dairy agreement. 


a No. But if you can memorize that posting, I'1l 
make it my business to find you a little more. 


Q Oh, all right, all right. I'll let you read it; 
please read it. Go ahead. 


a No. Go ahead. You've got it all, Connie. ** it 
was posted, I was unaware of it because I was engaged in a 
luncheon yesterday that went on at great length. 


Q Could you please check into the international 
dairy agreement? 


a Beyond what -- 


Q That's not the posting. That's something 
different. 


a I see. 
Q The posting has to do with lamb. 


a Posting has to do with lamb. Hum? All right, 
well, look -- 


All she has to do is to benefit from injury 
thing-- 


A I see, I see. 

Q -- in regard to subsidized lamb imports. 

a Okay, we'll have an investigation up front later. 
Go ahead. 

Q Bernie -- 

a Yes? 

Q What was King Fahd's reaction when Secretary 


Shultz inquired about the present state of Saudi Arabian human 
rights in such areas as freedom of religion and women's rights? 


Wc / 











a I have nothing on that for you. 


Q Well, didn't he inquire, Bernie? Surely, we care 
about these things, don't we? 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Well, I'll just repeat my colleague's question 
here, Bernie. Why is it if we do concern ourselvec about human 
rights, did the President and the Secretary of State say 
nothing to the King? I mean, are we only concerned about 
certain countries, Bernie? 


a I was not a participant in those discussions. I 
cannot give you a precise itemization of the agenda. You have 
the human rights record that you're referring to. You have 
it. I cannot add anything to it. 


However, Les -— however, Les, if you care to continue 
your questions, I am prepared to listen. Sut I do not have 
anything that will address your reply or your -- 


Q Bless your heart. You've been most courteous and 
reasonable. (Laughter) 


a Had I known that courtesy and reasonableness 
would have taken care of Les Kinsolving. (Laughter) 


Q Well, that's right, it did. I've no complaint, 
Bernie. 


I've another question later on. (Laughter) 
a You do have another one later? (Laughter) 
Q Get it over with. 


a Who said that? Who said that? (Laughter) Give 
the man two medals. 


Q Do you have an explanation or comment about 
Israeli repeated bombing of so-called Palestinian camps in 
Lebanon? 


a No. 
Q Do you see this action at a time that King Fahd 


is visiting Washington as a contribution to peace in the Middle 
East? 

















A Nothing on it. (Laughter) 
Spence? 


¢ Is there a response to ASEAN's call for help for 
the Cambodian guerrillas who are fighting for their country? 


a I do have something, Spence. The ASEAN statement 
issued in Bangkok February 11 sharply condemns the illegal and 
hostile Vietnamese military offensive in Cambodia as well as 
military incursions into Thai territory. It points out 
Vietnam's growing isolation, and calls on Hanoi to open a 
dialogue with the Cambodian nationalists to find a political 
solution to the conflict. It notes that the Khmer resistance 
forces fighting the Vietnamese are still strong and determined 
despite Hanoi's onslaught and calls on the international 
community to give them greater support and assistance 


We agree fully with these points, and I want to go on 
record as associating the United States with the ASEAN 
statement. 


Q Copy? 


You want the full copy or more that I read as 
well? 


Q Pardon me. 


A The ASEAN countries are determined not to permit 
esereseten in Cambodia to succeed. At the same time, they 
continue to hold cut to Hanoi the possibility of a compromised 
settlement that would end the suffering, restore peace and 
stability in the region, and protect the interests of Vietnam 
as well as its neighbors. .Hanoi should take up their 
constructive offer. 


As to the question of U.S. support for the Khmer 
resistance, we have stated many times in the past that we 
provide a great deal of humanitarian support to those living in 
the border areas affected by the fighting through international 
organizations -- U.N. Border Relief Organization, World Food 
Program, Iriternational Committee of the Red Cross, for 
example. We provide moral, diplomatic and political support to 
the non-communist rosistance organizations. We consult with 
ASEAN on what more we can do. 


We provide no weapons to any of the Khmer resistance 
elemei.ts, and we provide no assistance to and have no contact 


with the Khmer Rouge whose return to power we would not condone. 


iu t 
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Do you want all that, 81117 
Please. 
You do want that? 
Uh-huh. 
You do? 


Yes, you do. Take it under advisement. 


Q 

a 

Q 

A 

Q Copy; yes. 
A 

Q A follow-up, please? 
A 


Yes? 


Q Is this consistent with President Reagan's State 
of the Union message in which he said that the United States 
would help frecdom fighters wherever they might be? 


A Spence, I will not become involved in 
interpretations of what the President said -- his remarks stand 
on their own -- or what I have said. 


Q Well, then, do we regard the anti-government 
Cambodian resistance as freedom fighters? 


A I don't know the precise language that has been 
used so far ae definition is concerned. We have provided them 
with humanitarian support, diplomatic support, moral support 
and political support. 


Q Yeah, but that was the point that the Foreign 
Minister of Thailand made -- that these people were freedom 
fighters -- in this very statement that you're associating the 
United States with? 


A All right. Well, you know, you can make any jump 
that you may choose to make. I'11 have to leave it as I have 
it here. 


Ralph -- Bernie? 
Do you have any reaction yet to these reports 


Q 
from the Middle East that King Hussein and Yasser Arafat 
reached a new framework agreement for a Middle East peace? 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Could we stay on Vietnam for one second? 
a Yes. 
Q Do you have any reaction to Hanoi's promise or 


decision to release the remains of five MIAs? 


a I do. I do have something on that. The 
Vietnamese told us in Hanoi February 7 that they have recovered 
the remains of what they believe to be five missing Americans 
and that they will turn these over to us at a future date. 
Determination of whether or not they are indeed Americans will 
be made after we have recovered the remains. We do not yet 
know when the turnover will take place. 


Q Is there any more guidance on our view of 
Vietnam's decision to do this now? 


No, nothing else on that, 8111. 
The excavation -- 


Let me just pick up -- 


oD > & =? 


The excavation -- anything new on that? 
A No, I have nothing more on that. 


Bernie, your question: We've seen the reports. These 
carry very few details. If the reported agreement promotes 
movement toward the negotiating table, and if it reflects an 
awareness that direct negotiations between the Arabs and 
Israelis are the only way to achieve peace in the region, it 
would certainly be a positive step. 


Key questions would be whether it is clear that the 
peace process must be based on Security Council Resolution 242 
and whether the Arab side is willing to engage the Israelis 
directly. 


Q Copy? 


A No, I'm sorry on that because I've got this sort 
of marked up. 


Q I want to follow up on this question. 


Yes. 


Up 
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Q A senior U.S. Government official said at the 
White House yesterday that the United States is looking for 
what he described “credible Palestinians" who would deal with 
the Jordanian delegation which eventually will enter the peace 
talks with Israel. 


Can the State Department explain who are the “credible 
os eee and where they will be found or where they come 
rom 


A Well, I'm going to have to leave it the way you 
had it on the BACKGROUND, and I'm not sure whether that 
question, in fact, has not been addressed before from the 
podium, so let me take a look at that -- 


Q This was only yesterday. 
A Yes, I understand that 
Q -- this discussion. 


I understand that. Let me take a look at that 
and see if I can be of any help. 


Q That is your answer -- you base a lot on "if," 
"if," "if." Do you want to tell us that till now, the 
Jordanians didn't tell you about their decision? 


A You're asking me to take a deep, deep plunge into 
diplomatic discussions, and I'm sure you wouldn't want me to do 
that. 


Q It has nothing to do, only tell us that they told 
you or not? 


A That's -- not going to get involved in any timing 
or extent or dimensions or content of any diplomatic 
discussions. 


Q Bernie, at the White House this morning your 
colleague, Mr. Speakes, said that there had been discussions 
with the -- there had been diplomatic reporting as well as news 
reporting on this, and I just wonder if you could go into any 
more detail on the extent of the diplomatic (inaudible) -- 


Q Are you still in doubt about what was -- put 
aside what you know, are you still in doubt as to what was 
agreed upon, which would seem to be suggested by the "iffiness" 
of your response? 
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A I can't tell you about the “in doubt." I'm just 
saying that there had been very few details; and beyond that, I 
would go way off the board and neither you nor I would be 
particularly happy to see the splash. 


Q How close were -—- 
a I beg your pardon. 


Q How close were King Fahd point of view and 
President Reagan point of view about direct negotiations in 
their discussions yesterday? 


a On the specific subject of discussions with King 
Fahd, I'd have to refer you, as I did a moment ago, to some of 
the BACKGROUND briefings that were given yesterday. However, 
on the more general subject of U.S. readiness to pursue peace, 
let me draw your attention to the Secretary's luncheon remarks 
of yesterday, which are available in the Press Office. The 
Secretary noted that -- and this is about a quote from his 
remarks: 


"The positions the President put forth on September 1 
remain as important and urgent today as they were then. We are 
ready to pursue them with great urgency and determination 
whenever the parties in the region are prepared to negotiate. 
The risks and dangers that we face in the absence of progress, 
on which we and Saudi Arabia agree, lead us to one crucial 
conclusion: The sooner negotiations begin, the better for all 
concerned." 


Bernie, are you going to make these statements 
available and the first statement about your answer to Jordan's 
Arafat's joint statement? 


A No. That I told you I had some markings on it. 
But this one I might be able to help you with, so we don't 
leave you totally empty-handed. 


Q Could you incorporate your answer to that in -—- 
(inaudible)? 


a No, no, no. I can't, for a very simple reason -- 
you are taping this, or something. 


Q No, I'm not taping it. 


A I can make things available that I have here. 








14 


Q Uh-huh. 


A But when I have things that are marked up, I 
cannot. So it's not a question -- if you're asking me for the 
Press Office people to do transcriptions, to take notes and 
provide a transcript for you, I cannot do that. 


Q I'm -- 
A Go ahead. 


Q How about this? Was the King satisfied about the 
American point of view? 


A No, I can't -- 
Q What was his reaction? 


A It's not for me to speculate about whether King 
Fahd was satisfied. 


Q Bernie, apropos of my colleague's reference to 
the freedom, the State of the Union statement about helping 
freedom fighters wherever they may be. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q I was wondering if you could give us some 
explanation as to how can the Reagan Administration expect 
Congressional support for Hispanic freedom fighters against the 
Marxist dictatorship in Central America when you are either 
going to -- you either subsidize a Marxist dictatorship against 
black freedom fighters in Mozambique, or you refuse to help the 
UNITA freedom fighters against another Marxist dictatorship in 
Luanda. 


A And you have a question which I have no -- 


Q Yes, I just wonder, could you explain this, 
Bernie? It seems to be massively inconsistent, doesn't it, to 
you? 


A Your interpretation is your own. I have nothing 
to volunteer on it. 


Q Could I just follow up and put it in a different 
way? Why are Hispanic freedom fighters deemed more deserving 
of our support in fighting Marxist dictatorships than black 
freedom fighters against Marxist dictators in Africa? Could 
you give us some clarification, Bernie? 























a The assumptions are yours. I have nothing to add 
to what I've said. 


Q Are you denying the accuracy here? You're going 


to subsidize Mozambique, which is a Marxist dictatorship. Is 
anything inaccurate there, Bernie? 


a Can I -—— Having replied to you -—- 


Q You'd like to evade? Fine. Fine. Very 
embarrassing. 


a I would like to go to Ralph. 

Q Can I ask you whether you can tell us anything 
about a date and place set for the beginning of the discussions 
with the Soviet Union on the Middle East? 

a No. Can't. I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Bernie, what about the Israeli press reports that 
the United States successfully requested France that it not go 
through with the deal to sell nuclear «reactors to Israel? 
Anything on that? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q Can you look into that? 


a Ah -- 





Q Did we ask the French not to do that? 


A Well, with that request, obviously, I will not be 
able to look into it because that would get me involved in 
diplomatic exchanges, and I can't get into that. 


In the back. 


Q Is the State Department willing to ask the 
release of civilian -- 


A President who? 
Q Is the State Department willing to ask the 


release of civilian teachers and doctors which had been 
kidnapped by the U.S.-backed contras recently in Nicaragua? 


a Well, I've got nothing on that. I could take a 
look at that. 
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Q Bernie, I have a question on this volume of 
reports on human rights. 


A Yes. 


Q Do you usually receive reactions from governments 
deuit with in these reports? 


a I really have nothing beyond what I had said in 
the original announcement. I think we noted that you would 
have a BACKGROUNDER by Elliott Abrams -—- ON-THE-RECORD, I'm 
sorry -- tomorrow at 10:30. If you could exercise just a 
little patience, you will have it in less than 24 hours. 


Q Is the embargo date on this in any way related to 
the departure time of the King? (Laughter) Given the 
devastating commentary on Saudi Arabian human rights, Bernie -- 
your smile is giving you away. I distinctly see a slight grin 


A I have not endowed you yet with a doctor of 
facial psychology. Until then, your question just provided a 
moment of relaxation. 

Q Bernie, could I exhort -- 

a George. 


Q Could I exhort my colleagues not to quote from or 
characterize an embargoed report in an unembargoed briefing? 


A Did you get that, Les? 
Q Good point. 

A Did you get that? 

Q That's arcane. 


a Take it up with George later. Meantime, I'll 
give you 30 demerits. 


Q Anything on Secretary Crocker's trip? Why has it 
been kept so secretive? 


a I've got a little something, to the degree that 
it will help. Assistant Secretary Crocker visited South 
Africa, held meetings with a range of people including top 
South African Government officials. As a matter of practice, 
we do not discuss the specifics of his schedule. 
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What was the topic, though? 
What's that? 


anything on Murphy's travels? 


> © es 


No. Murphy's travels you tri:d in a different 
way a moment ago, didn't you? 


Q Your interpretations are your own. 
(Laughter) 

a (Applause) Everybody, everybody. 
Q Thank you. 

(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 12, 1985 


U.S. AND INTERNATIONAL DAIRY ASSOCIATION 





Q Yesterday GATT restored the world butter price but the 
U.S. representative said that the U.S. will still withdraw 
from the International Dairy Association, or Administration. 
- « « Why is the U.S. still going to stay out of it? 





A. The U.S. believes that the foundation of the International 
Dairy Arrangement (IDA) has been its provision that 
members will endeavor to stabilize the world dairy 
market by respecting the IDA‘'s minimum dairy product 
prices. Nonetheless, late last year, the EC concluded 
subsidized sales of 200,000 mt of butter to the USSR at 
prices which averaged $350 per mt below the IDA‘s 


minimum butter price. 


In spite of U.S. objections that the action would: 
irrevocably compromise the Arrangement, the Dairy 
Products Council of the IDA adopted a resolution on 
November 16, 1984, which approved these transactions, 
and permitted other traditional suppliers similar price 


leeway. Following careful interagency review, Washinaton 








agencies agreed to withdraw from the Arrangement. 











Subsequent to our withdrawal, the Dairy Products Council 
withdrew the resolution on February 1!, but only after 
other members had made sianificant disposals of dairy 
products at below-minimum prices. There is no assurance 
that this pattern will not be repeated. The U.S. takes 
its commitments under international agreements seriously, 
and will not continue its participation in an agreement 
in which the obligations of membership are disreqarded 
at the commercial convenience of certain members. In 
our view, the International Dairy Arrangement has been 


irreparably compromised, and therefore continued U.S. 


participation is unwarranted. 








POSTFD: 2/13 /es 


Taken question from noon briefing of February 12: 





NICARAGUA: KIDNAPP- NGS 





Q. Is the State Department willing to as« the 
release of civilian teachers and doctors who had been 
kidnapped by the U.S.-backed Contras recently in 
Nicaragua? 

A. -- We have seen reports--mostly from the 

pro-Sandinista media in Nicaragua--that some civilians may 

have been detained by anti-Sandinista guerrillas recently 
in Nicaragua, but we have received no independent 
confirmation of those reports. 

-- The United States has repeatedly made clear 
its condmenation of all acts of terror and violence 
directed against civilians. We call upon all sides to 


respect applicable rules of international law governing 


armed conflict, including those humanitarian principles 


for the protection of noncombatants. 











Posted: 4, /3 /8s 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of Pebruary 12, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


MIDDLE EAST: “Credible Palestinians* 





Q: Can the State Department explain who are the “credible 
Palestinians* and where they will be found or where they will 
come from? 

A: -- We have consistently supported the participation of 
Palestinians in direct negotiations between the Arabs and 
Israelis. They may be either inhabitants of the West Bank 
or Gaza or other Palestinians who are mutually agreeable to 


the negotiating parties. Within this context, it is up to 


the Palestinians themselves to decide. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #29 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1985, 12:31 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I have — (notices the 
nearly empty room) -—— did the price of tickets go up? 
(Laughter) 


One announcement: Available in the Press Office is 
the 1985 Report of the U.S. Advisory Commission on Public 
Diplomacy. The Commission has assessed current programs and 
activities of the U.S. Information Agency, which includes the 
Voice of America. Its report and recommendations are being 
submitted today to President ® , to Congress, the Secretary 
of State, and USIA Director Charles Z. Wick. 


Questions concerning the report should be directed to 
Bruce Gregory of the Advisory's Commission staff, telephone 
465-2457. 465-2457. And with that as a prelude, we could move 
on. 

Where are my two friends here? 

Q Kk wonder what you might have for us concerning 
the report in on contingency plans for 
placing nuclear weapons in a number of countries? 

a I have very, very little that I could -- 
(Inaudible --— people entering room) 

How'd you fellows come, by dog sled? (Laughter) 


We usually hear about it before you start. 


oa © 2? & 


We were sending out for sandwiches when you 
called. 


Q Is there any penance? 











A That's a lot better. I feel a lot better about 
this. (Laughter) But what was the reason? What was the 
reason? 

Nobody told us. 
We didn't hear you. 


Nobody told you. 


oa 2®> © © 


It didn't come over. 


a Might you not have been grateful? (Laughter) 
Okay. What I started with, folks, is simply an announcement 
that in the Press Office (is) the 1985 Report of the U.S. 
Advisory Commission on Public Diplomacy. It assesses current 
programs and activities of the U.S. Information Agency which 
includes the VOA. And if you have any questions, it's Bruce 
Gregory of the Advisory Commission staff. The telephone is 
465-2457. 4865-2457. 


Now I have already received (the) first question, and 
that has to do with -- 


Q There's a story in the Times today concerning the 
contingency plans for placing nuclear weapons in -—- 


A The U.S. does not comment on any contingency 
plans. 


It does not? 


Does not. 


-- have any contingency plan? 


SD © PF? 


Are you saying that -- 


A The U.S. does not -—- what I am saying is that the 
United States does not comment on contingency plans. Did you 
get that? Shall I repeat it? The U.S. does not comment on 
contingency plans. 


Q How about on the leaks of contingency plans? Do 
you comment on that? (Laughter) 


Q What about the reaction to the reports by the 
government? 
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A Whatever I can tell you will be essentially 
variations on what I have just said. It's longstanding U.S. 
policy neither to confirm nor deny the presence of nuclear 
weapons. The U.S. does not comment on the authenticity of 
alleged U.S. classified documents. 


If I have volunteered by giving you this trinity of 
statements, it is by way of seeking to pre-empt your questions. 


Q Will Ambassador Murphy begin, as is reported, 
aeee with the Soviet Union in Vienna on Tuesday on the Middle 
East 


a On February 19, 19865, we will begin two days of 
talks with the Soviet Union in Vienna on a variety of subjects 
relating to the Middle East. 


Richard Murphy, Assistant Secretary of State for Near 
Eastern and South Asian Affairs, will represent the U.S. 
delegation. The Soviets will be represented by Vladimir 
Polykov, head of the Near East Division of the Soviet Foreign 
Ministry. 


These discussions are being held within the framework 
of our periodic exchanges with the Soviet Union on a whole 
range of issues. As President Reagan stated at the U.N. 
General Assembly in September, the objectives of such 
policy-level consultations are to help avoid miscalculation and 
to reduce the potential risk of U.S.-Soviet confrontation. 


We expect a variety of subjects will be raised in 


these talks, including Afghanistan, the Iran-Iraq war, southern 
Lebanon, and Arab-Israeli issues. 


While our discussions will address regional problems, 
the exchange will be primarily within the context of bilateral 


U.S.-Soviet relations. The discussions are intended to 
contributé to our own mutual understanding of those problems 
and are part of our ongoing effort to e e the Soviets in a 
full agenda of issues, including regional questions, human 
rights and bilateral issues as well as arms control. 


These talks should not be seen as negotiations. They 
are merely an exchange of views. They do not represent any 
change in the U.S. position regarding issues affecting the 
region, nor do we expect them to result in changes in Soviet 
positiois. 


Q Copy, please? 























a Yes, you can. I wonder if I could just trouble 
somebody for a pencil, Ed? 


Q Sernie? 


A Yeah. Just one moment. (Mr. Djierejian offers a 
pencil) Yeah. I'm sorry. 


Q The timing of the announcement and the meetings, 
was this regular consultation as compared to the agreement 
which was reached in Geneva between Mr. Gromyko and Mr. Shultz, 
that they will talk about the Middle East? Does the timing 
have anything to do with the consultation that you are doing 
now in the Middle East with the meetings? 


A I'm losing you on the question. I'm sorry. 
The timing of the meeting in Geneva -- 

In Vienna. 

-- between Mr. Murphy and the -—- 

In Vienna. 

In Vienna -- 


Right. 
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-- between Mr. Murphy and the Russian delegate, 
does this have any significance that the timing is now or this 
was the routine timing for the -- 


A No. I think that in the course of diplomatic 
exchanges, both sides agree that this would be the appropriate 
moment for the timing -- 


Q Well, while -- 


A And if you seem to be suggesting that there was a 
particular circle on the calendar as to precisely this moment, 
I think it is simply the outgrowth of a decision on the part of 
both governments to find a mutually acceptable date, and the 
information I have relayed to you apparently is the end result. 


Q While we're on the subject, do you have any more 
information as to what yesterday you issued about the reported 
agreement between Arafat and King Hussein, and if you received 
a complete report or initial report about such agreement? 














A Not really. Not really much where I could take 
you beyond what was said from the podium yesterday. I think 
that the President has today, in response to some questions, 
addressed the very question that you're putting to me. 


Obviously, we are following the Jordanian PLO 
dialogue, and, obviously, would refer you to both those 
addresses for any particular detailed readout. 


Now, as I noted yesterday, if the reported agreement 
promotes movement toward the negotiating table, and if it 
reflects an awareness that direct negotiations between the 
Arabs and Israelis are the only way to achieve peace in the 
region, it would certainly be a positive step. 


Otherwise, it's essentially what I set forth yesterday. 


Q You didn't mention 242. The White House 
statement did. Why? 


A Because I had said that yesterday, but since you 
are persisting, I will go on to say, key questions with respect 
to this dialogue and the reported framework agreement, appear 
to be whether there is agreement to engage in direct 
negotiations with Israel based on U.N. Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Q Bernie -- 


Aa Now wait a minute. Don, do you have any other 
omissions I might have made? 


Q Yeah. Why did you add 3387 (Laughter) 
I guess I walked into that. Go ahead. 


Did you receive a copy of the agreement from 
Jordan? 


A I can't get involved in any sort of diplomatic 
exchanges along those lines. 
-— MORE -- 





Q Are you studying the acreement, then? 
a (Laughter) Nice try, but not a cigar. 


Q Bernie, does this agreement to meet in Vienna, is 
it the result of Dobrynin's visit to the State Department today? 


a Can't say that. He was here -- it's my 
understanding he was here with the Secretary; spent well over 
an hour. I cannot tell you at whose initiative. I cannot tell 
you anything by way of what the agenda was composed of. 


Q (Inaudible) 
a On what? 


Q In answering some of those two questions, you -- 

a I could give you -- I could give you -- You mean 
the copy here? 

Q Right. 

A -- to accelerate your processes? 

Q Right. 


a Yes. I can give you the first one, if that would 
be all right, on the U.S. and the Soviets in the Middle East. 


Q Oo. K., but canI -- 

Q Have the two sides agreed, the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union, have they both agreed to discuss Afghanistan in 
the forthcoming talks? 


A Well, as I said, we expect a variety of subjects 
will be raised including Afghanistan and others that I itemized. 


, Q Does that just mean the U.S. had planned to raise 
it 


a Well, on the idea that would be expected, I would 
take it would be there. 


Q On your statement, you began -- 
a Which one? I read several. 


Q About the meeting in Vienna. 








a Yes. 


Q You began with Afghanistan, and you end, at the 
end of the list is the Middle East probleas, ch is the 
hottest issue of them all. Can we read that this is the order 
of importance, or what -- alphabetical order? What is that? 


A I don't know whether, in putting this together 
there was a focus on urgency, priority, or the alphabet. 
(Laughter) All I will say is, this is the way the issues were 
set forth, and I think it would be, if I may volunteer that, it 
would be a misplacement of emphasis to work on the basis of 
order as conveying the sense of priority that is associated 
with each item. 


Q Bernie, you had too many if's on the 


Jordanian-Palestinian agreement. Sut do you find any positive 
points in it? 


A I will not get involved in any sort of 
assessment. I will address that question to what the President 
had said today because he did talk somewhat in those terms. 

But if I chose to emphasize the word “if," I think that you 


+ Baw aig enough to recognize the possible connotations of the 
s. 


Q Well, I'm not asking you to assess. I'm asking, 
do you see any positive points in it? 


a Well, I'm encouraging you, then, to reread, and 
you might want to circle the if's as you go along. 


Q (Inaudible) accustom us from this podium 
you never suppose or you never say “if,” so what happened now? 
You changed your policy, becoming -- for two consecutive days 
saying "if," "if"? 


a Why don't you congratulate me on being so 
generous? 


(Laughter) 


Q Are you becoming more conservative about your 
statements related to this issue? 


A About my statements or my clothes? 


Q Yes. About the whole posture of the government. 
Is this as a result of apprehension? 


> 
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a I am not riding a pendulum. 
Q Because of apprehension? 


a -— which is a pretty good statement, rich with 
meaning, if you think about it. 


(Laughter) 


a Now, wait a minute. Just a second. Are we still 
on the same subject? 


Are we still on the same subject? 
(Replies of yes and no.) 


A We still are on the same subject. Well, let me 
go up front for a minute, if I may. 


Q Would you say that this signals that the United 
States is getting ready for a more act...to resume a more 
active role in the Middle East or, given Reagan's comments to 
Fahd, would you say that the United States is purposely trying 
to remain low profile in the Middle East? 


a Since you have given me a choice of two, I will 
choose neither. (Laughter) I will put -- In other words, if 
you want me to put an interpretation as to the velocity of 
American diplomacy, or the lack thereof -- 


Q and depth. 


a -- I'm going to entrust that interpretation to 
you. 


Q What about the depth? 

a as well. 

Q A fow times since the visit, since King Fahd has 
been in Washington, the term “legitimate rights of the 


Palestinian people" was mentioned together with 242, U.N. 
Resolution 242. 


242 really does not refer to the legitimate rights of 
the Palestinian people. Can you tell me, or tell us, what is 
meant by the “legitimate rights of the Palestinian people" and 
does it contradict 2427 




















a I'm not going to get involved in spelling out any 
specific details. To the extent that these things have been 
addressed, the Press Office may be able to help you with the 
kind of particularized information that you want. 


Q Bernie, can I please ask -- I don't know if the 
Press Office has addressed it ever -- if you cannot address it 
now, can you please look at the definition -- or if there is a 
contradiction between the President saying “legitimate rights 
of the Palestinian people" and 2427 I don't need it now. If 
you can look at it tomorrow or-- 


A We'll take a look. We'll take a look, if 
possible. 


Connie. 


Are you keeping -—- 


>) 


Just a second. 





a 
Q I want to change topics, so -- 
a Oh. 


Q are you keeping Syria abreast of these moves and 
these activities? 


a You're asking me to get involved in specific 
diplomatic exchanges. You've been here long enough to know 
that neither I nor my predecessors going back to 1615 will do 
that. 


Q No, I'm not asking you to tell about the 
diplomatic correspondence. We know that. 


A You know that there are always diplomatic 
exchanges. I cannot get involved in particular addresses. 


Q Mr. Murphy, in Congrecs in testimony to the 
Congress, said that Syria was helpful in Lebanon and possibly 
Syria is helpful in other areas; and it was put on the front as 
a country which you are in consultation about your moves in the 
Middle East and the search for peace. 


So what role will Syria -- Let's put it this way: 


What role will Syria play in this matter of agreement between 
Arafat and Hussein, King Fahd's visit, and other things in the 


area? 











A We support peace between Israel and all its 
neighbors, including Syria. We believe U.N. Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338 apply to all fronts, including the 
Golan Heights, and we believe that the final status of that 
area should be determined through direct negotiations between 
Israel and Syria. This has been a long-standing U.S. position. 


Connie? 


Q Thank you. New topic. Yesterday I asked a few 
questions about New Zealand. Is there anything today on a 
report by Jane's that the U.S. is withholding military 
information 


A I don't comment on intelligence activities or 
intelligence exchanges. 


Q Can I phrase it another way, then? 

A Sure. 

Q Can you give us any update on how New Zealand has 
been penalized militarily since the cancellation of the 
exercises? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Is’there anything on the International Dairy 
Agreement which I raised yesterday? 





A I have nothing for you on that. 
-—- MORE -- 
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Q Bernie, can you tell us whether Secretary Murphy 
will be making any other stops on this trip? Will he go to the 
region to inform the countries in the region of the results of 
those Soviet-American discussions? 


a I have nothing in any way, Ralph, insofar as the 
on-going itinerary from Vienna. I wouldn't be surprised if he 
came right back, but don't pin me to the wall on that. 


Q Who else would be participating from the U.S. 
side? 


a I don't have the entire U.S. delegation. 
Q Do you have some others? 


a I expect it'll be small. If I can get those 
later, we'll get those for you. 


Q Could you tell us if there's any -- if you have 
any reaction to the election returns in South Korea, or the 
election procedures in South Korea? 


a Well, on the election returns in South Korea, it 
would be inappropriate to comment in detail on the election, 
but we welcome it as contributing to political progress in 
Korea. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the 
interesting remarks of Ambassador Galbraith in Paris, as 
reported in the Times, about Foreign Service people? 


a And in particular? 


Q Well, he had a number of statements about Foreign 
Service people really not being very good. 


a I have, just a short while ago, spoken to 
Ambassador Galbraith and he thought that John Vinocur has badly 
expressed his characterization of the Foreign Service. 


Let me add that the Secretary does not agree with the 
characterization of the Foreign Service attributed to 
Ambassador Galbraith. 


The Secretary values the advice of the Foreign Service 
on the many complex issues that the U.S. must deal with around 
the world. That advice is given with professionalism and 
integrity and is motivated by the desire to uphold the 
interests of the United States as determined by the President. 

















12 


The Secretary finds that the Foreign Service 
implements the President's foreign policy with vigor and 
loyalty and is carrying out its mission in an outstanding 
manner. In a world in which the threat of terrorism is 
mounting, and America is called upon to deal with a difficult, 
s and debilitating array of problems, it is the Foreign 
Service Officer whe often is out there on the frontline. 


as for Grenada, the Foreign Service Officers who were 
iemediately involved helped develop and fully supported the 
President's decision. In fact, a Foreign Service Officer went 
ashore in the first wave. He was nearly killed when the 
helicopter in which he was riding as a passenger took numerous 












hits. 

The Foreign Service deserves the nation's gratitude 
and support. 

Q You know (inaudible) foreign Service Officer 
that was? 





A I beg your pardon? 


You know the name of that particular Foreign 
Service ficer? 


a I do not have it, and I'm sure that's attainable 
for you. 


Q Copy of that? 
a Yes, you can get a copy of that. 


Q Bernie, in your conversation with the Ambassador, 
did Secretary Shultz discuss this matter with him, or did 
anyone else discuss this? 


a I'm not going to get involved beyond what I said, 
that I did speak with him on the phone. 


Q Is he going to issue a statement of his own on 
where he feels he wac not quoted accurately? 


A I cannot say, Bern. But on the basis of my chat 
with him, I have expressed and relayed essentially his view 
that I began my remarks here with. 


Q How does it happen that you had this unusual chat 
with the Ambassador to Paris this morning? Did you call him or 
he call you? 
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a Terrific telephone connections. (Laughter) 


Q Did you call him or did he call you? Wow did 
this come about? 


You're very serious -—— you really want to know? 


He called. 
Was he upset about the article? 


a Well, I think —- if you'd like, I'll re-read the 
first sentence, and you can do your own extrapolations. 


Q Has he been reprimanded, and are you specifically 
relaying a claim of being misquoted? 


a I am telling you that he thought -- what his 
assessment was, and I relayed that to you, didn't I? 


a 
Q Sure. I'm serious; yes. 
A 
Q 


Q Yes, but you said -—- 


A Sut I have nothing on “reprimanded;" I have 
nothing whatever to say about that. 


Q I think -- 
a I personally have heard nothing along those lines. 





Q You said he disagreed with the Times 
characterization, but a lot of those comments were in direct 
quotation. I was wondering, does he believe he was misquoted? 


a I have po way of getting involved in that. The 
conversation was not o* that t length. And essentially 
what I told you is the distillation of our very brief chat. 

Q Was he apologetic in this chat? 

a I have nothing to say about that. 

Does "badly expressed" mean the same thing as the 


Q 
misquoted him, or -- does he not disagree with the quotes 
but thinks the tone of the piece was wrong? 


A You could help yourself to any sort of analysis 
that you want. You could even go beyond my conversation with 
the Ambassador. 
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Q And call him ourselves, huh? 


Q It sounds as though, Bernie, you're saying the 
interview was made up? 


a ah, Jim, Jim, Jim, Jim. I never said anything 
about that. 


Did you all hear Jim's rich question? 
Q No. Would you repeat it? 


A Jim said I sound as though the interview had been 
made up. Tsk, tsk, tsk, tsk. 


Let me try a few other... 


Q Do you have any comment on Chile --— Pinochet's 
firing of two civilians who oppose the state of seige? 


a Yes, I do. This is clearly an internal Chilean 
matter that we would not comment on. I would take this 
occasion, though, to reiterate our concern over the course of 
events in Chile, and specifically the absence of a dialogue 
between the government and the democratic opposition on a 
timetable for a transition to democracy. 


Q Could we have a follow-up on that? There's a 
story on the FSIS wire that the United States is offering to 
resume military aid if the Chilean Government begins a dialogue 
with the opposition. Do you have any comment? 


a U.S. military assistance to Chile has been 
prohibited by lew since 1976. To re-establish such assistance, 
the President must certify that Chile has met the statutory 
criteria. We continue to review the case for such 
certiy .cation, and hope that conditions in Chile will permit us 


to do so. 
Q Could we have a copy of this? 


a I'm not sure that's going to be possible because 
I've got some markings here. 


Q The first one, at least? 
a It's on the same page. 


Steve? 
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New subject. Have you got anything new on the 
Israeli free trade area? 


A Israeli free trade area? 
Q Yes. 

a Nothing on that. 

Q 


Has the Israeli Government indicated its support 
for these Vienna talks, U.S.-Soviet Vienna talks? 


a Nothing for you on that. 


Bernie, did the State Department arrange the 
meeting for Mr. Kissinger with King Fahd of Saudi Arabia? 


A Nothing for you on that. ® 


Q Anything on the Radio Free Europe -- I mean, 
sorry, Voice of America transmitters from Israel? 


a Nothing, nothing. 
Q Bernie? 
a Just a second. Let me try a few others. 


Robin? Take a try? Wo? 


Q Not today, Bernie. 
a Nobody? Nobody? All right. 


Q I want to go back to your answer to my question 
about the timing of the talks in Vienna between the Russians 
and the Americans. Yesterday, you said no talks set for the 
United States and the Soviet Union to talk about the Middle 
East, and less than 24 hours you fave a date for the talks. So 


. 


what's the timing, the urgency, afd other things? 








A Why don't you compliment me on my confidence in 
getting that information for you so quickly. 


Q The New York Times, you mean? 
a Huh? 








Q The New York Times information, you mean, today? 
Q Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 








POSTED: 2/15/85 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing on February 13, 1985 


MIDDLE EAST: LEGITIMATE RIGHTS OF THE PALESTINIAN PEOPLE 





Q: What does the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people 
mean and is there a contradiction between UN Security 
Council Resolution 242 and “the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people?* 

A: There is no contradiction between Resolution 242 and the 

legitimate rights of the Palestinian people. They deal with 

different issues and are in fact complementary. 

Resolution 242 established territory-for-peace as the 
internationally accepted formula for resolving the situation 
arising from the hostilities in 1967. In our view, clear 
acceptance of Resolution 242 as the basis of Middle East peace 
negotiations is a necessary pre-requisite for the participation 
of any party in those negotiations. 

As a separate but related matter, negotiations regarding 
the final status of the West Bani: and Gaza, in addition to 
resolving the location of the bou.daries and the nature of the 
security arrangements, must also recognize the legitimate 
rights of the Palestinian people. The full manner in which 
those rights will be exercised will become clear as the process 
of negotiations proceeds. In our view, there should be 
Palestinian participation at every stage of the negotiating 
process. In addition, any agreement on the final status of the 


West Bank and Gaza should receive the prior consent of the 


inhabitants of those territories. 








Posted: 2/13/#s 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 13, 1985 


MIDDLE EAST: US-SOVIET TALKS IN VIENNA 





Q: Who else would be participating [in the talks] from the 
U.S. side? 


A: -- Assistant Secretary Murphy will be accompanied by 
officials from the Department of State and the National 


Security Council. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
DPC #30 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1985, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. Wish 
everybody a happy Valentine's Day. 


VOICES: Thank you. 


MR. KALB: Announcements: Available in the Press 
Office this afternoon at 3:00 P.M. will be the International 
Narcotics Control Strategy Report for 1985. The report is 
prepared each year under the direction of the Department's 
Bureau of International Narcotics Matters; it provides a 
country-by-country analysis of the narcotics situation of 
producing and transit countries. 


A word on an upcoming BACKGROUNDER. There have been 
some requests for a BACKGROUNDER on the part of a senior State 
Department official involved in affairs in Africa, so we've 
scheduled a BACKGROUNDER on recent developments in that area 
tomorrow here in the Press Room, 2:15 Friday. 


Q 2:15? 
A 2:15 I think is what I said. 


Having said that by way of an opening note, I welcome 
your questions. 


Q Do you have anything on Jeremy Levin? 


A Do I have anything on Jeremy Levin? It would be 
marvelous to be able to give you an extensive readout on that, 
but we've seen the reports today, and we cannot confirm the 
reports at this time, that is to say the reports that Levin has 
been released, or escaped, or whatever. 





I am not going to speculate about Mr. Levin's 
whereabouts, and as the day unfolds, to the degree that we have 
information, we'll keep you informed. As you might imagine, we 








are in touch with a number of parties including our Embassies 
in Beirut and Damascus, but I cannot get involved in any 
details on any of the exchanges. 


Q Bernie -- 


A Yes. 


Q On a related question, if he has been released by 
the Jihad, is that an indication that perhaps our diplomatic 
overtures to Iran and Syria are working? 


a I will not speculate as to what the motivations 
might be on the part of those who are holding Jerry Levin, as 
to what prompted them to take the action, if it turns out, in 
fact, that there was a release or an escape. And as I noted, I 
cannot confirm any of that. 


Q Bernie, -- 
A Yes, Ralph. 

-~ can you say whether or not the U.S. Government 
was aware before the first news reports this morning, at about 
five o'clock or so, of any positive developments in these 
hostage cases, whether or not it specifically related to Levin? 
Was there any advance indication that something was brewing, 
that there would be some development in this case? 

A I'm not going to get involved in that, Ralph. 


Q There are indications the State Department didn't 
know anything about it, that -- 


a I have no comment on your question or Ralph's 
question. 


Let me just go here, if I may, Les. 


Q We've a report here that three crewmen of a 
Trans—America Airline -- 


Q Can we stay on the subject for just a second? 
I'm sorry. 


Q Sure. 


YA] 








Q Do you have any indication at all at this time of 
anything relating to the other Americans or the Saudi diplomat 
who are being held that has come out as a result of this 
development? 


a Nothing for you, Ralph. 

Q Has the Department been in touch with his wife? 
a I simply do not know. 

Q Can you find out? 


A Yes, I think we can take a look at that. I just 
-~- I'm not aware of it. 


Q Bernie, his wife this morning on NBC said that 
she'd take her cue or her cues from the U.S. Government and 
from American officials. Is there any plan for her to hop on a 
plane and go out there to meet him, according to State 
Department cues? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Can you give us a hint as to whether or not any 
U.S. diplomatic activity played a role in this development? 


a Can't. 


Q Can you tell us whether the State Department will 
release the videotape that it has of Mr. Levin that it received 
last July, now that he's been apparently freed? 


a Not going to discuss any aspect of that question. 


Q Bernie, actually, the wife said she wanted to go 
to that area. The State Department would have no objection, 
would it, if she got on a commercial flight, or something like 
that? 


a If si: santed to go, it would seem to me that 
would be her call. 


Q Are there an~ ‘'.S. officials from Washington 
going, planning to go, in ..e event there is a release, to 
accompany him, to talk to him, or anything of that sort? 


a Not at this point that [I'm aware of, Ralph. It 
may happen. I can't rule it in or out, but I'm not aware of it 
at this point. 














Q Do you see any link between this new development 
and the video that was broadcast before one of the other 
hostages? 


A One could speculate, but I'm going to decline the 
invitation. 


Q Do you see any connection between this 
development and the visit of King Fahd? 


(Laughter) 


a You may want to develop that a bit, but 
inevitably I will respond by telling you that I will opt out on 
that. 


Q He did not carry -- 
a Just a minute. Ralph has got the floor. 


Q He did not carry any information to the U.S. that 
you can tell us about with regard to this case, or vice versa? 


a That's an invitation to get involved in 
diplomatic exchanges, and I think that you know that I[ have a 
highly-rehearsed observation to make to that request. 


Q On the Middle East -- 
Q Can we have a filing break, please? 
A Absolutely. 


Q Bernie, on the Middle East, do you have a better 
reading today on what it was that the Jordanians and the PLO 
may have agreed upon, and do you have any more of an estimate 
on what it means beyond the iffy statement you had the last two 
days? 


A Well, if you're putting it in that precise 
context, beyond the iffy statements, the answer is no. [I've 
got nothing to add to what I said here yesterday or to what was 
said, I think it was in California, ON BACKGROUND. 


Q I ask it specifically because what was said in 
California ON BACKGROUND seemed to go -- at least as reported 
by our colleagues -- miles beyond what was said here, as far as 
an estimate of the situation. 





A Uh-huh. 


Q And that came in the afternoon, and I'm wondering 
whether there has been some new information available that 
would bring forth such an “optimistic” appraisal? 


A I don't have anything on that, Bern. 
Q You've got no --- 


A On the question of reconciling what you're 
calling comparative assessments, I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, the White House, according to the reports 
this morning, considers this a milestone, but a long way to go, 
or something to this effect. Does the State Department share 
that -- a milestone with a long way to go? 


°) Well, I think I would refer you back to the 
remark you just made. 


Q Milestone or millstone? 


A What did you say? I missed you. I did not want 
to be deprived -- 


Q Just a random comment. Terribly sorry. I said, 
"Milestone or millstone?" 

a I see. 

Q I was just wondering. I apologize. 


Q Bernie, on that, the [Israelis reacting to this 
senior Administration official's statement yesterday, said that 


if the U.S. is giving such a positive assessment of this, it's 
simply self-delusion. 


3) Uh-huh. 

Q Do you have any comment? 

A I have no comment. No comment. 

Les. 

Q Bernie, since the State Department showed such 


commendable and well-expressed concern for freedom of the 
press, in view of the international efforts to control or 
license it, as you well remember, and since you are now the 











State Department's top authority on the media, could you tell 
us your view as to whether you agree with what both the 


P and Times reported this morning as the Cape 
editorial denouncing the Johannesburg Star because it 
reported that the President of the World Council of Reformed 


Churches, who was Senator Kennedy's host, not only committed 
adultery but lied about it? 


A Well, Les, as you know, I never reply to short 
questions -- 

(Laughter) 

Q I tried to make it as short as I could and to set 
the scene. 

a -- and secondly, I will forego the opportunity of 


your invitation. 

Q Well, could I have just one follow-up on that? 

a (Inaudible) 

Q Does the Ronald Reagan State Department believe 
that the moral fiber of any nation is unaffected if its church 
leaders are lying adulterers? 

a Uh-huh. (Laughter) 


Q Do you think that President Reagan wants you to 
evade this moral question, Bernie? 


2) I'll pass on that question as well, Les. 
Q You'll pass? 
: a Now, do you have a third question? 


Q Yes, [I do, but ['ll defer to someone else. It's 
on another subject. 


A Why don't we tidy up Les Kinsolving at one shot? 
(Laughter) 


Q All right. O.K. In your role as leader of the 
State Department's communications thrust -- 


(Laughter) 


uu) 














Q -- have you considered asking -- 
A I would like you to paraphrase that. 
(Laughter) 


Q Well, it's true. You're head of communications 
for the State Department. That's my understanding. Have you 
considered asking -- 


A A designate. 


Q Designate, yes. -- asking the State Department 
people who contribute information to President Reagan's welcome 
speech to King Fahd and others, and asking that they get 
together with the State Department people who report the 
absolute dictatorship in Saudi Arabia so that neither the 
President nor your Human Rights Department sound ludicrous, 
insincere, or contradictory? 


a All right. Those are your observations. I have 
heard them. I have nothing -- 


Q When you read -— Here's the thing: when you read 
the Human Rights Report on the dictatorship in Saudi Arabia and 
you read the way the President welcomed this despot, benevolent 
or otherwise, there is a contradiction, Bernie, isn't there? 


a I think I've answered you that I have not 
(inaudible) 


Q You will take it up? 
a No. 


Q You won't take it up? 


A I'm not going to discuss that question; I'm not 
taking that question, and I'm proceeding on to back there. 


Q You want to evade the question? 0O.K. 


Q Do you have a feeling for whether or not this 
framework agreed upon by Hussein and Arafat is a renunciation, 
implies a renunciation by the PLO of claims on Israel behind 
the ‘67 green line, Israel -- 


a You're asking me for an interpretation on that. 
I don't have any for you. 








Q Bernie, did you get the text of it from the 
Jordanians or not? 


4a I have nothing to help you on that. 


_ @Q Are you still relying on press reports, I mean, . 
till now? 


4 I have nothing to say by way of reply to that 
question. 


Q Bernie, the Contadora meetings in Panama were 
cancelled, and Nicaragua says that the United States -- 


a Excuse me. The Middle East is still on -- 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. 


Q One quick question: Does the State Department 
agree with the sort of upbeat assessment of this Jordanian 
thing, that the senior U.S. official gave yesterday in 
California? 


a Well, Or. Gwertzman put that question to me, and 
I guess [I talked in that direction, so it never made this side 
of the floor. No, I would not get involved in any comparative 
assessments. 


Q Whether you agree or not agree with the 
statements that were made? 


A No. No. No. I refer you back to those 
statements. 


Q Bernie, may I follow up, please? 
a Certainly. 


Q Do you anticipate that the follow-up meeting of 
the Tuesday meeting between Mr. Murphy and Mr. Polykov in 
Vienna will come later on? 


A I beg your pardon. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you anticipate that the Tuesday meeting in 
Vienna will be followed up with a larger meeting, with possibly 
the participation -— before the arms talks -- with all the 
parties concerned in the Middle East, to meet in Vienna? 


A Is the question whether the Vienna meeting that 
we talked about yesterday -- 





o 


~~ is the prelude for a larger meeting? 
4 -- will broaden into a larger session? 
Q Yes. 
a 


No, not at all. Let me just emphasize that the 
scheduled meeting represents an exchange of views between the 
United States with the Soviet Union on Middle East regional 
issues. The talks will not constitute negotiations, nor are 
they intended to lead to broader negotiations. 


I will also underscore that these talks are not the 
precursor of any agreements, nor are we going to seek any 
agreements in Vienna. They remain within the context of our 
bilateral relations with the Soviets. Speculati«n on broader 
implications would, frankly, be misplaced. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes, you can. 


Q And on that, just let me add something I should 
have mentioned at the very outset, and that is that there have 
been some requests in connection with the upcoming Vienna 
meeting on the Middle East, and we will have a BACKGROUNDEX 
tomorrow morning at 11:15 here. It took a little arranging so 
it may be not the usual 30- or 40-minute BACKGROUNDER, so do 
bear with that, please. But at 11:15 -- Vienna BACKGROUNDER 
tomorrow by a senior official whose name I have not yet worked 
out. 


Q Do you have any idea -- 

(Laughter) 

Q Do you have any idea, Bernie, why the Israelis 
are criticizing even this gesture of this Tuesday meeting, the 
19th? 

a No. 


Let me go -— Same? Same. Shoot 


Q We've been trying to find out where these 
meetings will be taking place in Vienna, and have so far not 
been able to get any assistance from the State Department on 
this. And I wondered if you could be forthcoming on when, 
where, how, what time, place -- that sort of thing. 
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A You mean, do I have the hotel, the address, the 
time, and the weather? 

Q Yes. 

a The answer to all four is that I, at this moment, 


do not and perhaps that might be the most substantive question 
you could put to the briefer tomorrow. 


-- MORE -- 














ll 


Q Bernie, I need to go back to Mr. Levin -- 
A Back to Mr.. Levin, yes. 
Q Maybe for a final question. 
"A Yes. 
Q Can you tell us if at any time during the talks 


with King Fahd, the whole cause of the hostages, especially the 
Americans, was raised with King Fahd or not? 


a I'm not going to speculate about what was on the 
agenda. 

Q Bernie -- 

A Can I go to Barbara? Could we pass on that for a 
moment, or -- ? 

Q Collateral on Vienna. 

A Collateral on Vienna? You've got Vienna? 


Q Yes. The President, when he left yesterday, 
indicated that there were some other subjects besides the 
Middle East that were open for discussion with the Soviets. 
Can we assume that the Vienna meeting will be solely and 
completely on Middle East issues? 


a Well, I think if the President indicated that 
there would be other subjects; they could be raised. 


Q Okay, then there are other things worth talking 
about with the Soviets at this point in time. 


A At this point in time, I certainly would stick 
with the President. 


No. All I am asking is, if the Vienna meeting is 
solely -- 


A What do you want me to do? Do you want me to 
disavow the President's statement? Is that -- ? 


Q Well, go ahead 


A No. I am telling you that if the President 
indicated that there might be other subjects, there you are. 
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Q No, no. Let me try again at paraphrasing the 
President. He wasn't referring specifically to the Vienna 
meeting, he was just saying in general -- 


A In general there are lots of subjects to discuss 
with the Soviet Union. 

Q There are lots of subjects to discuss. 

Aa Yes, in general, but as to the time and place, I 


have nothing on that. What I have tried to do in discussing 
the question of Vienna and the U.S.-Soviet get-together in 
Vienna, I think that in my comments yesterday, I alluded to 
some of the items that would be in fact on that agenda, and so 
they stand. 


Barbara. 

Q Has the Secretary, in light of this PLO-Jordanian 
agreement, has the Secretary asked for another meeting with 
Fahd to discuss it, or has the King asked the Secretary to meet 
with him again? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Can we go to Contadora? 
Q I am a bit confused about these two 
interchangeable terms -- negotiations and talks. If I may ask, 


have you had talks with King Fahd or negotiations? 


A Have we had talks or negotiations? Extensive 
conversations. (Laughter) George. 

Q Can we do Contadora now? Do you have anything on 
the -- 

A I mean this semantic hairsplitting sometimes can 


lead to all sorts of replies, et cetera. Let's go to George, 
if I may. 


Les, you are tidied up, right? (Laughter. ) 

Q I was just saying [I think it is absolutely 
delightful that I -- I mean, really, you brought a great new 
spirit to this briefing room, Bernie. I[ mean that. 


a George. 


47 
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Q Could you tidy up Contadora? 
a Contadora. What context, George? 


Q Well, there was a meeting scheduled for today and 
it was cancelled, and this is a process which the 
Administration has said it supports, and what is your response? 


A We continue to support the Contadora process 
strongly and hope that Nicaragua will demonstrate the 
flexibility necessary to resolve soon the asylum dispute that 
prompted the meeting's postponement. 


Q Different subject also related to Latin America? 
a Any more on Contadora? 


Q Just one more on that, do you feel that this 
delay will in any way jeopardize the Contadora process? 


A I can't make a forecast. I can't write a 
scenario as to the impact of the delay. As you know, the 
United States is not a party to the dispute over the asylum 
issue between Costa Rica and Nicaragua. We know that the 
Contadora countries are trying very hard to work out a 
settlement. It appears to us that Costa Rica went quite far to 
try to meet Nicaraguan concern in the case at issue. It 
announced a week ago, for example, that it would not extend 
asylum to Nicaraguans seeking to avoid military service. It is 
difficult to avoid the conclusion that Nicaragua is using the 
case to block further deliberations within the Contadora 


process. 
Q Copy of that? 
A Copy of that, yes, why not? 
Q Bernie? 
A Jim. 


Q Since you raised that, I guess -- Daniel Ortega, 
of course, said way back when this issue started between the 
two countries that the United States was getting its allies to 


prevent the meeting from happening. Do you have anything on 
that? 


rs) No, I don't. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on -- 
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A Let me try somebody else, please. 


Q Do you have anything new about the reports about 
the contingency plans to deploy nuclear arms in Spain and other 
allies? Can you confirm that or deny it? 


A No, I have nothing on that, nothing at all on 
that. 


Q Have you had any kind of communication with these 
governments? You can say that? 


A No, I thought there was a bit of guidance a day 
or so ago that involved Spain. We could take a look at that, 
but I have nothing up here. I'm sorry. 


Do you feel any negative impact of this 
information related to the referendum in Spain about NATO? 


A I have nothing on that. 
Connie. 


Q New Zealand; it's still hot this month. There 
are combined naval exercises scheduled in ten days between, 
among other countries, Canada, New Zealand, the U.S. They are 
supposed to be in Fiji and Australian waters. Will the U.S. 
still allow New Zealand to participate in these exercises? 


A I have nothing to help you on that. 


Q Also, there are 29 exercises scheduled, and the 


New Zealand Defense Minister says he doesn't expect any of them 
to be cancelled. Could you look into that? 


2) No. In fact, I have a response for you on that. 


We have repeatedly made clear our deep concern over 
New Zealand's refusal to permit U.S. Navy vessels to call in 
its ports. We believe that our mutual responsibilities under 
ANZUS require such access. This is particularly critical in 
this maritime region. 


As you know, we have already withdrawn from Exercise 
Sea Eagle, which has since been cancelled. We have also said 
that we are reviewing our overall cooperation with New Zealand 
under ANZUS. This is being undertaken with deep regret in an 
effort to adjust our relationship to the operational changes in 
the alliance undertaken by the Government of New Zealand. 


444 
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Q Copy, please? 
a Copy, yes. I can help you on that. 


Q Bernie, your office has posted a statement saying 
that Vernon Walters has never worked closely or otherwise with 
the Tradition, Family, and Property cult. Now, an officer in 
your office has informed me that you are aware that Mr. 
Walters, General Walters, had had several meetings or contacts 
with representatives of this cult organization which has been 
implicated in attempts against the Pope's life -- 


a With which organization? 


Q A cult, the Tradition, Family, and Property cult 
organization. Now, in light of that, can you characterize what 
these contacts have been since you apparently don't want to say 
that he has worked with them? 


A In the first place, I have to challenge your 
assessment that I, when you said “you”, knew about it. 


Q I said “your office" -- and this was an 
on-the-record statement -- and I can name the officer if you 
want. 


But you just said that I knew about it. 


a 

Q No, I said “your office." 

a I see. I have nothing on that. 

Q Well, can you look into that? 

A I am not sure. 

Q Well, Kathleen Lang made an on-the-record 


statement that there were contacts and meetings. You posted 
the statement that General Walters never worked with the 
group. There is an apparent contradiction. 


A Excuse me, let me take a look at that, and if it 
is possible, we will get you an answer on that. 


Q Okay. 


A Hold on, Les, just a second. 


Q Just one more on the Spanish issue. 
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A On the Spanish issue. 
Q Yes. 
A I have nothing on the Spanish issue. 


Was the Spanish Government ever informed by the 
American Government? 


a About? 


Q About possible deployment of the nuclear arms on 
its territory? 


A Nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, any update on the situation in southern 
Lebanon and the Israeli raids on Lebanese villages? 
No. 
Q Everything is fine, then? 
I have nothing, nothing on that. 
Q Bernie, an expert on terrorism this morning -- 
A I beg your pardon, I lost that. 


Q An expert on international terrorism at the CSIS 
this morning, Mr. Robert Kupperman, suggested that the United 
States Government ought to tie in or create a tie between the 
arms talk, or a connection between the arms talk between the 
United States and the Soviet Union in Geneva, with Soviet Union 
support or lack of it of international terrorism. Is this 


going to be on the agenda discussed in Geneva between the two 
powers? 


A Nothing on it for you. 


Q The Austrian Government has invited the Secretary 
and Soviet Foreign Minister to ceremonies in Vienna on May 15th 
to celebrate the 30th anniversary of the peace treaty. Has the 
Secretary put that on his schedule, or accepted, or considering? 


a Let me try to pick up an aspect of that or an 
implied aspect of that. There is no planning underway at this 
time for a meeting between the Secretary and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko as suggested in the story in the Washington Post. The 
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level of U.S. participation in the commemoration of the 
anniversary of the Austrian State Treaty is still under 
consideration. 


Q Any details on Dobrynin's visit to this building 
yesterday? 


A Nothing on the private talks between the two. 


Q Bernie, along those lines, anything on Soviet 
demands in Paris that UNESCO get rid of its American personnel? 


a No, I have nothing on that, 8i11. 
Could I go to the back there, for a moment? 


'Q Could you confirm whether Chinese President Li 
Xiannian will be visiting the United States in July, and 
whether Vice President Bush will be going to China? 


f I have nothing on that, and I would imagine that 
a visit at that altitude, if it in fact should come, would 
originate at the White House. 


Q Have the Saudis asked for a delay or rescheduling 
of the payments for the AWACS, the ‘81 arms deal? 


a Nothing on that for you. Hang on, Les, I will 
save you for last as a grand finale. 


Q What about the report about Egypt's deferment of 
payment of money, of loans, to the United States? Do you have 
any comment on that? It was originated in Egypt. 


“a It is true that in recent months the Egyptian 
Government has fallen behind on its interest payments on 
military assistance loans from the U.S. We are concerned about 
these arrearages and have urged the Egyptian Government to 
clear them up. 


Q Do you have any number on that? 

i) Yes. The figure of about $250 to $300 million 
cited in the Times story is basically correct. 

Q Well, how would you translate that concern? I 


mean, if you say “as soon as possible," are you setting any 
deadlines? 


a I am not attaching a calendar to the expression 
of concern. 
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Q On this subject, relative to this, what happened 
to the $500 million that Israel was supposed to be paying to 
the United States in December, and the arreared payments of 
interest on loans, was it received? They talked about that, 
they postponed the payment. 

A I don't know. I have nothing on that. 

Q Can you check on that? 

Possibly. 

Q Thank you. 

a All right, now, if we go to Les, it is the end. 

(Laughter) 

Q Bernie, do you have anything on the latest 
meeting of the military-political committee between the United 
States and Israel? 

iz) No, I'm sorry, I have nothing on it. 

Q A follow-up on this Egyptian matter, are you 
rescheduling them, or what are you doing, I mean? Can you give 
us any idea? 


a No, I cannot. 

Q This is another subject. 

A Well, we come back, and we are on a 
merry-go-round of subjects here, so the idea of there being 
regional questions is something beyond our control. 


Q About a week ago, The New York Times ran a 
feature about -- 





A A week ago? 

Q Yes. 

a A week ago! 

Q A week ago, yes. I wasn't here that day. 
a Ed, get last week's guidance. (Laughter) 


Go ahead. 
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Q A week ago, ihe New fork Times ran a feature 
about the Soviet Union shopping around for American computers. 


I am just wondering if this Administration has any concern 
about that? 


a I think we may have had something on that. I 
don't have it here. Let's take a look, Steve, to see if we do, 
and if we do, we will make it available to you. 

Okay. 


My original question. 


a A what question? 

Q My original question. 

) Your original question. 
Q Yes. 

a Which dealt with? 


Q With reports that three crewmen of a 
Trans-—America Airline, which was captured by rebels in Angola, 
are now being sent to South Africa. It quotes a State 
Department spokesman. 


a Yes. I've got a long guidance on that, a fairly 
long guidance. Let me just read a little of it, and then you 
can get some of the informati.”. 


Q Okay. 


a We can confirm that the ICRC is in the process of 
confirming with UNITA a release date for a group of expatriate 
workers who were captured in an UNITA attack on the Angolan 
diamond mining town of Cafunfo on December 29th. 


The group includes three crewmen of a Trans-—America 
Airlines cargo aircraft which was destroyed in the attack. 
UNITA has reported that all three crewmen are in good condition. 


There are a variety of details and, maybe to expedite 
things, we will make that available in the Press Office after 
the briefing. Spence. 


Q Bernie, is there anything available on Americans 
missing in the Manila fire, the Manila hotel fire? 
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Aa Yes, I do have something on that. 


Our Embassy in Manila has accounted for 54 of the 56 
Americans who were registered at the Regent Hotel. At this 
time, 5 Americans are confirmed dead, 2 injured, and 2 are 
still unaccounted for. The fifth victim has been identified as 
Warren C. Johnson -- J-o-h-n-s-o-n -- a civilian Navy employee 
on temporary assignment in Manila. 


Privacy Act constraints prevent the release at this 
time of the names of the other Americans. Embassy officers 
report from the scene of the hotel fire that the hotel 
continues to smoulder. Fire officials hope to begin a 
floor-by-floor search for victims soon. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the accident 
reported by the NBC this morning about an attack by Israeli 
soldiers against their staff member? 


a No, I have nothing on that. 


Bernie, in responding to President Reagan, King 
Fahd declared -- and this is a quote -- “Saudi Arabia, with its 
Islamic beliefs and principles, and the United States, with its 
ideals and values, can together find a common ground against 
aggression, injustice and oppression." 


Does the State Department have any idea what King Fahd 
means by “oppression” and, if so, how can we find a common 
ground in opposing oppression with a government which is like 
Saudi Arabia's? 


is) I think you might want to go to the sources of 
origin for the definitions that you seek. 


Thank you, very much, Les. 


Q You would rather really not comment on that. 
Okay. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:08 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Briefing of February 14, 1985 
ISRAEL: INTEREST OWED TO U.S. 
Q: What happened to the $500 million that Israel was supposed 
to be paying to the United States in December, and the payments 
of interest on loans, was it received? 


A: == Israel continues to make its debt service payments to 


the U.S. promptly. There are no arrears. 
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MR. DIEREJIAN: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
I have a few announcements; a couple of housekeeping matters. 


As you know, Monday, the 18th, is a holiday and 
Federal offices will be closed. This includes the Press 
Office, which will operate on a Sunday schedule. That is, the 
Duty Officer will not come into the office but will be 
available at home. 


Also, Secretary Shultz is scheduled to appear twice on 
the Hill Tuesday at 10:00 a.m. before the House Foreign affairs 
Committee and at 3:30 before the Senate Budget Committee to 
testify on the Foreign Security Assistance Package. Because of 
these appearances, we will not have our usual press briefing 
that day. That's on Tuesday. 


A reminder: There will be a BACKGROUND briefing today 
at 2:15 p.m. in this Press Briefing Room. The briefing will be 
on recent developments in Africa. 


The Secretary will be making a speaking trip to San 
Francisco Thursday and Friday, February 21 to February 22. He 
will address the U.S. National Committee for Pacific 
Cooperation at a Thursday, February 21 dinner, hosted by the 
Asia Foundation at the Bank of America. The speech is 
scheduled for 6:45 p.m., Pacific Standard Time. Wo Q's and A's 
will follow. Because of space limitations, electronic media 
will have to pool. for additional information, please 
telephone Alan Choate of the Asia Foundation at (415) 

962-4640. That's Alan Choate, C-H-O-A-T-E. Barring any 
technical difficulties, the meeting will be piped back to the 
Department for audio broadcast on Friday, February 22, at 10:30 
a.m., Eastern Standard Time. 


Also, on Friday, February 22, the Secretary will 
address a luncheon meeting of the Commonwealth Club at the 








Fairmont Hotel. The speech is scheduled for 12:30 p.m., 
Pacific Time. A Q&A will follow. Should you wish to cover, 
please telephone Jim Copeland of the Commonwealth Club at (415) 
362-4903. Barring any technical difficulties, the program will 
be piped live into the Department. 


Last anr .ncement: As you know, yesterday, the White 
Mouse announced that President Reagan has asked Secretary 
Shultz to head the U.S. delegation which will attend the 
inauguration in Montevideo, March l-March 2 of Julio Maria 
Sanguinetti as President of Uruguay. 


Enroute to Montevideo, on February 28, the Secretary 
will stop in Guayaquil to meet with Ecuadoran President 
Febres-—Cordero. Secretary Shultz will return to Washington on 
March 3. A sign-up sheet has been posted in the Press Office 
for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the Secretary's 
plane. The list will be taken down and applications closed at 
noon on Wednesday, February 20. 


Those are my announcements. Do you have any questions? 
Q No other stops on that? 

Q San Juan? 

“ That's all I can announce. 


Q Do you have anything on the Post story about 


contingency plans to end our military-base relationship with 
Greece? 


a With Greece? We cannot comment on contingency 
plans one way or the other. We can say, however, that we have 
expressed our public and private concern to the Greek 
Government about past statements to the effect that our base 
agreement, concluded in December 19863, is simply a prelude to 
having our bases leave Greece in 1988. 


In fact, the base agreement is similar to those we 
have concluded with other NATO Allies regarding its provisions 
for consultations, renegotiation and termination. We believe 
the agreement serves the interests of both countries, and that 
is why it was completed in 19863. 


We are working under the assumption the situation will 
continue and that is our hope. 


Q Copy, please? 





a Yes. 


Q Do you Save any press guidance or comments on 
events in south Lebanon and Sidon where four homes were razed 
by Israelis and 60 people were arrested and in the last few 
days there were aerial bombardments about maybe three or four 
times? 


RB You're referring to reports of Israeli troops 
killing eleven guerrillas and captured nine others? We've seen 
the report. Incidents such as this underscore the need to 
achieve security arrangements which will preclude further 
violence and bloodshed. 


Q Do you have any comment on an apparent report of 
a trip to Chile by the Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. 
Motley, for Inter-American Affairs? 


A Yes. Ambassador Motley plans to travel to Chile, 
leaving on Saturday, February 16, and remaining through 
Wednesday, February 20. 


The -the purpose of this trip (Laughter) -- did you 
have a question? 


Q What's the purpose of the trip? 


a The purpose of this trip is to review the current 
state of U.S.-Chilean relations, and to convey to the 
government, the church, and democratic political leaders, U.S. 
views on a range of issues of mutual concern, including United 
Stetes support for a return to democracy in Chile. 


Q Who does he plan to see there? 


a He has been invited to meet with President 
Pinochet. He will also have meetings with other Government 
officials, with representatives of the democratic political 
groups, with leaders of the Catholic Church, and with union and 
private sector representatives. 


Q Copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q Is Mr. Motley -- do you think that -- can you say 
whether Mr. Motley will try to urge President Pinochet to speed 
the transition to democracy or lift the state of seige or 
mediate in any way with the opposition there and the government? 








a Well, let me say this: Assistant Secretary 
Motley's trip is not related to any particular event, but 
rather is part of our overall policy of support for an internal 
Chilean solution to the current impasse on the political 
transition to democracy in that country. 


--MORE-- 











Q Can I ask you about something on the Middle East, 
back on South Lebanon, also, the reports of shooting on an NBC 
television crew there. Do you have anything to comment on that? 


a I may have something for you on that. On that 
specific report, we've obviously seen it, and all we can say at 
this point (is) that our press -- our views on the freedom of 
the press are well known. 


Q Last week I asked if we had seen the reports 
about Iraq giving heavy weapons to the PLO, and, if true, would 
we be taking action to place Iraq back on the list of states 
which sponsored terrorism, and you said you were aware of the 
reports. Is there anything -- any development since then? 


A No. I have nothing for you on that. Nothing 
further. 


Q What about action -- 

a I have nothing for you on that. 

Q There's a Kuwaiti story on the wire that suggests 
that the Islamic Jihad may be prepared to release the other 
four Americans held captive in Lebanon. Do you have anything 
on that? 


a 1 have nothing specific on that report. No. 


g Are they alive? Do you have a report on that? 
a I have no comment for you on that. 
Q Can you characterize now what's the role the 


Syrians played in the Levin story? What --— anything new? 

is) On the Syrian role, let me state just very 
basically that we are very appreciative of the Syrian 
Government's role in this matter. 


Q Do you have anything for us on the seizure of the 
Avianca 747 in Miami this morning? 


Q Wait, wait. 


a Now, wait a second. I think -- 


Q Ed, when you say that you're very appreciative of 
the Syrian role, could you say what you think that role was, or 
the extent of that role? 





a At this point I can't be drawn further on this 
matter. 


Q Was it involved in negotiations or simply in 
transporting Mr. Levin through Syrian-held territory to 
Damascus? 


A I can't get involved in those details at this 
point. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you think Levin escaped -- 


Q Is it the State Department's position that Jerry 
Levin escaped or was released? 


A Okay. That's very interesting. You both had the 
same question. 


On the question of whether Mr. Levin escaped or was 
released, the only thing I can do is refer you to his own 
remarks that he made earlier today, which was broadcast on the 
media. 


Q Who should we believe, the Syrian Ambassador or 
Mr. Levin? The Syrian Ambassador said that negotiations were 
going on, and he was released on the Syrian and U.S. 
negotiations, but Mr. Levin said that he escaped through the 
mountains. Who should we believe? 


A You will have to draw your own conclusions based 
on what they say. 


Q So why do you appreciate the Syrian role, since 
you don't know if they have negotiated his release or he 
escaped? So what's the appreciation of the Syrian role? 


A That's a very interesting theological question. 
(Laughter) Quite frankly, the Syrians have played a positive 
role which we have expressed our appreciation over. 

Q What's that? 


A I will leave it at that. At this point I cannot 
be drawn any further into the details. 


Q Then what are you being -- 














Q Ed, do you anticipate -- 
Q Then what are you being appreciative of, Ed? 


Q Do you anticipate that the Syrians will help in 
the freeing of the rest of the hostages there? 


a I have no information on that. 


Q What sort of role did the State Department play 
in Mr. Levin's release? I mean, negotiation, or he escaped? 
What sort of role you played from this Department? 


a We have obviously been following this, the matter 
of the hostages in Lebanon, very closely throughout this whole 
unfortunate period, but we will not be drawn into the details 
of what specific actions, roles, we have been playing. 


Q Do you have any indications that his release or 
escape was in any way related to things that the U.S. 
Government was doing in the way of negotiations or pressure? 


(3) I have no comment on that. 
Q Ed -- 
a Ralph? 


Q Is there anything further you expect to learn 
from Syria about its role? You keep saying “at this point" you 
can't be drawn further. Don't you already know everything 
there is to know about Syria's role in connection with his 
release, regardless of whether or not you want to say what you 
know about it? But do you know everything you need to know 
about Syria's role, or are there some questions that are 
unanswered in your mind about what their role was? 


a We know what we know. (Laughter) 
Q Ed, despite all the fanfare surrounding Levin's 


release, are you worried that perhaps the other hostages may 
not be released, or that this may adversely affect them? 


a We are not going to try to speculate on the fate 
of the other hostages. We are very pleased that Mr. Levin is 
now free. The safe return of the other four missing Americans 
remains a top priority concern for the Administration. 








As we have indicated in the past, we have been engaged 
in an intensive effort aimed at securing the safe release of 
all those who are being held. We will continue to work quietly 
for the safe release of the other four. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Is that effort made easier or harder by what 
happened with Mr. Levin? 


Aa I have no comment beyond that. 


Q Back on the response you had on the Israeli 
arrest of Lebanese in southern Lebanon, are you saying to the 
effect that the Lebanese arrested are guerrillas? 


& I have no -- nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, do we have any explanation from the Syrians’ 
as to why Mr. Levin was held so long without contact by one of 
our people from the Embassy? 


6 I have nothing for you on that. WNo. 


Q Did the United States Government receive by now 
the full text of the PLO-Hussein agreement, and can you 
elaborate on The New York Times story that the State 
Department, or Mr. Shultz has asked for clarifications from 
Jordan about some points in the agreement? 


a Well, on the latter part of your question, I'm 
not going to be drawn into diplomatic exchanges in one way or 
another. 


We have seen various reports from the Middle East 
regarding the PLO-Jordan dialogue. As we have already said, if 
the reported agreement promotes movement toward the negotiating 
table, and if it reflects an awareness that direct negotiations 
between the Arabs and Israelis are the only way to achieve 
peace in the region, it would certainly be a positive step. 


However, key questions with respect to this dialogue 
and the reported framework agreement appear to be whether there 
is agreement to engage in direct negotiations with Israel, 
based on U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 we do 
not believe that an international conference would be a 
constructive way to proceed 





Q Copy of what you just read? 


a And now, in terms of your -- the other part of 
your question, we have been in contact with -- obviously, I'm 
not going to get involved in the diplomatic exchanges. We do 
consult closely with King Hussein on a regular basis on the 
peace process, and, of course, you're aware of our policy with 
regard to the discussions with PLO representatives. 


I want to go back to my question yesterday about 
the difference between your attitude about it, or the State 
Department saying “if,” and there are many “ifs" today in the 
statement, and what this White House senior official said on 
the West Coast, “It was a milestone." What's the -- is this a 
milestone or is there still a lot of extra? 


2 I think if you read closely the statements made 
at the White House and the statements made here, you will see 
that there are no differences. 


Q Do you have anything today on the status of these 
military exercises with New Zealand? We were considering what 
we were going to do. 


a All I can say, Bernie, on that is what, quite 
frankly, we've said from this podium earlier, that we are 
reveiwing our overall cooperation with New Zealand under 
ANZUS. We are simply reviewing our cooperation with New 
Zealand. 


a ann? 


Q On that drug report yesterday, can you elaborate 
at all on why you think this situation has grown worse in terms 
of production of coca and marijuana, and what is being done 
with our friends, for instance Jamaica, to change that 
situation? 


Q I had a follow-up on that New Zealand back here, 
if I could. 


a Okay. I have nothing for you on the drug -- I 
have nothing for you. 


Q Can I follow on New Zealand, please? 
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6 Yes. 


Q I was told that there would be a decision today. 
Would the United States allow New Zealand -- will the United 
States back out of that exercise that's scheduled to go in 


about eight days from now? If not, when are you going to make 
the decision on it? 


a Oh, Connie, I can't be drawn into those internal] 
deliberations. 


Does the United States favor New Zealand 
participation in the other 29 exercises? 


A I have nothing for you on that. I mean, 
obviously, the overall -- our review of our overall cooperation 
with New Zealand is being undertaken with deep regret in an 
effort to adjust our relationship to the operational changes in 
the alliance undertaken by the Government of New Zealand. And, 
we've also made clear our deep concern over New Zealand's 
refusal to permit U.S. Naval vessels to call in its ports. 


-- MORE - 








ll 


Q Can I just go to El Salvador for a minute? Do 
you have any comment on Jim LeMoyne's report in The Times today 
regarding military trainers in Salvador? And has there been 
any change in the definition of whet constitutes a trainer? 

Are personnel who go in and out every couple of weeks, are they 
trainers or not? 


i As we have consistently stated in the past, 
certain categories of U.S. military personnel in E1 Salvador do 
not count against the self-imposed limit. For example, in 
mid-1983, the President announced he would send up to 26 men to 
conduct medical and related humanitarian training and 
assistance -- a number which is not counted in the 55-man, 
self-imposed trainer limit. 


In addition, there are numerous very short-term visits 
by U.S. military personnel -- no longer than two weeks. The 
number of military personnel in £1 Salvador may fluctuate by as 
much as 20 percent in any given single week due to such factors 
as transfers and temporary duty assignments. 


Congress has been periodically informed of the numbers 
of military personnel in £1] Salvador, and the press has 
reported fully on the numbers of U.S. military personnel in Fl 
Salvador assigned to training, administration, humanitarian 
medical assistance, the Defense Attache’, and the Embassy 
Marine Guard attachment. 

Q Ed, on a related question, has Great Britain 
agreed to take over some of the training of the Salvadoran 
armed forces in Britain? 

‘ I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

6 Yes. I can make that available. 


Q Can we also have copies of your Chile guidance, 
please? 


a I think so. Let me check on that. 


Ed, do you have anything on a travel advisory 
warning for Mexico? 


“ Not that I'm aware of. 
TO STAFF: Do we have anything in the press ~-? 


No, no. I'll look into that, but 1 have nothing. I 
have nothing on it, no 


¢ 
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Q Ed, do you have anything, any ic.formation about 
an American named Mathers being held by Vietnam authorities? 


a We have something for you in the Press Office on 
that. 


Q How about the situation on the Thai-Cambodian 
border, Vietnamese attacks on refugee camps? 


a We have only limited information on the situation 
in the Khmer Rouge area south of the Thai town of 
Aranyaprathet. It appears that the Vietnamese army has overrun 
the Khmer Rouge headquarters and bases in the Phnom Melai area, 
and that the Vietnamese now control a 40-mile long border strip 
previously held by the Khmer Rouge. This morning, artillery 
fire could be heard as the Vietnamese continued to sweep the 
area. Further south, opposite the Thai city of Trat, 
Vietnamese troops are said to be pressing Khmer Rouge positions 
inside Cambodia. We have no other information on the military 
situation in the Khmer Rouge areas. 


Q Copy. please? 
Yes. 


Q Going back to -- 


I'll be back to you, Ralph. Let me -- 


o 


Has the United States given this Vietnamese 
offensive, given any consideration to — its current 
policy on aiding the anti-Communist rebels 


a I don't think I have anything specific for you on 
that. 


Q Well, what is the U.S. position at this point? 

a I'll not be drawn out really on our specific 
position on this military activity right now -- our overall 
position. 


Do you want to frame your question again? 
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a Well, what is the U.S. policy and position toward 
the anti-—Vietnamese guerrillas, if you want to call them that, 
within Cambodia? 


Aa Very good. (Laughter) The resistance force 
leyal to former Prime Minister Son Sann, whose camps were 
overrun earlier, and those of Prince Sihanouk's movement, whose 
camp remains intact, have retained their armed strength and 
most of their equipment. The loss of such camps has inflicted 
great suffering on the civilian populations, but has not been a 
serious military blow to the resistance in the past. There is 
no reason to believe Vietnam's offensive this year will be any 
more successful in suppressing the nationalist fight against 
Vietnam's occupation of Cambodia. 


Vietnam's continued occupation of Cambodia remains the 
major source of instability and tension in the region and the 
cause of continued suffering in Cambodie. We call on Vietnam 
to negotiate a peaceful solution to the Cambodian problem and 
to restore Cambodian independence and sovereignty in accordance 
with United Nations resolutions. 


That is our statement of policy. 

Q Can you say if the U.S. has told the Vietnamese 
in any way that normalized relations could’ be possible if «a 
solution, negotiated solution, were reached in Cambodia? 

a I can't get involved in that 

Ralph, you had a question? 

Q 1 was going to ask on the drug report again, if 
you have anything on the drug report. Does the Administration 
consider that report to be the basis on which it will decide 
whether to cut off aid for -- to countries that now receive aid 


but also produce drugs? I mean, is that the basis on which the 
decision will be made, the results in this report? 


a falph, I really have nothing 

Q Can you take that question? 

a I will take that question 

Q Can you confirm the reports appearing today in 


the Spanish press that two US diplomats have been expelled 
from Spain for supposed espionage activities? 


Ui /f 
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& I have no comment on that. 


Q Mr. Levin this morning indicated that he thought 
that the other four American hostages might have been in 
captivity in the same building. He wasn't sure of that, but 
thought some hostages were there. 


In view of the fact that he -—- Well, was he able to 
give authorities some idea of where that building was as he 
walked away from it? Has Syria or anyone else gone back to 
that building to find out who's there? 


& I have nothing for you on that. 


Q This morning's BACKGROUNDER didn't really get 
around to, on the Vienna exchange of views, didn't really get 
around to U.S.-Soviet positions on the Gulf war and what might 
come from such an exchange. 


Is the U.S. and the Soviet Union closer together in 
its view of the Gulf war than, say, Afghanistan or the 
Arab-Israeli conflict? And can we look for some cooperation 
there? 


a Have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that there is 
any connection between the Syrian and the kidnappers? 


a Between the Syrian Government -- 
Q The Syrian regime. 


o I'm not going to be drawn into that kind of 
speculation. 


Muhammad Ali is sitting in Heathrow Airport with 
@ suitcase full of things and an entourage, ready to go to Iran 
to meet with Khomeini to free the rest of the hostages in 
Lebanon. Has he been in contact, or his office or any of his 
aids and assistants called on the State Department before they 
went to go to Iran? 


a No. I believe we have something for you in the 
Press Room on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Members of Congress 
being roughed up in Ethiopia? 


Q Where was thet? 


Q In Ethiopia 








is 


‘ Our Embassy has confirmed the report and we are 
attempting to get additional information on the incident. The 
United States is indignant about the brutality of the Ethiopian 
officials involved in this incident. We are protesting in the 
strongest terms to the Ethiopian Government. 


Q Who were those Congressmen? 

a I don't have their names here available to you. 

Q Ed, I see in the FBIS that Daniel Ortega is going 
to be at Sanguinetti's inauguration as well. Are there any 
plans for Secretary Shultz to meet with him there? 

i Could you -- I made the announcement on the trip. 

Q No, no, I understand that. Sut are there any 
plans? The President of Nicaragua, Mr. Ortega, is going to be 
at the inauguration as well. Are there any plans for Secretary 
Shultz .- 


i Oh, on that, I'm sorry. 1 misunderstood your 
question. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Thank you. 


i Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 











postep: FEkE./S /I9S 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 15, 1985 


MEXICO: TRAVEL ADVISORY 





Q. Do you have anything on a travel advisory for Mexico? 


A. There is no travel advisory currently in effect regarding 


travel in Mexico. 


In a number of recent cases American citizens have been 
the victins of violent crimes in certain areas of 

Mexico. Amzbassador Gavin “as expressed concern regarding 
the safety of Arerican travelers in parts of Mexico. 
While no travel advisory is currently in effect, the 
Department's publication, “Tips for Travelers to Mexico,” 


offers helpful guidance on travelins in Mexico. 





POSTED: 2/2e £5 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of rebruary 1S, 19935 


NARCOTICS: Effect on U.S. Aid 





Q Does the Administration consider the International 
Narcotics Control Stratecy Report to Be the basis on 
Shick Te will decide whether to cut off aid to countries 
that now receive aid but also oroduce drucs? 
A. The Department of State's International Narcotics Contro! 
Report (INCSR) is prepared each yes: in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 481 of the Foreign Assistance Act, as 
amended by P.L. 98-164. It covers a wide range of bilatera) 
and multilateral activities to control the cultivation, 
production and distribution of illicit narcotic and 
psychotropic drugs and other controlled substances. Section 
48l(h) further directs the President, among other things, to 
suspend assistance to any major producing country which he 
determines has failed to take adequate steps to prevent these 
illicit narcotics and other drugs from entering the United 
States. A recommendation to the President with respect to the 
adequacy of steps taken by any given country would consider a 
number of factors that are reflected in the INCSR. At this 
time, we are not recommending to the President any cut-off in 
foreign assistance. Moreover, we believe the stage has been 


set for increased achievements in 1985. 


While illicit drug production estimates are the 
understandable focus of much of the public attention given the 
INCSR report, these statistics do not describe completely the 


Situation faced in achieving results in any given country, nor 








do they reflect all of the steps that have been taken, or the 
problems encountered. Reducing production is the major 


objective but is not the sole criterion for judging the 


adequacy of steps taken in individual countries. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #32 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 20, 1985, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I see you looked at the 
watch. Any special reason? 


Q It's a little late. 
Q It's twenty minutes to 1:00. 


A Listen. Just wait until the briefings begin at 
2:15. 


I have a few announcements; a couple of housekeeping 
things, and then an announcement. 


Available in the Press Office (is) a prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asia and Pacific 
affairs, Paul Wolfowitz, before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific affairs. Mr. 
Wolfowitz will be testifying today, 2:00 p.m., Room 2172, 
Rayburn Building. The subject of his testimony "FY-1986 
Foreign Assistance Request." 


A reminder: The Secretary will be making a speaking 
trip to San Francisco Thursday and Friday, February 21-22. 
Tomorrow, he will address the U.S. National Committee for 
Pacific Cooperation at a dinner hosted by the Asia Foundation 
at the Bank of America, and the speech is scheduled for 86:45 
p.m. Pacific Standard Time. The topic of his speech is 
“Economics Cooperation and the Pacific Basin." For further 
information, please contact Alan Choate, Asia Foundation, (415) 
9682-4640. 


On Friday, February 22, the Secretary will address a 
luncheon meeting of the Commonwealth Club at the Fairmont 
Hotel. Topic of the speech, “American Support for Freedom," 
scheduled for 12:30 p.m. Pacific Standard Time. For further 
information, please contact Jim Copeland of the Commonwealth 
Club at (415) 362-4903. Advance text for both of the 








Secretary's speeches will be available in the Press Office 
tomorrow morning. It's my understanding that there will be a 
Q&a for the second speech but not for the first. 


Another testimony: Tomorrow morning at 10:00, Room 
342 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building. Elliott Abrams, 
Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
affairs, will testify tomorrow before the Subcommittee on 
Investigations of the Senate Committee on Governmental 
affairs. Subject of the hearing is “Combating International 
Trafficking in Child Pornography." 


Now, I would like to read you a statement by Secretary 
Shultz: 


"I am please by the news that Prime Minister Hawke of 
Australia, announced February 19, that his Cabinet unanimously 
reaffirmed Australia's support for the ANZUS Alliance and for 
the obligations and responsibilities that the Alliance entails. 


“we note that the Prime Minister described ship visit 
and the U.S -Australian joint facilities as ‘continuing 
fundamentals of the Australian-United States Alliance 
relationship.' We welcome this reaffirmation of Australia's 
commitment to its ties with the United States. Both the United 
States and Australia have emphasized the continuing importance 
we attach to the conclusion of the 1984 ANZUS Council 
Communique that ‘access by allied aircraft and ships to the air 
fields and ports of the ANZUS members was reaffirmed as 


essential to the continuing effectiveness of the Alliance. ' 

"Both President Reagan and Prime Minister Hawke 
recognized during the Prime Minister's recent visit that 
solidarity among the Western states is critical to maintenance 
of global and regional stability and to progress coward 
substantial nuclear arms reduction." 

And, with that, we could go to questions. 

Q Copy, please? 


A Yes, you can have a copy. 


Q On the subject of ANZUS, can you give us a 
statement on the policy toward continuing military exercises 
with New Zealand? I gather there have been several called off 
in the last several days but there's been no word on that from 
Washington. 





*s* 


a The review of our overall cooperation with New 
Zealand under ANZUS is not yet completed. Nowever, we consider 
it inappropriate to continue with several planned exercises and 
meetings and, with deep regret, have cancelled or restructured 
a number of events which involve participation by New Zealand 
armed forces. These decisions have already been reported in 
Wellington and/or Canberra. 


These changes reflect the need to readjust our 
military cooperation with New Zealand in light of that 
country's ban on visits by U.S. ships that the Government of 
New Zealand believes do not conform with its anti-nuclear 
policy. We continue to hope that New Zealand will take 
necessary action to restore the traditional cooperation between 
our two countries. 


Q A question, please? 

a Yes? 

Q Does military cooperation include intelligence? 
a 


Spence, I can't go beyond this particular, 
carefully drawn guidance. 


Q What exercises did you cancel? 


A I cannot be specific on the ones that were 
cancelled or restructured. 


Q Has Lange, Bernie -- 


a You might try the DOD. I don't know to what 
degree they will be more helpful. I cannot be. 


Q Is there any chance of the Secretary meeting with 
Mr. Lange while they're both on the West Coast at the same time? 


A I'm not aware of that. You know that, in 
general, he has asked for -— Let me put it this way. That 
Deputy Assistant Secretary William Brown will travel to L.A. to 
meet with Mr. Lange, and that meeting will be on the morning of 
the 26th. 


But insofar as your ques’ion, Bern -- 


Q The 26th? Wrong week. I'm sorry. 


Q That's the Deputy Assistant Secretary? 








Yes. 
Meeting a Prime Minister? 
Meeting with Mr. Lange; that is correct. 


what's the purpose of the seeting? 


a I cannot set the agenda. I think that it does 
not require any particular imagination to imagine what will be 
on it, but I will not itemize it from here, though. 


Q Could you imagine it rather than us imagining it? 


a I'm ready to engage in a great sprint of 
imagination. 


Q when were the Australian -- when were the New 
Zealand Government informed on this? 


A I don't have a date for you, John. 


Q are there more exercises involved than the ones 
that have been announced by New Zealand? 


a Don't know. 


Q Any reason why the U.S. is shy about announcing 
the specifics? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Bernie, when you said in your statement 
“readjusting our military cooperation with New Zealand," that 
inc’udes more than simply the cancellation of these exercises; 
is — correct? You're looking forward towards other actions 
as well? 


A We are continuing to review our overall 
cooperation with New Zealand under ANZUS. As we have stated 
before, we are doing this with deep regret in an effort to 
adjust our relationship to the operational changes in the 
alliance brought about by the Government of New Zealand. We 
have already confirmed the cancellation of a number of military 
exercises and meetings. 


We have also said, however, that we continue to view 
New Zealand as a friend. We are not engaged in any campaign to 





punish New Zealand for its decision and have stated repeatedly 
that we do not intend to impose trade sanctions in retaliation 
for its decisions. 


Q How do you distinguish, Bernie, between what 
appears to be a punitive action for their refusal to allow the 
American ships to dock in New Zealand, and what you say is not 
@ punitive ection? 


6 well, that is the way it is seen from here: WNot 


engaged in any campaign to punish. The call on interpretation 
can be yours. 


Ralph? 


Q Bernie, is a meeting between Secretary Shultz and 
Prime Minister Lange one of those which has been cancelled? 


a I have not heard of anything like that. 


Q Well, could you -- you mentioned “exercises and 
meetings” that have been cancelled. Could you explain what you 
mean by “meetings?” 


A No, I can't. 


Q Can you take the question of whether Shultz was 
to meet -- 


A I'm not sure that I can. I may take a look. If 
I can, I'll try to get something for you. This, I suspect, 
will fall under the heading of diplomatic exchanges, and I'll 
get a pass on that when I write this -- 


Q This is very unusual to have a Deputy Assistant 
Secretary meet a Prime Minister. I think it's a fair question 
to ask whether Shultz had originally planned to meet him while 
they were on the West Coast and has decided instead to have a 
Deputy Assistant do it. I just ask you to take the question. 


Q Bernie, Shultz is supposed to go to Canberra in 
July to an ANZUS meeting. Will he still do that, and will New 
Zealand still be invited to that ANZUS meeting -- the annual 
ANZUS meeting? 


a That is an appointment, some sort of rendezvous 
with a future calendar. I cannot set that in place. 


Q July is in the future? 





a That is right. 
q So. I mean, what is the answer? 


a It was the whole thing; ay whole sentence before 
you chose to be amused. 


I*'e@ not. 


Q 
a You were not? 
Q 
a 


Well. alas! I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Can we get copies of as auch of your answers as 
you can give us? 


a Since you phrased it so generously, the answer is 
yes. 


g Regarding the statement about punishing New 
Zealand, as you know, there are several suggested pieces of 
legislation --— I'm not sure whether they're resolutions or 
bills or what -- on Capitol Hill, one sponsored by Senator 
Cohen and a number of others, regarding taking actions against 
New Zealand. What is the Department's position on that? 


a I think, Don, that that has been answered in some 
previous briefings, and I will try to get the Press Office to 
get that for you. 


Q Bernie, in reading the Secretary's statement on 
ANZUS and on Australia, and the reaffirmation of the ‘84 ANZUS 
Communique, it includes -- you mentioned both ship calls and 
airplane access. Is there any consideration being given to 
asking the Australians for landing facilities for the Mx 
monitoring -- in other words, the request that wae never made 
before but we all expected? 


a I think that we handled that story during the 
visit by Prime Minister Hawke, and I know of nothing that goes 
beyond that. 


Q You don't consider this unanimous vote, and so 
on, and calling plane access essential, a change in the 
atmosphere over there? 


A No. I've got the statement, and I'll have to 
stand on that. 











Q Bernie, do vou have any language there that would 
answer the question of why the U.S. has felt it necessary to 
cancel exercises or meetings with New Zealand that were never 
scheduled for New Zealand? I mean, given the fact -- it all 
stems from New Zealand's turning away American port calls. 

Sut, then, the American response has been to cancel seetings 
that were never scheduled for New Zealand but involved New 
Zealenders. So the question is, is the U.S. out of pique 
taki». steps to really dismantle ANZUS far beyond what New 
Zealand had done? 


a I can't help you, Bern, on that. 
hobin? 


Q I just wonder if you could elaborate a little bit 
on your language of “We are continuing to review our overall 
cooperation with New Zealand.“ This is the way you preface all 
your remarks, and I'm wondering what you mean “We are 
continuing to review?" 


a Let me say that you've been listening very 
carefully. Insofar as being able to amplify, I can't do that, 
Robin. I have nothing that goes beyond what I have here. 


Q Does that mean that we are in constant diplomatic 


rc) If you want me to detail -- 


-— contact with them in an effort to try to 
persuade them of our point of view, or -- | 


a I can't help you. I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the -- there's a 
poll in the Washington Post last week about Australian 
attitudes towards the United States? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, on the cancellation of exercises, are any 
of those exercises that are being cancelled being held with 
Australia only, or are the exercises that are being cancellec 
exercises that were to involve Australia but now will not? 


ma I don't know to what degree I've gotten involved 
in that in the past, Ralph, but you might try pursuing this at 
the Defense Department. 





Q Did Prime Minister Lange ask for the meeting 
Tuesday, and did he suggest there would be something to talk 
about there? 

a Don't have anything on that specifically. 
Another subject? 
No, no, we're still on — 


Another area. 


> 5S 2s © 


You're leaving the Pacific? 


Q No, let's stay in the Pacific for one question, 
but not New Zealand. A little further away from home. Do you 
have any comment on the charges by Thailand that Vietnam has 
used chemical weapons fired into Thai territory in recent days? 


A Charges by Thailand? 
Q That's right. 


a Yes. The Embassy in Bangkok is looking into 
those reports, and I've got nothing else on it. 


Q You don't have anything on the penetration of 
Thai territory by Vietnamese forces? 


a I think I do have something on that, as a matter 
of fact. Penetration by Vietnam. 


Q Uh-huh. 


a In recent months, Vietnamese attacks have forced 
more than 240,000 Cambodian civilians to flee into Thailand. 
As in past years, the loss of the large resistance settlements 
along the Thai-Cambodian border has inflicted great suffering 
on the civilian populations. While it may be a psychological 
setback to the anti-Vietnamese resistance, it has not been a 
serious military blow. Forewarned of the attacks, resistance 
forces preserved most of their armed strength and military 
equipment by withdrawing when faced with overwhelmingly 
superior force. 


The resistance leaders are pointing to the need to 
shift to guerrilla tactics, which do not require fixed bases 
and which can make life more difficult for occupying Vietnamese 
forces. As to whether the nationalist fight against Vietnam's 











occupation of Cambodia will be suppressed, there is no reason 
to believe Vietnam's offensive this year will be more 
successful than in previous years. 


Q Copy of that. 


a Wait a minute. He's going to have a copy of 
that. Is there anything -—- 


~-MORE-- 
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Q The Executive Committee of the PLO approved the 
Jordanian-Palestinian Accord, or the joint effort to have a 
combined action in the future. Do you have any comment on that? 

a On the PLO -—- 

Q Yes, the framework for joint action. 


a I have nothing on it. Yes, I know. I understand 
that. I have nothing on it. 


Q The Executive Committee approved it, and it was 
in the FBIS report this morning. 


a I have nothing on that. 
Bernie, on the -- 


Q 

a Wait a minute. Let me -- 

6 On the Vienna talks; any updating, or any -- 
4 


We'll wait until we have a full report from 

Assistant Secretary Murphy. However, we would not encourage 
high expectations. We do not as a practice discuss in detail 
such diplomatic exchanges. 

Q Bernie -- 

os Yes. 

Q -- on Sudan. 

Aa Wait a minute. Anybody else on Murphy and Vienna? 


Q Can you expand on Ambassador Murphy's comments 
that the talks yesterday were “interesting”? (Laughter) 


“ Take a fast plane to Vienna. 

Q Bernie, I want to esk you, why? Is this a 
diplomatic exchange? This is sort of an open -— more than just 
an exchange of notes between Ambassadors and other countries. 

a Yes. So -- 


Q You consider this a diplomatic exchange? 


a So? What's the question? 





ll 


Q Well, when you come with more -- some -- 


A Because as I said, we are waiting for a full 
report from Ambassador Murphy before there is any kind of 
readout. 


Q So maybe tomorrow you will announce something? 
A I don't know. 


Q On Sudan? When is the Economic Support Fund 
supposed to be resumed to Sudan, in light of your recent 
statement on the relations between the two countries? 


A Let me try answering it this way: There has been 
no cutoff of U.S. assistance to Sudan. Disbursements under our 
ESF program have been delayed pending the Sudanese Government's 
implementation of an economic reform package. Such delays are 
not unusual and that release of the ESF requires the 
fulfillment of conditions negotiated between the U.S. 
Government and the recipient country. Most of our assistance 
under other programs, such as PL-480, are continuing without 
interruption. 


Q Well, but your statement seemed that most of the 
obstacles had been removed. If they are removed, when do you 
expect it to be resumed? 


A I'm not talking about many obstacles. I don't 
think I was talking about obstacles being removed. 


Q Israeli -- 


I talked about disbursements have been delayed. 
Q Last night's statement referred to obtacles -- 
A Oh, last night's statement. You might have to 
take that -— I have nothing that goes beyond what I have just 


read you and I don't have any timetable for resolution of any 
of these problems. 


Q On your statement, you went out of your way to 
comment on a story -- 


A Which statement? 


Q Yesterday, on 19th. But you -- 











12 
a Yesterday. I didn't go out -- You mean the 
posted statement? 
Q Yes. 
A Ah—haF. . 


But you usually don't comment on stories, you 
see. Why you went out of your way? 


A second, you said, “We haven': suspendei" -- 

Q I think they went out of the way, as I remember 
that statement, because they found that the focus of some of 
the stories was on the wrong element of the story, and it is 
all there. Beyond that, I have nothing to say. 

Q But you said “alleging suspension,” and again you 
said “delay,” so what is the difference between “delay” and 
"suspension?" Too much (inaudible) 


a There is a big difference between a delay and a 
suspension. 


Q Oh, I see. 
Q New subject? 
A No. Just a second. 


Q Does the visit of King Hussein to Vienna have 
anything to do with the talk on the Middle East? 


a I have nothing on that. 

Is this still Middle East? 

Q Israeli Prime Minister Peres today not only 
repeated his invitation for Hussein to, King Hussein to come to 
Jerusalem, but apparently invited himself to go to Amman. 


Are we in any way going to encourage Jordan to accept 
that invitation? 


a I saw the story, as you did, on the wires, and I 
have nothing for you on it. 
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Q New subject? 

A Sure. 

Wait a minute. Ann, did you -- 
Q It's a new subject, too. 

A Yes, well -- Please. 


Q The arrest of anti-apartheid activists in South 
Africa and six of them charged with high treason -- any comment? 


A We deeply regret the arrest of the opposition 
leaders. The action cannot help prospects for dialogue which 
the government itself has said it wants and which it recognizes 
to be essential to achieve movement away from apartheid. We 
urge that those detained be given full benefit of due process 
and speedy resolution of their cases. 


Q Copy? 

A Copy? Yes. 

Q Bernie, on Mexico? 
a Mexico? Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the Mexican protest to 
the United States about the delays at the border? Do you have 
anything about whether or not there is going to be a new travel 
or a more extensive travel warning for Mexico? 


And anything on Gavin being recalled here for 
consultations on -- 


A All right. Let me help you, if I can, this way. 


We have not at this point received a protest from the 
Mexican Government. Our authorities, particularly Ambassador 
Gavin, others in the American Embassy in Mexico City, and DEA 
have been in frequent contact with Mexican authorities 
discussing the Camarena case and the need for effective 
measures to find Agent Camarena and his abductors. We intend 
to work closely and effectively with Mexican authorities. Much 
of what is being done is time-sensitive, and especially at the 
outset of the investigation there were some concerns over that. 


Now, about Ambassador Gavin, Ambassador Gavin visits 
Washington periodically to consult on the full range of his 
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responsibilities in Mexico. He will be here later this week. 
Certainly, the safety of Americans in Mexico is a matter of 
current concern and will be discussed with him. 


We have not issued a travel advisory, but we are 
monitoring the situation. 


Q Was the Mexican Government informed beforehand of 
the border searches, the Customs searches. The Foreign 
Minister has complained that he was not. 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Could you flesh that out , that part where you 
said you had some concerns initially? 


a That was in connection with time-sensitive 
information. 
Q "“Time-—sensitive" doesn't translate into Spanish. 


Could you use another phrase? 
Q How about Indonesian? | 
a (Laughter) 


Q Is there any preliminary warning for the 
Guadalajara area, Bernie, or we discussing a general travel 
advisory for Mexico? Has there been anything on the books in 
the past few weeks? 


A I don't know and I have nothing on that. 


Q There's a sanctuary movement trial going on in 
Texas, and I realize you can't talk about the facts of that 
particular case. But do you have anything to say about the 
legality of the sanctuary movement, in general? 


A Nothing, Chris. I don't know whether in the past 
there might have been. There is some guidance, and you might 
want to check. 


Ralph? 


Q Do you have anything on the search in Laos at 
Pakse, any update? 


A Yes. The joint team has discovered what appears 
to be some partial remains and personal effects. 
Communications with the site are limited, however, and we would 
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prefer not to discuss the excavation in any detail until the 
U.S. members of the team are back in direct contact with us. 
We will not have final results until the identification of any 
remains has been completed at our facilities in Hawaii and the 
concerned families are notified. 


Beyond that, Ralph, I have nothing on that. 
Q Is it over? I mean -- 
A I don't know -- 


Q When you say you won't have more until they're in 
direct contact suggests that they are through. 


a That's with the site; the communications with the 
site are limited. 


I heard, as some of you may have heard, an interview 
with somebody on the radio this morning, but I didn't have the 
full report on so I didn't have the origin of that report. But 
I inquired, as you're doing -- as you just did now -- and it 
was a question of communications with the actual site of the 
excavation being limited. Therefore, the nature of this 
guidance here. 


George, did you have -- no, sorry. 

Do you have anything on the Times story yesterday 
about Senator Hatfield's letter on Thailand using force against 
Laotian refugees? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything on U.S. recently briefing 
the Prime Minister of Greece about the increasing use of Athens 
as a base for Arab terrorism -- the CIA or some other branch of 
the government? 

A I have nothing. 

Q Can you look into that? 


A I'm not sure I can take that. In fact, I'm going 
to pass on that. 


Spence? 
Q Is the U.S. planning to send additional military 


advisors to the Philippines to help in the counter-insurgency 
movement? 


Uy 
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A I have nothing on that. I personally have not 
heard anything along those lines. 


Q Ambassador Motley is returning today from Chile. 
Do you have any comment on the results of his talks? Did he 
get any assurances? 


A Nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to a speech made : 
yesterday in Moscow by Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko? In 
particular, he said that the Soviet Union had warned the United 
States that the realization of the Star Wars program will make 
impossible any talk about limiting the other nuclear weapons? 


A Well, the Foreign Minister said several things. 
Let me pick up one that may be a reply to your question. 


Foreign Minister Gromyko's speech to the Kaliningrad 
electorate rehearses familiar Soviet positions on arms control 
and European security. His comments appear to track with his 
post-—Geneva television appearance and with Mr. Chernenko's CNN 
interview. 


We continue to believe that highest priority should be 
given to achieving radical reductions in offensive nuclear 
weapons, and that no artificial linkages should be imposed as 
we negotiate toward that end in the upcoming Geneva 
negotiations. 


On the question of “preventing the militarization of 
space," we reject the charge that the SOI has an offensive, 
aggressive concept. We believe that better security for both 
sides can be provided by moving away from the concept of 
deterrence based solely on nuclear retaliation toward a greater 
reliance upon defense. 


SOI is a research program, fully consistent with the 
ABM Treaty, designed to determined the feasibility of defensive 
technologies. We would remind you, moreover, that the Soviet 
Union has had a research program on strategic defense underway 
for many years. They also, of course, have ABM hardware 
already in place. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


a Yes, you can. 
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Q Do you have anything further to say about 
P Gromyko's speech, other aspects of it? 


A Well, there are some positive aspects to Mr. 

, Gromyko's speech, specifically, the recognition by the Soviet 
leadership that it will be possible to achieve positive results 
in the Geneva negotiations. We hope that Soviet deeds will 
match these words. 


Q Copy of that? 
aA It won't work. 
Q Thank you. 

A Right-oO. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
We have several announcements. 


Available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. is the 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for African Affairs 
Chester Crocker before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on African Affairs. Mr. Crocker will be 
testifying today at 2:00 p.m. in room 2172, the Rayburn House 
Office Building. The subject of his testimony is “Namibia: 
Internal Repression and U.S. Diplomacy." 


Also available at 2:30 p.m. is the prepared statement 
by Assistant Secretary for European and Canadian Affairs 
Richard Burt before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on European and Middle East Affairs. Mr. Burt 
will be testifying today at 2:30 in Room 2200, the Rayburn 
House Office Building. The subject of his testimony is the FY 
86 foreign aid requests for Greece, Turkey, Cyprus, Spain and 
Portugal. 


Available in the Press Office also is the prepared 
address by the Secretary before the U.S. National Committee for 
Pacific Cooperation. The address is scheduled for tonight in 
San Francisco, California, at 8:45 p.m. Pacific Standard Time. 
Copies of the Secretary's address before the Commonwealth Club 
scheduled for tomorrow at 12:30 p.m. Pacific Standard Time will 
be available later today in the Press Office. 


I have a short announcement on the Vienna talks with 
the Soviets. As we indicated earlier, the United States and 
the Soviet delegates met for two days, on February 19 and 
February 20 in Vienna. All of the subjects forecast in our 
BACKGROUND briefing were raised, but as we said in advance, we 
were not attempting to reach any agreements or understandings. 
The meetings, nevertheless, were useful in clarifying each 
side's policies and positions. They were conducted in a 
businesslike atmosphere. We are not going to get into the 
details of the discussions. No follow-on meetings are 
planned. 


bys 











Q Copy, please? 
6 Yes. 
I have another announcement -- concerning Korea: 


Following earlier informal expressions of regret from 
Korean Government officials and National Assemblymen, the 
Korean Government today officially responded to our Embassy's 
diplomatic note of February 8 concerning the incident at the 
Seoul Airport on February 8 in which Korean police used force 
against two U.S. Congressmen and other United States citizens. 


The Korean Foreign Minister has formally expressed 
regret over this unfortunate incident and said that it should 
never happen again. The Foreign Minister also expressed regret 
that the original plan for the Embassy personnel's access to 
the exit ramp was changed. We have accepted these expressions 
of regret and consider the matter closed. 


Ready for your questions. 


Q Was there any regret over Kim, over the treatment 
of Kim, or just the Americans? 


A The Foreign Minister expressed regret about the 
incident as it involved American Congressmen and citizens. fo 
characterize it further would get too far into our diplomatic 
exchanges. 


Q Was there any word from the Koreans in response 
to the U.S. representations regarding the freedom or the status 
of Mr. Kim now? 

oe I have nothing on that, Don. 

Q I thought you had demanded or requested that he 
not be under house arrest. Is there any assurance that he 
won't be under house arrest? 

a I'm not going to get drawn further into it, Matt. 


Q Are you still making that request of the Korean 
Government? 


f°) I'm not going to get involved in our diplomatic 
exchanges with the Korean Government. 


Q A couple of questions on Mexico: The Mexican 
Government says that they have sent a diplomatic note on the 








border checks, and also there was a report that the Ambassador 
from —— the U.S. Ambassac-r down there was here for 
consultations. Is this a reassessment of U.S. relations with 
Mexico? 


a The Mexican Ambassacor Espinosa met this morning 
with Deputy Secretary Dam. He expressed the concern of the 
Mexican Government over the measures instituted recently at the 
border. I'm not going to go further into the contents of our 
diplomatic conversations, but clearly, the Ambassador's 
presentation will be given close attention by us. 


Your second question was concerning -—- 


Q Whether there is any kind of reassessment of 


relations between the United States and Mexico over the whole 
range of -- the border situation, Central America? 


a I have nothing specific for you on that. I think 
you all know that Ambassador Gavin is in Washington here; he 
will be here for several days. I want to make clear that he 
has not been recalled. 


As we mentioned yesterday, Ambassador Gavin comes to 
Washington from time to time on consultations. Certainly, the 
DEA case and the safety of Americans in Mexico are matters of 
concern, and are being discussed with him along with other 
matters that come up in our relationship, but beyond that, I 
can't respond. 


Q Embassy officials -- perhaps even Ambassador 
Gavin -- are apparently recommending that there be a travel 
advisory issued on Mexico. What is your position on that? 


a Well, as we've stated, Robin, from this podium, 
there is no travel advisory in effect for Mexico. . 


Q But the question is, one is being considered 
actively, and I'm just wondering if you can advance that. 


) Well, those are internal U.S. deliberations which 
I can't be drawn into. 


Q Are they going to continue to check at the 
crossing points? Are they going to continue checking, one by 
one, all these cars? 

a I have no detailed information on that. 


Ralph. 





Q You said that the subject of the DEA case and the 
safety of Americans in Mexico would certainly come up in the 
consultations with Ambassador Gavin. Will the subject of the 
border checks come up, or do you consider that to fall under 
those earlier categories? 


i I think we'd be lo~king at the situation in a 
comprehensive way. 


Q Do you have a figure on the number of Americans 
kidnappec in Mexico over the past Few months? and if not, 
could you get one? 


a I'll take that question and see what we can get 
for you, George. 


Q Was Ambassador Gavin carrying any communications 
from the Mexican Government? Apparently, he was. 


6 I have nothing on that. I have nothing on that. 


Q Did the Mexican Ambassador present a note, a 
piece of paper, protest? 


4 I have nothing specific on exactly what the form 
of the conversation-discussion (inaudible) 


Q Will you describe how the U.S. Government feels 
cooperation has been conducted with the Mexicans on this whole 
Camarena incident? 


a Could you -- 

Q Has the cooperation been good with the Mexican 
Government in the investigation, or has it been poor, in your 
mind? 


a I don't want to be drawn into any 
characterizations of our assessment on that. 


Q Could I follow up on that specific question? 
a Yes. 
Q What is it that the Mexicans have not done or 


should be doing in finding this DEA officer that seems to be 
bothering the U.S.? Is there any specific -- 














i Well, these are the types of details which are 
really being discussed between us and the Mexicans, and I 
cannot address from this podium at this time. 


Q Is Ambassador Murphy back to Washington? 
+ I think we want to stay on Mexico. 


Q Just for a second. A group of Congressmen on the 
Hill today, who call themselves the “Border Caucus,” announced 
that they would send a letter to the Administration requesting 
that the border searches be returned to their earlier state, 
and complaining that the border searches are affccting commerce 
in their states and affecting American citizens who do business 
in their states. 


Do you have any comment on that protest by members of 
Congress? ; 


i No, I have no specific comment on that. 
Q Would you take that question? 
A. I think I can answer that, Ralph, by basically 


saying, these are the types of issues that are obviously under 
consideration now by both sides. 


Q Is Congress being consulted in that connection? 
a I'm sure that Congress is being consulted. 
Q Another area? 


a Yes. We've finished with Mexico? 


Q There is a press report coming from Israel to the 
effect that Israel and the United States have recently arrived 
at a written understanding according to which Israel will 
receive $1.8 billion grant for each of the next three years. 

Do you have any comment on this report to confirm this? 


6 I have nothing for you on that, but I think we've 
discussed from here the proposed aid levels and actual aid 
levels for Israel, but I have nothing for you on that specific 








Q There is some sort of indication in the same 
report that maybe the Joint Committee, the political-military 
one between Israel and the United States, had already held a 
meeting recently. Do you have anything on that? 


. Nothing at all. 


Q Ed, by now you have got a copy, the text, of the 
PLO-Jordan agreement. Do you have any comment on it now? 


a I'm very glad to see that you have such insights 
to the information available to the United States Government. 
(Laughter) I have no further comment on the Hussein-fArafat 
agreement other than what we've said. I mean other than what 
we've said from this podium. 


Q You welcome such agreement, or do you have any 
reservations about it, or what's the condition? 


A What we have said on the Jordanian-Palestinian 
dialogue.remains valid, namely, that if what has been agreed 
upon constitutes agreement to direct negotiations with Israel 
on the basis of U.N. Security Council 242, we would see these 


as positive steps. 
Q fou forgot 338. 


a and 338. 


(Laughter) 
Are we done with the Middle East or are we on -- 


Q Do you have any update on the Gu'f war, anything 
on attacks by (an) Iranian plane on Kuwaitis which happened 
through the week and confirmed yesterday? 


a No, I have nothing specific on the status of the 
plane. 


Q Is Ambassador Murphy back to Washington? And did 
he meet King Hussein or anybody there in Vienna while he was 
there? 


6 I believe Ambassador Murphy is on his way back to 
Washington, but I have absolutely no reports of his meeting 
with King Hussein. 


Q Will he be reporting to the President directly or 








to Shultz on his talks with the Soviets? 


a I think he'll be -- I don't know specifically. 
He'll be certainly reporting to the Secretary, and don't know 
if he'll be reporting directly to the President. But certainly 
the President is being made aware, is aware, of the discussions. 


Q On the same discussions with the Soviets, do you 
have a sort of understanding with the Soviet Union not to 
declare anything about the discussions? 


A I'm not going to get drawn into what we've agreed 
to or not agreed to with the Soviets; I stand by the statement 
I made. 


Q Do you expect the Soviets to be as tight-lipped 
as you are in this affair (?)? 


a (Laughter) You should have an assignment to 
Moscow. 


-- MORE -- 





Q In your statement, you said “We discussed all 
subjects which you predicted you will raise. Can you repeat 
them again to us, please? 


A That was given to you ON BACKGROUND, and -- 
Q Yeah, but they were not sure on all the subjects. 


A Yes. I probably will have something for you 
later on that. 


Q Ed, there was a report in FBIS today reflecting 
to your statement last week about Israel and Syria ought to 
negotiate the fate and the destiny of the Golan Heights. 
Israeli Foreign Minister and Mr. Sharon attacked vehemently 
your statement when Sharon visited the area, the settlements, 
and he promised that there will be more settlements in the 
Golan Heights. 


What is the State Department's comment on such 
utterances from the Israeli Government on the Golan Heights? 


i) Well, I have no specific comment to the -- 
Q Can you look into this? 


A -- reports you're stating. But I think it's 
simple to reiterate what we stated last week. We consider U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 242 to apply to all fronts, and 
that obviously includes the Golan Heights. 


Q Well, Mr. Shamir, to say that the Golan Heights 
are an indivisible part of Israel and that the United States 


officials' statement cannot change this fact. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


a I refer you to Mr. Sharon. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on the Secretary's 
meeting this morning with the Moroccan Foreign Minister? 


A I have nothing specific on a readout of that 
meeting, but I may have -- His Excellency Abdellatif Filali, 
formerly Minister of Information and now named Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, is in Washington. He arrived on February 20. 
He is here at the request of King Hassan for meetings at the 
White House and the State Department. 











He is bearing a message from King Hassan. We, on our 
part, welcome this chance to review our bilateral relations 
with Morocco. 


¥ What about the statement which Secretary Shultz, 
in the hearing, said that they disagree completely with the 
Moroccan-Libyan affair? On the Hill, he said that. It was a 
strong word. 


6 I'll just refer you back to the Secretary's 
remarks. I'm not going to elaborate on what the Secretary 
said. They stand on their own. 


Q The question is, if the statement made by the 
Secretary at the Foreign Affairs Committee is an indication 
that the study you declare is ongoing on the treaty between 
Libya and Morocco has came to an end or not yet? 


A Let me just state that in terms of our bilateral 
relations with Morocco, we are continuing to conduct our 


relations with Morocco on the basis of our mutually perceived 
needs and interests. 
Q Copy of that? 


A I will repeat it for you if you want it. It's so 


short. 
Q The other statement about --~ 

aepaat a No. I'm sorry. Are we done on the Middle -- 
Q Back to Mexico for one quick second. Do you 


anticipate that Ambassador Gavin will be meeting with the 
Secretary before the Secretary departs for the West Coast, and 
will Ambassador Gavin give any kind of press conference? 


a I don't know specifically if the ambassador will 
be meeting with the Secretary, but I know that the Secretary's 
schedule is very tight this morning and that he's leaving very 
soon. So I don't know if it will be possible at this point 
whether there will be a meeting or not. 


Q What are the Department's concerns over the 
continuing legal delays on the Cubans in atlanta and their 
return to Havana? Do you fear that it could torpedo the entire 
agreement as some reports have said? Is it that severe? 
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a I'm going to have to refer you, and all inquires 
on that subject, to the Department of Justice. There is a 
specific contact I can gave you. It's Mr. Dean Saint Dennis of 
the Justice Public affairs Office. It's 633-2028. 


We understand that there'll be a press briefing on 
this suvject today at 3:00 at the Department of Justice, and I 
would refer you to that press briefing for all the details. 


Q May I ask about New Zealand? 
a Connie? : 


Q Thank you. The Pentagon confirmed today that the 
U.S. will participate in a meeting in New Zealand with 20 other 
countries on the basis that this is not an ANZUS relationship. 


Why is the U.S. participating in that when it's 
cancelled so many others, which were not strictly ANZUS? 


A Well, as we've stated, we're reviewing our 
overall military cooperation with New Zealand in the light of 
its -- in the wake of its decision on denying ship visits. And 
every element of that cooperation is being looked at on a 
case-by-case basis, so I wouldn't draw a general conclusion 
from a specific decision. 


Q Well, wait a minute, wait a minute. Are you 
criticizing -- I mean, are you now contradicting what the 
Pentagon says? Is the U.S. going to participate in this? 


A I don't know. I don't know exactly what you're 
referring to. 


Q It's a conference with 20 other nations. 
A I don't know specifically on that. 


Q Could you please look into it and give us some 
details, because there seems to be a conflict? 


A We can look into it. 


Q And also, did you have any other statements today 
on the Brown meeting with Lange on the general interpretations 
of that as a “slap in the face?" 


fa I refer you back to Mr. Lange's statements 
himself, which were reported in the press, if they are 





ll 


7 accurate; and that he considers 8ill Brown a friend, and he 
certainly doesn't consider it a slap in the face, and he looks 
forward to the meeting. 


Q Are there any other buttons I should push? 
4 No. (Laughter) 


Q Mrs. Thatcher spoke about this today and she 
said, if New Zealand asks Britain to say that there are no 
nuclear ships on British ships, she won't answer the question 
either. Does the United States welcome that position from her? 


a I have no comment on that one, Matt. 


Q Do you have any comment on a New York Times story 
on Chile today, which suggests the U.S. is not changing its 
policy in any dramatic way toward that country? 


A I may have something for you on that. On that 
specific story, I have nothing. Do you want to push another 
button? 


Q Do you have any readout on Mr. Motley's trip; 
anything you can tell us about the message he delivered or what 
he came back with? 


a You pushed the right button. 
Q Thanks. 


a Assistant Secretary Motley achieved his . 
objectives for the visit which were to review the current state 
of relations with that country and to convey to government, 
church and democratic political leaders U.S. views on issues of 
mutual concern, including United States support for return to 
Chile's traditional democratic values. 


Ambassador Motley has characterized his visit as one 
of listening and learning. Our interests in Chile are the same 
as elsewhere in Latin America -- to promote democracy, peace, 
and economic development. These remain our objectives in Chile. 


Our policy is to promote national reconciliciion and 
dialogue. This has not changed. 


Now, you asked specifically on the Inter-American 
Development Bank loans? 


Q I didn't, but -- 
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A (Laughter) We will continue to consider the 
loans on a case-by-case basis as we have always done. Our 
policy in this regard has not changed. 


Q Let me ask you on the elections. The Times story 
suggests that the U.S. is not pushing for earlier elections, 
earlier than 1989. Is that true? You talk about the return to 
democracy; is 1989 sufficient in the U.S. view? 


a We will continue to support initiatives that 
promote a peaceful and democratic transition process. So, 
basically, what I'm telling you is that we have not washed our 
hands on reforms before the end of the constitutionally 
mandated transition period of 1989. 


Q Ed, can we get a copy of your Chile statement? 
A Sure. 
One other question. Did he come back encouraged 


or discouraged, in view of his objective of encouraging a 
transition to democratic rule? 


a I have to leave it exactly -- I can't 
characterize it further than I have. 

Q Do you have any -- 

A Sorry, there's a question here. 

Q Do you have any comment on the announcement in 


Moscow that the Soviet Union is now permitting some kinds of 
inspection by the International Atomic Energy commission of its 
own nuclear facility? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Facilities? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Anything today, other than what you had 
yesterday, on the arrests and the riots in South africa? 


A I have nothing specific that really goes beyond 
what we said yesterday. 


Q What about on the upcoming trials? 
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a I have nothing. 


Q One thing in the arms area. Yesterday, there 
seemed to be a conflict of views between the repre:entative of 
the State Department, General Chain, and the representative of 
the Defense Department, Mr. Perle, about the value or 
continuing viability of the Standing Consultative Committee 
that judges, or that discusses violations or alleged violations 
of arms talks. 


Does the State Department have any further way to 
explain how the two Departments come to these different 
conclusions, or explain its own position better? 


a Yes, I have something for you on that. The SCC 
was established under the SALT I and the ABM Treaty 4 a 
bilateral forum in which we and the Soviets could enc e in 
work and discussions on the effective implementation —_— 
existing arms control agreements. 


As the only formalized forum of this type, it is an 
important, useful complement to our other approaches to the 
Soviets on compliance concerns. In the SCC, we have discussed 
questions regarding compliance issues in great detail, 
insisting on explanations, clarifications, and, if required, 
corrective action. We have made no secret of the fact that 
despite our efforts in the SCC, we have not been entirely 
satisfied with the results.” 


We will continue our efforts at the SCC to work out 
common understandings on arms control agreements, as well as 
continuing our efforts in other fora to negotiate new, 
effective and verifiable arms control agreements which can 
increase U.S. and Allied security. 


Q May we please have a copy of that? 
ve Yes. 
Q When you say “we,” who do you mean -- the State 


Department or the U.S. Government, or what? 
a The United States Government. 


Q Do you have anything further about the question 
of what the United States might be prepared to do if it 


believes that the Soviets are violating some of the earlier 
treaties? This was discussed yesterday also in the same 


context. 
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a I have nothing for you on that, Don. 

Q Nicaragua. Do you have any comments on those 
reports talking about large mobilizations of Nicaraguan troops 
towarc the Honduran border? 


A We have seen those press reports, but I have no 
further information for you on those. 


Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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POSTED: 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 21, 1985 


MEXICO: Kidnapped Americans 





Q Do you have a ficure on the number of Americans 
kidnapped in Mexico over the past few months? 


A. Within the past few months, we are aware of seven U.S. 
citizens who have disappeared and are thought to have 
been kidnapped. The incidents all occurred in the 
Guadalajara area. The seven Americans are Rose and 
Dennis Carlson and Patricia and Benjamin Mascarenas (all 


missing since Necember 1984) DEA Agent Enrique Camarena, 





John Clay Walker and Alberto Ratelat (all missing since 


February 1985). 














Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 21, 1985 





POSTED: 2/22/85 


TAKEN QUESTION 


NEW ZEALAND: U.S. Participation in Meetinc 





The Pen-agon confirmed today that the U.S. will 
participate im @ meeting in New Zealand with 20 other 
countries on the basis that this is not an ANZUS 
relationship. Why is the U.S. participating in that when 
— So many others which were not strictly 


-- As we have stated, the US review of our overall 





cooperation with New Zealand under ANZUS continues in light 
of that country's refusal to permit American ships to enter 
its ports. US military cooperation with New Zealand takes 
place in trilateral, bilateral, and multilateral fora, not 


all of which are ANZUS related. The meeting in question is a 


multilateral regional gathering which, after due 


consideration, the US decided it would be useful to attend. 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1985, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
very short announcements. 


Available in the Press Office is a press release on 
"american Foreign Policy: Current Documents, 1981, 
Supplement." The publication was prepared in the Office of the 
Historian in the Bureau of Public Affairs. This microfiche 
publication is a supplement to a printed volume which was 
published in December 1984. Copies may be purchased at the 
U.S. Government Printing Office. 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
address by the Secretary before the Commonwealth Club of 
California. The address is scheduled for 12:30 p.m. Pacific 
Standard Time, and will be embargoed until delivery. 


Paul Wolfowitz, Assistant Secretary of State for Far 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs, will deliver a speech today in 
Honolulu before the National Defense University. The speech 
will deal with political, economic and security considerations 
of our policies towards East Asia and the Pacific and will deal 
specifically with aspects of our relationships with Japan, New 
Zealand and the Philippines. Copies of the speech, as prepared 
for delivery and embargoed for release until 9:00 p.m. this 
evening Eastern Standard Time, will be available in the Press 
Office this afternoon 


Il guess you don't have many questions today, but I'm 
open for questions. 


Q In light of the -- in light of the President's 
remarks last night, does the Administration now seek to 
overthrow the Nicaraguan Government, and did the news 
conference remarks represent any shift in policy at all? 


i) I have nothing to add to the President's 
statements, Matt. However, I want to say that the Secretary 














will be giving his speech today, which I just mentioned, at the 
Commonwealth Club in San Francisco which will also address this 
issue; and I draw your attention to it. 


Let me say broadly that our objectives toward 
Nicaragua remain as we have repeatedly stated: The reduction 
of Nicaragua's expanded military apparatus to restore military 
equilibrium among the Central American nations, the removal of 
Soviet and Cuban military personnel and termination of their 
military and security involvement with Nicaragua, the 
termination of Nicaraguan support for subversion in neighboring 
countries and the implementation of the Sandinistas' democratic 
promises to the Organization of American States. 


U.S. policy toward Nicaragua is to achieve these 
objectives, and we seek Congressional approval for all requests 
for funds in support of programs which will contribute to 
realizing these objectives. 


Q Copy? 
i Yes. 


Q Does that mean specifically -- when you say 
"Congress' support for all funds," is that -- is this an 
indication that you want Congress to approve the $14 million in 
funds which become available next week? 


a I'll have to stand on what I just said, Bernie. 
I don't want to be drawn further. 


Q Secretary of Stete Shultz has said before that we 


need to take action now to avoid direct U.S. action later -- to 
avoid the risk of direct U.S. action. Is he saying to avoid 
the use of U.S. combat troops at some point -- the reason we 


have to support the rebels now is to avoid the risk of using 
U.S. combat troops at some point? 


a I'm no. going to be drawn into that speculation, 
Jim. 


Q The Nicaraguan Embassy released a response the 
Reagan speech today, including a list of six former members of 
the National Guard as members of the current FON. Is the State 
Department still asserting that the contras are, or were, 
fighting with against (sic) Somoza after the release of this 
document in which they show that the current leaders of the FON 
are former National Guard members? 

















ra I think we've addressed this issue sufficiently 
in the past. I think our position is well known on it. I'm 
not going to elaborate any further. 


Q Ed, while you're doing that -- could you do it, 
or could you cite the -- give us the citation of where you have 
addressed that issue? 


o I'm not going to be drawn into it. 


Q I mean, you were asked about six specific 
people. I don't think you've addressed that issue. 


a I'm not going to be drawn into it. 


Q Let me ask, I guess, about another aspect of the 
President's press conference last night. He referred to the 
Soviet submarine reconfiguration as a violation. That appears 
to be contradicted by the report put out over here three weeks 
saying explicitly it is not a violation. Can you clarify the 
discrepancy there? 


“ Let me refer you to the President's February 1 
Report to the Congress on Soviet Noncompliance and to the 
question of the conversion of Soviet Yankee-class ballistic 
missile submarines into cruise-missile-carrying submarines. 


The SALT I Accord requires that any such submarines 
that are dismantled or reconfigured, to stay within Treaty 
limits, not have ballistic missile capabilities. 


The specific findings in the Report to Congress were 
that the conversion into a submarine that was longer than the 
original and carrying modern cruise missiles was not a 
violation of the Soviet commitment under SALT I. However, the 
Report finds that the threat posed by these submarines to U.S. 
and Allied interests is similar to the original submarine. 


Q But the President used this specifically as an 
example of a violation. That report specifically says it is 
not a violation. Can you clear up -- is it a violation or 
isn't it a violation of existing arms control agreements -- of 
the SALT I interim agreement? 


a The President was using this as an example of how 


the Soviets build up their forces despite existing agreements. 
I won't go further than that 


Q Yeah, but they're not violating any agreement in 
doing that; is that correct? 











a I won't go beyond what I've just told you. 


Q Could you give us a copy of that statement on the 
thing you read there regarding the submarine? 


a Yes, I can. 
Did you have a follow-on question? 


Q No, I think -- unless you have some more on your 
piece of paper. 


Q With whom has Ambassador Gavin consulted about 
problems on the Mexican border, and what has come of those 
consultations? 


A I don't have a specific readout for you on whom 
Ambassador Gavin has seen since he's been back. 


Q Can you say any of them? 


A Let me respond to your question in a broader 
sense. Our relations with Mexico are good. They cover, as you 
know, a wide range of matters. Inevitably, there are problems, 
and both governments make a serious effort to try to resolve 
them. 


This is one of the characteristics of the friendly 
relationship we have. We are working very closely with the 
Mexican Government in the effort to ascertain the whereabouts 
of agent Camarena and to help apprehend his captors. There has 
been a great deal of communication between us at senior 
levels. This is understandable in a matter such as this. 


I think we both recognize that it is in our interest 
to apprehend and bring to justice those who abducted our 
anti-narcotics agent. 


Q Where is Ambassador Gavin at this time? 

a Where is Ambassador Gavin? 

Q Right. 

a He's here in Washington. 

Q He's supposed to come back to Washington. 


A He's here in Washington. 














Q Now, for how long will he be staying in 
Washington? 
A I don't know how long. I believe for several 


days, but I really don't know exactly how long. 
Q Was that the answer -- 
Well, to a question. 


Q Are you going to keep these inspections going? 


4 The border measures are an effort to obtain 
information which might lead to the recovery of agent Camarena 
or to the apprehension of his abductors. We regret that this: 
caused some inconvenience for people crossing the border, but 
we feel compelled to take any measures which might contribute 
to reaching these objectives. 


We are reviewing the effectiveness of the border 
measures. As you know, the Mexican Government has expressed 
concern over them. We are examining the measures in this light 
also. 


Now, yesterday I think I was asked are we trying to 
convey any message to the Mexicans. Well, if any message was 
conveyed to the Mexican Government by the border measures, it 
was that we are serious and determined about doing everything 
possible to obtain the safe return of our agent. 


Based on the conversations which have occurred in the 
past few days, I think the Mexican Government shares our sense 
of urgency. 


Q (Inaudible) with Mexico, while focusing now on 
Camarena, are the discussions with Gavin here now with DEA 
officials also about the general drug trafficking situation, 
and do you have any comment on that now? 


A I don't know specifically what Ambassador Gavin 
is discussing. I haven't seen any agenda, but I think it's 
safe to assume that he will be discussing with officials here 
in Washington the broader range. 


Q Are you closer to any decision on whether or not 
you'll impose a travel advisory? 


i) Robin, as we've said before, we always monitor 
closely the safety situation of Americans overseas, including 

















in Mexico. We have not issued a travel advisory to American 
travelers to Mexico, but we are continuing to monitor the 
situation and will keep it under review. 


Ambassador Gavin is here on routine consultations to 
discuss matters relating to his responsibilities in Mexico. 


The safety of American visitors is one of the many 
subjects being discussed. 


Q Can I just follow up on what I was asking before? 

4 Right. 

Q In addition to this specific case of the 
kidnapping of Camarena, does the State Department have other 
concerns of drug traffickers working in the Guadalajara area, 
and can you comment? 


A I think we are concerned about the whole issue 
and the threat posed by drug trafficking in that area. 


Q Copy of your statements on those first three? 

is) Yes. 

Q In the Secretary's speech -- you can embargo the 
question and answer, if you like -- there's a stout defense of 


aid to “freedom fighters everywhere." 

I've got some questions along that line. One: In 
discussing Cambodia, he praises the freedom fighters there. Is 
there any discussion within the Administration about changing 
our policy of not giving any military support to the 
anti-communist Cambodians? 


fa Il have nothing for you on that. Nothing for you 
on that at all, Bernie. 


Q Anything at all on Cambodia _' -*e? 
a No. 
Q Or what he's talking about? 


A No. You know, I'm not a position to comment on 
his remarks, basically because it's embargoed. 


Q Well, I'm asking (inaudible). 











a I really -have nothing on Cambodia. 


Q Can we go back to Mexico? Yesterday, members of 
the Congressional Border Caucus called upon the Administration 
to lift the border sanctions on an argument that it's 
disrupting commerce on both sides and that commerce is just 
barely recovering from the peso devaluation crunch. Is that 
factor being considered in your re-evaluation of your border 
procedures as you described? 


A I think we have something for you on that in the 
Press Office, on the specific, the Congressmen --- 


Q The Border Caucus specifically? 
o Yes, the Border Caucus. 
Q Ed, on the same issue, do you have any sense how 


long this review of that policy may take? Would it be wise for 
us to check with the Press Office later today? 


A Well, you know, we're looking at -- I want to 
steer you away from a review of, an overall policy review. 
We've got a problem, and we're looking at it and we're trying 
to resolve it in the most efficacious and efficient way 
possible. So I would like to steer you away from a concept of 
any broad policy review in terms of our relations with Mexico. 


Q Ed, anything new -- 


is Do we want to stay with this issue or do we want 
to go away now? 


Q Stay here. 
a You want to stay on Mexico? 


Q Yes. 


~-MORE-- 








Q Senator Bentsen of Texas said today that he was 
told by Customs officials that the border searches would end, 
the stepped-up border searches would end. Have you heard 
anything on that, or would you have any comment on that? 


a Not really beyond what I've told you I have. 
No. I think I should also state that we have been in very 
close communications with the Mexican authorities in 
Guadalajara and Mexico City on efforts to locate Camarena and 
his captors. There were many activities underway by both 
governments; and because of the urgency of the situation, 
coordination may have lagged, but this was not intended as a 
slight to the Mexican Government. 


Q There was also a report yesterday that at some 
points of the border like £1 Paso, the checking of the cars had 
eased. 


Do you know of anything like that, that they have 
reduced the amount of checking? 


a I have seen those reports. I believe they are 
basically correct, but I don't have any first-hand confirmation - 
for you. 


Q But this is not officially -- this is not an 
official step? 


A No, 1 don't have anything specific for you. 


Q Can we go back to Mr. Shultz's speech this 
afternoon, answer and question embargoed if you like? 





He says on page 18 that Nicaragua has committed 
aggression in Central America. . 


Is this the first time that an American official has 
so charged aggression? 


bs I am not going to comment on the Secretary's 
speech. 


Q Okay. Let me ask you -- 
Q May I ask why? 
i) Because of the embargo, so I think it is -- 


Q That question could be asked without reference to 
the Secretary's speech, though. 











Q Okay. What is the evidence for the charge or the 
presumption that Nicaragua has committed aggression in Central 
America? 


a I think we have stated our policy and our 
concerns over Nicaraguan policy rather extensively, and I think 
it is in the same framework that we havc veen stating our 
policy. And I refer you to what I just said also in response 
to another question this morning on what our objectives are 
toward Nicaragua and its activities in Central America. 


Q In his remarks last night, the President said 
that our actions toward Nicaragua are consistent with the UN 
Charter and also with the OAS Charter. I believe the Secretary 
had somewhat similar remarks. 


Could you be more specific and tell us specifically 
what in the Charter they are consistent with, or what in the 
Charter we are acting in conformity with? 


3) I think, John, it is the two key clauses of 
collective and individual self-defense, within those two 
treaties. 


Q Well, then, is it our position that the United 
States has also behaved in accordance with those particular 
clauses you are outlining, and in particular with the 
procedures that they say should be followed by countries that 
invoke these clauses or rely on them? 


a I have no specific comment for you on that. 


Q Well, let me give you an example. For example, 
the UN Charter clause on right of self-defense says in the 
second sentence that any country that feels compelled to adopt 
such measures of self-defense should immediately inform the UN 
Security Council of what it is doing. 


Have we done this, and if we haven't, why not, since 
we are relying on that? 


i) I have nothing for you on that, John. 
Q Is the stepped-up rhetoric by Shultz and the 


President on Nicaragua simply an effort to get the aid from 
Congress or is there another reason behind it? 


A I wouldn't put it in such skeptical terms We 
are very concerned about Nicaragua's activities in Central 
America, as we have outlined many times, and this is a very 
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important policy issue for the United States and its friends in 
the area. 


Of course, assistance is a very important component of 
our policy, but it is our overriding policy concerns which are 
important and the essential factor. 


Q But I don't think that really addresses why this 
sudden emphasis in basically increasingly -- well, I don't want 
to say strident -- but it just seems like the rhetoric has been 
escalated quite a bit, starting with Reagan's speech last 
Saturday and the Secretary's speech today. 


a Our concerns are very real, and they are very 
immediate. Let me leave it at that. 


Q Apart from (inaudible) reports, can you name 
specifically which countries in Central America are victims of 
a Nicaraguan aggression? 


oe Well, I think we are obviously aware of £1 
Salvador. There have been problems also Honduras and in 
others, but 1 can take your question and get a more specific 
response to that. 


Robin? 


Q The Miami Her apparently, I am told, hada. 
story in which they quote State Department officials as 
confirming that money held in abeyance right now, intended for 
economic aid for Honduras, according to these State Department 
officials would be turned around and given to the contras in 
the case that Congress does not appropriate money for them. 





Do you have any comment about that report? 
a I have nothing on that report, no. 


Q New topic? 





a New topic. Connie? 





New Zealand. Do you have anything on Prime 
Minister Lange's comments to the Soviet envoy asking the 
Soviets not to interfere with New Zealand's close relationship 
with America? 


A I think it would be inappropriate for us to 
comment on what the Soviet Ambassador had to say. 


Aside from that, however, we continue to believe that 
the New Zealand 
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Government's decision to deny access to U.S. Naval vessels does 
not reflect responsible performance as a member of ANZUS. We 
will continue to seek a review of that decision and a return by 
New Zealand to full participation in ANZUS. 


Q Can you explain the inconsistency today -- why 
the U.S. is participating in the 20-nation meeting in New 
Zealand, yet it has opted out of some other meetings and 
exercises that weren't strictly ANZUS? 


‘ We have an explanation for you in the Press 
Office on that. 


Q You can't give it to me now? 

A Well, you have a detailed explanation of it. 
Q Can we get it right after the briefing? 

A Yes. 


Anything on the situation in southern Lebanon, 
and specifically Israeli raids on Lebanese villages and 
bulldozing civilian houses? 


A We see the daily reports of violence, counter 
violence, arrests, etc., in southern Lebanon. We obviously 
deplore the loss of life and destruction of property. We are 
not going to try to comment on each and every incident, most of 
which we have no independent means of verifying. 


As we have said, these incidents underscore the need 
to achieve security arrangements which will preclude further 
violence and bloodshed. 


We call on all parties to show restraint and to work 
for a peaceful withdrawal of Israeli forces and restoration of 
Lebanese Government control. 


Q Can we get copies of this? 


“ Yes. 
Q You said all parties, meaning Israel as well? 
A All parties. 


And you have no contacts with the Israelis on 
their behavior in southern Lebanon? 
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a I am not going to get drawn into those types of 
exchanges. 


Q Are there any new measures regarding the 
dependents of the diplomats in Colombia, in effect or being 
contemplated? 


A Because of the continuing threat created by the 
drug traffickers, children of our Embassy personnel have been 
evacuated. The future staffing will be kept under continuous 
review in light of developments. 


Q That was a couple of -- a month ago, wasn't it? 


A This is an issue that is, I would say not a 
month, maybe two weeks. 


Q I remember we did a story on it. Is this a new 
element, as of today or yesterday? 


ta New in the last -- I would say in the framework 
of the last couple of weeks. 


- Q Do you have anything on the United Nations ' 
report on prisoners of war in Iran and Iraq? 


‘ The Department has not yet received the report, 
and therefore we can't comment on its findings. 


We do wholeheartedly endorse the efforts of the 
Secretary General, the ICRC, and others to relieve the 
suffering of Iranian and Iraqi POWs and their families. 


We would note that the United States Government has 
previously urged compliance with international norms for the 
treatment of prisoners of war. We also have encouraged Iraq to 
show maximum compassion for Iranian POWs, without regard to the 
principle of reciprocity. 


The Secretary General's report is further evidence of 
the need to bring the fighting between Iran and Iraq to an 
early, negotiated end. 

Q Copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q To come back to Columbia, do you have anything 
about an attack on an American installation in Barranquilla? 
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5 No, I have nothing on that. 
Q Nothing? 
A Nothing. 


Q Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz is going to China 
next week. Could you tell us what is the purpose of the visit, 
and specifically is that related to the current situation in 
Indochina? 


6 Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz has accepted a 
longstanding invitation from the Chinese Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs and will visit China from February 24 through February 
28. His discussions with Chinese officials will cover a broad 
range of issues, with a heavy focus on bilateral relations. 


Concerning your second question, while we are not 
going to get into the specifics of diplomatic exchanges, we 
would assume that Vietnam probably would be discussed, but that 
it would be only one of a large number of regional issues to be 
covered. 


Q Any other stops on that trip? 


a Yes. Well, in China he will be visiting 
Guangzhou and the Shenzen Special Economic Zone. He will then 
depart for Jakarta via Hong Kong for discussions with 
Indonesian officials. after Jakarta, he will go to Kuala 
Lumpur for similar talks with Malaysian officials. 


Q Egyptians officials recently have been stressing 
the need for the PLO to be brought into the Arab-Israeli peace 
process, or a resumption of the process, and also that the 
United States open contacts, direct contacts, with the. PLO 


Have we reiterated our position on this to the 
Egyptians at all, made it plain to them again where we stand? 


a On U.S. <- 


Q On bringing the PLO into the process or on U.S. 
direct contacts. 


a Our views on the PLO are well known to the 
Egyptian Government. 


Q Have we done anything lately to make sure that is 
the case? 








14 


2 I am not going to get drawn into any specific 
exchange, but they are well known. 


Q Do you have any contact with Romania about their 
mediation between Israel and the Arab world and the PLO? Do 
you have anything? 


i I have nothing on that, no. Connie? 


Q Just two more on ANZUS. Prime Minister Lange 
says he is going to meet with Secretary Shultz. Is that during 
the July ANZUS meeting, or is there another meeting planned? 
And is there going to be an ANZUS meeting, because some people 
are saying that it is going to be cancelled? 


i) Well, I have nothing for you on that latter 
point, and quite frankly I don't know exactly the forum, but I 
will find out for you on that. 


Q Do you know whether the intensive searches at the 
Mexican border, on the one hand, either produced a response in 
the intensification of the investigation into Camarena's 
disappearance or, on the other hand, produced any evidence 
relating to that case? 

‘ I have nothing for you on that, no. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 














POSTED: 2/ 22/ &s 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of February 22, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND -- LANGE MEETING WITH SHULTZ 





Q: Prime Minister Lange says he's going to meet with Secretary 
Shultz. Is that during the July ANZUS Council Meeting, or is 
there another meeting planned? 


A: Prime Minister Lange has indicated that he hopes to meet 


with Secretary Shultz at the ANZUS Council Meeting. 











Post@d: February 22, 1985 
Taken Question from noon briefing of February 22, 1985 


NICARAGUA: AGGRESSION AGAINST NEIGHBORS 





Q. Can you name specifically which countriex in 
Central America are victias of Nicaraguan 
aggression? 

A. -- Nicaraguan aggression against neighboring 


states was documented in the publication Background 


Paper: Nicaragua's Military Build-Up and Support for 





Central American Subversion, which was published in July 





1984 by the Departments of State and Defense. Copies are 
available in the Press Office, and an updated version will 


be released soon. 
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DPC #35 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1985, 12:50 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. My personal 
congratulations on the weather. I have some announcements 
here. 


The Secretary is appearing in open session tomorrow 
morning, 9:30 a.m., before the Senate Armed Services Committee, 
to testify regarding the MX program. Because of the 
appearance, there will be no briefing here tomorrow. 


Available in the Press Office today are the following 
prepared statements by Department officials before Congress: 


Deputy Assistant Secretary for (East) Asia (and 
Pacific affairs), William Brown, before the House Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs, Subcommittee on Public Lands. 
Topic of testimony will be FY-86 appropriations request for the 
Compact of Free Association Funding for the Marshall Islands 
and the Federated States of Micronesia. 


Under Secretary of State for Management, Ron Spiers, 
before the House Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Justice, State and the Judiciary and related 
agencies. The topic of his testimony, the State Department's 
Security Urgent Supplemental. 


Counsellor Derwinski before the House Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Subcommittee on Fisheries and 
Wildlife, Conservation and the Environment. Topic of his 
testimony will be the U.S.-Canada Pacific Salmon Treaty. 


And with that, we could go to questions. 


Q Bernie, have you had a chance to come to some 
statement on the expulsion in Poland of the military attache'? 


A No. I have not had a chance to do that, but we 
have something dealing with that story. Just a second. 





To repeat, Barry, what I just said, I am not prepared 
to get involved in any sort of details on the case, but it 
clearly represents a most serious violation of the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations, to which we and Poland are 
signatories. 


The manner in which the involved two U.S. citizens 
were handled by Polish security officers was particularly 
outrageous. Now, that comment of mine is a reference not to 
expulsion. I'm dealing there with the arrest and the way they 
were treated at that particular time. 


Will there be, because there often is, some sort 
of retaliation here? Are we going to find some couple of 
people to kick out? Following the normal tradition of tit for 
tat? 


A We have registered a strong U.S. Government 
protest both here and in Warsaw, informing Polish officials 
that the behavior of their security officials is entirely 
unacceptable. We expect the responsible individuals to be 
disciplined and expect that such behavior will not occur. 


Q Bernie, what -- 


A Now, Barry, in response to your specific 
question, which is to say you're asking about whether there 
will be retaliatory expulsions, and so forth -- 


Q Uh-huh. 


A If I broaden that to whether or not this latest 
incident will affect U.S.-Polish relations, let me give you a 
crisp reply, "Of course, it will." 


Q Well, the general trend has been positive, I 
suppose. I mean, there were some moves that the U.S. approved 
of tha* were going on in Poland. Is this an isolated incident 
or do-« it seem to represent some reversal in Poland's attitude 
towara the United States? 


A I cannot categorize it, Barry. 


Q Bernie, can you be more specific about what 
troubles you about the treatment? You don't seem to be 
bothered by the expulsion as much as you're bothered by the way 
they were treated after their arrest. 











fi No. That's not the case at all. The expulsion 
took place just as I was enroute to the Press Office, and so I 
was not able to have any specific reply to expulsion. 


What I shared with you at the very outset, to Barry's 
question, was the U.S. reaction to the detaining and the 
treatment of the American couple. 


Q Could you be any more specific about the problems 
were there? 

a No. I cannot. 

Q Can you tell us when they were detained, and how 


long they were held, or -- 


i My understanding is that they were held for 
several hours on February 2lst, but I do not have much 
information beyond that. 


Q The husband and wife, presumably we're talking 
about, when we say “they"? 


A Yes. My understanding -- 
Q Can you confirm who they are, Bernie? 


fa I beg your pardon? 


Q Can you confirm who they are, and what they're -- 
A Who they are in what sense? 

Q Names. 

Q Well, we only have Jerzy Urban as saying who they 


are. 

Q Colonel Myer. 

A Yeah. He's U.S. Defense Attache’. Frederick 
Myer, M-y-e-r, and his wife. I'm sorry. I thought you had 
that already, Bill. 


Q Well, I wanted to confirm it from you. 


Q Bernie, could you seek us a reaction on the 
expulsion itself later in the day? 





A Sure. Let me try to get you something on that. 


Q Bernie, on another country with which the U.S. 
seems to be having problems -- Mexico -- recently, the 
impression was that on Friday the U.S. was sort of scaling back 
this whole trouble with Mexico, and that the border searches 
were being eased. But then on Sunday there was a comment by 
the DEA Administrator sort of raising the level of crisis or 
confrontation with Mexico on the DEA agent case. 


Are you going to present a protest or are things back, 
off track, or what is the situation with Mexico? 


4 No. I have nothing for you in the --— by way of a 
reply to the specific questicn that you are asking. The 
reference you made to the DEA Director -- he was talking about 
the incident in question that occurred a few days after the 
kidnapping of the DEA agent on February 7th. This is one of 
the matters which has been discussed with senior Mexican 
officials in the course of the investigation of DEA Agent 
Camarena's abduction. 


Q Can I go back to the Polish thing for a second? 

i To the Polish thing. 

Q Naturally enough, we have to ask you if he was 
engaged in espionage activities, and was there any forewarning 
or was the U.S. Government taken totally by surprise? 

i) We do not comment on intelligence matters. I add 
to that, there was absolutely no justification for the actions 
taken by Polish officials against Colonel Myer and his wife. 


Q But, Bernie, does that apply to the expulsion as 
well as to the treatment? 


i) I'm sorry. I -- 

Q You've been limiting your comments so far to the 
treatment -- 

a That's correct. 

Q --— of these two. 

a That is correct. 

Q Now all of a sudden you're commenting on the 


expulsion -- 








A No. I'm not. 


Q -- saying that there was no justification. 

A I'm not commenting on the expulsion. I am 
putting together my answer to Barry's specific question. 

Q Bernie -- 

A I have not commented on the expulsion T said I 


would get a reaction for you on that. 


Q A justification for the treatment -- 

A That is correct. 

Q Not no justification for the expulsion. 
a Correct. 

Q Thank you. 


Q But, Bernie, when you say the United States has 
protested, are you essentially saying that he didn't do 
anything wrong, or are you just saying tiat that's irrelevant, 
and the treatment was bad regardless of what they were doing? 


A Well, I'm going to stop at what I said, without 
any further amplifications. 


Q Bernie, can I go back to Mexico for another 
question? 

a Sure. 

Q Where is -- is Ambassador Gavin still in 
Washington, or has he gone back? 

i) Gavin went back. 

Q Is there still any consideration of a travel 


advisory for Mexico, or has that been -- 


3) There has been no travel advisory issued as yet, 
or I don't know for a matter of fact as to whether that will 
take place. The U.S. is continuing to monitor closely the 
safety of American visitors to Mexico. 





Q And, finally, Mexico presented a protest note 
over those border searches. I think it was Thursday of last 
week, or Friday. Do you have a response to that protest note 
by now? . 


A I don't have any response on that, but I think 
you know that U.S. authorities on Sunday began a gradual 
phase-back to normal operations. On the question of border 
searches, we will continue to be vigilant at the border and 
elsewhere in looking for information or evidence concerning the 
missing DEA agent. 


Q Bernie -—- 


“ Yeah. Wait a minute, Les. Let me just ask, is 
there more on Mexico? 


Q Can you tell whether Americans are in danger in 
Mexico or not? 

A I have no specific alert to offer you on that. 

Q Bernie, still on Mexico, I'm not sure -- maybe I 


was distracted by the Poland thing for a minute, but I'm not 
sure I understood what you were saying about the DEA Director's 
comments on the incident that occurred a few days after the 
kidnapping. 


Does the U.S. hold Mexico responsible for the 
departure of these key suspects in the case? 


i) We are in close communication with the Mexican 
Attorney General and other high-level Mexican justice officials 
working on the investigation of Agent Camarena's abduction. 

We are urging that they consider during the course of 
the investigation the allegations which have been raised of 
possible lower level official malfeasance. 


Q Could we have a copy of that part of the 
statement? 


a Yes. You can. 
Q Thank you. 
Les? 


Q Yeah. White House Science Adviser George 
Keyworth has declared that the U.S. media is, in his words, 











"Drawn from a relatively narrow fringe element on the far left 
that is trying to tear down America, and that there is an 
arrogance that has to do with the power of the press that is 
not responsible enough to do their job carefully," end of quote. 


Question: Do you or Secretary Shultz believe that Dr. 
Keyworth should be fired or that he should be admonished or 
that he should be commended for daring to tell the truth? 


A I would refer you back to the doctor. (Laughter) 


Q To the doctor. You would have no comment? 
Secretary Shultz -- does he agree with what he said? Secretary 
Shultz, remember, made his statement that the press is always 
trying to screw it up -- 


ba Uh-huh. 
Q -~ I think was the term he used. 
2) Uh-huh. 


Q Now, what is his reaction to Keyworth? Surely he 
must have a reaction, Bernie. 


i) If he does, I don't have it. 


Q Could I have one follow-up, and then I've sot to 
go to the -- 


ig Yes, of course. 

Q What is the State Department's reaction -- 

A Where will you be -- Les, where will you be going? 
Q To the White House. 

ts I see. (Laughter) 

Q What is the State Department's reaction -- 


a You will be walking out of this briefing midway 
to go to the White House? 


Q I hope, if I may be excused. (Laughter) Thank 
you. 


6 And you want me to take your third question? 








Q No, no, no. The second question. What is the 
State Department's reaction to the Black Muslim broadcast of 
Mr. Qaddafi who urged what he said is 400,000 blacks in our 
armed forces to desert and help set up a separate country? 


A I'm not going to dignify Colonel Qaddafi's 
comment with any comment of my own. 


Q Could you -- just one last comment. What about 
Farrakahn broadcasting this kind of stuff? 


A I've said all I'm going to say on that subject. 
Q Okay. 

Q Bernie. 

A Wait a minute. I stabbed myself here on one of 


these guidances. 
Q I want to switch to the Mideast. (Laughter) 
a I didn't realize they were so pointed. (Laughter) 
(Mr. Kinsolving picks up his papers and stands up) 
Q He doesn't have to leave. 
i You can stay, Les. 
Q No, I'd love to, but -- 
Q Could we have a filing break for Les? (Laughter) 
A Les, are you really through? 


MR. KINSOLVING: I really am through, and I'm very 
deeply grateful. 


Q Filing break so Les can leave, please. 
a All right. 

(Mr. Kinsolving departs) 

Q Bernie -- 


i) Sorry -- 


On the Middle East, you've had a lot of time now, 
probably, to get organized on Mubarak's suggestion, and can you 














tell us if the United States would like to take on the role Mr. 
Mubarak has suggested for it, to broker between the Arabs in 
Israel? And, like Les, I have a follow-up. 


a Uh-huh. As we've said, we are ready to re-engage 
in the search for a just and lasting peace in the Middle East 
whenever the parties are ready. We would support direct talks 
between Israel and its Arab neighbors in any way that seems 
appropriate at that time. 


We lock forward to discussing these issues with 
President Mubarak during his visit here next month. 


Q Copy of that? 
Q Buried in the -- 
2] Yes. 


-- in the Times is a piece today, is an 
unidentified Senior State Department Official, saying he 
thought that the PLO would back out of whatever it is they 
agreed to with King Hussein. 


Is it the State Department's view that whatever has 
been agreed to won't last very long? 


A Nope. I've nothing for you on that, Barry. If 
you've read that, you've read that, and I certainly will not 
amplify, reinforce, or in any way vary that from here. 


Q Because you wouldn't know what the PLO is doing, 
because you have no contact with the PLO. Is that correct? 


a Is there a question mark -- 

Q Yes. 

A -- or a period at the end of that? 

Q There was, because you have no contact with the 


PLO. Is that correct? 


3) I've got nothing for you, Barry, no matter how 
you go about this. 


Q Well, let's try it a different way. What is U.S. 
policy now, so far as U.S. Government's contacts or lack of 
contacts with the PLO? 
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“ I think that the U.S. position on the PLO has 
been reiterated, possibly by me, but I certainly heard it when 
I sat there, and if you need it on a word-for-word basis, it is 
in the Press Office, and it has not changed. 

Q Now you -- 

A Just a second. Just a second. Barry? 

Q That was it. 


-- MORE -- 








11 


Q Now you've received the text of the agreement 
between Hussein and Arafat, can you comment in depth on it? 

“ Comment in --? 

Q -~in depth on it? 

é What we have seen so far constitutes a step in 


the right direction, but there is a long way yet to go. Direct 
negotiations between Israel and an Arab partner based on 
Resolution 242 remain the only meaningful objective of the 
process now underway in the region. 


As we have said, if the agreement promotes movement 
toward the negotiating table, and if it reflects an awareness 
that direct negotiations between Israel and its Arab neighbors 
are the only way to achieve peace in the Middle East, then it 
will have been a constructive step. 


It would be most unfortunate if the parties in the 
region, by resorting to the public media, reduce their ability 
to achieve the objective of direct negotiation. 

Q Copy, please? 


A Copies, copies, copies. I will try to help you 
with that. 


Q Bernie, the first part was a reiteration of your 
stand for the last week and a half. 

A I'm not sure you're right. 

Q Bernie, -- 


A Some of it may have been, but not all of it -- 
there's no question about that. 


Q Well, the last part -— the last sentence, is that 
criticism of Mr. Mubarak for giving an interview to The New 


York Times? 
a I'm not going to -- 





Q Well, who are you waving at? 


a -~- offer interpretation. 
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Q Who's been using the media? 
A I was talking -- 


Q I thought Mr. Reagan makes speeches, Mr. Mubarak, 
King Fahd -- all the principals seem to have things to say. 


a Barry, the paragraph that I read, that you're 
alluding to, came under the headline of the Jordanian-PLO 
Agreement. Beyond that, I have nothing I can add. 


Q But there is no updating to it. I mean you read 
four lines which you've been repeating them before you knew the 

ts Which only underlies the significance and the 
interpretation which the United States places on this agreement. 


Q That was before you received it. 


‘ I think that when, since I've agreed to try to 
make this available, you might want to compare it with what 
might have been made available a week or so ago. And if you -- 


Q Then, is President Mubarak on the wrong track if 
he is that optimistic that the U.S. should or may be involved 
in any peace effort -- upcoming peace effort? 


i) I'll not get involved, obviously, in making 
assessments of right or wrong about what the President of Egypt 
recommends. I have given you, in answer to an earlier 
question, the U.S. response to President Mubarak's call for a 


U.S.-hosted -- 
Q Right. 
a ~~ Israeli/fArab get-together here, or wherever, 


and that's as far as I can go. The interpretations, I 
encourage you, have to be yours. 


Q Were he to hold these talks in Egypt, as he seems 
to have suggested, would the US be amenable to that sort of a 
format? 


a Have nothing on it. But you know, I repeat * - 
the U.S. would support direct talks between Israel and it : 
neighbors in any way that seems appropriate at that time, aij 
that's where it stands. 
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Q & couple of points on this, Bernie, are you now 
almost in complete accord with the White House senior official 
who said that this agreement, as it came out around the llth of 
this month, is a milestone? 


“ I obviously will not be drawn into semantic 
calculations. You'll have to use your own slide rule. 


Q And the second point, what do you comment on the 
negative reaction of the Israeli officials, whether it's Mr. 


Peres or Mr. Shamir, rejecting totally this agreement between 
Arafat and Hussein? 


‘ Nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, have you received the text? I mean, we 
see a lot of Jordanian envoys going all over Europe and over 
the West. Have you -- Who gave it to you? I mean, there is 


no ambassador, Jordanian Ambassador in Washington. How did you 
get the text? Have you received it yet or not? 


a Without getting involved in whether the U.S. has 
received the text or not, I'm sure that you will allow for the 
existence of diplomatic channels. 


, Q When you received it, at least? 
Q Are you saying that we have not received it yet? 


a I didn't say anything of the sort. I just called 
attention to the fact that diplomatic channels exist. 


Q I mean -- it may be :epeating an earlier question. 


i I think you know that you saw one version of it 
on FBIS today, and there have been versions printed. I think 
you could take it as a given that the United States is not out 
of the diplomatic loop on that subject. 


Q Then, do you have an assessment of the strong, or 
the positive and negative points, beyond what you've said 
before, of the text as you have it? 


2 What I have given you today is the assessment as 
of today, and -- 


Q Can you be more specific on what the step in the 
right direction ~- what constitutes the step in the right 
direction? 
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A No. Can't take you that way, Ralph. 


Q Bernie, to go back to what you said a little 
earlier in response to my question -- 


& In response to what question? 


Q Originally about President Mubarak's call for 
some kind of action. 


a Yes. 


Q Now, if you are say you're basing this on a 
day-to-day reaction, is there no long-term view of this? 


bs Well, — 


Q You know, as what is applicable on a given day? 
I mean, is that what you're saying in effect? 


i) You may remember that at the outset, there were 
references to the accord that was worked out between Jordan and 
the PLO, and at that time, they did provide some reactions that 
you are alluding to. 


Over the weekend, I take it, there was the actual 
publication in some journals about the release of the document, 
and what I have read you today is the estimate of the State 
Depa ent as of now, and that is all that I have to say on 
that -- which is all there is. 


Let me go back here. 
Q Do you have anything on the continued Israeli 
forces' attacks on Lebanese villages and bulldozing houses in 
south Lebanon? 


i I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie -- 
a Sure. 
Q Previously, there used to be statements issued 


here when such an act took place -- 
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A Which act? 


Q -- of destroying houses -- under collective 
punishment ideas. Some sort of an announcement used to be 
released here. 


Is this not collective punishment, or is there a new 
policy not to criticize or deplore or comment on collective 
punishments? 


A I just have nothing on it, without in any way 
meaning for that reply to be offered as a reply to all the 
other questions that you had. 


Q Let me put it another way: Do you have anything 
on Lebanese attacks against Israelis? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q You never comment on the Lebanese attacks against 
Israelis for the last six months. You refuse to comment on 
that. Why? 


A I have nothing that will have an answer for you 
Q I know, but in basic principles, why? 
£ I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have any reaction to the New York 
Times piece by Sy Hersh on the Pakistan nuclear connection? 


A I do have something for you on that, Bill. As 
you know, Mr. Vaid, pleaded guilty to a charge of a violation 
of the Arms Export Control Act, and the export was prevented. 
Beyond that, as for specific details of the case, I'm ina 
position where all questions have to be referred to the Justice 
Department. 


Q Can I follow on that? 


A Yes, you can. Wait a minute. Bill may have a 
follow-up. 

Q Do revelations contained in the article increase 
your worries about Pakistan possibly acquiring nuclear 
capabilities? 
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A On the question, if I may indulge a slight 
paraphrase, as to how close Pakistan might be to building a 
nuclear explosive device: We do not believe Pakistan now has 
nuclear explosive devices, nor that it is currently in a 
position to manufacture them. As you know, the U.S. has 
repeatedly expressed its serious concerns over the Pakistan 
nuclear program and has made it clear that we would be unable 
to sustain our security assistance program unless Pakistan 
shows restraint in the nuclear area. The Government of 
Pakistan is well aware of these concerns and has assured us 
that their nuclear program is peaceful in intent. 


Q Copy? 

A Yes, you can have a copy of that. 
Q O.K. Can I follow that? 

6 Yes. Where am I? 


Right here -- two questions about this: 


> 4 


Excuse me. I don't like to miss Barry's 
asterisks. What (inaudible), I'm sorry... 


Q Private joke. 
A Go ahead. 


Q Do you think that in light of Rajiv Gandhi's 
interview at the L.A. Times last week where he expressed 
concern over Pakistan's nuclear program and with the United 
States arming Pakistan's conventional forces, do you think that 
this revelation about what appears to be a fairly well bungled 
investigation, in terms of Mr. Vaid's sentencing, -- 


a In terms of what? 


-- in terms of Vaid's sentencing and how he got 
off, was plea-bargained off, will put a damper on U.S.-Indian 
relations? And secondly, do you have anything to say about the 
elections in Pakistan today? 


a I've got nothing to say about the first part. 
And insofar as the elections go, the U.S. position on elections 
and the exercise of political freedoms is well known. We 
firmly believe in free and fair elections in which candidates 
and programs compete for the electorate's approval. Insofar as 
these elections are steps in the direction of returning the 
country to representative political institutions, we welcome 
them. 
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These elections are the first national polls in nearly 
eight years of martial law rule. Tne U.S. hopes that these 
elections will lead to the peaceful development of durable and 
popular political institutions. 


Q Bernie, if I can follow up the question on the 
other side? 


Q Copy? 
6 Let me try to help you on that if I can. 
I'm sorry, Ralph. 


Q If I could just follow up on that question that 
was asked in the context of India, let me ask it a different 
way. I don't know if you have an answer if it's asked a 
different way. 


The State Department comes off in that Sy Hersh piece 
as being the agent which pointed the investigating authorities 
in the right direction, and the investigation appears not to 
have gone in that direction. Do you have any comment on the 
apparent U.S. Government bungling of the case from that 
perspective? 


6 Let me deal with the State Department and say the 
Department was in contact with the Justice Department and the 
U.S. Attorney's Office in Houston during the litigation. We 
expressed to the U.S. Attorney the Department's interest in the 
vigorous enforcement of U.S. laws and regulations governing the 
export of nuclear-related commodities as well as our 
long-standing concern about the nature and direction of 
Pakistan's nuclear program. 


Q May I have a copy of that, please? 


A Yes. 

Q Bernie, can I ask you one thing on the Jordanian 
report -- 

A Where are we? 

Q -~- once again, please? 


) Where are we? 





Q Jordan, once again. 
if Another one on Pakistan? Please. 
Q Concerning elections in Pakistan, most of the 


major candidates have been arrested by the military government 
along with another 1500 of them because Mr. Zia does not want 
them to participate in the elections, one reason because they 
are the most famous in the country. 


Why the United States is not observing the elections 
the way they did in £1 Salvador? 


7 I have nothing on that. 

Q Bernie, can I ask you once again on the accords? 
& On the --? 

Q On the accords between PLO and Jordan. 

fa Uh-huh. 


Q Do you read them, I mean the State Department -- 
does the State Department read those accords as expressing the 
readiness of the Arab party to negotiate directly with Israel? 
Do you read them in that, or you don't? 


2) No. I was asked before -- I think it was by 
Ralph -- to identify the “step in the right direction," and I'm 
going to have to stay with this, this language, without 
becoming specific. 


Q What do you see that makes you believe that this 
is a step in the right direction? 


6 Wait a minute. I wanted to go to the back. 
Excuse me. 


Q Yes. Any reaction on Prime Minister Palme's 
criticism of U.S. policies in Nicaragua yesterday? 


A I think the only thing that has been available 
here, so far as I know, is some of the wire copy; and I think 
before there would be any reaction, if there is any, they'd 
like to see something a bit more official. 


Q Like the New York Times piece? 





A Maybe a Barry Schweid story. 
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Q In the Jordanian story, what do you see in it -—- 
6 I'm sorry. I was distracted for a moment. 
Q Are you with me now? 
& Always. 
Q Thanks. Should be a saint. What do you see in 
the Jordanian-Palestinian common action that you describe it as 
a step in the right direction? 


a Ralph tried that before, and I was unable to 
answer that. But nice try. 


Q We'd like to step out of the room. Can we? 
i) Yes. Filing break or -- 

Q No, the whole thing. (Laughter) 

a 


The whole thing? Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:17 p.m.) 














Answer to TQ of 2/25 


Press Statement February 25, 1985 
EXPULSION OF U.S. DEFENSE ATTACHE FROM POLAND 





In response to the Polish Government's decision to declare 
Colonel Frederick Myer persona non grate on February 25, the 
Department of State informed the Polish Charge today at 5 ¢.2. 
that Polish military attache Colonel Zygmunt Szymanski is 
persona non grata and must leave the United States promptly. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #36 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1985, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Welcome back, ladies and gentlemen. 
Two days is a long time. 


(Laughter) 
Q So you have lots of news. 


A I have several statements. The first is a 
statement on the death of Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge. This 
is a statement from the Acting Secretary, read also on behalf 
of the Secretary, who is traveling: 


“I am deeply grieved to learn of the death of 
Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge. 


Public service to our country is a tradition of the 
Lodge family and Mr. Lodge embodied this noble virtue with a 
passion that is reserved for our great patriots. 


For more than a quarter of a century he undertook 
challenging and difficult assignments. He was always the 
ultimate diplomat - strong, resourceful, sensitive, and 
principled. 


Perhaps his words to the First Plenary Session of the 
Paris Meeting on Vietnam in 1969 best characterize him - ‘let 
us take as our goal: where peace is unknown make it welcome, 
where peace is fragile, make it strong, where peace is 
temporary make it permanent. Let us together take up the task 
of peace.’ 


To his widow, Mrs. Lodge, and to his family I express 
my deepest condolences. He served his nation and five 
presidents with distinction. He was truly a diplomat of 
uncommon character and influence." 


Q Copy? 


a Yes. 





Several administrative announcements. Available in 
the Press Office today are the following prepared statements by 
Department officials before Congress: 


Under Secretary of State for Science and Technology 
Schneider before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Subcommittee on International Security and Scientific Affairs. 
The topic of his testimony is The FY-86 Security Assistance 


Program. 








Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian 
Affairs Murphy before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The topic of his 
testimony is FY-86 Foreign Aid Request for Egypt. 





Acting Assistant Secretary for International 
Organizations, Ambassador Kirk, tefore the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. 
The topic of his testimony is U.S. Contribution to the U.N. 


Budget. 








Acting Secretary Dam will be traveling to New York 
tomorrow to participate in a panel discussion at New York 
University's Center for International Studies. The topic of 
the discussion will be The U.N. at Forty and Future U.S. 
Strategy. The panel will take place at the New York University 
School of Law, Vanderbilt Hall, Tischman Auditorium, 40 
Washington Square South. for further information, please 
contact Professor Thomas Franck on area code 212-598-7644. 
There will be no prepared text. Mr. Dam will speak from notes. 





Secretary Shultz will speak at a dinner in his honor 
hosted by the National Academy of Sciences on Wednesday, March 
6, at 8:30 p.m. at the Academy building, 2101 Constitutional 
Avenue. Attending will be university presidents, corporate 
executives, senior government officials, representatives from 
foundations and foreign affairs specialists. If you plan to 
cover, please telephone Gail Porter of the Academy at 


334-2:°%8. 
Q Do you have a topic on that one? 
No. 
Q What is the nature of this honor? Do we know? 


A I could find out for you. 





I have an announcement on our report to Congress on 
the situation in El Salvador. The Department yesterday 
transmitted to the Congress its fourth report on the situation 
on El Salvador pursuant to PL98-332. This report covers the 
period December 1, 1984 to January 31, 1985 and is also 
intended to serve as the basis for consultation with the 
Congress on issues related to £1 Salvador as required by the 
Foreign Assistance Act for Fiscal Year 1985, Public Law 98-473. 


The report finds that substantial progress is being 
achieved in £1 Salvador in areas of concern both to the 
Administration and the Congress. The electoral process begun 
in 1982 has continued, and arrange*-“ts are underway for 
elections of members o* the legis!: ure and mayors on March 
31. Although no formal talks were held between the Salvadoran 
Government and guerrillas during the 60-day period because of 
the intransigent demands of the insurgents for powersharing, 
the government maintained its commitment .o seek a peaceful 
resolution to the conflict and agreed to talks after the March 
elections. 


In other areas -- human rights, judicial reform, the 
war against the insurgents, economic development, and the 
efficient management of U.S. assistance -- the Duarte 
Administration continued to make progress, though with some 
setbacks which are noted in the report. 


Copies of the report are available in the Press Office 
l'm ready for your questions. 


Q President Ortega has announced that he's sending 
home 100 Cuban military advisers end announcing a moratorium on 
acquiring new arms. Is there anything positive in that at 
all? And is a Shultz-Ortega meeting completely out of the 
question for his current trip? 


a We have not seen an official version of the 
reported statements by Ortega, and we will have no comment on 
his statements until we have an opportunity to study an 
official version. 


We would welcome new proposals from Nicaragua which 
address the concerns that the United States has repeatedly 


raised regarding the Sandinista reqime These are for 
Nicaragua, too: (1) stop playing the role of surrogate tor the 
Soviet Union and Cuba, (2) reduce its armed forces; (3) stop 
its support for insurgents and terrorists in the region, and, 
(4) live up to commitments to democratic pluralism made tu the 


i 





oas in 1979. 


Now, in respect to your second question, Matt, there 
are no plans for a meeting between Secretary Shultz and Mr. 
Ortega at this time, and in any case, we have not received a 
request. 


Q If you did, would that change anything? Would it 
be considered? 


o We would certainly consi er it. 
Q You say you haven't received an official 
version. The -- I guess we could mention FBIS -- the thing 


that runs in the State Department Press Office there is 
carrying the text as broadcasted by Managua Radio. Don't you 
consider that official or do you have to have an embossed copy, 
or something like that? 


a Don, we have -- it's not a question of the 
quality of the paper the invitation is on. Quite frankly, we 
just have not officially received a request. We have not 
received a request. 


Q No, I'm not talking about the request now. i'm 
talking about the statement by Mr. Ortega. You began, I 
believe, your statement, your response by saying you had not 
seen an official version, and therefore, couldn't make a 
definitive comment. But I'm pointing out that their radio is 


broadcasting -- and the U.S. Government has translated .- a 
version. 

6 And I have responded to that version 

Q Whose comment do we take more seriously, yours or 


the White House this morning? the White House sort of “dumped” 
vn the whole thing as a propaganda exercise. 


It's @ serious question. You may not be able to 
answer it, but [ raise it for the record anyway. 


a You know, Bernie, I've learned that there is no 
such thing as an indiscreet question, but there is such a thing 
as an indiscreet answer (Laughter) 

Q Was that just the first run at it at 9 o'clock 


this morning, and now you've got a more considered 
Administration position? 


A No, 1 think you're referring to Larry Speakes’ 





Q Yes. 


a -- briefing this morning. Let me put it this 
way. I would refer you to what the White House Spokesman, 
Larry Speakes, said this morning as a representative of this 
Administration's views on this issue, and also I would refer 
you to Vice President Bush's address today -- I believe at noon 
-- at the Austin Council on Foreign Affairs, which will address 
this issue rather definitively. 


Q Does that mean that by the time the Vice 
President speaks, you will have seen an official version of the 
statement from Managua? 


a I don't know. 
Q Can we get a copy of the -- 


i) No. All we're saying is that we have read the 
very same reports *hat you ladies and gentlemen have read in 
the press and media. We have not received any detailed 
position or proposal from Mr. Ortega or his government at this 
point -- 


y If I read what your answer -- 


a -- and therefore, we are reacting to the 
information that is available to the genera] public 


Q [If © read your answer correctly - 


iz) - and I gave you that. And I gave you our 
reaction to that. 


Q What you're saying is that you want much broader 
actions from Nicaragua. You want them to do those four things 
that you've been listing for months; that any other smaller, 
narrower actions don't meet U.S. desires for Nicaragua's 
behavior Is that correct? 


a 1 think it's correct to say that the four puints 
[ listed, which have been rather consistent in our policy 
approach, represent our position; and it's in those four areas 
that we want to see movement 





Again, Mr. Speakes addressed this issue this morning 
whi n P- commented on the character of the proposals that Mr. 
Ortec. made. You have to look at the numbers involved of the 
advisers you're talking about sending back home to Cuba. You 
have to take a look at the weaponry that already exists in 
Nicaragua, which we certainly consider to be excessive for the 
needs of -- the legitimate needs of defense of that country. 


Q Ortega says he's sending some Cubans home. Isn't 
that movement? You have conditions. Isn't he meeting, or 
coming forward, making headway toward meeting one of your 
conditions by sending Cubans home? Or don't you believe him? 


a I just repeat that we would welcome new proposals 
from Nicaragua, Barrie, which have addressed the concerns that 
I have outlined. 


Q Well, isn't an action better than a proposal, if 
he says he will send so many Cuban advisers home? 


A He is saying this. We is saying this publicly. 
Q Aint that good, if it's true? 


i We would welcome new proposals that actually mean 
something that are really translated into deeds, and are just 
not merely words. 


Q l'm also wondering how he can ever meet your 
conditions since your estimate of the number of advisers in 
Cuba is at least five times as large as the estimates of other 
Western governments. So if he offered to remove all -- a 
number equal to what everybody else thinks is in Cuba - he'd 
still be several thousand short by your count. fhere's no 
hope, is there? Why are your estimates so out of whack? 


a We don't consider our estimates to be “out of 
whack." You're saying our estimates are “out of whack" with 
the estimates of others. 


Q Well, you have some 3,000-.-2,500- 3,000 
European governments say 400, 5400 


A Let me reiterate what our understanding of that 
is We estimate that the number of Cubans in Nicaraqua is 
approximately 7,500 








Q I mean advisers. 


a That's right, the number of Cubans in Nicaragua 


Q Right. 


a -- is approximately 7,500. And the Soviets have 
over 200 people there. 


Q If I break the 7500 down -- 


a An estimated 2,500 —- 3,500 of the Cubans are 
military, security personnel. We stand by those figures. We 
think they are accurate. 


Q Well, of the four points that you mentioned 
there, Commander Ortega seems to be addressing at least two: 
the capping of their military buildup and the returning of at 
least some Cubans back. 


Do you consider that they are now addressing some of 
our main points of interest? You also talked about deeds, 
translating words into deeds. Is this not deeds? 


a We would like to have an official version. We 
are not going to react in any definitive sense to public 
statements. We will have no comment on his statements until we 
have had an opportunity to study an official version. So we 
are not going to be put in a position where we're debating the 
position of the United States based on what are, at this point, 
basically, published reports. 


Q Are press reports 

a Press reports. 

Q Going back on the previous question - 

A And let me -- if there is an apparent 
discrepancy, what I'm saying, Ralph, 1 hope -~ let me correct 
it -- that when [ refer to the Vice President's address, 

I mean, he is going to give a very authoritative reaction 


to what we have so far. But, [ mean, [I'm - 


We want to see an official version, and we'll look at 
that official version 





Q Would a meeting with Ortega and Shultz not 
further that? Would a Shultz-Ortega meeting be useful if he 
were going to present it to Shultz? 


Q Is the door open for a mecting between them? 
A I can't go beyond what [I've told you. 
Q Would you say, just generally, does this 


represent concessions by the Nicaraguan Government or is this 
just token things that they are announcing? Would you say are 
there any concessions in this at all? 


A I'm not going to comment on that based on public 
reports. 


Q Could I also follow up on the numbers question? 
Yesterday, our reporter in Managua asked at the U.S. Embassy 
how many Cuban military advisers are considered in Nicaragua, 
and we were told this 300-500 number. 


Today it seems to be much larger. Could you explain 
that? 


A And what were you told? 


Q That 300-500 Cuban military advisers are in 
Nicaragua is what the Embassy said. Today, the White House and 
you are saying that it's 2500 to 3500 [t seems to have grown 
in Washington 


A I'll stick by what I told you. 

Q Could you check on that, please? 

A I don't have to check on it. It's there 1 told 
you what we think is the number. 

Q But the discrepancy is what I'm trying to get 
at Could you - 

a I could take a look into that 

Q Thank you 


A Surely 








Q Today's Wall Street Journal carries a column 
entitled, “Falsehoods Underlie Our Nicaraguan Policy,” about 
some aspects of U.S. policy toward Nicaragua. One of them has 
to do with the promises, or whatever they were, made by the 
Nicaraguans to the OAS that you mentioned in these four points 
that you read out here-- 





a Right. 


Q -- aminute ago. Alexander Coburn, who is the 
person writing this column, says that the State Department's 
characterization of this is false, and in the State 
Department's case, an outright forgery. He says the 
following: 


"On June 23, 1979, when Somoza was still clinging to 
power, the Seventeenth Consultative Meeting of OAS Foreign 
Ministers passed a resolution calling for a peaceful solution 
and a democracy in Nicaragua. On July 12, 1979, four deys 
before Somoza fled, the Provisional Revolutionary Government 
sent a TELEX to the OAS Secretary General outlining a ‘plan to 
achieve peace.’ Pwint V of this plan expressed an intention 
‘to call Nicaraguans to the first free elections that our 
country will have in this century so that they may elect their 
representatives to City Councils and to a Constitutional 
Assembly and the country's highest ranking authorities. '" 


Then, Coburn says, raises the question, “What standing 
did this TELEX have?" He says a “high OAS official told the 
Central American Historical Institute in Washington, it was 
simply ‘a TELEX sent by a group trying to reach power to the 
Secretary General, which he communicated and made public to 
member states.'" 


Coburn says, “Commitments to the OAS must be made in 
the context of official meetings." 


I'm sure you can't do it at this moment, but would you 
comment -- or would the Department comment -- on his 
characterization of what the promise was to the OAS which the 
Administration has continued to cite, as you have here a minule 
ago? 


A All right. Let me look into that. IL can't 
answer you now. L'1ll look into it, definitely. 


Any more questions on Nicaragua? 
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Ralph? 


Q Can I just try one more time on the meeting with 
Ortega? You said you have not received a request from 
Nicaragua for such a meeting. In view of the U.S. interest in 
obtaining an official version of the Nicaraguan proposals, has 
the U.S. requested a meeting? 


a Between -- 

Q Between Secretary Shultz and Daniel Ortega, or 
for that matter, between any U.S. Government official and any 
Nicaraguan Government official. 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Are there any meetings planned with the Deputy 
Nicaraguan Foreign Minister who is in Washington this week? 


A Mr. Tinoco? 
Q Yes. 
i) Again, you know, we have -- There are no plans 


for such a meeting, and we have not received any requests. 


Q I understand that Vernon Walters is in Spain 
meeting with Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez, who is then going 
to meet in Montevideo with Monge, of Costa Rica, Ortega, and 
Shultz. Is Ambassador Walters taking any private comnunication? 


A I'm not going to comment on Ambassador Walters, 
the substance of his trip. 


Q May 1 come back to the previous question? A 
representative of the Nicaraguan Embassy said today that the 
statement attributed to Ambassador Motley that the Vice toreign 
Minister had come to Washington and had spoken to everybody but 
the State Department is in error, if the insinuation is that 
the Nicaraguans avoided the State Department. 


I was told that the Nicaraguan Ambassador invited 
Ambassador Shlaudeman to meet with the Vice Foreign Minister 
and/or any senior official at the State Department, but that 
the State Department refused to see the Vice Foreign Minister 
Could you check on that? 


A 1 will check into that, Bernie, but 1 think |! 
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would stand by the response I just gave that -- 


Q -- that there is no request, because they're 
saying they did request. 


‘ That there's no formal --— I mean there are no 
plans that I'm aware of for this for such a meeting; and we 
have not received a request. 


Now, I'm certainly saying that we have received no 
request for Tinoco to meet with the Secretary. But I'll look 
into your question (inaudible) 


y Can you specifically -- 


a Are you talking about other: levels in the 
Department? 


Q Can you specifically take the question because 
Ambassador Motley said yesterday that, in kind of putting down 
the Vice Foreign Minister's visit, that he had just come here 
for propaganda and hadn't even asked to talk to anyone at the 
State Department. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q And I was told that the Ambassador here, the 
Nicaraguan Ambassador, had asked Ambassador Shlaudeman for a 
meeting. 


A l'll take the question. 
Was your statement “no request" (inaudible) to a 


Tinoco-Shultz meeting or to any request from Tinoco to meet 
with anybody? 


A I'm specifically talking about a lTinoco-Shultz 
meeting. 

Q lt doesn't answer the question. 

A I've taken -- ['ve taken the question. 

Q I'm going to try one more time on this question 
Larry Speakes today used the phrase “change without 
substance." Before, the U.S. has been very concerned about 


MIGs going to Nicaragua. The Nicaraguans used to say they had 
aright to get such MIGs. Now they say they're not going to 
get advanced aircraft like MIGs or the Czech planes 
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How would you characterize that? What would you say 
about that? Is that movement? Is that good? Is that bad? 
Would you give it some sort of characterization? 


= I'm not going to give it any characterization 
because of what I stated. It's a -- These are public reports, 
when we get an official version, we'll look at it. 


But again, I'll refer you to what Larry Speakes said 
in a broader context about oft-stated concerns of how heavily 
armed Nicaragua is across-the-board. 


Another area? 


-~ MORE -- 
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Q I have a couple of questions. Do you have any 
comment on the Eqyptian-Israeli diplomatic activities and talks 
which are talking place now? 


A Are you referring to anything more specific? Il 
mean, are you talking about Mubarak's statements and the --? 


Q Yes, Mubarak's and £1-Baz and Israeli Energy 
Minister in Cairo, and other activities. 


i All right, let me say this. The United States is 
prepared to re-engage in a peace process whenever the parties 
are ready and in whatever manner they deem appropriate 


We are pleased that Egypt and Israel are addressing 
this important matter in a constructive way. These are 
beginning positive steps, but there remains a long road ahead. 


We look forward to exploring these issues with 
President Mubarak personally during his visit here next month 
It remains our view that direct negotiations between Israel and 
its Arab neighbors are the only effective means of achieving a 
just and lasting peace in the Middle tast 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q All right, now, let me follow on this Do you 
have any comment on the announcement by Mr. Peres that he is 
ready to enter direct talks with the Jordanian Palestinian 
delegation? 


fs) Well, 1 have to refer you to the Israeli 
Government for any clarification of their position on that 


Q Will the US. -- your opening sentence and 
this was more or less said by Ambassador Murphy on the Hill 
this morning -- leaves open the possibility that if the parties 


ask to have a meeting in Washington, the US. would be 
cooperative 


Is that a fair inference’ 


a Well, Lt think the inference t don't want tuo be 
drawn into speculation, Bernie, on exactly what we would aaqrer 
to and what we would not agree to L think what is important 
is that when there is a certain detinite progress between the 
parties themselves, that they are ready to engage, then we 
would certainly look at our rule 
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You can read the inference upside down then. I 
read it that you are not prepared to get involved until Jordan 
makes a decision to negotiate directly with Israel. I[s that 
what you are saying? 


A Well, I am not going to comment on that specific 
line of questioning, Barry, but I think the inference to be 
drawn from my remarks is that when the parties are ready, we 
are prepared to re-engage in the process. [he important thing 
is to determine exactly when the parties are ready: what that 
point of progress is when the United States can re-engage 
itself into the peace process. 


Q Let me get out of the inference business, okay? 
i] Okay. 


Q Is the U.S: position that they will participate 
once the parties decide to negotiate peace terms, or is the 
U.S. position, as Mubarak wishes it were, that the United 
States would be happy to participate in preliminary, 
pre-negotiations negotiations. 


Now, as I understood the US. position, it was the 
former. Now perhaps it is changing. Which is‘the U.S. 
position? They will be a party to negotiations once the 
parties decide to negotiate, or they will be a party to 
pre-negotiations negotiations, even if the parties haven't 
really decided to negotiate yet? 


a We are ready to negotiate We are ready to 
re-engage ourselves in the Middle East peace process when the 
parties themselves are ready and in whatever manner they deem 
appropriate [ have to stick by that 


Q Let me pursue that, if 1 may, because 1 am nol 
sure 

a Okay 

Q “Whenever the parties are ready", it could mean 


where we are right at the moment, because Mubarak, for example, 
is asking the United States to step in at this point 


Are you saying that there must be meetings between the 
Israelis and Arab presence before the United States is prepared 
to engage’ 


i) We are looking at all these developments, 
obviously, very closely President Mubarak is coming here, 
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very shortly, as you know, next month, and we are obviously 
prepared to discuss this specific issue with him in whatever 
detail he wishes. 


I think the guideline should be that our objective is, 
in our view, that direct negotiations between the Arabs and the 
Israelis is the only effective way to go. 


Q How do you define “readiness?" I mean, they are 
ready more than ever now, so how do you define this “ready”. 
that the parties there are ready. What is your definition of 
this phrase? 


a What is our definition of “readiness?” 


Yes, “of the parties there.“ They are ready, all 
of them. 


i Well, I think we have stated often what our 
position is on the -- what necessarily has to be done for there 
to be a successful launching of the peace process, and we have 
reiterated again direct talks between Israel and its Arab 
neighbors and that without equivocation a recognition of UN 
Security Council Resolution 242 and 338, as ihe Foundation, the 
bedrock of the negotiations in the peace process. 


Now, those are two important “if's". 


Q But until now they haven't satisfied these 
conditions, you think by all these proposals? 


a Let me just repeat that those are two important 
"ov °6." 


Q Ed, all of the parties now seem to have expressed 
some interest in negotiations, even indirect negotiations, 
although they all seem to put a little bit different twist on 
it. 


Is there any role for the United States to play in 
trying to bring everyone together into negotiations on terms 
that all could agree on? Is there any effort to nudge people a 
little bit farther after they have come this far? 


a Well, let me try and answer that question if 
you look at our role historically on the Arab-Israeli peace 
process, you will see that we have played such a role 


Q Right And you can play it now 
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o That is evident. We are prepared to re-engage - 
to re-engage -- the United States in the Arab-Israeli peace 
process. But [ have stated, and it has been stated from this 
podium and by Administration officials often, we will do so 
when the parties are ready, and we have also stated what we 
think certain of the objective conditions, what they have to be 
to really make that re-engagement meaningful, and the peace 
process itself meaningful. 


Q Well, then I just have one question on the one I 
asked before, which is, basically, are you saying that 
something more has to happen in the exchanges between the 
Israelis and the Arabs before the United States is ready to 
engage? 


a Let me put it this way. We have to look at this 
very closely. As I said, we are. in close contact with the 
parties. President Mubarak is coming to Washington. King Fahd 
has been here. You know we are -- we are obviously involved. 


Q Ed, President Mubarak in an interview this 
morning in The Washington Post is saying that he would like 
very much to urge the United States not to be very specific or, 
you know, leaning on 242 much more than -- you know, you have 
been making 242 as the trademark for anything to be accepted by 
the parties concerned to have the negotiations. 


What are your feelings about just, you know, to bring 
about the parties for Mubarak negotiations without the 
interference or the mentioning of 242 as your core problem here? 


A Well, I have seen these -- and we have read the 
interview. I think there has to be a distinction here You 
are talking about -- 242 is a basic fundamental bedrock for the 
United States of the peace negotiations, the Arab-Israeli peace 
negotiations. 


I believe, if I am not mistaken, President Mubarak was 
referring to 242 that the United States should not press the 
Palestinians, or the PLO, on 242. 


Our position on that is well known in terms of the 
United States and the PLO. The two conditions the PLO must 
accept UNSC Resolution 242 and must recognize the right of the 
State of Israel to exist 


Our position on that hasn't changed. 


Q What's the importance for you here? Is it the 
encs or the means, you know? If it is going to be Lhe ends, 
then there 16 going to be bad negotiations between the 
Palestinians and the Israelis, or the means to go through the 
channel of 242? 
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What is the most important thing for you now, you 
know, this spree of talks and negotiations? 


i We have always been interested both in means and 
ends on this issue. 


Q Do you have anything you can tell us about the 
New Zealand situation? The Deputy Foreign Minister is here 
He met yesterday, I think, with Assistant Secretary -- or 
Acting Assistant Secretary Brown. The Ambassador of New Zealand 
has commented at a National Press Club breakfast that he has 
been assured that the United States would continue to sell arms 
to New Zealand? Can you comment on any of these things -. his 
meetings, the arms sales, or any other status with New Zealand ” 


a Okay, Don. As you well can understand, I can't 
comment on the intelligence aspects of what has been reported. 


What we have done recently with regard to our military 
and naval relations with New Zealand, we have done 
regrettably. fhe situation is not irreversible. We hope the 
New Zealanders see their way clear to review this position, by 
which they have changed their way of cooperation with us in the 
Alliance. 


Deputy Assistant Secretary Brown met with the Prime 
Minister to discuss New Zealand's ban on U.S. ship visits in an 
important maritime region He had frank, serious discussions 
with Mr. Lange 


loday, Deputy foreign Secretary Tim trancis is 
arriving in Washington from New Zealand for further 
discussions We naturally hope for a positive resolution of 
the issue so that full cooperation with New Zealand can be 
resumed 


We regard New Zealand as a friend, and we intend tu 
maintain friendly relations with the Government of New /ealand 


Now, in @ broader sense, regarding the management of 
the Alliance relationship, as Secretary Shultz pointed out in 
Wellington last July 17th, what kind of an Alliance 
relationship is it when one of the partners denies US. ability 
to have our naval forces interact in the maritime region? 


That is a fundamental question 
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Concerning econmic matters, we have repeatedly stated 
that they will be handled as trade policy issues apart from the 
ship visit issue. We have a senior New Zealand trade official, 
Mr. Woodfield, arriving shortly in Washington to continue our 
discussions on the question of phasing out New Zealand 
subsidies on industrial goods. 


Our position on that score has been clear since 
September 1981, when Ambassador Brock exchanged correspondence 
with then Minister of Overseas [rade Talboys, and it was 
reiterated during Prime Minister Muldoon's February 18, 1984 
visit and again in August of 1984. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
“ You may, yes. 
Q That is yesterday's statement. Do you have an 


answer today to any of those questions? 
iy I thought that answered some of his questions 
Q Not on the arms sales business, where the 


Ambassador says we are going to keep selling to them their 
Ambassador 


o The Ambassador says - ? 

Q fhe Ambassador of New Zealand 

a Yes 

Q - 48 Quoted, at least over the wires, as having 


said this mourning that the United States has assured them that 
we will continue arms sales to New Zealand 


What is the US. position? 
a Well, 1 have no specific comment on that 


Q Could you get a comment to clarify what the U.S 
position is, in view of his statement as to what it is? 


a Ll can, yes 
Q And could you tell us anything about the 


meeting? You said this guy francis arrives today, bul I 
thought he was on the schedule to see Brown yesterday 
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a I'm sorry, yesterday. 


Q What happened at that meeting? Can you give us a 
read-out on it? 


fe No, J have no read-out on it. 

Q Has the Bureau of Public Affairs discussed with 
General Chain the propriety of his banishing Les Gelb to outer 
darkness? 


ia Has the Bureau of Public affairs discussec this 
with General Chain? 


Q General Chain. 

i Yes. We have been in -- we have certainly 
discussed. this with General Chain, but I am not ccring to get 
into the substance of our talks with the General on that 


Well, is what he did, is that acceptable? Is it 
Public Affairs policy? 


a I must reiterate what you have already read in 
The New York Times article today. It represents our position 


The State Department deals with the press through the Spokesman 
and his Bureau. Beyond that, the policy is that individuals 
who are heads of Bureaus can make their own decisions on how 
they deal with the press, and if General Chain has come to the 
conclusion he has, the Secretary accordingly supports it 


That is our position 
Q Could I follow up on that? 
a Yes 


Q Insofar as the press represents the public, isn't 
he in effect cutting off the public's access to a portion of 
the State Department, and isn't that contrary to the laws of 
this land? 


a You have to make a distinction here between what 
we are talking about as the State Department's policy ihat 
first sentence | read you is important the State Department 


deals with the press through the Spokesman and his Bureau 


1 think it is evident from our policies that we 
consider the press and the media to be vital elements of our 
democratic process, and that we have an open and as full and 
frank relationship with the press and media as we can 
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This is obviously the policy of the State Department 
and of the Secretary. So I wouldn't come to the conclusion 
that you have drawn. We are talking about individuals who are 
heads of bureaus and who make their decisions, and we have to 
look upon it on that basis. 


Q Could 1 just follow up one more? I'm sorry 
A Are we on the same subject? 
Q Yes. Aren't you leaving open for everyone the 


very real possibility that anyone who writes a story that is 
critical, that someone in the State Department deems critical, 
will be retaliated against by having access cut off? 


a I wouldn't draw that conclusion. 
Q How can it be avoided? 
i) I would not draw that conclusion. 


But how can you say that -- how could any 
reasonable person avoid that conclusion? 


a By being reasonable and not drawing that 
conclusion. 


Q But it is not logical 


a You must be Jesuit-trained. (Laughter) [here 
are things in life that are logical and there are things in 
life that are illogical, and don't get me into non sequiturs. 

1 just would not really start drawing conclusions which 
certainly do not represent the policy of the Secretary of State 
or the Department of State We believe in the closest and the 
most open relationships with the press and media. This is our 
policy this will continue to be our policy. 


Q I understand the Secretary has no quarrel with 
General Chain's policy on whether he is going to see a certain 
reporter or not, but does the Secretary also accept as a 
without question - what I consider the more bizarre aspect of 
this, the taking down of a man's picture from the List of those 
who had served in that office, as if he 16 @ non person? 


a [ have no comment for you on that, Bernie l 
don't want to be -~- I can't really be drawn into that 
specific ['ll refer you to the Bureau of Politico Military 
Affairs on that 
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Q I don't know if you were asked at the beginning, 
can we have a copy of those first remarks you made about the 
flurry of diplomatic activity in the Middle East? 

A I can't hear you. 

Q If no one asked previously, can we have a copy of 
your remarks about, the initial remarks about the flurry of 
diplomatic activity in the Middle East? 

a I said you could have that, yes. 

Q The initial remarks? 

A The initial remarks, yes. 

Q And the initial Nicaraguan comment? 
os 


You can get that, too. 


And the £1 Salvador report? (Laughter) 


> 


Yes. 


One more, briefly, you mentioned 200 Soviet 
advisers. Do you have a list of other foreign advisers besides 
the Soviets and Cubans? 


a Ihat is @ good point. there are advisers, but I 
don't -~- we could get you those figures, if you want. 

Yes, Ralph. 

Q Could I ask you a question about the report to 


Secretary Shultz and to the Hill on Embassy security abroad? 

Do you have any comment on the statement that more than half of 
the embassies abroad don't meet the new minimum security 
standards? 


a You are referring to specifically what, Ralph? 
Q The Inman report 
A The Inman report In July 1984, the Secretary of 


State established the Advisory Panel on Overseas Security to 
advise him on how to deal with current and future security 
threats to U.S. overseas operations 


The Panel was chaired by retired Admiral Bobby loman 
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On February 6, 1985, the Panel submitted a preliminary 
report to the Secretary. The final report will be submitted in 
May 1985. The preliminary report made recommendations for 
immediate improvements arising from an analysis of the recent 
suicide vehicle bombings in the Middle East that could be 
quickly accomplished. 


These included making more flexible use of the 
Department's existing resources, establishing a set of uniform 
minimum physical security standards for office buildings, 
involving the Secretary of State directly in decisions to 
reduce our presence at posts during periods of heightened 
threat, and convening a board of inquiry in the event of future 
terrorist incidents to access accountability for any security 
lapses that may have occurred. 


As the Secretary said before the House Subcommittee on 
International Operations of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
the most important preliminary finding of the Panel is that 
facilities at perhaps 139 of our 262 posts abroad do not meet 
our new minimum security standards and are in need of 
replacement or signr'ficant overhaul. 


For security reasons, the complete list of 
recommendations made in the preliminary report will not be made 
public. Many of the Panel's recommendations have already been 
carried out. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Q Obviously for security reasons you have just said 


you won't make the complete list available, but you have made 
the most important, or at least in your view the most important 
recommendation available, and we ask that some of the other 
important recommendations be made available, if not the 
complete list? 


A Well, there are certain aspects of the report, 
Ralph, that we just cannot make public. 


Q l understand. But how about the ones that don't 
meet that criterion? 


a Well, we will have to take a look at that. I 
can't go into it now. 


Q There might be some that some of us would 
consider important that the Department doesn't consider 
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important, and might be releasable. 
A Fair enough. 
. Q Thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:18 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 28, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: MEETINGS WITH FRANCIS 





Q: What was the outcome of meetings between Deputy Foreign 
Secretary Tim Francis and US Government officials? 


A: Francis’ visit to Washington reflects our effort to 
continue consultations with the Government of New Zealand. 


We continue to hope that they will review their ban on ship 


visits and resume full participation in the ANZUS alliance. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 28, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: Arms Sales 





Q: The Ambassador of New Zealand is quoted, at least in the 
wires, as having said this morning that the United States 
has assured them that we will continue arms sales to New 


zealand. What is the US position? 


A: Our foreign military sales to New Zealand continue. 
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at TAKEN QUESTION 
Question TAken at Noon Briefing of February 28,1985 


NICARAGUA: OTHER FOREIGN ADVISERS 





Q You mentioned 200 Soviet advisers. Do you have a list of 
other foreign advisers? 


A -- We estimate there are over 300 East German, 


Bulgarian, Czech, Polish, Hungarian, PLO and Libyan personnel 


in Nicaragua. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 28, 1965 





NICARAGUA: WUMBER OF CUBAN MILITARY ADVISERS 


Q Yesterday our reporter in Managua ask* at the US Embassy 
how gaany Cuban silitary advisers are corsidered in 
Nicaragua and we were told this 300--500 number. .. And 
today the White House and you are saying its 2,500 to 
3,500. Could you check on that please? 


A -- We have checked with our Embassy in Managua, and 


their figures on Cuban military advisers are those that we have 


given: 2,500 to 3,500. 








A 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of February 28, 1985 


Today's Wall Stiet Journal carries a column entitled 
caragua Policy.” ... On July 
12, 1979, the provisional revolutionary government sent a 
telex to the OAS .. . Point 5 of the plan expressed an 
intention “to call NWicaraguans to the first free elections 
that our country will have in this century.” .. . Cockburn 
says commitments to the OAS must be sade in the context of 
official meetings. Would you comment on his 
characterization of what the promise was to the OAS which 
the Administration has continued to cite, as you have here 
a minute ago? 





-- We have nothing to add to the President's 


characterization of the commitment in his address to the nation 


of May 9, 1984: “The Organization of Amesican States (OAS), on 


June 28, 1979, passed a resolution stating that the solution 


for peace in Nicaragua required that Somoza step down and that 


free elections be held as soon as possible to establish a truly 


democratic government that would guarantee peace, freedom, and 


justice. The Sandinistas then promised the OAS in writing that 


they would do these things.” 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #37 


FRIDAY, MARCH 1, 1985, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 
(J have) several announcements: 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on Monday, March 
&, :t 10 A.M. in the White House Press Briefing Room on the 
visit of Italian Prime Minister Craxi. 


On February 27, the Secretary notified Congress of the 
President's decision to allocate up to $2 million in Disaster 
Assistance funds to provide emergency food relief for the 
Afghan people. This allocation is in response to serious food 
shortages in sectors of Afghanistan seriously impacted by 
Soviet military activities. 


Q Will that go to Afghanistan or to Pakistan? 


& The text of the Secretary's letter and 
justification is a public document and available upon request. 
Bernie, and all the information is in there. 


Q Where is this food going? Which part of 
Afghanistan? 


A I refer you to -- I think if you get the 
document, all these questions will be answered. 


The Administration welcomes the visit to the United 

States of Vladimir Vasil'yevich Shcherbitskiy, a Member of the 
Politburo and First Secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of the Ukraine. As announced yesterday by 
Speaker of the House Thomas P. O'Neill, Mr. Shcherbitskiy will 
lead a Supreme Soviet Delegation on a visit to the United 
States between March 3 and March 13. The visit reciprocates a 
bipartisan Congressional delegation visit to the Soviet Union 
in 1983 led by Congressman Thomas Foley, House Majority Whip. 


Aside from Foreign Minister Gromyko, Mr. Shcherbitskiy 
is the first full member of the Soviet Politburo to visit the 








United States since General Secretary Brezhnev in 1973. The 
Administration believes that such visits between leaders of the 
United States and the Soviet Union can usefully contribute to 
building a more constructive relationship between our two 
countries. 


Mr. Shcherbitskiy will meet with President Reagan and 
Secretary Shultz following his meetings with Members of 
Congress. Further details of the visit are available in the 
House of Representatives Press Gallery. 


I have a statement now on South African arrests and 
trials. I want to point out that Secretary Shultz has asked 
that the following statement be made: 


As we have stated before, we deeply regret the arrests 
of these opposition leaders in South Africa, which appear 
inconsistent with the new emphasis on dialogue and negotiation 
which the government itself has declared. 


It is the judgment of the United States Government 
that a genuine process of reform is underway in South Africa 
and that the government there is determined to move down the 
road of constructive change away from apartheid. Important 
decisions and commitments have already been made. Notable in 
this regard are recent undertakings by the South African 
Government to halt forced removals of blacks to homelands while 
the removals policy is reviewed, the decision to talk with 
black community leaders at the Crossroads settlement outside 
Cape Town on a plan for urban renewal for that area, and the 
decision to make it easier for blacks to obtain urban residency 
rights. However, it is also clear that the atmosphere for a 
broad reform process has not yet fully developed and that a 
meaningful dialogue between all South Africans, which State 
President Botha called for in his January 25 speech, is indeed 
essential to this process. 


It is in the light of this political situation that we 
view with regret the government's decision to arrest and hold 
treason trials for a significant number of opposition leaders. 
It is not for us to take a position on the validity of the 
charges, which are now before a judiciary which has a 
reputation for fairness. However, the very decision on the 
part of the government to seek these trials detracts from the 
government's own stated commitment to seek a dialogue with 
black leaders. They do not add to the prospects of success for 
such a dialogue. 


It has long been this Administration's view that a 
dialogue among all South Africans is an essential step in a 








process that can lead to a government fully representative of 
all South Africa's peoples and based on the consent of the 
governed. Our role in this situation is to encourage the 
process, not to intervene in it. We fully recognize the 
complexity of the task ahead, as well as the importance of 
steps already taken. We also recognize that it requires more 
than one willing party if dialogue is to occur. We therefore 
urge both the South African Government, as well as those in 
opposition to it, to look beyond shortsighted actions and 
tactical postures and to take courageous steps to break the 
stalemate that has for too long impeded communication and 
negotiation in South Africa. 


Q Copy? 

A Yes, you can have a copy of that. 

Q and the Shcherbitskiy announcement also? 
A Yes. 


Q Any comment on the release of Goldberg in this 
context, the white member of the ANC? 


6 No, I have nothing for you on that. 


I'm ready for your questions. 


Q Il was going to say what are the short-sighted 
actions and tactical postures that the opposition might be 
taking? 


be That the opposition might be taking? 


Q Well, both, actually -- the government and the 
opposition. 


) I think it's basically the readiness to sit down 
and talk on both sides on the fundamental issues involved; 


also, obviously, on the other side of the equation, the arrests 
of black leaders. We understand that eight have been arrested 
recently and sixteen are to go on trial. They include members 
of the ANC, UDF, and others including the union leaders, labor 
union leaders. 


Q What was the political reason beyond making the 
statement at this time? 


i The statement stands on its own merits and I'm 
not going to be drawn into that type of speculation, Connie. 





Q A lot of people would argue with the conclusion 
that a genuine process of reform is underway in South Africa. 
What is the evidence for that? 


a Well, I think the evidence is contained, Don, in 
the statement itself; and we point out the recent undertakings 
by the South African Government to halt forced removals of 
blacks to homelands while the policy of removals is reviewed; 
the decision to talk with the black community leaders at the 
Crossroads settlement outside Cape Town on the plan for urban 
renewal; the decision to make it easier for blacks to obtain 
urban residency rights. I mean, those are all positive steps. 


Q There are things on the other side, going in the 
other direction, like this one. 


“ That's right. I think you will note in the 
statement itself that it addresses both sides of the equation. 


Q Isn't there a kind of contradiction, Ed, in 
saying, one, that there is a genuine intention for reforms, and 
at the same time your saying that we do not approve, or you are 
kind of critical, of those trials that they will be holding? 


What are you trying to say, really? 


oo Oh, I think the statement states our position 
very clearly. 1 don't see that contradiction, what you are 
asking about. 


Q Another area? Do you have any comment on the 
statement made by the PLO at its headquarters in Tunis about 
the agreement between King Hussein and Mr. Arafat? 


a There are a lot of confusing reports coming from 
various sources purporting to represent the positions of the 


parties; therefore I do not think it would be useful at this 
time for us to try to comment on each of them. 


Q Do you have any comment -- sorry. 

) I think the only thing we would underscore is our 
support for any development that might lead to direct 
negotiations between Israel and its Arab neighbors. 

Q Can you give us a copy of that? 


a Yes. 


Q ls a meeting now planned between Secretary Shultz 





and President Ortega’? 


Aa I have nothing for you at this time, Matt, on 
that. I just want to point out to you that, you know, what the 
eoreeers said yesterday: “If Mr. Ortega wants to have a 
meeting in Montevideo and we can arrange it, which we are 
perfectly willing to do, then,” the Secretary said, “I'll 
listen carefully to what he says." 

Q Has an invitation been received? 

a I have nothing further on that. 


Q The AP has a story on the wires saying they are 
meeting tomorrow, according to U.S. officials. 


a I have seen those reports, also, but 1 have 
nothing for you. 


Q So you are not confirming them? 
‘ I am not confirming that at this time. 


Q So you are also not saying that there are no 
plans for such a meeting? 


io I love your double negatives. (Laughter) 
Q Well, yesterday, you said there are no plans -- 


& I am not steering you away from the prospect of a 
meeting. 


Q Are you indicating you might have something for 
us later this afternoon, Ed? 


6 Most probably. 
Q Do you expect to be announcing a meeting? 


A I refer you to the party on that. It will 
probably come from them. 


Q What is the Department's position that -- 


Is the process likely to be the same as it is on 
other meetings of this sort, where we will only announce it 
after it occurs, or do you expect to let us know in advance 


that a meeting will take place’ 


if I have nothing for you on that. 








Q What is the State Department's position on the 
request or the invitation from Nicaragua for a Congressional 
delegation to go and look at the situation there? I think 
Congress said they were going to defer to you on that. 


A I thought I had something for you on that. You 
asked specifically about the -- could you rephrase your 
question? (Laughter) 


Q Does the United States want a Congressional 
delegation to go to Nicaragua at the invitation of the 
government there? 


se) I mean, obviously we have no objection to such a 
delegation going, but we would like to see such a visit 
unrestrained and that the Congressmen be free to see whatever 
they want in an effort for them to really be able to determine 
the real situation in that country. 


Q Another Nicaragua question. As you know, today 
is the trigger date, I guess, for the $14 million that Congress 
has appropriated but not freed up. I guess, firstly, do you 
have any information as to when the Administration wil] request 
that money? 


fi I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Okay. When the Secretary was on the Hill earlier 
this week, House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee, he was asked 
whether any funds were going to the contras through Honduras, 
for instance, or other sources. He replied that it would be 


illegal under Congress's past action -- would be illegal at 
this time for Congress -- for money to go to the contras 
through indirect -- through any sources, U.S. money to go to 


the contras. 


What I want to know is that in the State Department's 
interpretation of the various Congressional measures, does that 
prohibition still apply, or the fact that we are now past the 
March 1 trigger date for new money, does that somehow change 
that and make it now no longer illegal to funnel money through 
other channels to the contras? 


A Well, I refer you back to the Secretary's remarks 
on that. I think he made it explicitly clear that, for 
example, economic assistance to Honduras is used for that end 
alone, simply put. There is no diversion. That's it. 


Q Does the March 1 -- 











A Economic aid to Honduras is for economic aid 
purposes in Honduras. There is no equivocation on that. 


Q Does the March 1] trigger date in any way change 
the prohibition on money going to the contras, U.S. funds going 
to the contras? 


aA Not to my knowledge, no. 
Q New topic? 
No, I think we have more. 


Have you seen a copy of the Ortega proposals yet, 
and do you have a considered reaction that you didn't have 
yesterday? Do you see anything positive in it at all, or will 
you stick with the Vice President's characterizations? 


A The only thing we have received is a copy of the 
letter which the Nicaraguans sent to Speaker O'Neill, which the 
Speaker has forwarded to the Secretary of State. We are 
carefully studying that letter and will be responding to the 
Speaker as he requested. 


Q Yesterday you said that you wouldn't have further 
-—- more to say pending receipt of a formal notification of the 
so-called peace offer of the Nicaraguans. 


The Embassy said today to me that no such formal peace 
proposal will be made, that this is only a unilateral gesture, 
not addressed necessarily to the United States. 


So, in the light of this, do you have any commentary 
to make on the proposals, on the gesture? 


A No. I have no further comment to make. We have 
received a copy of, as I said, the letter which the Nicaraguans 
did send to Speaker O'Neill, and we are carefully studying that 
letter. Beyond that, I don't want to be drawn. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Ed, would you take the remarks made by Vice 
President Bush yesterday saying that Nicaragua is even worse 
than Libya -- knowing your own idea about Libya -- do you take 


this as an official characterization? Do you adopt the same 
line? 


A I'm not going to get drawn into that type of 
comparison. 


Ralph? 
Q Do you have any comment on the release of the 
Costa Rican to Panama by Nicaragua -- the one that was holding 


up the Contadora meetings? 
7 Yes, I think I do have something for you on that. 


As Secretary Shultz noted yesterday, if the 
Nicaraguans will respect normal processes in terms of the 
release of Mr. Urbina, presumably the Contadora process, which 
we strongly support, can go forward. 


Q Copy of that? 


a Yes. 
Q Another area? 
A One second. 


Q This Shcherbitskiy visit, and alca the 
correspondence with the Speaker, it strikes me this is rather, 
fairly unusual for two foreign countries to be d2aling with the 
Democratic majority in one of our Houses of Congress. Do you 
see this, either or both, in any way something of an initiative 
in foreign affairs on the Hill, not totally in tandem with you? 


A Not at all. You know, historically -- 

Q You endorse -- 

A Historically, I mean there are precedents for 
this in which there have been an exchanges of very high-level 
parliamentary delegations between the Soviet Union and the 
United States. This falls into that pattern. 


Q Could you give us those? 


A What is important -- What is important in this 
case, I think, is Mr. Shcherbitskiy's standing in the 








Politburo. As I stated he's the first full member of the 
Politburo to be visiting since '73 when Brezhnev was here. 


Q He stands a lot higher than Tom Foley. 


A Well, I wouldn't make any type of hierarchical 
comparisons between the Soviet system and our democratic 
system. 


Q Could you give me a few examples? I don't recall 
any in the last 15 years or 20 years? 


7 Oh, no. There definitely have. I don't have the 


Q With the Soviet Union? 


fs Oh, yes. Oh, yes. I could get that for you. 
l'd be pleased. 


Any on the same subject, or any other? 

Q Nicaragua. 

i Back on Nicaragua, O.K. 

Q I think you took the question yesterday as to 
whether Mr. Tinoco had been refused a meeting with the State 
Department. The Embassy says that he did ask to see Mr. 
Shlaudeman and was declined. Is that the case? 

A The Nicaraguan Embassy requested yesterday 
afternoon, February 28, a courtesy call by Vice Foreign 


Minister Tinoco on a senior official of the Department. We 
have the request under advisement. 


As to who he is going to meet, I really don't have 
that for you. 


Q Is he going to meet someone? 
A If. We have "if" indeed. 


Q Because I think he is going home today or 
tomorrow. 


fi Well, if a meeting takes place -- no, I just 
don't have the name of the person he might meet. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on that question you 
took yesterday on the Wall Street Journal column? 
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8 This was specifically -- 


Q It was specifically saying that the United State 
was not telling the truth when it says that the Sandinistas 
promised to hold elections -- promised to the OAS to hold 
elections. 


A I thought I had something on that here. Let me 
see if I do. 


TO STAFF: Do I have anything on that? 
STAFF: It will be posted. 


A O.K. I'm sorry. That's been posted. There's a 
rather quite -—- 


STAFF: It's going to be posted. 


A It's going to be posted. There's a rather 
lengthy response on that, and it will be posted and available 
in the Press uffice. 


Connie? 


Q Can you try to clarify further this situation of 
arms sales to New Zealand because the Ambassador said yesterday 
it was still a muddy area. The State Department is saying that 


A The New Zealand Ambassador here said -- 


Q Right. And you are saying Foreign Military Sales 
will continue. Will all the military sales continue, or will 
there be some reduction in the flow? 


A Aas far as I know, all FMS sales will continue to 
New Zealand. 


Q Could this be further checked, please, because 
there -- 


A I'll be glad to check it further. You're saying 
we'll -- 


Q Will there be any curtailment in the sales? And 
there is also a question of whether a 1982 memo is still in 
effect, which allows New Zealand to buy these things. 


A O.K. I can take that question. 
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Q Can I ask about another area, too? The American 
hostages who might have been killed in Zimbabwe, do you have 
anything on that -- these graves discovered? 

A This is in Harare, of course, in Zimbabwe. Our 


Embassy in Harare has confirmed that a grave site was 
discovered, and there is a possibility that it contains the 
remains of the kidnapped tourists. 


At this time, we have no confirmation that the remains 
include those of the two American citizens who were seized. 
Zimbabwean pathologists are on the scene to try and ascertain 
the identities of the victims. 


Q Does the U.S. Government know who is responsible 
for killing them? 


fi I have nothing further; I have no further 
information on that. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
a Sure. 


Q There have been some reports that U.S. officials 
may see this as perhaps having a little more credibility than 
the numerous reports about sightings of these people that there 
have been in the past and have always been proved to be false. 
Is that correct? Is there any reason to suspect that the rebel 
who gave the Zimbabwean Government this information is any more 
credible than previous reports? 


fi I have nothing on that. Sorry. 


Q Can you tell us why the United States is 
threatening to use the veto power in the United Wations 
Security Council if there is a resolution to condemn Israel's 
treatment of inhabitants of south Lebanon? 


A Well, I don't accept your characterization that 
we're threatening to -- Let me state our position as follows: 
The Council met yesterday to discuss the Lebanese complaint 
about Israeli practices in southern Lebanon. There were 
several speakers, including the United States. The Council 
will resume discussion of this issue at a later time, which has 
not yet been set. To date, no draft resolution has been tabled 
for Council consideration. 


As our Alternate Representative to the Security 
Council, Warren Clark, said in yesterday's debate, it is 
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essential that the ongoing Council debate not divert attention 
from the major issues at hand with respect to southern Lebanon 
-— that is, the withdrawal of Israeli forces in an orderly 
fashion, the achievement of a secure frontier between Lebanon 
and Israel, and the restoration of the authority of the 
Lebanese Government throughout the area. 


Q Copy of that? 


A You may, yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q So, are you denying the reports that the American 
Government will veto that? Can you deny that? It is reported 
all over the first page. 


i) I am not going to speculate on the American 
position at the United Nations Security Council -- 


Q well, what would you comment on the report? 
a -- before there is a specific resolution tabled. 


Q So, do you say, then, that these reports are kind 
of a little ahead of -- it's reported in the Times and the 


Washington Post -- 


& Il simply won't speculate on our position before a 
specific resolution is tabled. It is obviously -- 





Q In your statement just now, you said that you 
don't want to divert attention from the withdrawal of the 
Israelis, but you don't see that there is treatment of the -- 
very peculiar treatment of the inhabitants of South Lebanon. 
You don't see that? 


és Well, we have stated very recently how we, you 
know, condemn violence and the tragic consequences of violence 
in southern Lebanon. 


Q Yeah, but you haven't commented on the Israeli 
acts in South Lebanon. 

a I think our statements were rather comprehensive 
in their -- 

Q Ed, would you like to see an evenhanded, as the 


reports say, an evenhanded resolution before you will make your 
position? And what do you mean by “evenhanded,” because the 
report is saying that you are looking for a evenhanded 
resolution to condemn violence from both sides. What is the 
thrust of your position going to be? 


a I am not going to comment on speculation, you 
know, on an evenhanded resolution or a non-evenhanded 
resolution Let's see what resolution is specifically tabled, 
and the United States will formulate its position on that basis. 


Let me put it this way. If the Security Council 
resolution will not be evenhanded, and you will be vetoing this 
evenhanded, according to your requests or guidelines (sic) -- 
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A Well, let me make your life simpler on this. I 
am just not going to speculate on what the United States 
position is going to be, especially in the absence of a 
specific resolution. 


Q New topic? 


Q Can we stay with the Middle East, please? Can 
you comment on the Israeli forces barring journalists from 
entering South Lebanon? 


a I've commented on that -- 
Q Not on journalists. 


A Yes, I have; and I stated, I think ten days ago, 
that our views on freedom of the press are very well known. 
You can draw your own conclusions on that. 


Q But they imposed it the other day, Ed. 


A I mean, there were previous reports of 
journalists being restricted also, and that was our response. 


Q Can you tell us about the meeting yesterday with 
six Arab Ambassadors with Secretary Dam, where we where told in 
a press conference that they were told that the U.S. will veto 
a resolution condemning Israel. Can you confirm that? 


A I am not guing to comment on the substance of the 
Acting Secretary's meeting with the Arab Ambassadors group, no. 


Q Ed, does the Department have any comment or 
observations on the plans of a large Congressional delegation 
to attend the opening of the Geneva talks? 


ia Secretary of State Shultz welcomes the 
participation of the Senate and House Arms Control observers in 
the initiation of the Geneva talks which start on March 12. 


He intends to work closely with the observers from 
both sides. He has indicated that their involvement in the 
process will help us to develop arms control proposals that 
on bipartisan support in the Congress and with the American 
people. 


The Department will facilitate the observers ' 
activities in all respects, and our negotiating team has 
reiterated its intention to cooperate fully with the 
undertaking. 
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Q What will those activities be, Ed? 


é Well, 1 don't have specifics, but they are there 
in an observer status. 


Q For how long? 


a The length of time I don't know either. There 
are various ideas on that. 


Q Copy of that statement? 
& Yes. 


Q Has the Department reached a decision on the 
economic assistance or the emergency economic assistance that 
the United States Government is going to give Israel, because 
Herb Stein was in the Department here a couple of days ago. 
Can you tell us if -- 


‘ I have nothing on that. 
Q Can you look into that? 
‘ Well, I have nothing on that. 


Q Back to the former topic. Does the Department 
think the Congress is going too far in how many people it is 
planning to send, along with spouses, and is that something 
that the Department doesn't mind having the taxpayers pick up? 


) 1 think the Secretary's position, as I 
characterized it, is our basic feeling and approach toward the 
Congressional observers group's participation in the initiation 
of the Geneva arms talks. 


Are you denying a report that he was furious with 
this? 


& Yes, quite frankly. The Secretary was not 
furious. I think that report is totally inaccurate. 


Q Well, what was he? If not furious, then what? 
Miffed? (Laughter) 


Q Amused? 


) The Secretary welcomes the participation of the 
Senate and the House Armes Control observers, so I think if 
Secretary Shultz welcomes something, it means that he is rather 
happy about it. (Laughter) 
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Q The more, the merrier. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment on this remark attributed 
to Egyptian President Mubarak saying that U.S. leaders failed 
te understand the Egyptian proposal for direct peace talks 
between the Israelis and Jordanians and Palestinians? 


a I don't know what remark you are referring to 
that the President said. I haven't seen that. But I have no 
comment on it. 


Q It is in the FBIS of today, the 28th of February. 

ry I have no comment on that. Let me just say that 
we are in very close touch and consultations with the Egyptian 
Government. 

Q But don't you see that this is a very important - 

‘ Well, I have no comment. I haven't seen that. 


Q Just @ quick one. Do you have -- has anything 
changed about the status of Les Gelb's photograph? (Laughter) 


‘ I don't have anything for you on that, Ralph. 


Q On the same subject, is there any investigation 
or action being taken against Mr. Gelb's accomplices in the 
Department? 


‘ Any investigation” 
Q Against Mr. Gelb's accomplices in the Department? 


a Accomplices? Well, I don't want to -- the way 
you -- do you want to rephrase your question and maybe 1 can 
give you an answer, but your question assumes people are guilty 
and I don't want to -- 


Q Correct me if I am wrong. I understand that 
there was one George Shultz who actually okayed giving the 
information involved to Mr.Gelb. Is that considered proper 
conduct? 


2 Il am not going to comment on that type of -- 


Q Any investigation into Richard Burt's continuing 
association with Mr.Gelb? 
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5 I have nothing for you, no. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 1, 1985 


USSR: Visits of Parliamentary Delecations 





Q Could you give a few examples? 


A: The most recent previous Soviet parliamentzry (Supreme 
Soviet) delegation to visit the US was one headed by Boris 
Ponomarev in January 1978 who was at that time a 
Candidate-Member of the Soviet Politburo. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. What time is it, Matt? 
A Ten of one. 
MR. KALB: Ten of one. Very good. 


I have two announcements: Available in the Press 
Office is the President's Report on Continuing the Acquisition 
of the Peacekeeper (MX) Missile. Secondly, Elliott Abrams, 
Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights and Humanitarian 
Affairs, will testify tomorrow before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee on the Convention and the Prevention and 
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. The hearings will be held 
at 10:00 A.M. in Room 419, of the Senate Dirksen Building. 


That is all I have in the way of announcements. 


Q Do you have any comment on the announcement by 
Prime Minister Hawke that the ANZUS Council meeting will be 
indefinitely postponed? 


A Yes, I do. I do have something on that. 


You know that Australia was going to be the host of 
this year's ANZUS meeting, and so the announcement has been 
made that the meeting is being postponed. The U.S. and 
Australia have held discussions on this issue. Both parties 
have reaffirmed the conclusions of the 1984 ANZUS Council, that 
is, port and airfield access remain essential to the continuing 
effectiveness of the alliance. In that light, there was mutual 
agreement that unless New Zealand changed its position on port 
access, a meeting would not be productive. Recent high-level 
discussions with the Government of New Zealand indicate that it 
has not yet changed its position on port access and that it 
rejects the essentiality of access as reflected in the 1984 
ANZUS communique. Accordingly, the United States endorses 
Australia's postponement of the ANZUS Council meeting. 


Where does that leave the Secretary's trip? I 
mean, will he still go to Australia? 





a I would think that that itinerary will still work. 


Q He will still go to Australia? 
4 I would think so. 


Q Bernie, it was reported in the Australian press 
that in fact the U.S. informed the Australians that it would 
not attend the ANZUS Council meeting, thereby making a 
postponement necessary -- that it was not so much a mutual 
agreement as a U.S. decision. 


A I have nothing on that, Bern. That would get me 
involved in diplomatic exchanges, and consequently, I -- 


Q Bernie, the Australian Prime Minister has 
indicated that ANZUS is now, in fact, in Limbo. Does 
Washington have any proposals for a new bilateral defense 
agreement with Canberra? 


A Nothing for you on that. 


Q Two things: Postponed until when? And are you 
saying -— I'm sorry -- that Secretary Shultz will go to 
Australia, but (inaudible)? 


A No. I'm saying that I was asked a question about 
speculation that he would go, and I have nothing that would 
revise that. 


Q But he won't go to New Zealand, is that right? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q O.K. Do we know when it is postponed to? 

A No. I have no question of a date. 

Bernie, the New Zealand Ambassador to the United 

States says that they have proposed to increase their 
conventional activities and efforts in the Pacific -- 
conventional weapons -- as a, sort of to make up for the fact 
that they are not taking part in nuclear activities. What is 
the United States' reaction to that? 

A Well, I do have something on that, Don. 


New Zealand has an important contribution to make 
toward continued peace and stability in the Southwest Pacific 











Region. The ANZUS alliance and New Zealand's role in it have 
been instrumental to the achievement of those goals. Any 
measures to strengthen the alliance and to enhance the security 
of the region are always welcome. 


We do not believe, however, that the decision by the 
Government of New Zealand to ban U.S. naval vessels from its 
ports is consistent with strengthening ANZUS or enhancing 
regional stability. This is a maritime region. Port access is 
vital. If New Zealand wishes to make an effective contribution 
to the region, it should restore cooperation with its allies by 
removing its port ban. 


Q Bernie, are there any talks underway with New 
Zealand towards that aim or not ? 


A I have nothing on that, John. 
Can we have a copy of that answer? 


Can 1 ask you a question? 
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Just a second. 


Q Can I just follow that up, has there been -- can 
you say whether there has been any effort by the New Zealand 
Government to, in any way, signal us that they are willing to 
discuss a new arrangement under which ships could visit ports? 


A 1 have nothing on that, John. 


Q Bernie, let me ask you a question -- it may seem 
naive, but a lot of ordinary folk ask it anyway. It is that 
the Secretary this year has met with Mr. Gromyko. He met on 
Saturday with Mr. Ortega. Both of whom, of course, have views 
widely different from the United States. Here, he does not 
deign -- 


A I'm sorry, Bern. Could you start again on that? 


Q I was saying, the Secretary of State this year, 
as routine matters, has met with the Soviet Foreign Minister 
and the Nicaraguan President, both of whose governments, of 
course, have far different views than the United States. And 
here he is refusing to meet with the Prime Minister of a 
long-time ally because we have a dispute with them. 


The question is: Why would it not be better for the 
Secretary of State to sit down with Mr. Lange in a conference 
and try to discuss the differences? 


OCS. 








é I have nothing on that. 


Before when I was asked a question about a possible 
itinerary for the Secretary, I was not knocking down 
speculation about Australia being on our itinerary. But let me 
simply say to be more specific about whether there will be a 
substitute U.S.-Australian meeting, that matter is under 
consideration. And obviously, if that turns out to be a "yes," 
that speculative trip to Australia conceivably would be on. 


I just want to put that in the right focus. 


Q Bernie, let me just ask in that connection -- I'm 
not quite sure how to ask it, but the ANZUS Council -- 

A Summon up courage. 

Q -- the ANZUS Council is off, but does that 


preclude, are you precluding the possibility of a bilateral New 
Zealand-U.S. meeting? 


A No. I just told you that the matter was under 
consideration. 


Q You were talking about Australia. I thought you 
were talking about Australia. 


A And so am I, U.S.-Australia. 
Q New Zealand. 


A Oh, I'm sorry. You're talking about U.S.-New 
Zealand. 


Q In other words, is it possible that he would have 
bilaterals with Australia and bilaterals with New Zealand, but 
not in the context of the alliance, which the U.S. is -- 


A Understand you, but have nothing on it. 

Q Anything further today on the arms procurement 
situation? New Zealand has been getting some arms under 
favorable circumstances. Will that continue? 

A I have nothing on that. 


Q Now, also, the New Zealand Minister of Trade, 
Mike Moore, is coming up this week. Will he get the word then 
that the injury, the special -- 











Nothing on that? 


A Sorry. 


Q What is the status of the ANZUS Treaty at the 
moment? How does the American Government view it? 


& I've got nothing for you on any specific, 
officially-spelled out statement on that. 


Q Can we get copies of your two statements on ANZUS? 


a I will try, but I don't know to what degree I was 
reading something that was marked up. 


Q New subject? 

i] Yes. B8ill? 

Q On the Middle East, do you have anything about 
this bombing in the Mosque in the village in Southern Lebanon? 
And anything on the Israelis going into a hospital in Tyre? 

A No, I haven't anything on that. 


Q Filing break for Connie and whoever else wants 
one. 


(Filing Break.) 

is) I beg your pardon. 

Q (inaudible) get the Department to comment on this? 
6 I'll see if it is possible. Yes. 


Do you have anything on the new decision of the 
Israeli withdrawal from South Lebanon? 


A In reply to that question, we welcome the 
announcement of the second phase of the IDF withdrawal from 
Lebanon, which marks a further step in Israel's plan for a full 
withdrawal. The best hope for peace and security for the 
people of southern Lebanon will be a rapid and coordinated 
Israeli withdrawal, resulting in restoration of Lebanese 
Government sovereignty and control over the region. 


In this regard we call on all parties to exercise 
restraint and break the cycle of action and reaction which has 

















resulted in the loss of life and the destruction of property. 
We urge the parties to take advantage of the Naqura process to 
assist in arranging a coordinated withdrawal. 


~ May we have a copy? 


A You can have a copy of that. 

Q This is the second consecutive week you called on 
the parties to exercise restraint. 

A I'm sorry. I'm losing you. 

Q This is the second consecutive week you asked the 


parties to exercise restraint. Have the Israelis responded? 
A All I can do is reiterate what I have just done. 


Q Do you have any confirmation at all about what is 
going on in south Lebanon, inasmuch as there is more, as my 
colleague here was saying, there is more bombing and more 
bulldozing of houses. Any kind of confirmation at all that 


some of this action may not be totally justified, or not in 
self-defense? 


A I have nothing on it here. 


More 











Q Do you have any comment on the declaration of the 
Holy War against Israel by the Shi'ite spiritual leader in 
Lebanon this morning? 


o No, I do not. 
Ralph? 


Q Do you have anything on humanitarian aid to Chile 


A On who? 


Q Humanitarian aid to Chile +” connection with the 
earthquake? 


is On that, let me sort of git. you a little of what 
we have here. Preliminary Chilean Government reports states 
that about 100 people died in the disaster and an estimated 
1,000 were injured. Tens of thousands are said to be homeless. 


The Embassy -- the U.S. Embassy there -- has no 
reports of any American casualties. As of now -- as of this 
morning, in any case -- there has been no Chilean request for 
U.S. assistance, and the sort of assistarce that might be made 
available in response to a request would be obviously based on 
the Chilean assessment and the U.S. Embassy's recommendation. 
We would be prepared to respond in a number of areas such as 
water, shelter, and damage assessment. 


Q Bernie, on another subject? 

Q Copy? 

A No, I'm sorry about that. It's all marked up. 
Wait a minute. Chile? Barry? 


Q Mr. Genscher went to Moscow and was -- got a kind 
of rough treatment. Did he tell the United States he was 
going? Do you endorse his effort to be some sort of an 
interlocutor between East and West, or is he a free agent? 


fa Let me -- I have nothing on what you're talking 
about in the way of “rough treatment." I had not seen that 
report. 


Q Well, “rough” may be an exaggeration. Why don't 
I break it down. Did Mr. Gromyko -- did Mr. Genscher notify 
the U.S. Government he was going to make this trip to see Mr. 
Gromyko? 











ra Yes, he informed the Secretary before he left. 


Q Was the Secretary pleased as punch that he was 
going, or did he hold his fire and not comment on it? Did he 
endorse the trip and think it was a worthwhile venture? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q How does the Secretary feel now that reports have 
come in about negative -- somewhat negative reports about 
Genscher's meeting with Gromyko? 

A I have nothing on that as well. 

Anything about the Star Wars part to that -- 
Go ahead. 


You got that, Bernie? 
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Was Germany going to share in Star Wars? 


“ Let me just put in one thing here. That when Mr. 
Genscher informed the Secretary of his trip, he noted he wished 
to outline to the Soviets our common alliance positions on arms 
control issues, and that the U.S. has every confidence that he 
will, in fact, do so. 


John? 
Q I just want to say, there are some reports from 
German sources that there was more than an informed -- that 


there was consultation, fairly close consultation, over a 
period of days prior to Genscher going. Is that so, or is it 
just a question of his having let Shultz know that he was going? 


i) I have nothing on that, and that would get me 
into diplomatic consultations, so that would only reinforce 
that I have nothing on it. 


On a related subject, is the Secretary going to 
see the leader of this Russian delegation that's in town, 
Shcherbitskiy? 


) Mr. Shcherbitskiy will meet with the President 
and the Secretary on Thursday, March 7, and we'll put out the 
word as soon as we have confirmation on the times. 


Q Separate meetings or single? 











Q Or will Mr. Shultz be helping Mr. Reagan through 
the meeting? 


4 I don't have —— with what? 


Q Will he be assisting the President as he normally 
does or will he have his own meeting with Shcherbitskiy? 


A I'll check that and let you know. 
Q Please. 
A Ron? 

\ 

~ Do you have anything -- 


Q Still on the Genscher visit? Anything -- any 
comment on either the Soviet treatment of reports about the 


West German Star Wars research, participation in the research 
or anything like that? 


fe Nothing. 
Q Nothing on that. 
a Ron? 


Q Do you have anything on the relaxation of border 
controls with Mexico? 


a Yes. The threats from drug traffickers to kidnap 
or attack U.S. border inspectors appear credible. The small 
border points in question were closed because agents there are 
considered more vulnerable than at other points along the 
border. These points are remote and the staffs at nearby 
crossings have been augmented to handle the diverted traffic. 


The Embassy, the Government of Mexico and we consider 
the decision to close these nine border points a prudent 


security measure; and if you would like a list of the nine, 
we'll make those available. 


Q Can you make the statement available as well? 
fs A list available in the Press Office. 

Q Bernie, can I go back to Gromyko, briefly? 

a 


Yes. 
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Q You were asked a general question about Star 
Wars. But, specifically, do you know whether West Germany has 
expressed any interest in cooperating with the United States in 
the research program? Obviously, the United States has offered 
to include its Allies in anything that comes out of it. But do 
the Germans want to get in because, apparently, Genscher was 
warned not to? 


é I've got nothing on that for you, Barry, and I'll 
take a look to see if we can make anything available. 


Q Have you got anything on the continuing efforts 
to identify bodies found in Zimbabwe -- missing tourists, 
kidnapped tourists? 


‘ Yes, I just have something here that -- you're 
talking about the discovery of the gravesite? 


Q Right. 


i) The gist of this reply is that they have -- 
there's no new information at this particular time, and that 
any accurate identification of the remains found at the 
gravesite requires painstaking scientific investigation. The 
U.S. is awaiting the Zibabwean Government's final determination 
of the identities and official notifications. 


Q Are our officials in Harare satisfied that the 
investigation by the Zimbabwean officials is proceeding as it 
should? 


A Nothing for you beyond what I've just told you. 
Ralph? 


Q On the MX report, do you have any comment to make 
about when you expect a vote on that, or anything on that? 


i) No, I have nothing on that. 

Q Bernie, back on the Middle East for one 
question. Do you have anything on the reported closure of the 
West Bank University by the Israeli authorities? 


6 Yes, I do. As we've said before -- you're 
talking about Bir Zeit University? 


Q Right. 
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a As we've said before, we regret anything which 
could affect the educational process on the West Bank or 
interfere with the principle of academic freedom. Disruption 
of the educational process can only harm the interest of those 
who genuinely seek educational opportunities. We urge that the 
university be re-opened as rapidly as possible. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
“ Yes. 

Q Which brings to mind? 
os 


Which —-— wait a minute, Barry. 


Q On the same subject, though. 

On the same subject -- the universities? 

Q While l'm reaching back into Saturday's New York 
Times -- 

is Universities or -- 


Q No. PLO, West Bank, Israel, the Middle East. 
Mr. Arafat, in the New York Times, on Saturday seemed to be 
edging away from his agreement with Hussein, speaking of 
amendments, and he seemed to stress that unidentified State 
Department officials -- and I can verify they did indeed say 
that the Arab side was only ten percent toward the table. 





Has the United States been notified by Jordan, I 
suppose would be the notifier, of any change in the agreement? 
Have you had a new appraisal of it? Do you find any evidence 
that whatever it is they agreed to is in holding? 


os No, I have nothing on that. 

Q I wonder if you could just take that question 
that was asked earlier about the status of the ANZUS Pact? You 
have the Australian Prime Minister saying -- 

(3) Yes. 


Q -- it's all but dead, and the American position 
is -- 


a I'll take that question. 1 will 
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Q Bernie, yesterday, President Mubarak's foreign 
policy advisor, E1l-Baz, called for stepped-up American 
involvement in the peace process, more so than has been the 
case, particularly in light of the fact that there is very 
little time for maneuvering. 


Do you have any response to that? Do you think tat 
it's just in preparation for the President's visit? Is there 
anything new on the agenda in that respect? 

cy No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q Bernie, is it common practice for U.S. diplomats 
and Foreign Service Officers to get discounts on foreign cars 
(Laughter) when using their diplomatic passports? 

a Let me refer that. Because, as you know, my -- 


Q Isn't it the same as getting a gift? I mean, 
you're getting like $4,000 off? 


a Why don't you put all your -- give me a whole 
list of questions now and we'll see what can be done about that. 


My familiarity with the subject is rather limited, as 
you might imagine, so -- 


So you'll take the question and -- 


Q 

a Tick off the questions. Go ahead. One? 
Q Is it common practice, to begin with? 

a 


Two? 


Q Is it ethical? 

a Three? 

Q And isn't it the same as getting a gift? 
fe Four? 

Q That's it. 


See what we can do. 
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Q Has the Secretary reassesed his support for 
General Chain's actions regarding Mr. Gelb? 


S We may have something early this afternoon on 
that subject. Just get in touch with the Press Office. 


Q Is that the picture -- going back up. 


a Well, you know, I'll have to keep you in an acute 
state of suspense. 


Q Thank you. 
Q I think that's it. Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 














Posted: 3/5/¢5 
Question taken at the March 4, 1985 Press Briefing: 


WEST GERMANY: COOPERATION IN SDI RESEARCH? 


Q: Is West Germany interested in cooperation in SDI research? 


A: Several officials of the Federal Republic of Germany 
have indicated that West Germany is interested in this 


subject generally. 


For further information, we would direct you to the 


Embassy of the Federal Republic of Germany. 








Posted: 3/¥/FS 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 4, 1985 


a 


LEBANON: BOMBING AT MOSQUE AND RAID ON TYRE HOSPITAL 





Q: Do you have anthing about this bombing in the mosque in the 
village in Southern Lebanon? Do you have anything on the 
Israelis going into a hospital in Tyre? 


A: -- We have seen the reports. 


-- We deplore violence from any quarter and we deeply 
regret the loss of life and destruction of property which 
has resulted from the absence of an agreement on a 
coordinated withdrawal. As we have said, we urge the 


parties to take advantage of UN offers to assist in 


arranging a coordinated withdrawal. 














| POSTED: 3/5/85 
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Question taken at the March 4, 1985 Press Briefing 


SOVIET UNION: SHCHERBITSKIY APPOINTMENTS 





Q: Is Shcherbitskiy meeting with the President and the 
Secretary of State seperately or together? 


A: Mr. Shcherbitskiy will have separate meetings with the 


President and the Secretary. 











a a 
posted: 3 Y/§S 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 4, 1985 


DISCOUNTS FOR DIPLOMATIC PASSPORT HOLDERS 





Q Is it common practice for U.S. diplomats and Foreign 
Service Officers to get discounts on foreign cars when 
using their diplomatic passports? 


A We don't know. Discounts are occasionally offered in foreign 
countries by private companies. We have no compilation of 
companies offering such discounts. 


Q Is it ethical? 
A Under State Department regulations the only inhibition on our 
employees receiving financial benefits from private sources 


is that the source not be regulated by or have business with 
the State Department. 


Q Isn't that the same as a gift? 


A It seems to us that a discount is a sales promotion 
device -- not a gift. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #39 


TUESDAY, MARCH 5, 1985, 12:35 P.M. | 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have a series of press announcements so you can hold off on 
your notetaking. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
prepared statements by Department officials before Congress: 
Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs 
Elliott Abrams before the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. Topic of his testimony, “The Convention on the 
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide." 


Acting Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific 
Affairs William Brown before the Joint House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs, and 
Subcommittee on Human Rights and [International Organizations. 
Topic of his testimony, "FY-86 Aid Request for Korea." 


Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs, 
Ambassador Motley, before the House Committee on Foreign ’ 
Affairs, Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere Affairs. fTfopic of 
his testimony, “Economic and Military Aid for Latin America and 
the Caribbean. 


Director of the Office of Counter-terrorism and 
Emergency Planning, Ambassador Oakley, before the Joint House 
Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International 
Operations and Subcommittee on International Security and 
Scientific Affairs. The topic of his testimony, 
"Counterterrorism and Emergency Planning." 


Deputy Assistant Secretary for African Affairs, Frank 
Wisner, before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Africa. Topic of his testimony, “Foreign Aid 
Request for Africa." 


Q Are Motley, Oakley and Wisner out yet? 








Q No, not Motley. 
A Are they out already? 
Q Oakley is. Motley and Wisner are not. 


-) The United Nations proclaimed 1975 as 
International Women's Year and the U.N. Conference held in 
Mexico City that year adopted a resolution declaring 1976-1985 
as the U.N. Decade for Women. 


The Nairobi Conference in July of this year is the 
culminating international event of the United Nations Decade 
for Women which will build on the experience of the decade and 
adopt comprehensive and forward-looking strategies to insure 
that women in their multiple roles can assure their appropriate 
place in society on an equitable basis. 


Early appointment of the U.S. delegation insures 
maximum involvement of this broad-based group of delegates 
representing all the regions of the U.S. industry, labor, 
government, NGO's and academia in preparation for the 
conference. A delegation list will be available in the Press 
Office. 


Q You said “broad-—based?" 


a Another announcement: Delegations representing 
the governments of Japan, the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics and the United States of America met in Washington, 
D.C. from February 26 through March 3 to discuss measures to 
improve the safety of air navigation in the North Pacific 
area. We believe some progress was made and intend to continue 
our efforts to reach an agreement on this important issue 
through diplomatic channels. 


Another announcement: For your information, the 
negotiations on the U.S.-Israel Free Trade Area Agreement have 
been concluded. Congressional hearings will begin March 6 and 
probably continue throughout the month. When the review by 
appropriate Congressional committees is completed, which we 
anticipate will be early April, the FTA will be formally signed 
and submitted to Congress for approval. The agreement wil] 
only become effective after both Houses approve the agreement 
and its implementing legislation. 


The agreement will eliminate within ten years 
restrictions on substantially all commercial trade f lowing 
between the United States and Israel. The elimination of both 
tariff and non-tariff restrictions is covered. We have a fact 





sheet here which summarizes the agreement's provisions, and 
you'll be able to pick up that fact sheet, unless it has 
already been distributed, after the briefing in the Press Room. 


I think that will take care of what I have in the way 
of announcements. We can just go to questions now. 


Q Does the Administration have any interest in 
negotiating an extension of SALT II provisions in Geneva? 


a On SALT II? Let me see what I have here on that, 
please. 


If your question is whether SALT II provisions should 
be extended -- is that -- 


(7) Yes. 


Q Our policy is not to undercut existing agreements 
as long as the Soviet Union exercises equal restraint. The 
intent of this policy is to encourage restraint and to provide 
a positive atmosphere for negotiations. 


Any modifications to our current policy must take into 
account the overall strategic situation and the East-West 
relationship, including the actions of the Soviet Union with 
respect to outstanding compliance concerns. 


The President has directed that all options for our 
programs with respect to our interim restraint policy be 
preserved. We will take Soviet actions fully into account in 
reaching our own future decisions on this policy. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


i I'm afraid I can't do that because I've got it 
seriously marked up. 


Q Might it be discussed at Geneva next week -- at 
the negotiations? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Mr. Gromyko told Prime Minister Craxi in [Italy  - 


A Told Mr. who? 
Q Mr. .comyko «- 
is) Yes. 





Q -- told Prime Minister Craxi in [Italy that Italy 
should break up with the United States and also raised in 
regard to the new talks in Geneva because of “Star Wars." 
Also, again, the issue of Afghanistan, whether it will be 
discussed in Geneva or not? 


o I'm sorry, on your second question? 


Q The question of Afghanistan would be discussed in 
Geneva or not? 


“ I have nothing on either of your two questions. 


Q Yesterday, you took a question on whether ANZUS 
is still in effect. Do you have anything on that today? 


a The New Zealand decision to ban U.S. ships has 
changed the operational character of New Zealand's role in 
ANZUS. However, the U.S. regards the ANZUS Treaty itself as 
still in existence. There are no plans to terminate the treaty 


or the alliance structure. 


| We will continue working with New Zealand toward a 
removal of its port ban and resumption of its full 
participation in ANZUS. Meanwhile, we will develop further our 
cooperation with Australia under ANZUS. 


Q Will there be bilateral defense meetings with New 
Zealand? 


i) I think that to whatever degree I could, 1 went 
into that yesterday, Connie, and I have nothing beyond that 
today. 


Q One last thing. Will the State Department 
announce when the March 31 injury test runs out; will you make 
any comments on that? 


a We'll take a look at that. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Copy of that statement? 
Q Southern Lebanon? 

A No, I'm sorry about that. 
Q Nothing? 














a No, I was not talking to you. You'll notice [I 
was looking in that direction. Now I will look in this 
direction. (Laughter) But if I look in this direction, ['ll 
take your question here. (Indicating) 


Q Bernie, the Pentagon announced this morning that 
Secretary Weinberger has no lack of confidence in either the 
intelligence or the integrity of General John Chain, who was 
characterized this morning as an able officer. 


Two-part question: Does Secretary Shultz share in 
this assessment of General Chain's work in the Department of 
State or does he think that Weinberger is wrong? 


a What did Weinberger say? Could you repeat that? 


Q Well, he said that the Secretary -- the 
Spokesman, Mike Burch, and I asked him, “Does Secretary 
Weinberger have any question of General Chain's integrity or 
intelligence?" He said, “He has no question; he considers him 
an able officer." 


A I'm sure you can say that Secretary Shultz has 
the highest regard for General Chain. 


Q Great. Okay. The Washington Post reports that 
General Chain reiterated his statement about Leslie Gelb's 
reporting being harmful and damaging to this country even 
though the General took down his sign to this effect. 





My question is, considering the reports that New 
York's Mayor Ed Koch has refused to speak to The Village Voice 
since 1977 for far less cause than national security, why 
should General Chain have to take down a sign that says what he 
still believes because a Senator from Maryland, as usual, wants 
to bootlick the big media, specifically The New York Times? 








a I have nothing on the question, Les. 
Q You have nothing on the question? 

A Over here? 

Q Anything on southern Lebanon today? 
a On southern Lebanon? 


Q Or, specifically, on the charges brought by 
Lebanon charging Israel with inhuman practices against Lebanese 
civilians in the south? 








vs I don't think I have anything on that. 
Q. It makes it sound like there's nothing going on. 


o On what specific thing? I mean, I do have some 
guidances, but I'm not sure I have anything on that -- 


Q On the inhuman practices followed by Israel in 
southern Lebanon, as charged by Lebanon? 


i) In a general way, you've heard the Department say 
in the past repeatedly the deploring of violence from any 
quarter and that we deeply regret the loss of life ana 
destruction of property which has resulted from the absence of 
an agreement on a coordinated withdrawal. 


Q In other words -- 


a We urge the parties to take advantage of U.N. 
offers to assist in arranging a coordinated withdrawal. 


Q Did the United States do anything to help resume 
those talks -- Naqura talks? 


a I think that the United States had been involvcd 
before. I have nothing at this particular point, but there 
have been repeated calls by the Department for a coordinated 
withdrawal through the Naqura process. 


~- MORE -- 








Q Bernie, can I follow up on this, please? Has the 
U.S. specifically asked Israel to cease its inhuman practices 
in the south? 


o I have nothing on that. 

Q Has it urged it? 

o I have nothing on that. You may change the verb 
a variety of ways, and I won't be able to help you beyond what 
I have said a few moments ago on the deploring of violence. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Prime Minister of 
Lebanon saying that, “We reject the ridicvlous amendment which 
the United States proposed to the United Nations Security 
Council that we should denounce violence by all parties and 
veto is a symbol of injustice to our time"? 

i) No. I have nothing on that. 

Yes, Ralph. 

I'm sorry go ahead. Hold up just a minute. 

Q In talking about urging coordination for 


withdrawal in the south, have we directed any of these calls 
for coordination recently to Damascus? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 
Ralph? 
Q Bernie, the Israeli Finance Minister comes 


tomorrow to meet with the Secretary. Is the review of Israel's 
economic plan complete, and will the United States be prepared 
to detail for the Finance Minister the amount of aid the U.S. 
plans to give Israel? 


A Obviously, there have been discussions within the 
building, but beyond that, in reply to your specific question, 
I cannot help you. 


Q You can't say whether the review is complete? 


a No. 





Q Bernie, recently, there has been some criticism 
in the press of American policy toward Mozambique. Do you have 
any explanation of why the U.S. is not supporting the rebels in 
Mozambique? 


o I have a statement here on that. It's about a 
page-and-a-half. [I could give it to you later, unless you -- 


Q Could you read part of it? 


a U.S. relations with Mozambique have improved 
dramatically over the last two and a half years. The Nkomati 
Accord, a non-aggression pact signed with South Africa a year 
ago, was a dramatic break from the cycle of violent 
confrontation in the area. Since the accord, Mozambique has 
undertaken a serious opening to the West in general and the 
United States in particular. Mozambique has made it clear it 
will be non-aligned; it strongly supports peace in southern 
Africa, and its non-aggression agreement with South Africa has 
ended violence between these two states. Mozambique supports 
our diplomatic efforts in the region. In a clear departure 
from past economic commitments to the Soviet bloc and Marxist 
economic doctrine, Mozambique has joined the IMF and World 
Bank, opened its doors to Western business and moved to 
reinvigorate its domestic private sector, especially in 
agriculture. 


The Soviet Union has publicly predicted that 
Mozambique's opening to the West will fail to improve 
Mozambique's economic and security situation. Our policy is 
intended to reduce Soviet influence in Mozambique and the 
region, to encourage the Mozambicans to make the reform 
necessary to rebuild their economy, to increase cross-border 
stability in the region, to assure that peace comes to 
Mozambique itself, and to allow the U.S. to play a constructive 
role in the area. 


Now, there is additional material, and we'll make that 
available to anybody in the press office. 


Q Can I ask a question on a similar topic? UNiTA 
yesterday said that it shot down a plane. Do you have anythine 
on UNILTA's actions, especially in the past few days? 


A What I have on the plane, Connie, is that there 
have been conflicting reports of the cause and seriousness of 
the Boeing-737 crash, which occurred in the city of Lubango on 
February 27. Our understanding is that the aircraft was 
slightly damaged when it skidded off the runway after hilting a 








pool of water. 


Q Vice President Bush is in Africa, but not in 
Ethiopia. Is it a political decision? 


6 1 have nothing on the Vice President's 
itinerary. 


Q Bernie, yesterday, Bud Macfarlane spoke at the 
American Legion, and in his remarks he said that the Contras 
have the support of the majority of the Nicaraguans. Do you 
know on what basis he is making that? 


a I think you might want to take that up with Mr. 
MacFarlane. 
Q But in terms of the State Department, there isn't 


any assessment of who is supporting who in terms of percentages? 


a I don't have any assessments myself, but I think 
that since it originated with Mr. MacFarlane, you might want to 
seek to develop it there. 


Q Does the State Department have a reaction today 
on what Gromyko had to say to Genscher yesterday, specifically 
that West Germany would be an accomplice if they helped out in 
the Star Wars project? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Genscher saying that 
Germany could serve as a sort of mediator between East and West? 

“ No, nothing on that. 

Q Bernie. 

i) Excuse me. Ralph? 

Q Anything on the Hanoi delegation that just 
completed the talks in Hanoi -- any progress reported on the 
MIA question with Hanoi in these couple of days with talks? 

A No. Is that Hanoi you're asking about? 

Q Yes 

A No, 1 have nothing on that 

Q Bernie, does the State Department expect that the 


genocide treaty will be ratified and the United States will 
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join? I know that Mr. Elliott Abrams testified this morning on 
Capitol Hill about this. Do you have a timetable for 
ratification of the treaty? 


a No, I don't, but let me see whether u> can get 
anything for you at all on that timetable. 


Could I go in the back, please? 


Q Bernie, do you have any detail on possible relief 
for Chile in conjunction with the earthquake? 


a I think my latest reading on that was that there 
have been no requests up until we came here for Chile on 
emergency aid. 

(TO STAFF: Is that right) 

(STAFF: Yes.) 


MR. KALB (to Mr. Kinsolving): Just a moment -- unless 
you have to go to another briefing. 


Q No, no, no. 
(Laughter) 
4 O.K. 


Q Mr. William Brown, testifying before the Congress 
on Korea, raising the question about the post-election period 
for political progress in Korea, the Korean Government has 
briefed the foreign journalists in Seoul tha! it is lifting the 
political ban to all the remaining 15 political figures. Do 
you have any reaction on that? 


a Yes, I do. It is our understanding that the 
Korean Government plans to announce very shortly the lifting of 
the political ban on the 14 Koreans who remain affected by it, 
including former opposition party leaders, Kim Young Sam, and 
Kim Dae Jung, and former Prime Minister Kim Jong Pil. We also 
understand that Kim Dae Jung will be allowed freedom of 
movement. We had publicly expressed the hope that these 
restrictions would be lifted, so, of course, we welcome this 
step by the Korean Government 


Q Copy of that? 


a Yes, you can 


Les, now. 
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Q Representative Peter Kostmayer, of Pennsylvania, 
has charged publicly that because Secretary Shultz noted Cuba 
and Nicaragua are in the international drug traffic, Shultz is 
therefore “red-baiting" -- and that's his term. 


The Washington Times has published the question, "Why 
is it wrong to bait reds?" Do you have any answer to this 
question, Bernie, or any comment on Congressman Weiss of New 
York, in his comparison of Secretary Shultz to the late Joe 
McCarthy? 





A I think the Secretary replied to both those 
observations during the course of the testimony. 


Q I just wondered if you had some -- 
A Nothing tc add to that. 


Q I have one follow-up on that, if I can. Since 
Mr. Gelb's picture is still removed, will the Reagan 
Administration consider similar removal of the portraits of 
John Mitchell and Richard Kleindienst from the Justice 
Department wall? 


a Umimimm . 


Q I mean, you're consistent. I know this, Bernie. 
We try to speak with one voice. 


If we're going to remove Gelb, why is Mitchell there? 
I mean, we want to be fair, don't we, Bernie? 


is I think that you have General Chain saying in his 
-- in taking the action, that he was going to do that; and as 
to whether it will be put up, I don't know whether it will be 
put up. And that about exhausts me on that subject. 


Q But Mitchell is still up, isn't he? 


A But ['m talking about the area of responsibility 
for General Chain. 

(Laughter) 

Ralph. 

Q In a couple of days now - 

A Can I just -- ['d like to exhaust you 


completely. Do you have anything else? 
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(Laughter) 
Q Later. 
Q Maybe tomorrow. 


Do you have anything further to say about the 
meetings with Nicaragua, now that you've had a couple of days 
to think about what Mr. Ortega told you? 


rn I think the Secretary addressed that immediately 
on leaving the session, and he had a news conference, as you 
know, as well, in Montevideo. 


Q Bernie, on that subject, just while we're on 
Nicaragua, does the U.S. Government recognize Ortega as the 
President of Nicaragua, because I noticed you frequently, here 
at State, refer to the Government there as a “regime," and [ 
noticed -- I thought Shultz perhaps -~ referred to Ortega as 
the "Commander". 


a I have heard various references as President, as 
Commandante --— and that's about where [I'll have to leave it. 
Q What are you, trying to do a job on Nicaragua by - 


your references (Laughter) or do you simply not approve of the 
political process there? 


A Nothing more than what I've just said, Barrie. 


I do have a follow-up question. Do you refer to 
the head of the Soviet Union as the President? 


i) I don't know exactly what titles are being used. 

Q You don't know -- 

A The appropriate titles are used where they are 
used. 

Q I mean the State Department, not you. 

i) Right. I understand you very well. 

Q You speak for the State Department. I'm asking 


you, does the State Department recognize Chernenko as the 
President of the Soviet Union? 


A Any other questions? 
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Q You're not going to answer? 
os No, but you know what the answers are. 


Q Well, I don't know why you refer to Ortega as 
"Commander"? 


A Well, I told you that I've heard references as 
both, and that's about where I would leave it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Lawyers’ Committee 
for International Human Rights Report issued today on the 
Salvadoran armed forces? 

rs I have nothing on that here, Matt. 


Q Anything today on whether the Secretary will ever 
meet with Prime Minister Lange? 


2) Nothing on that, as well. 
Q Thank you. 


i) Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 5, 1985 


GENOCIDE TREATY 





Q Do you have a timetable for ratification of the treaty? 


A. At this point the Senate of the United States will exercise 
its perogative under the Constitution to give its advice and 
consent to the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment 
of the Crime of Genocide. You may, therefore, wish to ask 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee as to their 
own sense of timing for this Convention's ratification. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 5, 1985 


a) 


NEW ZEALAND: Injury Test 





Will the State Department announce when the March 31] 
injury test runs out? 


As a matter of law and practice, the USTR must make a 
determination, which is published in the Federal Register, 
concerning any change in the injury test status of 

New Zealand. We have held formal talks which fully fulfill 
the consultation requirements of the 1981 agreement to 
designate New Zealand as a country under the GATT Subsidies 


Code. 


The U.S. believes it has the right to withdraw the injury 
test as of April 1, 1985 in light of New Zealand's 
announcement that it will extend their government procrans 
in support of industrial exports beyond March 3l, 1985. As 
mentioned in eaclier press guidance, we have made the 

New Zealanders aware of our views on a number of occailo%s 
in late 1984 and eacly 1985. A formal announcement of the 
U.S. decision will be made after Ambassador Brock ciscuss2s 


this matterc with New Zealand Trade Minister Moore on 


Thucsday, March 7. 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 6, 1985, 12:47 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I'm sorry I walk so 
slowly. I've got a few announcements, please. 


We hope to have a prepared text of the address by 
Secretary Shultz this evening before the National Academy of 
Sciences/Foreign Service Institute Joint Symposium. The 
subject will deal with science and technology -- implications 
on foreign policy. 


Secondly, available in the Press Office is the 
prepared statement by Under Secretary for Economic Affairs 
Allen Wallis before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. The subject of his 
testimony, “Foreign Aid Request for Israel." 


Tomorrow, as you know, Secretary Shultz will be 
appearing before the Subcommittee on Foreign Operations of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee, 9:30 a.m., the subject, 
"Foreign Assistance Overview" -- open hearing -- and because of 
that, there will be no regular press briefing tomorrow. 


There will -- in addition to my reference before to 
Mr. Wallis -- there'll be a photo opportunity and a readout of 
Mr. Wallis's meeting with Israeli Finance Minister Modai this 


afternoon at 5:15 in the Diplomatic Entrance of the State 
Department. 


I have a statement dealing with the Vietnamese 
incursion of Thai territory: On March 5, the Vietnamese army 
launched a series of further attacks against Khmer resistance 
forces. The largest was directed against the headquarters of 
the Sihanoukist National Army at Ta Tum. Ouring the attack, a 
large number of Vietnamese troops crossed the border into Thai 
territory, where they have been engaged by the Royal Thai 
Army. The United States strongly condemns these further 
Vietnamese violations of Thai territory. 


Vietnam's offensive against the Cambodian resistance 
and the 250,000 Khmer civilians who have sought refuge along 
the Thai-Cambodian border from Hanoi's occupation of their 


| 
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country belie Hanoi's public claims that it seeks a political 
solution in Cambodia and improved relations with other 
countries, including the U.S. and its neighbors. 


In the face of the difficult challenges confronting 
Thailand, we would emphasize our firm and strong commitment to 
Thailand's security and welfare. An expedited shipment of U.S. 
military equipment and supplies is now underway and is expected 
to arrive in Thailand early in April. Included in this 
shipment are armored vehicles, artillery, and other. priority 
items needed to strengthen the Royal Thai Armed Forces. 


The U.S. Government recently held discussions with the 
Thai Government to explore ways to further strengthen the 
logistics relationship between our two countries. We will be 
moving ahead with our programs to help strengthen Thailand's 
ability to defend itself. 

We continue to take steps through our Ambassador in 
Thailand to help relieve the suffering of the innocent Khmer 
and Thai victims of these crue] Vietnamese attacks. 


And that ends what I have by way of statements and 
announcements. 


Q Copy? 
iS Copy of the statement, yes. 


Q Do you have a dollar figure for what the military 
shipments are worth? 


A No. I have no dollar figure on that. 
Q Any breakdown or -- 


a None beyond what I itemized there in the prepared 
statement. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the Globe story ~ 
about Chinese penetration of Vietnamese territory? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


Do you have anything on the bodies that have been 
found in Mexico? 


A Just a second. We'll come to that. But 1 wonder 
if I could just -- Any other questions on the same subject? 





Q Do you have any understanding that weapons to the 
Thai army may find their way to Cambodians, to Kapucheans' 
resistance against the Vietnamese? 


A Well, when the United States ships them to 
Thailand, they're meant for Thailand. 


Q You mean, it's left to the Thai Government to 
decide if she will give weapons to the -- 


A No, I think there usually are arrangements worked 
out between the United States and recipient countries to ensure 
that any sort of military materiel that go to those designated 
countries are for those countries. 


Q Bernie, a Presidential aide has traveled to Hanoi 
in search of the remains of MIA's. Any comment on what he 


found? And further, a second question, anything on prospects 
for such further trips? 


A I do have something on that. I could either give 
it to you later or give you a summarized report now, whichever 
you prefer. 


Q Now, please, if you wouldn't mind. 


A National Security Council staff member Richard 
Childress, accompanied by Mrs. Ann Mills Griffiths, Executive 
Secretary of the National League of POW/MIA Families, visited 
Hanoi March 3-5 and Vientiane March 5-6 The primary purpose of 
both visits was to discuss continuing cooperation on accounting 
for American servicemen who were lost during the war in 
Indochina. 


The U.S. and Vietnamese sides agreed on several 
specific points to further accelerate cooperation: 


-~- Meetings between technical personnel will be 
increased from four to six per year. 


-- Such technical meetings might be held’ more 


frequently than six times per year, depending on the need or 
information available. 


-- The remains mentioned during the February technical 
meeting will be repatriated sometime this month. No specific 
date yet set. 


-- There was an exchange of views on other methods to 
accelerate progress on the POW/MIA, issue to include joint 





efforts to excavate crash site locations. 


The U.S. delegation visited a 8-52 crash site on the 
outskirts of Hanoi which was recently located based on 
information provided by the U.S. Joint Casualty Resolution 
Center, but which has not yet been excavated. . 


In addition to the POW/MIA discussions, both sides 
exchanged views on the question of reeducation camp inmates. 
The U.S. side reiterated our earlier offer to resettle those 
eligible in the United States. The U.S. side also inquired 
about the status of Mr. William Mathers, the U.S. citizen who 
was detained by the Vietnamese while sailing off the coast of 
Vietnam last July. 


In Vientiane, Mr. Childress and our Charge expressed 
the appreciation of the U.S. Government for the excellent Lao 
cooperation in the joint excavation of the crash site of a U.S. 
Air Force plane near Pakse. They discussed with the Lao 
Government possible next steps in the improvement of relations 


between our countries. 
And that is about what I have on that. 
Q Copy on that? 
a Yes, you can have a copy. 


Q Bernie -- 


fa Let me go back to who had changed the subject 
before. 


Q Mexico. 


Q Bernie, if I could ask a clarifying question, 
please? In the question of shipment of military supplies to 
Thailand, has there been any change in the U.S. position 
vis-a-vis providing no lethal materiel to the Cambodian 
resistance fighters? . 


A I have nothing on that at all. 


Q Bernie, is this equipment stuff that was in the 
Pipeline that's being speeded up, or is it new? 


A No. My understanding is that this stuff has been 
in the pipeline and, essentially, has been put at the head of 
the pipeline to expedite the shipment. 


-- MORE -- 














Q Have we received assurances, though, from the 
Thai Government that none of this equipment will go to the 
Kampuchean guerrillas? 


a I'm not going to get involved in diplomatic 
discussions, but I refer you back to what I had said earlier 
about the general arrangements that are made between the United 
States and a recipient country. 


Q Bernie, can I bring up several questions that are 
hanging from Nicaragua right now? 


Does the United States -- 
a Wait a minute. She wanted Mexico. 
Q Okay, it's right next door. (Laughter) 


a That's good. 
Q You want to go ahead? 
a Two cigars. Your question is -- 


Q If you have any comment on the bodies that have 
been found in Mexico? 


6 I beg your pardon. I'm sorry, I didn't hear you. 


If you have any comment on the bodies that have 
been found in Mexico? Have you seen these bodies? 


is) What I have here -- what I have is that a 
spokesman for the Mexican Prosecutor's Office said that Mexican 
police found two bodies in the State of Michoacan a hundred 
miles east of Guadalajara. It is important to note that the 
bodies have not yet been identified, that they are being 
brought to Guadalajara for identification. 


The Department of State has been in touch with the 
Embassy on this development this morning, and we will continue 
to work closely with the Mexican authorities on this. 


That is all that I have on that. 
Q Copy? 
A Copy? Yes. 


Q Can I pick up on my contra question, which is, 
does the United States favor the idea of the establishment of a 
contra government in exile, or inside Nicaragua, in the 
mountains or wherever? Because this is an old question which 
has now resurfaced again 











a I think that that question had been addressed a 


week or so ago by the Secretary on the Hill during one of the 
open testimony hearings. 


What I have is essentially what the Secretary had 
echoed. While we have made clear our objections to the 
Sandinista regime, we continue to maintain diplomatic relations 
with Nicaragua. 


Q Okay. Pursuing that same line of questioning, 
then, is the release of this student, who had been schnapped 
from the Costa Rican Embassy, going to lead to a resumption of, 
one, the Contadora process, as far as you can see? And does 
that make any nearer a resumption of meetings between the 
United States and the Nicaraguan Government -- the Manzanillo 
talks? 


A In the case of the release of Urbina Lara -—- 
Q Urbina, yeah. 


A -— We are glad this obstacle has been removed, 
and hope the Contadora process can now move forward. We 
believe that Mr. Urbina should not have been seized, and his 
release is overdue. 


We had urged Nicaragua to demonstrate the flexibility 
necessary to resolve this dispute, that prompted the 
postponement of the last Contadora meeting. It appeared to us 
that Costa Rica went quite far to try to meet Nicaraguan 


concerns. 

Q Copy? 

A No, I'm sorry about this one. I've got it marked 
up. 

Q Basically, your answer is that you don't know 


whether that's going to make the Contadora process -- 


6 No. It is hope that the whole process can move 
forward. And I think that the Secretary, in the flight back, 
or possibly even in Montevideo when we were there just a few 
days, without fixing a timetable, expressed the hope that ‘his 
could be reasonably soon. But there was no circled date on any 
calendar, including George's. 


Q My final question on that subject: Is the United 
States asking other governments to channel aid to the contras? 


a You're referring to the story -- 

















Q The story in another well-known periodical 
today. (Laughter) 


o What city? (Laughter) 

Q I've forgotten, actually. 

“ The Secretary has stated clearly that the United 
States has not provided funds to third countries for the 
purpose of supporting covert activities in Central America. We 
keep track of our economic and military assistance programs in 
each recipient country, in order to verify that U.S. aid is 
being used for its intended purposes, and we are satisfied that 
it is not being diverted for other purposes. 


The U.S. does not control the policies of other 
sovereign countries with respect to the use of their own funds. 


Q Is that option under consideration for Asian 
countries? 


i] I have nothing for you on that at all. 

Q Copy of that, Bernie? 

‘ Copy of that? Yes, I'll try to help you on that. 
Hank, you -- 


Q That exhausted me on that subject. 


6 That exhausted you? 

Q Still on Nicaragua: When will a formal request 
for aid to the contras be made to Congress? 

A I don't have the calendar. 

Q Do you have anything to say about the arrest of -. 


the Prime Minister of the Turks and Caicos? 


a I do, and I wonder whether you might not pick it 
up later in the press office. I might be able to give you 
something on it briefly here. 


Let me start, at outset of this thing, by saying 
that in response to the of Norman Saunders -- 


Q Yes. 





a -- and the others: No comment to make on the 
anti-drug enforcement action taken by DEA and the Justice 
Department. There is some additional guidance here, and I 
could make this available to you later, though -- 





Q Please do. 
a -— on specific questions. 
Johanna, if you want to talk, can you talk louder? 


Q A high-powered Indian trade delegation is meeting 
with Administration officials this week to finalize an 
agreement on transfer of U.S. high technology to India. Have 
you got any guidance on when this agreement will be signed, and 
what are the main features of this agreement? 


a I don't have any guidance, so I can't help you on 
that. But we can take a look to see if there's anything on 
that. I don't have anything here. 





Q You think there will be something later this week? 
a I don't know, but we could take a look and see. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the escalation 
of war between Iraq and Iran, especially the shelling of the 
. City of Basra by the Iranians, and the retaliation of the 
Iraqis? ° 


a Something here that -- we have seen the reports. 
Nothing specific to add beyond that. We urge both parties to 
avoid attacking civilian targets and to continue to observe the 
U.N.-sponsored ceasefire for civilian areas. 


A breakdown of this ceasefire would escalate the 
violence and increase animosity, thus further dimming hopes for 
an end to the fighting. As we have repeatedly stated, we do _ 
not believe there is a military solution to this struggle, and 
we continue to urge the parties to seek a negotiated settlement. 


Q Copy of that? 


i) Il am sorry, I've got it marked up, so I'll pass 
on that, if I may. 


Q Any additional comment on the Korean situation, 
vis-a-vis the Kim Dae Jung and his friends? 





A We had called for and welcomed the relaxation of 
restrictions on Mr. Kim. We understand, however, that because 
of his 1980 conviction he may not vote, join a political party, 


or run for office. We hope that these restrictions will also 
be relaxed as soon as possible. 


Q Copy of that? 
A No, I‘m sorry. 
Q Middle East? 
4 Yes? 


Q A few days ago there was a question about the 
reactions of the PLO's headquarters in Tunisia, and the answer 
was that it's still ambiguous. Do you find any clearer 


situation now about their position towards the agreement made 
in Amman: 


A I have nothing additional that goes beyond the 
Guidance that was offered the other day on that issue. 


Q Bernie, sorry. To go back to Iraq-iran, your 
answer, you are urging both parties, but Iran began that attack 
on civilian targets. You are equating between two parties. 


A I am giving you what I have given you, and have 
nothing beyond that. 

Betsy? 

Q Has Chile asked for any aid in its current 


problems with the earthquake? 


A Let me take that. I don't have an immediate 
answer for you. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 6, 1985 


CHILE: Earthquake Aid 





Q Has Chile asked the U.S. for any aid in its current 
problems with the earthquake? 


A -~- Yes, we have received a request for emergency 
assistance. Our Ambassador has already committed $25,000 
in disaster relief funds available to him under existing 
authority, and we are in the process of considering what 


further Chilean needs we might address. 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 8, 1985, 12:22 P.M. 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A few announcements: 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the upcoming 
working visit of Egyptian President Mubarak Monday, March 11, 
at 10:00 a.m. in the White House Press Briefing Room. 


Yesterday afternoon we posted an announcement of a 
BACKGROUND briefing today at 2:30 in the Old Executive Office 
Building on the President's upcoming trip to Canada. I want to 
alert you that the ground rules for that briefing have been 
changed from BACKGROUND to ON THE RECORD, and the briefer will 
be Assistant Secretary of State for European and Canadian 
Affairs Richard Burt. 


NATO tabled today at the Stockholm Conference on 
Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament in 
Europe, the CDE, the full texts of its six proposed 
confidence-building measures. These measures are designed to 
reduce the risk of war in Europe by miscalculation or surprise 
attack. 


The measures call for provision of information about 
existing military units in Europe, forecasts of upcoming 
out-of-garrison activities, formal notification and observation 
of such activities, inspections and enhanced communications 
among participating states. 


This set of measures is formulated in precise language 
suitable for thorough negotiations and represents a fully 
developed position which NATO is prepared to accept in detail. 
Implementation of these measures would fulfill the mandate of 
the Stockholm Conference to enact a set of mutually 
complimentary confidence and security-building measures 
designed to reduce the risk of military confrontation in Europe. 


That's the statements. 


Q Copy of that, please? 





a You may have a copy of that, yes. Ready for your 
questions. 


Q Can you confirm the letter that's reported from 
Secretary Shultz regarding the Inter-American Development Bank 
loan to Nicaragua? 


A Confirm the letter? 


Q Will you release the letter? Will you confirm 
any letter? 


a Well, I can certainly confirm the existence of 
the letter, and I can talk to you a bit about the substance of 
the letter. 


Secretary Shultz sent such a letter on January 30. 
The letter reiterated long-standing U.S. policy to weigh 
heavily, when evaluating loans proposed by the Multilateral 
Development Banks, the macroeconomic policies pursued by the 
benefitting countries. 


We have been guided by this policy since completion of 
an interagency study on U.S. policies toward the MDB's -- 
that's the Multilateral Development Banks -- in 19861. 


For example, in 1982 alone, we opposed 14 proposed MDB 
loans to ten different countries around the world on economic 
grounds. 


Q How many -- ten? 
A That's right. 


Q Since then, this policy has been applied on a 
consistent basis and publicly explained in a number of fora. 
In our view, Nicaragua continues to be at or near the top of 
the list of MDB member countries pursuing seriously flawed and 
inappropriate economic policies. 


Such economic policies, in our opinion, call into 
question the Government of Nicaragua's future ability to 
generate adequate internal growth as well as the exports and 
foreign exchange revenue necessary to make eventual repayments 
on the proposed loan. 


With little or no evidence that the government of 
Nicaragua intends to pursue appropriate economic policies, the 
United States sees little alternative to opposing this loan 
proposal. 








Q Were economic grounds the sole reason for this? 


A Well, the letter further goes into 
considerations, very serious considerations, that we have, 
Matt. We are also concerned about the possible misuse by 
Nicaragua of the proceeds from such a loan. Money is fungible, 
and the Secretary makes this clear in his letter. Monies 
received from the Bank would relieve financial pressures on the 
Government of Nicaragua and free up other monies that could be 
used to help consolidate the Marxist regime and finance 
Nicaragua's aggression against its neighbors who are members in 
good standing of the Bank. 


Another consideration that we felt also had to be 
considered carefully is the reaction of the United States 
Congress and the American public should this proposed loan to 
Nicaragua be approved. 


Q Can we have copies of all that? 


Y) You can have copies of most of this, yes. I'll 
get something to you on that. 


Q Ed, I suppose the United States Government has a 
director in the Board of the Bank who could make these 
arguments, who could say all this on a technical level inside 
the Board. 


Why do you need the Secretary of State sending -- 
taking this extraordinary step? 


i) I'm not going to be drawn into the motivations of 
why we did it. The letter stands on its own merits. It's a 
very clear statement of the U.S. position, and I have nothing 
for you on that. 


Q Well, in the same vein, has the Secretary ever 
written such a letter before in connection with these 14 other 
proposed loans that were denied? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Can I ask you another question? I assume that 
before any international organization releases money from any 
loan, it is done according -- it's not done only one time. 


These are slowly disbursed, and they are disbursed against a 
lot of criteria that have to be fulfilled by the countries or 
institutions that are receiving the loans. Isn't it the 
procedure? 





a I have nothing for you on the procedures 
involved. Sorry. 


Q Do you think you can be forthcoming on this, 
because the United States Government is the one -- 


a I think we're very forthcoming in explaining our 
position in quite some detail. 


Q The United States Government is the one that 
helped to create the rules for the Bank. If the United States 
Government, by an action like this, gces against all the rules 
of an international organization, I think -- 


i Well, I can't accept the premise of your question. 


Q Ed, is this an isolated case or does this reflect 
some decision or some pattern of increased economic pressure on 
Managua by the Administration? 


és If you will note what I said, in 1982 alone we 
opposed 14 proposed MDB loans to ten different countries around 
the world on economic grounds. So, I mean, you have to take it 
in that full context. There are economic arguments, and there 
are obviously political arguments that are contained very 
explicitly in the Secretary's letter. 


Ralph? 


Q Would you take the question that was asked a 
moment ago about whether the Secretary of State -- this 
Secretary of State -- has ever written a letter like this, 
taken this type of an opposition to this level before in any of 
the 14 cases you cited or in any other cases during the Reagan 
Administration? 


fa I'll see if I can look into that. 

Q Can you release the letter itself? 

a No. 

Q I just wanted to go back to the NATO measures for 
aminute. These sound a lot like the ones that we proposed 


last year. Is there any difference, or are you just saying 
that there's some formality that we did now? 


a This document spells out in far more detail the 
proposals introduced in January 1984. It is formulated in 





precise language suitable for detailed discussion leading to 
actual negotiation of a politically binding concluding document 
for the Stockholm Conference. NATO welcomes constructive 
criticism and suggestions for improvements. 


Implementation and verification of these measures will 
require the level of detail provided in this document. 
Enactment of these measures would provide a framework for 
ensuring that the military activities carried out in Europe are 
routine and not threatening. Their implementation would lower 
the risk of surprise attack or war through miscalculation. In 
addition, it would raise significantly the political costs to 
any state of seeking to use the threat of force to intimidate 
another state. 


Q Copy, please? 
‘ Copy? Yes. 


Q What can you say about the security situation in 
Beirut regarding American nationals? Are we asking everybody 
to leave? 


is 1 have something for you on that, Bernie. First, 
let me make it very clear that Embassy personnel are not being 
evacuated from Lebanon. 


Obviously, we continue to be concerned about the 
security of U.S. Government personnel in Lebanon and have their 
safety and their status continually under review. We are also 
concerned about the safety of other Americans, other American 
citizens, in Lebanon, and our travel advisory for Lebanon is 
still in effect. 


Q Copy? 
Q Well, what about the U.N. employees? 
i) What about the U.N. employees? 


Q Are we urging that Americans who are working in 
Lebanon leave? 


A I think we addressed this in a -- previously, in 
a guidance that we had yesterday, Bernie. But let me say the 
following. 


Ambassador Kirkpatrick addressed herself to this 
question yesterday in her March 7 statement. I can merely 





confirm to you what Ambassador Kirkpatrick said in that 
statement of yesterday, and I'm unable to give you any further 
details. 


But concerning whether or not we had asked the U.N. to 
withdraw American personnel from Lebanon, let me say the 
following: We do indeed take the threat seriously, and we 
fully shared our concerns with U.N. headquarters in New York, 
as Ambassador Kirkpatrick said yesterday. However, the 
Americans were under U.N. command, and the decision to withdraw 
them or not was the responsibility of the United Nations. 


Q Can we get a statement? 


é Copy? Yes. 


~-MORE-- 








Q Ed, in light of that, do you have anything in 
there concerning the movement of the Eisenhower today? 


a I refer you to the Department of Defense. 


Q Do you have any comment on Senator Helms' letter 
to President Reagan concerning -- in which he urges the 
President to continue -- to support the continuation of the 
Israeli occupation for the Arab lands? 


a 1 do not have any specific comment on Senator 
Helms’ letter. Ir. general terms, let me state that we continue 
to support the positions contained in the President's 
September 1 Initiative and are convinced thrt direct 
negotiations between Israel and its Arab neighbors based on the 
territory-for-peace formula outlined in United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 242 are the only practical means of 
achieving a just and lasting peace in the Middle cast. The 
final status of the Occupied Territories would be settled in 
such negotiations. That is our position. It remains our 
position. 


Q Copy, please? 
) Yes. 


Q Ed, do you feel] that the position of Americans in 
Beirut, their safety, that the overall situation is 
deteriorating? Can you characterize the threats in any way -- 
more frequent threats? Is there any kino of -- 


6 Il have no characterization for you at this time. 


Q Following that up, if I may, apropos of the 


Eisenhower. are we positioning ourselves for an evacuation of 
Americans within the next few days from Lebanon? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Yasser Arafat's 
statement in an interview to a Paris Arabic daily magazine? He 
said -- he accused Syria of negotiating secretly with Israel 
under the supervision of the United States, with the full 
knowledge of the Soviet Union. 


It's a serious accusation. What do you comment on 
that? 


a I may not necessarily share your assessment ] 
have no comment on that. 


/ ¥ 





Q Do you have any summation of Minister Modai's 
talks with the Secretary? 


ts Bernie, I think, we, on that, basically, what 
Under Secretary Wallis stated and the Secretary's own remarks 
give you the full picture. I have nothing more to add to that. 


Q Ed, coming back for a min'te to the Beirut 
situation, first, do you have any comment on the mosque 
explosion this morning? And second, can you say whether that 
explosion, or a threat that may have led to that explosion, was 
in any - at responsible for your increased concern about the 
security of Americans in Beirut? 


a We have reiterated our concern and our 
condemnation of vioience in Lebanon, and we have reiterated 
aiso our urging of the parties to really brea« this cycle of 
violence, but I really can't go much beyond that, Ralph. 


We've seen these reports that you mentioned. You're 
referring to this -- 


Q Palestinian -- 


a ~~ rather large car bomb explosion this morning 
Q Uh-huh. 
is -- and we condemn terrorist attacks and we 


deplore the loss of life. 


Q Ed, how many Americans are there now in Beirut, 
or in Lebanon? Do you have any number to give us? 


a I may have something for you on that. (Examining 
documents) Wo. I thought I did have something on that. I 
don't. I'm sorry. 


Q Can you get any -- 
6 I can get you something. 


Q Have you got anything on Mexico today, the 
Camarena case, the visit of the Foreign Secretary here next 
week -- anything? 


a Yes, I think 1 have something on that. First, on 
one part of your question, George, there will be a meeting 
between Foreign Secretary Sepulveda and Secretary Shultz on 








Monday, March 11. They have been seeking this opportunity for 
several months, and they will be reviewing a variety of 
bilateral and other matters. 


Q where? 

‘ That will be here. 

Q Have you got a time on that? 

i I have no further information on the meeting. 

Q Do you know when he arrives? 

Q Subjects? 

os I think you can assume that the subjects that 
have been in the news will certainly be on the agenda. 

Q You're not going to let us set your agenda, are 
you? 

ig No, never. (Laughter) You're smart enough to 


know what's on it. (Laughter) 


Q Will he meet with any other Administration 
officials? 


a I have nothing for you on that. I don't know. 


Q Have you got anything on the proposed -- 


a Excuse me. On Mexico, is that -- you had another 
part of your question. It was a two-part -- 

Q Yes. 

a Let me assure you that we have every intention of 


seeing that the murderers of Agent Camarena are found and 
prosecuted. Yesterday in Senate testimony the Secretary 
reiterated his commitment to continue the battle against drug 
traffickers. He indicated concern and anger over the acts of 
the traffickers in Mexico, such as the wanton murder of DEA 
Agent Camarena. He also expressed concern over the need to 
develop a more effective response to the threat presented by 
the traffickers. The Secretary supports the need for firm 
measures against the traffickers, but he does not believe that 
retaliatory actions directed against the Mexican Government are 
effective or appropriate. 
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He said we would be working closely and cooperatively 
with the Mexican Government to secure a more effective effort 
against the traffickers. He also pointed to some successes we 
and the Mexican Government have achieved, such as several 
significant drug busts in the past several months. 


Q Is the issue of a travel advisory still under 
review? 


iy I have nothing for you on that. 


Q May we have a copy of that statement on Sepulveda 


Os Yes. 
Anything on Mexico or are we off Mexico now? 0O.K. 


Q Besides your statement Monday on the closing of 
the Bir Zeit University, there was also another university 
which was closed -- Najah -- subsequently; and the Israeli 
Government said that they have a deadline by Friday to decide 
if it's going to be closed for a long time or not. 


What is the status that you know from your 
communication with the Israeli Government? 


ia On Najah University? 


Q On Najah and Bir Zeit. Bir Zeit is closed and 
Najah has closed -- both are closed. 


a I don't think I have anything further than what 
we stated previously. No. 


Q You have nothing besides what you issued Monday? 
i Nothing more. 


Q O.K. My next question: Do you have any comment 
on a report that the coalition of American Jews are going to 
demonstrate outside the Egyptian Embassy on Tuesday protesting 
Egypt's so-called violations of the Camp David Agreement with 
Israel? 


i) Nothing for you on that, no. 
Q Have you got anything on the proposed high-tech 


agreement between India and the U.S. The delegations met last 
week through yesterday. 








ll 


On what issue? 

The high-technology transfer for U.S. -- 
No, I have nothing for you on that. 

-- U.S.-Indo -- 


> © > © ® 


No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the recent hostilities 
between China and Vietnam? . 


is 1 may have something for you on that. Was your 
question on Vietnam and Cambodia or of -—- 


Q I was going to get to that, if you had nothing on 


China. 

is} You're jumping ahead of yourself? 

Q How about Vietnamese activities in Indochina? 
(Laughter) 


i Now, I probably won't be able to find that after 
I -- I thought I had something for you on that. 


Q Backsliding! 
a O.K. I'm not backsliding, no. 


I do have something on the Cambodian border situation, 
if that is the first part of your question. And let me tell 
you now, I have nothing for you on the second part of your 
question. 


As of the last information we have from late on March 
7, the Sihanoukist National Army still holds its headquarters 
at Ta Tum despite repeated Vietnomese attacks. Vietnamese 
casualties are reported to be heavy, but we have no independent 
information on casualties. 


Thai forces in the area north of Ta Tum continue to 
engage Vietnamese forces in an effort to drive them from Thai 
territory occupied as part of the Vietnamese attack on Ta Tum. 
Although the Thai have reported recapturing several hills, 
Vietnamese forces are still holding Thai territory both around 
Ta Tum and further east near two former Khmer Rouge bases. We 
have nothing further on the fighting between the Vietnamese and 
the Khmer Rouge. 
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Now, I want to also point out that the Spokesman from 
this podium a couple of days ago stated that the United States 
strongly condemns these Vietnamese violations of Thai 
territory, and I just want to reiterate that. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Connie. 


Q You're going on Papua New Guinea, right? 
(Laughter) 


A (Laughter ) 

Q I'll take anything you have on New Zealend. 

Papua New Guinea says that the U.S. are bullies, and 
they have strongly backed New Zealand's position. Are we 
bullying New Zealand? 


A We have something I think for you in the Press 
Office on that. 


Q Aah, I want your voice. 

aA Yes. And on New Zealand? 

Q All right. 

) Do you have a question on New Zealand? 

Q Oh God. Can you give me a hint? (Laughter) 


I don't know what to ask. There's so much. What's the latest 
turn of the screw? (Laughter) 


a I have no comment on that. 
(Laughter) 
Q Connie is going to be the only one who comes out 


of here with a story. 


Q Wait a minute. Have we reverses our policy in 
any way? (Laughter) 


a Is that related to your question on the turn of 
the screw? 
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Q Come on, Ralph, help me out. Give me a break. 


a No. If you have e spec’ fic question, I'd be 
willing to, but I --. 


Q All right. 


Q Let me go back to Senator Helms' statement or 
letter to fellow colleagues. Why do you think Senator Helms is 
taking that position after the United States Senate elections 
are over? Who do you think this -- 


a I really can't speculate on the Senator's 
motivations, and I don't want to comment further on his remarks. 


Q He's a Republican, and the President is a 
Republican. Do you think that this point is obstructing some 
of the peace efforts which the United States Government is 
doing? 


be I'm sorry. I have nothing for you on that. I'm 
sorry. 


Q One more. 


Q Oh, never mind. I'll drop it. 
O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Briefina of March 8, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


NICARAGUA: Secretary's Letter to the IDB 





Q: Has the Secretary ever written such a letter before in 
connection with these 14 other loans that were proposed... 
or in any cases during the Reagan Administration? 


A: The U.S. Government uses many channels, formal and 
informal, to communicate its views on loans to 
multilateral development banks. We are not going to 


comment on specific cases. 
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MONDAY, MARCH 11, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. There will be a BACKGROUND press briefing in 
the Press Room at 3:00 P.M. today following the meeting between 
Secretary Shultz, and Mexican Foreign Minister Sepulveda. 


An announcement on Southeast Asia: The continuing 
series of brutal Vietnamese attacks against the Khmer 
resistance and the repeated armed incursions into Thai 
territory again demonstrates Vietnam's insensitivity to 
international opinicn and its disregard for international law 
and human rights, 4 it attempts to impose its will on its 
smaller neighbor. 


We again condemn those attacks. We call on Hanoi to 
give up its pursuit of a military solution that can only leave 
the Southeast Asian region subject to persistent instability 
and violence, and to begin to work with the ASEAN countries in 
the search for a negotiated political solution to the 
continuing agony of the Khmer people. ° 


Q Copy?. 
A Yes. Ready for your questions. 
Q Do you have a statement on the death of Mr. 


Chernenko and the succession of Mr. Gorbachev? 
is) Yes. 


The President is sending a message of condolence to 
the Soviet leadership on the death of General Secretary 
Konstantin Ustinovich Chernenko, and the Secretary is sending a 
similar message to foreign Minister Gromyko. 


ihe problems which engage our two countries are many 
and complex. They will not be quickly or easily resolved. But 


they must be resolved peacefully, and progress is possible in 
many areas. 





Our negotiators in Geneva are about to tackle the 
critical issues of reducing nuclear weapons and advancing 
toward the ultimate goal of eliminating them from the face of 
the earth. We want to work with the Soviet Union to avoid 
miscalculation and help reduce the threat or use of force as a 
solution to tensions in troubled areas of the world. We want 
to work with the Soviet Union to resolve problems in our 
bilateral relationship to mutual benefit, and to build greater 
trust and confidence in the way we deal with each other 


Our goal is a more stable and constructive 
relationship between our countries for the long term, and our 
policy toward the Soviet Union will be patient, consistent and 
realistic. Opportunities for genuine peace and for progress in 
the U.S. -Soviet relations exist, and we will do our part to 
bring that about. We would like to count on Soviet willingness 
to work with us to that end. 


That is the end of that statement, but let me refer 
you to the Secretary's remarks this morning just approximately 
an hour ago in which he appeared before some regional U.S 
media and press representatives and addressed this question 
with them 


Q May we have a copy of your statement? 
i) Yes, you may. 
Q Do you have any other guidance regarding what 


effect on the arms control negotiations the change in 
leadership will have, or a view toward the capabilities of Mr 
Gorbachev? 


a Well, in respect to the impact that Chernenko's 
death will have on the arms control negotiations, we do not 
anticipate that the Soviet succession will have any immediate 
impact on the Geneva arms discussions or on bilateral 
relations Ihe negotiators have announced that the talks will 
begin tomurrow as scheduled 


Now the second part of your question? 
Q Do you have a reading, a point of view as to who 


Mr Gorbachev is, what his policies are, and anything you can 
say about his potential leadership? 


a 1 have nothing specific on that other than that 
we look forward to working with the new Soviet leadership 








Q When will the Secretary leave with the delegation 


for Europe and Moscow? 


a I have nothing for you at this time on that. _! 
don't think a specific decision has yet been made on that. 


Q On the departure time, or the makeup of the 
delegation? That's been announced. 


A I have to refer you to the White House on the 
specific makeup of the delegation, the final decision on that. 
And that and the departure time, I have nothing specific at 
this point 








Q How do you see --— how do you view the situation 
in southern Lebanon now that the confrontation is between the 
Israeli army and the Lebanese army government forces? 


o In terms of the general situation in southern 
Lebanon, and the recent events, violent events in southern 
Lebanon, I have no specific decails to offer you other than to 
say that once again we deeply regret that more lives have been 
lost. And as we have said many times, we deplore the violence 
and destruction in south Lebanon. We again urge the parties to 
take advantage of United Nations offers to assist in arranging 
a coordinated withdrawal of Israeli forces in a way that would 
avoid further violence and bring about restoration of Lebanese 
government control over that region. 


Q But, you know, Israel has attacked early this 
morning a position held by the Lebanese army after the Israeli 
forces withdrew. They attacked it again today, and there are 
reports of a large number of casualties. 


a I've said basically what I can say on this. I 


mean, the statement I made -- “we deplore violence and 
destruction in south Lebanon” -- in comprehensive terms. 
Q Ed, can we have a copy of your statement? 
a Yes 
Q You mean the violence of the Lebanese army 


against the Israeli army? You are talking about the violence? 


a l'm not going to specify which violence we 
condemn We have always condemned the cycle of violence in 
southern Lebanon and the tragic deaths it has caused 


Q You have to be specific on that, because -- 
a I will not be more specific than L've been 
Q Have we been in contact with the Israelis 


regarding what they may do next in terms of intensifying the 
“iron-fisted” policies that's been called in southern l|tebanon? 


i) I have nothing on that; no 

Q td, do you have any indication that since you are 
calling on cooperation of all parties with the United Nations 
to guarantee a safe withdrawal .- whatever it is do you have 


an indication that the Israeli Government would like very much 
to cooperate with the United Nations on having a scheduled 








withdrawal with a timetable, a fixed timetable? This is what 
the Lebanese Government has been asking all along before even 
the first stage of withdrawal and Israel never presented them 
in the Naqura talks and others with a fixed schedule, you know, 
a timetable for withdrawal? 


Do you have an indication that they want to cooperate 
with the United Nations at this time, to help? 


oe All I can say, in response to your question, is 
that we have supported the Naqura process and coordination 
amongst the parties as the best approach. 


Q Well, my understanding is that the Lebanese 
Government wanted to help -- a fixed schedule timetable for 
withdrawing forces. 


icy I'm not going to be drawn any further into that -- 


Q Ed, do you have anything on the political events 
in Athens over the weekend? 


A Yes, I think I do. Concerning these political 
events in Athens, the events surrounding President Karamanlis' 
resignation are obviously an internal Greek matter. But let me 
say the following: We can only express our admiration for the 
former President as an individual and statesman who has made 
important contributions to the restoration and consolidation of 
democracy in his country, to U.S. Greek relations and to the 
cause of the West. 


Q Copy, please? 


a Yes. 

Q lo follow up on that question? 

A Yes 

Q What is the concern of the United States on the 


developments, the sudden developments in Athens? 


You told us about Karamanlis What is the U.S 
concern regarding these situations, given that Greece is a 
member of NATO, EEC; we have bilateral agreements, and how wil! 
it affect the relationships in Greece and the United States? 


i) I have nothing for you on that 


Q I beg your pardon? 





a Robin? 


Q Can you give us a status on U.S. -Mexican 
relations and whether or not we feel the Mexicans are now 
cooperating with us fully on the investigation of the Camarena 


incident? 


‘ l'll refer you to the backgrounder this 
afternoon, which I mentioned. 


Q You can'* -- 
o I have nothing for you beyond that. 


Q You didn't answer my question. Will Ambassador 
Stearns be returning soon to Greece? 


a l believe that -- I don't know the Ambassador's 
schedule, but I have no reason to believe that he won't be 
returning soon to his post 


Q° td, again on Lebanon? Can you give us an update 
on the progress made by Israel on the second phased withdrawal 
-— on the second phase? We haven't heard much - 


a I have nothing for you on that On @ Specific 
progress report, I have nothing for you on that 


Q Is the statement you read at the outset, 
concerning U.S -Soviet relations, is that being released as 
well at the White House? 

a No, I think we'll have that here for you 


Q Just here? [| mean, you're not repeating it at 
the White House?’ 


a I don't think so No, 1 think we'll have that 
here for you 


Q Do you have the specific list of the US tuneral 
delegation to the Soviet Union? 


is) Not yet 


Q is the Secretary going to go and sian the book al 
the Russian Embassy? 


a 1 have nothing specific on that It's usually @ 
protocol matter, but I have nothing specific on that 





‘ 
7 

Q Any decision yet on whether or not they will 
recess Wednesday in Geneva’? 

a No, we have nothing on that; no 

Q Do you have any update or the closing of the 
universities in the West Bank -- Najah University and Bir Zeit 
University? 

a No, nothing than what we said last week 

Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, MARCH 12, 19865, 12:19 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
announcements. Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific 
affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. His 
testimony was on the FY 866 Foreign Aid Request for the 
Philippines. 


Also available in the Press Office at 2:30 P.™. will 
be the prepared statement by 4Sssistant Secretary for 
International Organization &*fairs Gregory Newell before the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on International 
Operations The subject of his testimony will be the National 
Endowment for Democracy Authorization 


I have an announcement on the death of Prime Minister - 
Tom Adams of Barbados. We were shocked and saddened by the 
untimely death of Prime Minister Tom Adams of Barbados 
yesterday afternoon. Tom Adams was a popular and respected 
statesman not only among his fellow Barbadians, but with people 
throughout the Caribbean. Devoted to political and economic 
progress in the entire Caribbean, he was a staunch defender of 
democratic principles whenever they were threatened. His loss 
will be keenly felt by Americans and Barbadians alike 


President Reagan and Secretary Shultz have sent 
messages of condolence to Barbadian Governor General Cato The 
texts of those letters are available in the Press Office. 


That's all I have . I'm ready for your questions 
Q Will George Bush go to the funeral? 
6 I have nothing yet on the funeral arrangements 


(Laughter) 





Q Ed, I raise a housekeeping matter. Yesterday, 
you referred us to the Secretary's remarks in the old EOB 
regarding what he said on the MX and change in the Kremlin. 


Are you aware of the difficulty it is in getting a 
transcript out of the White House Media Relations Office on his 
remarks yesterday? 


4 I'm aware of that, yes, and I have asked that we 
look into that -- we can get the remarks for you. 


Q Well, the remarks today -- eventually, as you 
know, the tape was made available here. 


o Yes. 


Q But could you look into that as to why the 
Secretary of State makes something -- a public official makes a 
public statement, and then it's not very difficult for this 
Department even to get a copy of it? 


a Well, we'll certainly look into that and we have 
been looking into it. But, basically, my understanding is 
initially that since this was an interview function by 
invitation to certain regional press and media, that it was, if 
you will, a selective audience for that purpose. But I will 
certainly look into it and make the information available. 


Q It's still a public figure and the Secretary of 
State of the United States, and we shouldn't have to play these 


games, particularly on a day when you have a transition in the 
Kremlin, which we did. 


a We'll look into it. 


Q Do you have any update on closing of Bir Zeit 
University after it was announced that it is closed for two 
months and it was declared a military zone by the Israeli 
authorities? 


a Yes, I do. We understand that the occupation 
authorities have announced that the new campus of Bir Zeit 
University will be closed for two months, but that the old 
campus will remain open. We have not heard anything to the 
effect that An-Najah University has been closed 


We strongly support the principle of academic freedom 
and believe that opportunity for higher education for the 
people of the West Bank and Gaza is an essential ingredient in 











the effort to improve the development of these areas. We 
regret anything which woulc affect the educational process in 
the West Bank and in Gaza or interfere with academic freedom 

A closure of two months will have a particularly adverse impact 
upon the majority of students at the Bir Zeit campus who are 
trying to complete the academic year. 


We urge that the university campus be reopened as 
rapidly as possible 


Q May we have copies, please? 
i) Yes. 


Q May I ask -- the old campus of the university is 
mot enough to get all of the students to -- it is far from the 
new campus, my information, and it is not built that it could 
satisfy all of the student body And there is great concern 
among Arab-Americans and educators and people in the West Bank 
that this is intended to sabotage the possibility of creating 
more graduates of the university What are your thoughts on 
that? 


cy I think my statement covers our concern and our 
strong support for the principle of academic freedom, our 
concern about the educational process on the West Bank and Gaza 
to the inhabitants of that area, and that we urge very clearly 
that the university campus be reopened as quickly as possible. 


Robin. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Marcos' statements 
that he intends to run again, or any reaction to the interview 
that he granted? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that 

Q Do you have anything on the Philippines .- On the 
Philippines? 

A Excuse me. Could you repeat your question, 
please? 

Q Are there any comments on the escalation of the 


[Iran-Iraq war? 


is) On Iran-Iraq. All I can say on Iran-Iraq is that 
we strongly support the U.N.-sponsored ceasefire for civilian 
areas and urge both parties to cease attacks on civilian 
targets. We deplore the loss of innocent life and 
destruction. Such actions escalate the violence and increase 
animosity, thus further dimming hopes for an end to the 
fighting 








As we have repeatedly stated, we do not believe there 
is a military solution to this struggle and we continue to urge . 
the parties to seek a negotiated settlement. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Ed, now that the death toll has gone in that 
Israeli raid in southern Lebanon, do you have anything cpecial 
to say about that one? 


A The United States is deeply concerned by the 
recent escalation of violence in south Lebanon and we urge that 
all parties exercise restraint and end the cycle of attack and 
counter-attack. 


We urge both Israel and Lebanon to take note of the 
recommendations of the Secretary General of the United Nations 
and to take steps to achieve security arrangements to ensure a 
speedy Israeli withdrawal to the international border. 


We believe that all parties should work to restore 
Lebanon's sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity and 
unity under its duly constituted government. 


Q Copy? 

is) Yes. 

Q And the one before, on Iraq, too? Can we get 
that? 

a Yes. 


Q Ed, with the possibility of a vote at the U.N. 
today, on the situation in Lebanon, is*there increasing concern 
about security for Americans there? ' 


A Well, as I stated the other day, the safety and 
the status of our personnel in Lebanon is a matter which is 
continually under review and consideration. 


Q No change in their status? 


A And all I can tell you today is what [I told you 
before, that Embassy personnel are not being evacuated from 


Lebanon. 


Q But the vote at the U.N. Security Council, the 
reports today say that the United States is going to veto. Are 
you taking this into consideration to my colleague's question 
and the question about the risk for diplomats or other people 
as a retribution or reaction to taking a veto at the Security 
Council? 


A I think Ambassador Kirkpatrick addressed herself 
to that question rather fully, in terms of threats to American 








personnel; how it impacts on the United Nations Security 
Council, the U.N. system itself, and I refer you to her remarks. 


Q What is the U.S. position on this resolution? 
Can you tell us? 


4 The Council is resuming debate on southern 
Lebanon this morning. I think the debate resumed at 10:30 a.m. 
this morning, and there are still many representatives on the 
speakers list, and I expect there will be a vote later on in 
the day. 


Consultations among the members are continuing. I 
really can't comment on the possible outcome of these 
discussions, or our role in them. Now, some members of the 
Council have indicated that they will support the Lebanese 
resolution despite reservations about the text. But we 
continue to believe that any unbalanced, contentious resolution 
is not a constructive approach and will not contribute to 
lessening the level of conflict in southern Lebanon. 

Now let me also point out that we have been in close 
consultations with our friends and allies on this issue and 
have been working hard to obtain a balanced solution to this 
issue. 


Q Can you more -- elaborate, Ed, on what is the 
balanced resolution that you would like to see, that you will 
be not vetoing, because you aré giving these instructions, or 
hinting that you are vetoing this if it stands as is. 


What is a balanced resolution that could get your vote 
to support it and bring it about? 


A We've made our views known, our position well 
known at the U.N. and Security Council, and I don't want to get 
into that from here. 


Q Ed, have you been approached by friendly Arab 
governments regarding this expected veto by the U.S. in Lhe 
Security Council debate? 


A I have no comment for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything about the Geneva arms talks 
beginning today? 


A Nothing more than what came out of our delegation 
in Geneva. I really have nothing more than that the first 





session was held at the Soviet Mission at 11:00 a.m. today 
Geneva time. We expect that plenary sessions will be on the 
order of twice a week. 


The U.S. is planning for a second session on Thursday 
morning, March 14, probably taking place at the ACDA offices in 
Geneva; and basically nothing more than what's been coming out 
of Geneva for you on that. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment, please, on this 
story in the Post regarding a document on U.S. policy toward 
the Philippines and the transition of the Marcos government 
regarding economic or political measures the United States may 
take to ensure democratic principles? 


a As a matter of policy, we don't comment on 
alleged leaked government documents. And quite frankly, for a 
statement of U.S. policy toward the Philippines, I refer you to 
Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz's speech in Honolulu, February 
22, and his statement before the House Foreign Affairs, Asian 
and Pacific Subcommittee, on March 12. These are available in 
the Press Office, and they very comprehensively outline our 
policy toward the Philippines? 


Q Do you have any comment on the thrust of this 
article, this report? 


fs) No, I'm not going to comment on it. 
Ralph? 
Q Can 1 come back for just a second to the U.N. 


vote’ You mentioned in your comments that you expect a vote to 
take place later today. It was yesterday or Friday, at least 
-- I guess [I didn't check them carefully yesterday on it -- on 
Friday there was a fair amount of feeling that the thing might 
never come to a vote. Do you view the fact that it will come 
to a vote as an indication that the proponents of the current 
resolution believe they may have enough to win? 


A Ralph, you draw your conclusions on that. I'm 
not going to speculate on the voting pattern at this time. 








Q Do you have anything on the Eisenhower and the 
Mississippi, what their purpose is? 


a No, not other than what we've mentioned before, 
last week. 


Q Do you have any other comment, in addition to 
what you said yesterday, on the change in the Greek 


Government? The news reports today that this removal will act 


to the interest of the United States, quoting unnamed sources 
in Athens. 


a No, I think I made our position clear on it 
yesterday and elsewhere in the government. 


Q Thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:32 p.m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 13, 1985, 12:40 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Short announcement : 
Available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. will be copies of 
the prepared statement by Under Secretary for Science and J 
Technology William Schneider before the Senate Appropriations é 
Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. We will testify 
on the “FY 66 International Security Assistance Request." 


Ready for your questions. 


Q How about a prepared speech? 
a Do we have any of the wires? 

Q Are you going to have a copy of the Secretary's 
speech tonight at the Chamber of Commerce dinner for Mubarak? 
a The Secretary? The Secretary's not -- 

Q According to -- they've announced it. 


He's in Moscow for the -- 
Q Oh. That's right. Never mind. 


6 He's in Moscow for the funeral. Do you want to 
start again? 


Q No, no. Just forget the question. (Laughter) 
Forget the question. 


i) Okay. 


Q Is there any more fallout from the U.S. veto of 
the resolution condemning Israel at the United Nations? 


i] No. I have -- 


Q Anything further on that? 








a No, I have nothing further for you on that 
specific question. 


Q What's the situation with U.S. personnel in 
Beirut? 


a For obvious security reasons, I am unable to 
comment on questions regarding numbers, location, movements or 
security arrangements we have made for our personnel in Lebanon. 


Let me say at this point that -- again reiterate what 
I've been saying for the lest several days: Embassy personnel 
are not being evacuated from Lebanon at the present time. 


Ambassador Bartholomew is in Lebanon and our Embassy 
in Lebanon is functioning, although, as you know, with a 
limited staff. We continue to be concerned about the security 
of our personnel, and we have their safety constantly under 
review. 


Given the security situation in Lebanon at the present 
time, we are reviewing the status of our people there on a 
day-to-day basis. We are also concerned about the safety of 
other American citizens in Lebanon, and our travel advisory for 
Lebanon is still in effect. 


Q Copy of that? 


6 Yes. 


Q Ed, have there been new threats, in the wake of 
the vote at the U.N. yesterday, against the American personnel 
in Beirut? 


i) I have nothing for you on that. 


Do you have anything on an attempted coup in 
Lebanon? 


A We have reports about internal conflict within 
the Christian community in Lebanon. We consider this a 
negative development. Our policy is clear. We support the 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Lebanon, and we 
support the efforts of the central government under President 
Gemayel to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese territory. We 
hope the situation is resolved as quickly as possible. 








Q What will be American policy if the Lebanese 
don't want a central government? (Laughter) 


Q May I have a copy of that? 


Q I've asked that for three years. (Laughter) 

a I'm not going to respond to that quest‘=n. 

Q I'm dead serious about it. 

Q May I have a copy of that statement? 

A Yes, you may. 

Q Do I understand that you're condemning the Geagea 
movement? 


é I think the statement is very, very clear. Our 
policy is clear. Our policy consistently has been our support 
for the territorial integrity and the political unity of 
Lebanon and our support for the central government of Lebanon. 
That has not changed. You can interpret that response in any 
way you want. 


Q Are you still supporting the Lebanese army? 


& Our support is for the central government of 
Lebanon and everything that means. 


Q What about the Lebanese army, which had the 
clashes with Israel recently? 


A Our support is for the central government of 
Lebanon and all the organs of that government. The military 
falls under that. 


Q Okay, let me put it another way -- 
Q Do you have any comment on -- 


Q Can I have a follow-up? The American --— the 
United States supported the Lebanese army, and yesterday the -- 
an official, an American official, said he doesn't know that if 
you are still supporting the Lebanese army with arms or not. 
Can you clarify that? 


a I'm not going to get drawn into that type of 
question. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
United States has already resumed sending personnel carriers to 
the Lebanese army? 








a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q I have two questions about Poland. First of all 
-~ first, do you have any comment -- 


G Can we stay with the Middle East, please? 


A Yes. Stay with the Middle East if -- unless -- 
Are there other questions on the Middle East? 


Q Yes. There has always been a sort of 
coordination with some factions in West Beirut during the last 
events during the last years. Would you be specific on whose 
factions are now cooperating with the United States regarding 
the security of the Embassy and the Americans residing in 
Beirut? 


o No, 1 have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, has the Lebanese Government lodged any 
protests against the U.S. veto in New York? 


a I am not aware of any such action. 


Q What kind of proof can you offer us that a 
central Lebanese government exists? 


i President Gemayel is the President of Lebanon. 
Q Ten square blocks. 


a A central government does exist in Lebanon, but 
I'm not going to be drawn into a political/academic analysis of 


Q It's not academic any more. It hasn't been for 
years. 

Q Do you have -- on Iraq, do you have any comment 
on the new Iranian attack? 

be No, I have nothing on the Iran-Iraq war. 

Q Okay. Do you have any comment on the mechanism 


which the Iraqis propose for releasing the prisoners of war? 


i) Specifically on that, no. 


Q No? 





o Another area? 

Q Change subjects? 

a Change subject. 

9 Any comment on increase in Soviet SS-20 missiles 
& Indeed, we do have something for you. It's 
available in the Press Office. Specifically, the number 414 
S$S-20s -- 

Q What was the number? 

i 4146 that have been deployed. 

Q Anything further on it? 

6 We do. We have quite a bit, but it's available 
in the Press Office. It's been there for a couple of days 
I'm glad someone asked the question. (Laughter) 

Q I wish we knew that. (Laughter) 

Q You could announce it and advertise it. 

Q May I now ask about Poland? 

6 One second. The lady, and then I will -- 

There are reports that the U.S. may abstain in a 
vote on loans to Chile that will be put before a vote before 
the World Bank this week or next week, and I was wondering if 
you had any comment on that? 


i I may have something for you on that. 


As a matter of policy, we do not discuss our votes 
before the vote is taken. (Laughter) 


Q Got it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the recent harassment 
of Mr. Walesa and recent arrest of some opposition leaders in 
Poland? And the second question: Is there any new development 
in the Polish-American relations since the expulsion of the two 
military attaches? 





ca I am not aware of any new development in terms of 
the second part of your question, and I -- 

Q But I -- 

“ -- have no specific comment on Mr. Walesa's 


status. I believe we addressed this earlier, and I think we do 
have something for you. 


Q Pardon? 


a There is some guidance on this that wes posted 
earlier. I address you to our Press Office. 


Q Ed -- 
“ Bernie? 


Q There was an editorial in The Washington Post 
last weekend, urging the Secretary of State to say something 
about allegations made against my colleague, Mr. Gelb. I've 
neglected to ask, but do you have any comment on this? Has the 
Secretary anything to say other than supporting Genera) Chain? 


‘ Yes, I have something for you on that. The 
Secretary received a letter from Chairman Fascell and three of 
his colleagues on the House Foreign Affairs Committee, which 
asked for the Secretary's position on this matter. 


As you well know, the Secretary is with Vice President 
Bush in Moscow to attend the Chernenko funeral. after his 
return, he will be addressing the questions posed in the letter. 


In the meantime, let me reiterate the point that 
General Chain has the Secretary's full and complete confidence, 
and add that the Secretary believes that Les Gelb is an able 
journalist and a patriotic person. 


~~ MORE -- 











Q I haven't asked about New Zealand for a few 
days. A couple of days ago Prime Minister Lange implied there 
were some leaks from his office which might have sabotaged 
compromise on this ship issue. There was some implication that 
the Americans might have done the leaking. Do we have any 
comments on that? 


A No, I have no specific comments on the leaking 
aspects. 


Q Okay. Now that the injury test will be 
withdrawn, does “he State Department have any comments to make 
about the implications of that, or reasons? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


Okay. Is there anything you'd like to say about 
the ANZUS situation? 


A Basically, 1 could just repeat, as the President 
said last month, that it's our deepest hope that New Zealand 
will restore the traditional] cooperation that has existed 
between our two ccuntries, and the United States would welcome 
working with the Government of New Zealand toward a removal of 
the ban on ship visits and full resumption of New Zealand's 
participation in ANZUS. 


There has been no official indication yet, however, 
that the New Zealand Government is prepared to discuss lifting 
the port ban. 


Q The meetings in Australia, which the Secretary 
will attend, is there a date for them yet, and what will those 
meetings be called? 


iy Secretary Shultz plans to attend the Annual ASEAN 
Post-Ministerial Consultations in Kuala Lumpur in mid-July and 
will also travel to Canberra for bilateral talks in Australia. 


On specifics of a meeting with Prime Minister Lange, I 
have nothing on that. 


Q Ed, there was a -~- I guess, your -- Mr. Burch at 
the Pentagon talked yesterday about a possible sale of F-l6s to 
Thailand. The last time we got into it here, there had been no 
formal request from the Thai Government for those planes, and I 
just wonder, had -- I haven't seen the full briefing Mr. Burch 
gave, but have the Thais now formally asked for the F-16s? 











A We've iotified the Congress ot our intent to sell 
F-16s to Thailand, and I believe that the reque-t is certainly 
there. 


Q When was that done -- yesterday? 


a I don't have the timing, no, in terms of a 
request. 


Q What does that include in terms of transitional 
training for the Thai pilots, Ed? Is that part of the package, 
and what does it entail? 


i) I don't have those types cf specifics, but the 
Thai Government began to modernize its armed forces following 
the Vietnamese invasion ot Cambodia in late 1978. And its 
decision -- I stress, its decision -- to buy F-16s is a part of 
this modernization program. 


Q Does that imply they already have trained -- 
F-16-trained pilots? 


A I wouldn't draw that conclusion. 

Q Are we to expect a final communique or joint 
communique to come out of the talks of President Mubarak and 
the United States? 

A There probably will be a statement, but I don't 
know if it's a joint communique or not. But there probably 
will be a stetement. 

Q Where? 

A I don't have the specifics of that. 


Q Would you characterize the talks held by Mr. 
Mubarak in Washington as a success? 


A I refer you to the comments which were made at 
the White House yesterday. 


Q They didn't say anything about that. (Laughter) 

A That is your characterization. The discussions 
we had with President Mubarak were extremely valuable and 
should be viewed in the context of our close relationship. 


We are pleased with how the visit is going, and our 
dialogue on these important issues will, of course, continue. 














And I think that -- I don't agree with your 
characterization that nothing was said at the White House 
yesterday, because I think there was a substantive presentation 
made. 


Q Is he going to get more aid? 

a That's all been gone through in the briefing you 
received yesterday at the White House. I have nothing to add 
to that. 


Q Ed, there's a story in yesterday's Times about a 
William Mathers -- 





i] Let me say to that, that nothing has been 
foreclosed. 


Q Ed, to follow up just with that same question, 
you said that you're happy with the talks with Mr. Mubarak. Do 
you think the Egyptians were similarly happy? 


a On that, you would have to address yourself to 
the Egyptian Government. 


Q About the main question, that the Americans 
refused to accept the proposals, or rejected the proposals, 
which President Mubarak put to them. Do you have any answer to 
that, by yes or no? 


& I think we made clear that both Egypt and the 
United States share a common objective of direct negotiations 
between Israel and Jordan, with Palestinian representation; and 
it's also our common view that such negotiations are the only 
path likely to lead to a just and durable peace. 


We have had very serious and thoughtful discussions 
with President Mubarak about his ideas for moving the peace 
process forward. 

Q What about his proposal? Do you accept it or not? 

a I refer you to the briefing you got yesterday. 


Can we have copies of these two statements you 
read? 


(2) No. 


Q Can you confirm an upcoming agreement between the 
Soviet Union and INTELSAT? 
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a Your specific question to me is whether there is 
such an agreement? 


Q Yes; uh-huh. 


A We have no knowledge of any agreement. What is 
characterized as an agreement in The Washington Post article, 
which I assume you're referring to, may be preliminary 
discussions between the Director General and the Soviet Union 
which would lead to full membership at a later time. There 
will be a meeting of the INTELSAT Board of Governors beginning 


March 21, and we expect a full report from the Director General 
on his discussions. 


Q Copies? 
a Yes. 


Q Do you have a date on the visit of the Foreign 
Minister of Jordan, and whom will he be seeing? 


6 Foreign Minister of -- ? 


Q Of Jordan, and whom will he be seeing in 
Washington? 


A I may have something for you on that. Foreign 
Minister Masri is coming to Washington next week at the 
invitation of Secretary Shultz. 


As you well know, Jordan and King Hussein are a good 
friend to the U.S., and King Hussein is actively engaged in 
efforts toward peace. We consult closely on a range of matters 
all the time, but obviously the timing is such for this visit 
that sharing views about potential further progress towards 
peace is more than appropriate. 


The schedule for the Foreign Minister is not yet firm, 
but I'm sure he will be meeting members of the press as well as 
Administration officials. 

Q Will he be seeing the President? 


A I have nothing further on his schedule. 


Q Can you now tell me about -- do you have anything 
at all on William Mathers, apparently a yachtsman who was 


picked up by the Vietnamese? It's a story in the Times 














11 


yesterday saying that Congressman Torricelli of New Jersey 
discussed the situation with the U.N. representative from 
Vietnam. And are you aware of the story, and do we have 
anything on it? 


A I'm fully aware of the story. We have some 
rather detailed guidance for you in the Press Office. I wish 
you had come here a couple days ago. I have all the answers 
for you. (Laughter) 

Q Thank you. 


A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, MARCH 14, 1985, 12:20 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements. First, Secretary Shultz will hold a press 
conference in the Loy Henderson Room at 2:30 tomorrow 
afternoon, March 15. Because of the Secretary's press 


conference -- and I know this will be a cause of great despair 
for most of you -—- we will not have a regular press briefing 
tomorrow. 


A few announcements. Available in the Press Office 
today at 2:00 p.m. are the following prepared statements by 
Department officials before Congress: Assistant Secretary for 
International Narcotics Matters, Jon Thomas, before the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. The topic of his testimony is the "FY-86 
International Narcotics Control Assistance Request." Director 
of the Bureau of Refugee Programs, James Purcell, before the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Foreign 
Operations. The topic of his testimony is the "“FY-86 Refugee 
Assistance Request." Acting Director of the Office of 
Counter-Terrorism and Emergency Planning, Ambassador Parker 
Borg, before the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The topic of his testimony 
is the “FY-86 Anti-Terrorism Assistance Request." 


Ambassador Paul Nitze is here, and I would like to 
introduce the Ambassador at this time. He will be making a 
short statement and will be available to respond to questions 
you may have based on the issue he raises. 


Ambassador Nitze? 
AMBASSADOR NITZE: The article in today's P , 


particularly the headline, took my comments before the House 
Defense Policy Panel out of context and misrepresented my views. 


In my testimony yesterday, I stressed that the MX is 
an essential element of the U.S. strategic modernization 

















program, and that Congressional support for the MX program 
would send the Soviets a strong signal of national resolve and 
greatly strengthen our hand in the Geneva negotiations. 


Regarding its relationship to the arms control talks, 
my point was that a Congressional decision to withhold funding 
might not manifest itself immediately in the Soviet position in 
Geneva. However, I made very clear that such a step would be 
seen in Moscow as indicating a lack of U.S. resolve, and that 
the Soviets would be encouraged to pursue their propaganda 
campaign designed to force unilateral U.S. concessions as 
opposed to conducting a serious bargaining effort at the 
negotiating table. 


As is evident, there is no disagreement between myself 
and the President or Secretary Weinberger on the necessity of 
MX. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you, Mr. Ambassador. 


Q Can I ask a question? The article, as I recall 
it -- I don't have it here in front of me -- did make the point 
that you made, but it also quoted you as saying that it wasn't 
that closely related. 


Are any of the quotations in the article wrong from 
your viewpoint, or is it the context that's wrong? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: What is particularly wrong is the 
headline. The headline reads "Nitze delinks MX from talks." I 
was doing exactly the opposite of that. So that that's what I 
particularly took exception to and do take exception to. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, can you tell us anything about 
the future of the talks themselves now that the schedule has 
been set and offer us a characterization of the first week? 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: No, I prefer not to do that. I 
came to just refer to this subject. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Ambassador. 
(Ambassador Nitze departed from the Briefing Room. ) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Any questions? 


Q Do you have anything on the possibility of an 
evacuation from Lebanon? 











i We continue to be concerned about the safety of 
our official personnel and other Americans in Lebanon. The 
numbers and security arrangements, including the need for 
particular personnel to be present in Lebanon, is kept under 
constant review, as I stated yesterday, and we are taking 
action as we deem necessary. 


At the moment we have moved some Embassy personnel out 
of Lebanon as a temporary measure because of the current 
unsettled situation in the East Beirut area. The Embassy is 
functioning but with a limited staff. The Ambassador remains 
at post. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you have anything further today on the revolt 
inside the Phalange/Lebanese Forces ranks? 


is We're not going to try to give a sitrep on the 
situation in Lebanon on that particular subject. We are 
concerned about recent developments. As I stated yesterday, we 
support the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Lebanon, 
and we support the efforts of the Central Government under 
President Gemayel to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese 
territory. 


We believe that security for all Lebanese can best be 
achieved by restoration of Central Government authority. 


Q How do you square that thought with your veto 
exercised at the United Nations, then? 


a I don't accept the premise of your question. 

Q Well, you support the Central Government to 
regain control over its whole territory; but yet, at the United 
Nations, the United States cast a veto. 


a But the issues are quite different and separate. 
I mean, I just -- 


Q But the goals are still the same, isn't it? 


a The what is? 


Q The goals are the same? 








& No, not at all. I don't accept that, no. 


Q About your first statement, can you tell us where 
is Ambassador Oakley? Is he -- he went to Lebanon or not? 


i No, I have nothing for you on Ambassador Oakley's 
travel, but I do not believe that he was in Lebanon. 


Q Ed, in light of this high alert, or putting the 
personnel, the diplomatic personnel in Lebanon, and evacuating 
some of them, are you also putting the rest of the diplomatic 
personnel of the United States in the Middle East on high 
alert, or some other areas? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q low many personnel are you talking about, and 
where were they moved to? 


i I can't get into the numbers or the movements, 
George. 


Q Can you tell us what percentage? 
be I cannot mention percentage figures. I just 
cannot get into figures for the obvious security reasons. I 


cannot get into those types of details in terms of movement, 
destinations, people involved, et cetera. 


Q Is the level or the size of the U.S. Embassy 
staff currently the same, greater, or less than the minimum 
level that it reached after the annex bombing last September? 


i) I can't comment on that, Ralph. 


Q Can we assume that Ambassador Oakley is directing 
this operation? Can we assume that? 


fs I don't know what you mean by “directing this 
operation." 


Q Of evacuating and -- 


0 Let me -- we have moved some Embassy personnel 
out of Lebanon -- you're using the word “evacuation” -- 
temporarily. We've moved some people »sut of Lebanon 
temporarily. 














Q Can you tell us a little bit, what prompted 
this? Is it political developments, some of the clashes 
between the Shi'ites and the Israelis in South Lebanon, or were 
there threats, direct threats, against the U.S.? 


i I think the basic reason is the general security 
situation in Lebanon. But I will point to the specific 
reference I made: This is a temporary measure because of the 
current unsettled situation in the East Beirut area. 


Q It started and ended today, Ed; can you give us a 
little bit of the timing? Was it this morning or last night? 


‘ I don't want to get into timing or anything, 


but -- 

Q Is it completed? 

A I'm not going to get into the operational aspects 
of it. 

Q Ed, can you elaborate a bit more -- 

Q You're raising the point, or rather the 
expectations that the situation in East Beirut is going to get 
worse. 

6 No, -- 

Q Otherwise, why would you get them out temporarily? 

a You're making an assumption that I have not 
stated. 


Q Why don't we just close the Embassy down? 

is We believe it is very important, Bernie, that we 
maintain our presence in Lebanon in view of the continuing U.S. 
interests in Lebanon. 

Q Ed, the answer to the situation in East Beirut -- 
do you consider it -- does it pose a threat to the United 
States or towards its personnel in Lebanon? 

A The security situation in Lebanon? 


Q In East Beirut? 











i In East Beirut? 


Q You said “Due to the unsettled situat? n in East 
Beirut.” 


ra Because of the -—-— exactly what I said. We have 
moved the personnel out of Lebanon as a temporary measure 
because of the security situation in East Beirut. 


Q Anything new on the travel -- on the advisory to 
other Americans in Lebanon; non-—Embassy? 


‘ No. Our travel advisory remains in effect in 
Lebanon as I stated last week. It s still in effect. There 
has been no change in that. 


Q Have you -—— have any of those Americans 
requested, and have you complied with the request, to help them 
leave Lebanon? 


o I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, could you say -- are we talking about a very 
few number of people? There was a report that there are only 
seven people left in the Embassy prior to this. And, also, is 
it only Embassy people that were moved out? 


a I can't get involved in those types of details, 
but I would steer you away from the figures that we're 
hearing. I find a lot of inaccuracies in the numbers involved. 


Q Which ones? 





a (Laughter) But I'm not going to be drawn into it. 


Q But are we talking about a very few number of 
people? 


i) I'm not going to talk about numbers. 

Q Less than a handful? 

Q You moved some personnel out of Lebanon. Are 
they in the Mediterranean area? Are they in the Middle East, 
or are they out of the area? 


a I cannot make any comment on their destination or 
their whereabouts. 


~-MORE-- 























Q In light of what President Mubarak said 
yesterday, in question and answer at the National Press Club, 
that if you will not solve the Palestinian problem that you 
could possibly unleash another wave of new terrorism in the 
area, are you taking into consideration these things in your 
precautions? 


What are the interpretations now within the Department 
of his warning yesterday, which was a clear warning to the 
United States that ought to move on the Palestinian issue? 


i) Well, let me say on President Mubarak's 
statements, you've referred to certain aspects of them. We 
certainly recognize that there is rerewed momentum toward peace 
in the Middle East, and we are actively interested in finding 
ways to encourage it. 


We will be actively consulting with all of our friends 
in the region regarding how best to proceed toward direct 
negotiations involving Israel. We will be discussing the 
opportunities in the current situation with Jordanian Foreign 
Minister al-Masri next week. 


I'd like to mention that this morning Acting Secretary 
Dam made some remarks at a White House briefing for the 
Magazine Publishers’ Association, where he dealt with -- he was 


asked certain questions on the Mubarak visit, and basically, he 
characterized the relationship between the United States and 


Egypt as a very healthy one, where we have spoken very 
candidly, plainly to each other. We have listened very 
studiously and carefully to President Mubarak's views. [his is 
part of an overall process, a very substantive process, 
involving an exchange of basic views on the peace process and 
how to get the peace process moving along practical means to 
achieve what we consider is the only practical end -- is direct 
negotiations between Israel and the Arabs. 


Q Copy, please? 
6 No. 


Ed, in light of that Arafat is the central a 
in the whole formula of peace in the Middle East, as a result 
of that, you are asking him to directly negotiate with Israel 
and accept 242 and 338 and other, the whole story of your 
conditions? 


He said in his statement in the last 24 hours, before 
or after the talks with President Mubarak and President Reagan, 











that you always asked him to come to an agreement with the 
Jordanians. Now that there is an agreement, you are asking for 
more. 


What are you answering him since you can't directly 
talk with him? 


i Well, I don't agree with the premise of your 
question, Abu Salam, because quite frankly, our position on the 
PLO is a long-standing one -- recognition of the right of 
Israel to exist, recognition of 242 and 338 explicitly -- and 
then we would be ready to talk with the PLO, but on those 
conditions. I mean, our position vis-a-vis the PLO has not 
changed. 


Bill. 


Q Ed, Assistant Secretary Murphy is meeting with 
Isakov, the Soviet Deputy Ambassador, today. Is this in light 
of informing, keeping them informed of our moves about the 
Lebanon situation, the specific military moves? 


‘ Bill, I have nothing for you on that. 
Q How about his meeting with the Swedish official? 


‘ Again, on that I have nothing on the substance of 
those meetings, the agenda items. 


Q Did President Gemayel request any kind of 
concrete measures on the part of the United States to 
demonstrate your support for his government? 


6 I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, can you say, back one more time on the 
Lebanon Embassy situation, whether the movements that you have 
now decided on and have implemented constitute the last option, 
if you will, that's available before you use the word that 
you've used before “evacuation?" I mean, you seem to be 
saying, “This is not an evacuation," but it looks like an 
evacuation, if only a partial one. The next step -- Are there 
other steps that you can take between this and evacuation? 


A That‘s a very good try, Ralph, but I can't be 
drawn further into our operational matters. I just -- Quite 
frankly, it's a temporary movement of some of our personnel out 
of Lebanon. 


Q By what means did they move out of Lebanon? 











A I can't comment on that. That gets into the 


operational aspects. I really can't get into any of these 
aspects. 


New subject. 


Do you have any comment on the reported arrest of 
five police officers -- four officers and a police commander -- 
in Mexico, in Guadalajara, in connection with the Camarena case? 


veer Q Can we have a filing break before you get into 
at? 


a Yes. 


The Mexican Attorney General's Office has announced a 
number of detentions including members of the police in 
Guadalajara. We have no official confirmation as to whether or 
not this is in connection with the Mexican investigation under 
way into the kidnapping and murder of DEA Agent Camarena and 
his Mexican associate. 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports of attacks 
by the Iranians against Baghdad and by the Iraqis against 
Tehran, or other developments in the war there? 


A Don, we've-seen these reports. We understand the 
explosion that occurred in Baghdad was at the Rafidain Bank, in 
Baghdad, and that it was due to an internal explosion, if you 
will, an internal bombing. 


Q I couldn't hear you. 


A That it was due, that this explosion at the 
Rafidain Bank, in Baghdad, was due to an internal explosion. 


Now, in overall terms, Don, to your question, our 
position as we've stated before, but more explicitly now, the 
suffering of civilians makes resolution of this tragic conflict 
all the more urgent. We urge the combatants to respond to the 
Secretary-—General's efforts to restore the ceasefire for 
civilian areas. We call on the Iranian leadership to heed the 
many international cals for a ceasefire and a peaceful 
resolution of its differences with Iraq. 


Q Is any thought being given, or has any action 
been taken regarding American diplomatic personnel in Baghdad 
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-- moving some of them like we're doing in Beirut? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Copy of that? 

A Yes. 

Q What do you mean by “internal explosion?" That 
means that it was planted or not? What do you mean? I mean, 
what do you qualify it, what do you -- 


A It seems that the explosion was from within and 
not from without. 


(Laughter) 
Q No, but it was planted? Planted? 


A No, but I can't. I can't -- I don't have any 
(inaudible) 


Q But you are singling out Iran now here, calling 
for accepting United Nations calling? You are not saying about 
Iraq, that's what I understand? 


A Yes, exactly. 


Q When you make that distinction about internal 
explosion, I'm not sure whether you're citing the press 
reports, or if we independent -- know this independently, that 
it was not a missile or an airborne bomb. 


A I can't be drawn out as to what our sources are. 
Q But you're not referring just to press reports? 
A Don't ask me about my sources. I don't ask you 


about your sources; you don't ask me about my sources. 


Q Do you have anything on the results of the 
meeting with Gorbachev yesterday? 


Q Before we leave that, can I have one more on -- 
Do you have anything on possible gas, or allegations of gas use 
by the Iraqis? 


A At this time, we have no evidence to support the 
most recent charges by Iran that Iraq has used chemical weapons 
in the current fighting. 
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As you know, our policy on the use of chemical weapons 
remains unchanged. We condemn the use of chemical weapons in 
violation of international laws and agreements, wherever and 
whenever it occurs. We have also condemned the numerous 
violations of other humanitarian norms and conventions in this 
tragic war, including those applying to treatment of POW's, the 
use of children as soldiers, and attacks on civilians. 


We continue to believe there can be no military 
resolution of the conflict between Iran and Iraq, and call upon 
the Iranian regime to join Iraq in accepting the many 
international calls for a ceasefire and negotiated settlement. 


Since you mention prisoners of war, what about 
the mechanism which Iraq suggested to relieve these prisoners 
of war? Do you have any comment on that? 


i I have no comment for you on that. 
Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 
a Yes. 


Anything further beyond what Vice President Bush 
said yesterday at his Press Conference on the talks that were 
held in Moscow? 


A No. I think the Secretary will be addressing 
that tomorrow at his Press Conference. 


Q Is the Secretary meeting with Icelandic officials 
today? What is -- 


6 It is, basically, a stop-over, but I believe 
there will be a courtesy call made on the, perhaps if I'm not 
mistaken, the Icelandic Foreign Minister. But it's, basically, 
a stopover in Reykjavik. 


Q Does the Secretary have an announcement to make 
at his news conference tomorrow, or is this just an opportunity 
in one of his many news conferences, to with us to ask 
him questions? 


a This is a Press Conference. 
Q But he does not have an announcement to make? 
b I'm not aware quite, frankly, whether he is going 


to make any specific announcement. I don't know the 
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Secretary's thinking on, specifically, whether he'll have a 
statement to make before the Press Conference or not, but it 
is, basically, a Press Conference. 


He will be reporting t the President tomorrow on his 
trip with the Vice President to the Soviet Union, his meetings 
with Gorbachev, and then he will be giving a Press Conference. 
And after that, he will be going to the Hill to testify the 
rest of the afternoon. 


Q Do you know whether he'll have anything to say at 
the airport when he arrives this evening? 


A I don't know for sure, but I doubt it. 
Q Could you check, please? 
I could check into that, yes. 


Q Do you have anything, any comment, on why the 
United States didn't support the loan for Chile in the IB8D? 


. A We have something for you in the Press Office on 
that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 














POSTED: 3/i¢/ #5 


‘ TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 14, 1985 


CHILE: World Bank Loan . 





Q Do you have any comment on why the United States 
didn't support the loan for Chile? 

A. We can confirm that the United States abstained on an 
$11 million World Bank loan for improvement of public 
sector management in Chile. As we noted with recard 
to the loan on February 7 in the Inter-American 
Development Bank, our standard oractice is to consider 
each proposed Multilateral Develonment Bank loan for 
Chile or any other country on a case-by-case basis and 
determine our position on the basis of all relevant 


considerations. That is the »ractice that was aaain 


followed in this instance. 











Q@. Did you abstain for human rights reasone? 
A. -- As I ‘said, we took all relevant considerations into 


account. 


Q. Since this is the second vote in a row on Multilateral 
Development Bank loans to Chile on which you have abstained, 
does this mean you will no longer support such loans to Chile? 
A. <-- Wo, it does not mean that we will no longer support 
such loans. We will consider each loan on the basis tie 


merits and all relevant considerations. 


Q. How can you oppose such a loan in light of the damage from 
the earthquake in Chile? 


A. <-=- The loan is not related to earthquake relief. The loan 
in question is aimed at improving management of publi: sector 
enterprises, improving government statistical ability and 

helping the state export promotion agency. We are providing 
humanitarian relief to help the Chilean Government deal with 


earthquake casualties and damage (see separate guidance). 


Q. Does the loan in question qualify as meeting basic human 
needs: 


A. == We would not consider this loan to meet the criteria 
necessary to be defined as meeting basic human needs. Such 
loans are typical for projects in the area of public health, 


low income housing, food production, and the like. 


Q. When is the next loan coming up for consideration? 
A. -=- Other loans for Chile are pending in the various 


Multilateral Development Banks, but none are scheduled for 


consideration by the Boards of the Banks at this time. 
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MONDAY, MARCH 18, 1985, 12:34 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have a short 
announcement. Available in the Press Office today at 1:30 P.M. 
is the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asian 
and Pacific affairs Paul Wolfowitz before the House Foreign 
affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. 


The topic of his <p ge is The Security Treaty between 
r N ea the United States. 


Ready for your questions. 

Q On the Gulf war, there was a report in the London 
paper over the weekend that the United States is now sharing 
some of its AWACS intelligence with Iraq. Is that so? 

A Well, on that matter, as you well know, in 
keeping with our standard practice, we do not comment on 
intelligence activities or alleged intelligence activities, so 
I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Do you have anything new on the Iran-Iraq war? 

(Sound of gong ringing) 


A I guess that was my response. (Laughter) That's 
right. 


Next question? 

Q That was the signal for which round? 

(Laughter) 

A We're trying to get more concise. (Laughter) 
There is intense fighting in the marsh area about 200 


miles southeast of Baghdad. This fighting remains 
inconclusive. We have no casualty figures. 


We also do not have any details on the most recent 
explosion in Baghdad. As far as we know, no Americans or other 
foreigners have been hurt in the explosions in Baghdad. 











Baghdad does not appear to be in danger of 
large-scale military attack, but U.S. citizens and other 
foreigners there obviously face some risk from isolated 
bombincs or air raids. 


Q Do you have anything that points to whether the 
explosion was caused by an Iranian missile, as has been alleged? 


A No, we have nothing on that, John. 


Q Do you have anything about the oncoming talks 
between Tahir Masri, the Foreign Minister of Jordan, and 
Secretary Shultz on Wednesday? 


A Nothing specific beyond what we said last week on 
that and what the Secretary said in his press conference, 
noting that the Jordanian Foreign Minister is coming and we 
look forward to those talks, and that he is coming at a 
particularly opportune time, when we're involved in rather 
extensive consultations with all the parties involved in the 
peace process. 


Secretary has agreed to attend the May 15th ceremony? 


Q What about the report from Austria that the 
Q What's the question? 


Well, api ty F Bernie's question -- You didn't 
hear it in the back? -- is ether the Secretary is going to 
Vienna on May 15 to participate in ceremonies commemorating the 
30th anniversary of the signing of the Austrian state treaty. 
The answer to your question is yes, the Secretary has responded 
positively to the Austrian Government's invitation to attend 
the celebration. 


Now as to his schedule, arrangements for the 
Secretary's schedule are still under consideration, and we have 
no details on that at this time. 


Q Will the other three Foreign Ministers also be 
present? 


a At this point, I'm not sure of what the 
acceptances are. 


Q Do you think he is open to a meeting with Mr. 
Gromyko? 


A It's premature at this point to discuss what 
bilateral meetings might occur in Vienna. First, we have to 
see who is coming. 














Q Do you know what his schedule is going to be 
between the 10th of May when the President is supposed to 
return home from his trip to Spain? 


a No, John, I have nothing on that, have nothing on 
that. 


Q Do you know whether the Secretary intends to come 
back with him or not? 


& No, I just don't know. 
Q Is a trip to Eastern Europe under consideration? 
6 I have nothing on that. 


Q Is there any analysis of how the evacuation or 
withdrawal of American diplomats from Beirut recently might 
play, might undermine our efforts to mediate or guarantee a 
larger Arab-Israeli peace process? Is that being looked at? 


a I'm not clear on the question. 


Q The question is, do we have any fear that our 
withdrawal of diplomats recently from Beirut will give a 
negative signal to the parties involved in the larger 
Arab-Israeli peace process and perhaps undermine our efforts to 
mediate or guarantee this process? 


6 We've not received any such reaction, and 
therefore, I don't think that type of signal is present in the 
area. 


Q Can you tell us where Under Secretary Murphy 
(sic) will be going and when will he be going? 


i Well, as to Ambassador Murphy's exact departure 
for the Middle East, no dates have been set as yet. As you 
know, we do not normally announce details of Assistant 
Secretary Murphy's itinerary in the Middle East in advance of 
particular stops. 


Q Is it, just in general, weeks, days? Can you say 
that? 


i) I have no time frame to give you. 


Q O.K. Can I also ask you something else? 
Secretary Shultz yesterday said that he will be exploring if a 
Palestinian delegation is not possible to construct. 








Can you a little bit tell us more what does, can -—- I 
mean the Administration's problem with the Palestinian 
delegation is that it should not be PLO, but other Palestinians 
can be included in that delegation? 


a Well, the Secretary said that the President is 
despatching Ambassador Murphy to the area, and we will explore 
various possibilities in the peace process, and we will see if 
it is not possible to construct a Palestinian delegation, as an 
example -—-— he gave that as an example. Insofar as -- he also 
steted, there is no PLO delegation, and our position on that 
is, remains unchanged: the PLO must first accept United 
Nations Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and Israel's 
right to exist. 


Now regarding various proposals and ideas about 
meetings between the U.S. and different types of delegations, 
we are looking at all these proposals from the perspective of 
how any such meeting might advance us toward the goal of direct 
negotiations. We are convinced that a just and lasting peace 
can only be achieved through direct negotiations between the 
parties themselves. 


Now, as the Secretary noted on Friday and over the 
weekend, we have seen some movement by the parties. We have 
found this movement to be encouraging, and we think it is 
important to maintain this momentum and to build upon it. And 
it is within this context that Assistant Secretary Murphy's 
trip should be placed. And he is going to go to assess the 
recent developments in the area and to look at ways the process 
can be moved forward. 


~~ MORE -- 











Q Which countries will he go to? Can you tell us 
that? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Can we have copy -- excuse me -— can I have a 
copy of what you just read? 


A Yes. Well, some of it. 





Q Ed, are there any prerequisites for meeting a 
Palestinian delegation, or meeting with a Palestinian 
delegation if it does not contain PLO members? 


‘ Are there any prerequisites? 


Q Yeah. You mentioned that the PLO had to accept 
242. I gather that's our position. 


“ That's our position. 
Q I understand that. 
°) In terms of the PLO. 


Q You seem to be maki a distinction between the 
Secretary saying it was not possible to construct a Palestinian 
delegation that, I presume, would not contain PLO 
representatives. Is that correct? 


a I would accept that assumption; yes. 


Q Well, are there any prerequisites before there 
can be a meeting with such a delegation? 


a I think what's important to look at here, John, 
is our position on the PLO which remains unchanged. And then 
the second thing is that, as the Secretary noted, we are -- we 
will be looking into the possibilities of the construction, as 
he put it, of a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, and the 
assumption on that is that it would have to be non-PLO. 


Ed, can I follow that for such a second? I think 
John's point, if I may, is to ask whether you would reiterate 
the same conditions that you just stated for a PLO delegation, 
for another constructed delegation that is not PLO? 


In other words, does the position you just stated 
apply to anyone, any Palestinian who joins in any delegation 
however it is ultimately constructed -- the condition of the -- 








a You have to make the distinction between a member 
of the PLO and our dealings with the PLO as an organization and 
members of the PLO. Our position on that has remained 
unchanged. 


Q Right. 


a And then, you know, we deal with Palestinians who 
are not members of the PLO, and on the broader issues of the 
peace process. So there's no-- 


Q How do you know they're not-—- 
. Excuse me? 


Q How do you know they are not members of the PLO? 
Do you check their IO before? 


é I think we know that. 
Q You do? 
A Yes. 


Q On that point, a senior U.S. government official 
at the White House, after Mr. Muburak's visit, he left the 
impression that the United States even would not talk to any 
Palestinian in the way of trying to bring about any settlement 
or ideas for settlement unless this Palestinian, he or she, has 
to accept 242 and 338 and Israel's right to exist. I'm not 
talking about the PLO people, the PLO members. They left the 
impression, and you didn't come clear in saying -- you say that 
you are, if I quote you, “we deal with Palestinians who are not 
members of the PLO," and you've been talking to Palestinians. 


At the present time, where the Jordan-PLO, or 
Jordan-Palestinian agreement came about, you're making this 
stipulation, or you didn't make the point clear, what John 
alluded to. So you didn't make that clear that you will be 
talking to Palestinians who could be influential to bring 
about, to move the peace process forward. 


Can you say that you are ready to talk to Palestinians 
who could be influential in the Palestinian communities 
throughout the world in order to come to an agreement about the 
peace process? 


a I think we have been traditionally doing that. I 
don't see anything new in that. 








The U.S. position on the PLO is clear. Our position 
on what we consider to be the best approach toward the peace 
process is clear. It is contained in the President's September 
1, 1982 initiative upon which -- in which U.N. Resolution 242 
is _ of the bedrocks of our position -- the land for peace 
formula. 


Obviously, in our dealings with both the Arabs and the 
Israelis, and when I say “Arabs” that would include 
Palestinians, the question of 242 being a prime requirement of 
what we consider -~ not a requirement; I shouldn't use that 
word -- but basically being certainly the bedrock of forward 
movement in the peace process is clear. So I don't think you 
should be trying to make too much of a distinction here. It 
might be too fine a distinction, in terms of trying to get also 
to basically to draw me into saying there are prerequisites. 


There is a prerequisite insofar as the PLO is 
concerned. 


Q Yes, but that's precisely the problem, that I was 
under the impression that the position of this Administration 
was that the PLO had to go beyond its February 11 agreement 
with Jorde= in which all U.N. resolutions were accepted, to 
explicitly state that it accepts 242 and 338 before the United 
States would meet with any Palestinian-Jordanian delegation. 

Is that not the case? 


Are you suggesting now that there might be 
Palestinians who form part of a delegation with Jordan that the 
United States could meet with regardless of whether the PLO 
accepts 242 or not? 


a No, all I'm saying is that we are looking into 
the possibilities of the construction of a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. 


Q To do what then? 


6 To be involved in the peace process; in moving 
the peace process forward, which, in our view means, at the end 
of the day, direct negotiations, direct talks between the Arabs 
and the Israelis. 


Q Ed, on the Palestinian non-PLO members that you 
have been talking with, did they express to you under what 
circumstances they may come forward to join the talks? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 








Q Ed, the Jordanian Foreign Minister today at a 
breakfast said that he had been re-reading the President's 
September 1, '82 Initiative; found amazing similarities and 
parallels with the the Hussein-Arafat agreement, and said he 
would like to see the United States do something more to push 
the President's initiative. Is there any response to that? 


A I think we'll be giving the Jordanian Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Masri, a response to all his questions when we 
meet with him. I don't want to prejudge or publicly state here 
what our response to him will be. 


Q What is the present status of the September 1 
Initiative as far as the United States is concerned? 


A The President's Initiative is there. It is the 
U.S. position. We think that it is a very viable basis to move 
the peace process forward. We think it addresses the 
legitimate concerns and interests of both sides of the equation 
in a basically fair and equitable way. 


Q From your earlier statement, you said “We are 
looking at all proposals." Can we assume that to now you 
haven': decided on llth of February agreement, or any of these 
propos: s, or Mubarak proposal? You are still looking at that? 


b We're looking at all these proposals. 
Q You haven't decided yet? 


A We think that -- as I said we're encouraged by 
the progress that's been made. But implicit in our position is 
that we think that there has to be be more progress. 


Q Permit me, even for the sake of being persistent 
about what I'm asking. You are not giving the indication that 
the Palestinians, who will be coming with the Jordanian 
delegation, who will be accepted, that they have to agree ahead 
of time before they come to Washington that they will accept 
242 and 338 and Israel's right to exist in order to be 
qualified to talk about peace by, say, at the end of the day 
you will have an agreement for direct negotiations? Can I say 
it that way, or you have a different terminology? 


a We are exploring how such a delegation can be put 
together, can be constructed, what the substantive basis of 
such a delegation would be. We're looking at that. But I'm 
not going to at this point try to state what our prerequisites 
are for any such delegation. 








Q Ed, the Jordanian Foreign Minister today also 
said that the February 11 agreement between Jordan and the PLO 
was an agreement directed toward the U.S. Is that your reading 
of it? In which case have they not gone to incredible lengths 
to try to draw the U.S. into the picture? And should there not 
be a sort of reciprocal response, if that was tailored 
primarily for U.S. consumption? 


A Well, I think -- you know that we are very 
heavily involved in the consultations with all the parties, 
including the Jordanian Government. The Jordanian Government 
as well as the other major parties involved are well aware of 
our position. We are going to consider these proposals. 


We obviously think there has to be some more 
movement. Ambassador Murphy's trip to the area will be to 
determine exactly what the situation is and what the 
possibilities are. 


Q Do you read it as being an agreement that was 
structured for the U.S. so that the U.S. would find that some 
sort of a breakthrough to act upon? 


A Proposals that deal with this issue have to be 
addressed to many addressees. The United States is involved in 
the peace process. But, in the first instance, it is the Arab 
side and the Israeli side that have to sit down and negotiate. 


Robin? 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Is there any consideration to move more diplomats 
out of Beirut after the kidnapping of the AP Bureau Chief? 


A As the Secretary noted on Friday, we are 
continuing to review on a daily basis the numbers of people we 
have in our Embassy in Lebanon, and we are sizing the Embassy 
to the tasks that need to be and can be performed. 


Our Ambassador in Beirut has made some prudent, 
temporary reductions in staff consistent with prevailing 
security conditions. 


As I have repeated many times, this is not an 
evacuation, despite your headlines. The Embassy continues to 
function with the Ambassador present, but for obvious security 
reasons it is a very low profile operation. 


For these same reasons, we do not discuss the details 
of our numbers or movements, but I can assure you that we 
monitor the situation very closely. 


Q Has there been movement on this whole matter 
since last week's pullout of the diplomats? Any decisions 
since that time? 


A I'm not going to get involved in the numbers or 
movement or operational matters, Robin. I can't give you 
anything further than that. 


Q Copy of that? 
i Yes. 


Q The point there is that you made the announcement 
on a certain day last week that this decision was taken, is 
your statement today about the Ambassador making some prudent 
changes a furtherance? Is that an explanation of that 
announcement last week, or is that another step -- the next 
step that he made some additional prudent changes? 


fi Well, we're not going to announce every single 
time that we make a decision. I made an announcement that 
certain decisions were taken, end it may fall into a certain 
time frame when those decisions are executed. 


Q But under the reasoning -- 


is) So -- 
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Q -- it is possible, then, that the Embassy could 
be emptied on a certain day, but you wouldn't really say that 
because it would just be a prudent decision, and, you know, 
scaling down the size of the Embassy. I think we need to know 
whether there's been further progress. 


A The Embassy is functioning. The Ambassador is 
there. There is a limited staff effectively working in 
Lebanon. The Ambassador is also dealing on a daily basis with 
Lebanese Government officials. Therefore, we do have a very 
tight, lean, but effective functioning staff with the 
Ambassador at the head in Beirut. 


Q Ed, what's -- 
A Bernie? 


Q Do you have anything there on the problem of the 
$S-24s, SS-25s the Secretary was referring to yesterday in 


relation to a nas hington Fost story? I thought maybe you might 
have some clarification on this point. 


A Well, during the Brinkley interview, which you're 
referring to, the Secretary, there was some confusion as to 
exactly what missile system was being discussed. Both were 
being discussed. And when -- on the question of violations, 
the Secretary was talking basically about the SS-25. 


As was stated in the February 1 Presidential Report on 
Soviet Non-Compliance of Arms Control Agreements, the U.S. 
Government judges that the SS-X-25 is a prohibited second new 
type of ICBM, and that its testing in addition to the SS-X-24 
ICBM, which the Soviets declared to be their one new type ICBM 
allowed under SALT II, is thereby a violation of the Soviet 
Union's political commitment to observe the new type provision 
of the SALT II Treaty. 


Clearly, | deployment of the SS-X-25 would violate 
that provision as well. 


As for the relationship of deployment of the SS-X-25 
to the SALT II Treaty's limits on deployed strategic nuclear 
delivery vehicles, the U.S. interprets the Soviet commitment to 
abide in general by SALT II to include a cap on SNDVs -- that's 
strategic nuclear delivery vehicles -- at the level which 
existed at the time SALT II was signed. 


Thus, the Soviet Union should not exceed through 
deployments of any additional SNDVs to 2,504 SNDVs it had at 
the time of the signature of SALT II. 
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Q The American commitment in that same timeframe 
said that the United States would observe the negotiated 
provisions of SALT II, as if it were in effect, as long as the 
Soviets did it. 


Does the fact that the Soviets appear to be violating 
it now give the United States any second thought about its 
commitment to observe those provisions? 


A I think the statement we made is that we are 
going to continue to abide by the limits, but that, you know, 
we're looking at all of this very closely, and we're keeping 
our options open. 


Q Is this being raised in the compliance talks, the 
channel for bringing these to the attention of the Russians. 
Or is this -- 

A I have nothing specific for you on -- 

Q Can you take that question? 


A I could look into that. Yes. 





Q I guess the question is, are the SS-25s being 
deployed? That was the, if I remember correctly, the Post 
article. You're leaving that as an "if". 

a "If" they're actually being deployed? 

Q Yeah. 

A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q But you're also saying that mere development of 
it is in itself a violation? 


A Yes. This is the -- 
Q That's old stuff. 


A The SS-X-25 is a prohibited, second, new type of 
ICBM. 


Q On another area. 
Q Different subject? 


és Another subject? 
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Q The British Foreign Secretary said on Friday that 
-- raised a lot of questions about the Strategic Defense 
Initiative, said it was a Maginot Line in the sky. I wondered 
if you had any reaction to that, and, if not, if you could take 
the question? 


A We have a reaction. We used it over the 
weekend. It's available in the Press Office. Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Ed, different subject. The Vice President of 
Sudan arrived in Washington yesterday. What can you tell us 
about his visit and his meetings today? 


A I have nothing specific on the visit or the 
substance of his talks. 


Q Is there anything new regarding Mr. Anderson in 
Beirut? 


A No. I don't think we have anything very 
specific. We have seen the report that the Islamic Jihad has 
claimed responsibility for Mr. Anderson's kidnapping. We have 
no independent confirmation of that report. We certainly 
deplore such terrorist actions. 


The threat to Americans has been high for a long time 
in Lebanon. The kidnapping of the AP correspondent, Terry 
Anderson, is unfortunately only the latest in a series of 
attacks on individual Americans which began with the kidnapping 
of A.U.B. Acting President David Dodge in July ‘82. 


Kidnapped Americans and other nationalities have 
included newsmen, diplomats, businessmen, priests and 
academics, including long-time residents of Lebanon who have 
many Lebanese friends. 


No one should consider themselves immune from these 
threats. For many months now we have advised U.S. citizens to 
avoid travel to Lebanon, and have urged Americans in Beirut to 
take advantage of the opportunities to leave. 


Q If I may -- 


Q Copy? 

ts Yes. 

Q Do you have an update on the security situation 
in the Eastern Beirut area? 
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a Nothing very specific. 
Q Do you still find it -- 


a We understand that the Syrian army has 
repositioned forces in Lebanon within the area of their 
longstanding military presence in north Lebanon. We have 
received reports of efforts within the Christian community in 
Lebanon to achieve a peaceful political solution to their 
disagreements. We hope these efforts will be successful. 


Q Was that statement you read on terrorism in 
Lebanon new or left over from the weekend? 


A Are you telling me I'm giving you old stuff, 
George? (Laughter) 


Q Yes. 


A I mean, this is part of the consistency of 
American foreign policy. It was used over the weekend, too. 
(Laughter) Yes. 


Q I have reliable information that a high-ranking 
Cuban military officer in charge of coordinating Cuban troops 
in Angola, Ethiopia and Yemen, deserted in Madrid in January 
and was -- sought asylum in the American Embassy, was taken to 
a third country, and is currently being debriefed here by the 
CIA. Do you have any information on this? 


A Obviously, not. (Laughter) 

Q Give us name, rank and serial number. 
A That's right. 

Q Ed -- 

A Wait. I have one over here. 


Q Do you have any reaction to .the charges of 
American DEA agents that Mexico is not cooperating in the 
investigation of the Camarena killing? 


A Well, we're receiving good cooperation from the 
Mexican Attorney General's office in Mexico City. Ambassador 
Gavin met with the Attorney General on March 14th, and there is 
ongoing communications and cooperation with his office. 
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Attorney General Meese will be meeting with the 
Mexican Attorney General soon. 


Now, about specifically your question on DEA 
complaints that there is no cooperation, from the outset we 
have had concerns about cooperation from Mexican police 
authorities. 


We are encouraged by the recent arrests in Guadalajara 
and hope they will lead to more progress in this case. 


We understand that a number of persons, including six 
members of the state police, are under arraignment in 
Guadalajara and are being charged in the crime. 


We hope that the Mexican authorities will move 
promptly to apprehend and bring to justice the narcotics 
traffickers who are behind this reprehensible crime. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 

a Yes. 

TASS is reporting the resumption of the 
Ministerial-level U.S.-Soviet Trade Commission. Do you have 
anything like that on that, or do we have to go to Commerce? 

A I have nothing on that. 

Q How supportive is the United States Government of 
the Central Government of Lebanon under the leadership of Amin 
Gemayel? 

a We have reiterated our support for the Central 
Government as a key tenet of our policy toward Lebanon and our 
personal support for President Gemayel. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 p.m.) 














TT TT 
POSTED: 3/19/¢s 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 18, 1985 


ARMS CONTROL/USSR: Testing of SS-X-25 





Q Is this being raised in the compliance talks, the 
channel for bringing these to the attention of the Russians? 


A, The SS-X-25 new type a1! rodernization issues have oeen 
discussed extensively witn tne USSR in appropriate 


diplomatic channels. 
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MR. KALB: Available in the Press Office: prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for International Narcotics 
matters, Jon Thomas, before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee. Topic of his testimony: “International Narcotics 
Control Strategy Report for 1985." 


With that as an opener, and the fact that there has 
been a great demand for my presence after brief visits to 
far-scattered points of the globe, it is a great pleasure to be 
back here once again and engage in our mid-day combat. 


Ralph? 

Q Why is Secretary Armacost in China? 

a Why is Secretary Armacost in China? Okay. The 
visit is part of regular consultations between U.S. and Chinese 
officials on major international issues of interest to both 
sides. Such talks have been held twice previously. These are 
the first for Under Secretary Armacost in his present job. 

Q Any specific agreements on the table? 

4 I have nothing on any kind of agreements. 


Q Why don't I defer -- 
a 


Hold it. 


2) 


Why don't we defer to the senior wire service 
reporter, who is present, for the first question? 


a Yes. Spence? 


A related question. The nuclear agreement with 
China, what's the status of that now? 





a Nothing beyond what may have been put forth from 
the lectern, whenever it was. 


Q It has not been sent up to the Congress as yet 
for -- 


a I have nothing on that. I mean, that could be -- 
that we can take a look at, but I have nothing on that for you. 


Q Thank you. 


a You have more on Aarmacost? You, Spence? 
Anybody? 


Hold it, Les. We have a big number with you. 
(Laughter) 


Q Well, thank you. 


a Well, you need lots of time, and we want to take 
care of a little news first. 


Q TASS had a dispatch accusing the United States of 
blocking progress in Geneva. It was the latest in a number of 
statements from the Soviet side. Is there any concern that the 
confidentiality agreement is being broken? Is there any 
response to these -- to this latest? 


a As we've stated before, the U.S. has and will 
continue to adhere to the objectives and principles established 
for the negotiation as agreed in the January 8 joint communique. 
which call for negotiations on all three grovps; that is, INF, 
strategic and space. 


We will conduct the negotiations accordingly. While 
we recognize that the subjects under negotiation are 
interrelated, we continue to believe that if agreement can be 
reached in one area, both sides should go ahead and not wait 
for all other issues to be resolved. 


We are prepared to present concrete new ideas to the 
Soviets and will listen to what the Soviets have to offer. If 
the Soviets approach the negotiations in the same way, then 
much progress can be made. 


Q Copy? 


a Copy? It'll be a bit of a problem. I'm going to 
have to pass on that. ‘ 

















Q Sounds like it was drafted in January 
“ When was your story written? (Laughter) 


Q Bernie, does the TASS statement suggest there's 
any disagreement with the Soviet Union at this point, one week 
into the negotiations? 


a I'm not going to interpret the TASS thing beyond 
what I've just said. 


Q Well, you've made a statement. 
a That's right. 


Q And they've made a statement. Would you say the 
two statements line up as two sides that are in total agreement 
with the way things are going in Geneva, or can you detect some 
irritation between the two sides? 


a But I'm not going to characterize or accept your 
invitation to do an analysis and compare. 


Q Well, I'll tell you what, forget the Soviet 
statement. You gave us the U.S. statement. 


a That is correct. 


Q Does the U.S. statement reflect a different view 
from the Soviet view of how the talks are going? 


a Barry, you will have to do the parallel 
examination to reach your own conclusion. 


Q I'll do it whether or not you answer I'm asking 
you, does the United States think there's a disagreement? 


A Therefore, I will opt -- no, 1 will opt not to do 
a comparative analysis. 


Q All right, let me ask you something else about 
it. When Senator Lugar saw Mr. Shultz at breakfast today -- 
and I'm tempted to ask you why it isn't on Mr. Shultz’ 
published schedule -- 


a Do ask 


Q All right, but then we'll get sidetracked with 
procedure. 


* 


a Don't ask. (Laughter) 


Q So let's go to substance. Did they discuss the 
way the talks have been going; and did Mr. Lugar, who was an 
observer in Geneva, give Shultz a positive analysis of what's 
been going on so far? 


o Barry, I have no guidance whatsoever about the 
meeting this morning between the Senator and the Secretary. 

Q You can't give us subjects they discussed? 

“ I understood it was a variety of subjects, but 


that is so broad-spectrum that it lacks the specifics that even 
I would like to volunteer, and therefore I've tried to stay 
away from it. 


Q Bernie, when the nuclear arms talks -- the first 
round of them began in 1981 -- there was a separate 
confidentiality agreement that was reached at a very early 
stage. Now since these are new talks, has there been any 
agreement by the two sides, or has either side proposed such an 
agreement? 


‘ John, if my recollection is correct, when the 
first meeting ended last Tuesday, I think Ambassador Kampelman 
held a brief news conference in which he alluded to some sort 
of understanding reached between the two sides on 
confidentiality, and Barry would have an eyewitness account of 
that. 


Q At the first meeting -- 

a Yes, and to the point where they limited 
themselves to -- what? Venue, time and place, but not get 
involved in any way in substance. 


~-MORE-- 





Q That seemed to have been respected after the 
meeting today; apparently neither side said anything. But are 
you, in effect, charging that the Soviets are breaching that 
agreement -- 


a No, I'm not. 


Q -- in the repeated public statements in the last 
three days 


A What I have said initially to the first question 
did not get involved:in that. On the question that you're 
alluding to now, I think Secretary Shultz, in the Sunday 
television show -- 

Q He was -- 

A -- alluded to that question. 


Q He was alluding to the Karpov statement, but 
that's continuing now. 


A And I have addressed the question of the TASS 
charge. 


Q But Karpov's -- 


Q Are you satisfied with the public statements 
coming out of the Soviet Union? 


A I think the Secretary addressed that question 
precisely. 


Q But there have been more since. 


A I have the language here if you want it, but you 
probably have a transcript by now. 


Connie. 

Q On the nuclear area, there's a study floating 
around on Capitol Hill, a Library of Congress study, that says 
the U.S. policy of not confirming or denying is obsolete. Do 
we have any comments on that? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, is the U.S. involved in defusing the 
tension in the eastern Beirut area? 








a Is the U.S. involved? 

Q Yes. 

7 I have nothing on that. Frankly, I don't know 
what you're talking about in the way you're putting your 
question. 


Q -Has it taken any role in mediating or diverting -- 


A I have nothing on that. 


Les? 

Q Bernie -- 

a Keep in mind, will you Les, I have a lunch at 
12:30? 

(Laughter) 

Q Since the State Department Ambassadors in recent 


years, as you know, have been taking a very -- 
a Sorry. I beg your pardon. 
Q Sure. | 
i Go ahead, please. 


No problem. Since the State Department 
Ambassadors in recent years have been taking an active role in 
Presidential, Senatorial, and House campaigns; such as Ken 
Curtis for Jimmy Carter in the main primary; all those 
Ambassadors for Senator Helms; and Ambassador Andy Young 
campaigning for Bill Gray; and since this political concern 
extended even to the State Department press corps where one 
distinguished correspondent seriously considered a run for the 
Senate in Maryland, question: Could you tell us, Bernie, do 
you think -- do you or the Secretary have any doubt whatsoever 
that Ambassador Kirkpatrick would be a very effective candidate 
for the Senate in Maryland's Republican primary? 


(Laughter) 
Q Can't hear you. 


A Do you want me to get involved? 








Q Love to have you get involved, Bernie. I mean, 
you know, there's a precedent. Unless, of course, the State 
Department has now taken a new tack so we're not going to get 
involved -- but I don't suspect that that's the case -- so why 
don't you tell us? 


The Secretary -- I mean, your silence doesn't, in any 
way, indicate that Secretary Shultz is horrified at such a 
possibility; does it, Bernie? 


a My silence is so eloquent. 

(Laughter) 

Q You mean, you're going to just evade that 
queston, out of sheer horror? 

4 Horror? 

(Laughter) 

Q Terror? 

(Laughter) 

a Terror? 

Q Dismay. 

i) Two more -- you get a cigar. 

(Laughter) 

Q Bernie, do you have any comment or anything to 


offer that Secretary Shultz and Mr. McFarlane would not or will 
not go to the Middle East to pursue the peace process, and that 
Mr. Murphy knew about his upcoming mission only when reporters 
knew about it last Friday by the Secretary? 

A Nothing on all three. 

Q Do you have any update on the Iraq-Iran war? 

a I might. 


Q And a follow-up. 


A What I have here is -- Ed may have alluded to 
this in general: we really do not have any kind of situation 





report. They've seen reports here of heavy fighting and 
another bomb blast in Baghdad, but beyond that, really, no 
other detailed information that I could provide you. And that 
due to the present escalation of the war, we advise U.S. 
citizens traveling to Iraq on essential business and intending 
to remain there for extended periods to register with the U.S. 
> 9 Our travel advisory against travel to Iran remains in 
effect. 


A Bernie, is this a new procedure, this 
registration? 


fe) I'm not sure of that, Don, frankly; but we'll try 
to solve that for you. If we can find out whether that call 
for registration is a new -—- 
( (TO STAFF) Is it, do you know, Brian? 

MR. CARLSON: Standard policy. 

MR. KALB: But has it been pronounced from here? 


Q Bernie. 


a We'll check that for you. 


Barry. 

Q Recalling the sale of AWACS to Saudi Arabia, one 
of the arguments the Administration gave for the sale -- and it 
was a controversial sale -—- was that there were threats to oil, 


western oil supplies from the Persian Gulf. 


Under the terms of the sale, isn't Saudi Arabia 
permitted to share information it receives that bears on oil 
and the problems and conflict in the Iran-Iraq war, for 
instance, to share that with countries it considers friendly 
such as Iraq? | 





A I have nothing specific on that. If there were 
any stipulations at the time of the sale, I simply cannot punch 
them up. They may be part of the record or they might not be. 
I simply -- ; 


Q Well, let me bring it to current terms. Has 
Saudi Arabia -- because as I understand the original terms, 
they can't do this without telling the United States what 
they're doing and getting the go-ahead from the United States -- 


A In, in, in, in -- 
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Q In sharing intelligence that bears on oil 
shipments. 


a Acquired by the -- 
Q By American-built and -sold AWACS radar planes. 
A Right. 


Q Has Saudi Arabia come to the United States, been 
in touch with the United States, and said, “We want your 
permission to share information we're getting with Iraq?" 


a Well, it's an easy question to answer because, as 
you know, I and a variety -- several generations -- of my 
predecessors here don't get involved in answering questions 
dealing with intelligence. 


I don't believe -—- What are you talking about 
intelligence? I'm talking about -- 


A You're talking about intelligence-sharing, if I 
understood you correctly. . 


Q Information, I mean -— ship movements. It's 
things that are visible, but they are more visible if you have 
an AWACS radar plane than if you're operating with a binocular. 

(Laughter) 

Q You won't dispute that, will you? 


—Q It could be argued that everything the State 
Department does has something to do with intelligence -- we 
would hope so. 


(Laughter) 
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Q Intelligence permeates the State Department. 
(Laughter) 

A Sorry. 

Q What's the answer? 


A Got nothing for you on that. 
It does bear on the professed neutrality of the 
United States between Iran and Iraq. Some skeptics think the 
United States isn't behaving entirely neutrally. And you will 
not answer the question because it deals with intelligence? 


cy No. I'm not going to take the question or answer 
the question, whatever composition of a reply I may make. 


Q On what basis -- that it's an intelligence matter? 


a No. I don't have to provide a basis. I make 
command decisions up here. 


(Laughter) 


That's part of the fun of the job. 
(Laughter) 


Q Follow-up on that - 


--MORE --- 


* 








il 


Q Follow-up question to that? There's a report in 


London today about events in Lebanon which suggests that the 
U.S. may have been aware of a sighting of Mr. Buckley last 


week. And that may have been -- that sighting may have been 
responsible for -- at least partly responsible for the U.S. 
partial drawndown of its diplomats in Lebanon. Do you have any. 
comment on that -- 


a I don't, Ralph. 


Q Anything further on getting the diplomats out? 

Q Is the -— Bernie, is the -- 

a No. 

Q Is the Secretary planning to meet with Gromyko in 


- Vienna if Gromyko shows up on May 15th? 


a So far as I know, there is no set plan on that, 
but I would imagine that if the Secretary is there and the 
Soviet Foreign Minister, it is something that you would not 
rule out; and, certainly, couldn't provide a guarantee at this 
particular point, but I do remember that those of us who were 
there -- what? five years ago, John? -- with the 25th 
Anniversary, there was such a meeting between Secretary Muskie 
and the Soviet Foreign Minister. ’ 


Q And the British -- 
Q Can we stay on the Gulf? 
a Yes. 
While you're on that, do you know have any clear 


Q 
idea whether the Secretary will return to the United States 
from the European trip with the President or will stay in 


Europe? 
A Do you mean during that four-day lapse? 
Q Yeah. 
A I have nothing specific, but I'm prepared to 


accept suggestions. 


Q London. 
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A London? 


Q On the Gulf, do you share with President Mubarak, 
who visited recently Baghdad, that Iraq doesn't need weapons? 


A I have nothing on that visit. Hold it, Les, just 


a second. 
Q On the same area -- 
a Sure. 
Q Do you have any comment on the --— President: 


Mubarak went to the Russian Embassy to sign the condolences 
book, and he stayed there for an hour and a half, and he talked 
Lo the Russian Ambassador in Cairo. 


Do you have any comment on him staying over, you know, 
beyond five or ten minutes? 


a No. I have nothing on it. 


Q Hour and a half, conducting talks there with the 
Russian Ambassador. 


A No. 


Q Back on AWACS, I believe this is the year the 
deliveries are supposed to be made to Saudi Arabia. Can you 
get for us the specific dates of delivery and whether or not 
the President in fact has to make a report to Congress on 
whether Saudi Arabia is making a contribution to the Middle 
East diplomatic process? I believe that was one of the 
stipulations. 


a Let me see what I can do on the second half. The 
first half, about the calendar of deliveries, we might try the 
DOD, but let's see -~- 


Q Well, but it's an FMS sale, isn't it, so State 
Department would be handling it. 


a Well, if it falls under the aegis here, we'll 
take a look at it and see if it is possible to get you 
something. 


Q About the AWACS, I remember when John Hughes was 
here, always he repeated that the AWACS -- 
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4 John Hughes? John Hughes? (Laughter) 


Q Yeah. Well, the Spokesman of the State 
Department. He always repeated that the AWACS doesn't reach 
the outer limit of the war, you know, the war zone. 


I want to know how much does our AWACS cover, you 
know? Can you guide us on this? 


A I don't, nor do I have John's telephone number. 
(Laughter) 

Q Can you take the que-tion? 

A Huh?_ 

Q I mean, for the last year you've been saying that 


the AWACS doesn't cover this part of -- 


a No. But if John dealt with that -- I simply do 
not know offhand. If that is something that could be made 
available, it can be made available. I simply do not know -- 


Q But can you take the question, at least? 


a I'm not sure. It depends on the availability of 
areply; and I have a feeling that with military 
specifications, you would probably be recommended to talk to 
the Defense Department. 


Q Anything on the Jordanian Foreign Minister? 


3) The Jordanian Foreign Minister. Do I have 
something on the Jordanian Foreign Minister? No, I have 
nothing on that. 


Q (Inaudible) 
A Robin. Hold it. Robin. 


Q Due to the bombings -- car bombings in Baghdad, 
is the Embassy, U.S. Embassy, in Baghdad under any kind of 
special state of alert? Are we doing anything in any kind of 
particular special way for the safety of our diplomats? 


i) I would imagine there is the care that goes into 
a situation such as that, but I have nothing specific as to 
what measures are being taken beyond the obvious ones of being 
sure that all necessary cautions are in fact observed. 


John? 
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Q Do you have any kind of a date on the resumption 
of air safety talks in Moscow -- 


a No. 

Q | -- between the United States and the Soviets? 

a Do not. 

Q Do you have any comment on the thrust of The New 


York Times story today by Bernie Gwertzman about the search for 
peace in the Middle East, and that the United States -- 





a No. Do you mean that analysis piece? 
Q Yes. 
A I do not. Les? 


.Q Bernie, recently after General John Chain so 
effectively disciplined Mr. Gelb of The New York Times, The 
mashington Post reported that General Chain removed the sign 
whic etails Mr. Gelb's misbehavior because Senator Mathias 
called the State Department and threatened to summon General 
Chain to Capitol Hill. 


Now, when I talked to Senator Mathias' Press 
Secretary, Mrs. Walter Pincus, whose husband writes for the 
same newspaper; she said, and this is a quote: “Oh, no, the 
Senator just wanted to know what was going on." End of quote. 


My question: Is this what really happened, Bernie; 
and, if it did, why isn't the State Department keeping Senator 
Mathias notified as to what is going on? 


a tT cannot -- 
Q Bernie -- 
a I can't help you because that whole scenario -- 


some of the elements of that scenario I'm not familiar with; 
‘and, therefore, in that spirit and in the desire to be as 
forthcoming as I possibly can, I can be of absolutely no 
assistance. 


Q Bernie -- but, if I could try to rephrase it, it 
might tap a source of information. This was worldwide -- 


A Do you know that the appetizer is now being 
served? 


* 
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Q Beg pardon? 


“ Do you know that the appetizer is now being 
served? (Laughter) 


Q This was worldwide news. It was almost 
unprecedented. One of your predecessors stood up there and 
referred to The New York Times’ seat in the State Department. 





Now, General Chain has been supported by Weinberger, 
by Shultz, and by the White House. The demand that he 
apologize, coming from Mr. Seymour Topping, has been politely 
declined. 


Here's a Senator on the Foreign Relations Committee, 
who The mashington Post reports called and threatened to summon 
to the Hill, and at that point he takes the thing down, along 
with the whole picture. 


Now, Bernie, you surely, as the Spokesman for the 
State Department, were aware of all of this. You knew the news 
impact on it. How is it that you are -- you stand there 
speechless over this very newsworthy development? I can't 
understand this, Bernie. 


o Because it is very generous of you to ascribe 
absolute knowledge about every specific detail you just 
itemized to me. I answered your question before. 


Q You thought it wasn't important. Is that what 
you're saying, Bernie? 


6 Did you hear me say that? 
Q No. I just -- 


a Did you hear me say that? 


Q This is a fishing expedition, Bernie. 

a It's a fishing expedition? 

Q Yeah. 

a Okay. Let's cut bait and leave. (Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 





POSTED: March 20, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at noon press briefing of March 19, 1985 


CHINA: Nuclear Agreement 





YU: The nuclear agreement with China, what's the status of that 
now? 


A: -- The U.S. ang Cnina initialled the text of a proposed 
agreement foc peaceful nuclear cooperation on April 30, 
1984, in Beijing. Tne initialling of the agreement 
followed many montns of negotiations between the two 


countries. 


-- Our negotiations on nuclear issues covered two subjects: 


A) The proposed agreement itself, which sets forth 
tne conditions and guarantees governing the transfer 


of peaceful nuclear equipment and materials; and 


(3) China's non-proliferation policy. Altnougn our 
law does not require any specific non-proliferation 
commitment in the proposed opilateral agreement, we 
made clear turoughout the negotiations that peaceful 
nuclear cooperation has to rest on basic shared 


non-proliferation principles and practices. 


-- For the proposed agreement to taa- .ect, both 


countries must sign the agreed text and then comolete their 





-v 


respective leyal procedures. On the U.S. side, according 
to the Atomic Energy Act, tne President must authorize 
Signature of the agreement after receiving the views of 
relevant agencies and making statutorily required 
findings. Suoseyuent to signing, tne agreement nas to lie 
before Congress for 60 days of continuous session vefore it 


may be brougnt into force. 


-- Last year, U.S. ayencies completed tne review of the 
text of the agreement. This process involved a number of 
agencies, including the Departments of State and Energy, 
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Their review 
reaffirmed that tne text of tne agreement fully meets the 


requirements of US law. 


-- bkowever, the concerned agencies have not yet forwarded 
the agreement to tne President fur his autnorization. 
setoce doing so, and ovefore tue agreement is signed and 
submitteu to Congress, they wish to ensure tnat tne U.S. 
ana China nave rceacned a full mutual understanding on 


matters relating to the implementation of the agreement. 


-- We are continuing our efforts to resolve outstanding 
questions with tne Chinese, and it is hoped that they can 


be resolved soon, allowing us to move the agreement forward. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Sriefinc of “arch 19, 13335 


SAUDI ARABIA: AWACS Deliveries 





Q I believe this is the year the deliveries are 
supposed to be made to Saudi Arabia. Can you get 
for us the specific dates of delivery and whether or 
not the President in fact has to make a reoort to 
Congress on whether Saudi Arabia is making a contributicn 
to the Middle East diplomatic process? I believe that 
was one of the stipulations. 
A. The fircst delivery of the AWACS to Saudi Arabia will not take 
place until next year. The nature of the report to the Congress 
was set out in an October 1961 letter from President Reacan to 
Senator Baker. The letter provides that transfer of the AWACS 
will take place only after the Congress has received in writing a 
Presidential certification that certain conditions have been 
met. Among the conditions were the following: ‘That the sale 
contributes directly to the stability and security of the area, 
enhances the atmosphere and prospects for progress toward peace, 
and that initiatives toward the peaceful resolution of disputes 
in the region have either been successfully completed or that 


Significant progress toward that goal has been accomplished with 


the substantial assistance: of Saudi Arabia." 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE : 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING , 


DPC #48 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1985, 12:22 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have a few 
announcements. 


Available in the Press Office today are the following 
prepared statements by Department offic:iials before Congress: 


Acting Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs Gary Matthews before a joint hearing of 
the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittees on Human 
Rights and Western Hemisphere Affairs. The topic of his 
testimony is human rights in Chile. 


Deputy Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs 
James Michel before a joint hearing of the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, Subcommittees on Human Rights and Western 
ee i Affairs. The topic of his testimony is human rights 
in Chile. 


AID Administrator Peter McPherson before the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The topic of his testimony is 
the FY-86 Foreign Aid Request. 


Under Secretary for Management Ronald Spiers before 
the Senate Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Justice and State. The topic of his testimony is 
State Department Salaries and Expenses. I expect all of you to 
cover that one. That's very important. (Laughter) 


That's all I have. Questions? 


Q Chancellor Kohl made a speech today in which he 
said that progress at Geneva could make deployment of the 
Strategic Defense Initiative unnecessary. Does the United 
States share that view, or do you have a comment on it? 


fa Well, we have not yet seen a full text of 
Chancellor Kohl's remarks or speech. I would note, however, 











that on earlier occasions, Chancellor Kohl has stated his 
understanding and support for our SDI research effort, 
particularly given longstanding Soviet efforts in this field. 


On the question of offensive arms reductions, we have 
made clear that our goal in Geneva will be to reach agreement 
on a radical reduction in the number and power of existing and 
planned offensive nuclear arms, as well.as the stabilization of 
the relationship between offensive and defensive nuclear arms, 
whether land-based, space-based, or otherwise. 


We believe that increased reliance on non-nuclear 
defenses would be complementary to these efforts and could lead 
to amore secure strategic environment. 


Q Copy of that? 


Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the time for Mr. Murphy 
to go to the Middle East? 


a No. I have nothing specific on his schedule yet. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on the -- today's 
news that Prime Minister Shimon Peres had dropped his 
opposition to preliminary Middle East peace talks between the 
United States and the Arabs? 


A We've seen these reports that came in this 
morning, and ['m not going to have any comment on that until we 
have a chance to look at that further. 


Q Do you have any update about the Iraq-Iran war? 


A Yes. While there is still a possibility of 
further action which could change the situation, it appears 
that the Iraqis have blunted and to a large extent rolled back 
the latest Iranian offensive. 


Casualty figures on both sides will probably never be 
known, but apparently are large and once again remind us of the 
terrible cost of this tragic war. 


We continue to believe that there can be no military 
resolution of the conflict and call upon Iran to join Iraq in 
accepting the many international calls for a cease-fire and 
negotiated settlement. 





We do not provide arms to either side, either directly 
or indirectly, and we are making substantial efforts to 
diminish the flow of arms to Iran from free world sources as a 
means to induce Iran to end the fighting. 


Q Copy of that? 
a Yes. 


Q Do you have any information on the source of the 
so-called missiles being launched against the Iraqi capital? 


A Well, the Iranians have stated that they have 
recently used surface-to-surface missiles in their attacks on 
cities. As you know, the United States has never sold such 
types of missiles to Iran. Therefore, it follows that the Scud 
missile is a possible candidate, in terms of all the 
speculation going on as to what missiles may or may not be 
being used against Iraq. Further comment would get me too much 
into intelligence matters, and I can't go further than that. 


Q Can you confirm that the Scud is being used, or 
are you just deducing that? 


a I can't get further into that. I mean, what I 
can say, Matt, is that, you know, the facts are well known that 
the Scud missile is a missile of Soviet manufacture, and the 
Soviets have in the past sold them to a number of countries; 
and, therefore, there are a number of possibilities as where 
such missiles could be acquired by the Iranians. 


Q Ed, do you have any indication -- on the basis of 
following up on your first, initial statement, do you have any 
indication from Iran through any -- from any source or from any 
indication, public or otherwise, that Iran has seen the light 
of your statement and is now prepared to edge toward a 
settlement rather than continuing the war? Or is there any end 
in sight, I guess is the question? 


) Well, all I can do is speak to our own position 
on that, Ralph, and basically, you know, the United States has 
supported and does support all international efforts to bring 
this tragic war to an end. 


Again, as I reiterated -- I will reiterate our arms 
policy of not selling or authorizing others to provide arms of 
U.S. manufacture to either side. 


We are making substantial efforts to diminish the flow 
of arms to Iran from free world sources as a means to induce 
Iran to end the fighting. 











We continue to believe that there can be no military 
resolution of the conflict between Iran and Iraq, and we call 
on Iran to join Iraq in accepting the many international calls 
for a cease-fire and negotiated settlement. 


Q Are you also trying to stop the arms flow going 
to Iraq, thereby keeping the U.S. neutral stance? 


a I'm not going to get into that. 

Q Do you have any reaction to the reported . 
statement by the Iranian Prime Minister that Iraq's threats 
about civilian airliners could he “contagious,” and that they 
could spread to the airspace of “all regions?" 

A I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Ed -- 

& Bernie, did you have -- 

I was soing to ask if you had raised with Iraq 
that -- I mean, that seems to violate a lot of: international 
air safety rules. You haven't raised that? 

a I have nothing for you on that, no. . 


Ed, do you have any update on the situation in 
Lebanon? 


Q Can you stay -- 

A Well, do you want to stay -- 

Q Can we assume that these Scud missiles are from 
Libya or Syria? Can you confirm that, or do you have any idea 
about that? 

ia I have nothing for you specifically on that. 

Matt? 


Q Do you have any comment on Qaddafi's call today 
for an end to the fighting -- 


a I have no comment on that. No. 


Q I'd like to follow up on Robin's question just a 
minute. I just want to make sure -- you're not trying to tell 





us that the previous and longstanding statements of neutrality 
are in any way changed at this point, are they? 


i) Absolutely not. 


Q Were you able ever to confirm reports in The 
London Times that the U.S. is helping or assisting Iraq in 
movement of Iranian troops in that region? 


6 This is -- these reports of what, specifically? 


-Q The London Times, that the United States somehow 
is assisting Iraq in detecting movement of Iranian troops in 
the region that -- where the fighting is -- 


i) Well, that report, if it's the same one you're 
referring to, alleged that we were sharing intelligence with 
the Iraqis, and on that I obviously have no comment on 
intelligence matters or alleged intelligence matters. 


Shall we go to another area? 


-- MORE -- 








Q I asked if you had any update on the situation in 
Lebanon? 


o I don't have a daily situation report. As we 
said last week, we are not going to get into a daily situation 
report on the situation in Lebanon. I will, however, like to 
reiterate that we continue to be concerned about the recent 
developments in Lebanon. 


We support the sovereignty and territorial integrity 
of Lebanon, and we support the efforts of the Central 
Government under President Gemayel to restore sovereignty over 
all Lebanese territory. We believe that security for all 
Lebanese can best be achieved by restoration of the Central 
Government's authority. 


Q Can you comment on the developments in East 
Beirut, specifically the formal changeover of command of the 
Christian forces that was announced today? 


i) No, I have nothing specific on the situation in 
East Beirut. 


Q Ed, how, besides rhetoric, do we support the 
Central Government in Lebanon and the territorial integrity and 
the extension of sovereignty, and so on? We keep saying this, 
but actively, besides meeting -- our Ambassador meeting with 
President Gemayel, how do we do this? 


I) I'm not going to get into the details of our 
interaction with the Central Government of Lebanon. I've 
already gone into that. 


Q Is it true, you know, after the breakdown of the 
May 17 accord, we tied up the pipeline, specifically, the 
delivery of M-113 armored car vehicles? Is it true that 
pipeline has now been reopened and the U.S. is delivering on a 
regular basis M-113s? 

if I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Can you take the question? 

a I can look into it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q How do you characterize the Syrian position 
towards the Christian rebellion there? Do you see it as a 
positive step, or what? 








A I'm not going to characterize the Syrian role. 


Q Ed, today they announced that they formed an 
executive committee. Do you think that -- of the -- between 
the opposing faction against Gemayel; do you think that this 
executive committee will endanger your goals of establishing 
the sovereignity, et cetera, and dependence of Lebanon? 


a I don't know what executive committee you're 
referring to in the report. 


Q It's in East Beirut. They've been established by 
Geagea and others? 


a Well, I think we've commented already on the 
developments in eastern Beirut and the movements of the Geagea 
group. We considered it a negative development, and I don't 
want to take it further than that. 


Q Can you say whether the U.S. Ambassador is still 
at post in Beirut? 


a Ambassador Bartholomew is at post in Beirut. 


Q Ed, do you still consider the uprising, until 
today, still a negative development? 


a Excuse me? 


Q Before you said it was a negetive development 
when they were calling for the overthrow of the President of 
Lebanon, but today -- 


i) We consider the challenge to the central 
authority -- 


Q But there's no -- 


a -- led by -- is a negative development. That's 
our policy. 


Q Ed, the Indonesian Foreign Minister has asked for 
a meeting with U.S. officials on a 5-point proposal from 
Vietnam which somehow links peace in Cambodia with U.S. 
recognition. Do you have anything on that? 


i) Well, we've read these reports, but we have not 
yet had a chance to discuss the visit with Or. Mochtar, the 
Indonesian Foreign Minister. 








We understand that he did raise issues of bilateral 
U.S.-Vietnam concern, including the POW/MIA question and the 
release of an American citizen, William Mathers, and we are 
grateful for his assistance on these subjects. 


Until we have had a full briefing on Or. Mochtar's 
Vietnam trip, we would prefer not to comment on other aspects 
of his discussions with the Vietnamese. 


Now, your -- the second part of your question is on 
the S-point proposal? Specifically? 


Q Does the United States have a position on the 
5-point proposal? 


i Well, our understanding up to now has been that 
the Vietnamese 5-point proposal is essentially the same as the 
proposal made in the January communique issued by the Indochina 
foreign ministers. We commented on that communique at the time 
it was issued. And basically what we said at that time, the 
sum and substance, was that ASEAN's policies are aimed at 
acrieving a settlement based on the principles of the 198] 
International Conference on Kampuchea: withdrawal of foreign 
forces, internationally supervised elections free from outside 
interference, and the establishment of a government 
representative of the Khmer people. 


Now the communique at that time - of the Indochina 
Foreign Ministers - appears to use some of these same terms but 
fell far short of accepting the framework the ASEAN nations 
have proposed. 


Q May I have a copy of that? 


a Now we simply don't know if Or. Mochtar has 
received further clarifications on that proposal, or whether 
the Vietnamese have proposed something new. We have to wait 
until we have the opportunity to discuss this with the 
Indonesian Foreign Minister. 


Q Can 1 have a copy, please? 

i) Yes. 

Q Do you have a comment on a Washington Post story 
from Salvador today suggesting the U.S. was turning its back on 


President Duarte? It may be too strong, but that's the thrust 
of it. 











4 Do you want to reformulate the question or not? 
Q No. Whatever you have there on that story. 
A viell, as we've said about previous elections in 


El Salvador, we do not support parties. We support the 
democratic process. 


The United States policy has not changed. We continue 
to support President Ouarte as the democratically-—elected 
President of El Salvador. 


Q What about money? 
A I'm ne* going to get into that. 


Q - td, do you have any kind of a readout on the 
Secretary's meeting with the Jordanian Foreign Minister? 


A It hasn't taken place yet. it's going to -- that 
meeting, I believe, is scheduled for this afternoon at 3:30, 
anc -- 


Q Will there be a readout? 


a I'm not too sure if there's going to be a readout 
or not at this point. 


What I can tell you is that Foreign Minister al-Masri 
will meet with the Secretary this afternoon at 3:30. He met 
with Vice Presidert Bush yesterday, with the Assistant to the 
President for National Security Affairs, McFarlane, this 
morning, and will be having lunch today with Assistant 
Secretary Murphy. That's his schedule as far as we know it. 


Q Do you have anything on the explusion of 
Americans from Honduras, apparently some CMA people? 


2) We have something for you. There's some old 
guidance on that in the Press Office. That's available in the 
Press Office. 


Ralph? 


be On Ethiopia, there are persistent reports that 
the Ethiopian Government is using American and other 
international food aid as a lure to get rebels into so-called 
re-education camps. Do you have any comment on those reports?’ 


a I have nothing on that Ralph, no. 





10 


Q Do you have anything on a Cuban officer who has 
sought asylum in Spain? 


A No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that contras 
claimed to have surface-to-air missiles that sound from the 
description like the hand-held type? 


a We've seen these reports but we're in no position 
to confirm them. 


Q They didn't come from the U.S. though, did they? 
cs Can't confirm those. 


Q Ed, do you have any reaction to a bill put in 
yesterday by two Congressmen which would prohibit private aid 
to the contras; either reaction to that legislation or if you, 
in general, at this point, abort private aid to the contras? 


‘ I have nothing for you on that, no. 
Do you have any updating on the situation in 
Sudan? 
“ No. 
Q There are news that maybe President Nimeiri of 


Sudan is having secret contacts with the Libyans. Do you have 
anything about that? 


‘ I have nothing on that, no. 


Q What about his proposed visit on the 27th of this 
month to Washington? 


“ I have nothing on that either, no. 
Q Thank you. 


“ Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 

















‘Yost: S\2o\85 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 20, 1985 


LEBANON: DELIVERY OF ARMORED CARS 





Q. Is it true that after the breakdown of the May 17 accord, 
we tied up the pipeline, specifically the delivery of M-113 
armored cars, to Lebanon? Is it true that the pipeline has 
been re-opened and the US is delivering M-ll3s on a regular 


basis. 


A. The US put the delivery of armored personnel carriers on 
temporary hold in February 1984, prior to the cancellation she - 
May 17 agreement, as the security situation in Lebanon at the 


time did not permit routine delivery of heavy military 


equipment. 


Eaclier this year, at the request of the Government of 
Lebanon, and after careful review, the US resumed the phased 


delivery of the remaining APCs to the Lebanese Armed Forces. 


US military assistance to Lebanon is designed to strengthen 
the Lebanese Armed Porces as a way of enhancing stability and 


of supporting the GOL in its efforts to extend its control 


throughout Lebanese territory. 
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FRIDAY, MARCH 22, 1985, 12:47 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OIHLRWISFE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon everybody. I've got severa! 
announcements here, please. 


Available in the Press Office, 2:00 --— just a few 
Minutes away -- (is the) prepared statement by Assistant 
Secretary for European and Canadian Affairs Richard Burt before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Subcommittee on 
European Affairs. Topic of his testimony: FY ‘86 Foreign 
Assistance Authorization 8ill. 


Number 2: The White House and the Departments of 
State and Defense are today releasing a publication entitled 
The Soviet-Cuban Connection in Central America and the 


Caribbean. 


A BACKGROUND briefing on the booklet wili be held here 
at 3:30 p.m. by the principal contributors. Those wanting 
copies of photos and charts contained in the booklet should 
contact the Department of Defense, 697-5331. 








Q~” You won't have copies here? 
A Brian? At the Press Office -- available now? 


Mr. CARLSON Of the book, but not the photos or the 
chart 


MR. KALB A couple of announcements about upcoming 
speeches 


The Secretary will address the Austin Council on 
Foreign affairs in Austin, 12:45 p.m. Central Standard [fime, 
speech, Thursday, March 28 The meeting will be held at the 
Lyndon Baines Johnson Library on the campus of the University 
of Texas. There will be a Q&A session. Barring any unforeseen 
difficulties, (it will be) piped live into the Department, into 
the Press Briefing Room, with the time change, 1:45 p.m That 
would be our time. If you plan to cover, please telephone 
Candice Howard of the Council at (512) 458-4064 








The Secretary will continue on to Homestead Air Force 
Base, Florida, to participate in the meeting of Chiefs of 
Mission from Latin America and the Caribbean: return to 
Washington late afternoon, Friday, March 29. Any questions, 
please telephone ARA Public Affairs Advisor Gil Callaway, 
632-3048 


And, finally, the Secretary has accepted Senator 
Lugar's invitation to speak in Indianapolis -- a luncheon -- 
Monday, April 22. The event is sponsored by the Indianapolis 
Economic Club -- 


Q That can't be. That's today. 

a April -- April 22. Which year are we in? April 
22. The event is sponsored by the Indianapolis Economic Club 
and the organizing committee for the Tenth International Pan 
American Games which will be held in Indianapolis in 1987 

(Laughter) 


Q What time? 


A If you have questions -- 
Q Is it hold for release? (Laughter) 
A ~~ please telephone Committee Press Secretary 


Bruce Dworshak, (317) 267-2626 Hold for release? I1'J]1 check 
that 


Q Do you have a time on that speech, Bernie? 

a Did 1 have a time for you? Let's see. 

Q And the year’ 

a The year? No. Don't have the time, but 1 have a 
telephone number that I can do again 

Q Bernie? 

Q Yeah 

Q Does the State Department have any confirmation 


that the Iraqis are again using chemical warfare against the 
Iranians? 


A I have nothing on that, Jim 








Q The last time there were allegations, the State 
Department was very quick off the mark to (1) confirm it and 
(2) condemn it. Is the State Department looking into it? 


a I will take a look and see what is possible, but 
I have nothing for you at this time. : 


Q Because there are some reported victims being 
treated in western Europe? 


> 


a Well, why don't I take a look and see what is 


possible. 

Q Yeah I'm just trying to find out if it's just a 
bureaucratic blip, or if there's a lack of -- 

a Bureaucratic "blip"? 

Q Blip, or a lack of alacrity in your looking into 


at this time. 


a Or a lack of alacrity? 
Q Yeah. 

Q Bernie? 

“ Yes. 

Q Is that it on Iraq? 

a that's all I have 


lf they're using it, it would -- 


> #& 


All I have is that I don't have anything. 


Q Yeah, but your policy, I suppose, hasn't 
changed. It's not nice to use chemical weapons, right? 


i I would that you're right there. But I will take 
@ look and see what we can get for you. 


Q Yesterday, before the House Committee, the 
Secretary said of the violence in South Africa yesterday that 
there was no excuse for what had happened and it was 
indefensible He also condemned the whole South African 
Government's actions 





The President last night had some justification for it 
and seemed somewhat on a different wave length than the 
Secretary. Do you have any new statement that might sum up the 
Administration's view on this incident? 


o What I have, Bernie, is that the President's 
remarks stand on their own; that the State Department is in 
touch with the U.S. Embassy to determine the facts of the 
Situation. And I would point out that both the President and 
the Secretary deplore the violence and consider the apartheid 
system which breeds discontent and unrest as repugnant. 


Q But on my question, are we supposed to now, sort 
of like a computer disk, wipe out what the Secretary said? 


A No. I| think what the Secretary said stands on 
its own. 

Q But it's quite different from what the President 
said. 

A Well, 1 can't get involved in any sort of 


comparative analysis. 


Q But does the Secretary stand by everything he 


said? 
“ I'm sure he does. 
Q But you don't know? 
“ I'm sure that he does stand with what he said. 


[It was said out front, on the record, and, indeed, you reported 
it So you stand by what you wrote and he stands by what he 
said. 


Q Well, they also both spoke yesterday in separate 
places about a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. And instead 
of asking you to try to square the two statements, I wonder if 
you can fill in some of the gaps. 


The President said we wouldn't have an active role and 
yet he would welcome the -- he would have the United States 
meet with a Jordanian—Palestinian delegation. In what context 
would a meeting be held? 


A Let me answer your question this way, Barry. If 
you take everything the President said last night in its 
totality, you will note there is no change in U.S. policy. As 





we have consistently maintained, we are prepared --— as we have 
consistently maintained, we are prepared to meet with a 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation if such a meeting would 
contribute to the goal of direct negotiations between Israel 
and its Arab neighbors. The President also noted that our 
policy regarding the PLO has not changed. 


This idea is one of a number of suggestions which have 
been made. No final decisions have been taken. Assistant 
Secretary Murphy, as you know, will be traveling to the area in 
April to consult on what steps might be taken to move the peace 
epeoes forward and what role the U.S. might play in that 
effort. 


Q Well, the words may not have changed -- to ask 
you about nuances -- but it would seem that the President at 
least is being more receptive to the ideas floated by Mubarak 
and Hussein than the State Department has been in the past. 
Does my ear deceive me, or -- 


4 1 made a point of noting that the President 
noted, as well, that U.S. policy regarding the PLO has not 
changed. And when the possibility or the reference was made to 
a meeting, the President underlined that in the course of the 
news conference last night, so that I think I've summed up -- 


Q Yeah, no. But I'm not asking you about the PLO. 
What I'm asking you is about -- is the extent of activity by 
the United States, how much it's willing to take on. And it 
sounded last night like the President is saying the United 
States is prepared, in response to requests from Jordan and 
Egypt, to be a bit more active then it sounded like the United 
States was prepared to be just a few days earlier. And so did 
Shultz. 


fa Well, let me say that the U.S. is fully committed 
to the pursuit of peace in the Middle East: and as the 
President noted last night, the U.S. believes that a just, 
lasting and durable peace can only be achieved through direct 
negotiations between the parties themselves. The point that 
the President was making is that while we will do everything 
possible to facilitate negotiations, we ourselves are not a 
party to the dispute. That said, the United States is prepared 
to act in whatever manner is deemed appropriate in efforts to 
bring about a just and lasting peace. 


~ -MORE - - 





Q All right. Let me ask one last thing, and ['ll 
let it rest. | 

Q Copy? 

- Yes, you can. 


Q It was U.S. policy that the United States will 
not step forward until the Arabs, and particularly Hussein, 
took the initiative of announcing he was ready to meet with 
Israel directly at the negotiating table; that the United 
States is waiting -- the ball is in the Arab court -- the 
United States is waiting for Hussein to take that step. Is 
that still the case? 


Aa In reply to your first question, 1 noted that the 
President's reference to the United States being prepared to 
meet with a joint delegation, underlining the fact that U.S. 
policy regarding the PLO has not changed, adding however that 
this idea is one of a number of suggestions which have been 
made and no final decisions have been taken. 


Q Bernie, that doesn't respond. I'm not asking 
about the PLO. I'm asking about who makes the first move, the 
U.S. or Hussein. forget the PLO. 


oe I'm going to have to stand with what I've read 
you, and you'll have to find your meaning in that. 


Q Bernie -- 

A Wait a minute. Same agency. 
(Laughter) 

a Go ahead. Just a moment. 


As for the CBS camera crew yesterday, has the 
United States lodged a protest? If not, have we communicated 
with the Israelis on this in any way? And are we going to make 
any attempt at an independent determination of the facts? 


is) What I have is that at this point there is no 
additional information here that we can add to the press 
accounts of yesterday. Obviously, we deplore the deaths of 
these journalists as well as the loss of lives of others in 
this cycle of violence. 








As for the incidents themselves, these underscore the 
need to achieve a rapid and complete withdrawal of Israeli 
forces from Lebanon. Too many innocent lives on both sides 
have been lost. The time has come for all parties to recognize 
that it is in all their interests to promote such a withdrawal, 
together with the extension of Lebanese sovereignty over all of 
its territory and the provision of security for Israel's 
northern border. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 


a No, I'm sorry I've got this badly marked up in 
an effort to edit it down 


Q Excuse me. There seems to be a difference of 
opinion between or among the eye witnesses and the Israeli 
Government about what happened. 1 was just wondering, does the 
United States plan to try to ascertain the facts for itself, or 
are we going to get involved in any way in the difference of 
opinion? 


a I'm aware of the discrepancies in analysis, but 
have nothing for you in direct reply to your question 


Ralph 


Q Did anyone at the State Department meet yesterday 
with anyone from CBS regarding this? Did the State Departmer' 
promise CBS to look into it or promise to take any steps in 
connection with - - 


a (1TO SIAFF) Do we have anything on that, Brian’ 


MR. CARLSON No 


a 1 don't have anything immediately that 1'm aware 
of . 

Q Can you take that question, please? 

a Yes, I can 

Q I don't understand why the answer is not yes when 
Secretary Shultz promised Obey yesterday that we always look 
into those things -- we, the State Department -- 


a That's right 





Q -- and will give him an answer. So why isn't the 
answer just yes. 


a Fine I was there, and I heard that. And as a 
matter of fact, you're right, and I suspect then there would be 
the follow-up 


Q On this point -- 
a On which point? 


Q The last point of the CBS and Lebanon CBS crew, 
had the President had more information about what happened 
yesterday in Lebanon than the State Department, because he pay 
-- his answer to the question about the violence and the 
killing of the C&S Lebanese journalists was not as people werr 
expecting, because he implied that there were some resistance 
or military resistance by people, and they were having guns, 
and that the circumstances were different. 


I mean, 1 am just paraphrasing what he said. the 
statement of the President last night, if I could say that, it 
was not as to the conditions, because you say that there is - 
the information is not flowing steadily. ‘ 


a 1 have nothing for you on that 
Q I mean -- 
Q Bernie, to fine-tune Barry's point on the 


President, Evans and Novak had an interesting few ideas today 
that the Secretary did not, or rather that the Secretary's 
skepticism is not shared by that consummate politician in the 
Oval Office and further that Shultz persuaded Reagan and 
like-minded White House aides, for the present at least, to 
restrain their exuberance for the Hussein-Arafat pact. 


Could you comment on that? Could you -- 
a No, I have nothing on that. 

Q Could you tell us that -- 

a I have nothing for you, Magda 


Q Bernie, O.K., another question: Could you tell 
us anything about Mrs Weir's meeting with the Secretary today’ 


a Yes, | have something on that Mrs. Benjamin 
Weir, her son John, and representatives of the Presbyterian 
Church Program Agency met with the Secretary at 9°15 this 





morning. -They discussed the continuing captivity of the 
Reverend Weir and the other American hostages in Lebanon. The 
Secretary assured Mrs. Weir that we are doing everything 
possible to secure the release of her husband and the other 
four Americans. 


It would not be useful publicly to discuss details of 
just what we are doing to secure their safe release, but the 
fact that we do not believe it would be helpful to discuss our 
efforts does not imply a lack of concern or efforts on our part. 


As we have repeatedly said, the release of Americans 
kidnapped in Lebanon is a high-priority issue for the President 
and the entire Administration. 

Q Did she go away satisfied? 


a l understand Mrs. Weir held a news conference, 
and [I cannot make any interpretation of how she felt 


Q Can we have a copy? 

a You can have a copy, Ralph. 

Q Two questions, please: The statement that you 
read for us about the CBS crew is based on what facts -- the 


Israelis, the independent reporters that were there? Or is it 
based on information that was collected by American officials 
in Lebanon? 


rs) Well, 1 don't think that question is pertinent to 
what I read you, because I did not seek to reconstruct that 
incident 


Q But you issued a statement about it, and l'm 
trying to find out where did you get your information 


a No, but you'd have to -- 1 understand what you're 
saying very clearly, but [I think if you take a look at the 
statement that I read, it is not a question of any factual 
reconstruction I talked about not having any additional 
information to add to previous accounts; I talked about 
deploring the deaths and noted that the incidents themselves 
only underscore the need to achieve a rapid withdrawal of 
forces 


Q 0. « One - 


Q Bernie, do you deplore the action? 
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fs) Yes We deplore the -- we deplore the deaths 

Q Ihe Israeli action against the CBS crew? 

oe No. No, no. You're talking -- be specific 

Q I'm asking, do you ceplore the Israeli action 


against the CBS crew? 


“ No What I have deplored are the deaths, and 
that is where I've stopped on that. 


~~ MORE - 
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Q Not the action? 


Q Why can't you deplore the action against the C85 
crew? Is it because they are Lebanese. because they are 
Arabs’ if it is Israeli, you could have blown the stack of 
everybody in this world why can't you deplore it?’ 


4 Il do not -- 
S) why’ 
o -—- accept the assumptions that you're operating 


on, and I have said what [I've got to say on this. 


Q ernie there is some other aspect of the traairc 
event of yesterday Do you nave 


” Some other -- 1 beg your pardon’ 

Q yes 

A Some other? 

Q Aspect 

) Aspect l'm sorry 

a) That's relating to what's happened yesterday to 

the -. in the Lebanese village 

a in the Lebanese 

Q Village Do you have a certain position towards 


the lsraelis going back to Lebanese villages that were already 
evacuated betore-’ 


a 1 think that thet question has been addressed in 
some of briefings that | have missed because I've been away, 
and 1 will take a look to see if there's anything on thet 


9 About the ltordanian, can I ask a question on 
that’ loday the Jordanian Foreign Minister is meeting atter 
5 00 o'clock, and the Jordanian said they put some proposals 
which you would give them today the answer (sic) are we 
expecting any readout or anything about that tonight’ 


a As a matter of fact, 1 think there will be a 
readout on that in the sense that - there will be a stakeout? 


(10 STA) Do | have thet clear, or not? 
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MR CARLSON Keep in touch with the Press Office. 


MR KALB. IL've just been given some very good 
advice 


Q from the State Department -- 
a Keep in touch -- 
Q Or White House? 


o Keep in touch -— no, no. Here. But keep in 
touch with the Press Office on that. 


Q You'll stay open as lorg as the Jordanian is in 
the building? 


a l1 have something here that was given to me in 
response to Jim's first question: that we cannot confirm that 
Iraq has used chemical weapons in the current fighting U.S 
policy on the use of chemical weapons remains unchanged we 
condemn the illeasal use of chemical weapons in violation of 
international laws and agreements whenever and wherever it 
occurs 

We have also supported and will continue to support 
UN efforts to investigate such charges 


Q Bernie, does that mean the case isn't closed vet, 
or the evidence is just not sufficient? 


fs) Can't confirm is what I'm saying - 

Q Weill, that can mean -- 

o - and so that -- 

Q Is it an ongoing -- 

a it could be open It could ultimately be 


confirmed or not 


Q Two weeks ago when you were asked about the same 
subject, you said there is no evidence for the usage of Iraq of 
chemical weapons Now you are saying we can't confirm This 
is the second -- 


) You talked -~. we're talking - 
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Q Two weeks ago you had a statement. or last week 
-- I can't remember -- but in the last two weeks -. 

a Yeah. 

Q -- you said there is no evidence to support that 


Iraq (is) using chemical weapons 
- Right 


Q Now we are saying we can't confirm So can you 
compare, I mean, these two positions’ 


a I shall entrust the comparison to you 


Q Can we go back to South Africa for just a 
minute’? the President said last night that he thought it was 
significant that some of those enforcing the law in using the 
guns were also black policemen 


Does the Department also think it's significant that. 
black policemen fired on black marchers there? 


a 1 think 1'1] just stand with the President's 
remarks 


Q and, secondly. do you have anything to say abou! 
Mr. Crocker's visit yesterday with the South African toreign 
Minister? 


A 1 have no readoul on that 
Q Bernie, on Lebanon, is the US Ambassador ¢1i11 


at his post in Beirut, or is he on his way back to Washington 
now? 


“ l'm not sure Il don't know 

Q Can you check on it? 

a lf we can provide some information, we'll] do that 
Q In that connection, do you have -- 

ms Yeah 

Q 1 was wondering, do you have anything on a 


reported $400 million loan to tast Germany?’ 


a l have nothing on that 
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Q Can [ follow that up with a question? 
“ Sure 


Q It was reported earlier this week in the Wall 
treet r that three U.S. banks are managing a $500 
million loan to East Germany, and the article pointed out that 
West Germany had conducted a similar loan a few years ago and 
in return the East Germans had promised to ease emigration 
restrictions. 


Has the U.S. received any word from the East Germans 
on a loosening of emigration, or does the U.S. plan to press 
the tast Germans on emigration -- 


i) I've got nothing on it. 

Q -~ in connection with this? 

a I've got nothing on that, and, if we do get 
something -- and 1'1ll press to take a look -- we'll make that 
available. 

Ralph? 

-) in connection with LebDanon again, there have bern 


a number of other attacks and kidnappings, not necessarily of 
American citizens, in Beirut in the past day or so Do you 
have any further comment on the security situation in Beirut, 
as it relates to American -- 


a I don't have «~~ 
Q - citizens or American diplomats? 
i) Well, I don't have a@ situation report on Beirut 


right now, but will make a general observation about what 
you're talking about. The recent attacks on Westerners in 
Beirut -- the kidnappings of five Westerners in the past eight 
days -- are reminders that terrorism is not only confined to 
attacks on Americans 


Terrorism represents a threat to all nations The 
incidents in the past week underline the need for international 
cooperation to combat terrorism. 


Q Any changes in the U.S. diplomatic corps in 
Beirut that you can report to us? 
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a I have nothing on that, Ralph Sorry 
. Bernie -- 

*Q Since the -- 

” Just a second. I'm over here 


Since the background briefing this afternoon on 
the Central American report will not be open for cameras. I 
wonder if you could give us any comment at all now about what 
the State Department sees as the significance of this 
particular report? 


A I think -- no, I have nothing beyond what wil! be 
said at that backgrounder this afternoon 

Q Can you tell us now when the Administration plans 
to make its request -- its request to Capitol Hill for the 


funding for those fighting against the Nicaraguan Government? 
a Nothing on that. I'm sorry. 


Q At the Weir press conference, she released a 
letter from her husband dated February 15 which calls on a 
Presbyterian Church official to do everything he can to demand 
that the U.S Government talk to the Government of Kuwait about 
releasing the prisoners there Il assume we know what the 
policy is about that, but I'd like to hear you say it. 


“ Well, I said it to the degree that 1 can when | 
read the earlier guidance on the meeting between the Secretary 
and Mrs. Weir 


Q But | didn't think you addressed the Kuwait) 
prisoners at all, did you? 


a L'm not going to get involved in anything along 
those lines 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:08 p.m.) 








POSTED: 3/22/fs 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 22, 1985 


ISRAEL: CBS Camera Crew Killed in Lebanon 





Q Did anyone at the State Department meet yesterday with 
anyone from CBS regarding this? Did *he State Department 
promise CBS to look into it or promise to take any 
steps in connection with it? 


Depu.cy Sookesman Edward Djerejian met with Bill McLaughlin 
of CBS yesterday afternoon and conveyed to CRS the 


Department's concern over the deaths of the CBS 


journalists in Lebanon. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 22, 1985 


EAST GERMANY: U.S. Loan and Emigration 





Q It was reported earlier this week in The Wall Street 
Journal that three U.S. banks are managing a 
million loan to East Germany, and the article pointed 
out that West Germany had conducted a similar loan a 
few years ago, and in return the East Germans had 
promised to ease emigration restrictions. Has the U.S. 
received any word from the East Germans on a loosening 
of emigration, or does the U.S. plan to press the 
East Germans on emigration? 





A. We understand there have been recent US bank loans to the 
GDR, but you would have to check the banks for confirmation anc 
details. We are not aware of any emigration conditions 


attached to such loans, which are made on a private, commercial 


basis. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 22, 1985 


LEBANON: Israeli Troops in S. Lebanon 





Q Do you have a certain position towards the Israelis 
going back to Lebanese villages that were already 
evacuated before? 


A: --The United States is deeply concerned by the recent 
escalation of violence in southern Lebanon and we urge thag¢ 
all parties exercise restraint and end the cycle of attack 


and counter-attack. 


--We urge both lsrael and Lebanon to take steps to achieve 


security arrangements to ensure stability in the South and 


a speedy Israeli withdrawal to the international border. 





POSTED: 3 / 22/ PS 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 22, 1985 


LEBANON: ‘Whereabouts of Ambassador Bartholomew 





Q Is the U.S. Ambassador still at his post in Beirut, or 
is he on his way back to Washington now? 


A: --Ambassador Bartholomew has left Beirut to attend a Chiefs 


of Mission Conference. 
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MONDAY, MARCH 25, 1985, 1:01 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MAR. KALB: Good afternoon. I have some announcements, 
housekeeping and ochers. 


The Department has prepared a resource book to provide 
background information about the municipal and legislative 
elections which will be held March 31 in El Salvador. This 
booklet is similar to other resource books published by the 
Department of State on past Salvadoran elections and is 
available in the Press Office. 

Secretary Shultz will deliver ON-THE-RECORD welcoming 
remarks -- no Q&A -- to the National Conference for Leaders in 
Higher and International Education, Loy Henderson Room, 
Thursday, April 1, 9:15. If you want to cover it, contact 
Marie Bland of the Bureau of Public affairs, 632-3340. 

The Secretary will also -- 

Q Thursday, April 1, doesn't -- 

Q Monday. Monday. 

Q April Fools Day. 

i) Thursday, April 1. 

No. 

Monday. 

You can't have both. 
Monday. 


Thursday you -- 


Q 
Q 
Q 
~ 
Q 
Q 


Which year, Bernie? 





a We'll have an investigation -- (laughter) -- 
that's my out. (Laughter) 


All right. We shall -- 
Q Monday. 


a We shall redo this calendar. I'm sure this is 
right. (Laughter) All right. 


The Secretary will also address, with Q&A, ON THE 
RECORD, National Conference of Blacks in Higher Education on 
April 1, 4:00 p.m., Washington Hilton Hotel, Ballroom East. If 
you want to cover it, contact Ms. Michelle Young, National 
Association for Equal Opportunity in Higher Education, here in 
Washington: 333-3855. Barring any unforeseen difficulties, 
the address will be piped into the State Department Press 
Briefing Room. 


Thirdly, Secretary Shultz will be among those 
participating in the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith's 
Tribute to Arthur F. Burns, 6:00 to 86:00 p.m. reception, March 
27, in the Terrace Room of the ‘ederal Reserve, Martin 
Building. That's just down the street here, C Street, betwecn 
20th and 21st Streets. 


Or. Burns, U.S. Ambassador to the Federal Republic of 
Germany, will be presented with the ADL's Joseph Prize for 
Human Rights. For further information, please contact David 
Brody here in Washington: 857-6663, or Lynne Ianello in New 
York (212) 490-2525. 


I have a statement. According to information received 
from U.S. military authorities in Germany, a United States Army 
Office, Major Arthur D. Nicholson, Jr., assigned to the U.S. 
Military Liaison Mission in Potsdam, East Germany, was shot and 
killed by a Soviet soldier in East Germany on the afternoon of 
March 24, 1985. 


American authorities continue to investigate the 
details of the incident, and we do not wish to comment further 
until the investigation is completed. 


I wish to take this occasion to stress that there can 
be no excuse from the Soviet side for this tragic incident. 
The United States Military Liaison Mission operates on the 
basis of a 1947 agreement between the Commanders of the U.S. 
and Soviet Forces in Germany, and any use of force is totally 
unjustified. The United States expects a full explanation of 
the reasons for this tragic occurrence. 





We are in touch with the Soviets on this matter in an 
effort to clarify the facts of the case. The Soviets have 
expressed their regret over Major Nicholson's death. 


Let me add that the Secretary briefed the President on 
this earlier this morning, and that at this point, at this 
time, I have no further comment. 


Q Is there a Soviet official in the building now? 


4 My understanding, Jim, was that there was one 
late this morning at about 11:00 o'clock. 


Are you aware of the Soviet statement? 


Q 

‘ I've heard about it. Yes. 

Q You have no comment on that? 
a 


At this point, until the investigation is 
completed, I have nothing further on it, Bernie. 


‘ onie, after the Secretary briefed the President 
by telephone, did he go over and see him? 


i I have no details on that, Barry. 
Q Who is the Soviet official? 
Oleg Sokolov. 


Q Can you give us any information on what the 
ground rules are for American officers in Soviet military 
locales? 


i) I don't have anything on that now, Bern. It may 
be that later in the day there will be some additional 
information made available. But for the moment I've got to be 
in this “no further comment" situation. 


Q There is an open contradiction between what you 
have -- what the United States has said and what the Soviets 
have said so far, which is that the Soviets are saying that he, 
Nicholson, was caught “red-handed in a forbidden military zone." 


Do you now know if in fact he was in a zone the 
Soviets regarded as a military zone? 





a What I am saying at this point is what I have 
read you, Jim, and that at this point I have nothing to go 
beyond what I have just said to you. 


Q Bernie, do you have any assessment on how this 
might affect the Geneva arms talks? 


6 Nothing at all. 


Q Bernie, you said there was no excuse for the use 
of force. I have not read in detail the provisions of the 
agreement that you referred to in your statement, but I've had 
it read to me, and I don't recall a reference there to the use 
of force to enforce the agreement. 


Are you suggesting that the Soviets have no excuse 
under the agreement under which these people operate to use 
force, or are you just saying that they shouldn't use force 
when an incident like this occurs, regardless of what -- 


a What I have said, Ralph, is that there is no 
excuse from the Soviet side for this tragic incident. 


Somebody? 

Q Bernie -- 

A No. Just a minute, Jim. I'm -- 

Q We'd like to take a filing break. 

a Filing break. Yes. But are we on the same thing? 
Q Change the subject? 

a No. Not yet. 


Q Did the Soviets file a protest on this, or did 
the United States file a protest on this? 


a There were protests filed by the United States, 
yes. But, beyond that and beyond what I've said at this point, 
subject to the possibility of additional information made 
available later in the day, assuming that the investigation is 
completed in the next few hours, I cannot go beyond what I have 
just shared with you. 


Q So the other guy returns -- 








Q Can you say if the Soviets filed a protest to us? 
a I have nothing more to say on that, Jim. 


Q What about the second American? Has he been 
returned to -- 


a I have nothing for you on it, Bern. 

Q The Soviets say he was apprehended. Is he still 
in -- 

i Ralph, at this point I'm going to have to stop 
here. 


Q You said that protests were filed, Bernie. Were 
they filed here with Sokolov? 


i) I'm confident that they were filed here as well 
as overseas. 


Q Bernie, could you take the question of the status 
of the other American? 


bs Oh, sure. That's not going to be a problem, but 
at this particular point, I want to stop, as I have indicated 
several times now, at the point --— at the conclusion of this 
guidance. 


All right. Bernie, the Secretary met with the 
Iraqi Foreign Minister today. Did he raise with him any 
concerns about use of poison gas? 


a Let me go at that in a slightly different way. 
The meeting took place at about mid-day. I don't have the 
exact time on that. The Iraqi Minister, as you know, has been 
in New York for discussions at the U.N. on the Iran-Iraq war. 


Since that session -- I don't have the exact time of 
its ending, and what I do know for sure is that it was just a 
little while ago, and I do not have any absolute readout on 
that, or any kind of readout for that matter. 


But let me tell you about some of the points that were 
on the Secretary's agenda in connection with the meeting with 
the Iraqi Minister. 








We are particularly interested in Iraq's ideas for 
international efforts, especially at the U.N. to bring the 
earliest and most comprehensive end to the Iran-Iraq war and 
the human suffering it continues to cause. The U.S. firmly 
supports practical and balanced international efforts toward 
this urgent objective. 


In this context, the meeting is an opportunity to 
reiterate the absolutely firm opposition of the U.S. to the use 
of chemical weapons in violation of international conventions 
wherever and whenever such use may occur. 


~~ MORE -- 








Can you say now whether you are able to confirm the 
reports last week that Iraq actually has used chemical weapons 
recently in the war? 


a Ralph, I'm not going to get into the specific 
nature of the evidence that is available to the United States 
at the present time. Just let me say this, though, that the 
Iraqi Government is well aware of the fact that the U.S. 
Government strongly condemns the use of lethal chemical weapons 
and feels there is no justification for their use by any 
country. 


And to pick up Bernie's question before, although as ! 
told you, I had no readout on the meeting that took place a 
short while ago, I will reiterate that the Iraqi Government is 
well aware of the U.S. position on this issue. 

Q That may be, but the Iraqi Foreign Minister just 
told a reporter that he doesn't recall that you raised with him 
the chemical weapon issue. 

i I have nothing to say on that. 

Q You mean -- Have you raised it or not? 

a Have I read what? 


Q Raised the chemical weapon issue or not, because 
he can't recall it. 


i) I have made my points as 1 have made them, and if 
the Iraqi Minister has said what he has said, I have no comment 
on what he said. 


Q Bernie, on Israeli aid, do you expect a new 
figure on Israeli aid this week? 


a Nothing for you on Israeli aid. 


Q Does the Secretary have a meeting today or in the 
very near future with his special envoys, or whatever you want 
to call them -- investigators -- who have just returned from 


Israel] with a report on the Israeli economy, the status of the 
measures being taken by Israel? 


f Nothing on that. If I can get that and I put it 
out, I'll be in touch with you, Ralph. 


Q Do you have anything on the Soviet diplomat's 
defection from New Delhi? Did he get asylum in India or 
outside? 





a Yes, I do have something. 

Q and where is he now? 

a About a week ago, Igor Gezha, a Soviet diplomat 
based in India, departed that country of his own volition, and 
subsequently outside of India, requested and was granted 
admission to the U.S. under the U.S. Refugee Program in Europe. 
He is now in the United States. 


Q Can you name the outside point where the 
defection took place? 


‘ No, cannot. 

Q Was he flown out in a U.S. plane. 

‘a Have nothing for you on that, Bernie. 
Q 


Has a decision been made to grant him political 
asylum? 


a What I've got is that he was granted admission 
under the U.S. Refugee Program. 


Q What about his family? 


ia I think, Jim -- and I'm sort of winging this from 
up here -- is that -- 


I have nothing on the family. 

-— someone explained to me that you grant asylum to 
somebody who takes such a step within the United States, but 
from abroad, there's some sort of different definition; but 
that may be off, but that's the way I was given to understand 
it. 


Q This information has been given to the Indian 
Government, I presume? 


a 1 have nothing on that for you, Spence. 


Q What sort of role did the U.S. Embassy play in 
New Delhi? 


6 Nothing for you. 











Q There is a report about a Cuban military officer 
in a similar category. What can you tell us about him? 


A I have nothing on that, Bernie. 

Q Bernie, a follow-up: A U.S.-based Ukranian group 
has claimed responsibility for the assassination of a Soviet 
Giplomat earlier in New Delhi. Have you got anything on that? 


A No. I'd seen that press report, but I have 
nothing on that. 


ls it the same story? Is it the same? 


Q No. 

A Les. 

Q As I recall —-— and I know you'll correct me if 
I'm inaccurate -- Secretary Shultz' reaction to the acton of 


reported 19 South African police who fired on a mob of 4,000 
who attacked them was that this was deplorable, although that's 
not the way I heard President Reagan regard this action by what 
he identified as “black police." And my question is this, 
Bernie: If Secretary Shultz believes this police action was 
deplorable, does he also deplore this, or does he believe that 
this South African black boys' being hacked and burned to death 
was less deplorable because it was done by the black mobsters 
whom the AP show waving and grinning in the background? Does 
he think this is deplorable, too, or not? 


A Let me deal with that question if I may -- 
Q Sure. 


A -- in the context of the continuation of violence 
over the weekend in South Africa. 


The cycle of violence occurring in South Africa is 
regretable and we deplore it and the human rights abuses and 
tragic loss of life associated with it. Regardless of the 
sources of the violence, be it police killings of blacks or 
violence within the black community itself, it is all rooted in 
a situation where there is an absence of consent between 
governed and the government and where dialogue has broken down. 


Q Copy, please? 


A I'm sorry. This is all marked up. 
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Q On the Middle East, do we have any idea or 
preference for how a joint Jordanian-Palestinian-—Arab 
delegation might be selected? Do we expect King Hussein to do 
the selecting or someone e:se? 


A I cannot write any sort of blueprint for how that 
action should be taken. 


-- MORE -- 








il 


Q A follow-up. Then, how are we to be -—- how is 
the United States to be assured that we are not, in fact, in 
such a delegation talking to the PLO in violation of our own 
rules? 


a I think that the U.S. position vis-a-vis the PLO 
remains unchanged. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the Falasha 
refugees airlift from Sudan? 


A No, nothing on it; no comment at all. 


Q What about the visit of Nimeiri, President of 
Sudan? Do you have anything on that, which happen after 
tomorrow? 


A Yes, I do have something on that. President 
Nimeiri will arrive in Washington March 27 on a private visit. 
He'll be in this country about ten days. 


Because it is a private visit, we do not have a formal 
schedule or agenda. The Sudanese President will be calling on 
the President while here in Washington, and he will be 
receiving other U.S. Government officials as time permits. 


Q What will be the major topic? I mean, the 
economic assistance you suspended, or you resume, or what? 


i) I cannot provide an agenda. 
Q Do you know when he's going to meet the President? 


Aa No, I have no date on that. You might check with 
the White House. 


Q Bernie, on another subject. Do you have anything 
to say about the reports that General Walters is unhappy with 
the restrictions placed on his mandate? 


A I have nothing for you at this time. 
Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the U.S. role 


in the Chinese-South Korean boat incident, particularly as to 
whether the Chinese aboard wanted to go to Taiwan? 


A Well, Brian tells me that a lot of the guidance 
-- much of the guidance that I have been offered here -- has 
apparently been taken care of over the weekend, so it might be 
-- you might want to check in the Press Office on that later. 
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Q Oh, okay. 
Q Bernie, a follow-up on that last question? 
A Yes, sorry. 


Yeah, a follow-up on UPI's question about 
Walters. That was a front-page story this morning, and surely, 
Bernie, if this was full of falsehood you would be the first to 
denounce it and reveal it as full of falsehood. But the fact 
that you have said nothing leaves a great impression that 
there's some substance here, doesn't it, Bernie? 


fi What I said was that I didn't have anything for 
you at this particular time in a way that I could go through 
that story and walk you through it in a way that would satisfy 
you. 


Q Could I -- 


A I may be -- there may be something later in the 
day. 


Q Oh, great. Okay. 


A And I don't want to take that story or the 
questions on essentially a piece-meal basis, paragraph at a 
time, and perhaps later in the day there can be a more 
elaborate response. 


Q I have one on a different -- the Franciscan 
Fathers in seven Western states have just announced that they 
will offer sanctuary to illegal immigrants, including refugees 
from El Salvador and Guatemala. Does the State Department 
approve or disapprove? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Well, I mean, where do you stand on the sanctuary 
movement, Bernie? You must stand somewhere? 


A Yeah. I stand that at this moment I have nothing 
on it. 


Q I want to go back to the matter of the joint 
Palestinian-Jordanian delegation for a minute. We could not -- 
we could maintain our position of not talking to the PLO, et 
cetera, and yet without some sort of a guarantee or 
understanding of how this delegation would be put together, 
find ourselves, in fact, talking to PLO representatives while 
at the same time technically maintaining our known position. 
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How will we reassure ourselves? 
fi I'm not sure I followed you on your question. 


Q Simply, we can maintain our stated position and 
yet if we have no understanding of how this delegation will be 
put together, end up talking to PLO representatives in spite of 
our stated position? 


A Well, I think the question raises a degree of 
naivete that is difficult to accept, as to how the United 
States would make its judgments. 


Q Bernie? 
A Yes? 


Your refusal to deal with any of the assertions 
from the Soviet Embassy about the shooting of Major Nicholson, 
as you know, runs the risk of giving some credibility to it. 
Do you think you'll be able to give us something on it before 
the end of the day? 


A I hope so. I do hope that as this investigation 
continues that there may be some information that could be 
forthcoming later in the day. 


Q Is it that you have an absence of facts? 

A It is as much as I want to share with you at this 
time. 

Q Is it going to come from here or the Pentagon, or 
what? 

A I would hope it would come from here, but I have 


no certainty about that, Jim. 


Q Anything new in Afghanistan? Whether this issue 
has been raised in Geneva or not? 


A Which issue? 
Q Afghanistan issue? 


A What is the question? 


Q Is being issued -- I mean, raised in Geneva or 
not; and as far as the new leader stands on this issue? 
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A I have nothing on that -- Afghanistan, right now. 


Q Do you have something to add on the discussions 
between Mr. Shultz and the Iraqi Minister about the chemical 
weapons? 


a No. Essentially, what I offered before was about 
what I have on that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the continuing 
disappearance of Westerners in Beirut? 


a Well, I think we have expressed our regret, and 
obviously deplore the series of kidnappings that have taken 
place, and do that very, very strongly. 


But beyond that, beyond that declaration, I have 
nothing except that, as you know, from this lectern there has 
been repeated statements about the fact that the kidnappings 
only underscore the necessity to move forward as quickly and as 
crisply as possible to find some sort of solution to the 
on-going cycle in Lebanon. 


Ralph? 


Q Bernie, just a quick, factual matter. Will 
Ambassador Kampelman be back at his post in Geneva in time for 
the start of his first session on his space weapons talks 
tomorrow morning? 


A It is tomorrow. I'm not sure, but I would 
imagine that's possible. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 








POSTED: 3/23/25 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 25, 1985 


ISRAELI ECONOMY: SECRETARY'S MEETING 





Q: Does the Secretary have a meeting today, or in the near 
future, with his special envoys or investigators who have just 


returned from Israel with a report on the Israeli economy, 
status of measures being taken by Israel? 


A: --The Secretary met at 2 p.m. today with Mr. Herbert Stein, 


his adviser on the Israeli economy. 
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MR. KALB: Good evening. I've got a couple of 
announcements. 


Available in the Press Office today, 4:00 p.m., is a 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for Inter-American 
Affairs, Ambassador Motley, before the Senate Foreign Relaticns 
Committee. Topic of his testimony: "“FY-86 Foreign Assistance 
Requests for Latin American and the Caribbean." 


An announcement: Indonesian Foreign Minister Mochtar 
Kusumaatmadja informed us yesterday that the Vietnamese 
authorities have told the Indonesian Ambassador in Hanoi that 
American citizen William Mathers will be released within two 
weeks. Or. Mochtar told Assistant Secretary Paul Wolfowitz in 
a meeting in New York that the Vietnamese said they will 
release Mr. Mathers between March 31 and April 10. At the 
request of the U.S. Government, DOr. Mochtar had urged the 
Vietnamese to release Mr. Mathers during his trip to Hanoi 
early this month. 


We're very grateful to Dr. Mochtar and the Indonesian 
Government for their generous and humanitarian assistance in 
securing Mr. Mathers release. We would similarly like to 
express our appreciation to the U.N. Secretary General, Mr. 
Perez de Cuellar, Australian Foreign Minister Hayden, and the 
French and Netherlands Governments which also raised this 
humanitarian matter with the Vietnamese in Hanoi. 


Now, that ends what I have by way of announcements, 
and we can move to -- 


Q. Can we have a copy? 


is} Yes, you can a copy. 


Q What was he doing there? 











5 I have some guidance on that. I could give it to 
you now or perhaps you might want to get it at the Press Office. 


Q For camera, please? 
a Mr. Mathers -—- what's that, George? 
Q We'd like it in print? (Laughter) 


a You'd like it in print? Well, is there a draw? 
You want it oral or do you want it in print? 


Q Both. (Laughter) 


a Both? Mr. Mathers has been held in Vietnam -- 
we'll take a laughing break. 


Mr. Mathers has been held in Vietnam since last July. 
We contacted the Vietnamese authorities through our Embassy in 
Bangkok when we first learned that an American vessel, which 
turned out to be Mr. William M. Mathers' yacht, So Fong, had 
been taken into custody. 


The Vietnamese in early August confirmed that they had 
apprehended the So Fong on July 22, and were holding Mr. 
Mathers and his shipmates for having violated Vietnamese 
territorial waters. 


They told us, too, that Mr. Mathers was in good health 
and being well-treated -- that phrase is in quotation marks: 
"Good health and being well-treated" -- and that he was being 
held in the city of Can Tho in the Mekong Delta. 


Mr. Mathers is a 4l-year-old businessman who has been 
living in Singapore since 1970. His business activities 
involve marine construction, as well as salvage, in many parts 
of the world. He served as a naval officer during the Vietnam 
war. 


The Vietnamese released the four French citizens in 
September; and Mr. Flecker, the Australian citizen, in 
November. Since the boat's detention, we have been in frequent 
contact with the Vietnamese, including at the Ambassadorial 
level, regarding Mr. Mathers’ situation. We informed them that 
there is no reason to continue to detain Mr. Mathers and that 
he should be released. The Vietnamese official said that Mr. 
Mathers was good health and being well-treated. 


This case was raised by two Congressional delegations 
which visited Hanoi in December, and U.N. Secretary General 
Perez de Cuellar who was there more recently. 







































































Mr. Richard Childress of the National Security Council 
staff raised the Mathers case with Foreign Minister Thach when 
he was in Hanoi early this month. Australian Foreign Minister 
Hayden also brought up the case with the Vietnamese in Hanoi in 
March as did Indonesian Foreign Minister Mochtar. We 
appreciate all of them doing so. 


Q Bernie, the only -- copy of that? 


“ Yes, yes, you can have copies, orally and written. 


Q Sorry. The only ones I haven't heard any direct 
comment to have been the Vietnamese. Do you have any --— are you 
waiting until he is actually released to thank the Vietnamese 
or -— you've thanked everyone who worked for his release 
except -- 


a What I have here, Ralph, is about the end of my 
guidances. 


Q What is his hometown? 


A I have nothing by way of that. I don't know 
whether the Press Office might be able to help you. I don't. 


Spence? 


a A related question. Mr. Wolfowitz conferred with 
Mochtar in New York on an Indonesian -- on the Vietnamese coffer 
for some kind of a conciliation/mediation that would settle the 
Cambodian conflict. That was related to this Mathers matter. 


Can you give us any outcome of that meeting? 


A Well, let me help you this way, Spence. That Or. 
Mochtar did, in fact, brief Mr. Wolfowitz on his recent trip to 
Hanoi. Mr. Wolfowitz expressed interest in the discussions 
which Or. Mochtar had with Vietnamese government officials. He 
made it clear that the U.S. considers a Cambodian solution 
acceptable to the ASEAN countries and involving the withdrawal 
of Vietnamese forces as a sine qua non for normalization of 
relations between the United States and Vietnam. And that is 
the extent of what I have by way of the discussions between Mr. 
Wolfowitz and Or. Mochtar of Indonesia. 


Q Bernie, on a matter we dealt with yesterday, that 
you and Mr. Burt dealt with -- 


A Are we --~just a moment. Are we -- let me just 
put this on the side. 














Q TASS has come out with a statement today which 
call- into question some of the assertions made yesterday by 
you and Mr. Burt. One of them would be that the Major actually 
did enter a restricted area; in fact, at one point, according 
this TASS statement, was taking a photograph through a window 
which he had opened in a building, a storage building. 


First, do you have any comment on that? 


a Let me have, to begin with, a comment on the 
first question you raise, which is the TASS statement. We can 
only say that our reaction is one of disgust that the Soviets 
would compound their inexcusable killing of Major Nicholson 
with such an obviously tenijentious account of the events. 


Assistant Secretary Burt yesterday gave the facts 
surrounding this tragedy as we know them. 


~-MORE -- 
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Q Okay. Now, on the specific issue of whether 
either of the Americans actually set foot within the restricted 
area. As I understand what Mr. Burt said yesterday, neither of 
them did, in fact. Is that still -—- 


a Well, I'm going to stand on what Rick said 
yesterday. 


Q All right. And how about the specific issue of 
Major Nicholson physically opening a window and taking a 
photograph through it? 


o I've got nothing to add beyond the specifics that 
Rick Burt went through with you yesterday. 


Just a second, Ralph. 


- Q But he made no mention of buildings during his 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing. He made no mention of approaching -- 
you talked -- the closest he came to was discussing woous from 
which the Soviet sentry emerged. It seems to me there's a big 
gap there between talking about the circumstances end making no 
mention of them. 


What you're saying today leaves open clearly the 
possibility that Major Nicholson did in fact open a window and 
lift his camera to it and take pictures through it-- 


a You have -- 


Q -~ and doesn't comment on that at all. 


a Let me say three things: Number one, you had 
Rick Burt's description of the details as the United States 
knows them; number two, you've heard me characterize the Tass 
statement as an obviously tendentious account of the events; 
and number three, there is an ongoing investigation; and to the 
best of my knowledge, that is not yet complete. And so that 
triple reply is what I wil’ stand with. 


Q Have the Soviets given an adequate explanation as 
to why they delayed medical care? 


a No, I have nothing on that, and you've heard the 
U.S. reaction about that delay. 


Q The TASS dispatch also refers to an August 1982 
incident when, the dispatch says, that Americans that went into 
arestricted area on a previous occasion ran over a Soviet with 
their vehicle. 








a I have nothing on that, Mat. 
Q When you -- 


a I mean that —- to the degree that we can help 
you, we'll take a look at that accusation. 


Q Was there an incident in -- 
. That's what I'm saying. 
Q -— of any kind? 


i Let me take -— see if that's possible to take a 
look at that. 


Q When you say the TASS account is tendentious, are 
you suggesting that the details are really irrelevant to the 
circumstances of his death? Are you ruling out discussion of 
that because it's just not, you know, relevant? 


a I'm not going to amplify on what I said. 
Q You're not saying it's wrong? 


i No. I'm saying what I said, and I'll stand as I 
described the TASS reaction by the U.S. 


Les. 


Q For those of us who have accepted the State 
Department's characterization of the killing of Major Nicholson 
as murder, and since President Reagan four years ago promised 
what he termed “swift and effective retribution,” what action 
other than the familiar hand-wringing and strong protesting can 
our armed forces expect from the Reagan Administration in order 
to end this open season on American officers and men? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Could I follow up then? Does the Reagan 
Administration expect the Soviets to court-martial this 
murderer as an alternative to one or more of our troops 
shooting a major of the Soviet Army by way of carrying out 
President Reagan's statement of swift and effective retribution? 


i Nothing on that. 
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Q One last one, Bernie: Since Secretary Shultz has 
so strongly urged such a policy of retaliation, he wouldn't 
want to see anybody who carried it out court-martialed, would 
he? 


A I'll just pass on that. Let me go over here. 


Q Bernie, can you tell us why it is that the State 
Department employs up to about 300 Soviet nationals in our 
Embassy in Moscow, while the Soviets employ no American 
nationals here in Washington? And isn't the employment of so 
many Soviets in our Moscow Embassy an invitation to the sort of 
espionage that was reported by one network yesterday? 


A Let me take that, to the degree that we can help 
you, on that ques*ion. 


Q I'm sorry? 


A Let me take you -- the first part, we're talking 
about employment practices, and see to the degree that we can 
help you on that. 


Q Do you fave any comment on the report of the 
bugged typewriters? 


A I have nothing on that report. 


Q You're not denying that they are employing 300, 
Bernie? 


A I don't have any kind of numbers there. So to 
the degree that we can get some information, we'll make that 
available. 


Q Could you tell us why there is no reciprocity, 
Bernie, in the arrangement? 


a Well, why don't we get all the questions on that 
together now; and to the degree, as I say, that we can be 
helpful and forthcoming, we'll take a look at that question. 


Q Any official assessment today on the effects of 
this on the Geneva talks or the MX vote? 


a) No. I think that -- I think Rick talked about it 
this morning in one of the television interviews. Obviously, 
this tragic event will not promote the improvement of 
U.S.-Soviet relations, but I'm not going to get involved. Il 
think it would be inappropriate to speculate at this time about 
which specific areas might be affected. 





Q Thank you. 

Q Where is Sergeant Schatz? 

A I don't have any detailed information on that. 
Q Is he back on duty? 

A Just -- are we still on this? 

Q Yes. 

A Let me go over here, please. 

Q Is there any thought to issuing new guidelines 


for the U.S. Military Liaison office? 


A I haven't heard of anything along those lines. 


Bernie? 


Q I'd like to come back to the typewriter story 
because I see no reason why we can't discuss this. I mean 
we've had in the past press conferences to discuss Soviet. 
bugging in the U.S. Embassy. I mean was this a security 
lapse? Have disciplinary measures been taken against those at 
fault? It seems incredible to me. 


A I'm going to stand with a "no comment" on -- 


which is the usual practice -- on intelligence matters or 
alleged intelligence matters. 


Q This looks like covering up for grave security 
faults in your own department. 


Q How about that question, Bernie? If you're not 
going to comment on the intelligence matter, comment on the 
discipline or the mechanics of handling this allegation. 

a I have nothing for you on that, Ralph. 

Q Can you take that question? 


A No. 


Q When would you have something for us on the 
relative numbers of Soviets employed in our Embassy? How long 
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will that take you to get that? We understand it's up to 300 
and no Americans at all employed in the Soviet Embassy here. 
You should be able to check that pretty quickly, shouldn't you? 


a I cannot tell you exactly what time this will 
come out on the clock. We will make the good faith effort and 
see what's possible to release on that. — 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the -- 
a Robin? I'm sorry, Bill. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the status of 
Vernon Walters, given the recent stories? 


4 It's my understanding that Larry Speakes 
addressed that question about an hour ago at the White House, 
and the story is there; and I have nothing for that -- nothing 
on that. 


Q Did he meet with Secretary Shultz yesterday and 
what did they discuss (inaudible) 


A Larry Speakes has the story there and I've got 
nothing to add on that. 


Q Do you have anything about a U.S. meeting with 
Ethiopian officials to get aid to the northern provinces, food 
to the northern provinces? 


a There have been useful discussions with the 
Ethiopians about ways to reach all people in critical need. We 
hope that these talks will lead to some constructive solutions 
to the difficulties of getting food to contested areas in 
northern Ethiopia. Vice President Bush addressed this in his 
Geneva presentation on March 10. We're not prepared at this 
date to go into the specifics of our diplomatic exchanges. 





A Bernie, to follow up with this, please -- to 
follow up with this, did the discussions -- 


a Excuse me, just a minute. 

It's my understanding, some of the talks in Geneva and 
perhaps elsewhere, but I know some did take place in Geneva 
when the Vice President was there. 


Q + Did the discussions with the Ethiopians cover the 
Falashas transported from Ethiopia to Israel? 
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a I think in questions that have come up on that 
question, I've had no comments, and I stand with that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the South Korean 
Government -- 
a Let me just hold you for a second? 


Q Is there a relationship between the United 
States' freeing some economic assistance to Sudan and tie 
airlifting to Israel of Ethiopian citizens who are called 
Falashas in this last operation which was bankrolled completely 
by the United States Government? 


a What I have on Economic Support Funds for Sudan 
is that the Sudanese have recently taken significant steps 
toward the comprehensive reform programs recommended by the 
international donor community, and that we are reviewing the 
implications of these measures. And that is the extent of what 
I have for you on that. 


Q May we have a copy? 
A No. Sorry. 


Q But this has nothing to do with the airlifting of 
the -— what's so called -- the Falashas in Sudan to Israel? 


a What I have read is that the question of ESF is 
related to steps taken by the Sudanese. 


Q Because I remember the statement was made in 
Sudan when Vice President Bush was there that the United States 
Government will free some assistance to the Sudanese Government 


after it was frozen. And I see some connection -- or do you 
see some connection between this and the promise -- to freedom? 
a No. I have answered what the U.S. sees; and you 


see what you see. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Bernie -- 

Q What are --— 

Q --— on that, then, if the matter is still under 
review, have you set some sort of a deadline as to when the 
review will be completed? 

4a I have nothing on a deadline. 


Q Well, particularly -- 


If there is one, I'm unaware of it at this point. 


Could we check on that, especially since the 
President of Sudan is coming into town tomorrow, and he's 
meeting with the President on Monday. 


4 I don't know of any deadline. We may take a look 
at that, and if we can help you, we will. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie, can you elaborate on the steps that were 
taken by the Sudanese Government to -- 


A No. I don't have the itemized list here. 
Q Has Iraq used gas? 

A Wait a minute. Let me -- 

Q Do you have anything on Israeli -- 


| a No. I have nothing on that. On your question, 
reports of the examination of victims by West European doctors 
complement other indications available to us -- on the question 
of Iraq using gas is what we're talking about? 


Q Uh-huh. 


is) Let me just repeat what I've just said. Reports 
of the examination of victims by West European doctors 
complement other indications available to us which I will not 
detail. Based on this preliminary evidence, we conclude that 
Iraq used CW -- chemical weapons -- against the recent Iranian 
invasion attempt. 


We condemn the use of chemical weapons in violation of 
international law and conventions whenever and wherever it 
occurs, including this latest incident. 














x Copy? 
a I'll try. I'll give it a try. 


Q When you met with the Iraqi Foreign Minister, did 
you discuss that with him yesterday? 


a Without getting involved in the specifics of the 
Secretary's discussion yesterday with the Iraqi Minister, I can 
confirm that the Secretary has raised this issue on repeated 
occasions with senior Iraqi officials. 

Q What was their reaction? 


A $I am not going to get involved in diplomatic 
exchanges. I've made this statement the way I have chosen to, 
and about -- 

Q what the Iraqi reaction? 

A I have nothing for you on the Iraqi reaction. 

Q The U.S. has not yet named its Ambassador to 
Baghdad, though the Iraqis have. Will this matter affect that 
process of establishing improved diplomatic relations? 

A I have nothing on that, Ralph. 

Q Could you take that question? 


A No. 


Q I think that's a legitimate question to ask -- 


a Well -- 

Q -- and a legitimate one for the State Department 
to answer. The U.S. and Iraq agree to lift relations to a full 
status. Do these matters -- are these matters related to that 


promise by the U.S.? 


A All right. Let me see if I can't take a look at 
that. 


In the back, please? 


Q U.S. Ambassador to Athens, Monteagle Sterns, met 
today with President Reagan. Can you tell us the subject of 
that meeting? 
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A I have nothing on that. I would imagine that 
you'd want to go to the White House with that question. 


Q Is there a Papandreou visit contemplated in the 
near future? 


4 I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, going back to that chemical reference, 
Iraq denied flatly that they used chemical weapons. What do 
you say -- what do you comment on that? 


a I say what I just said. 

Q Bernie -- 

a Let me go over here -- 

Q On that same subject. 

A On the same? 

Q Yeah. On the 22nd of March -- . 
a 22nd of March? 


Q Yes. Guidance that was available said that there 


was no -- there were no indications, no evidence, of such. 
What happened since -- in the last, what, four days? 


A I don't know how precisely it was phrased; but 
there has been, obviously, for the judgment that I've just 
announced today, an accumulation of evidence. 


Q But at that time you said that you had -- you 


cannot confirm it -- that you cannot confirm that [Iraq used 
chemical warfare in the current campaign. 


a What I'm saying today is that, based on this 
preliminary evidence, we conclude -- and I've made the 
statement. 

Q Is this mustard gas? 

A I don't have anything precisely on that, Bern. 


Q Bernie, this poor fellow's been waiting for ten 
minutes. 
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Q Same subject, though. 


Q He's been caught ten minutes now. He's been 
trying to get his question in. Could he ask? 


A Is it on the same subject? 
Q No. No. Another subject. 
A We'll be right back, then. 


Q Do you have any information that Iraq in any form 
has agreed to stop this? 


A No. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Great. Now? 
A Now. 
Q Yes. South Korean Government has agreed to 


return a Chinese torpedo boat after receiving an apology from 
Chinese Government. Do you have any comment on that? 


A Well, actually, very, very little. We understand 
that the Korean Government announced today that an agreement 
has been reached with the PRC for the return March 27th of the 
vessel, all the surviving crew, and the bodies of those who 
were killed. And that the U.S. is pleased that both sides 
acted responsibly to defuse the incident. 


Q Can you possibly make it known to what extent, in 
what way, the American Government was involved in settling this 
torpedo incident? 


A I don't know. I think we said something 
yesterday or perhaps the day before -— maybe it was yesterday 
-- about their -- 


Q At the initial stage the Americans played a 
messenger role. 


A Yes. Beyond that, I don't have any specific 
details. 


Q Any military alertness or -- 


a Military what? 
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Q Military alertness among the -- 
a I have nothing on that. 
Les? I'm sorry. 


Q Could I say, with all due respect, that I do 
think that Ralph has got a point here. I think he's raised a 
very good point, and I want to second that, and I also -—- 


a Well, I told Ralph under instant consideration 
that I would take a look at that. 


Q Oh, good. Okay. Then I'd like to also say that 
I was a little alarmed, when I asked this question about 
sanctuary, which there's 200 churches involved in it -- the 
whole Franciscan Order has said that they're involved in it -- 
and when I asked about it, you just said “no comment." And 
it's going on right here in Georgetown. 


Now, the question is; I'd just like te know; where do 
you stand? You must stand somewhere. This is a very serious 
situation, and I'd sure like to get some kind of an answer. 


A Would you please, Les, give me that question 


again? 
Q The sanctuary. 
A Yeah. 
Q Churches are announcing that they are going to 


accept illegal immigrants on the allegations that they're 
escaping from El Salvadoran persecution, and so forth and so 
on; which is, you know, that's one point of view -- there are 
others that question this -- and they're just saying, “We're 
going to make our churches available, as if, ‘What are you 
going to do about it?'" 


Now, does the State Department have any opinion on 
this or not? 


a Let me take that question. 
Q Great! Lovely! 
Q Bernie -- Bernie -~— 


a Just let me go over -- yeah? 


ij 
QS 
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Q Do you have anything about allies being formally 
invited or asked or encouraged to participate in SDI research? 


a Let me see if I have anything on that. No, I 
have nothing on that. 


Q The Secretary of Defense is reportedly doing this 
during his visit to Luy<mbourg. The wires say that letters 
have gone out to a number of allies, NATO allies and others, on 
this. 

a I just have nothing on it here. 

Q Can you teke that question and see if -- 


a Why don't you try the Defense on that since 
Secretary Weinberger talked about it. 


Q Do you have anything on funds going to La Prensa 
from the National Endowment for Democracy? 


a No. Did we have anything on that? No. Sorry. 

Q Bernie -- 

a Yeah. Jim? 

Q Do you have anything to confirm reports out of 
Afghanistan that there was a large massacre near the Soviet 
border involving 900 bodies? 

a No. I don't. 


Q Could you look into that? 


a Yes. 

Q Bernie, any intentions, or is anyone from NEA 
going to be meeting with Mustafa Saad, the Shi'ite leader who 
was -- who lost his sight in an explosion in southern Lebanon, 


purportedly an Israeli attempt on his life, and if you don't -- 


3) Is anybody going to meet with him? 


Q From NEA while he's in town, and if you don't 
have anything on that, could you check on it, please? 


a Yeah. 
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Q Thanks. 

= I don't have anything. I can check on that. 

Q Yesterday you said that you've seen reports about 
some Ukrainian nationalistic organization taking responsibility 
for killing off Saudi diplomat in New Delhi. Does your 
government plan any -- 

i Soviet diplomat where? 


Q In New Delhi, India. 


ca In New Delhi? 

Q Yes. 

a Sorry. 

Q Does the U.S. government plan any investigation 


of those reports? 


a I have nothing for that. I know of no such 
follow-through. 


Q Bernie -- 

uo Yeah. 

Q Has the United States retreated from its position 
as expressed in the Reagan peace initiative in that it does not 
want to play an active role in the peace process in the Middle 
East? 


a No. 


Q No? You mean you stick with the peace process, 
with the Reagan initiative? 


a We stick with what the President said September 
let, 1982. Yes. 


Q Bernie, do you have any readout -- 

a Let me go in the back. I've got him on hold. 

Q On the matter about Vernon Walters, the Speakes 
statement today confirmed that it was restricted access, but 


didn't indicate at all that there'd been a resolution, that Mr. 
Walters -- General Walters had accepted or rejected the 
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position; and at the U.N. last week they were talking nervously 
about the long deadline of April lst when the transition was 
supposed to take place. 


Is there any indication in the Department that this 
deadline is now gone or any steps are going to be taken to 
affect the -—-- 


a I've heard nothing about sort of rubberizing the 
Geadline, but [I have to repeat what I said before: fo the 
degree that there's going to be information in connection with 
General Walters, it would have been delivered by Larry Speakes 
at the White House. . 


Q Bernie? 

3) Ralph? 

Q Any readout at all on the talks Secretary Shultz 
had yesterday with Herb Stein and the talks today between the 
Israeli Ambassador and the Deputy Foreign Minister from Israel 
and U.S. officials regarding the status of the emergency 
assistance for Israel? 

ve Nothing. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of Murch 26, 1985 


USSR: INCIDENTS Vv MILIT. SON MISSION 


Q: The TASS dispatch also refers to an August 1982 incident 
when, the dispatch says, Americans that went into a 
restricted area on a previous occasion ran over a Soviet 
with their vehicle. Was there such an incident? 

A: We can confirm that an incident took place in August 1982 
in which a Soviet officer was unintentionally seriously 
injured. The incident did not occur in a restricted area. 


At that time we officially expressed regret about it. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 26, 1985 


SUDAN: Economic Aid Disbursements 





Q If the matter is under review, have you set some sort of 
a deadline as to when the review will be completed? 


A. Wo, we have not set any deadline for the review. 

















POSTED: 3 / 26/ “45 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at noon press briefing of March 26, 1985 


IRAQ: Designation of U.S. Ambassador 


Q: The U.S. has not yet named its ambassador to Baghad, though 


the Iraqis have (named theirs). Will this matter (the use of 
chemical weapons) affect that process of establishing improved 


diplomatic relations? 





A: --Announcements of ambassadorial assignments are made by the 


White House. The selection process is proceeding. 








POSTED: 3/27 VE 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 26, 1985 





SANCTUARY MOVEMENT: U.S. Position 





What is the Government's position on the sanctuary 
movement? 


U.S. Immigration law, in conformity with the U.S. Protocol 
relating to the status of refugees, permits all aliens 

present in the U.S. to apply for asylum, and provides that 
it may be granted upon a showing of a “well-founded fear of 
persecution® by the individual applicant. Asylum 
determinations are made by the INS after a process which 
includes State Department review of each application. 
Individuals who are denied asylum by the INS may appeal to 

the U.S. Board of Immigration Appeals and/or a U.S. Court 

of Appeals, and every applicant is entitled to federal 


court review. 


In this context of procedural safeguards and available 
judicial review, the harboring of illegal aliens is both 
illegal and inexcusable. We urge those whe wish to help 
aliens, to aid them in filing for asylum and in preparing 


full and convincing claims, rather than hiding them from 


the protections offered to genuine refugees by U.S. law. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of March 26, 1985 


APGHANISTAN: MASSACRE NEAR SOVIET BORDER? 


Q: “Do you have anything to conform reports out of Afghanistan 
that there was a large massacre near the Soviet border, 
involving 900 rebels?" 





A: -- We are aware of reports of heavy fighting in the eastern 
region of Afghanistan, but have no information of a 


massacre of that magnitude near the Soviet border or 


anywhere else in the country. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at noon press briefing of March 26, 1985 


LEBANON: Meeting with Mustapha Saad? . 


Q: Is anyone from NEA going to be meeting with Mustapha Saad, 
the Shi'ite leader who lost his sight in an explosion in south 
Lebanon? 


A: -- Mustapha Saad, a prominent leader in the Sunni community 
of Lebanon, came to the United States for medical treatment 
in Boston. We understand he is currently recooperating 
from his injuries. He has not requested a meeting with any 
Department officials although in the past he has met with 
U.S. officials in Lebanon and such a meeting would be 
arranged if requested. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #52 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 27, 1985, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good evening. I've got several 
announcements. | 


A reminder that the Secretary will address the Austin 
Council on Foreign Affairs, Austin, 12:45 Central Standard 
tomorrow. The meeting will be held at the Lyndon Baines 
Johnson Library on the Campus of the University of Texas. 
There will be a Q&A. Barring any unforeseen difficulties, it 
will be piped live into this Press Briefing Room. If you plan 
to cover, please telephone Candace Howard of the Council, 
512-458-4064. 


Q Say it again, please, and the name. 
a 12:45, 1:45 here. 


Q Bernie, can we have the name and the number 
again, please? 


A Candace Howard -- 


Q Right. 

a -- at the Council, 512-458-4064. 

Q Do you have a topic of the speech? 

a I don't have a topic here, Bern. I'll try to 


check that and give it to you later. 


The Secretary will continue on to Homestead Air Force 
Base in Florida, to participate in the meeting of Chiefs of 
Mission from Latin America and the Caribbean. Return to 
Washington late afternoon Friday. Any questions on this leg of 
the itinerary, please telephone Gil Callaway in ARA, 632-3048 


Available in the Press Office are the following: a 
toast delivered by Secretary Shultz in honor of Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick at the luncheon today; speech by Ambassador 
Middendorf to the OAS Permanent Council Meeting, entitled 
"Nicaragua, the Stolen Revolution." 





Available later in the afternoon in the Press Office 
will be the testimony of Assistant Secretary for International 
Organizations Affairs Newell before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. The subject is “International 
Organizations." 


‘and finally, Assistant -- and not so finally -- 
Assistant Secretary for European and Canadian Affairs Rick Burt 
testifying today before the House Foreign Affairs Committee on 
recent developments in Europe -- no prepared text. 


In connection with the visit of the Sudanese 
President, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the visit by 
President Nimeiri, here, two o'clock Friday. 


And with that as an opening prelude -- 
Q On the issue of Sudan, do you have anything on 
reports that there have been riots, or demonstrations, there? 


A What I have, Jim, is that according to the U.S. 
Embassy in Khartoum, public demonstrations have taken place in 
various parts of the city, apparently to protest the recent 
rise in bread prices. There has been some random violence 
against property, and two rioters have reportedly been killed. 
We have no reports of serious injury or casualties in the 
foreign community. The Embassy and its staff are taking 
appropriate security measures. 


Q Does the State Department have any comment on the 
present political situation in Brazil? 


Hold it just a -~ yes, it's a little too fast a 
switch for geography. 


Any more on Nimeiri, Sudan? 


Q Yes, one more on Sudan. Is the State Department 
keeping him posted on what's going on (Laughter) while he's in 
this country? 


a Let's see what happens on that I assume he has 
his - 


Q Why is he coming? 








a I think the White House made an announcement on 
that, Barry. 


Q They say he's getting a medical checkup, but 
given the situation in Sudan -- 


4 Well, if the White House told you that, then 
that's the extent of information that's available at -- 


Q Well, will he discuss more than his health? Will 
he discuss the unrest in Sudan, do you think? 


4 I would imagine the agenda, in the conversations 
that take place, will touch on a variety of subjects. But I 
will not be specific in itemizing that list. 
Q Is he here now -- yet? 
‘ a I don't have the exact schedule. 
Q He's supposed to be arriving today. 
Q Do you have confirmation that he still is coming? 
a I know of nothing that has changed that itinerary. 
Q (Inaudible) 


a Didn't I give you some idea of the schedule the 
other day, Mr. McLaughlin? 


(Laughter) 

Q | Can we have a copy of that? 

a Just a second. A copy of what, the Khartoum? 
Q The one you just -- 

4 Yes, you can. 

Q O.K. 

Q Any comments on Brazil? 

A On Brazil, simply that the normal conduct of 


business between the United States and Brazil has been 
unaffected by President-elect Neves's illness. As empowered by 
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the Brazilian constitution, Vice President Sarney has served as 
Acting President since the change of government on March 15. 
President Reagan and Vice President Bush have sent messages to 
the President-elect expressing their hopes for his rapid 
recovery. 


Q When was that message sent? 


A — have no date for you on that. You might check 
with the White House. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie, has the State Department received any 
inquiries or protests or questions from any Arab governments or 
their diplomats here in Washington about the Falasha airlifting 
to Israel by the CIA? 


a I have nothing on it. 


Q Bernie, does the Department have any reaction to 
Senator Durenberger's statements yesterday that the 
Administration should come up with a new policy to Central 
America and consider such things as a severing of diplomatic 
ties or trade and economic -- 


A I don't have anything by way of an extensive 
response to the question you're putting. What I have here is 
that there has been no study. We have not yet seen the full 
text of. the Senator's remarks, so that they cannot comment 
directly on them. But on the general topic of OAS action in 
Central America, we should note that the OAS has deferred to 
the Contadora process as the best means of achieving an overall 
resolution of the problems of the region, and that the United 
States fully supports the Contadora process. 


Let me add the following as well: that we would also 
note that the National Bipartisan Commission on Central 
America, a commission composed of members of both the 
Democratic and Republican Parties, proposed a long-term plan of 
action for Central America, which is the basis of U.S. policy. 
The Commission stated in its report that the urgent problems of 
Central America require a consistent policy that will lead to 
long-term solutions to long-term problems. It is our view that 
the results of the first year of the implementation of the 
recommendations of the Commission show that we are off to a 
good start. 


Q Copy of that, please? 





a Who was that, Don? 
Sorry. Yes, you can. 


Q Does the Department plan to cooperate with the 
members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee who have 
established a procedure for review of nominees to be 
ambassauors? 


a Let me take that question, Don. 


Q O.K. And what is the attitude of the Department 
toward the procedure? 


A In the taken question, I hope it will all be 
Forthcoming. 


Q I have a follow on Middendorf's speech in the 
OAS: In his speech he says that the United States reserves its 
right to introduce a resolution in the OAS if Contadora doesn't 
work. & resolution doing what? 


a I can't amplify on that speech. I have nothing 
for you on that. 


Q Just one follow on it, because of the timing: 
Durenberger said yesterday that we should be ready to do all 
the way to military action under the OAS. And then the next 
day, Mr. Middendorf refers to a resolution in the OAS. Could 
that be military action? 


a Well, I'm not going to put two and two together, 
as you're suggesting. 


Q Anything on Australia's rejection of Star Wars 
research? And we probably know the answer, but why was New 
Zealand not asked to participate? 


(Laughter) 
Q How about Fiji? 


Q Fiji. Fiji is a good -- Put Fiji in there 
That's a very good one. 


a On the general question that such an invitation 
to participate in SOI research is being extended to a number of 
U.S. allies, we have not yet despatched a letter to Australia, 
but may soon do so. The U.S.-Australian joint facilities have 
no role in SOL. 


~~ MORE -- 





Q Will you still despatch the letter, even though 
Australia has rejected it? 


* Well, my understanding is that there has not yet 
been an official exchange with Australia on this issue. 
However, we're speaking simply of an invitation to various 
governments to participate, if they wish. There is no 
obligation, implicit or otherwise, for them to do so. 


Q And why wasn't New Zealand invited? 
A I've got nothing on that. 


Q Did you have the announcement of the end of the 
injury clause? 


Aa No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Unless I'm mistaken -- I heard it on the radio 
and wasn't taking notes -- Weinberger named the countries. Is 
that the list as you know it, Israel being one of them? I 
think Australia was the third. Japan, I believe. 


A My understanding, the way I have it now, is that 
the invitation to participate in the research program has gone 
to the NATO countries, and that the U.S. is inviting Japan, 
Israel and Australia, and that there may be other countries 
invited in the future. 


Q Yesterday Secretary Motley said that he knew that 
the Contadora group helped the contras. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


a I beg your pardon? Do the contras what? In 
connection with what? 

Q Motley -- 

A Yes. Ambassador -- 

Q -- in the Senate said that he knew that the 
Contadora helped the con.ras. Do you have any comment on that? 

a I have nothing beyond what Motley said. 

Q Bernie -- 


i) Jeff? 











Q Bernie, do you have any or-the-record guidance 
for us on the investigation that continues into the Nicholson 
killing? 


a No. What I have is simply that I understand 
there was a -- you had a backgrounder this morning, and [ have 
nothing to add beyond that. 

Don? 

Q That was my question. 

a Pre-emptive strike. 


Robin? 


Q Bernie, nas ambassador Dobrynin come to the State 
Department to talk on this issue at all? 


7 I'm not aware of that as yet. Not “that as yet" 
I'm not aware, but as yet that he has come. 


Q Does that mean that he's coming? 


a It's a good question, but I don’t have anything 
to offer you on that. 


Q . How about other Soviet officials, other than 
Dobrynin? Any -- does that change anything in your answer? 


a Didn't we have, the other day -- 


Q Yeah. 


-- Sokolov -- 
Q Since then. Right. 
“ I don't have any information beyond that. 


Q Can you compare this incident with the Korean 
Airline incident that took place? 


A I think I suggested before that what has been 
said on this today from here was spoken during the backgrounder 
that took place at 10:00 this morning 


Q So that -- another subject: According to the 
reports from New Delhi, a massacre took place in Afghanistan 
More than a thousand people have been killed Do you have 
anything on that? 











= I have nothiog on that. 


‘Q Can you tell us about any plans to tighten up on 
export of chemicals to Iraq because of the belief on the part 
of the U.S. Government that Iraq is using chemical weapons? 


“ I do have something on that. On the question of 
tightening export controls, in April 1984 we unilaterally 
imposed controls on the export to Iraq and Iran of five 
chemical components of chemical weapons. 


Since then, we haye added three more chemicals to this 
list. We have encouraged our allies to impose similar export 
controls. The EC countries and Japan have done so. We monitor 
as closely as possible the international traffic in such 
chemicals. To prevent their shipment to [raq and Iran, we 
collaborate with friendly governments who share our objective 
of preventing CW proliferation. 


For several years we have been working in Geneva with 
some 39 other countries to produce a comprehensive 
international treaty against not only the use, but also the 
production and stockpiling, of chesrical weapons. 


We will continue actively to oppose by every means 
available the production and use of chemical weapons and to 
pursue an effective international ban on chemical weapons. 


Q Could I follow up on that? 
a Yeah. 


Q It was being said yesterday that because the 
latest incident makes it clear that this hasn't been completely 
effective, that the United States was going to tighten up on 
its efforts to keep chemicals From going to Iraa. 


What about that? 


a Well, I think that I have indicated the policy 
that is being followed and has been followed in the tightening 
of the screws. 


Q What about the tightening up now, as of this 
week, in the light of the new information? 


a I have nothing specific that I could offer you, 
Don, but it's my understanding that this process is always 











under review, and I think I've indicated-that there's a very 
close and intensive monitoring to seal any possible loopholes 


Q Would you say that some tightening up is going on 
now? 


a I would imagine so, but I cannot offer anything 
specific. 


Q Bernie, what about the -— attempting to influence 
the behavior of foreign nationals who have been working in Iraq 
on these weapons programs, specifically some of tie West 
Germans and the Dutch? Are the West German and Dutch 
Governments trying to be helpful in’ this matter? 

a I have nothing on that. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement about the 
chemical stuff? 


o Right. You can. 


Q Have you anything on a reported arms deal between 
China and Iran? 


a No. 

. Bernie -- 
Just a second 

. (Inaudible) 


” I have nothing on that Go ahead, Jim 
(Laughter) 


Q This just in. 

a This just in. 

Q I have a list of 120 names here (Laughter) 
a While we're waiting -- (Laughter) 

Q Yeah No. 


a Wait a minute Wait a minute You lost your 


chance 
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. Q Bernie, there are some concerns in the Middle 
East shared by U.S. experts such as William Quandt in his 
article in the Los Angeles Times yesterday that the United 
States is really staying-away, or departing, from the Reagan 
peace initiative. Although I asked you the question yesterday, 
and you said you're sticking with it, but there is not 
comprehensive answer to all of these whimpers and complaints in 
the Middle East. " 








Can you please make a clear statement about your 
position vis-a-vis peace in the Middle East now? 


a Sticking with it. (Laughter) 
Q Is that all? 


A “You're suggesting that the Administration is 
wandering away From the Administration's own plan, and I can 
reassure you that it is being stuck with. 


Q This is why the concern comes out, because the 
President was saying something and the Secretary of State was 
saying something. Now you -- I'll ask you to look at the 
story, or the piece, of William Quandt and answer on that. 


A Well, I could look at William Quandt's article, 
and I will reassure you that the Administration is sticking 
with the President's plan of September 1. 


Jim? 


Q I don't have high hopes for this, but the White 
House Spokesman just said that the United States is considering 
some steps involving U.S.-Soviet relations in retaliation for 
the shooting of Major Nicholson, and that these are now being 
discussed within the State Department and the National Security 
Council. 


Can you tell us anything about the various options? 


a I would like to confirm your Lack of high hopes. 
I've got nothing on that. 

Q Bernie -- 

a Are there -~ just a minute, Barry. Is there a 


list of specific actions, or is it just a generalized statement? 
Q That's what I was asking you to add - 


4 Just a second. Walter. I haven't heard from you 
for weeks. (Laughter) 


Pass. . 
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Q Do you have anything on the mass arrests and the 
continuing violence in South Africa? 


a Yes. We regret the arrests of the 239 
demonstrators in Cape Town who were peacefully seeking to 
present their views to Parliament. We continue to believe that 
negotiations between the South African Government and its black 
critics are urgently needed to Further the cause of reform. A 
dialogue must be pursued, and we continue to call on the 
government to take the steps needed to begin this process. 


We continue to be distressed by the further violence 
in black townships throughout South Africa, seeing it as 
additional evidence of the acute need for the commencement of 
real consultation among all South Africans. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes. 
Q President Zia, when he was in Moscow at the 


funeral of Chernenko, he was given a stiff warning by the new 
leader over his support for the freedom fighters in Afghanistan. 


Do you have any comments on the warning, and also if 
Mr. Zia has consulted with the United States on the warning? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:57 pm.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 27, 1985 


DEPARTMENT: Academy of Diplomacy Screening 
of Ambassadorial Nominations 








Q What is the Department's position on the initiative 
of members of the SFRC who have requested the Academy 
of Diplomacy to review qualifications of nominees for 
ambassadorships? 

A We don't think it's a good idea. Secretary Shultz 
is opposed to this initiative. The Secretary does 
not favor ambassadorial candidates going through such 
a screening process as contained in this initiative. If 
individuals decide to submit to such screening, they 

can do so if they wish, but it would be against the 
Department's policy. In sum, the question of whether 
ambassadorial nominees cooperate with this process is 


a matter for them to determine. The Constitutional 


and traditional Senate confirmation process is clear, 


and we will continue to abide by it fully. 
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DPC #53 


FRIDAY, MARCH 29, 1985, 12:26 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I apologize for not 
having a briefing yesterday, but I'm going through a bout of 
the flu. You know Bernie is with the Secretary in Texas. It 
is not the Russian flu. I have not seen Ambassador Dobrynin 
for a couple of weeks. I don't know if he was contagious at 
the time, but I don't think that's it. 


Couple of announcements: I want to remind you there 
wil] be a BACKGROUND briefing on the visit of Sudanese 
President Nimeiri here in this room at 2:00 p.m. today. 


Under Secretary of State for Economic Affairs Alan 
Wallis will deliver an ON-THE-RECORD pre-summit address to the 
U.S. Council for International Business at a luncheon on 
Thursday, April 4, at 12:30 p.m. in New York City. If you want 
to cover this event, please contact Mrs. Ann Micou of the US. 
Council for International Business, Area Code (212) 354-4480, 
who will give you details of the luncheon location. 


Okay. Ready for your questions. 

Q Speaking of the Russians, can you confirm the 
report that the United States has decided not to participate in 
the anniversary ceremony at the Elbe River? 


i] No. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Which means what? That you are going to 
participate? 


A No. Just that quite frankly 1 have nothing on 
that, period. 


Q Can you take the question? 


A I can take the question. Yes. 





Q Ed, isn't this sort of an extraordinary briefing 
for the Sudanese President, with three of them coming to such a 
briefing? 


7 It's not extraordinary. The fact that we have (a 
senior official) here, that's the only reason you have three 
instead of -- we often have two people giving background 
briefings. But the (senior official) is here. We're taking 
advantage of his presence. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on the Congressional 
action on trade with Japan and whether or not that action would 
persuade -- help persuade the Japanese perhaps to reach an 


agreement on telecommunications policy or other trade matters? 


6 Well, on the action on the Hill, this is 
obviously an indication of the very strong concern that the 
Congress has about Japanese import and trade policy. 


What I can say briefly on that is that on March 1 the 
President stated that he had decided not to urge the Japanese 
to extend their voluntary export restraints on automobiles 
shipped to the United States. Our strong preference for open 
markets is thus clear. 


] would like to stress, as Larry Speakes did at the 
White House this past Wednesday, that regardless of what 
Japan's auto export policy turns out to be, Japan must rapidiy 
remove barriers to its markets. That is a matter of the 
highest importance to us. 


Q Do you think -- can ] repeat part of my question, 
which is - 


Q Copy of what, please? 
A Yes. 


Q Could I repeat part of my question, which is, do 
you believe the Congressional action, which you cited as 
showing the depth of feeling and so on, on the Hill might spur 
the Japanese Government to remove some of these barriers? 


) I have no idea what impact it will have on the 
Japanese. You'll have to address that question to them, Ralph. 


Q Could we return to the Soviet Union and Major 
Nicholson? Is the United States now satisfied with the Soviet 
version of this incident? 








i Well, all I can say is that we are continuing our 
discussions with the Soviets. I cannot speculate in any detai) 
as to what future actions we might be contemplating or thinking 
of taking and really can't get into the tone or content of our 
diplomatic discussions with the Soviets. 


However, in terms of Soviet public comment, I would 
only observe that, to our knowledge, the vituperative and 
tendentious account of Major Nicholson's shooting that was 
carried by TASS on Tuesday and Pravda on Wednesday has not been 
repeated by the Soviets. We are, of course, monitoring the 
Soviet press carefully. 


Q So you are saying you have not received any 
official comments from the Soviet Union? 

i An official what? 

Q Any official statemenis concerning the killing? 


A No. I'm not saying that. I'm just making a 
comment on their public comment. 


Q td, are you in effect saying you think they're 
changing their tune? 


‘ All we've noticed is a diminution of some of the 
highly pitched rhetoric that was in the Soviet press and media 
on this. Whether or not that represents a basic change wil] 
have to be seen. As I've said, we're monitoring this very 
closely. 


Q Do the private meetings reflect this change in 
tone? 


ia l'm not going to get involved in the substance or 
the content of our private meetings with the Soviets. 


Q Ed, do you expect Ambassador Dobrynin to be 
talking with anyone over here at the State Department today or 
over the weekend? 


fe I just have nothing on that, Robin. I have 
nothing on that. 


Q Or Sokolov? 
i) Nothing on that either. 


Q Will you confirm you are considering more 
“etaliatory measures? 











A am I confirming that? 
Q Will you? 


6 No. I won't get drawn into what actions we might 
be contemplating or not. I'm not going to comment on those. 


Q Would you characterize the recall of the 
different attaches and bringing them in as retaliation? 


a Those are actions we've taken. I don't want to 
characterize them as purely retaliation. 


Q As purely retaliation? 


ts Let me say that we're in contact with the Soviet 
Government. As you all know, we do not get into the contents 
of confidential diplomatic discussions, and quite frankly it 
would not be helpful at this time for us to speculate or 
comment publicly on what we plan to do or plan not to do. 


Q Are there any plans for military-to-military 
discussions in Germany to try to ensure that something like 
this doesn't happen again? 

a Well, as you know there have beer, 
military-to-military contacts in Germany from the outset of 
this incident. 

Q Have they been satisfactory? 


2) I'm not going to characterize the content or the 
results of those talks. 


Q Will you detail those talks? 

A No. 

Q Ed, may I go back to the Japanese, please? 
Q Can we stay with this for a -- 


6 1 would like to say in one respect, in reference 
to your question on whether we will boycott the Elbe ceremony, 
we have made clear to the Soviets how strongly we fee] about 
this incident, and we are seeking ways to make sure such 
incidents do not recur. These contacts, of course, continue. 


Q How does that relate to my question? 














4 Well, basically that, you know -- just let me 
leave it at that and leave it up to your imagination. 
(Laughter) 


Q Has the State Department been in contact with 
these 160 veterans who apparently are going to the Elbe reunion? 


fe I'm sorry? 


Q Has the State Department been in contact with 
this veterans group, 160 American veterans, who apparently are 
going to this reunion in the Elbe? 


is I have nothing for yaqu on that. I don't know. 


Q On that point of leaving it up to our 
imaginations, would it be safe for us to imagine that if the 
Soviets privately had not reflected this public reduction of 
the highly pitched rhetoric, that you would not have referred 
to that. Do you get my point? 


i Now you're being even more subtle than I've 
been. (laughter) louche. (Laughter) 


No. That's just a comment on their public stance. 

Q No. My question was, you said that you leave it 
up to our imaginations. Okay. That's fair enough. We can do 
that a jot. I'm asking you if in their private conversations 
with you, the Soviets had not also, you know, diminished their 
rhetoric. 

fa ] simply - 


Q Would it be safe for us to assume that you would 
not have commented on how they publicly -- 


A No I think it would be safe for you to assume 
that I was making a comment on their public stance, period. 


Q And you don't want us to draw an inference from 
that on what they're saying privately. Or can we? 


A The inferences you draw are purely your own, and 
I can't guide you on that. 


Q Ed, any update on the lraq-lran war? 


is) Are there any other questions on the Nicholson 


case? 








Q Yes. The Soviet Embassy in Washington said that 
they stand by their earlier reports that Nicholson was spying 
and taking photographs in a restricted area. Anything on the 
comments? 


fi We are looking at the record of temporary 
restricted areas, but let me repeat that Major Nicholson was 
not shot while in a restricted area, temporary or permanent. 


Now, questions on any further details will have to 
await the outcome of our review and investigation. We have 
just received a formal debriefing of Sergeant Schatz, and 
obviously we will incorporate the results of that debriefing 
into our analysis. 


In any event, none of these points changes the 
essential fact that there is no justification for Major 
Nicholson's death. 


Now, on the Iran-lraq war, 1 don't think I do have 
anything new for you. Do you have a specific question on the 
- I don't have any general update for you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Iraqi yesterday 
letter (sic) to the United Nations that they refused to accept 
any partial settlement if it's not connected to the overell 
peace settlement? 


A No. 1 have nothing for you on that. 

Q Ed, do you have anything on the -- I'm sorry. 
Q On Honduras, can you tell us -- 

A Well, let's stick on the Middle East first. 


Q There was a report -- AP carried a story this 
morning that seemed to indicate that the Iranians might be 
dropping their insistence on the ouster of Saddam Hussein, 
although they had just repeated that yesterday as one of their 
conditions. Do you have anything on that? 


is) No. We've seen conflicting reports on that, but 
nothing firm. No. 


Q Ed, do you have any -- 


Q Do you have any comment on the entry of Spain and 
Portugal in the EC? 








a No. We're still on the Middle East, and then - 
let's exhaust the questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the events taking 
place in Khartoum now? Demonstrations, I mean. 


Q I think the backgrounder you'll have at 2:00 


o'clock -- refer all your questions to those. 

Q This does not relate to the visit, 1 think. I 
thought -- / 

fa No. The visit, but also questions on Sudan. You 
could - 


~ MORE - 





Q Are we expecting any announcement from you after 
the meeting between the American Middle East Ambassadors with 
Murphy for the whole week? I mean, are we expecting anything 
-- @ review of policy or anything like that? 


A No You mean a statement of policy -- 

Q Yes. 

A --emanating from -- 

Q ~~ because he said a review of the Middle East -- 
A No. 

Q - policies after the Ambassadors’ meetings. 

i) No. fhe next step, quite frankly, will be 


Assistant Secretary Murphy's trave] to the area. Secretary 
Shultz has cited a number of possible stops that Ambassador 
Murphy wil) be making. 


1 can say that Assistant Secretary Murphy would 
welcome another opportunity to consult with Syrian officials, 
but no itinerary has been set for his forthcoming trip. You 
know that we have maintained a high-level dialogue with Syria 
in recent years on a variety of subjects including Lebanon and 
the peace process, and we think that this is important and we 
value these exchanges. And we hope to continue and intensify 
this dialogue in the hope that both of us can better understand 
the other's policies and objectives in the region. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


if 1 will be very happy to give you a copy of this 
if you'll let me finish it. If you still want a copy after 
l've finished, 1'll be glad to give it to you. 


(Laughter) 


While there are obvious differences between our 
position on the peace process and that held by Syria, the 
United States is committed to supporting movement toward peace 
between Israel and all of its Arab neighbors. 


Our consistent goal has been to bring about direct 


negotiations between Israel and all its Arab neighbors, 
including Syria, on the basis of UNSC Resolutions 242 and 33° 


Q Copy? 








o You can have a copy of that. 
Q When Mr. Shultz is going to Israel? (Sic) 
4 When is Mr. Shultz -- 


Q -- going to Israel? There have been some reports 
suggesting that he'll be going. 


& Yes. I1 think that was announced in terms of his 
going to Israel on May 10 to take part in the commemoration of 
the Holocaust. 


Q Do you have any comment on the -- still with the 
Middle East - 


Q Was that announced? 

“ [ think it was, but let me double-check, if I may 
STAFIL: Yes. 

A Ihat's correct Yes, it is May 10. Yes. 

Q Can we take that stalement that you -- 


A Sec, 1 thought you had -. 1 always think that you 
have more knowledge than I d» 


Q Can we take the statement that you just read 
about Syria as a request for an invitation from Syria 
for Murphy to visit, that there is none now and that we want 
one? 


i) 1 would steer you away from it. I'm just stating 
-- I'll leave that statement on its own merits. 


Q Why are you calling special attention to Syria? 
There are a lot of countries in the Middle East. 


A Assistant Secretary Murphy will be traveling to 
several countries in the Middle East that are involved in the 
peace process. 


Q Do you have any comment on the agreement between 
France and Israel to provide Israel with two nuclear reactors? 


a 1 have nothing for you on that 
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Q Since you mention Syria, do you have any comment 
on the new front which formed lately in Syrian, a Palestinian 
front? 


“ No. I have nothing for you on that. 


I'm sorry to do this. Can I come back for just 
one “quickie” back on the Nicholson case again for a second? 


i Um-hm. 


Q Has there been any change in the numbers of 
either Americans on the 14-member team in East Germany or 
Soviets on the team in West Germany? 


ia I have nothing for you on that, Ralph. I just 
don't know. 


Q Do you have anything to say on the continuing 
bombardment of civilian targets on both sides in Iran-Iraq? 


i No. 1] just have that the Iraqis have announced 
that the explosion in Baghdad .- let's see, that would have 
been on the 77th -- was caused by a missile, and the Iranians 
have stated that they have used surface-to-surface missiles in 
their attacks on Iraqi cities. But, you know, it's probable 
that these missiles are Scuds that the Iranians are using; but 
beyond that, 1 have nothing. 


Q Where is it probable they would get those Scuds? 

a Well, that's a matter of some speculation. As 
you know, the Scud is a Soviet-manufactured weapon. 1 know 
that doesn't come as any great revelation to you. (Laughter) 


Q And where do you suppose they get those - 


a -- and that certain countries are in possession 
of that, and Iran has some options there. 

Q New area? 

a Shall we go to a different area? 


Q Have you anything on the Soviet criticism of U.S 
positions at Stockholm and/or Geneva? 


a If you're referring to Mr. Gorbachev's 


Q Uh-huh. 














1) 


fs -- as one of them, yes. 


Mr. Gorbachev commented in his letter to the Peace 
Council of Heilbronn that the U.S. is using the Geneva 
negotiations as a screen for a military build-up. 


In our view, this is an old, disingenuous Soviet 
argument. It seems to us that the question can more 
appropriately be addressed to the Soviet Union. Over the past 
decade while the U.S. has debated the development of a single 
ICBM -- the MX -- the Soviets have deployed three new ICBMs -- 
the SS-17, SS-18, and the SS-19 -- and developed two additional] 
types of ICBMs -- the SS-X-24 and the SS-X-25. They have also 
deployed two new MIRVed SLBMs, a massive force of SS-20 IRBMs 
and still further missiles in Eastern Europe which can strike 
Western Europe. In addition, they have far outspent and 
outdeployed us in defense -- civil, air, and strategic 
defense. So basically the question (is) “Who is covering up 
what?" 


With regard to the Geneva talks, we welcome Mr. 
Gorbachev's expression of determination to achieve a successful 
outcome. As we have said before, if the Soviet delegation is 
prepared to negotiate seriously, they will find the United 
States a ready and flexible partner. 


Q Copy, please? 

bs Yes. 

Q Ed, 1 think on Sunday the air agreement between 
the U.S. and Poland is supposed to go into effect, but there 
was something in the FB1S earlier in the week that the U.S. has 
been slow to sign off on this agreement. Do you have anything 
on that? 


fs No, nothing for you. 


Q Can you take the question? 
I can take the question, yes. 
Q Can we go to Central America? 


a Yes, uh-huh. 


Q O.K. On Honduras, what is the U.S. understanding 
of what is going on in Honduras? Do you see it as a coup or an 
internal dispute? 
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A Well, according to Embassy reporting, the 
Honduran Congress voted shortly after midnight on March 29 to 
replace five of the nine Honduran Supreme Court justices. The 
Congressional action follows its receipt of a Congressional] 
investigatory commission report which is critical of the 
conduct of the Court. 


President Suazo has stated publicly that the 
Congressional action is unconstitutional and that the 
government will not recognize any change in the compositioi of 
the Supreme Court. 


We understand that there are special police units at 
the Supreme Court and the Congress, but that the city is calm. 
We have no reports to substantiate rumors of a coup. 


Now, in overall terms, let me state that the United 
States fully supports the ongoing democratic process in 
Honduras and expects this dispute between two branches of a 
democratically elected government to be resolved peacefully 
within the framework of the Honduran constitution. 


Q Was there any concern that it might not be, that 
this could turn into shooting? 


t Well, we have to watch what happens there 


Q What is your assessment, though? Is this a 
dangerous situation? 


2 My assessment is that we have no reporis to 
substantiate rumors of a coup d'etat. 


Q How would a coup affect the U.S. policy in the 
region? 


A I'm not going to speculate on that at this point. 

Q On that word “coup,” it was in fact used by the 
President himself in the radio broadcast You're saying that 
he was wrong? 


A l'm sticking by -- we say we have no evidence to 
substantiate rumors of a coup. I'll stick by that. 


Q Do you have comments on D'Escoto's protest letter 
to Secretary Shultz over the maneuvers on the Nicaraguan border? 


fe No, 1 don't think so Yuu mean protests over -- 








13 


Q D'Escoto's protest letter to Secretary Shultz on 
the maneuvers, military maneuvers. 


5 We have received a note from the Nicaraguan 
Government; and, to your great surprise, as is our practice 
with respect to diplomatic correspondence, I have nothing 
further in the way of comment for you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the story, the long 
story in two series, in two articles, in the New York Times 


about new facilities, new military facilities being built in 
Oman by the U.S. military? 





‘ No, I have nothing for you on that, no. 
Q Anything new on South Africa? 
That's a very general question. (Laughter) 
Q Also, blacks in the United States -- 
id l mean, we really have to get more specific. 


Q Well, blacks in the United States are calling to 
wake up and stand more than they did in front of the South 
African Embassy because the United States Government is not 
doing anything more than what they expect, as far as the 
sanctions against South Africa and other measures to be taken. 


A Well, our Embassy in South Africa has reported 
that some 29 anti-apartheid groups are prohibited from holding 
meetings in 21 magisteria] districts primarily in the eastern 
Cape, beginning today and effective until June 30. South 
Africa's Minister of Law and Order reportedly said that the ban 
was imposed to maintain public peace. 


We continue to believe that measures aimed at 
silencing legitimate and peaceful opposition to apartheid are 
not conducive to finding a solution to the country's major 
problem. Furthermore, measures such as this do not appear to 
be consistent with the State President's January 25 offer of 
establishing a dialogue with black leaders. What is called for 
now is a genuine dialogue between the South African Government 
and representative leaders of the black community that will 
lead to the establishment of a system of government based on 
the consent of the governed. 


Q Copy, please? 


i Yes. 
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Q Shall I take your answer of “no comment" on this 
question on Oman as meaning that you are confirming the 
information included in the two articles? 


fi That would be too easy for you. No. I just 
don't have any comment on it. 


Q The question would be on the other side -- 

A No, no. 

Q -- that there is no comment, -- 

‘ I just have nothing for you on that. 

q But in a public testimony, somebody from the 
Pentagon spoke about that. I mean, why don't you talk about 
that? 

3) 1 have nothing for you. 

Q Public testimony. 

if 1] have nothing for you on that. Period. 

Q Anything on the report that General Walters 


handed Secretary Shultz a letter resigning from his nomination 
to the U.N.? 


ia 1 have nothing specific for you on that. Let me 
just say, I spoke with General Walters this morning; and as far 
as Ambassador Walters is concerned, this whole matter is behind 
us and that certainly he considers it behind him and he is 
looking forward to assuming his duties at the United Nations. 
And quite frankly there is nothing more to it. 


Q You say it's behind, but he's not denying the 
Evans & Novak? Just behind? 


ts Let's put it behind us. (Laughter) 
Q He's turning his back on it? 


bs That's right. (Laughter) Do you want to make a 
comment, John? 


Anything else? 
Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 








POSTED: 3/29 / es 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of March 29, 1985 





Q On Sunday (March 31) the air agreement between the U.S. 
and Poland is supposed to go into effect, but there was 
something in the FBIS earlier in the week that the U.S. 
has been slow to sign off on this agreement. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A: The Polish airline LOT had intended to resume 
service to the US on March 3l, if the bilateral civil 
aviation agreement had been signed in time. We have 


not made a decision on the agreement, but expect one 


soon. 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #54 


MONDAY, APRIL 1, 1985, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got a couple of 
announcements here. 


A reminder that today at 4:00 the Secretary will 
address the National Conference of Blacks in Higher Education 
at the Washington Hilton Hotel, Ballroom East. The address 
will be ON-THE-RECORD with Q 4 A's. If you'd like to cover it, 
contact Ms. Michelle Young at the National Association for 
Equal Opportunity and Higher Fducation, 333-3855. Barring the 
usual unforeseen difficulties, the address will be piped here 
into the Press Room at 4 o'clock. There will be an advance 
text available in the Press Office later this afternoon. The 
number, <f anybody wants it, 333-3855. 


- Q~- ~The topic? - a 


a The topic deals with the subject that I've just 
given you. 


ASEAN-U.S. Economic Dialogue: The sixth ASEAN-U.S. 
dialogue on economic issues convenes April 2, 9:00 in the 
morning, State Department's Loy Henderson Conference Room. 
Secretary Shultz will open the Conference. f[fhis will be 
followed by statements by the Co-Chairmen: Under Secretary of 
State, Allen Wallis; Philippine Minister Vincete Valdepenas. 
The opening session will be open to the public and the press. 
And for additional information, I do have some here; and 
perhaps you could pick this up later, for those of you who are 
interested, in the Press Office. 


Q What time is Shultz -- 9:00? 


“ I would imagine, if it opens at 9:00, but check 
on the exact timing. It may be 9:05. 


Okay, here we go. 








Q Following on that last one, the White House 
seemed to indicate that there's going to be some statement made 
on the U.S.-Japanese trade arrangements. Is that going to come 
through here? ° 


o I don't know. My understanding, Jim, was that 
there was something that -- to the degree that they were 
prepared to talk about that -- there was some reference to it 
at today's briefing at the White House. There could be 
something else, and I'd suggest you keep in touch with the 
Press Office on that, but I don't think it will be today. 


Q One -- 
“ Sorry. 
Q On another subject? 


a Yes, Jim? 


~ - . o — 


Q What do you hear from Liberia, and the attempted 
assassination of Sergeant Doe? 


o I have nothing on that. 
Q Bernie, there's a story on the wires -- 


“ Bern, let me just pick him up since I started 
recognizing him. 


Q The trade imbalance, the U.S. and Japan -- 


a For what? 
Q Trade imbalance? 
rs) Trade imbalance; yes. 


Q When the Japanese Foreign Minister will visit to 
the United States? Can I have the exact date when the Japanese 
Foreign Minister will visit the United States? 


a I cannot give it to you at this time. I think 
there was an allusion to it at the White House this morning, 
but I think one might check the date. Perhaps we'll have 
something for you later, but I have nothing in any exact way -- 


Q Can you take question? 








4 I beg your pardon? 
Q Can you take question? When do you -- 


a Well, I'll try to get that answer when it is 
officially available. 


Q There's a story out of Lebanon that one of the 
hostages -- I think it's a Dutch minister -- clergy minister -- 
was found dead outside of Beirut. Do you have anything on that? 


a I have nothing on that. Let's take a look if we 
can get something on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the story over the 
weekend about Secretary Shultz warning Iran if any of the 
hostages are killed there will be direct reprisals? 


A I think you would know my answer on this, in 
general. That we do not comment on communications we may or 
may not~have had with other governments. =: _=_ 


The U.S. policy regarding terrorism is well known. 
President Reagan and other Administration officials have 
expressed our determination to respond with whatever actions we 
deem most appropriate against those responsible for terrorist 
attacks. . 


Q Can we have that statement? 


I beg your pardon? 


. 2) 


Are you going to have that -- can we have that? 


Yes, you can. 


Does it say that you will -- if anything happened 
to the hostages in Lebanon, Iran is responsible; can we 
understand tiat? I mean, there's no hostages in Iran. There 
is only hostages in Lebanon. So do you now flatly put Iran 
responsible for that? 


a No. What I said was what I said, and you are 
introducing a question from another aspect, and [I'm not 
addressing your question. I've addressed Bernie's and I'1] 
have to stop there. 


Spence? 








Q There's another American being held, by Hanoi 
authorities, and the last we heard there was a promise to 
release him. Has he been released, or what's his status? 


A Are you talking about Mathers? 
Q Mathers, yes. 


A Well, I think I did a long guidance a few days 
ago on this, Spence. 


Q Yes, you did, but he hadn . been released yet. 
Has he been released? 


A I have nothing on that, and I'd have to check 
back to find out whether any date was specifically agreed to. 
We'll take a check on that. I have nothing that would take me 
beyond tke guidance. 


- Q~- End of March, first week of April, I think. —_— 
4 Uh-huh. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the report of 
the Washington Post this morning about Meron Benvenisti's 
report about Israel's takeover or more than fifty percent of 
Palestine-Arab land in the West Bank? 


a We've not yet seen the report. We look forward 
to the opportunity to study the report in detail. No comment 
at this time on its contents. 

Q That's all? 


) Well, what else? 


Q No comment at this time on its contents? 

a Uh-huh. 

Q So what comments do you have if not on the 
contents, the settlement policy which is continuing in the West 
Bank? 

i As we've said on many occasions, we regard 


settlement activity in the occupied territories as an obstacle 
to the peace process. We do not, however, share the view of 
some that activities on the ground rule out the possibility of 
@ negotiated settlement. ; 








To the contrary, we believe that the facts brought out in 
studies such as the 1984 report by the West Bank Data Base 
Project point to the urgency of achieving a negotiated 
resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict based on Israel's 
return of territory in exchange for a just and durable peace. 
To this end, we remain committed to the positions set forth in 
the President's September 1, 1982 peace initiative. 


~ Copy? 
a Yes. 
Q Any reaction to the -- 
“ Bernie, on that subject -- 
” Yes? Excuse me. 
-Q That initiative was accompanied by a statement by 
the President that he favors a halt to all settlement activity 
on the West-Bank. Is that still Administration policy? _—_ 
a I have nothing that would revise that in any way. 


~-MORE-- 





Q Any reaction to the Salvadoran election results? 


« Yes, I do. The results so far have been 
unofficial. We are very pleased with the preliminary reports 
of what seems to be heavy voter turnout in the face of 
guerrilla harassment and obstruction. This turnout approaches 
the high turnout recorded during the Presidential elections of 
1984. For the fourth time in three years the Salvadoran people 
have demonstrated at the polls their determination to pursue a 
democratic solution to their nation's problems and their 
rejection of guerrilla violence. 


The guerrillas clearly attempted to obstruct these 
elections as they've tried in the past. They have declared a 
travel ban throughout the country, laying mines and setting 
roadblocks. In the eastern departments, in particular, the 
guerrillas have tried to knock out the electrical system to 
obstruct the election process. 
In Chalatenango Department, five civilians were killed 
and eight others wounded by a-gquerrilla mine,~yet voting there _—_ 
appears to be as heavy as in 1984. 


In Usulutan Department, a guerrilla mine killed a 
young girl and an elderly woman, and the guerrillas have 
knocked all power and water, yet six more municipalities are 
voting this year than in May 1984. 


Voting at one municipality in San Salvador Department 
was interrupted twice by guerrilla attack, but was resumed 
after each attack. 


In eastern Morazan Department, citizens are voting at 
seven more municipalities than in 1984 elections. 


On a nationwide basis, preliminary reports indicate 
that guerrilla harassment and intimidation prevented voting at 
only 26 municipalities in the election, as opposed to 43 in 
last year's successful presidential election. 

Q Copy, please? 

a Copy? Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports -- Duarte's 
acceptance of the reports that he has gained in these elections? 


a On the projections? 


Q You have nothing on that? 








i Well, I have nothing by way of any sort of 
comment on che official polls in the -—-— unofficial polls and 
projections. That‘s what you're dealing with? 


Q No. On the possibilities -—- or the reports that 
Duarte has gained strength from these elections. Do you have 
anything on that? 


“ Other than that the expectation that the 
Salvadoran Central Elections Council is going to complete the 
vote count and announce the official results as soon as 
possible. ) 


As we've stated consistently in the past, the U.S. 
Government supports fully the democratic electoral process in 
El Salvador and does not support any particular political party 
or group in that process. 

Q And one more: The White House also would not 
comment™on The reports that Duarte has gained: Do you have any — 
reason to doubt those reports? 


a I have nothing beyond what I've read you, by way 
of projections or speculation about the precise outcome of the 
balloting. 


Q Copy of your latter statement? 


i) No. You've got -- I'll give you the first one, 
Matt, but the other one is slightly marked up here. 


Don? 


Q Could you take us any further today than was 
taken on Saturday regarding the setting up of a meeting between 
the U.S. and the Soviet military commanders to work on the 
resolution of the death of Major Nicholson, and can you explain 
a little further as to what the U.S. has in mind? 


a I have a few things here, Don. First of all, no 
date has yet been set. Apparently there has been some 
speculation that there would be a meeting on April 7. What I 
have is that no date has been set, and that the U.S. will be 
seeking an early meeting, and that we expect that lower ranking 
representatives of the two commanders will meet this week to 
prepare for that meeting. 


B4(p 





Q Could you explain what it is that the United 
States is seeking from this meeting? 


rs I think they have gone into that specifically. 
We do have both a formal agreement --— the 1947 Heubner-—Malinin 
agreement --— and a code of practice which, if observed, would 
prevent such incidents. 


They have generally worked, with some exceptions, 
though none this serious, during the MLM's (Military Liaison 
Mission] history. The fact that these were not observed by the 
Soviets on this occasion is the problem, which is why we want 
to press this issue with them to assure that incidents do not 
recur. 


Q Where will this lower-level meeting take place? — 
“A I don't have a piece of geography for you on that. 


= Q™ Well, is it thought that you're going to try to —— 
negotiate with the Soviets some revision of this code of . 
practice or reaffirmation of it, or what? 


a I don't have anything on that. Whether there 
will be a revision or reaffirmation, the objective is to 
prevent the recurrence, such as the shooting of Major Nicholson. 


Q On a related question to this: Time magazine 
reports here that -- in this current issue -- that the United 
States, in the context of the Nicholson case, has cancelled its 
participation in the link-up ceremony regarding linking up of 
the United States and Soviet troops at the end of World War II. 


Could you tell us if that's correct and give us 
anything on that? 


a What I have on that, Don, is that we plan to send 
no military representatives to the ceremonies. 


Q How about civilian representatives? 
a I don't have anything on that at this point. 


Q Well, was this plan to send none changed? I 
mean, are we sending none because of the Nicholson case? 


a Well, we don't consider it appropriate under the 
circumstances 


Q When is the ceremony that is not being sent -- 





G Under what “circumstances?" 
a Of the Major Nicholson shooting. 


Q When is the ceremony to which there is not going 
to be any military -- 


A I don't have the date on that. 


Q What was the size of the delegation which had 
been planned? 


A I have nothing for you on that. There are plans 
-- there are no plans. We plan to send no military 
representatives. 

Q Did you ever plan to send any? . 


A I have nothing on that. 

Q Bernie? 

A Yes. 

Q On a different question --. 
a Well, let's do some more on the same, because -- 
Q Are you still on Nicholson? 

A Okay. 


Q Bernie, did General Otis having meetings in this 
building today on that Nicholson case? 


a I'm unaware of any meetings, but that doesn't 
mean it didn't happen. 


Q I've got a Nicholson question here, too. 
Assistant Secretary of State Burt last week on Wednesday or 
Thursday told Congress that he thinks it would be nice to have 
a signal from the Soviet Union on this matter. He used the 
word “apology” in his statement. 


Has the U.S. received an appropriate signal from the 
Soviet Union now so that this matter can be pursued at the 
military-to-military commander level without further diplomatic 
contacts on this subject? 
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A We remain deeply concerned over the Soviet 
behavior in this tragic incident Our further handling of the 
matter will depend upon the stand taken by the Soviet Union in 
the talks between the two military commanders in Germany. 


-— MORE -- 








ll 


Q Bernie, on the hostage question in Lebanon, the 
threat of retaliation was against Iran, which would imply, as 
one of my colleagues said earlier, that Iran was held 
responsible for the hostage taking. Is that in fact the case? 


a Well, you're asking the same question that I -- 


Q Basically, what I'm saying, why was the threat 
made to Iran? I mean, it's a naive question, if you wish, but 


I mean -- 
a I've answered that question. 
Q What is the answer? 
a The answer is what I read you before, and it 
stands precisely the same way. 
-Q But -- 
=a “You're spinning around into the-question, and ee 


what I said is, I'm not going to communicate on that. 


Q Bernie, back on the Torgau and the Elbe ceremony, 
you're saying there will be no official American participation, 
or simply no military -- 


a No. No military is what I'm saying now. No 
plans to send any military representatives. 


Q Is this -—- 


a I don't know beyond that. That's about what I 
have on it. There are about 300 American ex-G.I.'s who, I 
think, are planning to go to that. Is there any State 
Department view of whether or not they should go? 


i) Nothing on that, John. 


Q Will you take the question of civilian 
participation, diplomatic participation in that? 


a Not at the moment. 


Q Last week, I raised the question of whether the 
Department will cooperate with a number of Senators of the 
Foreign Relations Committee who have come up with a procedure 
for screening proposed U.S. Ambassadors, cooperate in the sense 
of giving them timely notice and things like that they've 
requested. Maybe the answer has been given. I haven't seen it. 
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a Well, you're right, the answer has not yet been 
given, but it is forthcoming. 


Q I'm puzzled on your reaction to the Salvadoran 
election. You seem to leave the impression that you're not 
pleased at the results of that election; and I recall a year 
ago, in the presidential election, before the results were 
official, you were commenting on what the result was and 
offering congratulations and that sort of thing. Could you -- 


A - No. It's just on the basis of what I read, there 


is a reluctance to make any call on the basis of unofficial 
tallies and unofficial projections. 


Q But you were making such a call-- 
a And I made the point as well that the U.S. does 
not suppert any particular political party or -group in the 
electoral process. If you want to draw your comparisons, you 
know, ptease feel free to do so. =: _—_ 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
Defense Minister Yitzhak Rabin's statement that he made in Gaza 
that he considers the Gaza Strip as an integral part of Israel 
and he wouldn't favor returning it to any -- to ex-Palistinian 
Arabs in any future settlement? 

a No, I have no nothing on that. 


Q Can you take the question, please, and bring a 
statement on that? 


a Not sure. I'll look into it, and if I can, 
you'll hear from me. 


Q Do you have any comment on the April lst ties 
we're all wearing, or are you going to sidestep that one, too? 


a The color is wrong. 

(Laughter) 

Aa It's a mice try. And where's mine? 
(Laughter) 


Q You're wearing it. 


a No, the color is off. 
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Thank you, George. 


Q Bernie, do you have any OQpdating on the situation 
in Sudan? 


2) Wait, I'd like to ask a few questions about the 
ties. No, I have nothing on Sudan. 


Whose idea was this? 
Q The Press Office. , 


A The Press Office? (Laughter) The Press Office. 
"staged" these ties? Tsk, tsk, tsk. 


I have nothing on Sudan. I'm sorry. 
—Q ~ Do you have anything to say after the statement 
on Friday by Mr. Ojerejian about Syria, that you will be 
includifig Mirphy to go to Syria? ~ — 
a Nothing beyond what Ed said on Friday. 


Q You didn't hear anything from the Syrians since 
then? 


‘ I have nothing that I have to share with you 
And, well, I'll have to let it go at that. 


Q Do you have a sit-rep on Iran-Iraq today? Do 
things seem to be deteriorating? 


a I've got nothing beyond what Ed may have shared 
with you on Friday. I have no specific situation report here 
on Iran-Iraq. 


Matt? 


Q Does the Secretary plan to meet with Mr. Son 
Sann, the Cambodian rebel leader that's coming? And is there 
any reaction to the House Subcommittee vote in favor of 
financial aid to the rebels? 
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a Both Son Sann, president of the KPNLF. the Khmer 
People's National Liberation Front, and Prince Norodom 
Ranariddh, Supreme Commander of the Sihanoukist National Army. 
also known as the ANS, and personal representative of his 
father, Prince Norodom Sihanouk, are planning private visits to 
the United States beginning next week. Secretary Shultz will 
meet the two Cambodian leaders together on April 10. They will 
also meet with Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz and other 
officials. 


Q What is the position now on financial aid or 
military aid to the rebels? 


7 On the question of whether there will be 
discussions on aid to the non-—communist elements of the overall 
Cambodian front, we welcome the opportunity to review 
developments in Cambodia with these two leaders of the 
non-communist resistance, and will be prepared to discuss with 
them how-we can most appropriately support their efforts to 
liberate their country. 

Q Does that mean you're open to changes in uU § 
policy on that subject? And specifically would you consider 
providing military aid? 


| a Well, let me take your question there, for 
example: adequate weapons, provided by countries in the 
regions, are now available for the resistance U.S. supply of 
weapons to the resistance could create difficulties in reaching 
@ negotiated settlement and in sustaining international support 
for the Cambodian cause by highlighting Cambodia as a 
U.S.-Vietnam conflict These are the reasons why we do not now 
supply weapons to the resistance 


We do believe, however, that a visible sign of 
increased US. support for the non-communists is important now 


We will examine the new provisions in the Foreign 
Assistance Bill to see how it might Fit in with our desire to 
provide economic and humanitarian aid to the non-communist 
Cambodians 


Q Copies of the two statements, please’ 


a Okay [I'll do my best to help on that 





1S 


Q Is the United States considering a program of 
education/training for these Cambodian resistance groups? 


4 ad think that a couple of weeks ago. Don, there 
may been something that dealt with that specific question. Let 
me take a look at the gquidance. [I think there is something 
that touches on that. 


Q You didn't, I don't think, address the question 
of the House subcommittee vote. Did you have a comment on that? 


A No. I have nothing on that in any particular way. 


Q Over the weekend, there was a report from Paris, 
I believe, that the French Government was going to sell to the 
Government of Angola some combat helicopters and patrol 
helicopters, totalling $45 million. Does the United States 
have any view on that? 


a I have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the violence, the latest 
violence on the West Bank and the killing of an Israeli and the 
curfew which was imposed there? 


_— 


4 Nothing -- I have nothing on that. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 








Posted: ¢/1 / &F 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 1, 1985 


LEBANON: DEATH OF JESUIT PRIEST 





Q: Do you have anything for us on reports that the body of the 
Dutch Jesuit has been found in Lebanon? 


A: --We have seen the reports but have nothing more for you. 








POSTED: ¢/1/#s 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 1, 1985 


OCCUPIED TERRITORIES: Rabin's Remarks on Gaza 





Q Do you have any commen< on the israeli Defense Minister 
Yitzhak Rabin's statement that he made in Gaza that he 
considers the Gaza Strip as an integral part of Israel 
and he wouldn't favor returning to any -- to ex-Palestinian 
Arabs in any future settlement? 


A: --President Reagan said on September 1, 1982, “the United 
States will not support the establishment of an independent 
Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza, and we will 


not support annexation or permanent control by Israel.* 


--Our position remains that United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 242 applies to all fronts, including the West 
Bank and Gaza, and that self-government by the Palestinians 


of these areas in association with Jordan offers the best 


chance for a durable and just peace. 











POSTED: ¢ /1/ 8S 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 1, 1985 


VIETNAM: Release of William Mathers 





Q There's an American being held by Hanoi authorities, 
and the last we heard there was a promise to release 
him. Has he been released, or what's his status? 


A: We prefer not to discuss the specific details of the 
release. However, we are now working out the details with the 
Vietnamese and expect Mr. Mathers to be released on April 4 as 


announced by the Vietnamese UN Mission on March 29. 
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DPC #55 


TUESDAY, APRIL 2, 1985, 12:42 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good evening. I want to apologize for the 
fact that I failed to recognize the fact that you had all 
volunteered to wear a different form of haberdashery 
yesterday. While | appreciated the gesture, my preference <.- 
silk rather than paper. (Laughter) 


I have some announcements. There's going to be a 
briefing this afternoon, 4:15, related to the negotiations, 
United States and Japan, on telecommunications. It will 
probably be ON THE RECORD. You might want to check with the 
Press Office later in the day for the exact ground rules. 


Among the briefers, Under Secretary of State for 
Economic Affairs Allen Wallis; the Under Secretary of Commerce, 
Lionel Olmer; Mike Smith, the Deputy U.S. Trade Representative; 
David Mulford, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for 
International aAffairs.* 


Q What time? 

a Did I say 4:15? 

Q Yeah 

a So I did 

Q Here? 

a Here It better be 

U.S. Economic Dialogue -- the Sixth ASEAN-U 5S 
Dialogue convened today in the State Department's Loy Henderson 
Conference Room with a welcome by Secretary of State Shultz 
Opening statements by Under Secretary of State Allen Wallis and 
Philippine Minister Vicente Valdepenas lauded the increasingly 


close economic relations between the ASEAN region and the 
United States While problems exist in further opening of 





*The briefing was subsequently cancelled 








markets to private sector growth, both sides are committed to 
working together to resolve their common problems. Copies of 
the opening statements will be available in the Press Room, 
some in fact already are. 


Also available in the Press Room is the prepared 
statement by Ambassador Rowny before the St. Louis Committee on 
Foreign Relations. The topic of his address: The Immediate 


Goal of the Arms Negotiations in Geneva. 


The Secretary will be appearing before the Senate 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice and 
State Departments, open session, tomorrow morning, 9:30, 
testifying on the State Department's appropriations request. 

As a@ consequence -— open hearing -— we'll pass the briefing 
tomorrow. 


I have an announcement here on the upcoming visit of 
the Japanese Foreign Minister. Foreign Minister Shintaro Abe 
of Japan will visit Washington April 13-14 for discussions with 
Secretary Shultz and other U.S. Government officials on 
U.S.-Japan economic relations and other issues of importance. 


This meeting comes as part of the follow-up agreed to 
by President Reagan and Prime Minister Nakasone at their 
January 2 Los Angeles meetings. At that time the President and 
Prime Minister designated the Secretary and the Foreign 
Minister to oversee the intensive discussions now being 
conducted in four key sectors: telecommunications, forest 
products, medical equipment and pharmaceuticals, and 
electronics. 


And with that by way of announcements, we can proceed 
to questions. 


Q Bernie, on Saturday did Ambassador Dobrynin bring 
any response from the Soviet General Secretary about a summit? 


a I'm sorry. I can't help you on it, Jim. 


Q Can you tell us what the prospects are now for 
such a meeting? 


a Well, essentially I’m going to refer you to what 
the President said in his interview. And, as you know, he 
indicated that he has had a response from General Secretary 
Gorbachev but that he was not going to comment on the content 
of the response. He also reiterated his hope that a summit 
meeting could be arranged. 








The only thing we have to add is that no summit 
meeting has been scheduled As a result, we are not now making 
arrangements for such a meeting. 


Q “Scheduled” sounds like a very specific word 
Has it been agreed in principle?’ 


ra I have nothing for you beyond what I've just read 
you. 


Q Bernie -- 
a Yes? 


Q Bernie, as you probably remember, in 1976 Or. 
Kissinger, Secretary of State Kissinger, made the statement: 
“we cannot permit the principle to be established that 
Americans can simply be assaulted with impunity any place that 
some dictator or aggressive country decides to score points.” 


Is that now inoperative, or does that still apply as 
policy of the United States Government? 


a [ think that that question has been addressed by 
the President and by the Secretary of State, among others -- 

) Kissinger's? 

A -- and -- 

Q Excuse me I'm sorry You say that question or 


that statement? 


a You're talking The whole question of - 
Q Well, [ just want to know, does Kissinger's 
policy here -— does it -- is it inoperative or is it still in 


existence We cannot permit the principle to be established 
that Americans can be simply assaulted with impunity? 


a As I say, President Reagan and Secretary Shultz, 
among others in the Administration, have addressed that 
question, and ['ll refer you to them for your answer 


Q One follow-up on that: The New York Post has 
published a report that our troops in West Germany are 
forbidden to use any life endangerment -- endangering measures 
against Soviet intelligence 
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Has the Soviet army in East Germany ever issued a . 
similar order to their troops, to your knowledge. Bernie? 


a I have nothing on that, Les, and perhaps -- 


Q Nothing on it. 


a -- there might some information at the Pentagon. 
Ralph? 
Q Bernie, a follow-up question on the Nicholson 


case from an item that appeared on the FBIS this morning. 
Apparently the Soviet military publication Red Star has issued 
a lengthy and very sharply critical evaluation of Soviet forces 
in East Germany. 


Do you have any comment on -- after reading that 
critique on the state of affairs -- on the Nicholson case? 


Aa We have seen the Red Star commentary. It is an 
analysis of the results of this year's winter’training cycle of 
the Soviet army. There is no mention in it of the murder of 
Major Nicholson or any link between the shooting and the 
article's call for eliminating indiscipline and carelessness. 


In view of the tragic killing of Major Nicholson, we 
certainly believe that greater discipline in the Soviet army is 
needed. However, we would be cautious in reading into this 
account more than is in fact there. 

Q May we have a copy of that? 

a Yes. You can. 

Q To Follow that up, Bernie -- 

A Yeah, Jim. 

Q | Secretary of Defense Weinberger said this morning 
that he doesn't believe the military commander of European 
forces should have discussions with the Soviet commander unless 
there is an apology. 


Is that in line with what was agreed to between 
Secretary of State Shultz and Ambassador Dobrynin on Saturday? 


A Well, obviously, I'm not going to get involved in 
any exchange on the diplomatic level. Let me say that we think 








it is appropriate for the Soviet Union to apologize, but it is 
not a precondition for talks already agreed to. 


Q Another area? 


Q No. Same area. Have you an announcement to make 
about the meetings between the military commanders? 


4 No. I have nothing on any date. 
Q Do you have any timeframe at all? 
A No Nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, the meeting has been agreed to but not 
scheduled, is that correct? 


a That's my understanding. 
Q Any update on the situation 1° the Sudanese 


capital and whether -- do you see any linkage between the riots 
and the Libyan Government? 


A Between the who? 
Q The riots and the Libyan Government. 
i) Uh-huh. On a -- I have what you might call a 


sitrep, not in any specific terms. As the public protest last 
week demonstrated, there is considerable frustration in the 
Sudanese population over food shortages and price increases. 


The Sudanese authorities seem to have brought these 
demonstrations under control. Yesterday President Reagan 
informed President Nimeiri that we are providing an additional 
225,000 tons of grain to increase food supplies during Sudan's » 
severe drought crisis. 


Our assistance, together with aid from other donors, 
will go a long way towards easing pressures on the local 
market. We share the concern of the Sudanese Government that 
some radical groups will seek to exploit the shortages to 
further their political objective of increasing instability in 
Sudan. 


And on your other question of any sort of direct 
links, Libya-Sudan, I have nothing on that. 


Bernie, do you have any reaction yet to Colonel 
Qadhafi's call for a kind of pan-Arab group of terrorists to 
overthrow the moderate governments in the region? 








a As a matter of fact, I do have something on 
that. The world cannot tolerate the lawlessness and terrorism 
which Qadhafi so openly advocates. He should know this and be 
aware that Libya will be held accountable for its actions. Our 
own views on terrorism and Colonel Qadhafi are well known. We 
will hold Qadhafi fully responsible for Libyan terrorism 
against Americans and other U.S. interests, whether carried out 
abroad or in the U.S. 


Likewise, we will continue our consultations and 
cooperation to assist governments threatened by Libyan 
aggression. 


Q In light of -- 


Q You mean swift and effective retribution here, 
8ernie? : 


a I am not going to define anything beyond what 
I've said. 


-- MORE -- 














Q Bernie, in light of this, has there been any- 
increased security at U.S. installations abroad? 


-) {[ think whatever steps are usually taken in the 
circumstances that warrant any increase in alert will be taken, 
but I have nothing by way of any specific reply to tell you 
what embassies will, in fact, be doing. 


Q Anything today on the Israeli aid situation? 
“ No, I haven't anything on that. 


Q Still on Libya and a related subject, did the 
Secretary of State warn specifically either Iran or Libya that 
the United States would retaliate against them should any act 
of terrorism be committed against any Americans? 


rs) I have nothing on that story, Jim. 


Q Well, on this Libyan statement, have you -- apart 
from reading it aloud here -- has it been in any fashion made 
known to the Libyan Government? 


a I'm not going to get involved in any specifie 
diplomatic details. I think the Libyans have been advised and 
are well aware of the U.S. attitude. 


Q May we have a copy of the statement? 
A Yes, you can. 
Q Is this a change in attitude, Bernie, or is this 


just a stiffening of what we've told them before: 

A No, it is in response to the stories that we read 
today, and so the Department prepared this very specific 
Guidance by way of response. 

Q And you have nothing on Iran at all? 


a I have nothing on the story that Jim asked me 
about. I have no comment on that story. 


Q Has there been any indication that Libyans are 
involved in the riots or demonstrations in the Sudan? 


A I have nothing on that, Bern, either way. I 
. don't have anything here specifically on that. 


Q Do you have any specific comment on the arrest -~— 














A Louder. I'm sorry, I can't hear you. 


Q Any specific comment-on the arrest of the doctors 
and other professionals in Sudan? 

a No, other than the general situation report that 
I read a couple of minutes ago. 


Q It appears that last time when Mubarak was here 
he said that if you have a problem with Qadhafi, you have to 
deal with him directly as if he's not -- Egypt is not 
cooperating too much with you towards Qadhafi. You care to 
comment on that? 


A No, I'll pass, thank you. 


Q Trade issue -- 

4 I'm sorry? 

Q Trade issue. 

A On what? 

Q Trade issue. - Trade. 
A Trade issue? 


Q Yeah. Can you tell us what is the new commitment 
to be followed by Prime Minister Nakasone, the Prime Minister 
of Japan? Can you tell us the details? 


a No, I cannot tell you the details or even the 
generalities because there'll be a briefing, as I indicated 
earlier, at 4:15 this afternoon*, and you will have plenty of 
opportunities to ask the key players in these negotiations. 


Q Can you confirm and add any more to The 
Washington Past story about the Bulgarians and the Turkish 
minority in Bulgaria? 


Aa Well, I do have some guidance on that. We've 
seen many reports from various sources of such a campaign. 
We've found many of the reports difficult to verify, 
particularly since certain areas of Bulgaria where the Turkish 
minority is concentrated, have been closed from time to time to 
outsiders, including our Embassy officers in.Sofia. 


Nevertheless, there is clear evidence that Bulgarian 
authorities have undertaken a concerted denationalization 
campaign. Bulgarian police and military have at various places 
and times engaged in a gunpoint program to coerce members of 
the Turkish minority to apply “voluntarily” to give up their 





*Briefing subsequently cancelled. 











Turkish identities and assume Slavic-style names In some 
cases, troops supported by tanks have surrounded entire 
villages. transporting the inhabitants to central 
administrative centers for renaming There are also reports 
that some resisters have been summarily shot 


Other repressive measures have been reported as wel! 
All Bulgarian-government-supported Turkish-language radio 
broadcasts have ceased Turkish language newspapers have 
ceased to be printed. The Government of Bulgaria appears 
determined to denationalize the 1,000,000 strong 
Turkish-speaking population inside its borders. eliminating all 
ethnic and cultural distinctions 


Q Copy of that? 
a Yes, you can 


Q Bernie, do you nave any comment on this report 
coming from Israel that a harsh dispute has erupted between the 
United States and Israel over the contents of broadcasts to be 
transmitted to the Soviet Union via the Voice of America relay 
station to be built in Israel? 


a I have nothing on that. 
Q Nothing? 


Q Bernie, ten Ukrainian-—Americans who demonstrated 
within 500 feet of the Soviet Embassy are going to be 
prosecuted by the same U.S. Attorney for the District of 
Columbia that has refused to prosecute 1,700 demonstrators who 
had violated the same law in front of the South African 
Embassy. And my question: Since the embassies are the State 
Department's responsibility, does Secretary Shultz believe that 
this is Fair and that it reflects to the world our dedication 
to equal justice under law? 


6 I don't have anything on that. And the first 
part, you may want to take it up with the Department of 
Justice. But on the second part -- 


Q People have tried to, and that's been a failure. 
We know that you're more informative and you're more 
forthcoming, Bernie, so I thought [I'd try. Undoubtedly, you 
cannot stomach this, can you, Bernie, as a human being and a 
citizen of the United States? Can you stomach this unfairness? 


a I don't have Secretary Shultz' reaction. I'll 
take a look at it. ’ 


C6/ 
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Q All right. “cw ebout your reaction as a citizen 
and a high-ranking official of the State Department. do you 
think it's fair? 


a My reaction at this particular point. as a 
Spokesman, is not at issue here 


Ralph? 


Q One quick follow-up Will the Secretary -- will 
the State Department ask that the Department of Justice either 
prosecute all such demonstrators in front of embassies or 
prosecute none. or are you just going to say nothing. Bernie?’ 


a How prophetic (Laughter) 
Q How prophetic? Okay. 


Q Bernie, could I just come back for a second to 
the question -- 


a I have nothing for you on that, Les. (Laughter) 
Q You're something to be watched. (Laughter) 


Q Can I come back for a second to a question Jim 
asked a little earlier? When talking about the summit, the 
status of the summit and the letters and exchanges and where 
that stands, you said earlier in the briefing that a meeting 
between military commanders in Europe had been agreed to but 
not scheduled. Would you say -- 


A My understanding is that that was one of the 
results of the Saturday morning get-together. 

Q Would you say that the same characterization 
applies to a summit meeting between President Reagan and Soviet 
leader Gorbachev, that it has been agreed to but not scheduled? 


4 If you try setting that to lyrics; even if you 
did that, I'd pass. (Laughter) It's a nice try but I have 
nothing on that, thank you. 


| Q Do you have anything today on the Benvenisti 
report? You said you might have -- 


7) Nothing today. Apparently, they have not yet 
seen the exact report, and so up until they actually do a fine 
scrutiny I have nothing for you. 
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Q To follow up on the summit. what agenda items are 
being discussed’ 


“ Marvelous Absolutely Do you smoke cigars’ 
(Laughter) Because you could get one for that question 
(Laughter) I have nothing on that (Laughter) 


Q Any update on the Iraq-Iran war and the refusal 
of Iran to accept the United Nations proposal? 


rc) We regret that Iran has not been willing to 
cooperate with the Secretary General -- shall I start aga‘n for 
you? Because [I noticed you were late on punching up your tape 
recorder, so -- 


Q It's all right 


a We regret that Iran has not been willing to 
cooperate with the Secretary General in his current efforts to 
start movement toward a comprehensive settlement of the war 


This war has caused t*: of thousands of needless 
deaths and widescale destruction. We do not believe there is 
any military solution to this conflict. We again call upon 
Iran to join Iraq in accepting an immediate, general ceasefire 
and negotiations to end the war. or at least to take steps 
toward those objectives 


We continue to support fully efforts by the U.N. and 
third countries to arrange a ceasefire and peaceful resolution 
of the conflict. 


Q Copy? 

a Yes. 

Q Bernie, I have a question on £1 Salvador. 

A Les, you've had an entire meal. Go ahead. 

Q I have a question on El Salvador, Bernie. How 


can we expect the Government of £1 Salvador to have practiced 
equal justice under law when our own State Department is mute 
on an obvious violation of equal justice under law? [his is 
unfair, Bernie, to get those Ukrainians and prosecute them when 
they're doing the same law -- violating the same law. How can 
we expect -- 


A You asked me to see what Secretary Shultz' 
reaction is -- 


COY 
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. Will you do that? 
4 - and I said | would take a look at it 
Q Oh, great. L'a delighted 


4 And you would be a lot better off if you paid 
closer attention 


Q I did 
a Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 pa.) 








vostro: 4 / 3/95 


Question Taken at Noon Press Brie*ina of Avril 2, 1985 


USSR/SOUTH AFRICA: Demonstrations at Embassies 





Q: Bernie, ten Ukrcanian-Americans who demonstrated within 50 
feet of the Soviet Embassy are joing to oe prosecuted voy 
the same JS Attorney for the District of Columbia that aas 
refused to prosecute 1,700 Jemonstrators who had violated 
the same law in front of the South African Embassy. And ay 
question: Siace the embassies are the State Department's 
responsibility, does Secretary Shultz believe that this is 
faic and that it rceflects to the world our dedication to 
equal justice undec law? 


A: The question caises an issue relating to the exercise of 
prosecutorial discretion by the United States Attorney's 
Office with regard to its decisions concerning prosecution 
of individuals arrested for desonstrating in front of the 
Soviet and South African Embassies. In fact, the Depart- 
ment understands that the issue you raise is currently 
before the Superior Court for the District of Columbia ia 


the case of United States v. Strinko. In view of those 





proceedings, it would be inappropriate for the Departent 


to comment on this question. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
mR. KALB: & few announcements, please: William 


Mathers was released by the Vietnamese authorities on April 4. 
Mr. Mathers was met by U.S. consular officials upon his arrival 
in Bangkok and appears to be in good health. We have so 
advised Mr. Mathers’ family in the U.S., although he telephoned 
them directly soon after his release. 


We wish to express our gratitude to the many people 
who assisted us in securing Mr. Mathers’ release. In 
particular, we wish to thank the Government of Australia, 
Australian Foreign Minister Hayden and the members of the 
Australian Embassies in Hanoi and Washington for their constant 
efforts throughout the eight-and-a-half months of Mr. Mathers’ 
confinement. Mr. Trevor Greenwood, Australian Consul in Hanoi, 
accompanied Mr. Mathers to Bangkok. 


Once again, we would like to express our appreciation 
to Indonesian Foreign Minister Mochtar Kusumaatmadia, the 
United Nations Secretary-General, Mr. Perez de Cuellar, and the 
French and Netherlands Governments which also raised this 
humanitarian matter with the Vietnamese in Hanoi 


Let me emphasize, however, that the Vietnamese 
Government never should have detained Mr. Mathers in the first 
place, never should have held him incommunicado for these many 
months. 


Q Copy? 


Yes. 

S) On Mathers, Bernie? 
a On Bathers,. yes. 
Q 


They apparently confiscated all of his property, 
including his yacht. Is there any protest about that? 


a I don't have the details on that, Bill It may 
be a matter of ongoing communication, but nothing specific at 
this moment 





Some other announcements here: a reminder that Under 
Secretary of State for Economic affairs Allen Wallis will 
deliver an ON-—THE-RECORD pre-Summit address to the U.S. Council 
for International Business today, noontime or so, New York. 

For further information and details of the location, please 
contact Mrs. Ann Micou, of the U.S. Council for International 
Business, 212-354-4480. Copies of the Allen Wallis speech are 
available in the Press Office. 


Also available in the Press Office at 1:30, the 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and 
South Asian Affairs Richard Murphy before the House Foreign 
affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. 
Topic of his testimony, “Recent Developments in the Middle 
East.” 


And one additional announcement: Secretary Shultz 
will address Princeton University's Woodrow Wilson School of 
Public and International Affairs on Thursday, April ll. The 
2:00 P.M. speech, plus Q4A, will be held on campus at the 
Woodrow Wilson School, Dodds Auditorium. Barring the usual 
unforeseen difficulties, it will be piped live into this Press 
Room. If you plan to cover, the name to reach: George Eager 
of the University, at 609-452-3600. I do not have the number 
in Hackensack. 


Q On the Wallis speech, Bernie -—- 

a On the Wallis speech? 

Q The officials of the Harvard Club where the 
speech is being held are not permitting press coverage. Can 
you take that as a general question as to why? 

“a Yes, I can take that. 

Q Thank you. 


With that as a starter, I'll put these on the side, we 
can go to the questions, please. 


Q What can you tell us about the Administration's 
request for aid to the contras? 


a Oh, I have nothing on that. I have nothing on 
that, and I guess what I would have to do is refer you to the 
White House. 


Q Bernie, what can you tell us about what is going 
on in Khartoum? 











a Khartoum. Well, I have a bit of a situation 
report here -- that the situation in Khartoum remains 
unsettled. Demonstrations took place yesterday and today, 
organized by worker and professional unions in opposition to 
the government and President Nimeiri. In contrast to last 
week's protest, the current activities have been less violent 
and more political in character. 


A general strike called for today has reportedly 
interrupted air service, communications, and the power supply. 
According to our Embassy, there are no reports of harm to 
Americans in Sudan. 


- MORE - 














Q Bernie, do you have any information on the 
southern region of Sudan? There had been some reports 
suggesting that the t:.~ sailed Boma was taken by the rebels 
and 28 government sold... were killed. 


A I have nothing, beyond this generalized situation 
report, that deals with any questions. 


Q Copy of that report? 
A. Sorry, can't do it. 


Q Do you have an indication that President Nimeiri 
is changing his schedule? Is he still seeing the Secretary 
tomorrow? 


A No, I have nothing that I have here along any 
schedule-change lines. Nothing I can say about that. 


Q CBS reported that he's cutting his trip short to 
the United States and going back home. Do you have an idea 
what time is he leaving today or tomorrow? 


a Marvelous. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Bernie, would it be fair to assume that the 
Embassy is taking heightened precautions? There have been 
anti-American -- 


A I think it would be fair to say that in those 
Situations there are precautions that are taken. 


Q What can you tell us abou” the visit to the U.S. 
by the Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister Teshima? 


i) That once he's here, he will obviously be meeting 
several senior State Department officials, including Under 
Secretary Wallis, to discuss the current state of U.S.-Japanese 
trade relations. We understand that he may also be seeing 
other Administration officials who have been involved in the 
ongoing sectoral trade discussions with Japan, and I would 
imagine he probably will be seeking appointments on the Hill 
with those lawmakers who are involved in the trade issues. 


Q A follow-up? Bernie, do you have anything to 
characterize the state of U.S.-Japan trade ties? 


) No, I do not, Bill. 


Q Anything on the difficulties we're having with 











them? 
A No. 
Q Well, when are these meetings going to be held? 
Today? 
‘ a No, I have nothing on specifics. I thought I 


read a press report that said he just arrived in New York. I 
don't know. I think you'll probably have to go to the Japanese 
Embassy for details on his schedule. If I have any here, we'll 
make them available. I don't think there should be any problem 
with that. 


Q Have you anything on Secretary Weinberger's 
statement that we require an apology and compensation from the 
Soviet Union in Major Nicholson's death? 


a Well, what I have on that, Bill, on that whole 
general subject, is that we are working on an interagency basis 
on plans for a meeting between the respective military 
commanders, General Otis and General Zaytsev. No date has been 
set. 


The U.S. Government believes that an apology and . 
compensation for Major Nicholson's family should be raised with 
the Soviet Union. 


Q Is it a precondition for the meeting? 


a I'm not going to spell it out in any particular 
way. I'm saying that it should be raised with the Soviet Union. 


Q Are preliminary talks being -- you mentioned 
earlier this week that there would be some preliminary 
lower-level talks? 


A I don't know of any preliminary talks that I 
could share with you. 


Q Your assessment hasn't changed from a few days 
ago -- 
a No. 
Q -- when you said it was not a precondition; right? 


a No. What I talked about a few days ago was that 
we thought it was appropriate for the Soviet Union to 














apologize, and that, clearly, the U.S. will press this issue, 
but that it was not a precondition for the talks already agreed 
to. 


Q Do you have any comment on the assassination of 
the press spokesman for the Group of Mutual Support in 
Guatemala? It's a human rights group; it was reported in the 
Washington Post a few days ago and raised by Congressman Barnes 
in the markup in the House? 








A $I don't have anything on it now. I was away a 
couple days last week. I don't know whether -- was any 
guidance prepared at that point? 


STAFF: No. 
MR. KALB: I don't have anything on that now. 
Q Could you take the question? 


A I'll take a look to see whether there might be 
something forthcoming. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on Lebanon, on 
transfer of the Ansar prisoners to Israel? . 


A I think I do have something on that. The 
transfer subject was addressed yesterday, wasn't it? 


Q Yes, but not at this level. 


a But essentially what was said in the guidance, 
that I think was offered yesterday, in connection with the 
transfer -- 


Q Is there anything more on it? 


A No, I don't have anything additionally beyond 
what -- it appears that Israel's actions are inconsistent with 
the pertinent provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention, and 
that is all I have on that. And it is my understanding that 
that was made available in almost that exact terminology 
yesterday. 


Q Israel responded to that and made some 
clarification or different position from your position on 
that. Do you take that Israel answer, or Israel position as 
consistent with their inconsistency? (Sic) 


A We stand with what I just said and what was said 
by the Press Office yesterday. 














Q I want to follow this. It looks like these 
3,000, who were taken from south Lebanon and removed to Israel, 
have been taken as hostages to wait and see for the behavior of 
the people in South Lebanon if they're going to keep the peace 
with Israel or not. And this is what the report has indicated, 
that these were taken not just as prisoners but also as 
hostages. Can you address this issue? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


~-MORE-- 











Q Do you have something on the meeting yesterday 
between Mr. Shultz and President Betancur of Colombia? 


2) No. I have nothing on that. (To staff) Isn't 
there going to be a statement at the White House? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Yes. 
MR. KALB: Yeah. Connie? 


Q Anything on closer Australia-New Zealand defense 
ties? 


me Yeah. I do have something on that. 
Australia-New Zealand defense cooperation is longstanding and 
is expected to continue. Australia has made clear both through 
its actions and in public statements, including in the 
Wellington Communique of Defense Minister Beazley, that it does 
not agree with the New Zealand port ban. 


Q What happens if Australia shares defense or 
intelligence secrets that it's learned from the United States 
with New Zealand? Do you have anything on -- 

A I have nothing for you on that, Connie. 


Q Is there anything else that you'd’ like to offer 
on that to us? 


A No. I'll pass and take a raised hand. 


Q Do you have anything new on the possibility of 
French -- 


i) I'm sorry. I -- 


Q Do you have anything new on the possibility of a 
sale by France of one or two nuclear reactors to Israel? That 


was -- 
A No. 
Q ~~ raised awhile back. Nothing? 
A [I haven't anything on that 


Q Now that the committee has passed the Solarz plan 
for $5 million in military aid to Cambodia, what does the 
Administration plan to do about it? 











4 I think I had some observations about it a couple 
of days ago, and you might check later in the Press Office. 
There may be some guidance, though I'm not sure. 


Q So as far as you stand now -- 


a I have nothing here right now on that, but there 
may be some guidance in the Press Office on that. 


Q Do you have anything on terroriscic activities 
against Jordanian diplomatic missions and airlines in Europe 
and around there? 


is) No. 


Q Bernie, entering into the Easter silly season, do 
you have anything on this report that the South Africans have 
devised a bomb which kills blacks and not whites? 


A No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Could you check, because I understood that there 
might be something -- 


a No. I'm not checking that. 
Q Oh, all right. It's there some place. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that Brazilian 
President Neves may come to the United States for medical 
treatment? 


a What I have on that is that -- not as far as 
we're aware about what you're saying; that there have been no 
discussions between the U.S. and Brazil on this matter on 
medical treatment of the President-elect in the United States. 


Q Bernie, on a similar subject, can you confirm 
that President Nimeiri has completed his medical treatment in 
this country? 


A No, I can't. I'm not up to speed precisely on 
that subject. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) , 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 4, 1985 


JAPAN: Teshima Visit 





Q When are these meetings (with Department officials) 
going to be held? 


A Mr. Teshima will meet with Under Secretary Wallis at 


11:00 a.m. on Friday, April 5. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 4, 1985 


GUATEMALA: Assassination of Press Spokesman 





Q Do you have any comment on the assassination of the 
press spokesman for the Group of Mutual Support in 
Guatemala? It's a human rights group; it was reported 


in the Washington Post a few days ago and raised by 
Congressman Barnes in the markup in the House. 





A: We strongly deplore the murder of Mutual Support Group 
activist Orlando Gomez and other acts of political 
violence in Guatemala, and have stressed the need for 
further improvements in human rights in Guatemala in 
conversations with officials there. We believe the Mutuel 
Support Group should be able to operate freely and without 
intimidation as it searches for missing family members. 


As far as we know, no group has claimed responsibility for 
the assassination of Mr. Gomez. We have no information 
which would allow the assigning of culpability in this 
tragic case. , 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 4, 1985 


CAMBODIA: Solarz Plan 





Q Now that the Committee has passed the Solarz plan for 
$5 million in military aid to Cambodia, what does the 
Administration plan to do about it? 
A First, we would note that the House vote yestercey sent 
a strong message to Hanoi regarding Congressional and 
public attitudes toward its illegal occupation of Camboiia 


and the threat it poses to its other neighbors. Al)l1l 


who voted either for the proposal of Mr. Solarz or !ir. Leach 


were in favor of helping the Khmer people regain thelr 
independence from Vietnam. As enabling legislation which 
would allow the U.S. to provide eitner economic or military 
assistance to the non-communist Cambodian resistance, it 
can be a helpful addition to the other ways we are 
supporting that resistance. As you know, we have made no 
decision on the kinds and amounts of additional U.S. 
assistance which would be appropriate for the non-communis: 
resistance. The non-communist resistance has grown 
significantly in recent years to a level of more than 
25,000, a development we support. The military 
requirements of the non-communist cesistance are being met 
by the countries of the region. We strongly believe tris 


assistance should continue, and increase as the needs of 


the resistance increase. 
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DEPARIMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #57 


FRIDAY, APRIL 5S, 1985, 12:38 P. M 
(ON THE RECORD - UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTLD) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. Welcome to you 
and triday. 


l have a brief announcement here about this being 
Brian Carlson's last day here at the Press Office and the 
pleasure of his company with us 


As some of you with good sources may know, Brian has 
been reassigned; and he'll! be taking language training very 


shortly -- as a matter of fact, beginning Monday, [ would 
imagine in connection with his next assiqnment, which is in 
Oslo 


He put up a great fight to scramble out of his current 
assignment [ resisted for six days, and then [I compared the 
Press Office and the fact that Brian had been there for some 
time and the excitement of Oslo, and we all wish him success in 
his next assignment 


Il, aS &@ newcomer to this job, obviously have counted 
on Brian for a good deal of guidance. [ was g¢retty strong in 
ambiguities, but Brian directed me along other paths And sv | 
want to take this occasion, and IL hope that you will join me, 
in wishing Brian the same dimension of success, if not more, in 
Oslo than he has enjoyed here with us in the Press Office 
(Applause) 


Just one addition The vote, by the way, in the Press 
Office, wishing Brian good luck, was 6 to 3 (Laughter) 


MK JIM ANDERSON CUPL) ternie and Brian, | think | 
speak for my colleagues when L say that we will miss Brian 
We've valued his help We wish him Godspeed, and we hope that 
we will all see him again 


MR. HARRY SCHWEID CAP) ispecially in Oslo 
(Laughter) 





MR. KALB: Leave the guidances here when you pack up, 
Brian. 


With that as an opener, we might as well gv right 
ahead with Jim Anderson. 


Q Ihe Washington Times has a story on its front 
page today that says there's a National Security Council report 
which says that the killing of Major Nicholson was not just a 
random act, but rather that the analysis at the National 
Security is that it is part of an organized campaign by the 
Soviet Union against U.S. forces in West and East Germany. 





Do you have any comment? 


4 Jim, 1. have nothing on that, and about the best I 
can do 16 reter you to the NSC. 


Q And how about the meetings, the military 
meetings? Anything on those? 


A On the meetings? 
Q Yeah. military-—level mee ings 
A Well, what I[ have been saying for the past fow 


days I think essentially is what 1 will have to say now: Lhal 
no date has been set, that an apology and compensation will be 
subjects for discussion, and that there are no preconditions 
for the talks that have already been agreed to. 


Q On that same story, do you have any comment on 
the remarks attributed to Richard Burt in the Washington Times? 


A No l have nothing on that 


Q Another area’? 
is) Yeah 
Q Can we continue on turope while we're there? 


In welcoming the furkish Prime Minister at the White 
House the other day, the President said that there would be 
Lreaties and agreements siqned during his visit. L didn't see 
any evidence of those What happened? 


A L['ve got nothing on that, Jim You might want to 
check with the White House or, as @ matter of fact, we could 
check here as well, and let's see what we can do on that 














Q Can you tell us the result of (the) meeting this 
morning between the Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister and Mr. 
Wallis? 


a Those meetings, as you know, are still continuing 
with other schedulings, and it's my understanding that there is 
a meeting later this afternoon with the Japanese Minister and 
Ken Dam, sometime about 3:45 or thereabouts. And [I'd suggest 
that you keep in touch with the Press Office as to the 
possibility of a readout on these trade talks 


Q Are there any briefings? 


a No. I[ don't know what shape it will take, but 
that's why | suggest you keep in touch with the Press Office, 
and we'll see how it works out. 


’ 


Q How about statement? 


A [t's the same thing. Certainly there's not going 
to be anything done while these talks are still under way, so |! 
cannot give you any sort of temperature reading at this time 
But do check with the Press Office later. 


Q Anything about the meeting between Shultz and 
President Nimeiri and the new development in Sudan? 


A Well, what [ have ~- [{ have nothing on the 
meeting between the President and the Secretary Ihat did take 
place pretty much on schedule, as [ understand it, this morning 


What L have by way of a brief sitrep on Khartoum is 
that events there (have been) confused for the past Few days 
and that today is the Muslim sabbath; that bu’ inesses and 
offices are normally closed anyway, so there is no 
extraordinary effect of a strike 


the airport is closed, according to the tatest 
reports, but Sudanese police and the armed forces are 
maintaining tight security 


1 have nothing else here that in any way tieshes on! 
the precise story of what the situation in Khartoum is What | 
have, | have just shared with you 


Q Are you still in contact 


QQ Where iS 











Q Excuse me, on a follow-up. Are you still in 
contact with your Embassy in Khartoum or also the communication 
is cut off with them? 


rs I have nothing on that. 

Q What are the President's travel plans? 

Q Do you have anything to - 

A Excuse me. 

Q Have you ever given - 

A All right. Go ahead. 

Q Excuse me —- on Sudan. Have you ever - 

A No. You were on the Sudan, too. Do you want to 
toss? 

Q 1 wonder if you have --— the Administration, I 
mean -- given any advice to President Nimeiri to leave or to 
stay? 

A You're getting me involved a diplomatic 


discussions, and there's nothing [ can offer you on that. 


Q When is the President leaving Washington? 

A My understanding is that he's going to be leaving 
Washington this afternoon for Khartoum. 

Q Directly? 

A Yes. I don't have the exact itinerary. 

Q [s he making stops? 

Q (Inaudible) - changing his schedule? 

4 fhat is the intormation that has been made 
available to me, and I'm sharing it with you. 

Q ['m sorry. [s he going straight to Khartoum, or 


is he stopping - 


A [ just answered Bernie on that. I do not have 
the itinerary enroute. 











Q Follow-up - 
Q Wait a minute. 
Q Do you know the time, Bernie? 


A Nope. I don't have a time on that. What IL have 
is this afternoon, but I don't have an exact time. 


Q You said the airport is closed. How you think 
that he can go back? (Laughter) 


s What was that? 

Q You said - 

Q How can he land? Will you take that one? 
(Laughter) 

A Well, is that the only way to arrive in Sudan? 

Q I don't know. fell us. (laughter) 

Q River boat from Cairo (Laughter) 

Q Down the Nile. 


A An interesting question. 1 shall take it up with 
my superiors immediately. 


Q Bernie - 
A Yeah. 
Q Do you have anything on the - comment on the 


story that 


A I'll take you seriously just a minute lhial 
is the latest reports about the airport being closed as of Lie 
latest reports Whal will materialize by the time the 


President returns, [ am not in a position to predict 


Q Only the question Since you raised the subject 
of the airport is closed 


A That is correct, and 1 
Q [Is it closed because of the strike, or is it 


because (the) government want to close it down? | mean, what 
your information about that? 


/ 











A I have just generalized the information, and I 
have nothing specific that I can offer you on that. 


Q How long was the meeting between Mr. Shultz and 
Nimeiri? 


A I don't have a readout on that at all. 
Q Why you didn't tell us anything on it? 


4 Why 1 didn't tell you anything on it? 


Q Uh-huh. 

A Because 1 didn't. 

Q [s this -- 

A Because, as you know, on these diplomatic 


discussions, ['m not going to stand up here and give you a 
precise readout. 


Q How long was it -- fifteen minutes only, the 
meeting? 


A I don't know, but that's not difficult to find 
out. One quick call and you'll have the information 


- MOREL - 











Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the story in 
one of the papers that Secretary Weinberger advised Mr. Nimeiri 
to come to an agreement with all of the oppesing parties there, 
although it's the Pentagon? 


2) No. 
‘ 


Q But, you know, 1 believe you might know about 
this advice from Weinberger to Nimeiri. 


a) I don't have anything on that 
Q Nothing on that? 


Q Do you have anything on Shultz's travel plans to 
the Middle East? 


A Shultz's travel plans to the Middle East? 

Q With respect to? 

A Well, what 1 have is essentially, I think, what 
we have discussed, that there is no decision on the Secretary's 
travel has been taken -- no decision taken, other than to go to 


Israel on May 10, and that piece of information, [ think, was 
announced about 10 days or so ago. 


Now, whatever variations you may have on that question 
and whatever itineraries that are being speculated about, 1 
will come back to the fact that no decision has been taken. So 
we can move on to the next subject or we can get involved in 
paraphrases and variations. 


Q Well, to clear up one point, when you did 
announce it ten days ago -- 


A Uh-huh. 
Q you, or whoever did, you or td; L'm not sure 
which one -- made a point of saying that it was just going to 


be that, in and out 


f) [ don't have the Q&A's in front of me, but 
whatever was said at that point was said then and what L'm 
Saying today is as | give it to you, that no decision on his 
travels other than to go to [srael has been taken 


Q Well, my point is that what you said originally 
was, in fact, a decision, that it was going to be to Jerusalom, 
Yad Vashem, and back that was a decision Whal you mow seom 


N 








to be saying is, that decision is being revised and the trip is 
now open. 


Q What I'm saying is that LI‘'m prepared to take a 
look at whatever Q&A's were worked out at that particular time 
in response to questions that were suggested by, among other 
travel agents, that he would go to different stops in the 
Middle East. 


(Laughter) 


Be that as it may, what I'm saying today - = and 
whether you see some gap between what was said 10 days ur so 
ago and what I'm saying today is something for you to reach 
your own decision on. 


Q So the story in the New York limes is the 
speculation of a travel agent of the New York Times? 








A It's the speculation of a very famous travel 
agent - 

Q Of a travel agent of the New York Times? 

A Yes, very famous. 


(Laughter) 


And you might check with him for planes and hotels 
(Laughter) 


Q One more shot at the Shultz-Nimeiri meeting Was 
it - 

A L'm sorry. 

Q One more try at the 

A JI was lost by the commercial 

Q ~ Nimeieri-Shultz meeting this morning 

fn Yes 

Q Was it in relation to the prevailing situation in 


Sudan or in relation to the Economic Supporting Fund trom the 
United States? 


f\ In sixteen different ways, | have answered your 
question. 








Q Iry seventeen. 
A Iry seventeen? I'll pass. 
Q Bernie, the Secretary is back, due back in Europe 


when? Can you tell us, please? 


a Due back in Europe after what? 
Q After his trip to Israel. 
A He is expected to go to the May 15 [hirtieth 


Anniversary of the Austrian State Ireaty. 

(STAFF PASSES NOTE FTO MR. KALB) LC've just been 
apprehended. the meeting between the President and the 
Secretary lasted 45 minutes. 


-) Do you want to continue that, please, Bernie? 


Aa Due in Vienna May 15 for the celebration of the 
Thirtieth Anniversary of the Austrian State Ireaty, and - 


Q And he's going to be in Israel - 
is) - on the 1LOth. 

Q On the 10th 

A That is correct 


Q So he is staying in Israel for five days, or is 
he returning and having some other meetings? 


A My travel agent - 

Q ['m serious. 

A L'm serious, too 1 have not deall in that 
particular time span that you're alluding to, and [ know that 
no tinal decision has been taken l forewarned you that you 


could go with me in nineteen different ways and that that was 
ali il would be able to say 


Q But let us reach our own conclusions, if you 
answer our questions, please, Bernie And what ['m asking is 
he has other meeLlings in turope before his celebrations in 
Austria, Vienna? 


A I've got nothing for you 
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Q Can you fill in the space between 10 and 15? Can 
you fill in the space of - 


a) Yes -- ll, 12, 13, and 14. 


(Laughter) 





Q No, no, no. Itinerary -— we'd like to know 
itinerary. (Laughter) Is he going to be flving -- (Laughter) 
Where he is going to be between the 10th and the 15th? 

A Where is he going to be during the 10th to the 
LSth? 

Q Yes. Can you come with an answer? 

A All riaht. Anybody want to try to paraphrase 


that one? 


Q Now, it's quite clear that there is something 
under consideration, but you say -- 


i) Tell you what: why don't I get all the questions 
at one time under consideration? 

Q Yes. 

A No final decision, other than Israel 


Any questions on the Antarctic? (Laughter) 


Q Bernie, a question on Vienna, May 15. 
A A question on Vienna, May 15. 
Q You said betore that it would seem likely that 


Mr. Shultz would get together with Mr. Gromyko at that point. 
Do you want to say that that 1s definitely going to happen now? 


A Well, [ think, C think to the best of my 
recollection, Ll went out on an acute Limb by saying | would 
neither rule it in or rule it out, and L would obviously stay 
with that language 


(Laughter) 


°) Leaker! (taughter) 


f\ leaker 





1] 


Q With regard to a different personality, when will 
Mr. Murphy be traveling to the Middle East? What is the date? 


A No, I don't have the exact date. [ thought there 
was some sort of echo, mid-month. Is that about it? Mid-April 
is what I have - 


Q More specific. 

A - more or less, but I don't have an exact date 
on that. 

Q Will he be going to Syria? 

“ [ have nothing on his itinerary. 


~ MORE - 
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—Q Bernie, do you have anything on a change of the 
time of arrival for President Chadli Bendjedid of Algeria to 
Washington? 


is) I don't. I could check that to see if there is a 
change, but [ have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Nicaraguan reaction 
to the President's proposal yesterday? 


A Nicaraguan reaction? 
Q Yes. 
fe Well, we've seen it, and I think the Secretary 


this morning, in an interview on ABC, dealt with that, if I 
remember correctly, by saying that he hoped that it would be 
considered and reconsidered, and that's about the extent of 
what I have on that. 


Q Bernie - 
A Robin? 


Q Apparently Japan has said it will agree to stop 
whaling, something we've been trying to get them to do, and 
they had agreed in the past to do this by 1988. Is there any 
special significance to this, and does the State Department 
care at all? 


i) Well, Robin, 1 do have a rather extensive 
reaction. I could make it available to you later, and - 


Q Summarize it. 

A Well, it's more complicated than @ summary. 
Q Try. Leave out the history. 

A It is correct that Japan has announced its 


intention to end all Japanese commercial whaling by 1988 


On April 5S, Japanese toreiqn Minister Abe sent a 
letter to Secretary of Commerce Baldrige stating the intention 
of the Government of Japan to withdraw its objection effective 
no later than 1988 to the [nternational Whaling Commission 
commercial whaling moratorium. foreign Minister Abe notified 
the Secretary of Commerce that this will be done as soon as the 
United States demonstrates ils ability to uphold its part of 
the November 13 agreement between the U.S. and Japan lhe 
agreement has been challenged by a lawsuit in the U.S 
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This action by Japan was done under the terms of the 
November exchange of letters between the U.S. and Japan lhe 
First stage of this arrangement was implemented when Japan 
withdrew its objection to the sperm whaling prohibition on 
December ll, ‘84, etfective no later than ‘88. In the second 
stage of the arrangement, after Japan withdraws its objection 
to the commercial whaling moratorium, Japan may whale for all 
species it currently harvests for, at most, two years beyond 
the date. contemplated by the [WC commercial moratorium without 
the U.S. invoking sanctions on account of such whaling 


Do you have any follow-up, Robin? (laughter) 


Q Copies? 
A Copies? Yes. 
Q Can you paraphrase that, Bernie, at all? 


(laughter) 


a My dear boy, it's triday. 

Q Bernie, on a question of drug traffic 

Q Could we stay with Japan for just one more? 
A Hold it; it's more Japan 

Q Does the U.S. see any connection between Che 


letter on whaling and the current trade dispute? 


A 1 have nothing on that at all 
Q On the question of the arrest of Caro Quintero in 
Costa Rica yesterday ~- there were accounts yesterday, 15 the 


United States formally pushing for his extradition from Co-ta 
Rica to be prosecuted here, or will the United States allow 
Mexico also to proceed with its own extradition request? What 
is the situation? 


f What | have on that is that the Department of 
Stale understands that the Justice Department has the issue ot 
Caro Quintero's extradition under active consideration | he 


State Department and Justice are consulting closely on this 
matter 


Q Do you have any does the State Department have 
any recommendation to make to the Justice Department on how to 
proceed on that issue? 
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4 [ have nothing on that other than what [ just 
said, that they are consulting closely -- State with Justice 
Q Bernie, have you get any -- 


6 Anything? Sorry. 


Q On a related issue. There's a FBIS report that 
the DEA and the Bolivian Government had a joint arrest of a 
number of cocaine traffickers and seized a large amount of 
cocaine. Do you have anything on that, and does change our - 
can you take the question, considering in light of the 
legislation to cut off aid to Bolivia? 


A Let me take a look at that, but I do not have 
anything here. 


Please? 


Q Have you got any reply from the Israeli 
Government regarding -- concerning the detainees were 
transferred to inside Israel? 


A Nope, [ don't. 


Q You do not -- you didn't ask for any explanation 
of this? 


A lL didn't say that. You asked me about a reply, | 
have nothing on that for you. 


Q Do you have any comment on Senator Moynihan's 
saying that you were wrong in interpreting this Geneva 
Convention, or whatever it is? 


A All - can say in response to that is that we 
believe that the Fourth Geneva Convention is applicable, and 
you may want to take a look at some of the comments made 


yesterday or the day before in connection with this very 
subject 

Q Hernie, on the same subject? 

A Yes? 

Q What is the recourse the the United States 


Government thinks that the families 


\ What is the what’? l'm sorry 








15 


Q The recourse. 
“ The recourse Yes 
Q [ mean, what can the families do in order to 


obtain the release of their loved ones, knowing that you are in 
objection to this, and also it was a violation of the Geneva 
Convention that they took 1300 detainees and they hold them as 
hostages? Do you have any suggestion to the Families of the 
Lebanese people about that? 


2) {[ have nothing on that 

Q Can you look into the matter? 

A No, I can't. 

Q Bernie, do you have anything on the question that 


you took yesterday about the assassination of the human rights 
worker in Guatemala? 


A I don't know to what degree anybody has gotten 
back to you, and let me check that, please. 

Q Okay 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 17:55 p.m.) 














POSTED: ¥/s/ #5 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noc~ Press Briefing of April 5, 1985 


TURKEY: Visit of Prime Minister Ozal 





Q In welcoming the Turkish prime minister at the White 
House the other day, the President said there would be 
treatizs and agreements signed during his visit. I 
didn't see any evidence of those. What happened? 


A: This visit was a major success for US-Turkish relations. 
The Prime Minister and the President discussed a wide range 
of bilateral and international issues on which they saw 
eye-to-eye. The President's statement provided further 
details of the topics discussed. In that statement, the 
President referred to a Bilateral Investment Treaty which 
is under negotiation, and a textile agreement which both 
sides have agreed to negotiate. We would expect these 
agreements to be concluded smoothly and expeditiously. 


During the visit the US Chamber of Commerce and the Turkish 





Chamber of Commerce also signed a Memorandus of 





Understanding under which they agreed to begin forming 





US-Turkish Business Council. We consider this an important 


new private sector initiative. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 5, 1985 
ALGERIA: VISIT OF PRESIDENT BENDJEDID 





Q: Do you have anything on a change of the time of arrival for 
President Chadli Bendjedid of Algeria to Washington? 


A: --No, there has been no change. 

















om dae 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing Of Aprii 5, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


BOLIVIA: Arrest of Drug Trafftickxers 





Q: Tnere's a FBIS report that the DEA anu tne Bolivian 
Government nad a joint arrest of a number or cocaine 
traffickers and seized a iarye amount vf cocaine. vo 

‘you nave anything on tnat... in light of the 
legislation to cut Off ald to Bolivia? 

A: -~ The Bolivian police on April 2 successfully 

intercepted some 116U kilos of cocaine suitate pase at the 

aicport in Cochavambpa. Eleven arrests were made, and a 

Douglas C-47 aircratt was seized. The cocaine sulfate 

base apparently was enroute to laboratories in the Beni 

area for furtner processing. Retinea, the vase would have 
equasled approximately 464 kilos or cocaine hydrochlorige 

Witn a street value in cne U.S. of vuver $18 million. In 

terms of yuantity of drugs seized, the raiau was the 

largest under tne Siies Government and gives positive 
evidence or the capability and wilifngness of local police 
tu conduct significant anti-narcotics vperations. (Under 


Our Dilateral coca-control agreements, the DEA provides 


technical assistance to the Bolivian police.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF SIATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #58 


MONDAY, APRIL 8, 1985, 12:50 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I have no announcements, 
so we could begin. 


Q What can you tell us about the situation in the 
Sudan; and in light of the switch in government, is this aid 
money that was released by the State Department about two weeks 
ago still destined to go as planned? 


a Let me give you a brief sitrep to the degree that 
this has been put together. 


Demonstrations continued today; and despite the 
government's call to return to work, some unions continue to 
strike. Political prisoners, including the recently arrested 
Muslim Brothers, have reportedly been released. Some senior 
officials of the Nimeiri Government have been detained. 


Public services seem to be returning to normal. 
International telecommunications have been partially restored. 
Electrical power has returned to the capital. Airports are 
still closed, but the new government has indicated that they 
may be reopened soon. 


Now, with a response -- as far as a response is 
concerned, Jim, your second question about the on-going 
American aid -- 


Q Right. 


A The short answer is yes, and I'll read you a 
slightly longer answer. The new leadership is facing a heavy 
agenda of economic and political issues for which there are no 
easy solutions. According to the initial communiques released 
by General Suwar £1 Dahab over the weekend, the military 
government wants to continue its ties with Sudan's traditional 
friends, improve relations with neighboring countries, and work 
constructively with international organizations providing 
economic support. We are ready to participate in this process 
and are continuing our aid programs. 








Q Copies of those? 


fe You can get a copy of the second one. Il, 
unfortunately, marked up the first one pretty badly. 


Q Bernie, in brief, they say they want to work with 
the U.S. Has the U. S. made a judgment this is a friendly 
government in place? 


A My answer to that would be that it is too early 
to offer any detailed assessments. As you know, the new 
leadership issued a statement, or two statements perhaps, 
yesterday defining its orientation; but I'm going to stay with 
what 1 suggested a moment ago, that it is too early to offer 
any detailed assessments on political orientation of the new 
leadership. 


Q Is the American Ambassador returning there? 


io He is on his way there. Apparently he has not 
been able to get back into the Sudan because of airport 
problems. He is in the area, and he plans to travel to 
Khartoum as soon as the airport is reopened. 


Q Has there been any direct contacts between the 
new leadership in Sudan and this government? 


A Well, I think that was answered yesterday, so 
1']l have to refer you to that. There was a meeting. 


Q Bernie, is the American Ambassador in Cairo now? 


A 1 don't have any exact information as to his 
whereabouts that I can share with you. 


Q Have you recognized the new government officially 
or not? 


i) On that question, it may have been a question 
that was raised yesterday and replied. Our diplomatic 
relationship with the Government of Sudan continues without 
interruption. The question of recognition does not arise. 


Q Bernie, how does the State Department feel about 
the fact that Nimeiri was overthrown while he was a guest in 
the U.S.? 


ig I have nothing for you on that, Barry. 











Q Speakes said Saturday, I believe, that they had 
thought it was touch-and-go all through it. It suggests they 
weren't totally surprised. Was the U.S. embarrassed in any way? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Were your Ambassador or Charge d'affaires who met 
with Mr. Suwar El] Dahab immediately, I think, yesterday, was he 
satisfied of the talks that he held, and how long did they stay 
together in the meeting? (sic) 


a I have nothing to give you by way of a 
characterization. I do not have anything insofar as the 
duration of that meeting, but there was some guidance prepared 
yesterday in connection with the meeting between our Charge in 
Khartoum, David Shinn. And if you want that, that will be 
available for you in the Press Office at the conclusion of 
today's briefing. 


Q And a follow-up. The speed of which the U.S. 
Embassy or its officials met with the new leadership of a 
revolution or a coup d'etat, does this -- this is the norm in 
other cases of other revolutions or coup d'etats in Africa or 
Asia or other parts of the world? 


A I can't get involved in comparative analysis. 
What I wil] point out to you, however, is that the meeting took 
place at the request of General Suwar £1 Dahab. 


Q Bernie? 
a Yes. 
Q Is it your information that the Sudanese 


Ambassador in Washington still represents the Government of 
Sudan? 


fa Well, I think I've answered that by saying before 
that our diplomatic relationship with Sudan continues without 
interruption. 


Q Do you have any comment on the favorable welcome 
of Libya/Qadhafi to the coup d'etat? 


ig No. 


Q Did the United States Government urge President 
Nimeiri to hasten his return? 


A 1] have nothing on that, Jim. 





Q On a related question, there's a thing on the 
FBIS saying the Government of Somalia has agreed to restore 


Seereaenae relations with Libya. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


a No, I do not, Bern. 


Q Summitry? 


‘ Summitry? 

Q Il assume you have a lot there -- 

a The assumption is right. 

Q -- to dump on us, so let me ask you a specific 


question and you can give me a general answer, if you want. 


It's been pretty well] -- the three arms control 
aspects of Gorbachev's proposal has been pretty well dumped on 
over the last 24 hours as being old and they have been rejected 
before. Is there a basis for holding a summit meeting with the 
Soviet Union in which arms control] would be the centerpiece, or 
are you hearing the same old music and you really don't care? 


is Obviously there's an analysis underway of what 
Mr. Gorbachev said in the interview, and his remarks, 
obviously, are being considered very carefully. 


Our initial reaction to his comments on the 
possibility of a summit is positive. We believe that a 
carefully prepared summit can serve both our countries' 
interests. This is why the President proposed it. 


Much serious work still needs to be done, and a time 
and place still needs to be resolved. We note that the 
important dialogue between Secretary Shultz and Foreign 
Minister Gromyko and the dialogue at other senior levels will 
continue. 


We are pleased that Mr. Gorbachev noted the importance 
of finding joint ways for improving relations between our two 
countries and that our relations should be more constructive 
and stable. 


The President has attempted to do just that. He has 
made numerous suggestions to impro.. our relations not only on 
arms contro] issues, but also regs ing regional issues, 
bilateral concerns, and human rights issues. 











For example, the President has given our negotiators 
in Geneva considerable flexibility to seek deep reductions in 
offensive nuclear arms. 


On human rights, there are several steps the Soviets 
could take that would help to improve our relations. 


We hope that Mr. Gorbachev's reference to “serious, 
high political level impulse to Soviet-American relations" 
indicates a willingness to move forward in all the areas that 
have just been mentioned. 


We had hoped that the Soviets would have proposed 
something new -- this in connection with the Soviet moratorium 
proposal. Instead they have reiterated a discredited proposal 
first raised over three years ago, in March 1982. 


Both then and now the Soviets try to freeze in place 
an advantage in longer-ranged INF missile warheads of more than 
6 to 1. In fact, the Soviets continued construction on SS-20 
bases during the so-called Brezhnev moratorium and completed a 
number of bases. 


Q first, can we have a copy of that? Second - 


A The answer is no But I will see if we can't get 
it together for you and try to help you on that. Let's try to 
help on that. 


Q Second, the first part of that statement anyway 
seemed to be quite warm and positive. Are we then to assume 
that the killing of Major Nicholson is just an unfortunate blip 
which is -- 


fe No. 1 think what we've said about Major 
Nicholson still stands, and there is no dilution on the part of 
the Administration's outrage at Soviet behavior. 


Q Is there a date set for the meeting? 
if I have nothing on a date, Bern. 
Q Bern, do you have something there that addresses 


the two cther arms proposals? In other words, you really -- 
you call “moratorium” discredited, but he had more to say than 
that, ‘cause it's old but -- 


A Do you want a reaction to all of the three -- 
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Q Well, if you have -- I mean, “discredit” is 
pretty heavy. Are the two others discredited, too, or are they 
simply warmed over? Are they warmed-over proposals or are they 
just non-starters, ic what I'm asking. 


A I'll read them, and you can use your own 
thermometer. (Laughter) 


The proposed freeze on strategic arms is a familiar 
element of the Soviet position from the previous START talks. 


As we've noted in the past, it would freeze the 
advantages the Soviets have gained as a result of their 
deployment of many modern strategic systems during a period in 
which the U.S. has exercised restraint. 


So far as INF missiles are concerned, the proposed 
freeze on INF missiles is also familiar. Since the start of 
the INF negotiations, the Soviets have presented themselves as 
proponents of INF moratoria, even as they have continued to 
build up their SS-20 force. They now have over 400 SS-20s, 
with over 1200 warheads. And they have an active ongoing 
construction program which is further increasing these numbers. 


So far as the SDI is concerned, the proposed Soviet 
freeze on space weapons would block the U.S. from pursuing the 
promise of the Strategic Defense Initiative to provide options 
for strategic defense which could strengthen deterrence and 
global stability. 


The proposal for a freeze on all research and 
development, as well as on testing and deployment of 
"“space-strike arms," is similar to a Soviet proposal made at 
the U.N. in 1983. It shares its defects, including the 
unverifiability and imbalances involved in such a freeze. 


Strategic defense research is permitted under the ABM 
Treaty, and both sides have acknowledged that a ban on research 
would be unverifiable. 


Q While we're at it, does the Administration 
consider the SOI proposal a violation of the confidentiality of 
Geneva -— the fact that Mr. Gorbachev said something about an 
on-going negotiation that might have been said at the table? 


A The answer to that is no. In strict terms, the 
confidentiality rules apply to the negotiators and the 














delegations in Geneva. We will make every effort to keep the 
discussion of this proposal in the appropriate confidentia] 
forum in Geneva. We hope the Soviets will opt to do the same. 


--MORE-- 





Q Can we have copies of all that, Bernie? 


‘ Yes, 1 will try to get some of that together, in 
the Press Office.. 


Q Bernie, in your paragraph on INF, I may have 
misheard. Did you mention SS-24s? 


‘ I did not. 
Q Oh, I thought you did. 


I mentioned 400. I said something about over 400 


Q Oh, -20s. I'm sorry. 
i But not twenty SS-400s. 


Q The United States does not like the proposals by 
Mr. Gorbachev. Does it feel any obligation to come forward new 
with its own ideas about what it would like to do to a greater 
degree than it already has done so? 


fe 1 have nothing on that for you, Don. 
Q Bernie, you say that you had hoped that they 


would propose something new. What sort of new proposals were 
you hoping for? 


A 1 am not going to amplify on these remarks. 

Q Can we go back to the Sudan again, please? 

6 Sudan? Yes. 

Q As far as 1 know, there is a number of advisers, 


military advisers, U.S. military advisers, in Sudan. Do you 
have any information on their position now? 


a I do not. I know that in connection with 
information that was made available yesterday -- or at least 
was prepared; some of it's certainly out -- that as of 
yesterday all Americans are believed to be safe; and I so far 
have heard nothing that in any way alters that report. 


Q But you are still in contact with the rebels in 
the south of Sudan? 


A 1 have nothing on that, nor did 1 alluded to that 

















Yes. 


Q There was a report in today's Washington Times 
about terrorists -- presumably Middle Eastern, PLO-related 
terrorists, captured or detained following the Olympics; and 
there is a paragraph that says “One of the suspects identified 
in Seattle was a former member of the Palestine Liberation 
Organization.” 





Now, is that your information -- 
Q Would you pick that up again? 


a It said “One of the suspects -- 


Q Go back a sentence beyond that. I'm sorry. 
Q - terrorist suspects were detained and were 
followed during the Olympics -- okay? -- one of them identified 


in Seattle as a former member of the Palestine Liberation 
Organization. 


First of all, is it your information that these 
so-called terrorists were detained? Are they former members of 
the PLO? And what is to indicate that they are or were? And 
if you don't have that information, would you please look into 
it? 


A 1 am not sure 1 will, but 1 will go so far as to 
see whether anything is possible, without making any commitment 
here whatever. But generally speaking, 1 don't have anything 
on any of those questions you've just put to me. 


Q Bernie? 
te Yes. 
Q Does the State Department have any comment on the 


new cabinet in Jordan, Zaid Rifai's cabinet? 
id No, I have nothing here on that. 
Q Well, do you have any itinerary of Mr. Murphy, 


and is he going to be meeting with the Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation when he reaches the Middle East? 


A 1 think to some degree we have shared some of 
this guidance, perhaps on Friday. We took a shot at a guess as 
to when Secretary Murphy would be leaving, sometime this side 
of mid-April or thereabouts, without any specific date 





10 


I can't make any predictions about precisely what 
Secretary Murphy will be doing or what will happen on his 
trip. We will be exploring a number of possibilities, and I 
thirk to some degree I may have gone through this guidance. 


The purpose of any meeting he may have anywhere will 
be in keeping with the exploratory nature of his trip. He will 
not be engaging in any negotiations. 


It is hoped that he will be able to meet in any case 
with individuals from the West Bank and Gaza. This has become 
a routine but very useful thing for U.S. officials to do, and 
it is especially appropriate given our interest in the quality 
of life in those areas. 


Q ls he expected to go to Sudan this time? 


‘ I have nothing on his itinerary. I have nothing 
at all] that would set that in or out. I haven't got any 
personal blip on that. 


txcuse me. Barry? 

Q ] was just going to ask you a technical question, 
if those meetings will be arranged by the Embassy in Jerusalem 
-- excuse me, by the Embassy in Tel Aviv -- or by the office in 
Jerusalem? fhe U.S., I am talking about. 

ia l understand that. 1 have nothing on it, Barry. 


Q Have the Israelis notified you of their welcoming 
to participate in the development of SDI? Officially now, have 
they notified you of that or not? 


A Let me take a look to see if 1 have something on 
that. 


Q Have any countries in the area, the Middle East 
area, been invited at least financially for SDI? 


6 Let me -- 

Q Besides Israel? 

a We have not yet received any official response 
from the Israelis on the U.S. offer in connection with the SDI 


research program. 


Q Because the Prime Minister, in an interview two 
days ago, he said that they welcomed that 











ll 


6 Well, as I am saying, no official reply. 


Q Is there any other country in the Middle East who 
is invited, at least financially, to support SDI? 


“ I have nothing on that. 
Q Bernie. 
Yes. 


Q The Soviet Union and China are meeting again 
tomorrow. Does the United States have a view about those 
negotiations on improving relations? 


A I think that in the past there has been some 
Guidance prepared in connection with other meetings, and we 
could find those for you. 


Q Bernie, any update on the situation between Iran 
and Iraq, the Gulf, any escalation, any de-escalation? 


is Well, nothing in any way --~ we are familiar with 
the fact that the Secretary General is now in Baghdad. I've 
got nothing - 


Q Or the fact that he seems to have been rebuffed? 
if What? 
Q Excuse me. Or the fact that he seems to have 


been rebuffed, at least in his effort. 


A I have nothing for you by way of a comment on the 
outcome of his meeting. That is about the extent of what ! 
have. 

Q I am told there is a press conference about now 


on the Hill in which three Senators are going to announce they 
are cancelling a visit to the Soviet Union because one of their 
staff aides was denied a visa. Do you have anything on that? 


i No, 1 don't. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on a Soviet proposal 
made in Indonesia to guarantee peace in Southeast Asia? 


A Yes, I do, Spence. 








1? 


The Soviets have periodically over the years sent 
senior diplomats to Southeast Asia, usually to bolster 
Vietnamese attempts to promote a negotiated settlement in 
Cambodia to their own advantage. 


Let me call attention to the reaction of Indonesian 
Foreign Minister Mochtar. 


He has rightly criticized Moscow for its crude 
attempts to divide ASEAN on the Cambodian issue, and he has 
made it clear that ASEAN does not accept the latest Hanoi peace 
ploy which is being touted by Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister 
Kapitsa. 


It amounts to nothing more than recognizing and 
conceding what the Vietnamese have achieved through force of 
arms. 


Q Bernie, thinking again about the summit if 1 can 
try -- in sum, does the Gorbachev interview advance the 
prospects for a summit, or does it leave the situation pretty 
much where it was? 


a I gave you the reaction that the possibility - 
the initial reaction here is positive, but I cannot take you 
yards or miles forward or backwards. 


Q Well, when I read through your statement again, 
you made some reference to “serious.” and 1 wondered, even 
though if it is an old proposal, i* it is taken as a sign of 
serious interest in a summit meeting? 


a Well, I think that you go beyond that, beyond 
serious, it is regarded as positive. 


Q If I could pursue that a little bit -- 
if Yes, Jim. You have been so quiet. 
Q He's an analyst. 
Right. Is there a sense of disappointment that 


8 
Mr. Gorbachev didn't come up with more in this first major 
interview? 


a Il am not going to get involved in a 
characterization. I went about the response in terms of 
welcoming the comments on the possibility of a summit as 
positive, and I had a variety of comments to make on the 
moratorium proposal, and that's about where it stands, Jim 
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Q Bernie, when you spoke of possible subjects, you 
only mentioned human rights. Now there usually is a long list 
that goes to Central America, the Middle East. Are they still 
fit topics for summit discussion? 


A I mentioned as well, Barry, -- 

Q Afghanistan I didn't hear again. 

A I mentioned arms control issues, regional issues, 
bilateral concerns, and human rights issues. So you can take 
it for granted that the agenda that you are generally familiar 
with is still a valid agenda. 

Q Bernie, is there any indication that the Israelis 
may be more amenable now to release some of the prisoners that 
they had transported from southern Lebanon from the Ansar 
prison camp to Israel? 

f. 1 have nothing on it. 


Q Or the entire situation there, or the fact that 
it hasn't been clarified whether or not they violated any 
international conventions on prisoners of war, that sort of 
thing? 

fs No. Sorry, I have nothing on that. 

Q Thanks, Bernie. 


a Yes. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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DPC #59 


TUESDAY, APRIL 9, 1985, 12:20 P.M. 
: (ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. One announcement: 
Secretary Shultz will address the National Press Club 
ON-—THE-RECORD with Q's and A's at a luncheon on Tuesday, April 
16, 12:30 to 2:00 p.m. The speech is on southern Africa and 
begins at 1:00 p.m. at the National Press Club, 14th and F 
Streets, 13th Floor, Ballroom. If you want to cover this 
event, please contact Katherin Kahler, K-A—-H-L-E-R, at the 
. National Press Club at 383-7819. If you plan to attend the 
luncheon, call 662-7501 for a reservation. Barring any 
unforeseen difficulties, the speech and the Q's and A's will be 
piped live into the Press Briefing Room. 


Q. You know it's broadcast by National Public Radio, 
too? / 


A I don't know, Jim. 


Q Yeah, they broadcast all of them. 


Okay. 
Q Is that it? 
A That's it. 


Q The Japanese put together a package for easing 
their import restrictions. Have you taken a look at it? Do 
you think it fills the bill? 


A Yes, we have taken a look at it. Let me point 
out that Don Regan will be making an announcement on this 
subject at the Western White House at 1:30 p.m. Eastern 
Standard Time, and I have the following reaction for you: 


The principles enunciated in the Japanése Government's 
April 9 announcement on Japan's economy are commendable, 
especially those which recognize that drastic change of the 





Japanese trading system‘is needed in order to discharge Japan's 
international responsibilities and strengthen the world trade 
system. We welcome the Prime Minister's statement that the 
Japanese market should be free, and that government . 
restrictions should be the exception and not the rule. 


We attach particular importance to the call to the 
Japanese nation to expand imports of manufactured goods and 
look forward to identifiable results. 


We are studying the details of the Prime Minister's 
statement, the recommendations of the Okita Commission, and the 
progress report on the four sectors and may have further 
comment later. 


Q At this moment, though -- at this moment, do you 
think -- a. 4 


A Would you allow me to finish the statement? 
Q Oh, I'm sorry. 


fs) The specific policy formulations for the action 
program are to be worked out by mid-July by the Japanese 
Government, taking into account the views of Japan's trading 
partners. The Prime Minister.and the government have shown 
leadership and broad recognition of Japan's international 
responsibilities. It is important that concrete results follow 
urgently on these announcements. 


Q Copy, please? 

a Yes. 

Q Is that it now? 

A That's it. 

Q Do you think it's sufficient? 

a I think the statement, Jim, speaks for itself; 
and I will refer you, quite frankly, on‘this to the Western 
White House for any further comment. 

Barry? 

Q Initial criticism suggested it's a nice broad 
statement, and you used the word “broad,” but it didn't get 
specific enough. Has State made, at least, a preliminary 
judgment whether the Japanese are prepared to do specific, 


constructive things, or is it just a statement of principle 
that you find commendable? . 

















, A I won't go beyond, Barry, the statement I've just 
read and again refer you to what Don Regan is going to say at 
the Western White House. 


Q Another area? 
A Another area. 


Q If there is any updating on the situation in 
Sudan? 


A As of this morning, concerning the situation in 
Khartoum, the city was quiet. It appears that the leadership's 
call to suspend strikes is having effect. 


International communications have been restored, but 
the airports remain closed to commercial traffic. 


Ambassador Horan is expected to return shortly. 


Q Ed, can you elaborate more about the American 
official saying that it was a pre-emptive coup? Can you 
elaborate on that evaluation or characterization of the coup? 


is) Well, according to its initial communique, the 
new government took action to prevent further deterioration in 
the political situation, following extended strikes and 
demonstrations, and to avoid bloodshed. But I don't want to 
speculate further on the motives of the leadership. 


Q But do you think that there are other officers 
behind Suwar £1 Dahab -- I mean, General Suwar E11 Dahab? 
That's what an American official apparently, off record, said. 


A I don't want to get into that. 

Q Can you clarify whether the Ambassador is 
returning after the airport opens, or is it only closed to 
commercial traffic? Could he land at the airport? 


A All I can say is that the Ambassador is trying to 
return as promptly as possible. 


Q Can you tell us where he is now? 





A I can't, no. 
Q Is that because you don't know, or is he -- 
a I just -- (Laughtér) 


: Have you had any further indications, any 
communications, with the new leadership there that indicate 
their attitude toward the United States? 


a Well, as Bernie pointed out yesterday, the new 
government has issued two statements defining its orientation. 


On Sunday, we announced that the government had 
expressed its interest in good relations, and that our Charge 
had welcomed this declaration. 


Clearly expressed in all of these statements is the 
desire of the new Sudanese Government for continued cordial, 
cooperative ties with Sudan's traditional friends, including 
the United States. We are very pleased to receive these 
assurances and look forward to a cooperative relationship with 
the new government. 


Q Can we have a copy of that last bit? 
a Yes. 

Q Thank you. 

a Anything nore on the Sudan? 


Q On -- there was some demand that Nimeiri should 
be extradited from Egypt. Do you have any comment on that? 


is) No, I have nothing for you on that. No. 


Q Ed, on another subject: I noticed -- you say the 
Secretary is speaking about southern Africa. Does the State 
Department have any new observations to make about the 
demonstrations at the South African Embassy here in Washington? 
Specifically, the participation of the Mayor of the city and 
Amy Carter? 


A No, I have nothing on that, Jim: 


Q What is the general State Department position 
about the céntinuing demonstrations? Are you in favor of them? 














A - Well, we have a position on these which we've 
enunciated, I think, a couple of weeks ago. Let me get that 
for you. Our position remains the same on that. We have that 
available in the Press Office. 


Q North Korea has issued what, on the surface, 
appears to be a very conciliatory statement to South Korea 
proposing parliamentary talks. Does the State Department have 
any comment on this? 


a No, I have no comment on that at this point. 


Q How about the trial in Taiwan of two gangsters 
who have been sentenced to life for murdering a 
Chinese-American journalist? 


i We have noted the trial and sentencing of Chen 
Chi- li and Wu Tun in Taipei. However, the U.S. investigation 
is continuing, and I therefore have no comment. 


Q Does the United States still want those two 
extradited back to the United States? 


A Well, as we've said in the past, if there is a 
request from the investigating authorities, AIT will reiterate 
through its counterpart the desire for the suspects to be made 
available in the United States. 


Robin? 


Q Ed, is there any movement at all around the world 
towards President Reagan's peace plan -- Nicaraguan peace plan? 


3) Well we've had various reactions, Robin. Let me 
state that we do not consider the Sandinista government's 
initial reaction to the peace plan to be definitive. 


We regret that Mr. Ortega and Mr. D'Escoto reacted to 
President Reagan's proposal so quickly and apparently without 
reflecting on the benefits it could bring to Nicaragua. We 
note that the statement was issued on Saturday, just two days 


after the President announced his initiative, during a visit by 


Ortega and D'Escoto to Cuba. Their abrupt reaction and the 
intemperate language employed by the Nicaraguan Foreign 
Minister do not preclude a more considered response from the 
Nicaraguan Government. Reaction from other governments has 


been general positive and has reflected the conciliatory spirit 


in which the proposal was made. 











It is our view that the Sandinista government must 
take seriously the need to begin a process of national 
reconciliation. Internal reconciliation is an essential part 
of the Contadora framework for an overall peace settlement and 
the goal of the armed and unarmed opposition as described in 
their position of March 1. 


The President's initiative is an attempt to support 
efforts by Contadora and the democratic opposition to begin the 
reconciliation process. 


We expect the Sandinista government will take more 
time to consider carefully this very serious proposal by the 
President and, hopefully, seize the opportunity to bring peace 
and reconciliation to Nicaragua. 


--MORE-- 











Q Can you point to anything specific which would 
lead you to believe that the Sandinistas might change their . 
minds? Anything specific in the diplomatic field? 


A No, I have nothing further. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 
Ed, can you comment on -- you said that you've 


had favorable reactions from other governments. Could you say 
what governments have reacted favorably? 


A Well, some of these have been public; some of 
these have been in private communications. Obviously, we've 
gotten -- President Betancur and President Duarte have reacted 


favorably. But I can't get involved in our diplomatic 
exchanges on this. 


Q But President Betancour and Duarte are the only 
ones who have publicly expressed support for it? 


a To my knowledge at this point, but we've had much 
further reaction. I can't get into all of that. 


Q Have you had any skeptical, or possibly even 
negative, reaction that you can share with us? 

A No.. 

Q I mean, is it only the government in Nicaragua 
that doesn't think it's a real bang-up idea? 

A All I ‘can say is that reaction from other 
governments has been generally positive. Nicaragua's has been 
negative. 

Q Ed, do you have any comment on the -- 


Q Anything on the report that Mr. Shultz might 
visit Amman and Cairo after he goes to Israel on the 10th of 


April? 
A loth of May. 
Q Could you comment on the significance of that? 
® A ‘Well, we've already addressed that question 
here. As of now, Secretary Shultz plans only to go to Israel - 


[Ad 








on May 10th, and there are no other plans to visit other 
countries at this point. 


Q Have you any comment on the talks between Iran 
and the Soviet Union, and if you see any indications of 
improving relations between the two countries? 


a No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Anything about the United Nations 
Secretary-—General's trip to the area? Yesterday you didn't 
comment. Do you have any comment today? 


a Well, it'd be inappropriate for us to 
characterize the outcome of the Secretary-General's discussions 
with Iranian and Iraqi leaders. As we've said, this war has 
caused tens of thousands of needless deaths and wide-scale 
destruction. We do not believe that there is.any military 
solution to this conflict, and we again call upon Iran to join 
Iraq in accepting an immediate general ceasefire and 
negotiations to end the war or at least to take steps toward 
those objectives. 


We continue to support fully efforts by the 
Secretary-—General to arrange a ceasefire and peaceful 
resolution of the conflict. 


Barry? 


-Q Yesterday the State Department statement on the 
Gorbachev, proposal began with an assertion that the proposal is 
being analyzed. Has that analysis produced anything that you 
didn't have yesterday to tell us about it? 


a Well, Bernie went into that, Barry, as you well 
know in quite -- 


Q At great length. 
A At great length, yes. 


Q But it began by saying -- it sort of suggested 
that you haven't made your mind up finally «bout -- it is a 
multi-faceted. proposal, except you thought che arms ideas were 
old, discredited, deceitful, and guileful, and all that. But 
you seemed to have a favorable reaction to his willingness to 
meet at the summit and it said: “We're analyz‘'ng what he said." 
Is there something further to be said today? 








oo Well, what I can say today is that -- other than 
the fact that we discussed the problems with the Soviet 
proposal in detail yesterday and that I have nothing to add to 
that discussion, other than to say that our misgivings stem 
from from the substance of the proposal and not simply from the 
proposal's impact or lack thereof on public opinion. We 
believe the best approach now is to discuss these issues in ‘the 
confidentiality of the negotiating table in Geneva where such 
discussion appropriately belongs. 


Q Would it be appropriate for the Secretary to 
discuss this with Mr. Gromyko in Vienna, Austria during the 
observance of Austrian independence? . 


a The Gorbachev proposal? 
Q Yes. When Mr. Gromyko and -- 
(3) - Well -- 


Q -~ the Secretary both happen to be in the same 
town? 


A I think you could draw up that agenda, Barry, 
just as well as I could. I mean in terms of subjects, I'm not 
in a position to tell you what's going to be on the agenda. 


Q No, no. | . 
a This is an issue that might certainly arise. 


Q Do you have anything about the report of a 
successor to the SS-20 -- page 1, Washington Post today? 


a I may have something for you on that. 


The Soviets have been flight-testing a modified 
version of the SS-20. We expect this modified version to have 
even greater accuracy and other improvements over the current 
$S-20. 


Q Do you link the development of this modification 
to the Gorbachev proposal for a freeze? 


A I have nothing in terms of that specific linkage, 
Jim, 


In terms of how this might affect the Geneva 
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negotiations, I can say that, with regard to longer-range INF 
missiles, our goal in the negotiations continues to be to reach 
agreement on substantial reductions and, preferably, the 
elimination of this entire class of weapons on a worldwide 
basis. 


Q Is there some treaty or legal implication of this 
modification? In other words, it is prohibited by the SALT II 
Treaty? 

“ I have nothing for you on that, Barry. 

Q A follow-up on that, Ed. 

A Now, let me -- I'm sorry; go right ahead. Spence? 


Q The misgiving stemming from the substance of the 
proposal was your answer that you gave to Gorbachev's -- 


A Right. 


Q -— question. Is that linked with the work that's 
going on in this modified SS-20? 


A I have nothing on that linkage, no. 


Q . Does the modification include a change in the 
number of warheads this missile will carry, Ed? 


i) Well, the current SS-20 force consists of 414 
launchers, and the pattern of Soviet construction indicates 
that this number will grow. But that's all I can say on that. 

Q You have no idea of the -- 

a No. 

Q All right. 

a 


Now, please note that I'm not calling this the 
"SS-28." I'm just calling this a modified version of the SS~-20. 


Q You say “pattern,” but -- 


. Is it essentially just a modif -.ation rather than 
a new type? 


A It's a modified version of the SS-20, an improved 


version. P 


. Q When you say the pattern will grow, you know, 
it's easily -- 
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a The pattern of Soviet construction indicates that 
this number will grow. 


9 Yes, I know, but it's easy to draw an inference 
that you don't take Gorbachev's announced moratorium at face 


value -— that you den't think there will be a moratorium -- or 
do you mean it will go after November? 


ie) No, I'm just saying that, based on our 
observations of Soviet construction, we think this indicates 
that the number will definitely grow. 
. Q You mean in terms of site preparation, or -- 


oe I'm not going to get drawn into it because that 
gets into the matters I really can't talk about. ; 


Q Related question: when Mr. Brezhnev announced a 
moratorium, can you tell us now how many missiles went in 
during that moratorium? 


q I can take that question and find out for you, 
yes. 


Q It's long enough ago that perhaps -- 
A You're talking about the ‘83 moratorium? 
Q Right. 
Q “and the main construction sites, if you got it. 
a Yes. 

Q Back to the Middle East -- 

a Right; we have one. 

Q Do you have anything on the coming visit to the 
Middle East by Assistant Secretary Murphy in terms of 


itinerary, whom he's going to meet with? Any Palestinians and 
so forth? 


a Nothing further than what we've already said from 
the podium. 
Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli raids 


against southern Lebanon today and the military actions against 
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the civilians in. the area? 


a Well, we have no information, quite frankly, to 
add to the press accounts and media accounts that you're 
referring to. All I can say -— and what we've reiterated 
frequently -- is that we deplore the cycle of violence in 
southern Lebanon. 


Q Do you have any information that the national 
Lebanese resistance is still going on against Israelis? I 
think during the last few days, at least, nothing was heard — 
about operations by the guerrillas against the Israelis. But 
still the Israelis are going on with the so-called iron-fist 
policy. 

Aa I have nothing for you on that -- 

Q Thank you. 

-- nothing specific. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 











———— Lh 


POSTED: ula [as 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Briefing of April 9, 1985 


ARMS CONTROL: BSrezhnev Moratorium of 1982-83 





Q: Me Brezhnev announced a moratorium. Can you tell us now 
how many missiles went in during that moratorium? And how many 
new construction sites? 


A: --Between March 1982 when Brezhnev declared the Soviet 
moratorium on SS-20s and November 1983 when the moratorium was 
suspended, approximately 70 SS-20s (210 warheads) were deployed. 


--During this period, we continued to see significant 
construction activity at SS-20 sites. For reasons of 
intelligence methods and sources, we will not break down our 
data on a geographic basis. 
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DPC #60 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 10, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: Secretary Shultz will address Princeton 
University's Woodrow Wilson School of Public and International 
Affairs on Thursday, April 11. The 2:00 p.m. speech plus Q and 
A‘s will be held on campus of the Woodrow Wilson School, Dodd 
Auditorium. The speech is entitled “National Policies and 
Global Prosperity" and will deal with the relationship among 
our large net capital inflows, the exceptionally strong collar, 
the largest trade deficit iff our history, and the large and 
continuing deficits in the U.S. federal budget. 


fhe Secretary plans to lay out a program of policy 
responses necessary by all nations to correct these imbalances 
and keep the world economy on a path of sustained- 
non-inflationary growth. The Secretary regards this as an 
important speech, both analytically and programmatically. Ihe 
embargoed copies of this speech will be available tonight. 


Q Do you mean this afternoon or tonight, now 
seriously? (Laughter) 


A Well, it depends on how late you work. 1 mean, 
it's sort of a - 


(Laughter) 


Q No No kidding. What time? 
. A Perhaps late “in the afternoon. Check with the 
Press Office As soon as we can get it to you, we will 


[ have an announcement on a meeting between Secretary 
Shultz and Foreiqn Minister Gromyko Secretary of State George 
P. Shultz and Soviet First Deputy Prime Minister and toreign 
Minister Andrei A. Gromyko have agreed to meet in Vienna on May 
14, 1985 to review matters of common interest to both sides 


iIhat is the end of my announcements 





- Q Does that mean that they will meet only the 
14th? There won't be a subsequent meeting? 


A Jim, that's all [ have for you. At this point . 
that's where it stands. 


Q. Can't you tell us what they're going to talk 


about? 
i) I have nothing further on the meeting, no. 
Q anythine besides’ arms? 
iz I have really nothing further on the agenda. 
Q On Soviet relations, you have anything on the 


Major Nicholson case? There's a Reuters story out of Bonn 
saying Soviet-bloc diplomats or sources are saying that the 
soldier who shot him is under arrest and will be 
court—martialed. 


Has such a message been conveyed to the U.S. 
Government by any Soviet authority? 


A Well, we have consistently stressed that there 
can be no excuse or justification for shooting Major 
Nicholson. We are aware of these press reports that the Soviet 
soldier who shot Major Nicholson in East Germany has been 
arrested and is facing disciplinary action, and we find these 
reports interesting. We cannot confirm that they are true. 


Q Has any weeting been scheduled between the two 
Commanders yet? . 

A No meeting - no date has yet been set for a 
meeting between General Otis and General /Jaytsev. 


Q Have lower-level discussions taken place about 
arranging such a meeting? 


is) Well, there are channels of communications at the 
military levels and there have been contacts at that level. 


Q You say you have’ seen press reports. Have you 
also had independent reports from the Soviets? 


A No, Jim. We've heard about this report of the 
arrest. You were referring specifically to the arrest ~ 


Q Yes, 








a) -- or the disciplinary action? 
Q Yes. 
fs We've heard this report of the arrest only 


through press accounts. 
Q Have you asked the Soviets? 
A [ have nothing further. 


Q We had a report that the Chinese Communist Party 
Secretary General Hu Yaobang has said that the United States 
has promised that American warsnips making port calls in China 
won't be carrying nuclear weapons. Can you confirm that? 


A l'll refer you to the Department of Defense on 
that. | 


Q Can you confirm that the United States will 
provide economic aid to Cambodian resistance forces led by Son 
Sann and Sinanouk's son? 


A Well, I aon't think 1 have a specific response to 
your question other than what we had posted in the Press Office 
earlier. 1 don't know if you've seen and read that guidance, 


but we did state at that time that we are convinced that the 
resistance forces do not need U.S. weapons now, but we do not 
think it is wise to forego having flexibility on this point 
should circumstances change. U.S. economic assistance would he 
appropriate for the present as a means of complementing whal 
others are doing in the military sphere. 


Assistant Secretary Paul Wolfowitz met with Son Sann, 
President of the Khmer People's National Liberation Front, and 
Prince Norodom Ranariddh, the personal representative of Prince 
Sihanouk, to discuss the present situation in Cambodia and in 
the region. the Secretary of State will be meeting with these 
leaders this afternoon. 


Mr. Wolfowitz reaffirmed the U.S. commitment to 
ASEAN'Ss policy on Cambodia and our support. for the 
non-communistl resistance. Mr. Son Sann and Prince Ranariddh 
briefed the Assistant Secretary on the situation along the 
Thai-Cambodian border and inside Cambiodia. Mr. Wolfowitz and 
the Cambodian leaders also discussed the status and prospects 
of the non- communist resistance Mr. Wolfowitz reaffirmed that 
the U.S. will continue its current support for the 
non-—communists and that we are studying how we wight mos! 
appropriately assist further 





Q Copy, please? 


a Yes. 
Q Ed, what are we doing now? Is there economic aid 
to them? . 
A Excuse me. 
Q Is there economic aid to the anti-communist Khmer 


forces at present? 


fe Well, we have a - 
Q Refugee program? 
A Right But I'm not going to get into the details 


of exactly what - 


Q Are there -- on that Cambodian aid, are there any 
- explicit limits on the U.S. aid, to make sure it doesn't fall 
into the hands of the Pol Pot people? 


A [ have nothing for you on that, Jim. . 
Q l understand - 

A Same subject? 

Q No 

A Let's - 

Q Can | gv back to his question on the Chinese, 


please? Basically, it's a very serious situation that's 
developing now. Does the U.S. still maintain its neither 
confirm nor deny policy on the nuclear ships? 


A Our position on that fundamental issue remains 
the same. We have a “no confirm nor no deny" policy 


Q Wes were told that the comment would come from the 
State Department Now, you've got two senior Chinese leaders 
saying the United States has given @ guarantee that the ship is 
not nuclear armed. What are We saying? What is the State 
Department saying? 


A lL don't have anything for you at this time on 


that 








Q Will you have something later on? 


A. Either there'll be something at Defense or 
there'll be something here later on 


Q O.K. 
fs But right now, I don't have anything for you 
Q Can [ ask -. 


A But I will-reiterate what 1 said: our policy, 
our basic policy has not changed on the fundamental issue. 


Q Can we have copies of that Cambodian quidance, td? 
a Yes, you may. 
Q Why can't you provide the level of assistance to 


the Cambodian refugees? 


i I don't have it with me here. 
Q Oh 
A 1 can.get it for you 
Q Oh. 
A L'il be glad to get it for you if you want 
Q that would be useful 
A Surely I'll be glad - 
Q You mean there is already direct economic and 


humanitarian aid to the two non- communist qroups? 


A No { will take the question on our assistance 
to thailand, but 1 won't get into the specifics of , you know 


Q td, has Mr. Murphy lett for the area, tor the 
Middle tast? 

A Do we want to go to another area? 

Q No Same area 


}s / 








Can you describe ina little bit of detail why this 
shift in policy has taken place now? On the military aid, not 
ruling it out? 


a You're characterizing it as a shift of policy. 
Basically, [I think what you're referring to really is what is 
revolving around the Solarz Amendment —- 


Q Yes. 
fs -~- IL.mean fundamentally. 
Q Yes. . 


i) All right. All 1 can tell you at this point on 
that is that Mr. Wolfowitz, during the meeting with the two 
Cambodian leaders, explained the Administration's views on the 
Solarz proposal and on the kinds of assistance we can 
appropriately provide to the resistance. Both of those 
positions have been the subject of earlier guidance, and [ have- 
that guidance available to you in the Press Office. 


Q td, [ have a question which has - 


A Are we finished with Cambodia? 

Q - -- relevance to the same area. 

A We have one more. 

Q Do all your slatements amount to saying thal the 


United States believes the military aid is not needed now, 
might even be counter-productive, but you're open, on listening 
to Son Sann this afternoon, to say whether you should change 
your view? 


A 1 think what 16 imporlant in the remarks we're 
making is that we're studying how we might most appropriately 
assist further 


Q Does “appropriate aid" include military aid? 
i) Ixcuse me 
Q Does the word “appropriate” aid include milttary 


@id? that's the most important Lhing 


A 1 have nothing further for you on that 











Q Do you have any guidance on the arms sales From 
Israel to China which supposedly includes such weapons’ as made 
in the United States, at least partly? 


a No, I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Nothine on that. . 
Q I understand that a contingent of eight 


Congressmen is now in Jordan discussing the makeup of the 
Palestinian delegation for the peace process. Can you comment 
or confirm that? 


a No | have no comment for you on that. 

Q All right, can we go on to Murphy's plans? 
A Yes What was your question? 

Q Has he left the area? And if he did, what 


countries will he be visiting? 


A Assistant Secretary Murphy will be leaving for 
the Middle East very shortly at the direction of the President 
and the Secretary. He will be visiting a mnumber of countries 


including Egypt, [srael, Jordan, and Syria, among others, to 
explore with the parties means of maintaining the recent 
momentum in the search for peace. As we have noted, there has 


been movement in recent months which we regard as positive and 
upon which we want to build 


As 1¢$ customary during such trips, for obvious 
security reasons, we will not provide an advance itinerary of 
his travels We will also not attempt to provide asses ments 
of his talks while they are underway. tor his part, Assistant 
Secretary Murphy anticipates no briefings for the press while 
he is in the area. 


Q Would it be dangerous if we knew what day he'll 
be leaving? 


A txcuse me 


Q Would it be jeopardizing if we knew what dey 
he'll be leaving? 


A 1 have nothing further than what l've stated 


Q May we have a copy of that? 





a You May. 


Q The fact that he's goina to Syria means that the 
Syrians have responded to your request for an invitation, as it 
were, about a week ajo? 


fs Let me just leave it that Syria is c.. his 
itinerary (laughter) and leave the causality to you; Jim. 


Q Is he meeting President Assad or Foreign Minister 
Shara’ only? 


iz I have nothing on whom he is going to meet 
specifically 


Q Cun yor xypand on the other countries he'll be 
visiting? Would it be Saudi Arabia and Lebanon or -? 


A Just “among others.“ L'‘'m not going to go beyond 
this statement. 


Q Since he's not going to hold any press briefings 
out there, you'll be giving us the customary total readout from 
that podium? 


A Ihe customary total readout 


Q Can [| come back to the original anntouncement on 
the Gromyko- Shultz 


y Can we keep on that point, td? Will he be 
meeting anybody on the West Bank and Gaza trom Lhe Palestinian 
people besides the routine thing that you said it is customary 
and it's helpful? Will there be a special deleyation that he 
will be meeting with? Or had he met in the United States 
recently with some West Bank officials and semi-ol ficials? 


iz 1 have nothing for you on the latter part of your 
question, but we've responded to the ftormer part of your 
question on his meetings with representative Palestinians in 
the West Bank and Gaza Our previous guidance stands on that 
l have nothing further 


Y lt a8 @ Cinaudible) question becaus® Lhere were 
quite a few people from the West Bank here in Washington in tle 
last few days, and | believe that . f LT might ask af they qet 


in- touch or he got in touch? Did they meet together? 


A Well, | have nothing for you on that 








Q What is the nature of Secretary Shultz's mission, 


then, when he goes to the Middle tast? 


A Well, [ think we've defined that very 


specifically that he's going to Israel on May 10 to participate 


in the holocaust commemoration. Period. 
Q But then he goes to some of the Arab countries 


A Period There are no plans at this time for any 
other stops in the area 


Q Have you received any protest from any of the 
Arab governments relating to the including of Israel among the 
U.S. allies to cooperate in the research on the SDI? 


i) Have we received any 


. ~ protests or requests for explanation or 
something like that? 


A Not that I'm aware of, no. 


MORE - 


ff / 
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Q Ed, about Sudan, do you have anything new about 
Sudan? And, second, the American official which briefed for 
the visit of the Sudanese President, said that they had contact 
with SPLA. Are you still holding any contact with them, 
especially they have condition now on the new government that 
they should establish civilian government soon or they would 
continue the fighting. (sic) 


So, are you in contact with SPLA, or not? 


A Well, { am not going to get into whom we are fn 
contact with or not You know that our Charge has contacted 
the new leadership in the Sudan, and specifically General Dahab. 


As to your reference to the southern insurgents’ 
announcement condemning the new military government, we are 
disappointed with the SPLA's sunmdry refusal to work with the 
new government on a political reconciliation. this is an 
unhelpful response to the government's attempts to find a 
constructive resolution to southern grievances and end Lhe 
fighting 


Now, 4s to the situation in Khartoum, the other part 
of your question, the capital has returned to normal activity 
and people are reportedly going back to work and demonstrat ions 
have ceased. Our Ambassador, Nume Horan, has returned to the 
Sudan. 


Q td, on the same thing, the SPLA leader today 
charged that the CLA had plotted the coup in Sudan Do you 
have anything on ‘that? 


i) Ll have nothing on that, no 


Q Also on Sudan, there is a report that the United 
States has granted $40 million to the new government to pay tor 
oil imports 


A Yes, Jim Our tmbassy yvesterday informed the 
military command that USAID has agreed with the Ministry of 
finance, the Bank of Sudan, and the General Petroleum 
Corporation, to carry out a petroleum project to tacttlitate orl 
impor lLatlion 


We have contributed $40 million to this project ihe 
First shipment supported by this program, gasoil valued at $70 
million, is scheduled to arrive May | 








il 


Now, let me point out that these funds are part of the 
$67 million of 1984 ESF money due for disbursement now 


Q This is what was announced when he saw the - 
when Nimeiri saw the President - part of the money 

A Right. This is not new assistance. 

Q Is is not $40 on top of the $67. 

ie) This is not new assistance that was approved 


after the coup 
Q It has just been released since the coup 


A Well, no. We have contributed $40 million to the 
project 


Q Well, what did the U.S. tmbassy announce 
yesterday? 


is) That we have agreed with them Just exactly what 
I said, to carry out this project, and we have contributed $40 
million to this project, that the first shipment supported by 
this program valued at $20 million is scheduled to arrive on 
May ist 


Q No, but the question 1s, when Nimeiri was here 
and saw the President, there was a statement made that the U.‘ 
had agreed to release the remaining $67 million from the FY ‘84 
budget, the economic aid 


ihe question then is, of that $67, was it always 
assumed that $40 million of it was for this petroleum project, 
and this 1¢ just a formality, or is it some new decision taken 
after the coup last weekend to release $40 million? 


A Ihis is not @ new decision taken after the coup 


Q td, when you said you are disappointed with the 
SPLA decision, | mean, they are demanding full civilian rule 
Are you disappointed with, their’ demand tor full democrat te 
civilian rule? 


is) No What | said is that we are disappointed with 
their abrupt refusal to work with the new government on 
political reconciliation in the Sudan 
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Q What about their demands for civilian rule? 
4 And | am leaving it at that Robin? 
Q Can t go back to Cambodia for just a second? iI 


think what everybody is searching for, and I wonder if you can 
help us here, is why suddenly does the U.S. want to keep the 
military option open in Cambodia? Is there a military reason 
or a political reason for that? Can you help us? 


a No, I can't on that No, 1 can't, Robin 


Q Ed, can one assume or deduce from your statement 
about the SPLA that you are disappointed and the release of the 
$40 million from the $67 FY-'84, that the United States 
Administration is completely satisfied with the turn-about in 
Sudan, or even if there is now a military regime, and according 
to the promises it is going to become a civilian, that you are 
releasing the funds now and everything is normal? You don't 
consider that there are any crises, because 


A Well, there has been obviously a crisis in the 
Sudan lhere has been a coup d‘tetat That is not the 
question, but our relationship with the Sudan continues 


Q Are you confirming the reports of today about 
attempts by Qadhafti to improve relations with the United States? 


is) Aare you referring to these reports that the 
libyans have sent messages to the Department of State via third 
parties ? 


Q Yes 
f l obviously can't get into the substance of our 
diplomatic exchanges Our position on Libya is clear the 


United States is prepared to improve relations with Libya if, 
and only if, there is a significant and Lasting reversal of 
Qadhafi's support for international terrorism, and his 
subversion of governments ntortunately, Libyan involvement 
in such matters continues unabated, and that is all | thhave Lor 
you on that 


Robin 


Q On Mexico there seems to be some confusion 


Q A tollow-up on tibya Hut you said that you will 
not go into diplomat ic 
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7 I have nothing further on that. 


Q That means that you admit that there was some 
diplomatic exchange between Libya and the United States? 


a I am just not going to get into the suustance of 
our diplomatic exchanges here. © ; 


Q I am not asking you about the substance, but 
there was. some -- 


A I am not going to confirm or deny that. 


Q There is an indication in the same story that a 
second letter from Qadhafi to the United States was not yet 
replied. Do you intend to reply? 


m I have nothing for you-on that. 


Q On the Mexican communique, Mexican officials here 
say that, in effect, their interpretation of it is that Mexico 
is partially endorsing the Reagan peace plan with Nicaragua, 
yet the Washington Post story seems to differ with that a 
little bit. 





I wonder what your guidance is? 


A Well, in our view, the Washington Post 
characterizations of Mexican and other reactions to the United 
States peace initiative are not consistent with the responses 
we have received. 





President Reagan and President de la Madrid spoke by 
phone on Monday, and Ambassadors Shlaudeman and Gavin met in 
Mexico City with President de la Madrid and foreign Minister 
Sepulveda. 


Our reading of those conversations is a good deal more 
positive than the Washington Post report. In fact, through 
official channels, and apart from Nicaragua, we have received 
reactions from all the Contadora participants, which we view as 
encouraging, and certainly more positive than reported in the 
Washington Post article 





We note that the Contadora document of objectives 
endorsed by all the Contadora participants, including Nicaragua, 
calls for “national reconciliation efforts wherever deep 
divisions have taken place within society with a view to 
fostering participation in democratic political processes." 
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Q Can we have a copy of that, first? 
A Yes. | 
Q Also, is the support that is being expressed for 


the entire plan, including military aid after sixty days, or is 
it simply support for the idea of negotiation? 


A I am not going to get into the specific details 
of our communications and exchanges with these governments. 


Q Can you tell us -- on the same topic - 
yesterday, when Vice President Bush met with Ecuadorian 
President Febres-Cordero, did he elicit and receive a similar 
expression of support from him? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


I have just a technical question. When you said 
that Shlaudeman, Gavin, and de la Madrid met, when was that? 


ry I don't -- 
Q Was that also Monday? 


i) I don't have a specific date. All I can tell you 
is that Ambassador Shlaudeman has visited Mexico, Guatemala, €&1 
Salvador and Honduras this week, and he was in Costa Rica this 
morning, and by now he should have arrived in Panama, but I 
don't have the exact day. 


Q No plans for him to go to Nicaragua? 


A [ can't provide you with any details on his 
on-going itinerary. 


Q You did a pretty good job there. (Laughter) 


Q Ed, you may not have an answer to this off-hand, 
but  - 


A Let me tell you what Ambassador Shlaudeman is 
doing. He is consulting with the governments involved in the 
Centadora talks, in support of the Contadora process, and in 
support of the President's Central American peace initiative. 


Q On another subject -- yodu may not have an answer 
right at your fingertips, but on April 3rd, forty-four U.S. 
Senators sent the Secretary of State a letter saying that they 
would oppose ratification of a treaty which would permit 
commercial hunting of fur seals in the North Pacific 
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One, has the letter been received? 


Two, has the State Department responded to the 
Senators, and is the policy still the same of supporting the 
treaty with the Soviet Union, Canada, and Japan? 


a You caught me by surprise. 
Q I know. I figured I would. 
A [I'll take the question. 
Do you have anything further on the question of 
what the Soviet missile situation is in Europe? Does the U.S. 
think the SS-20 is being phased out now and a new missile being 


put in, or is there just another missile being developed in 
addition to the SS-20? 


if I went into this yesterday, Bernie - 
Q Yes, I know. 
A --that it is a modified version of the SS-20, and 


I really don't have much more on that. No, I have nothing more 
than what I said yesterday. ' 


Q Is that the extent of your guidance on Mexico? 
Do you have any more responses that we didn't ask about? 


A Well, in terms of the subject of Nicaragua, yes, 
that is it. There are other things, but I have to depend on 
your creativity of your (inaudible) in the process. 


Q Is this the first time that Mexico has 
disassociated itself from the Sandinista Government? 


A [I have nothing for you on that, but [ have other 
things. 


Q Do you have anything on the FLMN's call for new 
‘talks, new peace talks, in El Salvador on April 21st? 


A In £1 Salvador. Yes. I think we had some of 
this that was available in the Press Office, too. You are 
referring to Mr. Ungo's call for resumption of 


Q Yes, this morning. 
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a -— the peace talks between the Salvadoran 
Government and the FMLN. In order to separate the talks as 
much as possible from partisan campaign politics, President 
Duarte has scheduled no further meetings with the guerrillas 
until after the Salvadoran elections. 


He has already stated that he plans to resume the 
talks with the FOR/FMLN, in the near future. 


The mechanisms for arranging a new session of talks 
are established, and we expect that the two sides will be able 
to arrange a mutually convenient time and place for the next 
meeting. 


That is all I have on it. 


Q Ed, on the same subject, in the same area, at any 
rate, did the United States formally request the Reagan plan to 
be put on the agenda of the Contadora meeting? 


I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Is it your understanding that it will be on the 
agenda? 


A I think it is safe to assume that it is going to 
be discussed, a major initiative of that kind, but I have no 
specific response to your question. 


Q Yesterday, Under Secretary of State for Policy, 
Michael Armacost, at a lunch for Overseas Writers' Association, 
responded to a question about appointing a U.S. Ambassador to 
Iraq, and he mentioned that David Newton, the Charge 
d'affaires, in Baghdad will become the new Ambassador. 


Do you have any official announcement and date of 
assumption of his new post? 


A Well, on the nomination of any ambassador, I have 
to refer you to the White House for any announcement on 
ambassadorial appointments. 


I think, as you know, we indicated we would be 
nominating an ambassador in the near future when we resumed 
full diplomatic relations with Iraq last November. 


That is still our anticipation. We are going through 
the normal nomination process, and I would steer you away from 
attempting to read any political significance into the fact 
that no name has been officially announced at this time. 








Q Mr. Armacost mentioned David Newton and I 
: wondered if this is the name that is going to be the Ambassador. 
a On that I have to refer you to the White House. 
Q Can you check on that for us, please? 
4 No. I have to refer you to the White House. 
Q You said that vesterdas. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 





As 


POSTED: f / 7] / eS 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Briefing of April 10, 1985 


CHINA: PORT CALL OF US SHIP 





Q: Does the U.S. still maintain its “neither confirm nor 
deny* policy on these nuclear ships? Two senior Chinese 
leaders are saying that the U.S. has given a guarantee 
that the ship is not nuclear armed. What is the State 


Department saying? 
We have given no assurances to the Chinese as reported in 


the press that the proposed U.S. ship visit to China 
would be by non-nuclear armed vessels. 


-- Our policy on the fundamental issue of ship visits 
remains the same; namely, that we will neither confirs 
nor deny the presence of nuclear weapons on board our ships. 


-- No U.S. ship visits can take place anywhere in the world 
except under this policy. 


We are pursuing this matter with the Chinese in 
diplomatic channels. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Briefing of April 10, 1985 


OES: HUNTING OF FUR SEALS IN PACIPIC 





On April 3, forty-four U.S. senators sent the Secretary 
of State a letter saying that they would oppose 
ratification of a treaty which would permit commercial 
hunting of fur seals in the North Pacific. Has the 
letter been received? Has the State Department responded 
to the senators? Is the policy still the same, of 
supporting the Soviet Union, Canada, and Japan? 


The letter was received on April 4. An interim response 
has been prepared and is currently undergoing the internal 
clearance process. A full response will be forthcoming 
after the conclusion of the Annual Meeting of the Pacific 
Fur Seal Commissioners in Tokyo April 15-19. The meeting 
will be examining questions regarding the commercial 
harvest, the subsistence harvest, and factors contributing 


to the recent decline in the fur seal population. 


The policy remains to support the ratification of the 
Protocol extending the Interim Convention on Conservation 
of North Pacific Fur Seals. The Protocol was negotiated 


by the Departments of State and Commerce and was signed 


in the interest of all the Parties. 





POSTED: 4lioley 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the Noon Briefing of April 10, 1985 
US AID TO CAMBODIANS 

Q: Is there economic aid to the anti-communist Khmer forces at 
present? What is the level of assistance to Cambodian 
refugees? 

A: -- The United States provides moral and political 
support to tne non-<communist resistance groups, as 
reflected in the President's meetings with Prince Sihanouk 
and Mr. Son Sann in 1983 and 1984. The U.S. also provides 
humanitarian assistance through the United Nations Border 
Relief Operation (UNBRO) and the International Committee of 
the Red Cross (ICRC), to the approximately 250,000 Khmer 
Civilians who have sought refuge near the Thai-Cambodian 
border. 

-- During FPY-1964, this assistance totalled more than 
$15 million in cash and tood. So far in FY-1985, we have 
pledged $4 million to UNBRO and $1.5 million to ICRC for 
Khmer celief efforts. The evacuations from the border 
camps as a result of Vietnamese attacks will undouotedly 
further strain UNBRO's limited resources. The United 
States will continue its support for this program and hopes 
that other governments will join us in meeting the urgent 
needs of the Cambodian people made nomeless yet again by 
Vietnamese military action. 

~~ We consult closely with ASEAN on now we can most 
appropriately assist further. We do not provide weapons to 
any of the Knmer cesistance groups. We give no support of 


any kind to and have no contact with the Khmer Rouge, whose 


past atrocities we continue to abhor. 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 11, 1985, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. OJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Ready for your 
questions. 


Q Any reaction to the death of Mr. Hoxha, in 
aipania? 


a The United States has had no contact with Mr. 
yoxha since the period immediately following World War II. 


(Laughter) 

The United States has not had diplomatic relations 
with Albania since 1939, which happens to be the extent of my 
lifetime, but that's extraneous. 

Q That's it? 


A (Laughter) Well, if you have other questions, I 


Q What do you think about his dying? 
(Laughter) 
& I have no guidance on it. 


Q Any prediction on the political evolution there 
now that he's gone? 


a Well, in terms, you mean in terms of our 
bilateral relations with -- 


Q Anything. 


a Well, I think a lot would depend on -- in terms 
of U.S.-Albanian diplomatic relations and the possibilities of 
a restoration of diplomatic relations, that would certainly 
depend upon the Albanian side 


























We have stated on several occasions over the past 
gecade or so that when and if the Albanians wish to resume 
giplomatic contacts, they will find us prepared to respond. 


Q Another area? Can you confirm reports that the 
,idnapped American diplomat in Beirut, Mr. William Buckley, is 
jn Tehran today? 


a We have seen those reports. I have nothing for 
you on that. 
Q Could you give us any view from the State 


partment regarding the difference between a “meeting” with 
the Soviets and a “summit” with the Soviets, and what it is the 
ynited States is seeking at this time? 


a As the President has said on a number of 
occasions, he looks forward to meeting with Mr. Gorbachev and 
discussing the full range of topics in our bilateral 
relations. I have nothing more detailed than what we have said 
and what I've just said to you. And in terms of, you know, the 
differences between a meeting and a summit, I will refer you to 
ar. McFarlane's very clear explanation of that yesterday. 


Q Can I just, on that -- I realize people are 
rather sensitive about this, but Mr. McFarlane yesterday drew a 
clear distinction between a meeting and a summit, saying that 
the President would like either a get-acquainted session, or 
however you wanted to call it -- an “encounter” he used at 
another point -- or a well-prepared, full-dress meeting which 
he called a summit. 


The Secretary of State, when asked last week on the 
Hill by Senator Proxmire whether the Administration was going 
to have a get-acquainted session or was going to delay it until 
there was a full-blown summit, said -- now I'm paraphrasing -- 
"In my opinion, a get-acquainted session is not the way to go." 


Now, has the Secretary of State changed his position 
on this? (inaudible) Oid Mr. McFarlane speak for the 
Secretary of State as well, or is this just the President's 
making a decision on this? 


4 Bernie, | really can't get into any of that I 
have to stick by exactly whet I said You're going to have to 
raw your conclusions on your own on that But basically, I 
can't go further than what I've just told you 


Connie. 






































Q On this ship situation, have you sorted out today 


ro Excuse me. What ship situation, Connie? 


Q The visit of an American warship to China -- what 
gre we responding, what are we saying different from last 
night. if possible? 


o We have given no assurances to the Chinese, as 
reported in the press, that the proposed U.S. ship visit to 
china would be by non-nuclear-armed vessels. Our policy on the 
fundamental issue of ship visits remains the same as I said 
yesterday, namely that we will neither confirm nor deny the 
sence of nuclear weapons on board our ships. No United 
states ship visits can take place anywhere in tre world except 
ynder this policy. We are pursuing this matter with the 
chinese in diplomatic channels. 


Q Thank you. Is there a distinction made between 
ceremonial visits? This quote in the newspaper -- one official 
in Washington said that since the visit will be largely 
ceremonial, it was logical that the vessels would be 
conventionally unarmed. 


Was that told to the Chinese? 


o I'm not going to get into the details of our 
exchanges with the Chinese on that, but I think the remarks 
I've just made stand on their own. 


G Did Hu make a mistake in saying that the U.S. 
vessels visiting China would not be nuclear armed -- or they 
had received assurances? 


oo I'm not going to comment on that, no. 


Q You say that the United States has given no 
assurances that the visit would be by non-nuclear-armed 
vessels. Were there assurances given of some kind that it 
wuld be by non-nuclear-powered vessels? I just wonder why you 
vsed that particular terminology “non-nuclear-armed." 


a No. Wo, basically, Don, I think, you know, the 
Policy is basically on whether a ship carries nuclear or 

conventional weapons It's not a question of whether a vessel 
itself is nuclear or conventional, so what we're talking about 
Specifically is our “no-confirm, no deny” policy based on the 
weapons capability of a given ship -- not the capability, 

Wether or not it is carrying nuclear or conventional weapons. 

















Q So -- 









A So the question -- what I'm telling you is, 
pasically that question doesn't arise. 






Q All right. Has there been an agreement between | 
ne United States and the People's fepublic of China regarding 
yhat ships are going to come there in the visit? 













a I have nothing for you on that, Don. j 









Q Ed, on the same subject, are you suggesting by 
our flat statement, “No ship visits can take place anywhere in 
the world without conforming to this guideline” -- are you 
suggesting that this agreement to have a visit to Shanghai 
could be cancelled? 














i Well, I think you'll have to draw your own 
conclusions. What I'm saying is very clear. Our policy is a 
fundamental one; it has universal application. I don't want to 
go beyond what I've just said here. 









Q Since the United States is contradicting a senior 
Chinese official, do you have any assessment on the future of 
Chinese-American relations as a result of this? 







A I have nothing for you on that. 









Q Ed, do you have anything on the developments in 






a Are we finished with the ship visits? 0O.K. 






Q Anything on the developments in Sidon? 










a No, I don't. 






Q The situation of the Karami government -- 
anything on that? 






a I have no specific comment on the -- you're 
talking about Prime Minister Karami and other government 
Ministers boycotting the cabinet meetings? 






. 
~— ~— 2.) — i 






Q Yes. 






a I have no specific comment Our view is well 
known concerning Lebanon, namely that we support a strengthened 
central government able to extend Lebanese sovereignty over all 
of its territory. 














Q Do you see any dangers in Sidon to the civilians 
rnere? There were some reports that Israel and Israeli-backed 
orces are moving against the Palestinian refugee camps, two 

refugee Camps in the area -- you don't see any danger for them 








A I have no specific comment on the security 
situation or the danger there. 






Q Any readout on the situation in the Sudan today? é 






ry I don't have anything on the general situation, 
no specific situation report, if you will. No. 






Q Or the SPLA position? 






a Well, in terms of the new government negotiating 
with the southern rebels? 






Q Yes. 






cy We have no details on this, but note and welcome 
the new leadership's interest in pursuing a peaceful settlement 
of the southern insurgency. 








As we stated yesterday, we were disappointed with the 
redels' rejection of the government's reconciliation initiative. | 






-- MORE -- 





















Q What is the purpose of Murphy's travel to 





pamascus? 


A Well, I think we have given you the rationale of 
rhe overall purpose of why Assistant Secretary Murphy is out in 
the area. I have no specific comment on why he may or may not 
be going to Syria. 







Q Is he already out in the area? 











Q Didn't you announce yesterday that he was going 
to Syria? 











A I announced that -- yesterday I said that he was 
jeaving very shortly. He left last night for the Middle East. 
we is currently en route, and we expect that he will be in the 
region soon, and I am nut going to be putting out an advance 
itinerary. 









Q What role do you foresee or the rationale that 
you see in light of the Jordanian-Palestinian agreement on the 
peace movement, keeping in mind that Syria opposed that plan? 












a I have nothing for you on that specifically, no. 








Q Can you go back to the Sudan for one follow-up? 
Do you support now the call for civilian government or not -- I 
mean, in principle? 













A As a matter of principle, we support the 
establishment of freely-elected governments everywhere. 








Q Including Albania. (Laughter) 








a In the case of Sudan, it is, of course, up to the 
Sudanese to set their own internal timetables for political 
transition. 








Q Anything on the accelerated Israeli withdrawal 
from Lebanon? 












if No. I have nothing for you on that. 








Q Thank you. 








a Don. 








Q Yesterday, as you know, Mr. Son Sann saw 
Secretary Shultz and then later he said that he was very 
encouraged that military aid might be available, made 

















































available, to his group. Dec you have any comment on the 
results of this meeting or where the matter now stands between 
the United States and the non-Communist element of Cambodian 
resistance? 


— —— <a 


A Well, I think I addressed that, Don, yesterday, 
and earlier than that actually, and I refer to what we had said 
jn quite some detail on aid. 


I really don't have much more to say on that. I can 
repeat some of the things I said, but I don't think that will : 


nelp. 
Q What did the Secretary tell him? 


a We also had a guidance on that last might. We 
nave something posted on the Secretary's meeting with the two 
jeaders, which is available in the Press Office. That was 
available late yesterday afternoon. 


Q Do you have it there? 


a I don't have it with me right here. I don't have 
that specific item. Now, there was a question I got yesterday ) 
on how can the U.S. be certain that the aid we are giving is 
not diverted? On that I can tell you that because of the ) 
antipathy that exists between the Khmer Rouge and the two 
non-Communist groups, we have no doubt that assistance provided 
directly to either non-—Communist group would be used by the 
recipient and not reach the Khmer Rouge. 





In addition, U.S. law specifically prohibits American 
assistance from contributing directly or indirectly to the 
silitary capabilities of the Khmer Rouge. 


The Kuala Lumpur agreements establishing the 
resistance coalition allows each group to receive assistance 
directly from any donor. They maintain their forces in 
separate areas and conduct separate military operations. 


Q Is it true that Mr. Son Sann was told that if 
Congress provides the $5 million that they are talking about “7 
Providing, the U.S. would be willing to supply non-lethal 
equipment or food or other things with the money to their group? 


a I am not going to get into what our conversations 
with the Cambodian leaders have been. I am not going to get 
into the substance of what they may have been told or may not 
have been told. 

















I think, Don, the best thing I can do is refer you to 
t we put out yesterday, and I think that will answer some of 
your questions. 


Q Well, let me put the question this way. If 
congress provides the $5 million, will the Administration spend 
it for things other than weapons and supply those things or the 
goney to the Cambodian non-Communist resistance? 


A Will the Administration spend it for -- 


Q For non-lethal types of aid to the Cambodian 
resistance? 


a On that, we have stated before that we are 
studying how we could usefully provide economic assistance to 
strengthen the position of the non-Communists vis-a-vis both 
the Khmer Rouge and the Vietnamese-backed Heng Samrin regime. 


At that time, we did mention the possibility of 
examining training for civilians in the kinds of basic 
development skills -- public health, agriculture, 
administration, engineering, education -- which had been 
depleted over the past ten years. 


We have also stated that we believe the non-Communist 
khmer resistance now has sufficient arms and ammunition 
supplied by countries in the region. Therefore it is neither 
necessary nor desirable for the U.S. to provide weapons to the 
non-—Communist resistance under current circumstances. 


However, the situation in Cambodia is an evolving one, 
and we will continue to consult with the resistance leaders, as 
well as with ASEAN countries, about how we can most 
appropriately support their efforts. 


I stated yesterday, and I will reiterate again today, 
we do not think it is wise to forego having flexibility on this 
point should circumstances change and that U.S. economic 
assistance would be appropriate for the present as a means of 
complementing what others are doing in the military sphere. 


Q So, in the last statement you made, the United 
States would be willing to supply, would it, economic 
assistance to the KPNLF and the Sihanouk group? 

A Son Sann and -- ? 


Q Yes. It would be? 
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a Well, you can draw your conclusions. Just let me 
jeave it there. 


Q Well, could you take the question as to whether 
the United States would be willing to supply this? 


a Sure. I will take that question. 


Q . Let me ask how the ASEAN countries responded to 
america giving aid directly instead of through them as in the 


past? 


A I don't have anything specific on it, but I can 
take that question. 


Q On Murphy again, is he carrying any messages from 
the Israeli Government to the Syrians, and vice versa? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
Do you have any comment on the Qadhafi remarks? 


On the what? 


oD ve> 


Qadhafi's remarks. 
A On the Qadhafian remarks? (Laughter) 


I thought I did. Colonel Qadhafi's recent comments 
fully illustrate why the U.S. hesitates to accept at face value 
the frequent claims that Qadhafi wants to improve relations 
with the United States. 


As we said yesterday, the United States is prepared to 
improve relations with Libya if and only if there is a 
significant and lasting reversal of Qadhafi's support for 
international terrorism and his subversion of governments. 


Unfortunately, Libyan involvement in such matters 
continues unabated. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Mexican arrest of 
the drug trafficker? 


A We are informed that Ernesto Fonseca and a number 
of persons with him have been arrested by the Mexican 
authorities and that they are now being interrogated. 


This means that two of the most prominent reputed 
kingpins among narcotics traffickers in Mexico -- Fonseca and 
Caro Quintero -- have been arrested. This is a very positive 
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ication of the Mexican Government's commitment to combat the 
¢fickers. 


ynd 
tré 





Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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EAP Press Guidance April ll, i985 


ASEAN RESPONSES ON KHMER AID 


“Have the ASEAN countries responded to America giving aid 
[to the non-communists) directly instead of tnrough tnen, 
as in the past?* 

-- The United States provides humanitarian assistance 
to the 240,000 Khmer civilians along the Thai-Cambodian 
border through the United Nations Border Relief Operation 
(UNBRO) and the International Committee of the Red Cross 
(ICRC), not through the ASEAN countries. 

-- Some ASEAN leaders nave reacted publicly to the 
recent action by the House Foreign Affairs Committee. The 
U.S. is consulting with ASEAN governments on our own ideas 
about possibly providing economic assistance to tne 
non-communist resistance groups. This aid would, of 
course, be supplied with the cooperation of the Thai 


government. As with other aspects of our Cambodia policy, 


we will be working in coordination with ASEAN in assisting 


these groups. 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 12, 1985, 12:37 PM. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR ODJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Several statements, 
announcements: 


There are continuing press reports questioning foreign 
government support for the President's Central American peace 
initiative. We are distributing in the Prass Office public 
statements from a number of Latin American leaders, including 
the Presidents of Colombia, £1 Salvador, Costa Rica, Honduras, 
Venezuela, Panama, Mexico, Ecuador, and argentina. We think 
these statements speak for themselves and feel they are more 
authoritative than unnamed sources. 


We have, again available in the Press Room, copies of 
a resource paper entitled “Groups of the Nicaraguan Resistance: 
Who are They?" It describes the various Nicaraguan resistance 
groups and provides biographic data on their principal leaders. 
It indicates that most of the leaders have anti-Somoza 
backgrounds. 


Q That's the same one that you had out last week? 
a About ten days ago. 


Secretary Shultz will give opening remarks to the 
International Conference on Religious Liberty which will be 
held in the Loy Henderson Conference Room of the State 
Department on April 15 and 16, 1985. The Secretary's remarks 
will be given at 9 o*clock on Monday morning. The conference 
will explore the issue of religious liberty as a basic human 
right and the ways in which government, religious groups, and 
individuals can work to expand respect for freedom of religious 
belief and expression in keeping with the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights and the U.N. Religious Declaration of 1981. 


The conference is co-sponsored by the Institute for 
Religion and Democracy, the National Association of 
Evangelicals, the American Jewish Community, the 
Anti-Defamation League, and the Jacques Maritain Center of 
Notre Dame University. 
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Members of the press with valid I.0.'s are welcome to . 
attend. for further information contact Steve Snow, 632-2126 -- , 


Q Repeat that? 
a Steve Snow, 632-2126, or Ward Thompson, 632-2264. 


Secretary Shultz will address ON THE RECORD the 
American-Israeli Public Affairs Committee's annual policy 
conference on Sunday, April 21. The 2:30 p.m. speech and Q's 
and A's will be held in the Regency Ballroom of the Hyatt 
Regency Hotel in Crystal City. Working press should be in 
place by 1:45 p.m. If you plan to cover, please contact Brooks 
Fundenberg of the American-Israeli Public Affairs Committee at 
638-2256. 


Those are the announcements. I'm ready for questions. 


Q There is a lot of public criticism of the plans 
by President Reagan to visit a cemetery in Germany. Who 
handled the arrangements for that? Did the Department know 
that only German soldiers were buried there when the invitatic » 
was accepted? 


“ Matt, l'm going to refer you to the White House 
on that. All comments on that will be coming from the White 
House. 


Q You can't give us anything on whether the 
Department was involved in any way in the arrangements for this 
trip? 

* 

A I refer you to the White House, strictly. I 

can't give you anything further on that. 


Q Ed, are you confirming the story of today in the 
Washington Post about two attempts against Qadhafi of Libya? 





a I can't confirm these reports (or) deny these 
reports. I'm not going to get into that. No comment on 
those. It is clear, however, that there is growing unrest in 
Libya. It is also general knowledge that the Libyan economy 
has serious problems Travelers to Libya report that there is 
popular discontent with the government's economic policies 
which have led to inflation and shortages of consumer goods. 


That's it. 


Q Copy of that? 








Q When was the last time that there was some kind 
of assassination attempt that you do know about? 


a I could see if I could look into that for you, 
Matt. I don't have it off the top of my head But there have 
been attempts. 


Q Do you have any comment on the statement made by 
General Suwar £1 Dahat of Sudan that Libya offered him 
assistance towards the ending of fighting in the south of Sudan? 


a I have nothing specific on that, no. 


Q What about the Suwar £1 Dahab announcement that 
democratic civilian rule will be restored in a year's time? Do 
you have any comment on that? 


A Well, we are pleased that the new leadership in 
the Sudan is taking early steps to plan for the transfer of 
power to an elected civilian government. It is, of course, up 
to the Sudanese to determine their own timetables. ‘ 


Q Do you think they will honor this table, this 
announced table? 


a I'm sorry? 


Q What do you base your information on when you 
say, “It is clear, due to the growing unrest in Libya"? 


a I'm not going to get into what I'm basing my 
statements on. 


Q Ed, when you said you were pleased with the 
announcement of the military, do you think they will relinquish 
power after a year? I mean, do you have contact with them? Do 
you trust them, or what? 


A I'm not going to get into that specific issue. 
Q Are you in contact with them? 
a We are obviously in contact It's a well-known 


fact that our Charge had a meeting with General Dahab. 


As I told you yesterday, Ambassador Horan is now back 
in the Sudan. Yes, we do have contact with the new government 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports coming out 
of Israel that Saudi Arabia is providing arms to the so-called 
terrorists in the south of Lebanon? 





4 I have nothing for you on that, no. 
Q Ed. on Central America, the issue seems to be 
that these governments are saying, “Yes, we said some polite . 


things about the President's proposal, but no, we are not 
specifically endorsing his request for funds from Congress." 
Do you want to address that issue at all? 


a No. I made a comment yesterday. or the day 
before yesterday, on our basic assessment of the responses. 
I'll refer you to that. Nothing has changed in that. And I do 
refer you again to what we will have available shortly in the 
Press Office. 


I think these statements, these public statements by 
important Latin American, Central American leaders, speak for 
themselves... 


Q Well, my recollection -- 


a The list is available. I mean, you can refer to 
it and draw your own conclusions. 

Q Well, how would you characterize those statements? 

6 -~ but there are -- they indicate support for the 


President's initiative, his peace initiative. 


~. MORE -- 








Q My recollection of your statements on several 
occasions has been that you have termed their messages and 
indications as encouraging but that you have never used the 
word “endorsed.“ Am I mistaken? 


i If you will look at some of these statements, you 
will see that some of them state complete support, state that 
the initiative has great value of supporting negotiating 
negotiated solutions to Central America's crisis, opens up 
possibilities for exploration, perfectly within the philosophy 
and within the reach of the Document of Objectives that the 
countries of Central America freely signed, etc., etc. 


Q My question is directed at your own previous 
statements, and I just want to know whether I am mistaken in my 
impression that you have never said, you have never claimed 
that these governments endorsed the President's request for 
additional funding for that program. You never made that 
specific claim, I don't believe. Is that correct? 


“a I will have to stay with the statements I[ made. 


Q We haven't looked -- well, we'll see when we look 
at them -- but to parse it a little finer, do these 
endorsements in your opinion deal with his call for 
negotiations or do they extend also to the question of whether 
or not the U.S. Congress should be financing a military action 
in the region directed against Nicaragua? 


a Well, I am not going to get drawn into exactly 
that distinction, John 


Q That's the distinction; it's an issue. 


a I know; [ will just leave it to the documentation 
we are providing and you can draw your own conclusions. 


Q Earlier you had indicated that you did not think 
that Nicaragua's initial statements and the statements that 
they seem to be making right now were the last word from 
Nicaragua on the Reagan peace proposal. Have you had any signs 
that the Nicaraguans are having second thoughts? 


A Well, the latest sign is certainly not in that 
direction of second thoughts. President Ortega has said that 
President Reagan's proposal is U.S. interference, and then he 
also says the Sandinistas are willing to discuss anything, 
including the plan, with the U.S, and that internal conditions 
might improve if the U.S. Congress does not vote for Contra 
funding Our comment on that is as follows 





The President's peace initiative does not constitute 
interference in the internal affairs of any country. It calls 
for effective action to bring about national reconciliation 
efforts -- with a view to fostering participation in democratic 
political processes as called for by the Contadora Document of 
Objectives. That statement was endorsed by all the Contadora 
participants, including Nicaragua. 


We urge the Sandinistas to consider seriously the 
President's proposal, to discuss it in the Contadora process, 
and to demonstrate by deeds that they will live up to the 
promises made to the OAS, to Contadora, and to the Nicaraguan 
people themselves. 


The four U.S. objectives toward Nicaragua have been 
clearly stated and have not changed. The President's peace 
initiative is an effort to move toward realization of those 
objectives. 


Q Can we have a copy? 
“ Yes. 
. Ed, one question -- not to be argumentative -- 


a Oh, please don't. (Laughter) 


Q How can a proposal which says that if you don't 
do certain things within a certain amount of time, [ will use 
funds appropriated by the U.S. Congress and give them to people 
who are trying to overthrow your country -- how can you square 
that against the remark that it does not constitute 
interference in the internal affairs in the country? 


a One of the major elements of the President's 
initiative, John, is the objective of obtaining internal 
national reconciliation as really the bedrock for stability not 
only in Nicaragua but in the region as a whole, and this is a 
centerpiece of the President's initiative 


Now, internal reconciliation is having the Nicaraguans 
~~ the Sandinistas -- live up to obligatiuns that they 
themselves have made and to allow the democratization of their 
own country 


I will not go further than that 


Q Okay In other words, you are not addressing the 
second (inaudible) ; 





I am addressing it in the way I did. 

Q Good morning, Ed. 

= Good marning. How are you today? 

Q How would you characterize the goal of internal 


reconciliation in Chile these days, in light of current events 
there? | 


a Well, when you're referring to the specific 
events, Gene, what -- ? 

Q The renewed violence, the new killings. 

A We have made our view of the situation in Chile, 


as well as our unequivocal support for a transition to 
democracy in Chile, absolutely clear on any number of recent 
occasions. 

On March 20, Acting Assistant Secretary for Human 
Rights Gary Matthews, and the Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs, James Michel, addressed the issue in 
testimony before the House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on 
Human Rights and Western Hemisphere Affairs. 


Their statements were made available at the time, and 
copies can still be obtained from the ARA Press Office. 


Q On Central America, do you have any response by 
the Vatican on the peace proposal by the President? I 
understand the President sent a letter that was reported in the 
Washington Post last week. Have there been any reactions by 
the Vatican? 





ms I have nothing for you at this time on that, 
sorry. 


Q Is it possible that Brazilian leader Neves might 
be coming to the United States for medical treatment? Do you 
have anything on that? 

A [ have nothing on that. 

Q Where is Mr. Murphy today? 


a He is on his way to the region. 


Q He hasn't arrived yet? 





~ 
arrived yet. 


Q 


A 


He is on his way to the region. He hasn't 


You mean he is in Europe? 


He is on his way to the region. [I am not going 


to get into an itinerary or try to determine what continent he 


is on at this 
Q 
Q 


point. (Laughter) 
Ed, to stay with the Middle East -- 


There are reports that he was going to spend 


about forty-eight hours in London talking to Margaret 
Thatcher. Was this on the initiative of the British or in 
coordination with the British before he left the United States 


on his way to 


the Middle East? 


Can you confirm, deny -- what's the story about being 


in London for 


Q 


change in the 
its diplomats 


forty-eight hours? 


I have no --— I have no comment or his whereabouts. 


Another question ahout Sudan. Has there been any 
status of the Sudanese Embassy in Washington and 
to your knowledge, after the revolution? Has 


there been any change in their status? 


A 


> 2) > , 2) 


Q 
U.S.-Algerian 


In their status? 
Yes. 


No. In terms of their diplomatic status? 


Yes. 

No. The relationship continues. 

And the same Sudanese diplomats are -- 
Their diplomatic status remains unchanged 


Ed, do you have a characterization of 
relations in general, and a date specifically for 


the visit of the Algerian President? 


A 


The dates were announced and there is guidance in 


the Press Office. I can't exactly, on the top of my head, give 
you the exact 





dates, but that is available in the Press Office. 











Q Do you have any new guidance or sort of updating 
regarding the production of Lavi fighters in Israel, because 
there is so much talk about Israel asking for new financial and 
technological assistance from the United States in order to -- 


A On the Lavi, I have nothing for you. I haven't 
heard it. : 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 p.m.) 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 12, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


LIBYA: PREVIOUS ATTEMPTED COUPS 





Q: When was the last time that there was some kind of coup (in 
Libya) that you know about? 


A: --The last reported coup attempt took place in May 1984. 
The National Front for the Salvation of Libya claimed 
responsibility for it. There were reports at the time that 
Qadhafi's barracks were attacked and that there was 


fighting in more than one location in Tripoli. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


EAP Press Guidance April 12, 1985 


U.S. ECONOMIC AID TU THE NON-COMMUNISTS 





Q: "Would the U.S. ove willing to supply economic assistance to 
the KPNLF and Sihanouk's group?* 


A: -- In previous guiagance, we have stated that we agree 
with ASEAN's cali on the nations or the world to aid the 
non-communist resistance in its political and military 
Struggle to liberate Cambogia from Vietnamese occupation, 
and that we agree that a visible sign of increased U.S. 
Support 1S appropriate now. We also stated that we are 
Studying how we might most appropriately assist further ana 
are considering a program of economic assistance Sucn as 
training in economic development skills, but have made no 


decisions on the amount or type of U.S. assistance which is 


appropriate. That position remains uncnanged. 
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MONDAY, APRIL 15, 1985, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: I have a number of announcements here. 
First, a reminder that Secretary Shultz will address the 
National Press Club at a luncheon tomorrow, 12:30 to 2:00. The 
speech begins at 1:00, ON-—THE-RECORD, and will be followed by Q 
and A's. The subject is “Southern @frica.“ An advanced text 
will be available tomorrow morning in the Press Office. If you 
want to cover the event, contact Kathryn Kahler at the National 
Press Club. Her number is 383-7819. If you plan to attend the 
luncheon and want to make reservations or arrangements, the 
number is 662-750]. 


Barring the usual, unforeseen difficulties, the speech 
and the Q&A will, in fact, be piped here into the Press 
Briefing Room. And because the Secretary's address will be 
ON-THE-RECORD, etc., there will be no briefing here tomorrow. 


Secondly Ihere will be a BACKGROUND briefing of the 
State visit of Algerian President Bendjedid tomorrow, 10:00 
a.m. in the White House Press Briefing Room. That's 10:00 
tomorrow. 


Thirdly: The Secretary will address the U.S. 
Holocaust Memorial Council Ceremony on Thursday, April 18, 
12:00 noon. The event will take place in the Capitol Rotunda, 
and is being held to honor American Army units who liberated 
World War 11 concentration camps and to remember the victims of 
the Holocaust. Any questions, any need for further 
information, please telephone Marsha Feldman, 653-9154, at the 
Council headquarters here in Washington. 


Q Will that be piped in? 
is) I don't have that here. I don't think so. 
The Press Office has available for distribution copies 


of a new State Department publication entitled The Nicaraguan 
Peace Process: A Documentary Record. The report includes a 








chronology of events and several documents related to the peace 
process, the President's initiative announced on April 9, and 
responses from a number of Latin American presidents. 








Finally, in connection with the terrorist bombing in 
Spain, the United States Government condemns the brutal and 
cowardly bombing of the "El Descanso" restaurant near Madrid 
April 12. We wish to express our profound sympathies to the 
innocent men and women who were its victims, and to the 
families of those who were injured or killed. 


The Unitec States Government also wishes to express 
its gratitude to tne Spanish authorities for all the assistance 
they rendered to the American citizens involved. 


Terrorism is a direct threat to open, democratic 
societies. It is an international problem. Democracies must 
intensify their efforts to combat it. 


And that is the end of what I have by way of 
announcements 


Q On that one - 


Q Copy? 

A Yes, you can 

Q On that one, Bernie, there's a report out of 
Spain that to the effect that the Spanish officials accept 


as credible the threat, or the claim, made by the Islamic 
Jihad. Do you have any views on that? 


f Nothing other than the fact that the U.S. tmbassy 
in Madrid, obviously, is in contact with Spanish authorities 
who are investigating the explosion, the tragedy, and 1 would 
suggest that any follow-up questions might be put to the 
Spanish Government in connection with the investigation. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Murphy's whereabouts? 


A On Murphy's whereabouts? Well, I have what is in 
keeping with what Ed indicated the other day. It would be very 
skimpy by way of specifics for reasons he made clear, among 
them, of course, the question of security. And so what I have 
is that he arrived in Israel today, and that may be the extent 
of sharing all my information with you. 


Q From where did he arrive? 














6 From Jordan. 





Q Bernie, there are two developments out of South 
Africa today. One, the announcement that the government will 
support the proposal which would, I think, bar restrictions on 
interracial personal relationships, and the other on -- that 
South Africa will pull all its remaining troops out of Angole 
by the end of this week. Do you have comments on both of these? 


o Yes. On the first one, about the report about 
South African withdrawal from Angola. We have heard reports of 
the announcement and welcome the news that the disengagement 
will be completed by South Africa by the end of the week -—- 
perhaps this Thursday -- and that there will be further comment 
from here when the Department receives the text, the full text 
of the announcement. 


As to your first question, Bern, we understand that 
the South African Government is about to announce its support 
for parliamentary action that will repeal both of these 
apartheid laws. 


Needless to say, based on what we have heard, we are 
heartened by such a move. Ihese two acts represent some of the 
more odious aspects of apartheid, and their demise will not be 
mourned. Efforts such as this appear to be a step in the 
direction of a more just society although we realize that much 
more needs to be done. 


Q Bernie, on the question of the removal of the 
South African troops from Angola, does the United States 
Government think that this is going to lead to some further 
movement in the process of discussions over the Namibia and the 
Cuban withdrawal from Angola, and so on? How does it play into 
what has been going on out there? 


is I've got nothing beyond the welcoming of the 
news, Don. 

Q Did we know about it? 

a I've nothing on that. 

Q Bernie, you said you would have a response once 


you had the full text of the South African announcement in 
hand. Do you suppose the Secretary will be the first one to 
speak out on that when he -- 


A 1 can't answer that, George. 1 don't know who, 
in fact, will speak out first. 








Q Can we try for a update later on today? 
= Try for what? 
Q An update later on today? 


A If it's possible, but I obviously can't promise 
you anything on that. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie, over the weekend there were reports from 
Atlanta where there was a meeting of a number of people 
concerning arms control, that Ambassador Dobrynin indicated 
that the Soviet Union would be willing to let some American 
investigators and scientists check the Krasnoyarsk radar once 
it had been completed and turned on. 


Does the United States have any response or reaction 
to this? 


f\ Well, there are two things, Don, actually For 
one thing, the Secretary addressed that question, among some of 
the Q's and A's, following the meeting with the Japanese 
Foreign Minister on Saturday, and [I can get that for you at the 
conclusion Have you seen that, by any chance? 


Q Yes, but beyond that? 


A Beyond that, on that question, let me say this 
We are, of course, interested in any Soviet recognition of our 
concerns for strengthening verification procedures for existing 
arms control agreements and we have raised these concerns with 
the Soviets on numerous occasions. As you know, the President 
determined, in his February 1, 1985 Report to Congress, that 
the Krasnoyarsk radar violates the ABM Treaty. 


The Soviets have not formally proposed U.S. on-site 
inspection of the Krasnoyarsk radar, and Ambassador Dobrynin's 
remarks on the matter at Emory University are unclear. There 
are several fora available for the Soviets to raise the subject 
formally, as well as normal diplomatic channels. If they do, 
we wil) of course study the proposal carefully in light of our 
compliance concerns. 


Q What's unclear about his statement? 
6 Well, I suppose the context in which he phrased 


it, and the fact that iit has not yet been made in any formal 
way . 

















Q Bernie, you seem to be annoyed at the fact that 
it was -- that such a proposal was made publicly rather than 
diplomatically. Is that what it boils down to? 


is No. You can put your spin on it how you see it. 
The Secretary has addressed this. I think you might want to 
take a look at it, if you haven't seen it yet, and it is being 
supplemented by what I have just said. 


Q Well, he said that the U.S. would want to take -- 
would want to send some people over there? 





ia Well, 1 don't know the exact language, but there 
it stands, and so your imposing an interpretation of annoyance 
is yours, not mine 





Q Can we have a copy, Bernie, of - 

ig) Yes 

Q lhank you 

Q 1 guess 1 need to get at the question of why it's 


important for it to come through some different channel. What 
- if you have the proposal, and it's there, what difference 
does it make to you which channel it comes through? 


A 1 have nothing to help you out on that, Ralph, 
insofar as the packaging and the launching 

Q Anything on Major Nicholson -- the meeting to 
discuss the incidence in East Germany? 

A Yes General Otis and General] Zaytsev met on 
April 12, Bern -- that is Friday -- to discuss the shooting on 


March 24 of Major Arthur Nicholson and means whereby such 
shootings may be prevented in the future. 


Q Can you tell us what they accomplished? 

A I really can't do that, Don. In keeping with a 
policy of confidentiality, our policy where negotiations and 
other discussions with the Soviets are concerned, we have no 
comment on the substance - 


Q Are we satisfied? 


A of the meeting I'm not going to characterize 
those talks, Bern 


- MORI - 





Q You had said prior to that that the United States 
was seeking in the course of this meeting, but not as a 
condition, an apology and compensation for the family. Can you 
give us a report on whether there has been any progress on 
those points? 


A I have nothing here, but I will take that 
question. 

Q Bernie, on the -- 

i) Can't hear you, Jim 

Q Is there anything on the possible prosecution or 


punishment of the soldier involved? 


is) ] have nothing beyond what was expressed the 
other day by td 


Q Will they be holding future meetings? Any 
further meetings in the near future? 


A We expect future discussions with the Soviet sid 
in the near future 


Q On the same principals? 

A Principals being -- 

Q The same principals who met on Friday? 

A I am not sure One would think so General Otis 


and General Zaytsev 
Q Do you have first names on those two? 
is) No, I don't have those here. 


v On the Madrid bombing -- 


A On the matter of what? Excuse me. 

Q The Madrid bombing -- 

A The Madrid bombing, yes 

Q This was the major hit by terrorists, the first 


one after the warning made by President Reagan and Secretary 
Shultz that the next time they are going to hit the sources 
directly Is the U.S. Administration trying now to know what 
was the source of this in order to hit? 








io) I think questions of that sort have been answered 
by not answering them in the past, and I will stick to that 
policy. 


Q What is the primary purpose of the meeting 
between the Soviet and the American generals? Is it to see 
that it doesn't happen again, or is it to seek an apology and 
compensation? 


is There were other elements that Bernie had 
introduced, and I said I would take the question. 


Q Bernie, the Chinese apparently have clarified 
their stand about accepting the American Navy ship visit to 
Shanghai Have you accepted their current explanation, or is 


there anything new on that? 


iz Well, you're not being very specific in your 
question 


Q Well, their tmbassy in Canberra has issued a 
statement saying tnat they would be accepting a 
conventionally powered ship from the United States Is this 
considered 


A Well, let me just say that I've seen the same 
report that has passed here, obviously I have no comment on 
it, but 1 will reiterate that our policy on the fundamental] 
issue of ship visits remains the same Namely, that we will 
neither confirm nor deny the presence of nuclear weapons on 
board our ships No U.S. ship visits can take place anywhere 
in the world except under this policy 


You have heard, I think, td go through this precisely 
last week, and 1 am reiterating it now 


Q Do you have anything on the Helmut Schmidt visit 
to Washington today? 


a No, I don't. 
Q Was the Sudan, the new government of Sudan, in 


touch with us, inform us in any way, about its intentions to 
improve relations with the Soviet Union, Libya, and Ethiopia? 


a I have nothing on that. 





Q Bernie, can I just come back for a second to the 
PRC story? 


“ PRC, yes. 


Q What you said just now, I guess, means there 
won't be a ship visit? 


o I didn't say anything of the kind. You could -- 
as I've often encouraged you, to interpret any known direction 
you choose. I have no comment on what Ron talked about and I 
have reiterated what is the standing NCND policy of the United 
States 


Q Can you try to clarify your fundamental policy. 
You would neither confirm or deny that this ship, whether this 
ship carries nuclear weapons or not Is this in public or even 


in private? 


A Yes, that's the U.S. policy, exactly 
Q Even in private? 
A Ihat is the policy 


Bernie, do you have any comment on the Israeli 
artillery shelling of Sidon in south Lebanon together with the 
Lebanese forces? 


A No, 1 don't. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the results of- 
A A little louder, please? 
Q --on the results of Secretary Murphy's meetings 


with the Jordanian authorities? 


A No. I think Ed told you the other day that you 
may get scraps of the itinerary along the way, but that there 
would not be any substance in the way of revealing what the 
diplomatic discussions were all about. And since Ed has set 
the ground rules down for me, 1 will abide by them. 


Q Bernie, does the United States have anything to 
do with consultation with Israel and Egypt about an upcoming 
meeting, a possible upcoming meeting, a summit, between 
President Mubarak and Shimon Peres? 


A I have nothing on that for you. 











Q Do you have anything on Weitzman's trip to Cairo? 
No, nothing on Weitzman's story. 

Q Is Mr. Murphy's trip -—- 

o Where ere you ? 

Q Right here. -- open-ended or -- ? 

- I think, on the Murphy trip you have the general 
parameters of that trip set forth by Ed, I think, on last 
Wednessday or so, and that's about --— they have not changed 
since then. 

Q Do you have anything on the Peruvian elections 
yesterday? 

A As a matter of fact, 1 do. Peru. Without 


getting involved in any specifics or attempting to be some sort 
of a forecaster about results, let me say in general] terms that 
the U.S. Government applauds the democratic transition of power 
occurring in Peru, in which Sunday's elections were a 
milestone. The businesslike manner in which Peru's political 
parties and people conducted the election campaign is eloquent 
testimony to their commitment to democracy and constitutional 
government. 


We are particularly gratified that the Peruvian people 
defied intimidation by far-left terrorists. In the event, 
there apparently were only sporadic incidents of violence. We 
congratulate the Peruvian people on their continued smooth 
progress toward the democratic transfer of power. We look 
forward to continued close relations with Peru under its new 
administration. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
i] Copy of that, yes. We'll work it out. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the reports of 
the United States cross-border feeding operation from Sudan 
into Ethiopia, or the remarks of the Ethiopian officials in the 
past few days about the United States and its intentions in 
their country, and so on? 


A Well, 1 do have something on that, Don. 
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The U.S. continues to be concerned with the more than 
two million people in the northern provinces of Ethiopia who 
are threatened by starvation and who cannot be reached by 
present feeding programs. We are equally concerned that 
refugees from these areas continue to pour into Sudan at the 
rate of more than two thousand per day. 


We are working with the Ethiopian Government, private 
humanitarian organizations, and international organizations to 
see how to address this problem. 


We have in the past provided food for humanitarian 
organizations working from Sudan and will continue to do so as 
needed. But the best way to reach these people would be 
through Ethiopia, and we continue to hope that the Ethiopian 
Government will make expanded food deliveries possible from 
within its own territory. 


Q Bernie, do you expect the new government of Sudan 
to be helpful or cooperative in case the Israeli Government 
will ask the U.S. to help again in emigrating whoever is left 
behind in tthiopia of the Falashas? 

A I cannot make any forecasts along those lines. 

Q Bernie, anything about if ex-President Nimeiri 
will come to the United States? Will you grant him a visa, or 
not? 

A 1 have nothing on that. 

Q Copy of the Sudan statement? 

i Copy -- you have it. 

Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56.) 
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Otis-Zaytsev Meeting April 12, 1985 


A meeting between General Glenn K. Otis, 
Commander-in-Chief, US Army Europe, and General Mikhail M. 
Zaytsev, Commander-in-Chief, Group of Soviet Forces Germany, 
took place April 12 in Potsdam to discuss the killing of Major 
Arthur D. Nicholson and means whereby such incidents may be 
prevented in the future. The first half took place at the 
Potsdam Soviet Officers Club and the second half at the US 
Military Liaison Mission House in Potsdam. The meeting began 


at approximately 6 pm local time and ended at approximately 
10:30 pm local time. 





We obtained agreement from the Soviets that they will not 
permit use of force or weapons against the members of our 
military liaison mission in the future. They also agreed to 


refer our demand for an apology, and compensation to the 
Nicholson family, to higher authority. 

















April 16, 1985 


Nicholson Shooting: Otis-Zaytsev Meeting 


Q. How would you characterize the meeting overall? 


A. It is too early to judge the results. Discussions are 

continuing. We note, however that the Soviets did agree to 
take steps on their side to prevent use of force against the 
members of our military liaison mission. On the other hand, 


the questions of compensation and apology are open and under 


discussion. 


Q. Will the USG pursue the issues of apology and compensation? 
A. Yes, we will be pursuing them at a political level. I 
don't have details. 

Q. What about future meetings between General Otis and Zaytsev 
or their representatives? 

A. It was agreed that discussions would continue. 

Q. Do you have any confirmation of the story that the Soviet 


soldier who shot Major Nicholson has been arrested by the 
Soviets and faces disciplinary action? 


A. We have no confirmation of that story. 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 17, 1985, 12:28 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got a few 
announcements. here. We have posted in the main Press Office a 
sign-up sheet for press wishing to apply for seats on the 
Secretary's plane for his trip to Israel, May 10, to 
commemorate the victims of the Holocaust; and Austria, May 14 
and 15, to meet Foreign Minister Gromyko and to participate in 
ceremonies marking the Thirtieth Anniversary of the Austrian 
State Treaty. 


‘Arrangements not yet final; we're currently planning 
for press to join the Secretary's party in Lisbon. 
Accordingly, suggest that those who do in fa wint to travel 
with the Secretary, make your own independe’:: .~' ivel plans to 
fly to Lisbon, and we will determine within © * next few days 
which members of the press will go, dependins, of course, on 
the number of seats, and so forth. 


I should add that the sign-up sheet will be taken down 
at 12:00 noon on Tuesday, April 23. 


In addition, another announcement -- and this by way 
of a reminder -- that the Secretary will address the U.S. 
Holocaust Memorial Council Ceremony, Thursday, April 18, 12:00 
noon, to take place in the Capitol Rotunda, being held to honor 
American Army units who liberated World War II concentration 
camps, and to remember the victims of the Holocaust. If you 
have any questions, I think I indicated to you the other day, 
please telephone Marsha Feldman at 653-9154. And we will keep 
in touch as to whether there will be an advanced text of what 
the Secretary will say. 


Q Will that affect the briefing at all? 


A No. 


Q Available in the Press Office are the following 
testimonies: Assistant Secretary, African Affairs, Crocker, 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Africa, “South 
African Legislation"; Assistant Secretary, Inter-American 
Affairs, Motley before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Western Hemisphere Affaics, “The New 





Opportunity for Peace in Nicaragua" -- there is a 2:00 p.m. 
embargo on Motley's testimony; and at one o'clock there will be 
the testimony available of the Assistant Secretary for East 
Asia, Wolfowitz, before House Foreign affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on International Economic Policy, "U.S.-Japan 
Trade’ Relations." 


And one by way ot a finale, the Press Office has 
copies of biographic reports compiled from information 
available to the U.S. Government on the nine members of the 
National Direction of the Sandinista National Liberation Front 
of Nicaragua. 


' By that, with that series of announcements, we can go 
to the questions. . 


Jim? 
He cut class. (Laughter) 
Ralph? 


Q Do you have any comment on the situation in 
Lebanon since last night, and the resignation of the Prime 
Minister? 


A Yes. The resignation, of the Lebanese Government 
comes at an untimely moment. The U.S. deeply regrets the 
bloodshed that has occurred’in West Beirut. We hope that a new 
government will be rapidly formed and that it will enjoy the 
full support of the Lebanese people. 


We are under no illusion that after ten years of civil 
strife, that this will prove an easy task. Nevertheless, it 
has been our consistent goal to have in Lebanon a central 
government able and willing to exert control over all Lebanese 
territory. In the final analysis, this is something the 
Lebanese will have to work out for themselves. We urge that 
all parties in Lebanon exert themselves toward this end. 


Q Copy? 
a I'm sorry, I won't be able to do that today. 
Q Do you mind repeattng it, then? 


Q Can you qualify why President Karami resigned? 
Is it because of internal or external forces? 


A I think you'll have to do your analysis on 
Lebanese internal affairs as you see them. I[ have nothing that 
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in any way deals with whatever motivations were at work for the 
resignation of the Prime Minister. 


Q Related to that, can you tell us whether this 
Gegeneration of the security situation in West Beirut in any 
way affects the American diplomatic corps in East Beirut? 


a Let me say in general that our Embassy in Lebanon 
is still functioning with a limited staff. As we've said 
before, we keep the size of the official American presence in 
Lebanon under constant review, and that we size the staff 
according to the job that needs to be done and can be done. 

And insofar as numbers are concerned, I have nothing on that, 
for the obvious security reasons. 


Q How about.the Ambassador, is he still there? 


= I have nothing on that, Ralph. 


Q Bernie -- 
Don. 
Q -- yesterday, the Department announced that in 


the meetings that had taken place between Soviet and American 
representatives, military representatives, the Soviet Union had 
said it would not use force against the liaison officers in the 
future. As far as the United States Government is concerned, 
does that settle the matter, or how do you feel about where 
this thing stands following this announcement? 


Q Well, let me just say that it is our 
understanding that the Soviets agreed to prevent the use of 
force against the members of our Military Liaison Mission; and 
that is about where I have to leave that. 


Q Well, is that satisfactory as far as the U.S. is 
concerned? 


A This was what was achieved at this first 
session. As I think L['ve indicated in the past, it was agreed 
that discussions would continue 


Q Bernie, do you have any reaction to the 
statement, or the six points, which were released at East 
Jerusalem by the 38 or 22 Palestinians who met with Mr. Murphy 


about the independent Palestinian state -- the rights of the 
Palestinians all came out -- all these points? 
a No. No. No, I do not have any reaction to that 














Q Are you surprised by the statement which was 
issued by these people, by these Palestinians? 


A I will not make any observation about the 
contents of the statement. 


Q Bernie -- 


Q There is a story out of Helsinki that U.S. and 
Soviet negotiators were working again on non-proliferation 
matters. Can you give us anything on that? 


. = No, I do not have anything on that, Bern. 


Q Bernie, could you describe the nature of the 


meeting that Secretary Wallis is going to have this afternoon 
with the President of the Israeli Manufacturers Association? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that. 


° -- MORE -- 

















Q Do you have any comment on Iceland now banning 
visits of U.S., or any ships that carry nuclear weapons? 


= We have no confirmation of the Foreign Minister's 
remarks. We can only state that long-standing US. Government 
policy on nuclear weapons overseas remains fully in accord with 
existing bilateral agreements, in conformity with NATO defense 
plans, and in agreement with the states directly concerned. 
There has been no change in U.S. policy to neither confirm nor 
deny the presence of nuclear weapons aboard U.S. naval vessels. 


Q Now, if this is confirmed, how would that -- 
Q Copy of that? 
2 Yes, you can, ‘Ralph. 


Q If that is confirmed, how would it affect our 
NATO alliance? 


” I said there's been no change in the U.S. 
policy. There's been no change in the U.S. policy of NCND: to 
neither confirm nor deny. 


Q Has there been any change in the U.S. policy that 
if allies refuse visits by U.S. warships that they can no 
longer be counted as allies? 


a I'm not going to take a jump on that. I will 
simply reiterate what we have regularly from here, during my 
stay and previously: the NCND policy. 


Q Bernie, anything today on the continued comments 
by the Chinese leaders visiting Australia and New Zealand? 


o No, I have nothing on that. Sorry. 
Q Okay. Has a ship been scheduled yet for China? 


o We have been discussing a prospective ship visit 
with the Chinese, and we expect it to take place. 


Let me emphasize that we have not given the Chinese 
any assurances that the visit will be by non-nuclear-armed 
vessels. It is the worldwide policy of the U.S. neither to 
confirm nor to deny the presence of nuclear weapons aboard our 
naval vessels. This policy remains unchanged across the board, 
which is what I just said ~ 








Q You don't, by any chance, relate any of these 
things to one another -- New Zealand, China, Iceland -- you 
wouldn't have any comment on the relationship among those. 
would you? 

o You're right. 

Q Good. 

i Let's try this side. 


Q Was the United States surprised by what Mr. 
Betancur had to say on the peace plan? 


ra I think the Betancur -- the questions raised were 
responded to yesterday. 


s There was some guidance yesterday, but I don't 
think that particular -- 


a -- and that's about where that guidance stands. 


Q So you don't have anything further on -- 


o I have nothing beyond what was -- 

Q -- how that affects the -- 

“ I have nothing bevend what was offered yesterday, 
and I think you saw that. 

Q Bernie? 

“ Yes? 


Q It's my understanding that the Secretary's trip 
to the Middle East hasn't been firmed up in terms of final 
stops other than Israel for the Yad Vashem memorial. [s that 
because the invites have not been coming in from the countries 
that he's going to be visiting, or because he himself has not 
determined, or decided, which countries he's going to be 
visiting? 


. a We have gone through this in a variety of ways 
I rather marvel at my ability not to discuss the subject, and I 
shall have to cling to that 


Q Bernie, I want to go back to that -- my 
question. Could you confirm or deny that there were PLO 
supporters or members in the delegation which met with Mr 

















7 


Murphy yesterday, and how did the Israeli Government approve 
Murphy's meeting with them? Did the Israelis receive a list in 
advance of the participants? 

- Let me just say something in connection with the 
United States. since that is my responsibility here. Our 
policy on meeting with the PLO is firm, and we are adhering to 
it strictly. There was no functionary, no official of the PLO 
was invited to that gathering, and no one attended, in that 
sense. 

Q No functionary -- 

o Or official. 

Q Or official? 

“ Yes. 


Q Functionary or official. 
. But, Bernie, did they -- 


“a Invited was -- No functionary or official of the 
PLO was invited, or attended. 


Q Then -- Sorry, Abdulsalam -- to take your point a 
bit further -- 


i) Take his point a bit further? 


Q Yes, if I may. Then the American delegation must 
have pre-approved the list of people with whom Murphy met? 


a I have nothing beyond what I've said to you just 
now. 


Q The second part of my question you didn't 
answer. Oid -- ; 


a That is correct. 


Q Did you submit the list to the Israelis before 
the meeting took place? 


fs Nothirg for you on that 


Q Let me go back only one minute on Lebanon. 


i) To Lebanon, yes. 








Q Do you have any report that the Syrian army would 
move into Beirut; and what can you qualify the Syrian role in 
what's happening now in Beirut? Any qualification? 

- Nc. I have nothing on that 

Q Bernie? 


ra Just a second 


Q Do you have anything on Brazil, with the 
President still hospitalized? 


. NOthing. 
Don? 

. Q According to a TASS report from Moscow, the 
Soviet Union has received an appeal from former Admiral 
LaRocque of the Center for Defense Information and one of his 
colleagues, Eugene Carroll -- I think he's a former Admiral, 
too -- calling for a moratorium on all nuclear weapons tests 
beginning on August 6, 1985. 

“ From whom, Don? From -- 


Q Admiral LaRocque and an Admiral Carroll of this 


American -- U.S. Center for Defense Information -- 
“ In a -- 
a -- based in Washington, have addressed, according 


to TASS, the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet, calling for 
@ moratorium on all nuclear weapons tests beginning on August 
6, 1985, fortieth anniversary of the Hiroshima bombing. The 
USSR Embassy, according to this report, has conveyed to them 
that the Soviet Union has agreed to a moratorium on all nuclear 
weapons tests, to go into effect on August 6, 1985, and that if 
other nuclear powers display positive attitudes, such a 
moratorium could be declared even earlier and remain in effect 
till the conclusion of a treaty on complete prohibition of 
nuclear weapons tests 


I'm sorry for the long preamble But my question, 
basically, is, what is the U.S. position on this moratorium? 


a Well, it's a long preamble by way of prelude to a 
very abbreviated reply I haven't got anything on that, Don 








Q Could you take that? 


s I might take a look, but I don't want to give you 
any promises that I will be able to produce for you. 


Q I would not be surprised, if these gentlemen 
addressed this to the Presidium, if they have probably also 
addressed it to the United States Government in some fashion. 


a” Is that a statement or a question -- 
Q It's a statement, “I wouldn't be surprised " 
a -- or an observation? 


Q An observation. 

5 Thank you. 

Q So maybe the U.S. could respond to it? 
a Is it a comment? (Laughter) 

Q I'm saying, could you? 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the Peruvian 
President-elect's comments about bypassing the IMF? 


A Yes, I do. The U.S. Government welcomes the 
democratic transition now occurring in Peru, the first in over 
40 years, and anticipates working with a government that will 
assume power og July 28. 


We look forward to discussing foreign policy and 
international economic issues of mutual interest with the new 
Peruvian government at the appropriate time. Of course, 
relations between the Peruvian government and the IMF are a 
matter for discussion between them 

(Pause) 

Anybody have a lunch date? 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:38 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 18, 1985, 11:35 A.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good morning. 


Two brief announcements. The text of the Secretary's 
prepared remarks before the Holocaust Commemoration today are 
now available in the Press Office. Please note that the text 
is embargoed until delivery, which is scheduled for 
approximately 12:00 p.m., noon. 


Also available is this morning's prepared statement of 
Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs, Tony Motley, 
before the House Subcommittee on Defense, Committee on 
Appropriations. The subject is: “The New Opportunity for 
Peace in Nicaragua." Ambassador Motley will also testify at 2 
p.m. on the same subject before the Senate Subcommittee on 
Defense, Committee on Appropriations. 


Okay, I am ready for your questions. 
Q Do you have anything on Lebanon today? 


is On Lebanon. We note that Prime Minister Karami 
has agreed to remain in charge of a caretaker government while 
a new cabinet is selected. We hope that Lebanon will continue 
its efforts towards strengthening the authority of the Central 
Government and toward rebuilding its national institutions, 
indispensable elements to ending this tragic cycle of violence 
which has brought death and destruction to thousands of 
Lebanese of all confessional communities. 


Q [I think the State Department was of the opinion 
not so long ago that the Lebanese Central Government would be 
able to take control of the country; in fact, that was one of 
the reasons you were asking foreign forces to leave. 


Has your confidence in the Lebanon Central Government 
been shaken by recent events? 


A Well, Barry, we have stated, and I will reiterate 
again today, that we are under no illusion that after ten years 





of civil strife, the tasks before Lebanon and its government 
are tremendous. 


Nevertheless, it has been our consistent goal to have 
in Lebanon a Central Government able and willing to exert 
control over all Lebanese territory. In the final analysis, 
this is something the Lebanese will have to work out for 
themselves, and we urge that all parties in Lebanon exert 
themselves towards this end. 


Q Well, considering the turmoil and the loss of 
life that usually results from turmoil -- 


a Yes. 


Q -- does the Administration or the State 
Department have any new ideas how this Central Government might 
be assisted in maintaining order? Do you have any ideas to 
float? Are you looking any place -- to the UN, perhaps, or 
friendly governments -- or are you just simply waiting for the 
Central Government to sort of find its strength? 


a Well, I have nothing specific for you on that in 
terms of new ideas, but certainly our policy toward Lebanon 
continues, and, as you know, and we have stated here, we have 
been providing the Central Government with assistance. 


Q A follow-up to that, Ed. Would we encourage or 
oppose the Syrian army moving into Beirut to restore order? 
Are we in touch with the Syrians on this subject? 


a Well, on these reports that Syria is moving 
troops into Beirut, it is a very ambiguous situation, and 1 
really don't have anything for you on that at this point. 


Q Okay, but to follow that up, does it remain U.S. 
policy that even given the situation you would still prefer all 
foreign forces to leave Lebanon, or are you rethinking the 
wisdom of that at this particular time? 


A Our policy remains the same. 


Q Do we have any concern for the American diplomats 
that are still there? 


A Well, as you know, in terms of the security of 
our personnel in Lebanon and the status of our personnel at the 
Embassy, we watch that on a daily basis, and I have nothing new 
to give you on that today. 








Q Where -- 


“ I must say that -- again reiterate that our 
Embassy in Lebanon does continue to function with a limited 
staff. 


Q With the Ambassador there? 
a As far as I know, yes. 


Q There are reports that in South Africa today the 
Prime Minister or Foreign Minister is supposed to announce a 
plan for an interim government in Namibia which would raise 
questions about compliance with the UN framework under 435. 


Do you have any comment about this? 


a Well, Bernie, on that, we will not be able to 
comment specifically on the proposal until we receive and have 
had time to study the statement itself. 


As the Secretary indicated on April 16 before the 
National Press Club -- I think you were there -- we strongly 
support the UN independence plan for Namibia, Resolution 435, 
and would consider any steps taken outside of that to have no 
standing and no effect on the international negotiation process 
on its independence. 


The South African Government has informed us that it 
intends to respect its international obligations and 
commitments. We expect South Africa to keep its word. 


Q New subject? 


Q No. Can we stay on this for a second? Well, you 
say that the South African Government says it will respect its 
international obligations and commitments. Does it, in the 
United States view, have an international obligation and 
commitment not to recognize, agree with, cooperate with, an 
interim government in Namibia? 


A I have nothing for you on that 
Q Where do these two things come together? 
fa The crux of the matter is UN Resolution 435. 


That is the fundamental pivot point of the negotiations and of 
our position and indeed of what the South African Government 
has told us it would adhere to. 





Q How does this interim regime fit into this? . 
o I have nothing for you on that. 
Q You say you can't comment specifically until you 


get the message, but when you get the message, or whatever they 
are going to announce, will you have something further to say 
about exactly how this ties in or doesn't tie in to 435? 


a When we get the message and we have had a chance 
to study it, we may very well then be in a position to comment 
further on it, yes. 


Q Is it true that the United States and other 
members of the Contact Group notified the South African 
Government that as far as it was concerned, any such action 
would be null and void? 


o I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Can we go back to Lebanon for a minute, Ed? 


Given the chaos and the continuing difficulties there, 
what makes that country now of strategic interest to the U.S? 
What are our strategic interests there? 


A Well, we have always considered Lebanon to be a 
very important country in the Middle East. Our policy toward 
Lebanon has been reiterated many times. It remains the same. 
I am not going to get drawn into specific --— what we consider 
the strategic value and interest of Lebanon to be. 


We support the unity and the territorial integrity of 
Lebanon and its political independence, and it is under that 
broad policy framework that we are supporting the efforts of 
the Central Government to restore stability in the country. 


Robin. 





Q Do you have any comment on The Washington Times 
front page article concerning Soviet advisers in the combat 
zone in Nicaragua? 


Aa Well, Robin, as you know, we don't comment on 
intelligence or alleged intelligence reports, because The 
Washington Times cites U.S. intelligence reports. 





Of course, we are concerned about the thousands of 
Cuban, Soviet bloc, and other military and security advisers 








who are in Nicaragua, and one of the U.S. objectives toward 
Nicaragua is the severance of military and security ties with 
Cuba and the Soviet bloc. 


Q How would this be different, since you said 
before that there are Soviet advisers there? 


A Excuse me? 

Q You have said before there are Soviet advisers 
there. 

4 That's correct. 


Q So how would this be different? 

A Well, there is a difference between Soviet 
advisers and, according to this, Soviet military officers who 
are serving with Sandinista combat troops. There is a 
difference. 

Q That is not what you said before? 


A No. We have said “Soviet military advisers." 


Q Have you any comment -- 
Q Are you confirming the story? 
ha No, I'm not. I was just responding to a question 


on distinction, but, you know, as I said, I am not going to 
comment on alleged intelligence reports or intelligence 
reports. 


Q Can you answer the broader question of whether or 
not the Soviets are in any way more involved in the whole 
fighting there? 

3) No, I can't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the status of the 
President's peace plan for Nicaragua? 


A Can you be more specific? 
Q Well, is it still operative, the plan that he 


announced April 4, or is some other plan being worked out, and 
can you give us some sense of where the give might be? 


/ 





- Well, I will refer you to the White House for a 
status report on exactly where the -- there will be statements 
coming out of the White House today. 


Q The Secretary of State was just meeting with 
members of the Senate, and I was wondering if you have anything 
on that? 


i The President's peace initiative is a matter of 
public record. It clearly states that so long as the offer 
made by the Nicaraguan opposition on March 1 in San Jose 
remains on the table -- that is, until June 1 we would use no 
funds for arms or munitions -- that the San Jose offer is 
accepted by the Sandinistas before June 1, then the 
restrictions on the use of funds would remain in force for at 
least an additional sixty days to see if an agreement is 
possible. 


You know the details of this. I don't want to -- this 
is all available to you, but as to the latest status, I refer 
you to the White House for any commentary on that. 


Q Could you just tell us whether it is inseparable 
from the request for military aid for the contras? Apparently 
Betancur wasn't sure. 


i) I would refer you to the White House on that. 


Q If there were Soviet advisers engaged in a combat 
zone in Nicaragua, would that be a concern to you, if that 
became public knowledge? 


A I think that would be a concern, yes. 
Q Why? 
Aa If they were engaged wit! combat troops? 


Q Yes. 

A Il think that would be, but I am not going to be 
drawn any further into it. 

Q Ed, have you had any comment on the - 

A Because [I don't want to be drawn into comments on 


alleged intelligence reports 


Q It is a hypothetical question. 








A A hypothetical question. 


Q Have you had any reaction -- unless I have missed 
it in the last couple of days -- on the subject of the 
Contadora meeting and whit they actually accomplished, and 
whether that might lead to something greater than --? 


a No, I don't have anything specific for you on 
that, no, sorry. 


Q Excuse me, I don't want to beat it to death, but 


“ But you want to. (Laughter. ) 


Q No, no, because you would have no problem, for 
instance, if 1 asked you how many Soviet combat troops were in 
Afghanistan. You have the latest figure. I don't understand 
what intelligence, you know -- what I am saying is, you freely 
-- the State Department freely gives figures and even functions 
of Soviet forces. In fact, you are rather eager to do that, 
generally. Why can't you address this Nicaraguan question a 
little more directly? 


“ I'm addressing -- 


Q If it weren't couched in terms of an article ina 
particular newspaper? 


A All we are playing off is an article ina 
newspaper -- 


Q Well, we'll forget the article. 


A -- and I don't want -- you know, ['m just not 
going to comment on alleged intelligence reports. Period. 
What we have said here before is that we estimate that the 
number of Cubans in Nicaragua is approximately 7,500, and that 
the Soviets have over 200 people there. 


Q Then the question would be: Has their role 
changed? Has their role changed? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Well, you do. You say if their role has changed, 
you wouldn't like that. 


A In response to a hypothetical question, 








Q Right. 


“ -- you said that if there -- you know, would we 
be concerned -- 


Q And you would be. 


a -~- and I assume that we would be concerned. 
Period. 


Q All right, but you don't know or you can't say 
whether their role has changed. 


5 I have nothing further for you at this point. 


Q Ed, can you say, or can you confirm that the 
American Ambassadors are coming up to lobby -- from £1 
Salvador, Honduras, and Nicaragua -- are all coming up to the 
Hill? 


a I have nothing for you on that, no. 


Q Ed, mav I try one? We're told that Secretary 
Shultz told the people on the Hill about an hour ago that the 
proposal is unchanged, the Administration's proposal is 
unchanged, but that they are willing to listen to ideas. 


The reporter was left unclear what that means, that if 
you wanted to stretch out the plan, you still want to supply 
aid to the rebels at some point, but not necessarily right 
now. You were willing to listen to ideas about doing it right 
now. 


a I will refer you to statements that will be 
coming -- remarks that will be coming from the White House 
today on that. I am not in a position to comment on them now. 

Q New subject? Ed, do you have anything more on 


the talks between the Soviets and the American military liaison 
office? 


A Nothing that we haven't already stated 
Q Are the talks continuing? 


A We stated that we expect discussions wil] 
continue. 


Q Are they meeting today? Or did they, rather, 
meet today? 





a I have nothing specific on that. 
Q Could you take the question, please? 
A I could take the question and find out if they 


met today, yes. 


Q Could you indicate at what level those talks 
would continue? 


a Excuse me? 


Q Did you indicate at what level those talks would 
continue between the Soviets and the Americans? 


i) I did not. 
Q Could you? 


a Our response was that basically the discussions 
will continue, but without specifying the level. 


Q Ed, in those talks, did the Soviets give any 
indication at all that the soldier who shot Major Nicholson was 
up for disciplining or a court martial or anything? 


a I think we have addressed that before. 

Q No. 

a We did not? 

Q You did not address it. You did not comment on 
it. 

Q You said there was no confirmation on it. 

A That's right. We did not confirm whether we've 
received that in official channels. 

Q ‘If that were to happen, would that be a positive 
thing, as far as the United States is concerned? 

a If that - 

Q Should he be court-martialed? 

A Well, specifically -- we have talked about 


disciplinary action 1 think that would be a positive step, 
obviously. 
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Q You favor disciplinary action. ° 
“ Obviously. 
Q Ed, where is Mr. Murphy today? 

“ Assistant Secretary Murphy is in Cairo. 


Q Anything else you can tell us about his -- 
“ 


Excuse me. 


2 


Anything else you can offer us on his talks? 


‘ Let me see what else I can offer you on this. He 
is in Cairo. (Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have anything on the new report about the 
Soviet Union stationing SS-20's in Afghanistan -- a diplomatic 
report, not an intelligence one. Do you have anything on that? 

o No. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:50 a.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 18, 1985 


USSR/GDR: U.S.-Soviet Meetings on Military Liaison Missions 





Q Did they meet today? 


A No. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got some 
announcements (and) a statement. 


Some reminders, to begin with: Secretary Shultz will 
address ON THE RECORD the American Israel Public Affairs 
Committee Annual Policy Conference this Sunday, 2:30. There 
will be a Q&A; Regency Ballroom of the Hyatt Regency Hotel in 
Crystal City. Press covering should be in place by 1:45. And 
if you need a contact, you might try Brooks Fudenberg of AIPAC 
at (202) 638-2256. Copies of the Secretary's remarks will be 
available in the Press Office this weekend, and it will be 
under the heading of the "Middle East Peace Process." 


Monday, the Secretary has accepted Senator Lugar's 
invitation to speak in Indianapolis, a luncheon, April 22. An 
event sponsored by the Indianapolis Economic Club and the 
Organizing Committee for the Tenth International Pan American 
Games, which will be held in Indianapolis, 1987. Any 
questions, you might try telephoning the Committee Press 
Secretary, Bruce Dworshak at (317) 267-2626. The subject will 
deal with the Central America peace initiative. 


Available in the Press Office, a press statement by 
Ambassador Richard Kennedy following the fifth round of 
U.S.-Soviet consultations on non-proliferation, Helsinki, April 
15-19. 


Continuing -- the following Congressional testimony 
(is) available in the Press Office: Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs, Ambassador Motley, before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations, 
Topic of his testimony, “Economic and Military Assistance for 
Central America," 


Ambassadors, four of the them -- Shlaudeman, Bergold 
Negroponte and Pickering -- before the Senate Poreign Relations 
Committee. The topic of their testimony, “Recent Developments 
in Central America,* 


| Ol 








At 3:00 this afternoon here, a BACKGROUND briefing on a 
the recent developments in southern Africa. 


The Department of State (and) DoD -- today, releasing 
The Sandinista Military Build-up, copies available in the Press 
Room. Since the release of the July '84 paper Nicaragua's 
Military Build-up and Support for Central American Subversion, 
Sandinista arms build-up has accelerated significantly. The 
publication The Sandinista Military Build-up documents in 
detail the type of military equipment the FSLN has received 
from Soviet-bloc countries and the amounts they have received 
Since mid-1984. 














And, finally, I have a statement: 


The international settlement plan for Namibia's 
independence known as UNSC Resolution 435 is and remains the 
only agreed basis for an internationally recognized 
settlement. The U.S. and our allies in the Contact Group stand 
by that plan. 


The African Frontline States also fully support 
Resolution 435 as the only basis for Namibian independence. We 
note that the South African announcement from Cape Town 
yesterday affirms South Africa's intention to pursue the 
current negotiating effort aimed at achieving independence for 
Namibia under the U.N. settlement plan. It is the U.S. 
position that these negotiations involving Namibian 
independence and Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola offer the 
best prospect for a settlement leading to implementation of 
Resolution 435, 


It is our view that the completion this week of the 
disengagement of South African forces in southern Angola, 
pursuant to the Lusaka Accord of February 1984, lends further 
impetus to these negotiations. 


As regards other elements in yesterday's announcement 
in Cape Town, we would Simply note that it has long been our 
position, and that of our Contact Group partners, that any 
purported transfer of power that might take place now or in 
future to bodies established in Namibia by South Africa is null 
and void. Such institutions will have, as Secretary Shultz 
Stated on April 16, no standing. We have not recognized them 
in the past and will not do so now. 


Our negotiating effort continues with the governments 
concerned. Thus, we view the announcement regarding internal 
administrative arrangements inside Namibia as without effect on 
these negotiations or the agreements already achieved 
thereunder, 








Now, by way of the slight pre-emption, on any 
questions you might have on what I have just gone through in 
this formal statement, I'm going to put you on hold until the 
BACKGROUNDER at 3:00 this afternoon. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes, you can have a copy of that. 


Q Bernie, a technical point, which is actually not 
that technical. Since you're making this statement, but then 
you're asking us to direct our questions to (a senior . 
official), he'll be ON BACKGROUND, and I find an ethical 
difficulty with that. 


A All right. I hear you, and I will take a look at 
it. But it's my understanding that he would like to do it on 
BACKGROUND, but I will take a look at that. 


Q The point was made, on that point, by several of 
our colleagues that (the senior official) has been testifying 
on Capitol Hill for most of this week, which obviously means on 
the record. So why shouldn't he go on the record before the 
press? 


A Well, let me take due note of your observations. 

Q Bernie, before we go onto other, weightier 
matters, are you planning to put out any sort of statement or 
communique on the visit to Washington by two Colombian 
Ambassadors, special Ambassadors, who are talking about 
extradition matters and such? 

A I have nothing on that, Jim. 


Q The Colombians say you are planning to put 
something out. 


A Well, let's see. Let me take a look and see 
what's possible on that. 


Very slow Friday. 


Q Do you have anything on the U.S.-Soviet military 
talks, and anything further happen in the Nicholson case? 


A On the Nicholson case, I don't think that any 
meeting has been set. No other meeting has been scheduled by 
way of a follow-up to the last meeting. That's what we're 
talking about; right? 





Q Right. 


A Yes. The last meeting, April 12, and no 
follow-up meeting has yet been scheduled. 


Q Do you have anything on Beirut, especially after 
the Syrian-backed Shi'a militia take over Beirut, and other 
things? 


A In general, in connection with the situation in 
Beirut, simply a reiteration of what has been said from here 
before: an expression of hope that Lebanon will continue its 
efforts towards strengthening the authority of the Central 
Government and toward rebuilding its national institutions -- 
indispensable elements to ending this tragic cycle of violence 
which has brought death and destruction to thousands of 
Lebanese of all confessional communities. 


--MORE-- 











Q But Arafat said today that he's expecting a 
massacre against the Palestinian population in Sabra and 
Shatila and other places by the Shi'a. Do you have any worries 
about that? 


A I had not seen that report so I have nothing on 
it, but I will take a look and see whether anything might be 
forthcoming. 


Q What's the status of the review of major Middle 
East arms sales? And when might that be released? 


4 I have nothing new on the review, on security 
review on the Middle East. 


Q Do you have any comment on the New York Times 
story about intimidation of the Mutual Support Group in 
Guatemala? 





A Yes, I do. We strongly deplore the murders of 
Mutual Support Group activists and other acts of political 
violence in Guatemala, and have stressed the need for further 
improvements of human rights in Guatemala in conversations with 
officials there. We believe the Mutual Support Group should be 
able to operate freely and without intimidation as it searches 
for missing family members. 


As far as we know, no group has claimed responsibility 
for the assassinations. We have no information that would 
allow the assigning of culpability in these tragic cases. The 
Guatemalan Chief of State condemned the murders as 
"unjustifiable and reprehensible® acts of “savagery,” and has 
promised an investigation. 


Q The Guatemalan Chief of State also said that the 
Mutual Support Group was in the pay of subversives. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


4 No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Would you characterize them as a legitimate human 
rights group? 


A No. I have the statement I've read, and I have 
nothing beyond that. 


Q Could you take that question? It seems to me an 
important point since they were cited in that human rights 
report. 





it 


a; 


A Let me take a look and see whether anything can 
be made available. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

A Yes. 

Ralph? 

Q Coming back to South Africa for just a minute, 


Mr. Botha is quoted today as urging the world not to use the 
phrase, the word, “*apartheid® and to use the phrase 
"cooperative coexistence” to describe relations between blacks 
and whites in South Africa. 


In its policy of constructive engagement, will the 
U.S. agree with Mr. Botha's request and use that phrase? 


A I think that the Secretary, this Administration, 
has referred to apartheid and made its views very clear on that 
subject. And you might have an opportunity to revive your 
question at 3:00 this afternoon. 


Q Where is Mr. Murphy now? 


Mo Richard Murphy? I think the last time I looked 
for Richard Murphy's whereabouts it was in -- 


Q Egypt? 


os You get a cigar. (Laughter) But other than 
that, I don't have anything to give you, as Ed Djerejian made 
clear some days ago. 


Q Can you distinguish between -- 
A I can't hear you. I'm sorry. 
Q Can you distinguish the policy of Iceland in 


banning port visits and the policy of New Zealand on the same 
subject? 


A I do have something on that here. 


A numbec of allied, neutral, and other nations have 
Special policies toward nuclear weapons. We are aware of these 
policies. The difference between these policies and those of 
New Zealand is that only the Government of New Zealand requires 

















the U.S. to violate its policy of neither confirming nor 
denying the presence or absence of nuclear weapons in order to 
visit New Zealand ports. 


Q Will you possibly protest this Icelandic policy? 
a No, I have nothing for you on that subject. 


Q Bernie, you said you were aware of the other 
policies. Does the U.S. abide by the other policies? 


A I've gone into the NC, neither confirm nor deny, 
repeatedly from here, and I have nothing really to add to it, 
Ralph. 


Q You mean, we're not raising an objection to not 
having port call privileges? 


a Where? 
Q In Iceland. 


A Well, I think I addressed that subject on Iceland 
the other day, but let me add that we understand that the 
Statements made by the Foreign Minister do not represent a new 
policy for Iceland, but are a restatement of a policy that has 
been in existence for many years. 


As far as U.S. policy is concerned, I can restate what 
was said yesterday: Longstanding U.S. Government policy on 
nuclear weapons overseas remains fully in accord with existing 
bilateral agreements in conformity with NATO defense plans and 
in agreement with the states directly concerned. There has 
been no change in U.S. policy to neither confirm nor deny the 
presence or absence of nuclear weapons aboard U.S. Naval 
vessels. 


Q In other words, you just don't send U.S. naval 
Ships to Icelandic ports? 


A Well, I*'m not -- you can say what you choose to. 
I am reiterating the NCND policy. 


Q Bernie, aS you know, there have been various 
reports of the meeting about a week ago, or a little more than 
a week ago, between General Secretary Gorbachev and Mr. O'Neill 
and other Members of Congress. Gorbachev is quoted as having 
Said a great many things about J.S. policy, the world and so on. 


Do you have any responses to any of what Gorbachev has 
been quoted as saying? 





A No, I have nothing on that, Don. 

Q Again on Lebanon, are you, in principle, against 
the return of Syrian troops to Beirut or not -- in principle? 

A I've got nothing on that, nothing that would in 


any way change or alter what has been said in the past on that 
subject. 


Q But you haven't handled this issue in the past, 
about the return of Syrian troops to Beirut. You never handled 
that. 


A Let me take a look at that. 
Q Thank you, 


Q Do you have any comment on the various reports of 
a change in the role of the Soviet military advisers in Central 
America? 


A I think Ed dealt with that subject yesterday. 
Q But he wouldn't discuss intelligence reports. 


a Well, I would have to echo, in that connection, 
what Ed said yesterday, that they're not going to get involved 
ir any alleged intelligence findings. 


Q Anything on the contra issue, either the 
legislative question or reaction to the fact that the White 
House seems now to have dropped its request for lethal aid? 


A Well, what I have here, Don, is that the 
President, as you know, made his proposal on April 4. It 
represented an effort to achieve bipartisan support for a 
program that will help achieve peace in Central America. 


We have now begun to hear concrete alternatives from 
the Congress. Some are constructive; others are clearly 
unworkable and undesirable. 


Q Is there a “therefore* part to the statement? 
(Laughter) 


A There is a -- It ends on an up, or an “un."* 
(Laughter) 


Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The Sbriefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 








POSTED: 1/2 2/5 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 19, 1985 


COLOMBIA: Extradition 





Q Are you planning to put out any kind of statement or 
communique on the visit to Washington of two Colombian 
ambassadors, special ambassadors, who are talking about 
extradition matters and such? The Colombians say you 
are planning to put something out. 


A: -- No. Presidents Reagan and Betancur agreed during 
their meeting on April 4 that the two countries would meet 
periodically to examine the arrangements we have for legal and 
law enforcement cooperation. 

--The principal topics of discussion in the April 19 
meeting between Colombian and U.S. officials were the 
extradition treaty, which has resulted in the recent trial of 
Colombian drug traffickers in the U.S., and the mutual legal 


assistancetreaty which is awaiting ratification in the 


Colombian congress. 








POSTED: ¢/19/ 25 


TAKEN QUESTION - Briefing of April 19, 1985 





GUATEMALA: MUTUAL SUPPORT GROUP 





Q. Would the Department characterize the Mutual Support . 
Group as a legitimate human rights organization? 


A. The Mutual Support Group for the Appearance Alive of Our 
Relatives was founded in the summber of 1984 by relatives 
of persons who reportedly had disappeared. The scope of 
the group is more limited than the ordinary human rights 
organization in that the group‘s concern revolves almost 
exclusively around locating or accounting for their dis- 


appeared relatives. 


Since its creation, Embassy officials, including our 
Ambassador in Guatemala and visiting State Department officials 
have been in contact with the leaders of the Mutual Support 
Group. On several occasions in conversations with Guatemalan 
government officials, we have expressed our interest in the 
Group and our concern for their safety. We believe the Mutual 
Support Group should be able to operate freely and without 


intimidation as it searches for missing family members. The 





Group's leaders have also met with Guatemalan government 


officials, including General Mejia, who ordered the format: 





of a commission to investiage the disappearances. 


A demonstration held by the Group on April 13 took p’aceé 


without incident. 














Q: 
to 


A: 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 19, 1985 


Are you, 
Beirut? 


--Yes . 


LEBANON: Syrian Troops in Beirut 





in principle, against the return of Syrian troops 


To put this in a realistic context, we have no 


reason to believe that the Syrian Government plans such a 


move. 
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MONDAY, APRIL 22, 15°05, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A few announcements. 


A reminder, today at 1:00 p.m., Secretary Shultz will 
deliver a luncheon address before the Indianapolis Economic | 
Club and the Organizing Committee for the Tenth International 
Pan American Games. Because of last-minute difficulties, it is 
more likely than unlikely that the Secretary's speech will not 
be piped into the briefing room. Please check with the Press 
Office at the time of delivery for any change in plans. 


As you know, copies of the advance text are available 
in the Press Office. 


Q Is there a Q&A on that, at that speech? 


a I'm not sure. I think that's a little 
up-in-the-air. 


Q Ed, if it is not piped in, could somebody from 
the Press Office staff or somebody traveling with the Secretary 
advise us later on in the day if the Secretary made any 
substantial departures from the advance text? 


a Certainly. Certainly. 
Q Or answered questions? 
a Or answered questions. Certainly. 


I have a statement on the death of President—elect 
Neves, of Brazil: We are greatly saddened by the untimely and 
tragic demise of President-elect Tancredo Neves of Brazil. We 
offer our deepest condolences to the family of the 
President-elect and to the people of Brazil. 


Dr. Neves so perfectly embodied the spirit and 
aspirations of the Brazilian nation during this historic 
transition which Brazil is now making We are confident that 
President Sarney will ably carry 68razil toward the goals Or 
Neves exemplified for his great nation 


JOP 





“The White House will announce the U.S. representation 
to the funeral ceremony shortly. 


Q Did the U.S. representation already leave the 
country or --? 


A No, not to my knowledge; but it will be announced 
very shortly. 


Q Can you confirm anything about who is going to 
the Embassy to sign the book of condolences? 


No, I have nothing. I don't have those details 
yet. But the White House will be making an announcement, [ 
believe, at one o'clock on this. 


Q Thank you. 


7 I have a short statement on the occasion of the 
concluding of the U.S.-Israel Free Trade Agreement: United 
States Trade Representative William Brock and Israel Minister 
of Industry and Trade Ariel Sharon will formally conclude a 
Free Trade Area Agreement between the two nations at a signing 
ceremony to be held today at 2:30 p.m. in the Longworth House 
Office Building, Room 1100. The Free Trade Area, or FTA 
Agreement requires each country to remove trade barriers with 
respect to the other. 


We consider the Agreement an important and positive 
step in the development of our bilateral economic ties. 


Ready for your questions. 


Q On Central America, Ed, does the Administration 
still entertain the possibility of any compromise? Would it be 
prepared to negotiate with Congress on any variation of the 
Administration's proposals? 


A Well, first, we want to emphasize that we have 
not received any official proposal from the Nicaraguan 
Government, either here on in Managua. 


We would welcome serious proposals for internal 
reconciliation and a resolution of the regional crisis. We 
think the March 1 offer of the Nicaraguan democratic opposition 
is such a proposal 


The primary fora for discussing such proposals are the 
Contadora process and the internal dialogue called for by the 
Contadora Document of Objectives. 








After an initial reading of the Sandinista proposal 
which was given to Senators Kerry and Harkin on April 19 in 
Managua, we see this as mainly a restatement of old positions. 


There appear to be only two new points: the 
conditional promise of a ceasefire and a restructuring of the 
composition of the bilateral talks. 


There is no mention of any dialogue with the unified 
democratic opposition, which we consider to be essential to 
internal reconciliation. Without such a dialogue, a ceasefire 
proposal is meaningless, essentially a call for the opposition 
to surrender. The opposition is asked to accept Sandinista 
consolidation of a Marxist-Leninist order in Nicaragua. 


Q Copy of that? 


A Yes. 


Q That's not quite what I asked. 


(Laughter) 


What I want to know is, would the Administration 
entertain the possibility of any Congressional-originated 
compromises on the Administration's proposals? 


“ I have nothing specific for you on that. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on the report from 
Moscow that says that Mr. Gorbachev is certain to come to the 


U.N. Assembly in the fall and is likely to meet with Mr. Reagan 
at that time? 


A Well, Bernie, we have not received any official 
notification that the General Secretary plans to attend the 
United Nations General Assembly meetirg, and no arrangements 


have been made for the General Secretary and the President to 
meet 


Q You don't welcome this -- ? 
Q Do you welcome this announcement? 
A I have nothing more to say than what I've said 


Q Absolutely nothing? 


(Laughter) 





s It depends on how probing your questions are. 


Q Do you agree with the Pravda statement that it is 
likely for the two to meet? 


= When -- 

Q In New York. 

a In New York? Is that the -- 
Q Uh-huh. U.N. 


fe You know, we really haven't received any official 
notification of this -- 


Q 44th Street and -— (Laughter) 


a -- so it would be very unwise for me to comment 
on what we've just seen in the press. 


Q Would such a meeting be worthwhile, Ed? 

ts Well, I would -- 

Q Or would it be a terrible drag? I mean -- 

(Laughter) 

fe Well, let me say that there are many pressing 
issues in our relations with the Soviets, and we would, 
naturally, hope that any meeting between the President and Mr. 
Gorbachev would contribute to progress on the issues between 
our two.-countries. 

Q Ed, do you think that the question of where- 
when-how-whatever will be resolved when Shultz meets with 
Gromyko? Would that be an appropriate time to determine this? 

fe) Well, this whole matter is a subject of our 
diplomatic contacts with the Soviets, and for me to pinpoint at 
exactly what point, Ann, would be sheer speculation. 


Q Has there been what you'd characterize as 
“speculative dialogue" with them, to use one of your phrases? 


A l've never used that phrase 


Q Well, I've heard it around here. 





(Laughter) 
a You mean speculative dialogue on what? 
Q On the subject of a meeting. Have you discussed 


any time or place? 


A There has, obviously, been a dialogue and 
communications between the two leaders. 


Q Has there been any further meetings regarding the 
Major Nicholson affair, between the military of the U.S. and 
the U.S.S.R.? 


me I have nothing for you on that, Don, no. 


Q Do you have anything on the Evans-Novak column 
this morning? 


A On what subject? 


Q Something to do with a commercial airliner. I 
haven't read it. 


(Laughter) 


Q It's the executive jet which was supposed to have 
strayed from one of the air corridors. 


A O.K. The event in question took place in April 
1984. During the course of a discussion between U.S. and 
Soviet air controllers over the technical details of procedures 
for notifying allied flights, the Soviet controller did suggest 
that the corporate aircraft in question could be intercepted by 
Soviet fighters unless the United States provided additional 
information on the aircraft, which he wrongly insisted was 
required by the rules governing corridor flights. 


The additional piece of information, specifically, the 
name of the corporation, was made available to the Soviets. 
The aircraft proceeded through the corridor safely and without 
any harassment. 


At the time, our personnel noticed that there were 
Soviet fighter aircraft in the air. The Soviet air 
controller's remark was strongly protested by the United States 
to the Soviet Ambassador in Washington, and by the British and 
French also. 





Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 


. If you'll let me finish it, I'll be very happy to 
give it to you. 


The Soviet controller's remark was officially 
retracted by Soviet officials. 


There has been no recurrence of such remarks or such 
incidents. 


Q Ed, to follow on that, the column seemed to imply 
that because of this incident, the size of the corridor, if I 
understood correctly, had been constricted. In other words, 
this incident led to a difference in procedure that persists 
today. 


You're saying that that's not the case? 


4 This is a garbled version of a story that was 
briefed to the press more than a year ago. 


Q Was this previously made public? 


a The Wester:, &'lies -- the United States, the U.K. 
and France -- are jointly responsible with the Soviet Union for 
managing air traffic to and from Berlin. The Soviets have, 
from time to time, requested that certain altitudes in the 
corridors be reserved for their use, primarily during 
exercises. This has caused, in some cases, alterations of 
usual flight patterns for descents into, and ascents from, 
Berlin airports. There has been absolutely no interruption of 
normal commercial or military flights to and from Berlin. 


The three Allied governments (the U.S., the U.K., and 
France) have made known their dissatisfaction with these 
requests from the Soviets in the Berlin Air Safety Center. 


We are not going to discuss the content of ongoing 
diplomatic exchanges, but we can say we have reiterated to the 
Soviets our firm intention to maintain free and unimpeded 
access to Berlin. 


The issue has not been resolved to our satisfaction, 
but there has been some progress. 


Q Copy, please? 


"4 Yes. 











Q Ed, going back to the original incident in April 
1984, do I infer correctly that the airplane had strayed from 
one of the designated corridors, and that this dialogue with 
the Soviet air controller took place while the plane was 
enroute to West Berlin? 


“ I don't have those specifics for you. 

Q Has there been any other corporation -- corporate 
jets going into this air corridor, and have they gone without 
any troubles? You didn't really say that. 

i I can take that question. 

Q Would you? 

o Yes. 


Q What was the part that was previously briefed to 
the press? I got a little mixed up about this. 


i I really don't know. I really don't know 
Q Now, wait a minute, you just said -- 
‘ I know that -- you mean, in terms of what I said 


here, there's a garbled version? 

Q Yes. 

ns I mean -- I know there was a briefing to the 
press more than a year ago. I was not here. I[ can't give you 
first-hand knowledge of what that was. 


Q But you're referring now to the constriction of 
the air corridor or the business over the corporate jet or both? 


A I think both, but let me look into it 
Q Would you? 
A Yes. 


Do the air corridors remain constricted today, or 
has this changed? . 


A There's been absolutely no interruption in normal 
commercial and military flights to and from Berlin I'll stand 
on that 


- 
~ 








Q That can operate within a smaller corridor? 
oa I'll stand by my remarks. 


Q As I recall it, Ed, that had to do with temporary 
restrictions while they were conducting maneuvers. And the 


briefing you're referring to last year, that was the subject of 
the briefing. 


We really need to know if the corridor has been 
widened to its normal altitude and width. If you could find 
that out, I'd appreciate it. 


6 Let me see what I can get for you on this. 


Q Could I follow up on Don's earlier question about 
the Nicholson matter? 


a Yes. 


Q At the earlier meeting, the two generals decided 
to refer the question of apology and compensation to political 
channels. Has there been any movement on that? 


“ I have nothing for you on that. I have nothing 
for you on that. 


Q Could you take the question? 
a I can look into it for you; yes. 


Q New subject. Do you have any comment on the 
Israeli decision to withdraw their troops from Lebanon on the 
first of June? Complete their withdrawal? 


a We welcome the Israeli reaffirmation of its 
intention to withdrawal all its troops from Lebanon. A 
complete Israeli withdrawal to the international border is in 
the interest of all parties. 


We would welcome the extension of Lebanese Central 
Government authority over all Lebanese territory. 


Q What about the military zones? Do you have any 
comment on the military zone, or the [sraeli warning that they 
will go back any time into Lebanon? 


A All I can say on that is that we have 
consistently favored the withdrawal of all foreign forces from 





Lebanon, the extension of Lebanese authority over all Lebanese 
territory, and security for the Israel-Lebanon border, 
preferably through mutually agreed security arrangements. 


Ralph? 
Q Ed, can I come back for just a second to the 
Gorbachev summit business? I'm not -- my notes aren't clear. 


Perhaps I just missed it. 


Did you -- have you or have you not received any 
diplomatic answer beyond the Pravda interview, that we're all 
referring to, on the question of a meeting at the U.N. in the 
fall? 





Have you received an answer through channels other 
than Pravda? 


A I'm not going to get into our diplomatic 
exchanges, Ralph. 


Q Well, can't you say whether or not there's been 
an answer regardless of whether -- can you tell us what that 
answer was? 


A All 1 can tell you is that both the President and 
the General Secretary have expressed their desire for a 
meeting, and I have to leave it at that. 


Q Ed, do you have anything new on the two U.S. 
reporters that disappeared in Guatemala for about a month? 


i) What reporter? 


Q Two U.S. reporters who were -— who have been 
missing in Guatemala for about a month? 


A No, I have nothing on that 


Q A follow-up on the -- well, not exactly the same 
area When your statement about Nicaragua -. do 1 understand 
correctly that the U.S. is rejecting a renewal of talks with 
Nicaragua at Manzanillo? 


A 1 just stand by with the remarks 1 made L'm not 
going to be drawn into it 


Q Where is Richard Murphy? the whereabouts of 
Richard Murphy? 
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Excuse me. On your question, specifically on 
Manzanillo -- 


Q Yeah. If the U.S. role -- 
os In what -- 


Q -- if the U.S. will renew talks with Nicaragua, 
as President Ortega requested? 


a Let me make this comment on the Ortega proposal, 
as it refers to Manzanillo. The conditions that he attaches to 
the Manzanillo talks, in our view, are a step backward, since 
the Sandinistas are dictating Congressional participation and 
rejecting the concept that talks would support directly the 
Contadora process, as was the original intent. 


Q Can you give any indication of under what 
conditions the U.S. would be willing to renew talks with 
Nicaragua? 


a I think the President's -- the President's plan 
is, as announced, is public. 


Q But it doesn't involve talks between the U.S. and 
Nicaragua? 

A That is the U.S. position. 

Q According to a recent Japanese magazine, the 


United States has established a liaison office of two men in 
East Manchuria to attempt contact with North Koreans. Do you 
have any comments on this report? 


a I'll take that question. 


Q Can you stay for another Korean question? South 
Korean President Chun Doo Hwan is to make his second official 
visit here this coming Thursday for a summit with President 
Reagan. This visit is made at a time when there seems to be no 
outstanding conflict or pending issues between the two 
countries. 


I'd like to hear your characterization on the nature 
of his visit here at this time? 


A Well, President and Mrs. Chun Doo Hwan's visit 
here April 25 to the 27th will be the third meeting between 
President Reagan and President Chun in the past four years 
The Korean President visited here in February '8l as the first 
State visitor during President Reagan's first term of office, 








il 


and President Reagan returned that visit, as you know, in 
November ‘83, just after the Soviet shootdown of a Korean 
passenger airline and the murderous North Korean bombing attack 
on President Chun's entourage in Burma 


This frequent consultation reflects not only the warm 
personal relationship between the two men, but especially the 
breadth and depth of our bilateral relations. We have a 
steadfast commitment to the security of the Republic of Korea 
with 40,000 American soldiers stationed there, and Korea is our 
seventh largest trading partner. 


Therefore, President Chun's visit comes at a 
particularly important juncture. 


' have quite detailed guidances which [ will make 
available 1 the Press Office for you. 


Q May I ask one more? A few Korean newspapers, 
quoting U.S. and Korean intelligence sources, reported recent 
unusual military build-up by North Korea along the OMZ. will 
this matter be in the main agenda between the two leaders at 
this time? 


a Well, let me answer that question, according to 
the following. While tension between South and North Korea 
always exists, we believe that the firm U.S. commitment to the 
defense of South Korea substantially reduces the possibility of 
conflict in Korea. The continuing deployment of North Korean 
forces closer to the Demilitarized Zone, however, is worrisome, 
and as is the North's huge commando force of 100,000. the 
implications of this, the increasing mechanization of North 
Korean forces, and other developments, will certainly be on the 
agenda for the visit. 


Q May I have a copy of that? 

2) Yes. 

Q Also on Korea, Ed, does the State Department 
accept the South Korean claim that 867 Hughes helicopters have 


wound up in the hands of North Korea? 


fa We have some guidance on that in the Press 
Office, which is available, I think, from last week 


Yes? 
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Q Ed, another area. Have you got any reaction at 
all to General Jaruzelski's comments last week -- late last 
week -- to American reporters about the state of U.S.-Polish 
relations; his call again to remove the last of the economic 
sanctions; that sort of thing? . 


a No, I have nothing for you on that. 
Q What about Richard Mur ochy? 


7 Richard Murphy? Assistant Secretary Murphy is 
now in Damascus. He left Cairo on Friday, visited Baghdad over 
the weekend, and arrived in Syria yesterday. 


As you know, I'm not going to have much more to say. 


Q Yeah, but -- his visit to Iraq was to do with the 
Israeli-Arab conflict or with the Iran-Iraq war? 


a I'm not going to comment on Mr. Murphy's 
discussions. 


Q On another subject, do you have -~ is the State 
Department looking into the story in the Paris newspaper, Le 
Matin, about 28 young women who were reported to have died in 
some shipping container going between Haiti and, I guess, St. 
Thomas in the Virgin Islands? 


is) Well, Jim, I've seen that report but I have 
nothing for you on that. 


Q Are you looking into it? 

a I can see if we're looking into it. 

Q Do you have any comment on the photographs in the 
current issue of Newsweek showing the contras killing a man 


because he was accused of being a spy? 


a No 


Q Do you have any comment on the Reuters story 
saying nat the Honduran Government has drawn up a resettlement 
plan for the contras in case the aid proposal is defeated? 


A A resettlement plan? 
Q Yeah It involves sending a bunch of them to 


Nicaragua and others going to the United States, the story 
says, as well as other Central American countries? 


a That report is from whom? 











Q Reuters. 


o I have something on the Reuters report, that the 
U.S. and Honduran officials say that Nicaraguan contras would 
not be welcome in Honduras. Is that the same report? 


Q Sounds like it, yeah. 


a Is that the same report? 
Q It says that they've drawn up a resettlement plan. 
A Well, it seems to us that the future of the 


Nicaraguan resistance forces depends on many factors on which 
it would be premature to speculate. And I'm not going to 
comment on alleged remarks of unidentified U.S. officials or on 
reports of alleged contingency plans. 


Q Before you end today, just real quick -- without 
having to go into a “speculate,” you've got about 15,000 
fellows who have worked with the United States, with the CIA -- 


a Excuse me -- 15,000 what? 


Q Men who have worked with the United States. Some 
of them have been trained by the CIA, some of them paid by the 
CIA, in support of their goals and U.S. policy, too, in the 
region. I mean, what happens to-them if there's no money? Do 
they get green cards and a chance to come to Miami? Do you 
just hope that they will just disappear back into the hills? I 
mean, is there some sort of plan if this money doesn't come 
through? 


A I think the President's support, and this 
Administration's support for the freedom fighters has been very 
explicitly and publicly made known, and you're stating a 
hypothetical situation which I can't comment on 

Q Okay Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 





TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 22, 1985 





BERLIN: Incident Involving Corporate Jet 


C.- Have there veen any other corporate jets going into this 
aic corridor and have they gone waithout any trouble? 


A. Yes. There has been no recurrence of such incidents. 

Q. “Garbled version of a story that was briefed to the press” 
refers to what? You're referring now to the constriction of 
the air corridor or the business over the corporate jet, or 
both? 

A. Today's Evans and Novak story was garbled on many points 
with respect to the practice of Soviet “reservations® in the 


aic corridors. This is separate from the specific incident 


involving the corporate jet in April 1964. 


G- Do the air corridors remain constricted today, or is this 
changed? We really need to know if the corricor has been 
widened to its normal altitude and width? 

A. The issue at hana is the Soviet practice of requesting 
reservations, from time to time, of particular flight levels or 
altitudes within the corridors for Soviet flights. This 
practice continues. For details on how the corridors work, anc 


the practice of Soviet reservations, I refer you to the 


background briefing presented at the Department on April 4, 


1964. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of April 22, 1985 


ALLEGED CONTACTS WITH NORTH KOREA 





Q: According to a recent Japanese magazine, the United States 
has estaolisnec 4 liaison office, two-man, in eastern 
Manchuria to attempt contact with the North Koreans. Do 
you nave any comment on this ceport? 

A: The ceport is untrue. There is no U.S. “isiaison office* 
with Norton Korea in Tumen oc anywhere else. We are not in 
contact wath North Korea in China, nor in other places. 

. Ouc official policy cemains as it has been since the 
Rangoon combing: US Gipiomats are not to enter into 
substantive conversations with North Koreans. Nor are 
private individuals used as intermediaries for indirect 
communication. We oelieve that the key to reducing tension 
on tne Korean peninsula is for North and South to deal 
Girectiy with one another to resolve their differences. 
Future U.S. contact with North Korea must grow out of 


progress in North-South contacts and must be viewed in the 


lacgerc context of Soviet and Chinese contacts with South 


Korea and Japanese contacts with the North. 








TT 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 22, 1985 


HAITI/VIRGIN ISLANDS: 28 Women Die in Container 





Q Is the State Department lookince into the story in 
a Paris newspaper, , about 28 young women who 
were reported to have died in some shipping container, 
going between Haiti and St. Thomas in the Virgin Islands? 
A We have seen only news reports on this story. You may wish 


to contact the Department of Interior - which has jurisdic- 


tion in the U.S. Virgin Islands - for further information. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 22, 1985 


HAITI/VIRGIN ISLANDS: 28 Women Die in Container 





Q Is the State Department looking into the story in 
a Paris newspaper, Le Matin, about 28 young women who 
were reported to have died in some shipping container, 
going between Haiti and St. Thomas in the Virgin Islands? 


a Ke have not seen the report but vou mav wish to contact 


the Department of Interior - which has jurisdiction in 


the 1.S. Virgin Islands - for further information. 
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DPC #68 


TUESDAY, APRIL 23, 1985, 12:39 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got some 
announcements here. Let me do those quickly. At 5:15 today 
Secretary Shultz will address the Business Executives 
Conference in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. Remarks (are) 
open for coverage, ON-THE-RECORD. No advance text of the 
Secretary's speech. 


Q Q & A? 

A Unaware. 

Q Do you know what it's about? 
A Check. 


South Korea: In connection with the visit of the 
South Korean President, there are going to be two BACKGROUND 
briefings held in connection with that visit to Washington, 
April 25 to 27. The first, a pre-briefing at the White House 
Press Briefing Room, 10:00 a.m., Thursday, April 25. The 
second, Friday, the 26th; again, in the White House Press 
Briefing Room, immediately after the luncheon with President 
Reagan and the departure statements. The Friday briefing -- I 
guess my best estimate would.be at about 1:45. 


That is what I have in the way of any announcements. 
But I think in view of Bill McLaughlin's sartorial deference to 
me today, I'd like to ask the first -- I'd like to give him the 
opportunity to ask the first question. 


Q Bernie -- Gorbachev? 


if Gorbachev? Glad you asked me that. I have to 
refer you to 1600 Pennsylvania. Larry Speakes apparently just 
did a reaction to the Gorbachev statement just a few moments 
ago. 








Q That was a question? 
Q Would you be willing to do it on camera? 


ra I think it's been done there, and I have, really, 
nothing more to add on that. And I think that -- it's my 
understanding that the Major Nicholson reaction to the Soviet 
accusations was done, as well, at the White House just a few 
moments ago. 


Q Why was that, Bernie? 


4 That is the decision that was made, and that's 
about as far as I can go on that. 


Q Are the Soviets lying or aren't they lying? 


i) I have to refer all questions to the White 
House. The subject was addressed there, and I have nothing 
more to add on that. 


Q Well, tell us what you did last night, and to 
whom? 


i) What we did last night, you're familiar with. 
There was a distribution of the State Department response, and 
that still stands. 


Q Yeah, and who's -- how did you make this known to 
the Soviets? 


fe At this point, I'm in a position where I will 
have to refer to the White House regardless of the aspect or 
the refraction or the variety of questions you're going to put 
to me: Major Nicholson and the reactions to the Soviet 
leader's latest statement today. 


Q No, but -- if we just try to get you to tell us 
how this was given to the Soviets. My understanding is a 
Soviet diplomat happened to be in the building and you handed 
it to him -- the State Department handed it to him; is that a 
correct -- 


2 Barry, let me -- 


Q -- scenario? 


3) Barry, let me reply to you this way. The details 
of the scenario of yesterday are all incorporated in what Larry 





Speakes had to say, and I'm in that position where I really 
have nothing to say, so you're exhausting yourself and me on 
that particular subject. 


Q I'm not —- 
o What's that? 
Q That's okay. 


a But you had a nice expletive. I didn't want to 
miss it. 


Q Yeah. 


Q If you won't say anything about Gorbachev, do you 
have anything to say about the conclusion of the talks in 
Geneva -- U.S. position, view? 


ra I think I do have something on that. First of 
all, I think some of you may have seen the statement made by 
Ambassador Max Kampelman today at the wind-up session. 


Now our negotiators will be returning from Geneva at 
the end of the week. We will want to review this first round 
with them carefully. It is certainly premature to judge the 
progress of the talks at this point. In Geneva, we have begun 
an important process: renewing a serious dialogue on one of 
the most critical issues of our time. A major element of that 
dialogue is necessarily a thoughtful and careful airing of the 
concerns and beliefs on each side. 


The U.S. approaches these talks with the utmost 
seriousness and our negotiators have set forth concrete new 
ideas in the effort to resolve the issues that divide us. We 
hope that future rounds will see progress towards resolution of 
our differences. 


Barry? 

v I don't understand the statement that it's -- 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

a We'll try to help you on that. Ralph 

Q Bernie, I don't understand the remark that “it's 


premature to judge the progress of the talks “ Secretary 
Shultz has said that the Soviets haven't even responded to the 
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U.S. proposal, and every other U.S. official who'll be quoted 
is saying that there's been no progress. Are you saying -—- are 
you trying to say there may have been some progress? 


i No, I'm not trying to say that at all. You are 
taking -- 


Q Well, they seemed to have prematurely judged the 
talks already, and now you're unprematurely judging them. 


6 Well, look, you can go to the calendar, Barry, 
and date any of the observations that were made to you in 
interviews in any particular way. I am saying to you, on the 
wind-up today -- 


Q Yeah? 

“ -- the U.S. position right now is that it is 
certainly premature to judge the progress of the talks at this 
point. And, as I indicated, there will be consultations, and 
so forth, and that's where it stands. 

Q All right, but I mean -- if words mean anything, 
that sentence means that there may have been progress; maybe 
there wasn't progress; we have to think about it? 

b I'm leaving it open. 

Q Yeah That's what you seem to be doing. 


a That is correct. 


~-MORE -- 








Q New subject? 
a Oh. Yes, sure. 


Q Anything on Sihanouk's announcement that he wants 
to back out for a year? 


“ Yes, I do. I have a statement on Sihanouk. 


We are aware of the fact that Prince Norodom Sihanouk 
has written a letter to Knieu Samphan expressing his wish to be 
relieved of his duties as president of the Coalition Government 
of Democratic Kampuchea because of poor health. Prince 
Sihanouk also referred to health problems in an interview 
recently published in Newsweek. 


The United States hopes, of course, that Prince 
Sihanouk's health problems are temporary and will not prevent 
him from continuing his leadership of the Cambodian struggle 
against foreign occupation. Over the past forty years, 
Sihanouk has been the leading symbol of Cambodian nationalism 
and independence. His leadership has been an important element 
in rallying the Cambodian people and strengthening 
international opposition to Vietnam's illegal occupation of 
Cambodia. 


The United States supports Prince Sihanouk's 
leadership of the resistance, as evidenced by his meetings with 
the President in 1983 and in 1984. Earlier this month, 
Secretary Shultz met with the Prince's son and personal 
representative, Prince Norodom Ranariddh. We hope that he will 
continue his efforts on behalf of the Cambodian people. 


Q Copy of that? 


‘ Yes, copies. 

Q Another area? 

a Yes. 

Q Same area, Bernie? Do you have @ comment on Le 


Duc Tho's statement in an interview that he won't let the 
reeducation camp inmates come to the United States? 


a I do It's a fairly lengthy statement, and let 
me read it to you: We've seen a press report that Vietnamese 
Communist Party Secretary Le Duc Tho now says that Hanoi will 
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not release these men to come to the United States. This 
stands in stark contrast to statements over the past several 
years by senior Vietnamese leaders that they would free all of 
these unfortunate people and let them come to the United States 
with their families. If Mr. Tho's statement now represents 
Vietnamese government policy, it is a heartless and cynical 
change of mind that we must deplore. Ten years after the end 
of the war, persons inside and outside Vietnam had hoped Hanoi 
would now allow these former government officials, members of 
the armed forces, clergy, and other persons associated with the 
U.S., to leave Vietnam with their families and live out the 
remainder of their lives in the U.S. or other countries. 


Last September, Secretary Shultz announced on behalf 
of President Reagan that the U.S. would take all of the 
"“reeducation camp” prisoners and their families, beginning with 
10,000 persons over the next two years. Since a 
U.S.-Vietnamese bilateral meeting in Geneva last October, when 
we formally presented the President's proposal, the U.S. has 
twice proposed to the Vietnamese that we resume negotiations on 
the prisoners’ release and resettlement. Hanoi declined to 
meet on the first date we proposed, and simply let the second 
pass without a response. 


Hanoi has also since September falsely accused the 
U.S. of intending to use the resettled prisoners in hostile 
activities against Vietnam, and has demanded that we provide 
guarantees that they will not be allowed to engage in such 
activities. We have categorically denied the false accusations. 


Despite Vietnam's totally negative attitude, the 
United States remains firmly committed to obtaining the release 
from prison and resettlement to the U.S. of these prisoners and 
their families, and reaffirms that these persecuted prisoners 
and their families are of profound humanitarian concern to our 
government and the American people. 


When and if Hanoi decides to fulfill its earlier 
public and private commitments to their release, we are ready 
and eager to take them. 


Q Are you sure that he made the statement he is 
reported to have made? 


ia I prefaced my remarks by saying, “We have seen a 
press report,” and what followed is what I have given you. 


Q Copy of that? 








Yes. you can have a copy of that. 

Q Bernie, on another subject -- 

me Yes. 

Q -- is there any chance the Secretary of State 
will make other Middle East stops apart from Israel? 

‘ As I have indicated in a variety of ways, on a 
variety of days -- 

Q -- uh-huh. 

o -- I have nothing to offer you on that. 

Q So that's not a yes and it's not a no. 

“ I think that's an accurate interpretation. 


Bernie, do you have any comment on news coming 
from Sudan that the new civilian leader is calling for 
improving relations with the Soviet Union and Libya? 

“ No I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you have any comment on the reports quoting 
U.S. officials that the result of the visit, of the trip of 
Richard Murphy, is a failure? 

ry Richard Murphy's trip is a failure? 

~ Is a failure. 

‘ I think we've made it quite clear that other than 
providing the specific stops on Dick Murphy's itinerary, we 


have not been forthcoming by way of providing any specific 
details. 


Q But what about -- 


6 And so that assessment that you have just 
offered, I've heard you and I have nothing to say about it 


Q No, but today -- 


“ Today, he is in -- 


Q You tell me I'm asking you 





Syria? 
That was yesterday. 


Tehran? (Laughter) 


©o © © ® 


Saudi Arabia? 


. See that, Saudi Arabia. You get on the plane. 
(Laughter) 


Saudi Arabia, Riyadh. 
Q There's (inaudible) the plane to Saudi Arabia. 


o That's right. Get on the plane, but only the 
plane to Saudi Arabia. That's right. 


Barry. 


Q Can you offer any assessment of how Mr. Murphy is 
making out? 


i) No I think I have -- 


Q Cause we don't even know what he's trying to do, 
but you might assess what it is he -- 


“ I have, in the most generous of ways, just a few 
moments ago, told you as much as I cannot. 


Q I don't think it was overly generous, so let me 
ask you this Do other stops by Shultz in the Middle East, 
apart from Yad Vashem, depend on the outcome of Mr. Murphy's 


talks? 

is I have not in any way shared any kind of 
itinerary with you beyond -- 

Q 1 know, but that wasn't my question 

“ -— the 10th, the 14th, and the 15th 


Q That wasn't my question 








S And so I have left that as something of a 
question mark, and that's -—- 


Q You're not really responding. The question is 
whether Murphy's trip -- 


“ That's correct. 


Q ~~ will have a bearing on whether Shultz travels, 
too. 


o That's a nice try, and I'm going to stick with it. 
Q It's not a nice try; it's a question. 


i All right. It's a nice question, and I'll stay 
away from that question as well. 


Q So you won't answer it? 

ry I'm not going to offer any ideas that presuppose 
@ linkage between achievement or lack of achievement and 
itineraries 


Q That's good. 


Q But Bernie, can you only steer us away from the 
today Washington Post story quoting U.S. officials that the 
visit was not successful? Can you say no or yes? 





i I decline the invitation to become something of a 
diplomatic chauffeur. I will steer you in neither direction 
-- you make your own assessments -- because I have absolutely 
nothing to contribute to that assessment, or any kind of 
assessments you choose to make on the Murphy trip 


Q Can I change the subject? 
a Absolutely. 


Q Has the U.S. Government given any money to arturo 
Cruz? 


& All I can say is that as a matter of policy, we 
do not comment on alleged intelligence activities 


Q Do you consider that an alleged intelligence 
activity? 








“ No. I have nothing to say beyond what I've just 
said. 


Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 24, 1985, 12:49 P. M. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got an announcement 
here and a statement. Let me do the statement first. 


The President today announced the nomination of Judge 
Abraham Sofaer of the Southern District of New York to succeed 
Davis R. Robinson as the Legal Adviser of the Department of 
State, effective as of May 1, 1985. In thanking Mr. Robinson 
for his service since 1981, the President cited Mr. Robinson's 
“substantial contributions” and “tireless efforts." Secretary 
Shuitz has particularly valued Mr. Robinson's advice and 
counsel and his achievements as Legal Adviser, for example in 
connec*ion with the Gulf of Maine case. Mr. Robinson submitted 
his resignation to return to the private practice of law. 


And in the announcements, what I've got here is that 
-- in the Press %ffice, the prepared testimony of Assistant 
Secretary for Africa Chet Crocker before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. He testified this morning, 9:00 a.m. 
Subject of his testimony: "U. S. Policy Towards South Africa." 


Tonight at 5:00, Under Secretary for Political affairs 
Mike Armacost will deliver an ON-THE-RECORD, Qs and As as well, 
before the Baltimore Council on Foreign Relations at the Hyatt 
Regency Hotel in Baltimore. Any questions on coverage should 
be directed to Dr. Burd, the Executive Director of the 
Baltimore Council on Foreign Relations. Phone number is (301) 
727-2150. The topic of the speech will be "U.S. Diplomacy and 
the Search for Peace in Regional Conflict." You might want to 
check with the Press Office later in the day to see about the 
availability of any prepared remarks -- in other words, an 
advance copy. 


That's all I have by way of a statement. 


Q Bernie, I got a question and three follow-ups. 
Has the State Department -- 








i How many follow-ups? 
Q Three, at least. 


Has the State Department made it impossible for a 
Nicaraguan Minister named Cardenal to speak tonight at the 
University of Kentucky in Lexington? And, if it has, what is 
the thinking behind the denial of the visa? 


fi Barry, what I have on that: Ernesto Cardenal, 
Nicaragua's Minister of Culture. The answer to your question 
is, we have not denied a visa to Mr. Cardenal. He applied on 
April 17 at our Embassy in Managua for a visitor's visa, and 
his application is under review. 


Q Didn't he ask that the process be accelerated so 
he could make the speech tonicht, and did you -- did somebody 
in the U.S. Government someplace decide not to do that? 


i I don't have anything on the request -- 


Q Because apparently the University expected him 
tonight. 


‘ Uh-huh. Well, I don't have anything on the 
request for expediting the visa. 


Q Uh-huh. But, generally, considering your latest 
statement on Mr. Ortega's proposal, where you've made great 
emphasis on political dialogue, is the State Department in 
favor of political dialogue in the United States as well as in 
Nicaragua? 


id What I have said in reply to your question, 
Barry, on Cardenal, is what I have just in fact relayed to you, 
and that's about where I stand on that. 


Q Yeah. I was trying to get away from the -- apart 
from the procedure of the processing of the passport, I was 
trying to ask if the State Department welcomes a Nicaraguan 
Cabinet officer coming to the United States to engage, 
presumably, in the kind of political dialogue you find lacking 
in Ortega's proposal. 


A What I am saying to you is that his request for a 
visa is under review, and I'll stop there. 


Q Bernie? 








i Yeah? 


Q Do you have anything more than what was put out 
yesterday on any reaction to the first round of the Geneva 
talks, particularly in light of Mr. Gorbachev's rather negative 
assessment of the U.S. position? 


i Nothing, Bern, beyond -- actually you're 
referring to what was put out by the White House? 


Q Yeah. 

ra Yeah. Wo, I have nothing that takes it beyond 
what was said in that -- those remarks and observations made at 
the White House. 


Q By any chance would you make Kampelman available 
to talk to us this week? 


A I'm not sure that's going to be possible. but I 
will take a look. My inclination would be that it is not. 


Q Bernie? 
a Yeah? 
Q Jim Anderson is on a secret mission somewhere, 


which I'd like to bring up in a question -- 

is Does he have a visa? 

Q He has a visa, yeah. Did the Pentagon coordinate 
with the Department of State on that weekend test crisis 
mission? 


fe I'm not going to get involved in any sort of 
internal discussions that take place. 


Q Could we go back to Kampelman for a minute? 
i Yeah. 
Q You know, those of us who went to Geneva that 


first day when the talks opened, Kampelman came out and said he 
was forbidden by the rules, confidentiality rules, from making 
statements, much as he'd like to converse with the press. 


A Uh-huh. 











Q But now he made a statement yesterday. Do you 
happen to know where things stand? Now, when you say he's not 
available, is it because of the rule, or it's physically 
impossible, or what? 


a No. I think it falls under the general heading 
of the agreement reached with the Soviets on confidentiality, 
and I do not think that the agreement that was reached into by 
the both countries calls for the actual negotiators who 
participated -- 


Q Right. 


fs -- in the closed-door negotiations to be front 
and center on talking about precisely what takes place in the 
negotiations, the idea thereby to avoid any possibility of it 
being turned into some sort of a propaganda tool. 


Q Sure. And yesterday's statement was, obviously -- 
4 I think, if we're referring to the same thing, it 
was my impression that it was not an itemization of the 


discussions that had taken place inside. I think it was more 
broad, and -- 


Q Well -- 


fa -- in general, an echoing of known American 
positions. That's my understanding, to the -- 


~~ MORE -- 











Q Well, do you think it's possible, if Mr. 
Gwertzman amended his request and asked for -- if he could come 
to us and talk to us broadly about the Geneva talks, he'd be 
willing to? 


f Well, it's an interesting variation on the 
original request, and I shall give it the most profound study. 


Q New subject, Bernie? 
4 Please. 
Q Have you got anything on the missile deployment? 


i) The missile deployment? Yes, I do. Missile 
deployment --— okay. 


Germany? 


Q Germany -- you got it. (Laughter) 


a I wanted to be sure we both -- 
Q Western Europe? 
fe I wanted to be sure that we both have the same 


countries in mind. 
Q That's right. 


fe Deployment is continuing in accordance with 
NATO's 1979 decision. All additional Pershing II missile 
systems and associated equipment to be deployed to the Federal 
Republic of Germany are being modified as required in 
accordance with the accident report before they are brought to 
Germany, and those already in the Federal Republic are being 
similarly modified before full training and exercise activities 
will be resumed. 


Q Do those modifications mean any change in the 
timing of the actual emplacement and operational status of the 
missiles? 


iz) I can't answer you on that, Ralph. What I have 
been assured of is what I told you at the very outset: that 
the deployment is continuing in accordance with the NATO 1979 
schedule. 


Q Can we also assume from what you -- 





Q (Inaudible). 
Somebody wanted that, yes. Yes. yes. 


Q Can we essume from what else you said there that 
even the ones that are in place are being modified; that new 
ones would be put into place to substitute for the ones that 
are being modified while the work is being done, so that there 
would be no delay or change in the deployment? 


‘ I can't get involved in all the various technical 
questions you're going to ask. I think that if you get a 
chance to re-read this, the answers are here to the bulk of 
your questions, if not all of them, as a matter of fact. 

Q But the shipment is actually stopped, though? 

i I never said the shipment had stopped. 

Q Have the shipments stopped? 

6 No. I'm talking about the -- 


There's a play on words there, saying that the 
deployment is continuing -- 


a That is correct. 


Q -- but with modifications. That means that 
they're not being shipped until they're modified; is that right? 


i) I'm not saying that. I'll just have to stay with 
this particular guidance on that, because what you're trying to 
see is whether or not everything is coming to a halt here 
before anything else is shipped. 


7 No, I'm just -- 
fe I don't have the answer for you on that. 


Q -— going on what the West German Minister said in 
the Parliament -- that it stopped. 


i) I understand that. Well, I'm saying it slightly 
differently, and not using the word “stopped” at all. 


Q Well, it might help us if you knew where the 
modifications are being done. Maybe that's the point. Maybe 
they're being shipped and then modified. Could that be? 


ta Well, it says here that all additional Pershing 
II's, etc., to be deployed are being modified. 





Is your question, “to be deployed" taking place 
where? Is that the specific question? 


Q UPI has a good point. The point is, you're 
saying the shipment is continuing but there's modification. 
One possibility is that the modification is going on after the 
shipment but before the deployment. You know, the guy with the 
monkey wrench. 


iJ Barry, let me try to break this sentence in half, 
and I think the answer is here and if it's not, we'll take a 
look. 


All additional Pershing II missile systems and 
associated equipment to be deployed to the FRG are being 
modified as required in accordance with the accident report 
before they are brought to Germany. So that takes care of that. 


Q That takes care of that. They're being delayed. 
How long does the modifications take? 


- I've nothing on that. But I -— and the basis of 
the first sentence I read suggests that there is no 
interruption into the continuing deployment, in accordance with 
the '79 NATO schedule. 


Q Okay, then, so that's the point. The schedule is 
being met as far es actual deployment; is that correct? 


a It is continuing in accordance with NATO's 1979 
schedule. 


Q Do you have a figure on how many missiles have 
been deployed so far? I think it's 60 or 70. 


A I have no numbers for you. 
No numbers? 


Another subject. Do you have any comment on the 
report in the L.A.T Times -- 


a In the which Times? 


-- in the Los Angeles Times -- that Iran is 
planning to use poison gas in its future attacks? 





a What I have on that is that we are aware that 
Iran has been seeking to develop a chemical weapons capability, 
and it may now be in a position to use such weapons. 





The United States has consistently condemned every use 
of chemical weapons, including by Iraq. The use of such 
weapons in this conflict has been a dangerous backward step 
seriously threatening the world effort of many decades to ban 
this technology of mass death. 


We strongly hope that there will be no further use of 
chemical weapons in this war, particularly since there is the 
threat of an escalating use by both sides which can only 
increase the scale of suffering. 


~-MORE-- 








Q Are you expecting -- I mean, it's to use this in 
the future, I mean in the coming attack, or what? 


5 I can't make that call. I'm just noting here -- 
Q But have they moved them to the front? I mean -- 


+ Nothing for you in the way of any logistics or 
movements. 


Barry? 


Q I'm just trying to remember, but I think when 
Iraq was accused of using chemical weapons, a special group was 
sort of set up in the State Department to go around and 
intercede with potential suppliers, and ask them not to do it. 


Do you know if there is any such activity? 


6 I have nothing on that, but let me take a look at 
that. 


Q Okay. 


Q Only one follow-up: I mean, recently when you 
issued suspension of exporting any chemical compounds to Iraq 
and Iran, in one way as if you have been continuing export to 
Iran of chemical compounds. Four weeks ago, you suspended 
that. So, can we, can you dig -- I mean, can you explain to 
us, is chemical compounds still being exported to Iran in the 
last six months or something like that? 


A Let me take a look at some of the areas of the 
question you're putting to me because I don't have that 
guidance freshly in my mind. I'm not certain about your 
references. 


Q Is it true that Richard Murphy has erranged a 
secret meeting next month in Geneva between President Reagan 
and Assad? 

‘ President Reagan and President Assad? 

Q Yes. 


6 I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on Abu fAyad -- he is the 
second man in Fatah -- that he said that he rejected, that the 
PLO rejected the three options which Murphy had submitted to 
them? 
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. I have nothing on that as well. 
Q Bernie? 
a We *r? 


Q President Reagan, in his letter to Senator 
Dole yesterday, endorsed economic sanctions against Nicaragua. 
What kind of sanctions are being considered here? 


4 I have nothing that spells out or defines it in 
any way, and all I could do is suggest that you pick it up at 
the White House. But I've got nothing on that. 


Q Any comment at all on yesterday's votes on the 
Hill? 


cs Nothing. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on a Japanese 
fishing boat which apparently has been apprehended by a Soviet 
vessel off the coast of Alaska? 


Now, what area? I have some various dimensions, this 
guidance, so let me give you the status, if I may, Robin. That 
Japanese fishing vessel -— you have the name of it: it is the 
Fukuhe Maru. F-u-k-u-h-o Maru. That vessel is being taken to a 
Soviet port. The American employee of the National Marine 
Fisheries Service is still aboard the vessel. 


The Soviet Union has agreed to release the American to 
a U.S. flag vessel, and a Coast Guard cutter is proceeding to a 
rendezvous point to make the transfer, which could take place 
within approximately 24 hours. 


(To staff) Is that our latest call on that? 


Yes. 
Q Do you have the name of the American, Bernie? 
‘ Yes, I do have it here. Her name is Becky 


Kruppenbach, K-r-u-p-p-e-n-—b-a-c-h. 
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“ And her home town, in answer to Ralph's question, 
is Chickasaw. Chickasha, C-h-i-c-—k-—a-s-a-w.* Oklahoma? 


Oklahoma. 

Q What is this person's first name? 

o Becky, B8-e-c-k-y. 

Q Is it the State Department's view that the 
Japanese boat was correctly picked up by the Soviets, or were 
the Japanese in their rights to be where they were? 

‘ Well, the Soviets have not yet specified why they 
have taken this action, but it may be in retaliation for 
Japan's seizure of a Soviet fishing boat on April 18, which is 
apparently still being held. 

It appears that the Soviets did not expect to find an 
American aboard the ship, who was there, as I noted earlier, as 
a fisheries observer. 

Q Okay. Thanks. 

o Thank you. 


Q I'm sorry. I have another one if I could, 
please, Bernie. I'm sorry. 


3 Yeah? 

Q Do you have any comment at all on the New York 
Times report on Major Nicholson's activities last December in 
ast Germany? 


6 Nothing. I have nothing and no comment on any 
kind of alleged intelligence matters. 


Q And do you have any comment on the report about a 
letter from the U.S., a U.S. Government official, to the German 
Government about the Bitburg location? 

fe No, nothire on that either, Ralph. 

Q Thank you. 

Q One more question: With the Soviet -- I mean the 


*Correct spelling is: C-H-I-C-K-A-S-—H-A 


a 
- 





12 


South Korean President in town: Has there been any change in 
the attitude of their request for compensation for the Hughes 
helicopters that went to North Korea? 


oo No, nothing. Nothing on that. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56.) 








/ 
POSTED: ¢/as 1 2O 


TAKEN QUESTION 
yuestion Taken at woon Press Briefing of April 24, 1965 


IRAN: Export of Chemicals 





vw: dave any chemical compounds been exported to Iran in the 
last six wonths? 


A: To our knowledge, no chemical compounds which could 
Significantiy contribute to Iran's or Iraq's chemical warfare 
capability have opeen exported from the United States to those 
countries since August 1984, when the additional export 


controls were imposed. 


Upon becoming aware that Irag in early 1984 was seeking to 
procure CW components, we imposed a series of controls which 
effectively pronibited export of tnese substances to Iran and 


Iray. we maintain careful surveillance of such exports joined 


oy otnerc western countries. 
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DPC #70 
THURSDAY, -PRIL 25, 1985, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
QUESTION: Do you have any statements to read? 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I'm very sorry to 
disappoint the questioner. I have nothing to read to you. 


Q Bernie, there's a Canadian author -- I know you 
have guidance on it. The guidance as of yesterday was that a 
fellow named Farley Mowat's visa -- a chance to come to the 


United States. He couldn't come to the United States under, I 
guess the McCarran Act or something. But you also were 
inviting him to discuss it with immigration officials. 


There have been a couple of instances of this. Is the 
Reagan Administration nervous about views or subversives or 
something? What has caused this denial of the right to come to 
the United States to people who want to meet with university 
people, who wuint to promote a book? What is this all about? 


Q I hope your answer is short -- 
A What is that? 
Q I hope your answer is shorter than the question. 


Q Yes, it's a very flabby question, but I thought 
you'd have some statements. I wasn't really prepared to phrase 
my question 


i) Why don't you rid yourself of all your 
preconceptions, and then I'll have a reply for you. 


Q All right. But is he still forbidden to come to 
the United States? 


A Under the law, the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service has the responsibility of controlling entry to the 
United States by foreign citizens. The Department of State is 
discussing the decision about Farley Mowat with the INS here in 


Washington, but no decision has been taken regarding his status. 


f) 








Q What's his problem? 
4 I don't have -- 
Q why does he pose a problem? 


a I have no comment on any problems at all or any 
reports of problems, et cetera. 


Q Do we have anything on the status of the -- has 
the U.S. decided to take any kind of retaliatory steps against 


the Soviet Union because of the Soviet attitude on the 
Nicholson atfair? 


5 I have nothing on that, Bern. 

Q Bernie, has the United States received any 
invitation from Moscow to attend the May 9th parade or any 
celebration in Moscow? 


4 I have nothing on that. 


Q The lady on the fishing boat? 


e Yes. 
Q What was the question, please? 
a The question is the woman who was held on the 


Japanese fishing vessel. I think I told you yesterday that she 
was due to be released in about 24 hours, and the word we got 
just as we entered the briefing is that in fact she has been 
transferred from the Japanese fishing vessel to a Coast Guard 
cutter at about noon our time. And I have an approximate 
position of the transfer for anybody who would like to have 
that. 


Q Have you got any late word on Minister Cardenal's 
application for a visa? 


A Yes -- late word on his application? 
Q (inaudible) 


) Nope, still -- that the application is still 
under review. 


Q Still under review. How long does that review 
generally take? I thought he was supposed to speak the other 
day. 








s I was given to understand that a review can take 
up to 15 days. 


Q Bernie, going back to the American woman, when do 
you expect her -- I guess she'll be brought into Anchorage or 
to Seattle. Where would she be brought in? 


a I don't have anything on that, but let me try to 
take that and see if we can't help you on that. 


Q Can you also take the question whether she is 
married, how old she is, et cetera? There's some interest in 
her background. 


6 What do you do on a query like that? 

(Laughter) 

Q No. We have queries, believe it or not! 

f°) I heard you, but I don't know whether I can help 
you. 

(Laughter ) 

Q Bernie, can I ask a question about a report out 


of Geneva today alleging -- a Reuters report -- alleging that 
U.S. arms negotiators carried on a series of private briefings 
for American and European journalists and parliamentarians 
during the arms control negotiations, while the arms talks were 
going on in Geneva, requiring those journalists and 
parliamentarians to pledge that any reports that come from 
those briefings would be coming from other cities and without 
any attribution to U.S. officials. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


i Just a general comment that the United States has 
not violated the confidentiality agreement. 


Q As you described it yesterday -- I didn't have a 
chance to really pursue it with you -- as you described it 
yesterday, the agreement does not prohibit general statements. 


A What I said yesterday -- 


Q No, but you couldn't go into the details of the 
negotiations. 





A --— however I phrased it, that's about where it 
stands. And in the reply to what Ralph has just said, I'm 
saying that the United States has not violated the 
confidentiality agreement. 


Q Well, I'm trying to find out if the sand is 
shifting, because when Kampelman went into the talks, he came 
forward and said he couldn't have anything at all to say to the 
press, much as he'd like to. Because of the confidentiality 
rule, he simply could take no questions on any subject, and 
“Thank you, Joe Lehman, the spokesman, will deal with you from 
now on." Then he was brought home to help lobby the MX. 


Now, I think you're changing the rule. It sounds like 
you're saying he can't deal with specifics; he can deal with 
general statements. And now, of course, you have a question 
about what might be going on in Geneva. 


Do you think all of this can lead to a general 
discussion with the press by the U.S. negotiators here in this 
room, that we could get some general observations from Mr. 
Kampe lman? 


os I cannot give you a precise promise on the last 
of your series of questions, but let me take the variety of 
suggestions or implications or questions in that soliloquy. 


Q Including whether the rule is being bent a little. 


ms Yes, you can ask them all, and I'll try to get a 
package repby. 


Q Could I follow up for just a second, please, on 
that? 


‘ Under the heading of “taking?" 
Q Excuse me? 


i It may be under the heading, Ralph, of my taking 
the question. 


Q O.K., but let me be more specific with the 
question, and you can do with it whatever you choose to do with 
it, obviously, but the report specifies a meeting on April 17 
of this year with parliamentarians from The Netherlands, a 
five-hour briefing by Kampelman and Maynard Glitman, in which 
there were allegedly detailed and lengthy discussions of the 
arms control negotiations ongoing in Geneva. I raise that only 
because it's so specific. 








a Is it -- 


Q And if you say the U.S. has not violated the 
agreement, can we ask that you offer some explanation, if this 
report is true, as to how that does not violate the agreement? 





i] All right. As I told Barry , I'll take that 
question, and we'll add yours to the anthology. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie -- 

A Yes. 

Q -- new subject? 
a Yes, sure. 


Q On the Middle East: Has it yet been decided 
whether the Secretary will visit Cairo and Amman after visiting 
Israel? 

6 I have nothing on that for you, Bill. 


Q Moving on to Sudan, have you any reaction to the 
reestablishment of diplomatic relations between Libya and Sudan? 


” No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything about the whereabouts of Mr. 
Murphy? 


is} Yes, I do have something about the whereabouts of 
Mr. Murphy. He's in Jerusalem. 


Q A copy? 
(Laughter) 


be That's pretty good. I always knew you took 
extensive notes. 


(Laughter) 


Q Following up on Mr. Murphy, there were reports 
that the Jordanians rejected the proposal by Mr. Murphy about 
negotiating between the Palestinians and the Israelis without 
the PLO. Can you comment on that? 





s No, nothing on that. 


Q O.K. Another question: The Secretary of State 
was invited by the League of Arab States to attend the 
conference or symposium which was held between the 22nd and 
24th of this month on the settlements in the West Bank and 
occupied territories, and the Secretary of State rejected the 
invitation. 


Could you tell us something about the circumstances of 
the invitation? Who issued the invitation to Mr. Shultz? Who 
answered it, and why the Secretary didn't attend the conference 
and nobody else from U.S. -- officials, high-ranking, 
low-ranking, medium-ranking, attended this conference at all? 


oa That's it? 
Q Yes. 


ms I'm not sure I have replies to every one of your 
questions, but I have perhaps some of the replies. 


The Arab League extended an invitation shortly before 
the opening of the symposium inviting the Secretary to address 
the gathering. The Secretary had a prior commitment in Indiana 
and was not able to agree to the request. 


Given the short time available after receiving the 
invitation, there was no opportunity to consider arranging 
formal State Department participation. However, State 
Department officers did attend a number of sessions on an 
informal basis. , 


Q A follow up: Was there any attempt after the 
Secretary returned from Indiana, and he was in town from Sunday 
‘til now, since you are here in town, to meet with the League 
of Arab States Secretary—General Chedli Klibi, who represents 
at least 20-21 Arab countries, informally or formally, to 
convey a feeling that he couldn't make the meeting to come to 
the opening session, but he would like very much to keep that 
rapport between him and the League of Arab States, and its 
representatives, here in Washington? 


i) I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, -- 


) Yes. 








Q -- on Mr. Shultz -- 
= Mr. Shultz? 
Q Yes. 

In what context? 


Q On his visit to the Middle East, without going 
into details, is his visit limited to Israel alone? 


= To whom? 

Q To Israel. 

ia All I have said so far from here --— and you're 
quite familiar with it -- there is no formal decision that has 
been taken that I can announce beyond Israel. And if you want 
to make geographic circles of non-entry, please go ahead, but I 
can't help you. 


Q Bernie, to go back to Sudan for just a minute. 
When -- 


i] Going back to --? 

Q Sudan. 

i Sudan, yes. 

Q When Nimeiri was overthrown, the State Department 


had an instant, a preliminary assessment of the new government, 
finding it not unfriendly, as I recall. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Has that been changed in any way by the link-up 
with Libya? 


i 1 know of nothing that changes that. 


Q Can we get a copy of the statement about the 
League of Arab States? 


A Yes. 


Q Ortega has -- 





Q On the Middle East -- excuse me -- 
Yes. Let's -- 


Q -—- do you have anything on the Iranians amassing 
troops against Iraq, and to launch a new offensive? 


A I have nothing on massing. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Following up on that, if I may -- 
= Yeah. 


Q There's a Third World conference going on in 
Indonesia, and an Iranian dipl nat today said that the United 
States is gradually replacing the Soviet Union as Iraq's main 
weapons supplier in the Persian Gulf war. 


Do we have any comments on that, or background, or -- 


ia I think that that question has been addressed in 
a variety of ways from the podium here on the question of the 
U.S. disinclination -- not making any weapons available, and if 
you want the precise language, we'll have somebody in the Press 
Office -- 


Q There's been no change -- 
A -— find that out for you. Right. 
Q Bernie, you remember the leftover cuestion 


yesterday on whether the State Department is doing auything 
special to try to intercept chemical weapons materiel] to Iran -- 


a Uh-huh. 


Q You said you'd see if there's some special 
operation -- 


A Well, I do have something in that context. The 
United States has actively opposed the illegal use of chemical 
weapons at all times and specifically in this war. We 
unilaterally impose controls on th2 export to Iraq and Iran of 
the chemical components of these weapons and then work with our 
allies to broaden the imposition of such controls. Many 
Western nations have imposed similar controls. 


We monitor as closely as possible the international 
traffic in such chemicals. To prevent their shipment to Iraq 
and Iran, we collaborate with friendly governments who share 
our objective of preventing proliferation of chemical weapons 


For several years we have been working in Geneva with 
some 39 other countries to produce a comprehensive 
international treaty against the use, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons, and we are actively supporting 
all international efforts, including the current ones of the 
U.N. Secretary General and Security Council, to stop the use of 
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chemical weapons and bring about a comprehensive settlement of 
this tragic war. 


Q You said, “Friendly governments share our 
concern.“ Do all governments the United States considers 
friendly share that concern? 


s I don't have -- 

Q Or just some of them? 

i I don't have a gazeteer to offer you on the spot. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 

i) Yes. I can help you on that. 


Q Do you know if any friendly governments are 
helping either Iran or Iraq with the wherewithal to wage 
chemical warfare? 


is 1 don't have any information on that. 
Q Either way? 


a I'm not providing it in any -- I don't mean to 
suggest it either way. I simply have nothing here. 


Q Bernie, I asked you yesterday if you suspended 
recently shipment of chemical compounds to Iran, and you said 
you would look at it. 

id Well, l'm saying here, without being able to 
provide the precise dates, that we unilaterally imposed 
controls on the exports. 

Q When? 

2 That -- let me try to get the “when” on that. 
Thank you. 


-- year ago. 


> © 


As a matter of fact, I thought I had seen 
something earlier, but let me check that. I think there was 
some reference to the “when.” 








ll 


Q Bernie, in the same area: Are you in contact on 
a regular basis with the Soviet Union regarding the war in the 
Gulf area? 


o I have nothing on that. 
Q Is Murphy staying in the -- 


Q Ortega has announcec that he's going to send some 
Cuban advisers home and release 107 political prisoners. How 
does the U.S. receive that news? 


ia You may recall that the last time the Sandinistas 
announced with great fanfare the departure of Cuban military 
advisers, it was nothing more than a normal rotation. The 
departure of 100 Cuban military advisers out of some 2500 to 
3500 currently in Nicaragua is an event without significance, 
unless it is part of a wholesale and fully verifiable reduction 
and eventual termination of Nicaragua's militacy and security 
relationship with the Soviet Union and its allies. The proper 
place for arranging such a reduction is in the Contadora 
process. 


Now, the number of political prisoners held by the 
Sandinista regime is much higher than 107. While we are 
pleased that some political prisoners will be released, 
according to  .he Managua announcement, it is imperative that 
the Sandinista Government take steps to release all political 
prisoners and begin a process of internal reconciliation. 


€& pardon for political prisoners must be accompanied 
by a genuine opening of the political system and the 
establishment of a process of national reconciliation. 


Q Do you know wow many are being released? 

Q Copy? 

i Copy? Yes. I can try to help you on that. 

Q Have you drawn a judgment as to how many will ty» 
released? : 

o No. I -- 

Q What percentage, that is? 


No. Well, 1 gave you some idea -- 


Q Yeah. I saw it. 
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a -- on the estimates on the Cuban military 
advisers. 


Q Yes. But you don't have a -- 
“ And on the political prisoners, I think the -- 
Q I mean, the -—- 


. -- judgment here is that it is much higher than 
the 107, but I can't give you a percentage. 


Q You don't have an average number’ 
rs I do not. 


Q Same area: Du you have any comment on the contra 
vote in the House? 


ia On the contra vote in the House. The votes in 
the House of Representatives reflect the differences of opinion 
within inat body over how to respond to the recognized threat 
posed by the Sandinista Government with Nicaragua and the weed 
to sustain those fighting for democracy in that country. 


The President appreciates the resolve shown by the 
Senate in passing a resolution which supports his peace 
initiative and the sutstantial bipartisan support in the House 
for the resolution sponsored by the Republican leader Bob 
Michel. 


The Administration will be consulting with the 
Congress on the next legislative steps required to ensure U.S. 
support for the process of dialogue and reconciliation in 
Nicaragua, which is so central to the goal of achigving 
internal reconciliation, peace and freedom in Central America. 


Q May we please have a copy of that? 


a Let me take a try at that, because I've sort of 
crossed it up a bit, Ralph. 


Q Does that answer mean that you're going to look 
for money in this fiscal year? 


a I cannot be specific beyond the Administration 
consulting with Congress on the next legislative steps. As to 
the specifics, I cannot offer any to you. 








Q Wouldn't that consultation have to be fairly 
quick? The timetable on the present resolution runs out, I 
think, next week, if I'm not mistaken. 


ra Can't circle any day on the calendar for you, 
Ralph. 


Q In his speech this morning, was the Secretary 
suggesting increased involvement in Central America by the 
United States? 


‘ I'm going to have to let the Secretary's speech 
stand on its own. I'm not going to interpret it in any way. 


Q Another question -—- 

“ Let me go over here. I'm sorry. 

Q Could you just say -- Bernie, could you just say, 
was the speech cleared by the White House? Are his speeches, 
as a matter of course, and was this one? 

“ I don't have anything on that for you. 

Ralph? I mean -- sorry -— Barry? 

Q The President -- when the Secretary, speaking 
mostly in a Vietnam context, (inaudible) the restrictions 


placed by Congress on the President's conduct of foreign 
affairs, he said those actions weaken our country. 


vias he -- does he include Members of Congress in the 
restricting of military, or opposing military aid to rebels in 
Nicaragua? Do they weaken -- dues the Secretary think Members 


of Congress are weakening our country by blocking military aid 
to anti-Sandinista forces? 


i l am not going to interpret the Secretary's 
speech. It will have to stand on its own. 

Q You don't know who he means? It's a general 
accusation? 


A There it stands, Barry, and I really can't 
interpret it. 


Q As a matter of policy, outside the speech, this 
speech does stand as a sort of benchmark of Vietnam-Central 
America connections, and the Administration in the past, in 
officials ranging from President Reagan through Shultz, Motley 
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and Enders, and numerous people on the Hill, have repeatedly 
sought to separate, to distinguish between Vietnam and events 
in El Salvador and elsewhere in Central America. 


Was this a -- can you help guide us in terms of 
whether this was a conscious decision by the Administration now 
to bring the focus to likening the two situations? 


a I can't, when you say is it a conscious decision 
by the Administration. What I can say, I can't answer that the 
way you're putting the question. Obviously, a speech of this 
sort reflects the Secretary's views, and the interpretations 
are yours, and the speech, obviously, is his. 


Q So there must have been some change in his views, 
then, because his previous views -- he has said on the record 
many times that Vietnam was a different situation from Central 
America, and he seemed to imply today that they weren't 
different; they were in many ways alike. 


4 Well, I'm beginning to paraphrase myself on this, 
Ralph, but the speech stands, and you're welcome to whatever 
interpretations you have. 


Q Bernie -- 

Q Bernie, Ed was asked the other day if -- 

A Excuse me. Just a minute. 

Q lt's on the same area. Ed was asked the other 


day if he had any comment on what is going to happen now to the 
contras who are in Honduras. There are reports that the 
Hondurans want them to leave, and that they've even drawn up a 
resettlement plan. 


Ed said he couldn't answer the question because it was 
hypothetical at the time, since Congress hadn't voted yet. Can 
you now comment on what, if anything, the United States plans 
to do about -- 

a No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Isn't he trying to renew the Manzanillo talks 
with Nicaragua? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Bernie, is Mr. Murphy staying in the Middle East 
until Mr. Shultz gets to Israel? 


4 I can't say. If I had a guess, I would think no, 
but I don't have anything absolute on that. 


Q Bernie, back to the contras, there was a report 
in one of the U.S. weekly tabloids, saying that this 
Administration is asking the Saudi Government to provide 
assistance to the contras. Do you have any comment on that? 

© No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Going back to -—- 


Q You're saying that this is not true, or you're 
just -- 

5 1 have nothing on that. 

Q You have nothing. 

s That's what I'm saying. 


Q Will you look at it? 
s I have nothing on that story. 


Q Going back to the Secretary's invitation to -- 
have you received any demarche or complaint from the Arab 
League or any Arab Ambassador in Washington because of Shultz's 
inability to attend the symposium? 


i I have nothing on that. 
Q Can you look into this, since you -- 
a I may take a look, and I'll see what's possible, 


but I have nothing on that at all. 


Q Thank you. 


" Right. 

Q Bernie, one more question -- 

i) Yeah. 

Q There was --— the President of Haiti has announced 


this week a number of reforms, including the creation of 
political parties and formation of a prime minister's office 
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Do you have any comment on that? 


+ No. I'm sorry. 
Q Can you take the question? 
oa Uh -- 


I mean, these are reforms that we have encouraged 
and said we would like to see coming. 


A It may be diplomatic conversations, and I doubt 
if I can get anything, so perhaps I'd better say no right at 
the outset. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 25, 1985 


USSR: Seizure of Japanese Vessel 





Q The American woman .. . Where would she be brought in? 


A The U.S. Coast Guard cutter with Ms. Kruppenbach 
aboard will arrive on Saturday at Dutch Harbor in 


the Aleutians. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 25, 1985 


ARMS CONTROL: Reported Briefings on Geneva Talks 





Q When Kampelman went into the talks, he came forward and 
said he couldn't have anything at all to say to the press 
; . because of the confidentiality rule. I think you're 
changing the rule. 


The U.S. Negotiators have not breached the 
confidentiality of the negotiations. 

There is an understanding between our negotiators and 
the Soviet negotiators that the Delegations will not 
disclose to the public or to the press the substance and 
details of the exchanges in Geneva. The purpose of this 
confidentiality is to contribute to an atmosphere in 
Geneva of serious negotiations, by keeping the details 
inside the conference rooms. 

Yesterday's news item made two charges: (1) that 
U.S. negotiators briefed officials of our Allies on the 
negotiations, and (2) that they briefed the press on the 
negotiations. 

As to the first point, the confidentiality 
understanding explicitly permits consultations with 
Allies, and we have done so. For example, the Negotiators 


oriefed the North Atlantic Council in Brussels last 





dednesday. The issues discussed in Geneva concern the 
security of our Allies as well as ourselves, and we 
consult with them regularly. 

As to the second point, our negotiators have not 
disclosed to the press the substance and details of the 
exchanges in Geneva. 

The confidentiality rules permit the Delegation to 
brie— members of Congress and our allies on the 
negotiations, and they have done so. The rules do not 
preclude statements by the two gove .“¢%ts in their 
capitals on the negotiations, and we. .<«serve the right to 
do so. The rules do enjoin the Delegations from 
discussing with the press the substance and details of 
their exchanges, so that the negotiators can go about 


theic work in a serious and businesslike manner. We have 


abided by these rules. 





POSTED: 1/25/85 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 25, 1985 


ARAB LEAGUE SYMPOSIUM 





Q: Have you received any demarche or complaint from the Arab 
League or any Arab ambassador in Washington because of Shultz'‘s 
inability to attend te symposium? 

A: --No. As the Spokesman said today, the Arab League 
extended an invitation shortly before the opening of the 
"International Symposium on Israeli Settlements in the 
Occupied Arab Territories* inviting the Secretary to 
address the gathering. The Secretary had a prior 


commitment in Indiana and was not able to agree to the 


request. 


--Given the short time available after receiving the 
invitation, there was no opportunity to consider arranging 
formal State Department participation. However, State 
Department officers did attend a number of sessions of the 


symposium on an informal basis. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 25, 1965 


HAITI: Announced Reforms . 





Q The president of Haiti has announced this week a numper 
of reforms, including the creation of political parties 
and formation of a prime minister's office. bo you 
have any comment on that? 


A The announcement by President Duvalier on April 22 of 
his intention to submit to the national assembly a 
constitutional amendment creating the post of prime 
minister and legislation legalizing and governing the 
operation of political parties in Haiti is 
encouraging. On April 29, President Duvalier aeclared 
an amnesty for 36 political ana state security 


prisoners. we also welcome this aevelopment. 


Regaraing tne announced political reforms, much will 
' depend on the details of the constitutional changes ano 


the law on political parties ana how these reforms are 





implemented. If these details ang their implementation: 
are in accora with tne spirit of the Presiagent's 
initiative, this could constitute an important step 
toward President Duvalier's often-stated goal of 


Gemocratization for Haiti, which we strongly support. 








At the same time, we are disturbed by the deaths of two 
individuals in Port au Prince in the early morning 
hours of April 23, am incident reportea in the Haitian 
press. In response to our inquiries, the Government of 
Haiti has told us that these deaths were the result of 


an armed confrontation in which one soldier was 





wounded; that the incicgent was isolated and 
regrettable; and that it does not reflect government 
policy, which is instead reflected by the amnesty of 
April 29. The fact that the confrontation occurred 
because the individuals were distributing political ° 
pamphlets gives adaed weight and urgency, we believe, 
to the need for the announced political reforms and 


their implementation. Presumably the torthcoming law 


on political parties will adaress this need. 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 26, 1985, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got one announcement 
here. One second, please. 


On the Secretary's trip to the Middle East. Secretary 
Shultz has accepted the invitations of the governments of Egypt 
and Jordan to visit their respective capitals during his 
forthcoming visit to the Middle East. He'll hold consultations 
with government leaders in Cairo and Amman following his visit 
to Israel which, as you know, has already been announced. 


And I think that's what I have by way of any sorts of 
announcements or any other things that I've been asked to put 
out here at this point. 


Q Okay. Bernie, on that, there's no other stops 
than -- it'll just be Cairo and Amman? 

a And the first stop that was announced before. 

Q Yes. 

‘ That is correct. 

Q Do you have a date, Bernie? 

és No. I can't give you dates for reasons that are 


familiar to you, and they have to do with, among other things, , 
security. 


Q Bernie, on another subject -- 
Q Can we stay on the same subject? 
2 Yes. 


Q On the Middle East trip, there was some 
speculation at one point that the Secretary would only visit 
those places if Ambassador Murphy reported back sufficient 
progress from his mission. Is that the case, or is this just a 
visit or like many other visits, just dropping in? 





ra Bern, let me do it this way. I'm going to stick 
with the policy that you're familiar with of not providing any 
readouts on Assistant Secretary Murphy's trip or trying in any 
way to define what degree of progress may have been made on his 
running itinerary in the area. 


On your specific question, that is to say, if you're 
asking me whether we have seen some dramatic breakthrough which 
we are responding to, the answer is no. Wor has there been any 
setback. Assistant Secretary Murphy embarked on this trip -- I 
think we described it at one point as an exploratory trip, to 
begin with -—- and he has had a series of informative and useful 
meetings with leaders in the region. 


We are assessing, in an open frame of mind, 
initiatives coming from the region. We are seeking practical 
steps that would lead to direct negotiations between Israel and 
its Arab neighbors and ultimately result in a just and lastins 
peace for the region. We expect this to be a slow, gradually 
developing process, and I would advise against expectations of 
sudden breakthroughs or dramatic events. 


Q Is Murphy -—-— he's in Israel today? 


fe My last readout on that was that Murphy was, in 
fact, in Jerusalem. 


Q Is he planning to come home this weekend so he 
can talk to the Secretary before the Secretary leaves on 
Tuesday? 

oe I don't have anything on that itinerary. 

Q Bernie, copies of these things you just said? 

i Copies? Yes. 

Q One more question. There also was some talk that 
while in the Middle East the Secretary might meet with the 
Foreign Ministers of Egypt and Jordan, together, in some 
session. Is there anything planned along that line? 


be I have nothing on that, Bernie. 


Q Bernie -- 








oa A joint three-way session is what you're asking? 
Q Yeah. 
a I have nothing on that. 


Q Syria was characterized by the Spokesman as being 
one of the major players in the area. Why has it been omitted 
from the Shul:z travel to the Middle East? 


ra All I can say in reply to that question is that 
there are no plans for the Secretary to go to any other Middle 
East stops than the three that you are now familiar with, and 
that’: about it. You know, he's working in the context of a 
rather tight calendar schedule, and what I have shared with you 
today is the information that is available. 


Q Did Murphy meet with any Palestinians while he 
was out there? 


‘ I think there was some guidance that we had the 
other day that we shared with y.u, and we'll look it up for 
you, Jim. 


Q There are reports that King Hussein would come in 
the middle of the coming months to Washington. Can you confirm 
it or deny it? 


io Neither. I'll just stay in the middle on that. 


Q Let me go back to what you just said early -- 
“assisting in an open frame of mind initiative coming from the 
area.” Do you mean that you are just laying away all of your 
initiatives -- for instance, the Reagan peace initiative and 
other things -- and trying to work out some new initiatives by 
the parties concerned in the area? 


‘ I think, as you know, that the Administration has 
been listening to the initiatives coming from the area, and 
that in no way suggests what you are suggesting, or may be 
suggesting. The Reagan peace plan of September 1 is still very 
much there. 


Q Are you trying also to possibly, with your 
initiative and the Arab peace initiative in Fez and other areas 
to work out the comprehensive settlement or comprehensive 
initiative? 


a I have nothing for you beyond what I just said on 


that. 





Q Bernie, when you said there is no dramatic change 
in the Middle East, you don't consider the lith of February as 
a dramatic change which a lot of Arabs oppose and a lot of 
f@rabs supported? 


o I have given you the considered judgment here, 
that as to whether -- in reply to a question to me as whether 
we have seen any dramatic changes, dramatic breakthrough which 
we are responding to, the answer is no. But I coupled that, as 
you know, with a phrase “nor has there been any setback." 


Q Can you give something on southern Lebanon? 
There have been some reports suggesting that Palestinian armed 
elements and Lebanese leftists have ransacked Christian 


villages in the sout!h -- 60,000 fleeing civilians from their 
homes? 

ra No, I have nothing on that. I have no guidance 
n that. 

Q Do you have any information on whether 


(inaudible) supplied the Palestinians with arms? 
“ I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, on another subject, does the State 
Department intend to expel any Soviet diplomat in connection 
with the Nicholson case? 


‘ I have nothing on that for you, Jim, other than I 
think this might be the time just to alert you to the fact that 
there will be a BACKGROUNDER here at 3:30 this afternoon. 


Q Are we entitled to draw any conclusions from the 
fact that you answered with this BACKGROUNDER information 
(laughter) to a question about the expulsion of a Soviet 
diplomat? 


6 Your lack of hesitancy in drawing journalistic 
conclusions is celebrated by all our colleagues. 


(Laughter) 
Q What is the subject of the BACKGROUNDER, Bernie? 


a The subject of the BACKGROUNDER would obviously 
emanate from the thrust of the question. 


(Laughter) 














Q We couldn't hear it back here. 
I can never repeat myself. 
Q Thank heaven. 


aA If you want to hear what I just said, there will 
be a copy in the Press Office in about an hour-and-a-half. 


Q Bernie, there was a report on CBS that Sweden has 
nuclear weapons. Do you know anything about Sweden being in 
the possession of nuclear weapons? 


a I saw some of those press reports, but I have 
nothing on that. I just saw them just a little while prior to 
coming out here, John. 


Q Secondly, on the situation in Nicaragua, can you 
shed any light on some of the kinds of things that the 
government is going to be looking at over the course of the 
next few days and weeks as alternatives to the failed 
Congressional attempt? 


A Not really. I think that the White House had 
some comments to make about that earlier today, and I don't 
know to what degree there were any specifics that were 
itemized. But I have nothing to add beyond what was offered at 
the White House earlier today. 


Q The White House said Secretary Shultz would be 
involved in a short order, full-fledged policy review of 
Nicaragua. Can you tell us whether that review will be 
concluded before Tuesday? 


4 I can't. I have nothing for you on any calendar, 
Ralph. 


Q Do you have anything for us on Shultz's role in 
the review, and what options he might consider? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Do you happen to know whether Ambassador 
Shlaudeman is travelling? 


a No, he is not because we had some coffee with him 
this morning. 


Q On the same area, does the Department -- 











MR. KALB (TO STAFF): It was Shlaudeman, wasn't it, Ed? 
STAFF: It was Shlaudeman. 

Q He left his name tag off? 

(Laughter) 

Q Bald head? 


Q In the same area, does the Department have a view 
on two questions: One, whether private military aid to the 
contras is legal, and, secondly, does the Department encourage, 
discourage, or take any position on whether such aid is 
appropriate or not? 


fe I think to some degree there may have been a 
reply, or this question may have been dealt with at the White 
House. But let me take a look at that question and see if I 
can get anything from here at the State Department. 


Q In a related area, do you have anything on the 
reports that three Americans were captured by the Costa Rican 
police with a bunch of other foreigners? Apparently they had a 
lot of arms and were involved in contra -- 


a Three Americans? 
Q Yeah. 


A Let me take a look at that. I have nothing here 
on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports by the 
Mexican pre-party that there are 60,000 armed members of the 
National Action Party in northern Mexico? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q Also, the Mexican Government apparently has 
complained that the State Department's country reports on human 
rights practices for 19864 treated Mexico as if it were an enemy 
country in the same context as Cuba or Nicaragua. Has there 
been any response from the State Department on that? 


“ I am unaware of any response on that. If there 
has been, I am unaware of it. 














Q Do you have any comment on the interview with 
General Zaytsev in The Washington Times? 








A Simply to say that the remarks as published echo 
the unnaceptable Soviet position, and beyond that I have 
nothing to add to the statement put out at the White House just 
a few days ago. I think it was April 23. 


Q What can you tell us about the shipment of -- 
Soviet shipment of arms to Nicaragua that has allegedly arrived 
in the last day or two -- the contents of the ship, etc.? 


a I have nothing by way of a reply to your specific 
question, putting it in the context of the last day or two. 
But I understand there is earlier guidance that deals with that 
subject in broad terms, and that will be available for you at 
the Press Office. 


Q But nothing on the ship that apparently has been 
unloading in the last week. 


6 I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, will Kampelman be available to the press 
at all? What is his schedule? 


fs I can't say that at all. He is here, as you 
know, and I'm going to make no forecast about the availability 
of Kampeliman. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on Jack 
Anderson's report today about Israel and South Africa exploding 
a bomb in '79 -- a nuclear bomb device? 

6 Nothing other than to say that I have no comment 


on any sort of alleged intelligence reports that you're 
alluding to. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on Ortega's visit 
to the Soviet Union? 


a Nothing. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 26, 1985 


NICARAGUA: Private Aid to Contras 





Q Does the Department have a view on two questions: One, 
whether private military aid to the contras is legan, and, 
secondly, does the Department encourage, discourage, or 
take any position on whether such aid is appropriate or 
not? 

A: The answer to that question depends largely on the 


nature of the assistance offered. 


A number of provisions of U.S.law may bear on the 
question of private assistance to foreign groups such 
as the armed opposition in Nicaragua. Among them are 
the neutrality laws, the International Traffic in Arms 
Regulations, and the Foreign Agents Registration Act. 

In view of the complexity of the applicable laws, 
the Department recommends that any group or individual 
contemplating providing assistance to the armed opposi- 


tion review any plans to do so with private counsel to 


ensure compliance with those laws. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 26, 1985 


COSTA RICA: AMERICANS AR® FSTFD 





0 Do you have anyvthine on reports that three Americans ° 
were captured hv the Costa Rican police with a hunch 
of other foreieners? 





A. We can confirm that two American citizens, Robert Joseph 
Thomnson and Steven P. Carr, were arrested on Apri!’ 24 
in Ciudad Quesada, Costa Rica and charged with 
conspiracv. A consular officer has visited them 
to determine the nature of their incarceration, provice 
a list of local attornevs, arrange contact with their 
families in the U.S. and check on their health and 


welfare. The arrestees have not waived their rights 


under the Privacv Act and we therefore cannot discuss 


the details of their cases. 
i. 
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MONDAY, APRIL 29, 1985, 12:41 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. One very short 
announcement. The Secretary will have an ON-THE-RECORD 
pre-summit press briefing at the White House, Tuesday, April 
30, at 10:00 a.m. 


Q Is that at the White House or the E0OB? 
A At the White House.* Ready for your questions. 
Did Secretary Murphy come back? 


~ 
A He's on his way back. We expect him back very 
shortly; I think sometime this afternoon. 

Q Now that his trip is finished, can you say 
anything about any results he may have achieved? 


a Well, as you know, Jim, we're not commenting on 
the Murphy mission, and I really don't have much for you. I 
mean, basically we addressed this on Friday. There have been 
neither dramatic breakthroughs m- setbacks, nor were any 
breakthroughs, quite frankly, anticipated. 


Assistant Secretary Murphy has had a series of 
informative and useful meetings with leaders in the Middle 
East. I would like to point out that from the outset we have 
said that Ambassador Murphy's trip was an exploratory one. 


Q Who finally did he wind up seeing? Do you have a 
list of those people? 


A I don't have a list. We certainly -- I coulce 
look into that and see if we could. I think it's well known 
the leaders he saw in the area; they're all publicized, but I 
don't have any specific list for you. 


* Correction: The press briefing will be at the E0OB. 


1/0 a. 





Q Will he have a backgrounder or a roundup of his 
trip after he arrives here? Possibly he would brief us on 
background, or something -- 


a Well, Abdul Salam, we won't know until he comes 
back and we talk with him whether or not there will be a 
backgrounder, but I certainly will be back to you all on that. 


Q Do you care to comment on what Arafat said in a 
press conference, that Murphy and President Assad agreed that 
they -- to prevent any Palestinian fighters from entering south 
Lebanon, to protect Palestinian camps? I mean, do you care to 
comment on that? 


& I have nothing for you on that. No. 


Ed, did Murphy's visit pave the way for Secretary 
Shultz to meet with a group of Palestinian leaders when he goes 
to the Middle East next month? 


6 I have nothing on that, Ralph, specifically, no. 


Ed, would you say that the program of the visit 
itself was cut short or it was planned from the very beginning 
to end at this time? 


ia No. I think Assistant Secretary Murphy is 
returning in the general time frame that we anticipated. 


Q Do you have any comment on what's happening in 
south Lebanon the last couple days? 


i) Concerning the recent events in south Lebanon, we 
deplore this new cycle of violence in south Lebanon. In 
particular, we regret the number of new refugees resulting from 
this latest round of fighting. We continue to support the 
Government of Lebanon in its efforts towards unity, territorial 
integrity, and the stability of its country. 


Q Do you think the Lebanese army should take a more 
energetic role in trying to throw a protective barrier around 
these trapped Christians? 


A Well, our general policy has been, and I believe 
remains, that the Lebanese armed forces should exert their 
authority throughout Lebanon. 


Q Is that -- 





‘ But in specific response to your question, I 
don't have a specific response to the question as you posed it. 


Q I'm sorry. I'm about 12 hours, at least, out of 
touch on the story, but the last report I had heard is they're 
going that way, while the trouble is that way. 


Does the State Department have anything constructive 
to offer? Is there any rescue operation being considered? Is 
there anything you could do about what seems to be an impending 
disaster’? 


a I have nothing for you on that specific question. 


Q Has the Department decided yet what to do about 
Israel's $1.5 billion aid request? 


a Well, we're not going to comment on these 
diplomatic exchanges that have been reported in the press, 
Bernie, especially on the exchange of letters between the 
Secretary and the Israeli Prime Minister. 


But I can say that we are continuing our close 
dialogue with the Government of Israel on an approach in which 
additional U.S. assistance could be associated with an 
effective Israeli program. 


We hope to be in a position soon to reach a decision 
and convey this to Congress. 


Q By this week? 


i) I can't give you a specific timeframe, but soon 
is -- soon is soon. 


Q You're going (inaudible) -- 
A I have nothing specific. 
When the Secretary is in Israel, do you know if 
he will venture into areas that formerly were under Jordanian 
control? That leaves east Jerusalem for you to deal with. 


A I don't have a specific schedule for the 
Secretary's visit. 


Q Could you comment on the thousands of Christian 
refugees who are leaving Lebanon to go to Israel or have gone 
since the withdrawal of Israel? 








i No. I have nothing specific -- more specific 
than the general remark I made on how we feel about the 
situation in south Lebanon. 


Q Concerning the announcement of the halting of 
grain shipments into the Sudan allegedly on the basis of 
problems with the rails there, first of all, is there a 
specific date to re-establish the shipments or to recommence 
the shipments? 


And, secondly, is there any reason why, given the 
threat to life which is so imminent in the Sudan, that airlift 
capabilities that the Pentagon says that it has to take that 
food back into the Kordofan province are not being used? 


4 No. I have nothing specific for you on that. 
I'm sorry. 


Ed, are you still keeping contacts with the 
different sections in Lebanon, or you have some factions of 
them already out of sight for you? 


°* + 


) Well, our Embassy continues to function, our 
Ambassador is there, and the Embassy and the Ambassador are 
conducting the Embassy's business, which means contacts with a 
variety of leaders and groups and the government itself. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on Ortega's visit to 
Moscow or the agreement signed this morning on economic 
assistance? 


a On Ortega's visit to Moscow, the United States 
has repeatedly stated its concern over the Sandinista 
Government's close military and security relationship with the 
Soviet-bloc. We have stated publicly and directly to the 
Sandinista Government our belief that Nicaragua must sever its 
political*® and security relationship with the Soviet Union and 
its allies if genuine peace and stability are to be achieved in 
the region. 


Mr. Ortega's trip to the Soviet Union, which followed 
immediately congressional refusal to enact the President's 
peace initiative, appears to us to reflect a strong and 
well-planned strategy of the Sandinista Government to 
strengthen its ties with the Soviet bloc. 


It is our view that increased foreign assistance, 
economic or military, is no substitute for the establishment of 
dialogue with the opposition, a process of national 
reconciliation and realistic economic policies. 


* Correction: Should be “military”, not political. 











Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q By any chance do you have anything there on the 
Vatican statement that the Pope would be prepared to go to 
Lebanon if it would help reduce tensions? 


A No. I have nothing on that. 
Q Ed -- 
a Let's stay on the -- 


Q What's the status of the review of Central 
America -- our policy towards Nicaragua, and will there be any 
kind of a public report from that review? 


“ First, let me reiterate the U.S. objectives 
toward Nicaragua have not changed. Wwe continue to insist that 
Nicaragua: (1) must stop playing the role of surrogate for the 
Soviet Union and Cuba, (2) Nicaragua must reduce its armed 
forces, (3) Nicaragua must stop its support for insurgents and 
terrorists in the region, and (4) Nicaragua must live up to its 
commitments to democratic pluralism. 


You're very aware of this basic United States 
position. Last week the President asked Congress to support, 
in his efforts to work for internal reconciliation, peace and 
freedom in Central America, specifically for the goal of 
achieving national reconciliation through dialogue in Nicaragua. 


Many in the Congress supported the President's 
request. The Senate passed the proposal and the House came 
within two votes of passing a similar proposal. 


We noted with interest that nobody in either House 
attempted to defend the Sandinistas or their policies. 
Nevertheless, without full congressional approval at this time, 
the next moves of the Administration to ensure U.S. support for 
the process of dialogue and reconciliation are being examined. 


As the President has stated, we will continue to seek 
the support of the Congress for the Administration's policy 
towards Central America. 


Q Copy of tha., please? 





. Yes. You may. 
Q What's that all —- 


Q But that doesn't answer the question as to the 
status of the review. 


‘ Which was? 


Q Which is, what is the status of that review? Is 
it ongoing? bill there be a public report of the result of it? 


a Presently being examined. Our policies are 
presently under review. 


Q Do you expect an announcement before the trip? 
is An announcement before -- 


Q On what this review has produced before everybody 
heads for Europe. 


6 George, I can't give you any forecast on that 
quite frankly. 


Q Are economic sanctions a part? 

‘ Well, there are a number of factors which affect 
our policy toward Nicaragua which are continually under 
consideration. As a matter of policy, as you know, Jim, we're 
not going to discuss contingency plans. 

We continue to maintain diplomatic relations with 
Nicaragua, and the President has stated our policy very 
clearly. I have nothing further to tell you on that. 


Q Are we going to continue diplomatic relations no 
matter what? Is that a given? 


6 Our diplomatic relations with Nicaragua continue. 
Q Is that matter under review? 


a I'm not going to go beyond what I've said. 


Q Ed, does the Department have a general policy on 
what diplomatic relations mean? In other words, whether 
diplomatic relations depend on this government's political 
feelings about the path taken by another government? 








‘6 Well, I think we have a very fundamental position 
on diplomatic -- we have diplomatic relations with states, and 
I think this question arose over the question of the coup 
d'etat in Sudan, and we said that our diplomatic relations 
continue despite the changeover in government. Diplomatic 
relations are relations between the United States and 
individual states. 


Q Would you itemize what the Secretary hopes to 
accomplish on his trip to Brasilia? 


“ I have nothing to itemize -- no -- cther than I 
think to foster the very good bilateral relationships we have 
with Brazil. 

Q No specifics? 


6 But 1 have no specifics at this time. That's a 
bit off -- the Brasilia trip.** 


**NOTE: The spokesman did not intend to imply that the 
Secretary plans to travel to Brazil at this time. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Do you have any comment on the Washington umes 
report that seven Sandinistas has been caught in Honduras 


a That seven Sandinistas have been caught in 
Honduras? 


Q Yes, Sandinistas? 
a I don't think so. 


Q That's an intelligence report. You can't 
comment? (Laughter) 


‘ I think you should play the role of a Spokesman; 
you know the lines very well. 


Q It's a matter for the Hondurans, George. 


‘ Could you be more specific in your question, 
(Laughter) despite what George Gedda has just stated? 


Q Is it true that some Sandinistas have been caught 
in Honduras? 


‘ Despite our great respect for Mr. Gedda, 
according to reports of the Honduran security services, seven 
Nicaraguan support agents for the Chinchonero guerrilla 
organization were captured between April 11-14 in southeastern 
El Paraiso Department, Honduras. The seven acknowledged that 
their mission was to smuggle weapons from Nicaragua to 
Chinchonero groups in Olancho Department, Honduras, and to 
assist with recruitment and training of Chinchonero guerrilla 
units in Honduras. 


According to preliminary information, one of the seven 
described himself as an agent of the Nicaraguan General 
Directorate of State Security and the coordinator of the group 
of this Directorate's agents supporting Chinchonero guerrilla 
units in Honduras. He said that in three trips, beginning in 
November 1984, he and other individuals had smuggled rifles, 
handguns, uniforms, boots, money, and medicines to Olancho 
Department. 


Q Copy of that please? 


Q Obviously, we have been doing something wrong all 
these years. 


Q Copy of that? 





a You may have a copy of that, yes. Anything on 
Central America? 


Q Do you have anything on that -- rather, does the 
Secretary share any of the views of Counselor Derwinski? 


a You always have easy questions, Bernie. 
Q Is he staying in his job? 
a 


Let me say the following. The Counselo: met with 
the Washington Times editorial board last week for a lengthy 
discussion of the role of Congress and foreign affairs. 


The Counselor has asked me to say that today's Times 
article interprets some of his views with a negative cast that 
was not intended. He asked me to emphasize that he has the 
highest regard for the professionalism and loyalty of the 
career foreign service, and for the management of the 
Department of State. 


Now, specifically, in response to your question on the 
Secretary's views, the Secretary does not believe the views 
reported in the article are correct. He understands the 
Counselor has made a statement which describes the article as 
interpreting some of his views with a negative cast which was 
not intended 


The Secretary supports the Counselor's statement 
emphasizing the professionalism and loyalty of the career 
foreign service and for the management of the State Department. 


Q Wait a minute. Let's split between Derwinski and 
Shultz, and just deal with Derwinski. Is Derwinski saying 
anything that he's quoted as saying he didn't say? Do you see 
anything in that answer? 


6 The Washington Times interpreted some of his 
remarks with a negative cast that was not intended. 


Q You mean, when he said “what we need is someone 
to shake up the whole damn structure," he meant that in a 
constructive sense, of course? (Laughter) 

For instance -- 


a You can interpret the negative cast (Laughter) as 
well as I can interpret a negative cast. 


y 
Ne 
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Q No, no, I'm not interpreting. I just took his 
words down -- “too much policy is made by career foreign 
service officers with no political loyalties to a President." 
That, of course, is not a negative statement, is it? 


A What part? 
Q When Shultz -- 
7 What is your question? 


Q My question is, Shultz is talking about the 
views. Is the Secretary satisfied that Mr. Derwinski said the 
things he's quoted as saying? I don't know what he means by 
"views." Does he mean Derwinski's views or does he mean -- I 
don't know -- whatever this negative cast is. 


6 He's talking about the views that were reported 
in this article. 


Q The things Mr. Derwinski said? 
é That's right. 


Q So does the Secretary have any doubt that Mr. 
Derwinski said this? 


& All he's referring to are the views that were 
reported in the article. Mr. Derwinski now is travelling and 
is not here, so -- 


Q Ed, I hear nothing in that statement of support 
for Derwinski. Is he going to keep his job for very long? 


7 I don't think that question has arisen, quite 
frankly. 


Q Can we get a copy? 

& This is all marked up. 

Q Ed, specifically, let's go down some of these 
quotes. Does he deny that he said “our legislative shop -- 


Congressional Relations -- has been terribly ineffective, just 
out of touch with Capitol Hill?" 


& Jim, I think when the Secretary says that he 
supports Derwinski's statement, which emphasizes not only the 





il 


professionalism and the loyalty of the Foreign Service but the 
management of the State Department, he is obviously also 
referring to the performance, the management and the activities 
of our Congressional bureau. 


Q But Derwinski says The Times -- 


Q No -- excuse me, Barry. That was not my 
question. Does Derwinski say that he has been misquoted in 
that excerpt I just read? 


a What Derwinski is saying -- and all I can give 
you, Jim, on this is that the article in The Times interprets 
some of his views with a negative cast that was not intended. 
I cannot go beyond that. 


Q What I'm saying is that there's no 
interpretation. That was a direct quotation allegedly made by 
him. Did he make -- is it a correct quotation? 


a I can't answer that; I can't answer that. 


Q Does he say -- I suppose you have nothing further 
from him -- which views he feels have been interpreted 
negatively and which haven't? 


a I can't give you anything further. 
Q He didn't give you any specifics? 
a No. 


Q For instance, he says “sometimes the left hand 
doesn't know what the right hand was doing." All the quotes 
that are in the article fall into the heading of "Criticism." 
Not criticism of Mr. Shultz. He's very -- he thinks Shultz 
isn't getting the support he needs, but he's critical of the 
way the Department is operating. 


a Barry, I really can't go beyond what I have from 
Derwinski himself and the characterization I've given you of 
the Secretary's position. 


Q With that throwaway line, could you tell us where 
he's travelling? 


a I can't, no. 


Q Back on Lebanon again, for just a second. Other 
than keeping the Embassy open and functioning and the 
Ambassador on post, can you cite specific things that the 
United States is doing now to support the central Government? 
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fi I think our political support is well known. And 
I also think that we have assisted the Lebanese armed forces in 
military equipment so that the Lebanese army can play a 
constructive role in bringing stability and security to 
Lebanon. But beyond that, I can't go. 


Connie? 

Q Does the United States have any concern that the 
French going to beef up their military presence in New 
Caledonia, perhaps make that a nuclear presence? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Would you care to look into that, please, and see 
what affect that will have on the region? 


A I'll take that question. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can you ask you two questions? First, we know 
what the Secretary is going to Israel for. Can you tell us 
what the purpose of his visit to Egypt and Jordan, in State 
Department wording, please? 


A I think he's going to both countries to have 
high-level meetings with President Mubarak and King Hussein. 


Q About what? 

A Well, obviously, of issues of mutual interest, 
both in the bilateral sense and also concerning the peace 
process. 

Q Okay, one other thing, please. 


Q Is the Secretary bringing new proposals to the 
area? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q So can you characterize it as exploratory also, 
just like the Murphy mission, or what? 


A No, I have no characterization to give you other 
than what I've just said. 
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Q Can I ask you the second question that I had in 
mind? There are reports that Soviet technicians, or officers, 
are departing Syria. Do you have any comments on tat? 


A Well, in our view, concerning these reports that 
2,000 Soviet advisors have left Syria, it would be premature to 
draw a conclusion that this represents any basic new trend in 
the Syrian-Soviet military relationship. 


Q Are you confirming they're leaving, and you don't 
know if -- is it a new trend, or you're talking -- 


A No, we're just talking about the reports. I'm 
not confirming that they're leaving. I'm just saying -- 
reacting to the reports, if true. 


Q Oh, if true. 


Q Ed, on the Hondurans again, just for a minute. 
Does the State Department have any comment on this capture of 
the Sandinista agents in Honduras? 

A I just -- 


Q I know. You read the statement, but it wasn't a 
comment; it described the situation. 


A I think it was pretty forthcoming. I don't think 


Q The intelligence reports sure won't. 


A A little rancor there? 


Q Are you going to bring him up for an interview in 
Washington? 


A No, I really have nothing more than what I said. 
Ed, do you expect Mr. Murphy to join or to follow 
Mr. Shultz when he arrives in Cairo and Amman for talks with 
President Mubarak and King Hussein? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Is the U.S. concerned about the Soviets violating 
an aspect of the SALT II Agreement relating to backfire 
bombers? Have you raised that in Geneva at the SCC with them? 
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A Let's see if we have anything for you on that. 
You're referring specifically about additional violations? 
Q Uh—-hua. 


A On February 1, the President forwarded to the 
Congress an unclassified report, which you're well aware, 
"Soviet Noncompliance with Arms Control Agreements." That 
report noted that additional compliance matters were under 
review which could not be publicly disclosed at the time. 
Thus, while we cannot comment on the specific issues in the 
story, several of which are substantively inaccurate, it is no 
news that additional issues remain under active review. 


I'm referring here specifically to the story in the 
Washington Times. 


It is our intention to continue to vigorously press 
compliance issues with the Soviet Union through diplomatic 
channels. As we have in the past, we will keep the Congress 
informed; and to the maximum extent possible, keep the public 
informed as well about our findings. 

Q But you're not doing it today? 

& No. 

Q Did you say “keep the public informed." 

fe (Nodding affirmatively.) 


Q What are the results of the raising of the radar 
issue with them in Geneva? 


fa I have nothing specific on that for you. 
Q I mean, was it resolved? 


I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, copy of that statement? 

fa Surely. 

Q I'm asking on behalf of the public? 

i We will try to be as forthcoming as possible. 
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Q Ed, did the issue of Soviet military advisors in 
Syria come about in any of these direct or indirect talks to 
improve relations on the atmosphere between the United States 
and Syria? 


7 I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of April 29, 1985 


NEW CALEDONIA: French Military Presence ° 





Q Does the United States have any concern that the French 
are going to beef up their military presence in New 
Caledonia, perhaps make that a nuclear presence? Would 
you care to look into that and see what effect that will 
have on the region? 


A. The Government of France has stated that it will reinforce 
its military presence in New Caledonia in order to “assure 
(French) strategic interests." We have no details regarding ’ 
this plan. The GOF had previously announced the visit to New 
Caledonia of one of its nuclear powered submarines. 

The United States appreciates the contributions made by the 
Government of France to the political and economic development 
and stability of the Pacific region and hopes those 


contributicns will continue. 
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DPC #73 


TUESDAY, APRIL 30, 1985, 12:39 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I have a couple of announcements. 


Today at 3:00 p.m., as most of you know, there will be 
a background briefing on Arms Control and the negotiations in 
Geneva in this briefing room. 


We have available in the Press Office a joint State/ 
USTR/Commerce statement on the U.S./Japan Telecommunications 
Standards, Electronics and Medical Equipment, and 
Pharmaceutical Talks available now. 


Q A joint State/USTR? 


f Yes, this is a joint State/USTR/Commerce 
statement, basically on the substantial progress that we have 
made in our talks on telecommunications standards with Japan. 


This is an announcement on the seminar on Moral 
Equivalence. The Shavano Institute for National Leadership, a 
division of Hillsdale College in Michigan, will hold a seminar 
on Moral Equivalence, May 1-2, at the Madison Hotel. The 
seminar, co-sponsored by the Office of the Special Advisor to 
the Secretary of State for Public Diplomacy, will examine the 
problem of false images of U.S. and Soviet values. 


Members of the press interested in attending should 
contact the Shavano Institute's representative, Mr. Hugh 
Newton, at 202-544-0011. 


Ready for your questions. 


Q Senator Benson says that the Secretary has 
decided to recommend to the President that the United States 
impose a trade embargo and suspend airline service to 
Nicaragua. Is that the case? 


a Well, Matt, you know, I dealt with the whole 
question of the policy review yesterday. I'm not going to 
comment on these press reports and ticker items that are coming 
in. 








If a decision is taken regarding U.S. policy toward 
Nicaragua, that will be announced. I will not discuss 
contingencies, recommendations, options or other aspects of the 
policymaking process. 


Q It isn't just a press report. This is a Senator 
stating it. 


a It is a press report of a Senator's statement, 
but I am not going to comment on it. 


Q Do you have any further insights into what Daniel 
Ortega achieved while in Moscow that you would like to talk to 
us about? 


A Nothing more ti.an what I said yesterday on his 
trip. 


Q Do you have anything on -- new subject? 
é Any more on Latin America or Central America? 


Q Yes. I have a question on Elliott Abrams. This 
is a Methodist Church news release that says that a Conference 
on Religious Liberty held at the U.S. State Department became, 
in effect, a setting for heavy, heavy attacks on the National 
Council of Churches, and violated Church/State separation, 
according to Bishop Hodap of Indianapolis. He says, "Once the 
conference is convened and the religious group then uses the 
occasion to castigate those of differing theological and social 
opinions, their government becomes a party to that questionable 
practice. It was obvious to me that the primary issue of the 
conference was to lay it heavily on the NCCC." 


May I say that I had nothing to do with this. I do 
not share that conclusion, and I wonder what is the State 
Department's reaction to Bishop Hodap of Indianapolis attack on 
the State Department? 


6 Lester, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Well, I mean, did you know about the conference? 
And the letter was written to Elliott Abrams, who has just been 
promote. This indicates that you think a lot of Abrams and 
not much of Bishop Hodap, right? 


3 Lester, I simply don't have anything for you on 
that. 








Q You wouldn't deny that, would you? 
I will leave it there. 


One last -- could I just one last follow-up on 
this? 


6 We'll get back to you -- 


Q Does the State Department believe chat the 
Methodist Church, which almost every week attacks the Reagan 
Administration, should be able to do so without the Reagan 
Administration ever responding to the Methodist Church -- or 
its hierarchy, rather? 


a Well, Les, I have no comment on that. 


Q You just wouldn't dignify this attack with a 
comment? Is that what you are saying? 


‘ I just have no comment for you, Lester. 

Q Ed, on your earlier answer on the press reports 
on the Nicaragua trade embargo, can you talk about it in 
general terms, or are you not going to talk about it at all? 

és No, I am not going to talk about it. 


Q Ed, can you say anything about Honduras and what 
the delegation here is seeking? 


ia No, I have nothing on the substance of those 
talks to give you. 


Q Will there be a read-out on this? 
he There may be. I'm not sure. 

Q Out of Latin-America? 

a Yes. 


On the Middle East, have you anything, Ed, on the 
reported refusal of the PLO to agree to a joint 
Jordanian/Palestinian delegation that had members who were not 
identified with the PLO? 


6 Well, what you are referring to is the PLO saying 
exactly what? There is so much being reported on the PLO. 





Q Saying that the United States would have to 
recognize the Palestinian right to self-—determination before 
they would agree to name a delegation. 


& Well, our positions on these issues are very well 
known, Bill, and let me reiterate them. 


In terms of whether or not we would meet with a 
planned Jordanian/Palestinian -- well, a PLO ees, | gee -- our 
policy on the PLO is firm. It is well known to all parties. 
That is, we will not recognize and negotiate with the PLO until 
it accepts the pertinent United Nations Security Council 
resolutions, and that is 242 and 338, and until it recognizes 
Israel's right to exist. 


Now, in terms of the other part of your question -- I 
take it you are quoting from what Yasser Arafat said on 
self—determination. 


Q Yes. And the PLO is also saying that Murphy 
asked them, communicated with them, and asked them to name a 
delegation that was not closely identified with the PLO problem. 


a Let me take it on the self-determination angle, 
first. 


The U.S. --the United States believes that the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people should be addressed 
in any agreement regarding the final status of the West Bank 
and Gaza. We believe the full manner in which those rights 
will be exercised will become clear as the process of 
negotiations proceeds. It is our view that there should be 
Palestinian participation at every stage of the negotiating 
process. In addition, any agreement on the final status of the 
West Bank and Gaza should receive the prior consent of the 
inhabitants of those territories. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Now, there are so many parts to your question, 8i11. 
Let me make clear, in terms of Assistant Secretary Murphy 
presenting any proposal or plan, as we have said, his talks in 
the area were exploratory. We are not going to comment on the 
substance of his discussions and therefore I won't have any 
specific response to the third part of your question. 











Q Ed, on your statement, how would the prior 
consent of the occupancy of the territories be reflected or 
registered? 


é Well, let me define further what our position is. 


The term “self-—determination" in the Middle East 
context has come to connote the establishment of an independent 
Palestinian state. The United States does not support the 
establishment of an independent Palestinian state and therefore 
cannot support that definition of self-determination. 


As the President stated in his September 1, 1982, 
initiative: “The United States will not support the 
establishment of an independent Palestinian state in the West 
Bank and Gaza, and we will not support annexation or permanent 
control by Israel. It is the firm view of the United States 
that self-government by the Palestinians of the West Bank and 
Caze in association with Jordan offers the best chance for a 
durable, just and lasting peace." 


And, Norman, it is within that framework that our 
position is based. 


Q Copy of that? 
‘ Yes. 


Q Ed, you say that it must have prior consent. 
Does this look for some kind of election? Does it look for 
action by representatives of .people? How would that be 
decided, or has it been decided how it would be decided? 


i What we are stating here is the basic framework 
of the United States position. These details would have to be 
worked out in the context of negotiation. And, as you well 
know, our preference is for direct negotiations between the 
Arabs and Israel. 


Q On Murphy's proposals, or so-called proposals, 
did he explore the possibility of creating or establishing a 
joint Palestinian/Jordanian, non-PLO participants, in a joint 
delegation? 


‘ I have nothing further than what I basically said 
on that. 


MORE. 





Q Ed, the 38 Palestinians who met with Mr. Murphy 
at the American Consulate in East Jerusalem, or West Jerusalem 
-- it doesn't make any difference -- they handed him a 
petition, or rather a memorandum, asking all of the signatories 
to an independent Palestinian state. And when you are 
excluding -- first, you are asking for prior consent to the 
inhabitants in the occupied territories, under the 
circumstances of occupaticn, they are not free to, very well to 
exercise any right to express their opinion. And this is what 
my colleague said just a minute ago. How could they exercise 
wont aia consent to express their opinion about what they 
want 


And the second thing, when you come and tie it in with 
not accepting self determination for the Palestinians -- which 


means a Palestinian state -- you are negating the whole thing. 
the whole -- you are back to zero, square zero, no other 
place. You know, you are not doing any achievement in what you 
are just saying. 

a Is that a question or a statement? 


Q Well, a question -- there are three or four 
questions in it. 


Q I have a follow-up to that, Ed. 
(Laughter) 

a To the statement or the question? 
Q No, a follow up, -- 

A O.K. 


-- because I wanted to ask a question about a 
terminology used there. 


a Well, the important thing is to get negotiations 
going. This is the important objective. We on our side have 
set out the American position, which is embodied, basically, in 
the President's September 1, 1982 initiative. 


We have reiterated that the desired objective is to 
get the Arabs and the Israelis engaged in direct talks, that 
this would be the most fruitful and most effective mechanism to 
reach what we would consider to be a viable peace settlement. 
That remains our position. All these questions that you are 
raising are really speculative, and these are things that 
should be decided in the ongoing process of peace talks. 





‘ Q But to follow that up. if I may, there was a 
reference made by my friend here to the Consulate in East 
Jerusalem. I have heard -- 


a (Inaudible) 


Q No. Just let me finish this. I have heard from 
that podium a firm denial that there is a Consulate in East 
Jerusalem, that this building near what used to be called the 
Mandelbaum Gate is simply a second building to the Consulate 
for the City of Jerusalem. am I correct or incorrect? 


a Our position on Jerusalem has not changed -- 
Q Well, I want to know what it is. 


a -- and our reference-- 


Q Is my friend correct when he refers to a second 
Consulate in East Jerusalem, or is it one Consul for the whole 
city? I just want to know, what is our position? Can you tell 
us? 


A The United States has a Consulate General in 
Jerusalem. Period. 


Q And that's it -- there's one Consul. That's -- 


Q Can I follow up on this, please? You said the 
important thing is to get the negotiations going, and the U.S. 
objected to direct talks. 


The Arabs contend that you want to negotiate for 
what? What's the objective? What's the aim? What's the goal? 


A Peace between the Arabs and the Israelis. That's 
the aim. 


Q But what about the Palestinians, what would they 
get in return? 


a Obviously, including the Palestinians. 


Q In the recent two months you are saying that the 
Arabs should move toward direct negotiations, so you will 
move. Now, Shultz is going to the area. Is there a movement 
toward, a substantial movement toward direct negotiations, 
that's why the Americans are following it up, or not? I mean, 
can you clarify this point only? 


—_ 
= 





a Assistant Secretary Murphy has come back from his 
exploratory trip. He found his discussions with leaders, both 
Israeli and Arab leaders, to be very useful. The Secretary 
will be visiting the area, as you well know, in conjunction 
with his trip to Israel on May 10, and will be pursuing our 
ongoing discussions with Arab and Israeli leaders. Obviously, 
the peace process will play a very important part of those 
discussions. 


Beyond that, I'm not going to characterize the 
situation. 


: Will Mr. Murphy accompany the Secretary on this 
trip 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
Q To another area? 
One second. 


Q Does the United States think that direct 
negotiations would be feasible without the Syrian consent? 


a You have noted that our basic position is the 
applicability of U.N. Security Council Resolution 242 and 338. 
That applies to all the parties, and that obviously also 
includes Syria, if Syria is so willing to participate in 
negotiations with Israel. 


Q Excuse me if you've answered this, but did you 
comment, or would you comment on what King Hussein has said in 
an interview with The New York Times that the United States -- 


and he said Russia, the Soviet Union -- but answer the part 
about the United States -- declined to receive a 
Jordanian-Palestinian joint delegation? 


a That -- 


Q He said, King Hussein is quoted as saying, the 
United States turned down a visit or meeting with a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. 


a I have nothing for you on that, Don. 


Do you have —-, else on what he -- on the 
other parts of his interview 


a No. You're referring to the interview in The New 
York Times? 





Q Yes. 


& I have nothing specific in terms of your question 
on that, no. 


Q Was the request made? 

a For? 

Q For the meeting between the -—- 

a Well, I'm not going to get into the specifics of 


the substance of Ambassador Murphy's trip out there and his 
discussions. 


Q When Mike Deaver -- 


A Don, if you want to reframe that question. I'm 
not too sure what you're getting at, if that's the -—- 


Q What do you have? The original question here, 
he's being quoted as saying that the United States and the 
Soviet Union have refused to meet with a joint delegation from 
Jordan and the PLO. 


aA I think I answered that before you came in. 
Q O.K. 
A I think I answered that before you came in. 


That's why I was -- 


If you're talking about will the U.S. meet with the 
joint Jordanian/non-PLO Palestinian delegation, that's one 
question. You're asking me will the United States meet with a 
Jordanian-PLO delegation? 


Q I wasn't asking whether they would. I'm asking 
you, did the United States turn down, refuse to have such a 
meeting as King Hussein says here in the interview? 


a Well, I just can reiterate what I said, I think, 
before you came in on our policy on the PLO. 


Q O.K. 
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Q Ed, has the Secretary answered Prime Minister 
Peres' letter concerning economic reforms in Israel, or 
concerning foreign aid, as the case may be? 


a I have nothing specific on that to give you, 
Norman. 


Q Ed, on the delegation, the Jordanian-PLO 
delegation -- I mean, do you agree with the Soviet Union that 
it is not useful to receive such a delegation? Put it this way. 


A joint Jordanian-PLO delegation? 


a 
Q Yes. The Soviet Union, you know, refused that. 
é Yes. And your question is? 

Q 


Do you agree with the Soviet Union that it's not 
useful to see such a -- 


A Well, without reference to the Soviet Union, we, 
obviously, cannot meet with a PLO, a joint Jordanian-PLO 
delegation until the PLO meets the conditions we have stated 
for the resumption of U.S.-PLO contacts, and those are well 
known . 


Q Ed, are you taking a position harder than Israeli 
officials and Israeli memrers of their Parliament who met 
recently in Germany with PLO officials and senior advisers to 
Yasser frafat? You're taking a position even harsher and 
harder than the position of the Israeli Government in trying to 
meet with PLO people and in order to come to peaceful 
negotiations. 


Why --— Does this stem from your efforts not to let the 
Palestinians have anything in the future? 


A Abdulsalam, that's a conclusion that you are 
drawing. I refer you to the Israeli Government's positio: on 
the PLO as a reference point. 


Q Is there any communication between you and the 
USSR about this delegation, I mean? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Yes, Ed -- 


A You've had two tries. I'll be back. 





il 


Q I've had one try, but that's all right. 


Q There have been reports of massacres in 
Afghanistan. Do you have anything on that? 


a No, not beyond the reports themselves, which are 


pretty fulsome in their description. I have nothing to add on 
that. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on Sudan today? 
a It depends on your questions. I mean, -- 
(Laughter) 

Q The aid situation. Anything juicy? 


a No, I have nothing -- I have nothing new on the 
aid situation, no. 


Q On the same subject, do you have any comment on 
Sudan's intention to review relations with Egypt and the United 
States? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 

Q Ed, reportedly, earlier this year, Mike Deaver 
took an entourage of 50 into the snow at Bitburg Cemetery. Did 
that entourage include any State Department personnel, or did 
he exclude State Department personnel? 

a I have nothing for you on that, Lester, no. 

Q Well, I mean, do you know? You don't know. 

A No, I don't know. 

Q O.K. Then, secondly: Since Mike went there, has 
any State Department personnel gone to visit and check on the 
number of SS tombstones which are clearly marked? 


a I have nothing for you on that, Lester. 


Q Well, the United States Air Force admitted this 
morning that they've been laying a wreath on that cemetery for 
25 years. What I wondered is, is the State Department as 
non-observant of the SS tombstones as the Air Force? And if 
so, why? 
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We've gotten into this terrible Bitburg blunder, and I 
wonder why the State Department -- do they have any explanation 


why the State Department didn't warn the President, “You're 


going to a cemetery full of SS people?" I mean, it's got 49 of 
them. 


a The whole Bitburg issue has been dealt with 
extensively, Lester, at the White House-- 


Q Not to the satisfaction of a lot of people -—- 


a -- and most recently this morning by the 
Secretary of State, and I refer you to those comments. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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DPC #74 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 1, 1985, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A few announcenents: 
We thought that given all the immediate interests on the 
actions we have taken on Nicaragua that we would do a special 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing today immediately following this press 
briefing, because I anticipate you have a lot of specific and 
technical questions. 


So accordingly, following today's daily press 
briefing, we will have an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the 
recently-imposed sanctions against Nicaragua. The briefers 
will be Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs 
Tony Motley and Assistant Secretary of Treasury for Enforcement 
and Operations John Walker. I believe there will be another 
official from the Treasury, Dennis O'Connell, Director of the 
Office of Foreign Assets Control, Department of Treasury. 


Copies of the White House statement, the Executive 
Order, and notification to Congress will shortly be available 
in the Press Office. Some of these are available. We'll get 
the whole package together for you. 


Available in the Press Office at 1:30 p.m. today is 
the prepared statement by Assistant Secretary of State for 
African Affairs Chester Crocker before the House Committee on 
Appropriations, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The topic 
of his testimony is FY-86 Foreign Assistance Request for 
Sub-Saharan Africa. 


Also available in the Press Office is the advance text 
of Ambassador Paul Nitze's speech before the National Press 
Club. As you know, that speech is on our assessment of the 
first round of the Geneva arms talks. 


Peter McPherson, the Administrator of the Agency for 
International Development, will hold a press conference today 
at 3:00 p.m. here in the State Department press briefing room. 
The subject will be on African famine relief efforts. This 
will be ON-THE-RECORD for sound and cameras. 


. #) 
“ 





Today the Department of State and the Atlantic Council 
of the U.S. announce the opening of the NATO Information 
Office. This office will be located at the Atlantic Council. 
The address is 1616 H Street, Northwest. The phone is 
202-347-9353, under the direction of John Reinertson, a Foreign 
Service Officer, seconded to the Council by the Department of 
State. The office will undertake various programs designed to 
provide the public with information on the North Atlantic 
Alliance and to focus attention on issues of importance to 
U.S., Canadian, and European security. 


A final announcement: The Department of State 
announces that U.S. and Japanese negotiators agreed in Tokyo 
April 30 on an interim Civil Aviation memorandum which provides 
significant new opportunities for U.S. airlines. This interim 
agreement will be confirmed by an exchange of notes between 
Japanese Foreign Minister Abe and United States Secretary of 
State Shultz on May 1, in Bonn, prior to the Summit. The 
agreement marks an important mileston: in the U.S.-Japan 
aviat‘on relationship. It will further open the Japanese 
mark: to U.S. passenger and cargo airlines, promote 
competition, and improve service. 


Under the interim memorandum, the United States will 
be able to start service from up to three U.S. cities for up to 
three new U.S. carriers. This will enable as many as eight 
U.S. carriers to participate in a lucrative U.S.-Japan market. 


The memorandum also provides for a second Japanese 
carrier, Nipoon Cargo Airlines, which will be permitted six 
all-cargo flights a week. The interim memorandum will permit 
each side tn use one of its new opportunities for a 
small-package service. It will also increase capacity for U.S. 
and Japanese carriers from Japan to Micronesia by 20 percent 
immediately, with additional increases over the next two 
years. New service from Fukuoka may start in 1987. 


The memorandum commits Japan to liberalize economic 
regulations so as to minimize doing business restrictions on 
U.S. airlines. 


All of the new U.S. services contemplated under the 
agreement will be selected by the Department of 
Transportation. Representatives of the two governments had 
earlier agreed to hold talks on a comprehensive revision of the 
1952 Air Transport Agreement, and these discussions are 
expected to be held this summer. 


Q May we have a copy? 











“ You may. 


Ready for your questions. If you have any questions 
on this, we can proceed to that right away. Are there any 
question on the -- 


Q --— the announcements? Does McPherson have an 
announcement to make? I mean, is there some news reason for 
the press conference? 


a I think it's a basic briefing on an overview of 
our famine relief efforts, but beyond that -- 


Q On the subject of that famine business, do you 
have any comment on the reports that the Ethiopian Government 
has disbursed the people from a large refugee camp, and may 
have put them on a forced march into other areas of Ethiopia? 


‘ Yes, Don, I do. Our reports confirm the press 
article in The Washington Prost. The entire camp was evacuated 
by force, with approximately 60,000 famine victims driven out 
with no regard to their health and food needs. This was 
apparently an arbitrary action by senior local authorities. We 
are attempting to obtain additional information on the motives 
for the action and looking urgently at what can be done to save 
those forced to leave. We are raising this with the UN and 
other members of the donor community and will, of course, be 
discussing it with Ethiopian authorities in Addis Ababa. 


We deplore the incident and expect the Ethiopian 
Government to take immediate steps to rectify the situation, 
including disciplinary action against those responsible, to 


nsure the welfare of the population that has been forced to 
eave, and to prevent future actions of this kind. 


Q Copy? 

i Yes. 

Q How do you know it was a local decision? 

‘ According to our reports, that's the information 


we have. 


Q Do you have any reports on what is happening to 
these people who are marching out in the countryside? 


i We are looking into them, but we don't have too 
many specifics at this time other than what I have just stated. 





Q Can you give us an update on economic aid for 
Israel and Egypt -- what the decision is, and if not, when will 
it be announced? 


= We have made clear in the past our support in 
principle for supplementals for Israel, Egypt, and the West 
Bank and Gaza. We are in close touch with the Congress on this 
subject. But we have nothing further to announce at this time. 


Q When will there be something? When? 


a I just don't have anything to announce at this 
time. 


Q President Mubarak of Egypt, in his speech on the 
first of May celebration, said that he got from the United 
States $2.3 billion as grants. Would you confirm this figure? 


“ No, I can't. 


Q Do you have any information if Mr. Murphy will be 
accompanying the Secretary to the Middle East? 


i No, I don't. 
Q Going back to the -- 


Q Do you have anything on the student takeover of 
the Lebanese Embassy here today? 


A No, 1 have nothing on that, no, not specific. 


Q Going back to the assistance to the West Bank, do 
you have any idea how this money will be dispensed on the West 
Bank, or disbursed, because there were problems which were 
featured by (inaudible) Ministry last year? That money which 
was earmarked for the West Bank found its way to build 
settlements or to strengthen settlements. Do you have anything 
on that? 


6 No, I have nothing specific on that, no. 


i.) Do you have any new comment on Washington Post 
interview with King Hussein? 


i Anything specific in that interview? 
Q About blaming the Administration, the American 


Administration that maybe the chance will be lost because of 
its policy, or something like that. 








ra Well, we are actively involved in discussions 
with the major parties involved in the peace process, and the 
whole purpose of Assistant Secretary Murphy's trip to the area 
was to explore the possibilities in a very active way, so we 
are involved. We are actively involved. And, in terms of one 
part of that interview concerning our position on 242, I think 
it's important to stress that we have not changed our 
interpretation of UNSC Resolution 242. We still believe it 
applies to all fronts, and that it provides the basis for 
negotiations on the principle of the exchange of territory for 
peace. 


As the President said on September 1, 19862, “Our view 
of the extent to which Israel should be asked to give up 
territory will be heavily affected by the extent of true peace 
and normalization and security arrangements offered in return.” 


Q Has there been any Soviet response to the 
expulsion of the Soviet military attache? 
oe I have nothing on that. 
Q Can we get a copy of that statement? 
Yes. 


Q On a related subject? Nicholson. 


Q Is he still coming on the first of June? Can you 
confirm that? 


‘ Is who still coming? 
oe King Hussein. 
a I have no specific date. 


Q Could we stay with the Middle East? 


6 Yes. Any more on the Middle East, and then we'll 
go to the -- 


Q Yes. Two days ago, I just remembered that you 
refrained from characterizing the trip of Secretary Shultz to 
the Middle East as of exploratory nature. Now you are 
describing it as of exploratory nature. Is this a sort of 
change, or now you are precisely saying that it is only to 
explore? 





~ No, I didn't make any characterization. We 
discussed Assistant Secretary Murphy's trip within the context 
of being exploratory in nature. What we said about the 
Secretary's upcoming trip to the Middle East is that he will 
be, obviously, discussing with President Mubarak, the Israeli 
leaders, and King Hussein the peace process as one of the 
items. That's all. 


Q If I'm not wrong, the statement you just read 
mentions this exact word, “The Secretary is going to explore.” 
That's why I'm asking the question. 


o Well, I think it's -- he's going to be discussing 
the issues of the peace process, and whatever verb you want to 
use is not too important. 


Nicholson? 


Q Yes. There's a TASS dispatch today which says, 
again denies responsibility for the Nicholson shooting, and so 
on, but then later says that the only agreement reached in that 
military-to-military meeting, verbal agreement, was, “Weapons 
should not be used and will not be used in the future to detain 
Military Liaison Officers.” 


Do you see anything in that language that comes more 
to the United States interpretation of what was reached at that 
meeting? 


a Well, 1 haven't seen that specific TASS report 
you've said, but I think I'll refer you to the recent briefing 
we had here on that and our interpretation of what we think and 
what we know we agreed to with the Soviets at the 
General Otis-—General Zaytsev level, specifically on the issue 
of the non-use of force. 


Q Do you see any movement in the Soviet position? 
Obviously, you haven't seen this, so you can't really say. 


) Yes. Well, I don't want to comment on that until 
I've looked at it closely. 


Q Have you heard anything about Gorbachev accepting 
an invitation to visit Iowa in the fall? (Laughter) We 
actually heard that. 

(Laughter) 


i?) No 








Q Do you have any reactions to the Soviet 
interpretation of the President's planned visit to Bitburg? 


a No. I have no characterization of that at all. 


Q Do you have specific dates on Mr. Shultz travel 
to Amman and Cairo? 


& Not to announce at this time, no. 


Q Ed. going back to Mr. Murphy, would you consider 
the buffet dinner that he had in the U.S. Consulate in 
Jerusalem with Palestinians from the West Bank -- about 38 
people -- as part of the process for looking for delegates or 
members of the joint Jordanian-Paiestinian delegation, or is it 
an exploratory meeting with Palestinians on the West Bank? 


a I would put it in the category of our general 
policy of meeting with Palestinians in the West Bank. 


Q Ed. excuse me if this comes one day too late for 
the anniversary. but does the Department have any comment on 
the various statements made by Vietnamese officials and leaders 
over the past several days appealing for better relations or 
resumption of relations with the United States? 


a 1 think we may have something for you in the 
Press Office I think we had something on that earlier in the 
week Let me look into that for you, Don, and let me see if | 


No 
Is that it? 
Q Well. one more Can you say why the North 


Koreans were not allowed into this country for some film 
festival in New York? 


a North Koreans? 

Q Uh-huh 

6 I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Can you update us on the situation in southern 


Lebanon? 





a We are seriously concerned by recent 
developments. We deplore the intercommunal fightir «nd urge 
all parties to support the central government as th only means 
of restoring tranquility to this troubled country. The United 
States continues to back the efforts of the central government 
to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese territory. 


In this regard, we stay in close touch with President 
Gemayel and other Lebanese Government leaders about how we 
might be helpful to their efforts. 


we have tremendous sympathy for all refugees in 
Lebanon. Too much blood has been shed, too many people have 
been uprooted in the ten years of civil war. Recent events, in 
our view, underscore the need to achieve security arrangements 
which will preclude further violence. We call upon all parties 
to show restraint and to work for the restoration of central 
government authority 


Q Copy? 
o Yes. 
Q Thank-you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 P.M.) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 2, 1985, 12:27 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. One announcement: 
The Acting Secretary of State transmitted to the Congress on 
May 2, 1985. a “Report on the Situation in £1 Salvador.“ The 
report is part of the regular series of reports on the 
situation in £1 Salvador provided by the State Department every 
60 days This report covers the period from February 1 through 
March 31, 1985 


The report summarizes political and judicial 
developments, military and security issues, economic 
development and refugee/displaced persons issues. 


On the political side, it notes the successful 
national election conducted by the Salvadoran government on 
March 31. On human rights, the report notes the continuation 
of the trend begun in late 1984 of substantially reduced 
political killings by the extreme right and the responsibility 
of the extreme left for most of the recent political murders 


Copies of the report are available. 
Questions? 


Q Do you have any response today to the TASS 
dispatch accusing the United States of using the Nicholson case 
to poison the atmosphere for relations with the United States? 
And is there any word on Soviet retaliatory action in response 
to our expulsicn of the military attache? 


a We have seen the TASS statement. The US 
position on the Nicholson case was stated in detail, as you all 
well know, by the White House last Tuesday. We stand by that 
statement 


We are continuing to pursue an apology, compensation, 
and clarification that there will be no future use of lethal 
force against MLM members And that's all I have 








Q follow-up to that, Ed? 


The TASS statement, if my memory's correct, says that 
the tragedy which befell Nicholson has to be viewed with ’ 
regret. Does that not amount to an apology? And the TASS 
statement goes on to say that it was agreed that force would 
not be used -- weapons would not be used against members of the 
military liaison. 


So, I mean, it just seems to me that the two countries 
are talking past each other on this issue at this point. 


‘ I have nothing further, Bill, on that. 


Q Could we get a copy of your statement, your 
initial statement? 


A Sure. 


Q Do you have anything on the ellegations that the 
trade embargo on Nicaragua is not in compliance with 
international law or the U.S. Treaty of Friendship with 
Nicaragua? 


a Well, for -- on our part we are satisfied that 
the actions that we have taken are compatible with the Treaty 
of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation. 


I would like to note that the Treaty expressly 
provides that it shall not prevent “the application of measures 
necessary to protect a party's essential security interests." 


Our actions have been taken precisely for such 
reasons, as yesterday's announcement makes clear. 


Q Copy of that? 


ve Yes. 
Q The reports -- there were some reports last week 
that armored personnel carriers from the Lebanese -- regular 


Lebanese army were used -- 


A Do we want to stay on Central America? 

Q You got something good for us? (laughter) 

i) Depends on your question 

Q On that same subject, how about violation of the 


OAS Treaty? 








s We are confident that our actions are entirely 
compatible with our treaty obligations. 


Q But will you stand by your position of not 
accepting jurisdiction of the International Court? 


A In other words. if Nicaragua brings it up to the 
Ic]J? 

Q Yes 

) Is that the -- well, I'm not in a position to 


speculate on what, if any. steps Nicaragua could or might 
take Again, we're satisfied that our actions are compatible 
with the Treaty 


Q In other words, didn't the US issue a 
unilateral statement that it would not recognize jurisdiction 
of the International Court for several years on matters 
relating to Nicaragua’? 


a Well, you know, we have a --— there are certain 
claims that are currently before the ICJ -- it's about six 
months ago -- and April 30 actually was the due date for 


Nicaragua to file its brief on the merits of its claims 
currently before the ICJ 


This is @ case in which, you will recall, the 
President said that the United States will no longer 
participate We don't think there is a relationship between 
the steps we've announced yesterday and the case pending before 
the court 


These actions have been taken in view of the policies 
and actions of Nicaragua against the peace and security of the 
Central American region, and which therefore directly threaten 
the security and foreign policy of the United States 


Although we have made our position on these matters 
known to the Court by means of our written and oral pleadings 
Guring the jurisdiction and admissibility phase of the case. 1 
repeat. there is no relationship between the steps that we 
announced yesterday and the case pending before the court 


Q Ed, is there any indication that other Central 
American or Scuth American countries might join you in this 
embargo against Nicaragua’ 


a well, we privately irformed many Latin American 
and turopean governments of our decision before it was 








announced. Among these were the four Contadora governments and 
the governments of Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala and 
Honduras 


As to reaction, I'm sure that these governments will 
be offering their own public comments. I'm not going to 
Gisclose the details of our private conversations with them 


Q Is there any reaction to the Australian Prime 
Minister's statement? It was reported on FBIS that he regrets 
the U.S. action because it's just going to work against U.S 
interests in the area 


a No. I have no reaction to that 


Q Do you have any comment on, or explanation as to 
why the State Department feels it's necessary to spend up to 
$45,000 to support a conference in Washington on moral 
equivalence? 


o You're referring to the Oberdorfer article in The 
Washington Post today’? (Laughter) 


Q That's the one 


a Well, I don't have a specific response to the 
question as you posed it 


Q well, what is the justification for spending 
public money that is under the budget of the Department of 
State for this conference? 


a Well, it's a conference of -- it's not a 
political conference in the first place; it's a conference of 
general interest, so it's not per se a political conference 


So the Department isn't sponsoring a particular 
political point of view in this conference, and the conference 
was not conceived of in terms of either liberals or 
conservatives or some other political labels It's purvcose was 
to promote an open discussion of the issue of moral equivalence 
among as broad 4a spectrum of scholars. journalists and others 
interested in this question 


The attendance represents those who accepted the 
invitation 


Q Well, | quess this may be an old-fashioned 
Question, but [ thought that the mission of the Department of 
State was to carry on the foreign relations of the United 











States. How do you get from there to a -- $45,000 to instruct 
the public on moral equivalence? 


“ Well. it's rot a question of instructing [t's 
just a conference, I said, of general interest, and, as you 
know, we do help sponsor various conferences throughout the 
United States, either under our public diplomacy programs or 
our public affairs programs So it's not something that's 
atypical of what the Department does. 


-- MORE -- 


Q Can you think of another example where a 
well-known group of people from one part of the political 
spectrum has been financially aided in putting on a conference 
of this sort? 


a Well, I think it's a concomitant of who accepted 
the invitations to this particular -- 


Q And maybe who extended them 
“ I have nothing more. 
Q Follow-up to that, Ed? 


Since the Department also sponsored, or hosted, I 
guess, free of charge, a conference on religion and the other 
one by businessmen last week, could you sort of take the 
question as a general thing, that, you know, what is the State 
Department doing getting involved with things unrelated to 
foreign policy, such as religion, such as a businessmen's 
conferences, and such as this latest thing? 


f°) Well, I think I answered the question 

Q Oh [ must have missed the answer 

A l answered the question. (Laughter) 

Q Do you have any comment on the -- Oh, I'm sorry 

Q The question before -- There were reports last 
week that armored personnel carriers were used by -- that had 
been given to the Lebanese army -- had been used by Moslem 


militia in their attacks on some Christian villages in southern 
Lebanon Do we know if those were American armored personne] 
carriers? And if so, are we still supplying the regular 
Lebanese army? In other words -- 


A I have no specific response to your query, but 
you know we have had a military assistance program to the 
Lebanese Armed Forces 


Q Including the recent delivery of several dozen 
armored personnel carriers, which were then sent south toward 
Sidon The question is -- 


) Well, that [I can't confirm 
Q -— fas the use been converted? 
a That I can't confirm 





Q Ed, to stay with the Middle East. do you have any 
comment on the attitude taken by the Syrians during the talks 
by Mr. Murphy in the area, in the light of The Washington Post 
story of today? 


“ Well, we can't really try to characterize the 
Syrian role in the peace process, except to say that UN 
Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 apply on all fronts. 
including the Golan, and a comprehensive peace must obviously 
include Syria 


If you're asking whether the Syrians have expressed an 
interest in direct negotiations with Israel, the answer is no 
As you are aware, we believe direct negotiations between lsrael] 
and its Arab neighbors are the only effective way to achieve a 
just and lasting peace in the Middle East 


Q Would you say that the Syrians are, too -- partly 
are responsible for the return of Mr. Murphy without any 
setback or any breakthrough? 


a I have nothing for you on that, no 
Q Do you have any comment on a report that Israel 


may have deployed Jericho II missiles, which is generally 
considered a nuclear delivery system? 


“ No, 1 have nothing on that 

Q Ed, any comment on Louis Farrakhan's loans from 
Libya? 

‘ The only thing I can say is that it would not 


appear that this type of financial transaction is prohibited by 
US. lew I have nothing further on that 


Q Ed, also on Ambassador Murphy When he was in 
Jerusalem, I'm told he met with 40 Palestinian leaders from the 
West Bank and Gaza, and they handed him a petition, as far as I 
know, telling him, in @ way, that the PLO represents them, and 
if the United States wants to do business with the 
Palestinians, the United States should go to the PLO 


a Uh-huh 


Q Can you confirm that? And can you tell us what 
does the State Department think of those, representing all 
segments of the Palestinian community there? What is the 
United States reaction, and how do you view this input’ 








a I think we discussed Mr. Murphy's meetings -- 
meeting with that group previously; and I have nothing to add 
to what I said before on that. That's available in the Press 
Of fice 


Q Ed. do you -- excuse me -- do you -- 
a But, I wean, if you have a new question on it -- 
Q Well, the new question is, do you confirm that a 


petition was handed to him telling him, in a way, six points 
were made there, all leading to the idea that the PLO is the 
party that the United States should deal with in talking to the 
Palestinian community. about the Palestinian community? 


a I don't want to get into confirming -- The 
question of a petition, whether it was handed to him or not, 
I'm not going to get into that. The main point is that our 
position remains the same vis-a-vis the PLO, which is so well 
known that I'm not even going to repeat it again today 
(Laughter) 


You know, I just -- and I made extensive remarks 
yesterday on our views on Palestinian self-determination, which 
again explicitly state our position 


Q Ed, you're not telling me if a petition was 
submitted to Secretary Murphy or not Can you tell me if such 
@ petition was submitted?’ 


a 1 have seen reports about such a petition, but I 
cannot confirm to you that a petition was actually handed to 
Assistant Secretary Murphy 


Q Can you find out, please, and tell us? 
i) I'll see if I can look into that 
Q Can you tell us who are these people -- 22? Aare 


they mayors, PLO sympathizers? Who are they? Can you tell us? 


i) Well. we have, especially our Consulate General 
in Jerusalem has, contacts with Palestinians in the West Bank, 
and there is nothing new in our meetings with such Palestinians 


Q 1 know But who are they, because they are 
saying that the PLO is their representative In the arab 
media, that's what they are printing So can you tell us who 
are they. [I mean, in particular? And how many? 





oa I'm not going to give you a guest list, no. 

Q And how many, their number? They were reporting 
22. 38 yesterday. today 40 How many? 

s I have nothing on that. 

Q On Syria again, and related to the Murphy visit: 


The Foreign Minister charged that most officials or envoys that 
come to the Middle East, they come to extract concessions from 
the Arabs. Was it Murphy's plan to extract concessions, or to 
reach an agreement acceptable to all? 


a Our goal is to explore the possibilities for the 
peace process, leading to direct negotiations between the Arabs 
and Israel, the ultimate goal “ing a comprehensive peace 
settlement 


Q Is there any idea under consideration for 
Secretary Shultz to visit other capitals in the Middle East 
than Cairo and Amman? 


ns Not to my knowledge 


Q Ed, in a press conference held yesterday in 
Khartoum, Sudan, the British Minister of State for Foreign 
Commonwealth Affairs was quoted as saying -- was quoted as 
characterizing the normalization of relations between Sudan and 
Libya and Sudan and Ethiopia as a “perfectly understandable 
thing.” 


i) What was that quote, please’ 

Q "Perfectly understandable thing.“ Does this 
Administration share the British --. their assessment? 

a I have nothing for you on that 

Q Can you find out for me, please?’ 

a I'll see if [ can look into that 

Q td, the Ethiopian Government is claiming that the 


story in The Washington Post yesterday was completely false, 





that the camp still exists, that the people left, left 
voluntarily, with all their tools and all And since the State 
Department confirmed the Post article yesterday, I was 
wondering if you had ary comment on the Ethiopian Government's 
denial of it? 








10 


rs Well, responsible Ethiopian authorities in Addis 
Ababa have been informed of the situation and donor concerns 
We have not received any authoritative explanation of 
justification for the move We remain very concerned that many 
deaths among these refugees will occur unless corrective action 
is quickly taken by the Government of Ethiopia 


Q Ed, has the Government of Ethiopia denied that 
the move took place, to the U.S. Government, as apparently it 
did to the press? 


“ I have nothing for you on that 

Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 

os Yes 

Q Has the Middle East arms review been completed 
yet -- that freeze? 

a It is still under review 

Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 2, 1985 


AMB. MURPHY GIVEN PETITION BY PALESTINIANS? 





Can you tell me if such a petition was submitted? 


--A nurber of petitions were presented to Assistant 


Secretary Murphy when he was in Jerusalem. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 2, 1985 


SUDAN: Normalization of Relations 





In a press conference held yesterday in Khartoum, Sudan, 
the British Minister of State for Foreign Commonwealth 
Affairs was quoted as characterizing the normalization 
of relations between Sudan and Libya and Sudan and 
Ethiopia as “a perfectably understandable thing.” 

Does the Administration share the British assessment? 


© 


A: As we have said before, we have made our views known to 


Sudanese government through diplomatic channels. 


the 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #76 


FRIDAY, MAY 3, 1985, 12:35 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A few announcements: 


Under Secretary of State for Political affairs Michael 
Armacost will speak ON THE RECORD at the Thirteenth Annual 
Convention of the National Association of Arab Americans at 
11:00 a.m. Saturday, May 4, at the J.W. Marriott Hotel, 1331 
Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest, in Washington. for details and 
further information, contact NAAA Director of Communications 
Ron Cathell, 467-4800. 


Q Are you going to have a text on that one, Ed? 


i) We may I could look into that I'm not 
absolutely sure 


Q 1 don't suppose you'll have them this afternoon 


a I doubt it, but let me look into that for you and 
I'll see 


Today, at 5:30 p.m., in the Diplomatic Lobby, Vice 
President George Bush will speak at the dedi.+s.ion ceremony of 
AFSA's Memorial Plaque honoring Americans who ave died under 
heroic or other inspirational circumstances while serving their 
country overseas in foreign affairs 


Acting Secretary of State Kenneth Dam and AFSA 
President Dennis K. Hays will also speak at the event. 
Photographers and crews wishing to cover the event should be 
set up no later than 4:00 pm 

Q 4:00 p.m.? Don't you mean $:00? 

Q That's absurd 

Q How long will that event take? 


a I think it should last about 45 minutes to an 
hour 


I have a statement on U.S. economic sanctions against 
Nicaragua 





we are making available today in a document, which 
will be available in the Press Office, some facts on the 
economic situation in Nicaragua since the fall of Somoza in 
1979. This information clearly demonstrates that the 
responsibility for the current economic plight of Nicaragua 
rests squarely on the shoulders of the Sandinistas. 


The recently announced economic sanctions are part of 
our overall efforts to convince the Sandinistas that they must 
live to the commitments made to their own citizens, to the OAS 
and to the Contadora process. 


We are deeply sympathetic to the plight of the 
Nicaraguan people. Our objectives in Central America are to 
create conditions for peace, democracy and economic betterment 
of the people in the area. The situation in Nicaragua today. 
which can only be described as repressed politically and 
depressed economically, has been brought about directly by the 
policies of the ruling Sandinista regime. 


The Nicaraguan leaders tell their people that the U.S. 
is to blame for all their problems. The Nicaraguan people know 
better. They know whose economic policies don't work, and they 
know who is repressing them. That is why so many Nicaraguans 
are opposing the Sandinista regime. 


The economic sanctions are part of a broader policy of 
pressures whose aim is to change the policies of those who are 
today subverting the wishes and denying the rights of the 
citizens of Nicaragua. 


It is the Sandinista Government of Nicaragua, not the 
U.S. economic sanctions, which has brought economic ruin to the 
country and which threatens the stability of the entire region. 


We have informed the current leaders of Nicaragua that 
the measures being instituted by the U.S. can be easily 
rescinded if they take concrete steps toward a dialogue and 
other measures leading to genuine reconciliation, freedom and 
peace in Nicaragua and the region as a whole. 


Q Copies? 
6 Yes. 
Q There are Nicaraguans who are not Sandinistas who 


are saying that the sanctions will only make the economic 
situation worse. Are those people wrong? 





a They're saying that the sanctions will make the 
economic situation worse? 

Q They're saying -- I'm saying, there are 
non-Sandinistas in Nicaragua -- all sorts of officials, like 
agricultural people, farmers -- who are being quoted as saying 


that the situation is bad and the American sanctions will make 
their lives even worse. 


Your statement says that the Sandinistas are at fault 
for the poor conditions in Nicaragua. Are the sanctions going 
to make life harder for the Nicaraguan people? 


‘ Well, the Nicaraguan economy is already in a 
shamcles. And, as I said, this results from the economic and 
strategic policies of the regime in power in Nicaragua. We are 
not a priori the cause for the present plight of the economy 
and the people in Nicaragua. 


Q Will the sanctions make the situation worse? 


f°) Well, I think the situation will get worse after 
economic sanctions are imposed. 


Q The implication -- you said “talks,” but you 
didn't say talks with whom -- the United States or the 
opposition? 


A I think the whole brunt of the President's policy 
is, as we have reiterated, internal national reconciliation, 
and a key part of that is talks between the Sandinista regime 
and the democratic opposition. 


Q Ed, your statement referred to Nicaraguan 
commitments to the OAS. Doesn't the United States have a 
commitment to the OAS not to use coercion to settle disputes? 


iy I think I stated yesterday, Barry, that we are in 
compliance with our treaty obligations -- 


Q Including the OAs? 
a Including the OAS 


So this isn't coercion within terms of the OaS 
Treaty? 


a Well, I dealt with that yesterday also, in terms 
of our legal -- the legal applicability of our decisions. 





If you want, I can repeat basically what I said. but I 


Q No, I'd rather not. thank you 


Q Ed. the Foreign Ministers of two of the Contadora 
countries --— Venezuela and Colombia -- have said that the 
sanctions are going to make their efforts towards peace more 
difficult. Would you comment on that? 


“ I have no comment on that. no. 


Q Ed, how do you explain the apparent discrepancy 
in our policy toward the trade sanction on Nicaragua and our 
policy toward sanctions toward the Government of South Africa. 
where there we say that it will only hurt the people we seek to 
help, whereas in Nicaragua this is aimed at the Sandinistas? 
Won't this hurt the private sector in Nicaragua which we seek 
to support? 


7 I can't get into the specific impact this will 
have on various sectors in the Nicaraguan economy, but let me 
address the first part of your question. 


You know that Assistant Secretary Crocker pointed out 
in Senate testimony that the situations of South Africa and 
Nicaragua are not comparable. That is basically our position 
Each case needs to be decided on its own merits. 


In Nicaragua you have a country that clearly is not 
improving its human rights record, that seeks to export 
revolution, that threatens U.S. security interests and that is 
allied with our adversaries. In South Africa, as Assistant 
Secretary Crocker noted, there is evidence of a continuing 
reform process away from the unacceptable and repugnant 
apartheid system. 


In the last year the regional violence in southern 
Africa has been greatly reduced 


One must also look at the degree to which sanctions 
can have any impact South Africa's economy is 30 times larger 
than Nicaragua's and much less vulnerable to the impact of 
sanctions. Also, the relative effectiveness of U.S. policy in 
influencing action of a given government is critical. We 
clearly have more influence in South Africa than in Nicaragua 
under present circumstances. 








Q Copy. please? 
“ Yes 
Q Another area? 


Q Can you finish that question, though, about, 
"will it hurt the private sector?" 


& I have no comment for you on that. 


You've mentioned the export of revolution from / 
Nicaragua Is there any more evidence that Nicaracua is 
exporting revolution to either of its two neighbors? 


a Yes, there is, anc we have evidence, and I can 
give you certain specific examples The most blatant example 
of Nicaraguan subversive intent which has long-tere 
implications is Nicaragua's infiltration in October 1984 of 
twenty Cuban- and Nicaraguan-trained Hondurans near £1] Paraiso, 
Honduras 


Honduran officials subsequently captured 28 members of 
an estimated 60 local recruits who were to join an insurgency 
against the government. The group very likely could not have 
flourished without Nicaraguan assistance. This support took 
the form of training, logistical support, and even transporting 
infiltrators to the Honduran border. 


Now, this is an example, but it's not an isolated 
incident because Nicaraguan efforts to start an insurgency 
movement in Honduras has been persistent. In October 1983, 
Nicaragua infiltrated 96 Honduran insurgents into Olancho 
Department It took the Honduran military nearly three months 
to capture all of the revolutionaries In each case, the 
revolutionaries were instructed to set up an organization 
necessary to promote revolution -- that is, to arrange for 
political and military training, intelligence gathering, and 
secure a logistics base. 


We believe that Nicaragua is still actively recruiting 
Hondurans for training in Nicaragua and Cuba for future 
infiltrations. Equally serious is the support given to 
Honduran terrorist groups such as the Chinchineros, who can 
travel to Nicaragua to arrange arms smuggling. 


There have been recent reports that I think you've 
also seen in the press concerning Costa Rica. The Costa Rican 
Communist Party has had men in Nicaragua since the Sandinistas 
were fighting to overthrow Somoza. These men established an 





all-Costa Rican brigade of approximately 200 men, which has 
been fighting in Nicaragua against the contras. Given its 
continued close links with the Costa Rican Party, there is 
clearly potential for its use inside Costa Rica at some point 
in the future. 


Now, the Sandinistas provide training and other 
support to the brigade and have provided rifles and money to «a 
Costa Rican secret alliance of leftist parties through the 
Niceraguan Embassy in San Jose. 


There are many other examples. I will have this 
available in the Press Office for further details. 


Q At the risk of information overload, do you have 
anything on the statement by the Chairman of the Honduran Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to the effect that the United States and 
Honduras are considering a joint declaration under which the 
United States would come to Honduras’ security in the event of 
an armed attack? 


6 Well, George, all I can tell you on that is that 
the United States has security commitments to Honduras under 
the Rio Treaty. We intend to live up to those obligations 
fully. 


Q Do you know if a joint declaration is in 
preparation? 


oa There might be something of that nature. 

Q Another area? 

“ Yes. 

Q Do you have any comment on reports saying that 
the idea of holding a summit meeting between Mr. Peres, the 
Prime Minister of Israel, and President Mubarak of Egypt has 
been shelved just after the return of Mr. Murphy? 

6 I have nothing for you on that, no. 


Q Do you have any information with regard to this 
summit? 


a I have no information on that, no. I have no 
information on that. 


Q The expulsion of two American diplomats from 


Poland? 





Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 


ra Should we -- Do you have any more questions on 
the Middle East? Do you want to get that -- 


Q Do you have any more information about the fate 
of the refugees in .2uth Lebanon? And is the U.S. doing 
anything to help these people return to their towns? 


a I have nothing further than what I've «tated in 
the last two days on that issue. 


Q Ed, can you confirm reports in the Kuwaiti paper 
that Mr. Murphy carried a plan to the concerned parties in the 
Middle East, including internalization (sic) of Jerusalem, the 
return of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, and confederation 
with Jordan? 


Is it true? And if it is, does it constitute a new 
American position? 


i) Assistant Secretary Murphy carried no such plan 
to the Middle East. 


Q Ed, any comment on press reports ‘hat Israel is 
erecting surface-to-surface missiles in Israel ‘vat have a 
range of 700 miles, capable of carrying nuclear warheads? 


fe We cannot confirm this report. 
Q What report? (Laughter) 


6 Well, that the Israelis have a nuclear missile. 
You're referring to the Jericho, these Jericho -- which they 
have put into launching sites. We cannot confirm this report. 


Q Secretary Shultz, on WORLDNET TV, said that 
Murphy had achieved a movement toward peace in the Middle East, 
while you in your statement the last two weeks, you said there 
was no breakthrough, no setback. So how does this compare to 
what Secretary Shultz said on WORLONET TV? 


6 Well, there is movement in terms of various 
leaders in the Middle East discussing the prospects for peace, 
but there are no breakthroughs. I think there is a distinction 
there that is a valid distinction. 





Q Can I please ask you one thing on this -- 


o And, you know, the Secretary made a point also in 
one of his recent interviews that, I think, when Foreign 
Minister Masri was here from Jordan, in which we've noted that 
there is some movement, and we want to keep that momentum going 
if we can. That was basically the rationale for Assistant 
Secretary Murphy going to the area. 


Q Can I ask one -- 
Q Stay on the Middle East, Ed. 


a One more on the Middle East, and I think we will 


Q Would you confirm -- 


Q On the missile thing, you said you cannot confirm 
it. Is it enough of a concern that some American Embassy 
officials there are looking into it and that you would now know 
something about it sometime (sic), or is that it? 


i] You know, we have a very basic and fundamental 
policy on the acquisition of nuclear weapons by non-nuclear 
states, and so obvi usly this basic issue is, of course, of 
concern to the ° .ted States Government. 


President Reagan stated in his July 1981 statement on 
nuclear policy that the United States will seek to prevent the 
spread of nuclear explosives to additional countries as a 
fundamental national security and foreign policy objective. 


We have urged Israel, as we have urged all other 
non-nuclear weapons states, to adhere to the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty and to place all its nuclear activities under IAEA 
safeguards. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

i) Yes. 

Q Ed, would you confirm a report that -- 

iz) No, I think we've -- 


Stay with the Middle East just once more 


> 


All right. One more question 





Q Would you confirm a report that a meeting will be 
held between King Hussein and President Reagan in Europe? 


ca No, I can't confirm such a report. Wo. 

. Nor deny it? 

o No. This is not our NCND policy. Wo. I have 
—s for you on that. (Laughter) I have nothing for you on 

Q Poland? 

a Poland. Question on Poland? 


Q The question is: What is the U.S. response to 
the expulsion of two U.S. diplomats from Poland? 


a Well, of course I can confirm that two of our 
Giplomats who were involved in this incident have been declared 
persona non grata from Poland. 





As to what we may be considering as retaliatory 
measures, I simply at this point don't have anything for you on 
that yet. 


Q What is your reaction to their expulsion? Is it 
justified? 


2) Well, you know, our Embassy in Warsaw has already 
vigorously protested this incident to the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs and has categorically rejected the ludicrous 
allegations of the Polish Foreign Ministry that the two 
American diplomats participated in anti-government 
demonstrations. We have similarly protested to the Polish 
Charge in Washington. 


Q Are you likely to have something about 
retaliatory measures as the day goes along? 


io) I think so. Yes 


Q Is there a reason you can think of why these two 
diplomats were kicked out if the charges are ludicrous? 


ia We can only assume that the Polish Government is 
trying to cover up abuse of diplomatic personnel, as was the 
case in February with our Defense Attache in Poland. But, 
quite frankly, I don't want to get into intent. The 
allegations against these men are simply ludicrous. 
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Q When you use the word “abuse.” you mean 
physical? Is that what you're talking about? 


o Yes. We have -- when the two American diplomats. 
David Hopper and William Harwood. who were performing normal 
diplomatic functions on May 1 as observers of events following 
&@ mass at the church in Nowa Huta, an industrial city close to 
Krakow, they were not in any way participating in these events, 
nor were they part of any group present at the demonstration. 


when asked to identify themselves by a uniformed 
policeman, they produced the diplomatic 1.0. cards issued by 
the Polish Government. After a few minutes they were ordered 
to enter an unmarked vehicle. When they protested violation of 
their rights under the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic 
Relations and the Consular Convention between the United States 
and Poland, Hopper was pushed, struck and kicked, and forced 
into an unmarked police vehicle. 


Enroute to the police station, the policeman holding 
their documents denied that they were diplomats and said that 
they would be accused of throwing stones at police vehicles. 


Upon arrival at the police station, they were held for 
20 minutes, escorted to the door, and released. 


v Copy? 
Q Can we get a copy of the Poland statement? 
o Yes. 


What does this mean -- 


. 
Q Is there -- 


Q -~— can we stay on the same subject? -- in terms 
of long-term U.S. relations with Poland? The Polish news 
agency has a long commentary saying the United States is 
seeking to worsen relations, and so forth. I mean, is this -- 
does this mean worsening relations over the long term, or is 
this an isolated incident? 


6 We are certainly not the cause of these types of 
incidents and these types of events, and I think we'll just let 
the facts speak for themselves. 


Q Do you expect a Sudanese envoy to come to this 
country to explain his government's policy? 
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oa I have nothing on that. 


Is that it? 


> 


That's up to you. 
Q Thank you. 
o Okay. 


Q Goodbye (Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #77 


MONDAY, MAY 6, 1985, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A short 
announcement. Available in the Press Office today is the 
as-delivered text of Under Secretary of State for Political 
affairs Michael Armacost before the National Association of 
Arab Americans. 


Ready for your questions. 


Q Would you run through the thoughts on why 
Ambassador Hartman cannot participate in festivities in Moscow, 
which is just coming across the wire? Do you have that? Are 
you prepared on that, because apparently something is being 
given out in the Embassy in Moscow, too, but if you can tell us 
what you know? 


A Let me take the question. I have nothing on it, 
but let me take the question. 


Q It just happened today. 
A Right. Let me take the question. 


Q The President, in his speech today, called for 
the reunification of Germany. Do you have anything on what 
U.S. policy is on the question of recognition of East Germany 
and all that sort of thing? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the sanctions that are 
supposed to go into effect on Nicaragua? Does it effect 
existing contracts or just future contracts? Do you have 
anything on that? I'm talking about with businesses, between 
American businesses and Nicaraguan businesses. 


7 No. I have nothing that specific for you on 
that, no. 


Q Is the Administration satisfied with the 
responses to the sanctions from the Contadora countries and 
elsewhere, other allies? 


’ 





4 I'm not going to characterize our position on 
that. 

Q Mexico has been pretty critical. 

A I'm not going to characterize our position on 
that. 

Q Ed, it's been said that the review of arms sales 


in the Middle East has been concluded. Can you confirm that? 
6 It is still under review. 
Q What is? I didn't hear the question. 


4 Arms sales review -- security assistance review, 
in the Middle East. 


Senator Lugar has called for a breaking of 
relations with Nicaragua. Do you have any comment on that? 
Could you tell us what the U.S. position about that is? 


A As you know, we continue to maintain diplomatic 
relations with Nicaragua as we do with many countries with 
which we have fundamental differences, for example the Soviet 
Union or the regime installed in Afghanistan. 


Q Does that mean that we are not contemplating a 
breaking of relations? 


) We simply continue to hope that the Sandinistas 
will respond positively to U.S. concerns. 


Q Have they recalled their Ambassador? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 
, 
Do you have any situation report on the 
conditions in Lebanon 


a Do we want to stick on Central America and then 
we can go into -- ? 


Q Yes. Do you have anything on 22 advisers, U.S. 
advisers, going down to help train the Costa Rican security 
force? 


f°) I'll take the question 

















Q Do you have any comment on the story in The Times 
this morning about the Salvadoran judge, I mean defense lawyer 
for the nuns, talking about a cover-up in the case? 





a Well, specifically, what is your question? 


Q Well, are we satisfied that that case has been 
treated fairly and judiciously in the Salvadoran Justice system? 


A I'm glad to see your getting prompting from the 
first benchers. 


(Laughter) 


The report on the churchwomen case by Judge Harold 
Tyler concludes that there is no credible evidence supporting 
the charge that the murderers were following orders of superior 
officers when they planned and executed the murders. We have 
seen no additional evidence. 


Q Are you saying that there wasn't a cover-up? 


a Well, the Tyler report also criticizes the 
Salvadoran authorities for not pursuing a diligent 
investigation of the case at the beginning, and praises those 
authorities for their vigorous cooperation and investigation 
later on. 


Q To get back to Nicaragua a minute? 
4 Uh-huh. 
Q Do you want some changes from Nicaragua? Do you 


see any evidence of any shift, favorable or otherwise, since 
the Administration imposed its economic sanctions? 


a Coming from the Sandinistas? 

Q Yes. I mean, have you detected any effect, 
positive or negative, of what the Administration is doing to 
Nicaragua? 


a We have not detected any change in their policy, 
no. 


Q Or in their activity? 


a Or in their activities, no. 








Q Could Lugar be on the right track, then? The 
next thing is to hit them a little harder? 


4 I've given my reaction to Senator Lugar's 
statements as reported in the press. 

Q I know it's probably a useless pursuit, but I 
didn't get quite what the reaction is, -- that, yes, maybe they 


will, we will break relations, or what? 


i) I'll just repeat what I said. We continue to 
maintain diplomatic relations with the Government of Nicaragua, 
a government with which we have fundamental differences, just 
as we maintain diplomatic relations with many other countries 
with which we have fundamental differences. 


Q Any developments on the Nicholson case? 
A No, I have nothing more to report. 
Q Larry Speakes was saying that we were proposing 


to have more meetings between commanders and to have some kind 
of hotline between the Pentagon and the Defense Ministry. I 
thought we already had a hotline between the Pentagon and the 
Defense Ministry. I mean, that's the hotline, isn't it? 

a Well, we have the overall hotline. 

Q It goes between those two points, right? 


4 Right. But I have nothing further on the 
Nicholson case for today. 


Q Do you have any comments on the positions caken 
by the French at the Bonn Summit? 


ts Specifically, on -- 

Q For instance, on refusing to settle a date for 
the trade conference, or criticizing the sanctions on 
Nicaragua, or refusing to endorse the SDI? 

i) Well -- (laughter) 


Q How are relations with France? (Laughter). 


“ (Laughter) I can give you some comments on the 
trade aspects of your question, but I will defer from 
responding to the other two. 














As we have reported, we are disappointed that 
President Mitterrand was unable to agree to fix a date for the 
beginning of a new round. However, all agree that a new round 
should begin as soon as possible, and we intend to press ahead 
toward that goal. 


You will note that the Summit communique closely 
tracks the April 12 OECD Ministerial decision. The latter, of 
course, has broad support among all our industrial trading 
partners and, with the Summit document, will be the basis for 
pressing ahead in the GATT. We hope to reach agreement very 
soon on scheduling a senior officials meeting in Geneva before 
the end of the summer. We expect that the preparatory process 
will not be a protracted one, that a significant number of GATT 
Contracting Parties, including both developed and developing 
nations, can reach quick agreement on agenda and modalities, 
and that actual negotiations can begin in early 1986. 


Q Is there anything there that refers to the veiled 
warning by the Secretary of going on a bilateral basis if the 
United States couldn't get satisfaction multilaterally? 


Do you have anything there which suggests that the 
U.S. might go country-by-country on trade? 


i I think the Secretary has made our position very 
clear on that. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Yeah, and so did France subsequently. So has 
that enforced any thinking within the Administration to operate 
bilaterally, or are you still thinking multilaterally? 


“ Our strong preference is a multilateral 
negotiated agreement. But, certainly, the Secretary's remarks 
that if this does not succeed, obviously, we have to consider 
bilateral approaches. 


Q Copy of your statement? 
A Yes. 
Q Have any countries already expressed interest in 


bilateral talks? 
a I've nothing for you on that. 


Q The Soviet Union has again criticized U.S. Star 
Wars program, according to TASS. Do you have any comment? 


i) Are you referring to the Soviet Defense 
Minister's remarks -- Sokolov? 

Q Yes. 

6 I should have something on that. Defense 


Minister Sokolov was reiterating a well-known Soviet line which 
distorts the real purpose of SOI. It is a research program 
that seeks to determine the feasibility of new technologies to 
support a new and more stable basis for deterrence. It is not 
a weapons deployment program as Sokolov suggests. Indeed, as a 
research effort, SDI does not even represent a development 
program. A defensive system -- if it proves survivable and 
cost-effective -- would provide powerful incentives to stop the 
arms race rather than accelerate it as Minister Sokolov 
suggests. 


At Geneva we are discussing these issues with the 
Soviets. If a decision is ultimately made to deploy defenses, 
the transition to a world in which deterrence is increasingly 
reliant on defenses would be subject to negotiations in an 
effort to provide for maximum stability. 


The Soviet Defense Minister also made a remark that 
this research on SDI poses a greater hazard to peace than the 
atomic bomb. We think that this remark is unwarranted, given 
that the SOI research program is an effort to determine whether 
deterrence can be strengthened and the threat of nuclear war 
reduced and eventually eliminated. The emphasis on the 
research program is on non-nuclear technologies which threaten 
no one. 




















And, again, his remark that Soviet space research has 
until now been limited to such benign activities as early 
warning communications, navigations and reconnaissance. This 
is simply untrue, and forms part of a continuing, self-serving 
Soviet propaganda campaign. 


The Soviets currently possess the world's only 
operational ASAT interceptor and an operational ABM system. As 
part of their long-standing and vigorous research program, the 
Soviets have constructed two ground based-high energy test 
lasers with ASAT capabilities. By all measures, the Soviet 
space program has long been heavily oriented toward military 
purposes. 


Q Copy, Ed? 


A Yes. 
Q Is that a nuclear program they're conducting? 
“ A nuclear program that the Soviets are conducting? 


You're not making -- you can't make -- 


> 


I'm not going to make a characterization on this, 
no. 


~-MORE-- 











Q Do you have, first of all, a situation report on 
the conditions in Lebanon? 


“ I have nothing specific on the situation in 
Lebanon, no. 


Q Okay. And the second question: The Department 
posted a short item that Secretary Murphy received severa! 
petitions from Palestinians while he was there in Jerusalem. 
Could you tell us how many such petitions were received? 


i) No. I cannot tell you how many petitions he 
received. I think we discussed that in quite some detail last 
week, the question of petitions. I have nothing new on that. 


Q Okay. And another one: Any comment on King 
Hussein's call over the weekend that the United States should 
deal directly with the °LO about the peace talks and stick with 
the agreement of February 117? 


6 Again, Abdulsalam, I have nothing more than what 
we've stated on our position on the PLO. It has not changed. 


Q Ed, I'd like to doublecheck something with you. 
Did Bernie ask you about the report of talks that the President 
has asked Secretary of State Shultz to open with the Russians, 
aimed at reducing tension, and you said you had nothing on it? 


A Well, I just have to refer you to the party in 
Europe on that. I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any background on where we stand on 
some of those questions like the previous U.S. propo’al for 
discussions of non-use of force? 


f°) Well, we have the CDE negotiations -- 
Q Yeah. 


fe --— that are going on. They're ongoing, and these 
are subjects that are being discussed there. 


Q Well, what we're confused at in my office -- I 
assume elsewhere -- is because every one of those proposals 
with the possible exception of the Nicholson one are the same 
old proposals, unless there's something new there. 


a Well, I have to refer you to the party on that. 
That comes from the party, and I don't want to elaborate on 
that, from this distance certainly. 











Q Could we have a list of all of the countries that 
have joined us in our embargo against Ni. aragua? (Laughter) 
And if there is a lack of countries to put on the list, can we 
have an expression of the State Department's feeling that no 
other countries have joined us? 


“ I'm not going to characterize the statements of 
support or non-support that we've received, and I'm not going 
to issue a list. 


Q You issued a list in the case of his -- 


‘ But I do appreciate the smile with which you 
posed that question. (Laughter) 


Q You issued a list in the case of feagan's initial 
program. You gave us a list of quotes from ai! the foreign 
leaders. 

i) That's right 


Q We'd like something similar, please. 
Q Do you have any plans to do that in this case? 


‘ Are you asking for an amended list? (Laughter) 
I just don't have one. 


Q Is there an explanation for why no other 
countries have joined us in the embargo? 


“ I think the Secretary has addressed the reaction 
to the embaraq. as fully as we want to go. 


Q I was not here on Friday. Did you have any reply 
to what Merico said? They had a specific statement about it. 


i No. No, I have no -- 
+ Do you plan anything? 
“ No. I have nothing specific on it, no 


Q Do you plan any reaction to that? You're just 
going to let it stand? 


a I just don't have anything now on that 











Q 


between Egypt and Israel. 
Abdulsalam. 


Q 


Q 


Q 


Q 
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Ed, is the United States in consultation with 
Egypt and Israel about the possibility of having a summit 
conference between President Mubarak and Shimon Peres? will 
you have a comment on Israel appointing three officials to go 
there to prepare for that? 


As you know, that's basically a bilateral affair 


I'm not going to comment on it, 


Do you have any comment on the press reports of 
Prime Minister Gandhi, saying that India will review its 
nuclear weapons policy? 


No. I have nothing. 


How about the reports that India and the United 
States are close to a technology accord during -- 


We have guidance on that 


Okay. 


It's in the Press Office. 


Thanks very much. 


Okay. 


It's old guidance. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 














POSTED: May 6, 19985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Questio’ Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 6, 1985 


USSR: AM.ASS.DOR HARTMAN'S PARTICIPATICN IN EVENTS 





Q: Could you run through the thoughts on why Ambassador 
Hartm-n cannot participate i: the festivities in Aoscow? 


A: .wbassador Hartman will represent the US at Moscow VE-Day 
celebrations by taking part in the reception and wreath-laying 
ceremon' The Ambassad will not be at the military parade or 


the ceremoni.:il speech marking the event. 


Our Amoassador to Moscow has not been present at military 
parades sirce the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Furthermore, 
Ambassador Hartman's absence from the VE-Day parade and speech 
signifies our revulsion at tne killing of Major Nicholson and 
the fact that the Soviets are depicting VE-Day only in terms of 


old hostilities and grievences, not on the themes of peace and 


reconciliatio:, which are the themes we believe are appropriate. 
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TUESDAY, MAY 7, 1985, 12:31 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements: 


Available in the Press Office today at 2:00 p.m. will 
be the following prepared statements by State Department 
officials before Congress: 


-- Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs. 
ambassador Tony Motley, before the House Foreign Affairs 
committee, Subcommittees on Western Hemisphere Affairs and 
International Economic Policy and Trade. The topic of his 
testimony will be the “Imposition of Economic Sanctions and a 
trade Embargo Against Nicaragua.” 


-~- Ambassador Robert Oakley, Director of the Office 
for Counter-—Terrorism and Emergency Planning, before the House 
appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. 
The topic of his testimony will be “Anti-Terrorism 
assistance.” 


Under Secretary Michael Armacost will make the opening 
u.S. statement on behalf of the U.S. delegation to the Human 
Rights Experts Meeting in Ottawa, Canada, on Thursday morning, 
May 9, and will brief the press thereafter. The U.S. 
delegation is headed by Ambassador Richard Schifter who will be 
in Ottawa for the duration of the six week meeting. I refer 
you to the U.S. Press Officer, Edward Alexander, at the meeting 
for information about the briefing. We will have copies of the 
Under Secretary's statement for you at the noon briefing on 
Thursday. 


Ready for your questions. 


Q I don't believe you had an answer for this 
yesterday, but the sanctions have now gone into effect against 
Nicaragua. Do they include contracts that have already been 
signed? 


i) I don't have anything for you on that, Matt. And 
questions on the regulations governing the enforcement of 
economic sanctions against Nicaragua should be addressed to the 
Treasury Department. 























Q Do they have an answer? Is there a decision or 
is this something that is still being decided? 


“ I refer you to them. I have nothing further on 
that. 

Q Do you have a reaction to Poland's action? 

A On -- 


Q Cancelling tre flights? 
4 At this time I have nothing for you. 


Q Do vou have anything on the detention of the 
students in Krakow? 


4 I have nothing for you. 


Q Does this mean we're going to get an explanation 
this afternoon? 


A What I think I said yesterday is that I confirmed 
that, in retaliation for the explusion of the four diplomats 
last Friday, the Poles have susrended a support flight service 
which brought into Poland mail, packages, office supplies and 
food for the U.S. Embassy roughly once every two months. 

Now, these flights facilitated the functioning of our 


Embassy in Warsaw, and we consider their suspension by the 
Polish Government to be totally unjustified. 


Q Are we going to retaliate? 

a On that, I have nothing for you at this time. 
Q Will you have something later today, probably? 
a I can't predict if and when I will have something. 


Q Ed, do you have anything about the four students 
who were detained on Friday in Krakow? 


a I think we addressed that. I confirmed that four 
American tourists were detained by the Polish police on May 3 
in Krakow and released the following day. I did state that 
under the Privacy Act we cannot divulge information without the 


Permission of the Americans involved. I have to leave it at 
that. 




















Q why were they detained? 


a We're looking into it. I don't have any further 
details. 

Gene? 

Q Is the Reagan Administration doing anything in 


light of Or. Sakharov's resignation from the Soviet Academy of 
Sciences? Anything more to bring pressure on the Soviets in 
light of what Sakharov is doing to get his wife some medical 
treatment in the West? 


a You're referring to the reports that he's been 
released? 


Q He has submitted a letter of resignation to the 
Soviet Academy of Sciences, asking to -- saying he will resign 
unless his wife gets some -- is allowed to get some medical 
treatment in the West. 


A What I can say on this is that we've heard about 
these rumors that Or. Sakharov has been released by the 
Soviets, and allegedly that he's in Zurich. We have no 
information to confirm these reports. 


We will continue to monitor and attempt to verify 
reports concerning the Sakharovs. As you well know, for more 
than a year the Soviets have kept DOr. Sakharov and his wife, 
Yelena Bonner, isolated from direct contact with their family 
or any Western observers. Information about their health and 
situation is very difficult to verify. 


As far as we are aware, they remain in Gorkiy. We 
have seen recent reports that Or. Sakharov has threatened to 
resign from the Soviet Academy of Science if the Soviets do not 
permit his wife, Yelena Bonner, to travel abroad for needed 
medical care. 


We once again call upon the Soviet authorities to end 
the isolation and inhumane treatment of one of its most 
distinguished citizens and allow his brave wife to travel 
abroad for medical treatment. 


-~- MORE -- 





























Q Can we get a copy of that? 


A Yes. 

Q What rumors are you referring to about his 
release? Is that reported somewhere? 

a Well, these are, I think, in the press and media. 

Q Ed, do you have any information that would lead 


you to believe that in fact a release might be imminent for DOr 
Sakharov and/or his wife? 


a I have —-- we have no such information. 


Q Ed, another area? Do you have any comment on the 
statements made by Prime Minister Peres of Israel and former 
Prime Minister Begin on the visit by President Reagan to the -- 
I mean, to the cemetery of the German soldiers? 


a No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli reports 
saying that Syrian soldier is (sic) going back now to south 
Lebanon, part of south Lebanon? Especially you said two weeks 
ago that you have no reason to believe that the Syrian army 
will return to these areas? 


a No. I have nothing on that. 


Q No? 
A No. 
Q Ed, also on Lebanon, anything on support for the 


Moslem or Druze militia fighting the Christians by the 
Syrians? Anything on that? 


A No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Could we go back to Central America? Do you have 
any comment on the CBS report this morning that 200 Sandinista 
soldiers penetrated Honduran territory, clashed with some 
contras, there were heavy losses on both sides? 


4 We have reports of renewed incursions by 
Sandinista forces into Honduran territory. These are 
Preliminary reports, and we are not able to provide 
confirmation or details. 




















Q Can you give any more details at all? Were 
people killed or was there an attack or -- 


a Well, Jim, we don't want to characterize the 
events based on these preliminary reports for the obvious 
reasons. The Sandinista infiltrations, incursions and 
shellings along the border, and even the laying of land mines 

| in Honduras which killed two journalists in 1983, have occurred 
in the past and are in the public record. But, quite frankly, 
1 can't go beyond that. 


: g The story this morning, though, was of an attack 
in which people were killed. Are your -- are those your 
reports? 


a Preliminary reports, but we're not at a point 
where we're going to address them with any accuracy at this 
point. 


Q Ed, followup? There were soldiers involved in 
Big Pine III who were stationed near the Nicaraguan border who 
at one point were mustered out at 10:00 o'clock one night and 
given live ammunition for their weapons, and it was explained 
to them this was because there was intelligence of Nicaraguans 
having infiltrated into Honduras and that possibly these 
soldiers would be targets for those. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Can you confirm that that actually happened? And 
then there were later reports when the ammunition was taken 
away, from intelligence, that in fact there had been a conflict 
in which several of the alleged infiltrators had been killed by 
Hondurans. Can you confirm that? 





a Gene, I can't confirm that. No. 


Q Back on Lebanon: Can you tell us whether the 
U.S. still supports the central Government of Lebanon? 


a Well, I think that, as we have repeatedly said, 
the United States deplores the violence that is taking place in 
Lebanon with its resulting loss of life and creation of 
refugees among all communities, and we firmly support the 
efforts of the central Government of Lebanon to extend its 
control over all Lebanese territory. 





Q Do you have anything on plans to send military 
advisers to Costa Rica? 





























4 I think I addressed that yesterday, or -- 

Q You had a “no comment" -- 

a I did -- 

Q It was taken yesterday. 

Q I don't think you did. 

Q You didn't say anything. 

“ Is that a substantive comment, or is that a -- 
Q Yes. (Laughter) 

a You're referring to the Reuters report? 


Q I'm referring to what the Pentagon has said. Do 
you have anything in addition to that? 


a Specifically? 


Q That there's been a request for U.S. military 
advisers to train the Costa Rican police and that the United 
States is going to respond to that. 


A Okay. A mobile training team consisting of four 
officers and 20 enlisted men will be deployed to Costa Rica for 


a l12-week period to train four companies of Costa Rica's 
security forces. 


The MTT, the mobile training team, will train two 
companies for six weeks, then the other two for the remaining 
six weeks. At the completion of this training, the MTT 
personnel will return to their home duty station. 


Q What kind of training? Does that include 
counter-insurgency training? 


a I don't have that type of detail. 


What's the reason for it? A threat from 
Nicaragua? 


i) I think the reason is quite evident. 
Q Is that the reason? Nicaragua? 


i) Nicaraguan subversion, of course. 











| 
| 
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Q Ed, does the United States -- 


Q Copy of that? 
~ Yes. 


Q Does the United States favor taking the Taba 
dispute between Israel and Egypt to arbitration, international 
arbitration, because it looks like Shamir just said yesterday, 
or the Foreign Minister of Israel, that he doesn't favor any -- 
taking the issue to arbitration. What is the position of the 
ynited States about taking the issue to arbitration now? 


5 I have nothing for you to characterize the U.S. 
sition on that. This is a matter that is primar ‘vy between 
Egypt and Israel, and I'm not in a position to cc -m.*t on that. 


Q I believe the United States has some role that 
tried to ease the tension by asking both parties -- you know, 
you had some direct influence over both, and I believe in -- 


“ We definitely did and do have a role in 
encouraging both sides to resolve their differences, and would 
be prepared to help in any way possible. But I leave it at 


that. 

Q New area, unless anybody -- 

a Well, we're skipping around today, so it's -- 

Q Yeah. Okay. Well, hopscotching the world. Do 
you have any more you can tell us about the agreement to hold 


preliminary talks on reducing U.S. troop strength in Spain? 


A No. I have nothing further on that. 


Q No date certain? 
i No. I have no specific information. 
Q Do you have anything on Gorbachev's letter to 


French veterans in which he revealed a Soviet arms reduction 
offer that never received, he said, a constructive answer from 
the uU.S.? 


A We continue to hope that the Soviet Union will 
join us in serious negotiation at the nuclear and space arms 
talks in Geneva. Our goal remains achieving agreements to 
reduce substantially offensive nuclear arms and to enhance 











strategic stability. Our negotiators have broad authority to 
negotiate approaches that meet the concerns of both sides. 





We were disappointed that the Soviets were not 
prepared to address these issues concretely during the first 
: round of the negotiations. We hope Mr. Gorbachev's comment to 
the French war veterans indicates the Soviet delegation will 
take a more constructive approach when round two convenes on 


may 30. 





Q Copy, please? 


~~ @~— ee — 


a Yes. 


Q Ed, out of curiosity's sake, that answer you gave 
on supporting the Lebanese central Government and so on, was 
that updated since ex-President Franjieh's call that President 
Gemayel resign? 


a That is our position as of today, and evidently 
it's after what you're referring to. 





Q In support of the government or the efforts? 


fc) I am not going to play that theological game. 
(Laughter) 


Q It is not a game. I want to know which one. 


Q Do you have anything on the possibility of King 
Hussein of Jordan coming to this country within days or weeks? 


a Within days? 

Q Or maybe weeks? I don't have the dates exactly. 

os Well, as you know, King Hussein is a very close 
and good friend of the United States, and he's always welcome 


to the United States. And we would expect that he would be 
visiting the United States in the not-too-distant future. 





-- MORE -- of 
































Q Ed, do you have any comment on the Christian 
science Monitor story today that senior Jordanian officials 
saying -- I didn't see the report; it was read to me over the 
phone, but I gather that they indicated that -- 

A Are you sure of your sources? 

(Laughter) 

Q I trust my source can read. But that unlike what 


Hussein said last week, apparently high-level Jordanian sources 
were saying, officials were saying, that a deal had been worked 
out with Murphy on a delegation. 


A Well, let me say the following to that: The 
question of the formation of a joint Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation, its composition and our possible meeting with PNC 
members in this forum -- PNC, the Palestinian National Council 
-- are all questions that are currently being addressed, and we 
do not believe public discussion from this podium at this time 
is appropriate. 


As we have said, a possible meeting between a joint 
Jordanian-—Palestinian delegation and the United States is one 
of the suggestions that has been proposed. We have been 
evaluating this and other suggestions, weighing particularly 
how they would advance the parties toward direct negotiations 
between the Arabs and the Israelis. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Ed, can you clarify for us what role the U.S. has 


asked or may have asked Gonzalez to play in negotiations 
between contras and Ortega? 


Q Can we stay -- 
i) No, I have nothing on that. 


Can we -- Apparently, you are talking now on the 
PNC members. You never mentioned that in the last couple of 
months, so what is this? Is that a twist from PLO member now 
to PNC members? What is that? 


a No. I'm responding to a question referring to an 


relies in the Christian Science Monitor today which mentioned 
the PNC -- 
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Q So what -- 


a -- so therefore, this response is geared directly 
to the question. 


Q Can you clarify more? Do you mind, I mean, do 
you have any rejection or any reservation on PNC member in the 
jJordanian-Palestinian delegation? Do you have any reservation 
on that? 


A I don't want to go beyond what I have just stated 
in this statement. 


Q Yes, but the state of fact, I mean. [Is PNC, its 
members are terrorists like PLO, you know? You consider them 
or not -—- in principle we are talking. 


A Let me look into that. Let me see if I can get a 
response for you. 


9 Ed, following on this, the story goes in the 
Middle East that the United States would like very much for the 
PLO to appoint or to help appoint in the PNC or whatever 
delegation will be meeting with the Jordanians and the United 
States, to prepare for talks, direct talks in the Middle East, 
but they don't want to give credit to the PLO or the PLO 
leadership, and they want them to stay “in the shade," not in 
the sunlight, that they don't want to give them any credit that 
they are calling for the appointment of the people or selecting 
the people, that the credit was to be taken away from the PLO 
by appointing or approving the appointment of any members of 
the delegation. (Sic) 


What are your thoughts and your comments on such news 
in the Middle East? 


a I have no comment on that, Abdulsalam. 


Q Another question: There are a couple of 
incidents with UNIFIL. First of all the incident with the 
UNIFIL Irish soldiers with the Israelis, do you have any 
comment on that? 


a No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Also, the other part of it. Israel is opposing 
the deployment of UNIFIL on a 30-kilometer strip in Lebanon. 
What are your thoughts about the deployment of UNIFIL forces in 
Lebanon in the areas which are very tense? 


























ll 





= I have nothing for you on that, Abdulsalam. 


Matt. 

Q Do you have any response to the Nicaraguan brief 
filed in the World Court last week? And the second part is: 
are we going to file a formal -- is the United States going to 


file a formal response? 


“ Now the brief referred to -- we're dealing with 
the former case that was submitted to the ICJ. 


Q Yes. 


o O.K. In terms of our -- let me clarify that this 
refers to the case instituted by Nicaragua on April 9, 1984, 
and that Nicaragua filed its Memorial on the merits with the 
court on April 30, 1985. 


Now, in terms of our reaction to the charges that the 
President's statements convict us of violating international 
law, our view is that these Nicaraguan allegations are patently 
absurd. As the Secretary stated in an affidavit filed with the 
court, the U.S. is conducting its policies and activities in 
Central America in full accord with international law. The 
President has repeatedly stated that we are not interested in 
overthrowing the Government of Nicaragua or in imposing any 
particular government on that country. Rather, he has called 
for changes in the Sandinista's behavior to conform to 
international law and the agreed objectives of the Contadora 
process. The President's statements in support of implementing 
the democratization objectives of the Contadora process in 
Nicaragua, as well as in other countries of the region, are 
fully consistent with law and with the goals the parties have 
themselves established. We would like those who oppose 
national reconciliation on the basis of democratic principles 
to stand up and be counted. 


We support the Contadora process to promote a mutually 
acceptable basis for ending the conflict which takes into 
account the legitimate security, political, diplomatic, 
economic, and social concerns of all of the parties as well as 
the relevant principles of international law. Indeed, in 
Central America, all of the parties, including Nicaragua, have 
agreed that the cross-border military aspects of the conflict 
are so inseparably related to the internal political, economic 
and security situations in several of the countries that a 
comprehensive agreement dealing with all of these aspects 
Presents the only realistic prospect for an effective 
resolution. 
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The Document of Objectives -- September 3, 1983 -- 
agreed upon by the Contadora participants and strongly 
supported by the United States defines the elements which all 
parties consider essential to an effective resolution of the 
central American conflict. It is a measure of Nicaragua's 
cynicism that they charge the United States with violating 
international law for speaking out in favor of goals twat they 
ostensibly have agreed to but refuse to carry out 


Q Copy? 


a Yes. 


Q Will there be a response to that brief filed in 
The Hague? 


és Well, the President decided in January that the 
ynited States would not participate further in proceedings in 
this case before the IC]. A statement was issued on that date 
and our position remains unchanged. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Can you state what the purpo of the meeting 
with the Palestinian delegation would be from the U.S. 
viewpoint? 

‘ The purpose of the -- 

Q Well, Foreign Minister Masri, when he was here, 
understand said directly that it would be tacit recognition of 
the PLO or at least recognition of the PLO must be involved. 


What's the U.S. view of what the purpose of the 
meeting would be? 


i) The basic purpose of our efforts in terms of 
meeting with a Jordanian/non-PLO Palestinian delegation would 
be to explore the prospects for direct talks between the Arabs 
and the Israelis leading to a peace settlement. 

Q Do you expect a PNC -- 

a That is the basic objective. 


Q Do you expect a PNC member to be a non-PLO? 


I have nothing on that. 


, 


I 













Q There aren't any. 
¢ Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 Pm ) 

















POSTED: s/7/ 85 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at noon press briefing of May 7, 1985 


MIDDLE EAST: U.S. POLICY ON MEETING PNC MEMBERS 





Q: Are the members of the PNC like the PLO? Do you consider 
them such or not? «re you, in principle, talking to them? 


A: -- In response to the above question we repeat the answer 
to the taken question of April 20, 1983, which remains 


valid: 


-- °U.S. officials have long had direct contact with 
Palestinians, including PNC itrvumbers who, as 
independents, have no affiliation with the PLO's 


constituent political organizations.* 


-- We note that the PNC includes several hundred 
individuals in its membership, among them a number of 


American citizens. 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Couple of 
announcements : 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Under Secretary for Science and Technology William 
Schneider before the Senate Appropriations Committee, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The topic of his testimony 
is "U.S. Policy Toward Non-Communist Insurgencies." 


Available at 2:00 p.m., the Press Office will have the 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for International 
Organization Affairs Gregory Newell before the House 
Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. 
The topic of his testimony is "U.S. Voluntary Contributions to 
Development, Humanitarian, and Scientific Assistance Programs 
of the UN and OAS." 


Ambassador Walter Stoessel has been named Chairman of 
the U.S. Delegation to the Conference on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) Cultural Forum, which will take 
place in Budapest, October 15 to November 25, 1985. It is the 
first CSCE conference to be held in a Warsaw Pact nation. This 
meeting will discuss interrelated problems concerning creation, 
disseminatior ara cooperation, including the promotion and 
expansion of contacts and exchanges in the different fields of 
culture. It is one of the follow-up meetings mandated by the 
Madrid CSCE Review Conference, which ended in September 1983. 


Ambassador Stoessel is one of America's most 
distinguished career diplomats. He served as United States 
Ambassador to the Federal Republic of Germany, 1976-81; the 
Soviet Union, 1974-76; and to Poland, 1968-72. He retired from 
the Foreign Service in 1982 after serving as Deputy Secretary 
of State in 1982, and Under Secretary of State for Political 
affairs between 1981-1982. Ambassador Stoessel is a native of 
Manhattan, Kansas, and is married to the former Mary Ann 
Ferrandou. Little personal note. 





Q Any grandchildren? (Laughter) 


a Is that the first question? (Laughter) I'm 
ready for your questions, if you have any. 


(Pause) 
No questions? 
Q The wires pass. 


Q The Gorbachev speech today in which he accuses 
the United States of “revanchism" in Germany, an “aggressive 
intent," and of “honoring SS thugs" -- do you have any response 
to that? 


& I have no response to that. 
Q You let it stand? 


Q Do you have any comment on the development of 
negotiations between Sudan and Libya? 


‘ No, I have nothing for you on that. No. 


Q Ed, you posted us an answer to the PNC question 
we asked you yesterday, and you said that U.S. officials have 
known, direct contact with PNC members, who have no affiliation 
to the PLO. But as far as we remember, that Israel and U.S. 
always have reservation against PNC, because in the charter of 
PNC you claim that they call for dismantlement of Israel as a 


state. So now you drop this condition on PNC members? 


a I think I must remain with the specific language 
that we gave you yesterday on the PNC, and which is basically 
that U.S. officials have long had direct contact with 
Palestinians, including PNC members, who, as independents, have 
no affiliation with the PLO's constituent political 
organizations. 


We note that the PNC includes several hundred 
individuals in its membership, among them a number of American 
citizens. 


I'm going to have to stay with that and not get drawn 
any further. 


Q Well, what about the charter of PNC? You don't 
have any more -- Can you look at it? 


a I have nothing for you on that 

















Q Can wou take the question? 
fi I have nothing for you on that. 


Q There are reports out of Peking that the China 
ship visit may have to be postponed for as much as a year. 
What is the situation in negotiations? 


é The only thing I can tell you on that, Deborah, 
is basically what we have stated here. We expect that such a 
visit is to take place. The date will be announced in due 
course when the arrangements are complete. We are discussing 
this with the Chinese, and I don't want to go any further at 
this point. 


Q Do you have any comment on the -- 
Q Follow-up on that, please? 
é All right. 


Q Is the President of China due to come here in 
July? Is that still on? 


fe I have nothing for you on that. 
Gene? 
Q Ed, have the Chinese ever come up with a list of 


what they would like to buy from us in the way of military 
technology or equipment, or are they still putting that 


together? 

6 I have nothing for you on that, Gene. 

Q Do you have any comment on the former contra 
commander who has gone into -- gone back to Managua and claims 


that he had to leave because of abuses by the rebels? 


) Well, he said many things, and you're referring 
to the -- 


Q The charges that they -- 
A -- of atrocities -- 


Q -- executed -- Yeah. I mean, then I'll get to 
the question of the Salvadoran and Guatemalan armies. 


/ 








‘ You're fully prepared. (Laughter) 


We have seen no information which would substantiate 
his specific charges. We would note, however, that the 
anti-Sandinista leadership has publicly disavowed such actions 
and has tried and punished individuals found guilty of 
unjustified acts of violence. 


The United States condemns unequivocally all acts of 
terror and violence directed against innocent civilians. 


Q Have you made any effort to seek out such 
information? You say, “We have seen no information," but there 
have now been a number of reports saying that the contras 
commit atrocities, and this time it's coming from one of their 
own commanders. 





Has the United States made any effort to go and 
investigate these charges? 


2) We follow these matters very closely, and it's 
not something that we would ignore. Let me leave it at that. 


Q But, so you're saying that these -- that he is 
not telling the truth, or that -- 


A I'm telling you that we have nothing which would 
substantiate the specific charges that he made. I'll leave it 
at that. 


Q Does that apply to the charges he made about the 
Guatemalan, Honduran, and Salvadoran armies supplying weapons 


and ammunition to the contras as well? 


i) Well, on that I can say that the United States is 
not providing funds to third countries for the purpose of 
supporting covert activities in Central America. We keep track 
of our economic and military assistance programs in each 
recipient country worldwide in order to verify that it is being 
used for its intended purposes, and we are satisfied that it is 
not being diverted for other purposes. 


This Administration is in compliance with all 
applicable laws in both letter and spirit. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
is Yes. 
Do you want to stick to Central America? 


Q Back on the Middle East again, please? 


is} Uh-huh. 











Q Has the U.S., -- or has it been submitted to the 
U.S. a list of the suggested names to form the new 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? 


a Has a list been submitted? 


Q Yes. Or are you in possession of such a list, or 
names? 


A I'm not going to get into that. No. Because 
basically I'm not going to talk about the substance of our 
discussions and specifically Assistant Secretary Murphy's trip 
to the area. 


Q Well, was a list suggested by the U.S. to the 
concerned parties? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
Q On the (inaudible) 

Q Ambassador -- 

fn Yes. Same topic. 


-— MORE -- 





Q Can you just say whether Shultz is expected to 
deal with this issue when he arrives in the Middle East? I 
mean, will he be presented with a list or the possibility of a 
joint delegation, or will he get involved in this aspect? 


A Well, as I said yesterday, the question of a 
formation of a joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, it's 
composition, and our possible meeting with such a delegation, 
are all questions that are currently being addressed, and we do 
rot believe discussion from this podium at this time is 
appropriate. A possible meeting between a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation and the United States is one 
of the suggestions that has been proposed. 


We have been evaluating this and other suggestions, 
weighing particularly how they would advance the parties toward 
direct negotiations between Israel and its Arab neighbors. 


Q So he is going to be raising the same issue with 
the Israelis as well, is he not? 


fi Who is? 
Q Secretary Shultz. 


‘ I'm not going to give you a future agenda of the 
Secretary's talking points on his trip, Semaan. 


Q Well, it is consistent with what you're saying. 
A We are always consistent. 
Q Really? 


Ed, the Palestinian PNC member is a compromise 
between PLO and other representation? I mean, can we consider 
this is the PNC members accepted by you and the Palestinians, 
or not? 


i) I'm not going to get into that characterization -- 

Q But in principle; we're talking in principle. 

be -- or that definition. I'd have to refer you to 
this statement that we posted yesterday, which is our position, 


and our well-known position on the conditions under which we 
would recognize the PLO. 


Q Yes, but doe: hat mean that you accept PNC 
members in the delegation or not? My question specifically -- 





of violence in Lebanon. 


families. 





political means. 


direction. 


territory. 


to their efforts, 


efforts." 





I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, the Syrian Ambassador to Washington was in 
this building this morning. 


Do you have anything on his -- the 
purpose of his visit, whom he met, and all that? 


The Syrian Ambassador? 


Yes. 





No, I have nothing. 


Q Are you doing anything to help diffuse the 
fighting in Lebanon? 


We are deeply concerned about the recent renewal 


Words are inadequate, 
continuing suffering of the Lebanese people. 
this can only come about through a people united behind a 
common government and committed to resolving differences by 
The central responsibility rests with 
Lebanon's leaders and its various militias to act in this 
We have continually urged all parties to support 
the central Lebanese government as the only means of restoring 
lasting peace and tranquillity and stability to this troubled 
country. 


The United States continues to back the efforts of the 
central government to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese 
We remain in close touch with President Gemayel and 
other Lebanese government leaders about how we might be helpful 
and we continue to consult with other 
governments in a position to be helpful. 


We deplore the fratricidal fighting 
that has resulted in the deaths of so many innocent people, the 
destruction of their homes, and the flight of thousands of 

Too much blood has been spent and too many people 
have been uprooted in the last ten years of strife. 


to describe the 
We believe that 


however, 


Does this mean that you are not playing any 


You have been in “close touch" for so many weeks now so 
far; you didn't know what you can -- how can you be helpful? 


“We remain in 


Let me refer you to my remarks: 


close touch with the President of Lebanon, 


government leaders about how we can be helpful to their 
I'm not going to be drawn further into specifics. 





and other Lebanese 











Q How are you backing up the efforts to regain 
sovereignty of the land -- verbally? Does it go beyond the 
words? 


e I think our words have meaning. 
You do? 


Ed, can we go back to Central America for just a 
second? 


a Okay, one more question on -- 
Q The Middle East? 
é Okay, and then we'll go to Central America. 


Ed, this new twist, if I may call it -- the PNC: 
Is the U.S. Government in touch with the Israeli Government? 
Do you know what the Israeli Government thinks about this, or 
are you talking purely for the United States Government? I 
know you're talking for the U.S. Government, but do you know 
what Israel thinks about this PNC -- new PNC twist? 


A What we have stated in our response to a question 
yesterday on the PNC is the U.S. policy on meeting with PNC 
members. This is our policy. I'm not going to characterize it 
any further as to whether or’ not, you know -- 





Q Okay, no, I'm not asking for a characterization, 
Ed; I'm asking, are you in touch with Israel about this 
subject, or will we soon hear some screams from Israel -- 


fa I think Israel is -- the Government of Israel is 
very much aware of our position. This position was adopted in 
-- not adopted, but certainly it was made public -- as recently 
as April of 1983. So I believe that the Israeli Government is 
very well aware of our position on the PNC. 


Q Same subject, please. Did these members of the 
PNC accept Resolution 242 and Israel's existence? 


A You're talking about individual members of the -- 
I can't address that question; it's too diffuse. 


Q The members to the Palestinian-Jordanian 
delegation, did they accept Resolution 242 and Israel's 
existence? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 





Q New subject, Ed? Any word for us on possible 
U.S. retaliation against the Poles for suspension of certain 
kinds of air service? 


<<< TT 











A In terms of any actions we might be taking, I 
still don't have anything for you at this time on that. 


In terms of what's happened to these four American 
students, which was raised yesterday, let me give you the 
following: Four American tourists were detained by the Polish 
police in Krakow on May 3. Two of the tourists were members of 
a visiting basketball team and the other two were a couple on a 
sightseeing tour. The charge that they were throwing rocks at 
the policy in Krakow is utterly preposterous. The claim that 
they were briefly detained is belied by the fact they were held 
overnight by the Polish authorities and not released until May 
4. The “sophisticated camera equipment" was no more advanced 
than that carried by the average tourist. 


Q Was it Japanese? (Laughter) 


fs We're presently under trade negotiations with 
them. I can't take that question. 


Q Were they participating in a May Day rally? You 
say they weren't throwing stones, but were they participating 
in any -- 


é I have nothing further than what I've given you 
here. 


Q Ed, is there any question that you might issue a 
travel advisory because of the treatment afforded Americans in 
Poland at this point? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Anne. 
Q On Afghanistan? 
& Yes. 


Under Secretary Schneider, in remarks after his 
appearance before the Senate Subcommittee, talked about the 
Administration's request for aid for Afghan refugees. Has 
there been any change in the American -- in the 
Administration's request for the Afghan refugees, or where does 
it stand now? 


A Let me look into that for you. 


Q Yes, on Central America. Any update on the 
preliminary reports that you mentioned yesterday regarding the 
fighting that took place over the weekend in Honduras between 
Sandinista forces and anti-Sandinista insurgents? 
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a No, I have nothing further than what I said 
yesterday. 


Q Is the U.S. Government discussing the issue with 
the Honduran Government, in light -- 


A We can't get involved in our discussions -- 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Do you have any comment on the death and 
captivity of a South African trade unionist -- death in police 
custody, I mean? 


é We, of course, regret the death of Mr. Andries 
Raditsela and hope for a speedy conclusion to the official 
investigation which South African police headquarters states is 
underway. We know nothing beyond what is contained in this 
morning's press. We expect to receive further information on 
the circumstances surrounding his death.. 


Q Thank you. 
A You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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MR. OJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I didn't want you to 
get too lazy. (Laughter) 


Q Good morning. 


‘ All right. We'll start all over. Good evening. 
(Laughter) Is everybody happy? Good evening. Ckay. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Under Secretary for Science and Technology William 
Schneider before the House Appropriations Committee, 
Subcommittee on Foreign Operations. The topic of his testimony 
is "Foreign Aid and Base Rights." 


I take it there are no questions today. 


Q Do you ‘ave any response now to Gorbachev's VE 
speech, where he talks about the United States being “on the 
forward edge of war menace to mankind"? 


6 We disagree fundamentally with a number of Mr. 
Gorbachev's assertions avout U.S. foreign policy. We also 
reject the implied criticism in the speech that the President 
and other Western leaders at the Bonn Summit somehow 
countenanced the actions of Hitler's SS or were responsible for 
the outbreak of World War II. 


Whatever mistake French and British leaders committed 
in the 1930s, they do not compare with the encouragement Hitler 
received from the Molotov-Ribbentrop pact. France and Britain 
declared war on Hitler because of the invasion of Poland. The 
Soviet Union joined Hitler in that attack on Poland. 


At the same time, we have noted that Mr. Gorbachev 
seid the Soviet Union would “never forget" the efforts of 
Western allies to supply Soviet forces during World War II, and 
that the wartime alliance proved that socially oprosite states 
could work together in seeking a common aim. 





The President struck the same note in his letter to 
Mr. Gorbachev on VE Day when he said that our wartime 
cooperation had “demonstrated that despite our differences, we 
can join together in successful common efforts.” 


7 Copy? 

a Yes. 

Q That's great, Ed. 
a 


Lester. 


Q How is the State Department -- 

‘ Was that your question? 

Q No. I just wanted to say I thought it was great. 
‘ Oh. 


. (Laughter) 


I've hardly ever heard anything like this coming 
from that podium, and I think it's tremendous. 


How is the State Department interpreting our national 
ideal of equal justice under law to the worid in view of Paul 
Thayer's being sent to prison for inside trading while Scott 
Pierce, who is Vice President Bush's brother-in-law, pleaded 
guilty to E.F. Hutton's 2,000 felonies? This is not even 
prosecuted by Attorney General Meese, also of your 
Administration, Ed. 


A I didn't follow all the family relationships -- 
Q Well, I just want to know -- 
I don't want you to repeat the question, ut -- 


(Laughter) 


Well, no, Ed, Scott Pierce is Vice President 
Bush's brother-in-law, which seems to have been overlooked by 
much of the media, and the question is, he pleaded guilty to 
2,000 fraud felonies. 














Your Attorney General, Ed, is not even prosecuting 
this man, but we're sending Paul Thayer to jail. How are you 
explaining this to the world as equal justice under law? 


o I have nothing for you on that, Lester. 


Q You have an opinion, though, don't you, Ed? 
Being an informed and intelligent person, you have an opinion. 
Would you like to share your opinion? I can understand -- 


Oo Lester -- 


Q -- your opinion. I can understand if you don't 
want to. 


be My personal opinions have absolutely no validity 
from this podium. 


Q I'd love to hear them, but that's all right. 


Q What is the U.S. policy on giving open assistance 
to Afghan rebels or refugees? 


‘ There is no change in American policy toward 
humanitarian aid for the Afghan people, and there are no new 
programs. Existing aid is administered through two separate 
public programs, and AID and State's Bureau for Refugee 
Programs have the lead roles in managing them. 


We have had a longstanding program of support for the 
Afghan refugees in Pakistan, contributing over $400 million 
since its beginning in 1980. 


The second humanitarian assistance program is 
administered through private voluntary organizations operating 
in Pakistan and is designed to meet some of the needs of the 
Afghan people inside their own country. 


This program has been in existence since last August 
when Congress made available $2 million for medical 
assistance. The total value of the program is now $8 million 
for medical, food, and other humanitarian assistance. 


We expect both of these public programs to continue in 
the future. We welcome the support of Congress in continuing 
to fund both programs. 


Q Does this mean the Administration is not 
providing support -- 





Q Copy? 
a Yes. 
Q -- to the Afghan rebels or freedom fighters, 


depending on what term you would choose to use? 


A Well, on the whole question of supporting freedom 
fighters, the United States supports the efforts of freedom 
fighters in many oppressed countries. The Secretary of State 
elaborated this position in his February 22 speech to the San 
Francisco Commonwealth Club. 


I refer you to the full text of the Secretary's 
speech, and also to Under Secretary's Schneider's testimony 


yesterday on the Hill. Both of these presentations deal with 
this issue. 


-~- MORE -- 














Ed, on this matter, Senator Gordon Humphrey and a 
bilateral task force of the Senate were very concerned that a 
lot of money which was channelled and funnelled in the last 
five years to Afghan freedom fighters has been mismanaged, and 
there has been a lot of corruption and graft and other things 
in the distribution of the funds. 


How are you going to distribute this $8 million, which 
is not what the Afghan freedom fighters are asking for -- about 
$400 or $500 million to get some victory -- for medical, food, 
and other humanitarian assistance. Are you going to be 
watching this closely so that these charges against the State 
Department and the whole program will be eliminated? 


é We will continue to manage these programs as 
effectively and efficiently as possible through AID, and again, 
as I said, part of the second humanitarian assistance program 
is administered through private voluntary organizations. But 
of course, we will continue to manage them as effectively and 
efficiently as possible. 


Q Those PVO's, are they American or non-American, 
and can you give us some names, please? 


i) I'll take that question and get you the 
information. 


Q Can you confirm that the Omani Government has 
presented a request for two squadrons of F-16s? And if so, how 
far is the Administration willing to go with pushing for that 
arms sales, especially since there is a review under way, and 
with Congress probably expected to shoot it down? 


A Well, we have been saying for several years that 
we are prepared to sell advanced fighter aircraft to Oman. 
However, Oman has made no formal request to purchase the F-16 
or any other advanced U.S. fighter. I can't really go beyond 
that. 


Q It has not requested? 


a We have no formal request to purchase F-l6s or 
any other advanced fighter. 


Q Do you have any facilities or bases in Oman? 
Now, we are talking about Oman. Can you take the question? 


is We had, we have guidance on that which is 
available in the Press Office of, I think, last week or the 
last ten days There's quidance on that available. 


S 





Q Do you have any comment on the reports coming 
from one of the UAE newspapers that President Gemayel of 
Lebanon is about to resign? 


A We have nothing to confirm these reports. The 
United States continues to support the Central Government of 
Lebanon and its efforts to achieve stability. 


We believe that the needs and interests of all 
Lebanese are best served when constitutional and political 
issues are treated through political dialogue among Lebanon's 
communities and leaders. 


Q When you say "Central Government of Lebanon," do 
you mean Gemayel's government or whoever is the chairman or the 
head of the government? 

A We continue to support the Central Government of 
Lebanon. Let me leave my remarks right there. I don't want to 
get into a -- 

Q If I may notice, a few months ago, you used to 
use this term, “Gemayel Government.“ Now you are saying 
"Central Government." 


6 We have always used the term “Central Government" 
and the central authorities in Lebanon. 


Q Who heads this government in Lebanon? 


i) President Gemayel is the constitutionally-elected 
leader of Lebanon. I think that's a well-known fact. 


Q On Lebanon? 

a Yes. 

Q Copy of that initial statement? 

A Yes. 

Q Ed, on southern Lebanon, there are reports that 
Israel is going to be supplying more arms or re-supplying arms 
and money to the south Lebanon army --. 

a Yes. 

Q -- and probably repositioning itself in a way so 


as to have a stronger voice or presence in south Lebanon. Do 
you have anything on that at all, any comment? 


‘6 Well, as we have repeatedly said, the United 
States favors the withdrewal of foreign forces from Lebanon, 
the extension of Lebanese authority over all Lebanese 
territory, and security for the Israeli-Lebanon border, 
preferrably through mutually-agreed security arrangements. 


Q But this mutually-agreed security arrangement is 
through the south Lebanon army which is anathema to a good many 
people in the area. 


A Well, our position is as I've stated it. I'm not 
going to go beyond that. 


Q Secretary Shultz will be tomorrow in Israel and 
then in the Arab countries. 

A Yes. 

Q Do you expect him to discuss the Lebanese 


problem? What other items do you expect him to be discussing? 
And what do you expect the results could be of importance to 
the Arab countries? 


A I'm not going to really get into the Secretary's 
agenda on his trip to the Middle East. I think we've 
addressed, basically, the major issues that we can expect to 
come up, both in a bilateral sense in his meetings with 
Israeli, Egyptian, and Jordanian leaders, and also in terms of 
the peace process and the general situation in the region. But 
I have no specific agenda, quite frankly, to give you. 


Q Lebanon? 
a One second. 
Q There is a report on Beirut Radio that some 


anti-Arafat PLO leaders have made official visits into Lebanon, 
met with Lebanese Government officials, including Mr. Karami. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that. No. 


Q Ed, talking about Lebanon and southern Lebanon, 
what is the United States' feeling now about the deployment of 
the UNIFIL forces and strengthening UNIFIL in southern Lebanon 
instead of the south Lebanon army that Israel is trying to 
replace there? 


A Let me see if I can get something for you on that. 





Q Can you only be clear on one issue in south 
Lebanon? Do you support the relation between the south Lebanon 
army and Israel, or not? 


A I have nothing for you on that. I'm not going to 
comment on it. 


Q You can't be clear on that point? 
i) I'm not going to comment on that. 
Q New subject? 

a Middle East? 

Q Let's go back to Molotov. 

A To whom? 

(Laughter) 


Q Do you have anything on The Post story today 
concerning Soviet continued compliance to SALT II? 


fa Continued compliance? 


Q Yes, the Walter Pincus article in The Post. 





ts On compliance, no. I don't have anything on 
compliance, per se, no. 


Q Or lack of compliance? 


A Or on the lack of compliance, I don't have 
anything. 


Q Did the Soviets inform -- 


A But we've addressed this issue before on 
compliance, and I think I do have something for you in the 
Press Office on that general issue 


Q Did the Soviets inform the Americans at the SCC 
that they plan to live up to the SALT II missile limitations? 


i] Well, proceedings of the SCC are confidential, as 
you very well know, Matt, and accordingly, I really can't 
comment on the content of dismantlement and deployment 
notifications which are regularly exchanged at SCC sessions. 





Q Ed, on the same subject of the SALT II, do you 
have any comment on the proposal made by Mr. Perle, Assistant 
Secretary of Defense, that when the SALT II expires, the U.S. 
should just shelve it? 


a Should --? 


Q Should the U.S. just ignore it completely -- not 
to renew, I mean? 


A Well, on Mr. Perle's statements, our interim 
restraint policy has not changed. The Administration will not 
undercut existing agreements so long as the Soviet Union 
exercises equal restraint. When the time comes for a decision, 
it will obviously be taken in the context of the international 
situation and U.S. national security requirements. 


Among other things, our assessment of the Soviet 
commitment to a corresponding policy will be relevant to our 
considerations. It would be premature to speculate now the 
course of action that will eventually be taken with respect to 
our interin restraint policy. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q When will a decision be made? 


a I don't know. 
-~— MORE -—- 
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Q Is the United States committing itself to the 
SALT III stipulations up till now? 


f Yes, on SALT II. 


Q I mean SALT III? 

A SALT II. 

Q Oh, sorry. Yes. 

A Unless you know something I don't know. 
(Laughter) 

Q I'm sorry. I mean SALT II. 


(Inaudible). 
i) I don't deny that. 


I mean SALT II, the one that was not ratified. 
Sorry, it's a mistake. 


& No. I think I have to remain with the main point 
we're making here, that the Administration will not undercut 
existing agreements -- existing agreements -- so long as the 
Soviet Union exercises equal restraint. 


Q New subject -- Mexico. Do you have anything on 
the Mexican Government's response, possibly, to the shooting of 
a youth, and the leaflets that have been going -- reports of 
leaflets in the Tijuana area? 


A I really don't have much. We have been, 
obviously, in touch, and the Mexican authorities have been in 
touch with us on this matter. We continue to be in close touch 
with them, but I can't really discuss the contents of our 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Yesterday, the Department said it was assessing 
how grave the danger might be to Americans. Have you come to 
any decision on how grave the threat, in fact, might be to 
Americans? 


2 I don't know, Anne. I've nothing for you now on 
that. 














ll 


Q Ed, the Office of Congressman Courter of New 
Jersey reports that two State Department people -- Lou Murray 
and Jim Schumaker -- contacted him to express opposition to 


this amendment to the State Department appropriations, which 
amendment would end our employing of hundreds of Soviet 
citizens in our Embassy in Moscow and Consulate in Leningrad. 


A spokesman for Secretary Burt says that Soviets are 
cheaper to employ than Americans; and also -- and this is a 
quote -- "we have an active KGB to contend with. We don't want 
an excessive number of Americans that can be worked over." 


Question: Does Secretary Shultz really approve of 
this policy, that if our Embassy pays enough Soviet salaries 
the KGB may be bought off from working over our American 


personnel? 
fs Lester, would you like to rephrase your question? 
Q Well, yes. Do -~ does he approve? You're 
spokesman, Sylvester, stated that one reason we employed so 
many Soviets -- over 200, whereas they only employ 12 here -- 


one of the reasons is that you can get them for a lot less 
money. In other words, it's cheap labor, (a); and (b) the 
other reason is, “we have an active KGB to content with. We 
don't want an excessive number of Americans that can be worked 
over. 


Does Secretary Shultz approve of this policy of buying 
off the KGB by employing a lot of Soviets, or not? 


ia Well, let me explain to you what our position is 
on this. 


Q I'd be delighted, and I have one follow-up. 


fa The Department of State does not favor 
legislation requiring that none of the local employees of our 
Embassy and Consulate in the Soviet Union be Soviet nationals. 


The Department is sensitive to the security concerns 
underlying this proposal, and has undertaken a series of 
measures to deal with these concerns. Further steps are 
presently in process. However, a blanket requirement, such as 
approved in the House on May 8, is unnecessary, expensive to 
implement, disruptive of operations and fails to take into 
account what we have done and are doing to take legitimate 
security concerns into account. 


There are a number of non-sensitive jobs which can 
best be performed by nationals of the country in which our 
diplomatic missions are located. 
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My follow-up. 


v 

Q Copy? 
a Yes. 

Q There's report that until just recently, when, 
you know, it came to public attention, you had Soviet citizens 
answering the telephones. We read a never-ending series of 
things like the eagle in the American Seal was bugged, and the 
latest bugging we've got is twelve typewriters. 


Now, what makes you think if you have been so notably 
unsuccessful so far in our Embassy over there that you can 
possibly be successful anymore? And shouldn't we -- why is it 
that we shouldn't require the Soviets to employ an equal number 
of Americans? Realizing that Americans have a higher standard 
of living, should we go in for this cheap labor, Ed? 


A The only thing, Lester, (Laughter) that I can 
tell you on this is that we have undertaken a series of 
measures to deal with these concerns. This obviously gets into 
matters that are rather sensitive in the intelligence field, 
and I obviously cannot comment on them from this podium. 


Q Well, if the House passed it, Ed, surely the 
Senate will pass it and I would imagine the President will -- 
yeah, it looks like it's going through. 


Aa Well, I've stated -- 


Q Wouldn't it be better to propose it to the 
Soviets? Alright, fine, you let a number of our American 


citizens in, and so forth; wouldn't that be wiser, don't you 
think? 


a I've stated our position, Lester. I'll leave it 
at that. 


Q I appreciate it. 


Q There are reports from Israel that there is a lot 
of pressure on the Israeli Government to allow the Ethiopian 
Jews to settle in the West Bank's settlements -- Jewish 
settlements in the West Bank. Do you have any comment on this, 
and can you make your position, again, about absorbing -- 


A We have a position on that, and it is available 
in the Press Office. And if you ask, you will be given that. 
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Q Ed, any updates on nuclear-powered -- or, rather, 
nuclear-tipped warheads from Israel placed in or close to the 
Bekaa? 


A No, I have nothing at all on that. 


Q Another area -- Brazil. The Brazilian Congress 
has voted that the next elections will be by direct vote, and 
possibly as early as 1987. Have you a comment on that? 


& No. I have no comment on that. I do have -- no, 
no, go ahead. 


Q Thailand: Do you have anything on the Vietnamese 
attacks into Thailand? 


‘ No. I have nothing on that, no. 
Matt? 


Q Do you have anything on Poland in response to the 
four tourists’ problems? 


‘ I have nothing for you yet on that. 


Q Anything on the PLO statements that a meeting 
with PNC members would not be acceptable; non-PLO PNC members 
would not be acceptable? 


6 I thought I had something for you on that. If 
you're referring specifically to the remarks of PLO leaders 
such as Kaddoumi and Khalaf that there's no agreement with 
Jordan on a joint delegation; is this what you're referring to, 
specifically? 


Q Yes. 


is We are hearing many different voices from the 
Middle East on this issue, and we're not going to comment on 
every report. 


Assistant Secretary Murphy has been in the region 
recently and held discussions with various parties to explore 
the possibilities of moving the peace process forward. We are 
now on the eve of the Secretary's trip to the Middle East where 
the Secretary will be meeting with leaders in Israel, Egypt and 
Jordan to discuss, inter alia, the peace process. 


Beyond that, I'm not going to go -- 
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Q Copy? 

a Yes 

Q PR ae What other subjects will you be 
discussing, 

“ I think inter alia is a very nice phrase. 
(Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 
7 Sorry, broken off. 
Q I had my hand up, Ed. 


i Okay. One more question. Excuse me. Go ahead. 
Q Thank you. There was a report in the Washington 
T last week from Germany that Mr. Burt, at a press 


conference, became very upset with the press corps and ordered 
them not to laugh -- 


‘ That's not our problem here, is it? 

-- and when they laughed he stalked out. And I 
just wonder, what was Secretary Shultz reaction to this, and is 
this going to be standard procedure with other State Department 
people if we laugh? Will you walk out, or -- 

ia Do you see such a problem here? 
Q No, 1 haven't. 
be I think that answers itself. 


Q I've seen some violence from there. What was his 
reaction to Burt? What was his reaction? He had no reaction? 


6 I have nothing. 


Q He was left stunned is what you're saying; is 
that true? 


2 No, no. I just have nothing for you, Lester. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 





-/ 
Posted: .5/ / < 
~/ 7 , &S 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 9, 1985 


LEBANON: ROLE OF UNIFIL 





Q: What is the U.S. feeling now about the deployment of the 

UNIPIL forces and strengthening UNIFIL in southern Lebanon 

instead of the South Lebanon Army that Israel is trying to 

place there? 

A: --We have consistently supported UNIPIL as an element of 
stability in southern Lebanon and as a valuable resource 


for possible future peacekeeping in that country. 


--It is for the parties involved to work out the future 


role of UNIFIL. 


7 
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MR. DIJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A few announcements: 


Available in the Press Office today is the prepared 
statement by Secretary Shultz at the Yad Vashem Holocaust 
Memorial in Jerusalem. 


Yesterday the House of Representatives, without prior 
consultation with the Administration, passed an amendment to 
the State Department Authorization bill expressing the “sense 
of Congress" that the Soviet Ambassador should be declared 
persone non gr unless the Soviet Government apologizes for 
the killing of Major Nicholson. In earlier action, on April 
22, 1985, the House overwhelmingly passed House Resolution 125 
condemning the Soviets for this brutal and senseless act. 


We share the sense of outrage felt by the American 
people and the Congress as reflected in these two actions 
concerning the killing of Major Nicholson. Nevertheless, we 
consider yesterday's House action to be unwise and 
inappropriate. This is one of the most sensitive areas in our 
relations with foreign nations. We have been seriously working 
with the Soviets to resolve the questions raised by the 
Nicholson killing, including the safety of our people working 
in East Germany. 


Under the Constitution, the receiving of foreign 
ambassadors is a power reserved exclusively to the President. 
We do not believe that threats to declare Ambassador Dobrynin 


rsona non qr ate constitute a useful step in our efforts to 
resolve our erences with the Soviets. 


I have an announcement, a statement, on Thailand 
concerning recent Vietnamese incursions. 


Q May we have a copy of that statement about the 
Ambassador? 


if Yes. 





Late last month a Vietnamese unit numbering 800 to 
1,200 troops moved into Thai territory, seized a ridgeline, and 
dug in. This occurred in Trat Province, at the extreme 
southern end of the Thai-Cambodian border. 


Since May 4, the Thai armed forces have been working 
to drive the Vietnamese intruders out. The terrain is 
difficult, and the going has been rough in the face of 
Vietnamese counter-attacks and the mines encountered. 
According to press reports, the Thai have suffered casualties, 
but hope to force the Vietnamese out of Thai territory within 
the next several days. 


Khmer resistance units opposing the illegal Vietnamese 
occupation of their country have been operating in areas of 
Cambodia opposite this area of Thailand. 


The United States strongly condemns the recent 
incursion of a large element of Vietnamese troops into Thai 
terri*ory in Trat Province. The Vietnamese sweep into an area 
which is clearly Thai sovereign territory, and their determined 
effort to retain that territory, has led to great danger and 
hardship for the civilian population of the area. Brave Thai 
military personnel have also been killed or wounded in actions 
to repulse these violent attacks. 


This most recent Vietnamese incursion demonstrates its 
disregard for the normal standards of conduct among nations. 
It parallels Vietnam's determination to consolidate its illegal 
occupation of Cambodia by sheer force of arms. What it cannot 
accomplish through legal means and persuasion, Hanoi seeks to 
gain by brute strength. 


This policy has brought continued suffering to the 
region and deprived Vietnam of peaceful development and 
security. The United States calls on Vietnam to cease such 
behavior and to seek a negotiated settlement to the Cambodian 
problem. This is in accordance with the wishes of the great 
majority of nations as expressed in numerous United Nations 
resolutions. Only through peaceful, cooperative conduct can 
Vietnam rejoin the family of nations and enjoy the benefits of 
such relations. 


Q Are we doing anything to help the Thai? 


a We have, as you well know, a program with the 
Thai of assistance which I have information available to you. 
In the past we've had guidance on exactly what we're doing. I 
refer you to the Press Office on that. 











Q Nothing new since the latest incursion? 

a Not that I know of, no. 

Q May we have a copy of that? 

6 Yes. 

Q Does the last sentence of that mean that, suggest 


that U.S. relations might be possible if they would get out of 
Cambodia? 


a Well, that's one of several issues that we would 
like to have resolved. As you know, another very important 
is.uve is the POW/MIAs in terms of our relations with Vietnam. 


Q Can we go to a different subject? 


& couple of days ago, the Washington Post ran a piece 
by Geyelin, Philip Geyelin, about the power of the President to 


negotiate and the PLO situation and about the restraints or the 
constraints from the Kissinger agreement of 1975 about talking 
or negotiating or whatever. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


) In September 1975, the U.S. gave assurances to 
Israel as part of the Sinai II agreements not to recognize or 
negotiate with the PLO so long as the PLO does not recognize 
Isrvxel's right to exist and does not accept U.N. Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Consistent with this assurance, it has been the firm 
policy of the U.S. Government that U.S. officials not engage in 
substantive contacts or discussions with officials of the PLO. 


The Administration is firmly opposed to legislating 
such language and most recently made its views known in letters 
from the Secretary to Senators Lugar and Pell and to 
Congressmen Broomfield and Fascell opposing the inclusion of 
such restrictions in the FY '66 Foreign Assistance 8ill. 


The conduct of diplomacy is a unique responsibility of 
the President. Attempting to codify a nuanced and complex 
policy is not an appropriate function of the legislative branch 
of the government. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 








A Yes. 


Q May I follow up? There was an element there in 
that story that this could restrict the United States from 
talking with the PLO unless that last paragraph in that thing 
about renounced terrorism and whatever it is. (Sic) 


What's the comment on that? 
a I think I have answered that. We're firmly 
opposed to legislating such language, and we have made our 


aa known to the respective Senators and Congressmen on the 
Hill. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Can this be considered as interference in the 
formulation or implementation of the President's foreign policy 
by the Congress? 


A Basically I think I've answered that question by 
saying that we consider, obviously, the conduct of diplomacy to 
be the unique responsibility of the President and that trying 
to codify what we consider a very complex matter, policy, is 
not the appropriate function of the legislative branch. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on the reports that 
Mr. Shamir, the Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Minister of 
Israel is rejecting the idea of negotiating with NPC people? 
A I have nothing on that, no. 
It's PNC. 


PNC, I mean. 


> © 


I understood you despite the acronym was a little 


Q NPC -- National Press Club. (Laughter) 


A This is not a new Middle East initiative, is it? 
Okay. Fine. (Laughter) 


Do you have a warning to Americans traveling to 
Poland? 


7 With respect to the detention of the American 
tourists in Poland, the State Department has issued a travel 
advisory today for Krakow, Poland, because of the recent 
erratic and arbitrary behavior of security officials in that 
city. 


The travel advisory suggests that U.S. citizens 
visiting the Krakow area exercise extreme caution. The travel 
advisory will be reviewed after 30 days. A copy of the text of 
the travel advisory is available in the Press Office. 


Q Is there any further response to the cutoff of 
flights from the U.S. to Poland? 


6 I have nothing for you on that. 


Q This is linked to the detentions of the four last 
Friday and is unrelated to the incident involving the two 
American diplomats the same day? 





é I just want to leave it exactly as I've stated 
t. With respect to the detention of the American tourists, we 
nave issued a travel advisory. 


Now, as you know, two of the tourists detained by the 
Krakow police were basketball players with a team from the 
University of Edinburgh in Scotland, and the other two were a 
couple on a sightseeing tour. 


They were arrested when they happened to have observed 
one of the demonstrations that took place in Krakow on May 3. 
They were detained overnight before being released and then 
expelled from Poland. They do not appear to have been 
physically abused. 

Q Were they all four American or were two British? 

A I believe that all four are -- let me take that 
question. I believe all four were Americans, but let me take 
that. 

Q Ed, back on the Middle East? 

A Wait. Any more on Poland? 


Q Did you answer the question about the flights? I 
didn't hear an answer. 


A Ah -- 
Q Flights? 


You asked about flights -- 


> 


No. I just said I have nothing further for you 
on that. 


Is that still a live issue? 


A I'm not going to comment on that. 








Q Ed, going back to remarks on the Nicholson 
affair, what are the issues remaining to be discussed on that? 
My understanding of the U.S. position on it was that this is a 
murder carried out as Soviet state policy, so what's the State 
Department discussing on it? 


f Well, we are continuing, obviously, to pursue 
this matter —- 


Q To what end? 


a -- and even -- I note that the Secretary himself, 
in response to a question said -- you know, would you be 
discussing this with Foreign Minister Gromyko in Vienna? He 
said -- he acknowledged that this would obviously be a likely 
subject of discussion. 


So we're discussing it at various levels, but I can't 
get into any details of our substantive pursuit of the killing 
of Major Nicholson. 


Q Back to the Middle East: Did the U.S. 
Administration play any role in the agreement between the -- 
between Israel and the PFLP organization to exchange POWs? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Nothing on that. Another question, if I may: Do 
you have any comment on the joint communique between Libya and 
Sudan? 


A The joint communique. We have seen the reports 
on the communique. It is unclear what it refers to in terms of 
specifically this condemnation of all partial agreements and 
separate treaties that represent a flagrant violation of the 


Palestinian people's rights and prevent them from achieving 
their legitimate aspirations. 


But the U.S. position is clear. We seek a 
comprehensive peace in the Middle East. We believe that the 
best way to achieve a just, lasting and durable peace is 
through direct negotiations between Israel and its Arabs 
neighbors. 


It is our view that there should be Palestinian 
participation at every stage in the negotiating process. 


Q Do you think that the fact that that was a joint 
communique with Libya shows a shift in the Sudanese Government? 


a I have no comment on that. 





¢ 








Q Can we get a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Ed, a follow-up with the same question: Have you 
noticed that the same communique did not mention the U.S. at 
all, just using the general terms like imperialism and all 
that? The U.S. is not mentioned in the -- do you have any 
comment on that? 


a None. 

Q Do you at least consider this a positive step 
taken by the new Sudanese Government in order not to indulge 
itself in anti-U.S. -- 


is I really don't want to interpret or assess the 
communique further than we have already done so. 


Q Do you have any comment on £11 Hobeika being 
appointed as leader of the Lebanese forces, replacing whoever 
was in charge? 


‘ Replacing Geagea? 
Q Geagea. 

No. I have nothing for you on that. 
Q No? 


a Our position on Lebanon is clear. We've stated 
it several times this week. 


Q Do you have any comment on his statement that 
Lebanon is an Arab country and is advised to be an Arab country 
out of will, not threat, that this is sort of a new language 
into the -- 


o No. 
Q -- approach of -- 
a I have no comment on that. WNo. 


Q Yesterday the French President Mitterrand -- 
oe 


I can't hear you. 








Q Yesterday in the press conference, French 
President Mitterrand suggested that he will not attend the next 
summit in Tokyo. Are there any comments on that? 

A No. I don't. No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 p.m.) 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A short 
announcement. 


Under Secretary of State for Economic Affairs Allen 
Wallis will addres’ the Washington World Affairs Council ON THE 
RECORD with .°* and A's on Wednesday, May 15, at the National 
Trust for H:..oric Preservation, 1785 Massachusetts Avenue, at 
6:00 p.m. The topic is “Trade Policy After .he Bonn Economic 
Summit." 


If you want to cover this event, contact Julie 
Chitwood, Executive Director of the Council, at 293-1051. 


Q Will the U.S. warsh.p visit Shanghai as planned, 
as previously planned, this month? Can you give us an update 
on the talks with the Chinese on that subject? 


i A number of issues regarding a ship visit to 
China remain oper. Visits of U.S. ships to China remain under 
consideration. 


At this point I am unable to say when one might be 
scheduled. 


Q Certainly not this month. 

a Unable to say when it would occur 

Q Has it slipped from beyond the previous intent? 
While these negotiations take place, is there going to have to 


be somewhat of a delay?’ 


a I just can't speculate on when a ship visit might 
be scheduled 


Q When was the originally intended date? 





ra I have nothing for you on that in terms of an 
original date. 


Q You say “a number of issues"? Is it the number 
one, or is there more than one? 


o A number of issues regarding the ship visit. 


Q Can you tell us anything about at what level 
these discussions are being held, or who is in on it, or -- 


rs) They're certainly in our diplomatic channels at 
various levels, and I don't want to get into that specificity. 


Q Another area? 


“ Now, in terms of, you know, number of questions 
involved, I should state that it is our worldwide policy 
neither to confirm nor to deny the presence of nuclear weapons 
aboard our naval vessels, and that policy remains unchanged 


Q Can you talk about whether it's conventionally 
powered, this ship, or not, as you did with the New Zealand 
issue? 

a No. Not in this case. You know, I'm not talking 


about a scheduled ship visit. 


Q Would the correct verb be “postponed” or 
"cancelled"? 


a I will leave the lexicon up to you I'm sure 
you're able to determine. 


Q Ed, another area? 


What we're saying is that the ship visit remains 
under consideration, period. 


Q It's not going to happen when it was originally 
scheduled. is that correct? 


a It just remains under consideration 


Q Ed, in the past Secretary Shultz has spoken 
several times in favor of pre-emptive strikes against 
terrorism I was wondering in the light of the recent 
revelations of The Washington Post if that is still the 





position being sponsored by him? 





‘ Well, I'm not going to be drawn into linking 
policy statements to specific reports of alleged anti-terrorist 
activities and simply will not comment on such matters. 


The Secretary of State has enunciated U.S. policy to 
combat terrorism. His remarks speak for themselves. 


Q Any comments with regards to the revelations in 
The Washington Post? 





oe Well, we do not comment on any stories involving 
intelligence matters or alleged intelligence matters. As you 
know, that's our established policy, so I have nothing specific 
to tell you. 


But as a general policy question, can you discuss 
the problems inherent in pre-emptive moves against terrorists, 
and how this might or might not violate a ban on assassinations? 


a Well, again, I can't be drawn into specific 
comments on intelligence matters, or alleged intelligence 
matters. As a general statement, however, I would Like to 
affirm that we do not undertake any activities which are 
inconsistent with the law. That has been and remains our 
policy. 


Q Ed, the CIA denied this today. You're not 
denying? 


“ When you say “the CIA denied,” what are you 
referring to specifically? 


Q They denied any involvement in secretly training 
the Lebanese anti-terrorist force that planted the car bomb. 


a Well, what I understand the CIA said this morning 
is that the CIA never conducted any training of Lebanese 
security forces related to the events described in The 
Washington Post story on May 12, and that it also had no 
foreknowledge of the Lebanese counter-terrorist action 
mentioned in the article. The agency reiterated that it 
scrupulously observes the requirements to keep all the 
congressional oversight committees appropriately informed Is 
that what you're referring to when you say “denied”? 


Q Uh-huh 


a Well, that -- 





Q You don't read that as a denial of the story? 


“ Well, I'll refer you to the CIA to address that 
specifically to them. 


Q Ed, why do you, in referring to the CIA 
statement, refer to “counter-terrorist activity"? Why isn't 
this just a “terrorist activity,” this bombing? 


“ I don't follow the line of your reasoning on that. 


Q Why are you referring to the bombing on March 8, 
or whenever it was, as a counter-terrorist activity? Why isn't 
it just a terrorist activity? 


a Did I refer to it us a ‘counter-terrorist 
activity?" 


Q I mean, I think the point is clear. If this is a 
counter-terrorist activity, it suggests that somebody has a 
policy of counter-terrorism. If it's just a terrorist 
activity, we didn't have anything to do with it. 


a Well, what I was referring to, the question that 
was asked to me, if I understood correctly, was the Secretary's 
policy statements, which are statements on, agreed, terrorism 
and counter-terrorism. But the general subject is terrorism, 
and I just addressed the Secretary's rem rks on what policies 
he stated should be approached in countering terrorism. 


But I'm not going to get drawn into exactly whether 
this incident was a counter-terrorist operation, terrorist 
operation. I'm not going to be drawn into that 


Q Ed, is the State Department concerned that the 
Post's report that these counter-terrorist groups have been 
disbanded is going to jeopardize the safety of American's in 
the Middle East? 


A Well, I have nothing specific to give you as a 
comme ‘t on that. But, certainly, we continually review the 
security of our personnel in our Embassies overseas, and, for 
that matter, of all American citizens. But I don't want to be 
-- I don't want to take it beyond that at this point 


Q Ed, how about the decision referred to at The 
Washington Post story, that the whole affair had been 
cancelled? Would you confirm this, or it also comes under the 
"no comment" answer? 











“ It certainly would come under the “no comment,” 
and I'm glad you answered the question. 


(Laughter) 


Q What's your statement on the bombing itself? Did 
you deplore it at the time? Do you deplore it now, the fact 
that that violence took place? 


a Well, we have consistently been on the record of 
deploring the violence in Lebanon and this cycle of violence in 
that country, and I'll just leave it at that. 


Q Ed, is there any direct or indirect link with the 
terrorist bombings in India? 


Q Could we stay on the Middle East, please? 
i) I have nothing for you on that. No. 
Q But do you have -- 


Q Anything to report on Mr. Shultz's tour in the 
Middle East? 


i) No. Nothing specific. I will have to refer you 
to the party and the Secretary's comments and the press 
conference he gave on departing Aqaba. 


Q As a follow-up on that, the wire says that the 
Secretary indicated some headway had been made, and that 


eventually he thought a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation would 
meet with the U.S 


Can you go into a little bit on what grounds -- what 
is the headway that's being made, if we're not talking about 
names, specific people in the delegation? 


a No. I'm going to leave the remarks to the party 
themselves on that 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on the Abu lyad - 
the second man in PLO who said that King Hussein is ready to 
declare a confederation between Palestine and Jordan, and this 
government will lead a delegation to the negotiation. 


Do you have any comment on that? 








4 No. On Abu Iyad's statements? No. 


Q Ed, can we expect a background briefing or just 
updating on the trip by Secretary Shultz to the Middle East 
after his being back to Washington? 


a I think we can determine that once the Secretary 
is back in the middle of the week 


Q Ed, was the confederation between Palestinians 
and Jordan one of the options on the table to enter the peace 
talks with Israel? 





rs) I have nothing for you on that. No. 

Q Ed, do you have anything on the Newsweek report 
that some components of an atomic bomb were smuggled to Israel? 

4 As a general policy, as you know, we do not 
comment on any matter that is under investigation by the law 
enforcement authorities. I can say, however, that we have 


consistently stressed to law enforcement authorities the 


importance we attach to the vigorous enforcement of US. export 
control laws 


Q Is this confirming this story then? 


iy I won't go beyond that statement You can draw 
your own conclusions on that, Connie 


-- MORE -- 








Q Ed, Assistant Secretary Motley is in Brazil 
today. Do you know what he is doing there? 


a I have nothing specific, no. 

Q Is he confining his trip to Brazil or other 
countries? 

a Well, actually, we do have some guidance in the 


Press Office on that that I refer you to which gives you the 
scope of his discussions there. 


I think it's only natural that he's down there right 
after the death of President Neves, and President Sarney taking 
over the presidency, to have these initial consultations after 
the change in government. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the terrorist 
bombings in India? Let's put it this way. 


‘ I have nothing on the terrorist bombings in 
India, no. 


Q How about according to some report that some 
Sikhs in this country, they are helping terrorists in India by 
sending, financially and also through some member of the 


Administration on the Hill -- like the one -- 
Aa That they've been involved in what? 
Q Yes, a few weeks ago, they had a human rights 


conference like, I think supported by the State Department So 
there are a lot of activities in this country that Sikhs are 
having 

a I have nothing -- 


Q I mean, is this Department supporting the Sikhs 
activities in this country? 


a That's a very general question I really can't 
address that, no. 


Do you have anything more specific, or is that - 


Q Well, a lot of amount, dollar amount, is going 
from this country helping the terrorists in India I mean, as 
far as your talking about curbing the terrorist activities, 
this only applies to the Middle East or in Nicaragua, or also 
applies to Sikh terrorists? 





a You mean our policy on counter-terrorism? 
Q Right. 
a It has universal applicability, not only to one 


region. 
One second -- 


Q Actually, can we stay with the Sikhs? Do you 
have any comment on the arrest of two Sikhs and the indictments 
of two others in connection with a reported assassination plot? 


6 Well, this matter is now under judicial 
consideration, and I have to refer you to the Department of 
Justice, and I expect an announcement will be made very shortly 
on this. But I refer you to Justice on this. 


Q Ed, back on the confederation again, would the 
United States at this time be in favor of such confederation 
between Jordan and the Palestinians? 


“ Semaan, I have no comment on our position on a 
confederation. 

Q Can you take the queston, please? 

a I prefer not to at this point. I think while the 


Secretary is just coming back from his talks in the area, I 
prefer to wait until the Secretary is back and the party is 
back and see where we are. 


Q What can you tell us about the incident in the 


Soviet Union involving an American woman who was detained and 
then expelled? 


a I assume that you're referring to the expulsion 
of Regina Spencil Sipple -- 


Q Yes. 


a -- from the Soviet Union earlier today. Ms. 
Sipple arrived at Moscow Sheremetyevo Airport on May 12 with a 
group of American tourists Soviet Customs authorities 
discovered in her luggage a large number of copies of the 
Sermon on the Mount, in English and Russian, and many cassette 
tapes of children's songs in Russian. 





She was detained for three hours at the airport while 
Customs officials photographed these items and had her sign a 
statement in Russian, which she could not read. 


Ms. Sipple was then transferred to the airport transit 
hotel where she was permitted to call the United States Embassy. 


Intourist, the Soviet travel agency, informed the 
Embassy that Ms. Sipple would be deported. The Embassy expects 
her to be deported to Helsinki. 

‘Now, I've noticed there are some press reports saying 
that she is already on her way or has arrived. I've seen those 
same reports, but I have no confirmation of that. 


Q There are also press reports that she had to 
undergo a strip-search. Do you have any information on that? 


“ I have nothing on that, no. 
The report -- 


Can we have a copy of that? 


> © 


I will say that the Embassy plans to protest the 
treatment of Ms. Sipple to the Soviet authorities. 


Q Copy? 

i) Yes. 

Q To follow that, the Embassy official apparently 
said that this is an ongoing or an increasing problem in the 
Soviet Union. Does State have any update on that sort of 
problem occurring over there? 

i) I have no update for you, no. 

Q Thank you. 

(The briefing concluded at 12:37 P.M.) 

(The briefing was reopened at 12:45 P.M. the same day 


MR. DJEREDJIAN: Because George Gedda complained that 
there wasn't enough news today -- 


FBI Director, Mr. Webster, announced today that the 
FBI has just completed an investigation of a group of alleged 
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Indian Sikh terrorists who reportedly were planning to 
assassinate Indian Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi and the Chief 
Minister of India's Haryana State. 


We congratulate the FBI and the Department of Justice 
for this most recent demonstration of their ability to deal 
effectively with international terrorist threats in this 
country. We wish to take this occasion to once again reaffirm 
the United States' strong support for the unity and territorial 
integrity of India. We remain resolutely opposed to the 
efforts of a small minority of Sikhs to create an independent 
state of "Khalistan," and we will continue to consult closely 
with the Indian Government in combatting threats to India's 
national sovereignty. 


We condemn any attempts to advance political 
objectives through acts of terrorism. As always, the United 
States is resolved to deal firmly with terrorist activities, 
whether directed against the United States or other countries. 
We will continue to exert our utmost efforts to prevent the 
United States from being used as a sanctuary or training ground 
for those involved in terrorist activity. 


Any questions? 
Q Is that it? 
a Yes. 


Q No Q's and A's? 


“ Do you have a question? 
Q I was going to say “thank you" otherwise, but - 
is) There are Q's and A's. 


Q Was there any calls at the White House or the 
State Department about this arsassination, or FBI did their own 
investigation? 


A No. This was very closely coordinated within, as 
I said, the FBI, Department of State, U.S. Secret Service, the 
New Orleans Police Department Intelligence Division, and the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 


Q Does this mean that - 


A Obviously, the White House has been and is fully 
informed of this, from the very beginning. 
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Q Does this mean the investigation doesn't have 
anything to do with the situation inside India? If it is the 
FBI, it is understood that it must be internal only. 


i) I don't follow your question, really. 


Q O.K. I mean if the investigation has any 
connection to what's going on inside India. 


a Well, the investigation is an investigation into 
a terrorist activity in the United States It obviously has 
broader implications in terms of the people involved, the Sikhs 


Now, let me say the following: We are in no manner 
targetting Sikhs as a group for special attention prior to the 
visit of President Rajiv Gandhi. ** Any individual, however, 
who is involved in terrorist activity in the U.S. or who 
otherwise engages in unlawful activity will, of course, be 
subject to arrest and prosecution under the laws of the United 
States. 


Now, in terms of the situation in India and the Sikh 
problem, President Gandhi*®*® has demonstrated his determination 
to further the process of reconciliation by the appointment of 
a special Cabinet Committee to address the Punjab problem and 
propose solutions 


On April 11, the government announced the institution 
of a judicial inquiry into the anti-Sikh riots that followed 
Mrs. Gandhi's assassination, and last week the government 
expressed its willingness to hold unconditional talks with Sikh 
leaders 


Q Any arrests in this country? 
rs) In where? 
Q Any arrests made by the FBI -- in connection with 


the assassination? 
A Well, L'll just stick with my statement 


Q Is it the case that this was an assassination 
plot to occur in the United States when Gandhi comes here? Is 
there any indications of what the nature of this plot was? And 
what is the disposition of these two Sikh individuals at this 
point? Are they being held, deported, or what? 


**®CORRECTLON Prime Minister Gandhi 
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6 Well, Mr. Webster scated that this was a plot 
involving Indian Sikh terrorists to assassinate both the Chief 
Minister of the Indian State of Haryana while he was visiting 
the United States, and the Prime Minister of India during his 
pending visit to the United States in June of this year. 


The terrorists also intended to initiate terrorist 
activities in India. I think that -- 


Q What you are saying is really -- is there any 
links between the FBI and the CIA? They might know the 
situation inside India Like recently, the Prime Minister did 
say. “There is certainly a foreign hand, including Pakistan and 
the United States.” 


Do you have any comment on that? 


o No, I have no comment on that, but to your 
previous question: There have been arrests obviously on May 4, 
1985, and the FBI has all the details on this. The New Orleans 
Police Department arrested 1, 2, 3, 4 individuals in the area 
of the hotel in which the Chief Minister of the Indian State of 
Haryana was staying. They were later charged federally with 
conspiracy to commit murder 


Q Well, what's the future of the Sikns' activities 
in this country, like after today -- investigations from the 
FBI? Are they going to continue to curb the Sikhs in this 
country? 


a l'll refer you to the FBI on that and to Justice 
on that 

Q Ed, the Minister already has been in this country? 

a That's correct 

Q Oh, so there are two separate trips involved’ 

a The Minister has already been in this country 

Q And he's gone home? 

a He was in New Orleans, and he has gone fo the 


best of my knowledge, he has gone back 


Q When was he —- 
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. And of course, there's the upcoming visit of the 
President** of India. 


Q Where was the alleged plot to have occurred, in 
what city --— New Orleans or Washington? 
rs I believe in New Orleans. right. Well, against 


the Minister, in New Orleans. 


Q What about Gandhi? 


a That I have no specific information on. 

Q What are the dates of his visit? Do you happen 
to know? 

“ I don't have that. 

Q The sixteenth. 

In June 
Q June. 
oe Right But I don't have the specific dates 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 P.M.) 


**CORRECTION: Prime Minister 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon Available in the 
Press Office today are the following prepared statements by 
Department officials before Congress: Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for International Narcotics Matters Clyde taylor 
before the Senate Foreign Relaticns Committee and the Senate 
Judiciary Committee The topic of his testimony is “Narcotic 
Trafficking, Terrorism, and Political Insurgency " 


Deputy Assistant Secretary for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian affairs Gary Matthews before the House Foreign 
affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Human Rights and 
International Organizations The topic of his testimony is 
“Human Rights in Romania 


Questions? 

Q Are there any further steps under consideration 
to protest the Nicholson shooting? And is the US 
participation in a possible anniversary celebration of the 
joint Soviet-U S. Space Mission under review in this regard’ 


4 Il have nothing specific to give you, Matt, on the 
Nicholson case beyond really what we've said 


Q Is this Tenth Anniversary celebration something 
that is under review, or have we agreed o participate in such 
a thing? 


a lI have nothing on that 
Q Do you know anything about that? 
a I have nothing on that 


Lester 


Q CBS News has just reported from Peking that 
Muhammad Ali went back in the ring for some sparring after he 





declared that the movement to ban boxing in the United States 
is because the sport is dominated by blacks. 


Question: Does the State Department agree or disagree 
with this statement made overseas by a@ prominent American who 
was once an appointed ambassador of the Carter Administration? 
And if you do agree, have you detected any similar campaign to 
ban basketball? 


(Laughter) 

“ You know, as a general policy. Lester, we do not 
comment on alleged intelligence reports, so I have nothing for 
you on that. (Laughter) 


No. I have nothing for you on that. 


(Laughter) 

Q Ed, wait a minute until I change the tape here 
(Laughter) Are you seriously calling this intelligence? 

is No, I was -- 

Q I mean, you're aware of the report? 

“ No I was joking 

Q All right Great You were just joking -- I can 


report that 
(Laughter) 


Now, Ed, you are aware of this report of Mr. Ali? You 
are aware of it, aren't you? 


a Lester, I have nothing for you on that 

Q You'd rather just -- O.K 

Q Ed, do you have anything on the Oslo Marine 
incident? 

a Well, you're aware of the general details of the 
case The incident occurred on May 13 when an American Marine 


security guard interrupted normal access to the US. Embassy in 
Oslo when he refused for several hours to leave a secure guard 
post in the Embassy at the end of his tour of duty 





I have really nothing much more to give you in terms 
of the scenario. We cannot disclose his name at t'is time, 
given Privacy Act considerations. And he did occupy the 
Embassy for approximately 16 hours from 6 a.m. to just before 
10:00 p.m., Oslo time. 


The Marine guard appeared to be under great stress, 
but I cannot say anything beyond that. 


Q One guard took the whole Embassy over? 
Q What has happened to this guard? 


a Well, I believe the: he is now in Marine Corps 
custody and will be leaving Norway 


The officials of the Embassy and of the Norwegian 
Government worked very closely together to bring this episode 
to a successful conclusion, and we obviously appreciate 
Norway's efforts, helping us on this But I h ve nothing on 
specific charges or anything like that, no. 


Q Is he of Lebanese descent, protesting perhaps’? 

ne I won't even take that question 

(Laughter) 

Q When Secretary Shultz was in Cairo, did he raise 


the matter of Egyptian-Israeli relations with the Egyptian 
Government and make any suggestions on whether Egypt should be 
doing anything to improve the relations? 


a I have nothing specific on that, Dan, no 


Q Ed, will Murphy visit any country besides Israel 
and Egypt? Will he visit Syria, to brief them on the Shultz 
visit to the area? 


a Weil, all I can tell you is that Assistant 
Secretary Murphy is now in Jerusalem, and that he is continuing 
discussions on a peace process and on various bilateral issues, 
but I cannot give you a further itinerary, no 


Q Has any decision been taken on the supplemental 
aid requested by Israel? 


a Yes, and we have guidance that's been in the 
Press Office for quite a while on that 





Q Can we go back to Murphy? There is. I believe. a 
report out of Jerusalem quoting Israeli officials as saying 
that Murphy's report to them was, Jordan is still insisting on 
including members of the PLO specifically in negotiations 


ra Uh-huh. 


Q First of all, is that a correct interpretation of 
the message Murphy was bringing? And secondly, what's the u S 
view of that as to how it affects possible talks? 


“ Well, I'm not going to get into really the 
specifics of what occurred during the Secretary's talks and 
discussions in the Middle East. I would state that the 
question of the formation of a joint Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation, its composition, and our possible meeting with such 
a delegation are all questions which have been under serious 
discussion among the parties, especially during the Secretary's 
trip. But I really can't go beyond that at this point 


Q You can't tell us whether that's an accurate 
rendition of the talks? 


a I don't want to characterize it 


Q Apparently, now, the Foreign Minister of Jerdan 
said in an interview that nobody is talking about direct 
negotiations with Israel; we are talking about direct 
negotiation between PLO and USA 1 mean, what do you - 


Do you have any comment on that? 


“ No specific comment on that, but our objectives 
are well known, that is, to encourage a peace process which 
will lead to direct talks between Israel and the Arabs we 
feel this is the only practical, viable way to bring about a 
comprehensive peace settlement 


Q But is there any insistance on the Arab side that 
the United States should talk first directly with the PLO 
before this happens? Can we assume that or are we wrong’? 


i I have nothing for you on that 
Q Ed, a follow-up, please On Murphy, you said you 


were discussing some bilateral issues You mean he's dealing 
with other issues other than the peace process? 


a Yes 





Can you elaborate on that a little bit? 


> # 


No. I can't. 


Q Would the Taba issue be one of them? 
o 


Would what? 
Q The Taba issue, between Egypt and Israel 
o I have nothing specific on the agenda, no. 


Q Ed, could I change the subject? 
‘ Yes. 


Q On Nicaragua, is there any American reaction to 
the apparent willingness of the French Government to help 
Nicaragua overcome the U.S. trade embargo? 


a Well, we are not surprised that Nicaragua is 
trying to find alternative markets. We have seen no of ficial 
French reaction to the reported Nicaraguan request for 
assistance in relation to our sanctions, but we note reports 
citing French Government spokesmen calling for political 
pluralism, a mixed economy, and nonalignment in Nicaragua 


As you know, these are also our goals, United States 
stated goals 


Q What about the protest note that the Nicaraquans 
have just delivered to the U.S. Embassy in Managua that cited a 
whole list of U.N. and OAS articles saying that this trade 
embargo is illegal and that the United States ought to be taken 
to the World Court and whatnot? 


a Well, we've stated our position on that, Barbara, 
very clearly, on the legality of our actions; and I will just 
stand by those statements that we made in the last two weeks 
which are very comprehensive 


Q Any comment on Mr. Shlaudeman's saying this 
morning that the United States never cancelled the talks with 
Nicaragua and the United States, and is willing to reinitiate 
the dialogue if that is useful for the talks, and depending on 
how the Sandinistas are serious in the peace process? 


rs) Well, as we previously stated, the United States 
did not break off the bilateral talks with Nicaragua we 
decided to postpone new meetings pending further evolution of 
the Contadora process 








I think that's very important, the latter part of that 
phrase. “pending further evolution of the Contadora process. " 


When he visited Managua on June 1 of last year to 
initiate the talks, Secretary Shultz stated publicly and 
privately that our purpose was to facilitate a successful 
outcome of the Contadora process Our position has not 
changed We endorse a resumption of the bilateral talks when 
the Sandinistas clearly demonstrate that they are serious about 
the Contadora process and will use bilateral talks with us to 
support that process. We again ask the Sandinistas to accept 
the offer of a dialogue of national reconciliation as called 
for by the Contadora Document of Objectives aimed at realizing 
peace, freedom, and reconciliation for the entire region. 


I think what Ambassador Shlaudeman is saying is that, 
basically, exactly what I have just stated, in terms of the 
American position on the bilateral talks 


Q Copy of that? 


4 Yes. 
Q Could 1 just ask you -- before you go through 
that -- Ortega, when he was in Paris, also in a lengthy news 


conference, made the point that in their search for alternate 
markets, that they had repeatedly gone to the Soviet Union and 
always received help from the Soviet Union; and he said that 
that was all a direct fault of the United States and there 
shouldn't be any surprise on Capitol Hill that they continue to 
go for oil and wheat and credits from the Soviet Union Is 
there any reaction to that from here? 


I I have no specific reaction to that But [ would 
Graw your attention, again, Barbara, to what we --— the full 
statements we made on the Nicaraguan economy, the state of that 
economy, and the primary responsibility of the Sandinista 
regime for the declining state of the Nicaraguan economy 
because of the Sandinista regime's economic policies which have 
brought it to the point where it has had to adopt policies 
which quite frankly we do not consider very good or useful 


Q Ed, does the United States believe Nicaragua has 
shown any movement toward accepting a Contadora process and 
therefore using bilateral talks to support that? In other 
words, your statement means that no talks are in sight, doesn't 
it? 


a Well, we're always hopeful that the Sandinista 





regime will adopt a very positive position on the Contadora 
process itself. And let me reiterate that. we've never -- as 
Ambassador Shlaudeman said, we never ruled out the possibility 
of resuming the talks. If resuming could serve a purpose in a 
real way, then we'd be willing to go back. 


But, again, we must not lose sight of the fundamental 
requirements of the Contadora process, and the importance that 
we attach to the Sandinista regime in engaging in direct talks 
with the democratic resistance in Nicaragua 


The Administration's approach is basically that 
internal national reconciliation in Nicaragua is the 
fundamental key basis for reconciliation in the area, as a 
whole, and stability in the Central American region as a 
whole You can't separate these things. 


Q One last thing. There's been nothing specific 
that's happened in that area Nicaraqua has not said that is 
the framework in which we're asking for talks, and the United 
States is considering it. Nothing specific like that has 
happened, has it? 


a At this point, we haven't seen anything new 


Q Ed, could I just follow that up there? Are you 
saying that until the Nicaragua Government agrees to open talks 
with the opposition that there will be no bilateral talks? 


a We're talking about the Contadora prvcess to 
which Nicaragua has stated its interest in pursuing that 
process We want to see a real engagement in that process 


As you know, the Contadora -- there are 21 objectives, 
it's very comprehensive, that whole approach What I'm saying 
is that a very fundamental aspect of the United States 
position, which has obviously been conveyed and reiterated to 
the Sandinista regime, is that internal reconciliation is 
fundamental to the whole process L'll leave it at that 


Q So as far as resuming the Manzanilio talks, it's 
the Contadora process; you're objectives -- U.S. objectives for 
Nicaragua -- the other objectives don't apply? 


a That's right We endorse a resumption of the 
bilateral talks when the Sandinistas clearly demonstrate that 
they are prepared to -- that they're serious about the 
Contadora process and that they will use the bilateral talks —- 
what has been called the Manzanillo talks -- with us to support 
that process 


~N 





Q Ed, the Washington Post is trumpeting an alleged 
CIA involvement in an aborted Beirut bombing but the Washington 
Times reports this morning the CIA's statement that this Post 
story is a falsehood. 








Does the State Department believe what is reported by 
the Washington Post or do you believe what is reported by the 


Washington Times? 





a Can you be a little more specific in what you're 
asking me? I[ mean, you're saying -- 


Q Well, it was Page 1 
A I know it was Page 1, but the -- 


Q Page 1 in the Times, and then Mary McGrory had a 
screaming column on it. It was a lead editorial of the 
Washington Post. There is a difference One is reporting that 
the CIA was involved; that the Washington Times says, no, the 
CIA says that they weren't involved. What does the State 
Department think? I hope that's clear ( 








ms) My response will be just as clear, 1 think, 
Lester, that what I said yesterday: Obviously, we are not 
going to be drawn into commenting on intelligence matters or 
alleged intelligence matters. 


Q You won't back up the statement of the CIA in 
your own Administration, Ed? Am I hearing right? 

8 You're making inferences -- 

Q Are you saying the Washington Times is wrong in 





that the CIA did not deny this, Ed? 


a The CIA made a statement yesterday If you were 
at our briefing yesterday - 


Q [ wasn't. 
a -- that statement was referred to and discussed, 


and I refer you to yesterday's transcript, and I think we 
addressed this issue yesterday in full, Lester. 


Q Ed, could I ask you if there's anymore fallout 
from that? You said yesterday that embassies had been put on 
alert, or at least the word was out yesterday that embassies 
had been put on alert because of the report, and there was some 








concern over the people who were still being held hostage over 
there? 


is Well, as I said yesterday, what I said in more 
general terms is that, you know, we obviously have the security 
concerns of -- the security of our personnel overseas and all 


American citizens overseas continually under review, and I left 
it at that. I have no more today on that. 


Q Ed -- 

a Same subject? 

Q No, different subject. 

4 Wait a second. 

x Okay, thank you. 

6 Okay. 

Q Two questions. Anything new today on a Chinese - 


a Let's get this out of the way, then. Okay. 


Q Yeah, it's on the same subject of bombing. What 
I was -- 

rs Now, wait a second No. Wait 

Q Well, this is the same subject -- bombing. 


A No, we'll get that. 


Connie? 

Q Thank you. Anything new today on the Chinese 
ship visits? 

" I have nothing more than what I said yesterday 

Q Will you announce when a visit, if a visit is 


scheduled, will you announce it? May we put in a request for 
you to announce it to us if it's scheduled? 


Ms wade if there was something to announce, we 
would announce. I really have nothing new from what I said 


yesterday on China. 


Q On the bombing -- 
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Q Wait a minute. Thank you. This one I also might 
have to ask you to take. Yesterday --— hate to quote the 
Washington Post, Les -- the Post had a long article about a 
State Department concern about some New Zealand office trade 
practices. I wonder if you could check into that, and tell us 
what the State Department position is on the New Zealand office 
-- tourism office practices? Exactly what are they doing that 
violates U.S. law, according to the State Department? 





4 Okay, I'll take the question. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Ed -- 

A George? 

Q Do you have anything on the opening of a British 


base in the Falkland/Malvinas Islands? 
ms No, nothing Nothing at all on that 


Q Ed, the Wall Street Journal had a story that said 
a U.S. company -- I think Boeing or maybe General Dynamics -- 
was going to get a $1.2 billion contract for a command, 
communication and control system in Saudi Arabia. 





Does that kind of contract have to go -- that kind of 
deal go before Congress? Does it need U.S. Government approval? 


a Let me look into that for you. 


Q I have a copy of a communique issued by the 
Honduran Government to its embassies that confirms the massing 
of Sandinista troops on the Nicaraguan-Honduran borders, and 
the State Department has consistently since last week refused 
to comment officially on this situation. 


There were reports in the Washington Times this 
morning, also on this issue, and quoting reports that Honduras 
has warned it may use its air force against the concentration 
of Nicaraguan forces. 





Could you please comment on this, and let us know what 
the United States is doing about this apparently critical 
situation? 


A We have had guidance on this in the last week. 
But let me comment on these reports of shelling and incursions 
across the Honduran border by Sandinista forces. 
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We understand the Government of Honduras has protested 
to the Government of Nicaragua the shellings and incursions by 
armed Sandinista army personnel 


The United States shares the concern of the Honduran 
Government and condemns these violent acts by the Government of 
Nicaragua 


I'll leave it at that 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
Yes. 

Q Ed, on bombing -- 

a Uh-huh. 


Reports this morning of the Philadelphia police 
dropping a bomb on -- a percussion bomb on the headquarters of 
this cult called “Move,” (a) have we had any negative reaction 
to this overseas; and (b) does the State Department and the 
possibility that this front-page story may evoke some, what is 
your reaction to this? Was this, in the State Department's 
view, justified to drop this percussion bomb because there had 
been a lot of gun play or not? 


4 Well, this is a strictly internal matter - 


Q It certainly is going to attract attention 
overseas, you know 


a -~ which certainly doesn't fall under the mandate 
of the State Department and conduct of foreign relations, but 
I'm not aware of any reports from overseas in terms of reaction 
to this 


Q No reaction. Well, if there is reaction, what 
you have no reaction? I mean, this certainly is an unusual 
thing -- a police air force 


A I'm not aware of any reaction at this point, no 
Q Okay. 
Q Do you have anything on reports of a massacre of 


a thousand Afghans by Soviet troops? 


Aa We had some reports earlier, and I think there is 
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something in the Press Office that's available to you, Jean, on 
that. 


Matt? 


Q Do you have anything on the Washington Post story 
about consideration of a retirement of older Poseidon 
submarines in an effort to just roughly comply with SALT II in 
agray area sort of way? 





a Well, our interim restraint policy remains the 
same as when the President first announced it in 1982. We will 
not undercut existing agreements so long as the Soviet Union 
exercises equal restraint. 


We are currently reviewing our existing interim 
restraint policy, and are not now in a position to comment on 
the substance of that review. I would note that a report on 
this issue will be delivered to the Congress in June. 


As the President noted last week in Lisbon, any change 
in our current policy will be made openly and with the full 
knowledge of the Soviet Union. 


When the time comes for a decision, it will, 
obviously, be taken in the context of the international 
situation and U.S. national security requirements. Among other 
things, our assessment of the Soviet commitment to a 
corresponding policy will be relevant to our consiuerations. 


Q Will a decision be contained in that report, or 
will you wait -- or will we wait until August or September, 
whenever the last minute is -- 


A I don't think I would steer you in the direction 
that the date of the report necessarily is a concomitant of the 
Administration's decision. 


Q Can we get a copy, please? 
a Yes. 
Q You're deadline is pretty soon, isn't it? 


Doesn't the Trident start exceeding the SALT II limits later 
this year? 


A Later this year, but we're talking about a report 
in -- 


Q In this, getting on -- 
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rs June is early summer to me, Jim We're far away 
from the fall 

Q Thank you 

o Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 





Q: 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 14, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: Tourism Office 





I wondered if you could check into that and tell us what the 
State Department position is on the New Zealand tou; ism 
office practices. Exactly what are they doing that violates 
U.S. law, according to the State Department? 


-- U.S. policy and practice on this general issue is 
contained in a diplomatic note dated April 4 sent to all 
Chiefs of Mission in the U.S. Major points are as follows: 

l. Strengthening of cultural ties and friendship 
through promotion of tourism is a desirable and necessary 
adjunct to relations between nations and shoul: be encouraged. 

2. Promotion of tourism is considered a legitimate 
diplomatic and consular function, but tne U.S. distinguishes 
between promotion of tourism and the sale of travel arrange- 
ments. When the promotion of tourism becomes commercial in 
nature, it goes beyond promotion and is not permitted as part 
of a diplomatic operation. 

3. It is not considered appropriate, for example, for a 
consular office to engage in commercial transactions such as 
making airline or other travel arrangements or to perform 
other similar services normally provided by travel agencies. 

-~- We have discussed this issue with the Embassy of New 


Zealand but prefer to make no further public comment about 


those specific discussions. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 14, 1985 


SAUDI ARABIA: Command, Communications, and Control System 





Q: The Wall Street Journal had a story that said a U.S. company 
was going to get a $1.2 billion contract for a command, 
communications, and control system in Saudi Arabia. Does 
that kind of contract have to go befcre Congress? Does it 
need U.S. Government approval? 





A: THE ARMS EXPORT CONTROL ACT REQUIRES THAT WE NOTIFY CONGRESS 
OF SALES OF ANY DEFENSE ARTICLES OR SERVICES FOR $50 MILLION 
OR MORE. THIS PARTICULAR CASE WAS NOTIFIED IN 1981 AND PRIOR 


TO NOTIFICATION HAD BEEN EXTENSIVELY REVIEWED BY THE U.S. 


GOVERNMENT. 
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WEONESDAY, MAY 15, 1985, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


. MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A& couple of short 
announcements: Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth Dam will 
address the American Law Institute tomorrow at 1:30 p.m. at the 
Mayflower Hotel. Although the address is ON-THE-RECORD, the 
Institute will not be able to accommodate the press. The Press 
Office will have copies of the address, hopefully, tomorrow 
afternoon. 


Q A topic? 

oe A -- ? 

Q -- topic What's he going to talk about? 
A Topic? Not yet 


Available in the Press Office today is the prepared 
statement by Ambassador Robert Oakley, Director of the Office 
for Counter-Terrorism and Emergency Planning, before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee and the Senate Judiciary 
Committee The topic of his testimony is “U.S. Policy toward 
Terrorism. "™ 


Questions? 
v td, there are reports today -- 


Q Do you have anything on the remarks by our 
outspoken Ambassador to Romania? 


A Do you have a name? (Laughter) 
Q Funderburk -- is that how you pronounce it? 
fe Funderburk, Ambassador Funderburk During his 


tenure in Romania, Ambassador Funderburk has had every 
opportunity to contribute to the policy process regarding 
Romania His views received full consideration throughout the 
government on those occasions when he conveyed them. 








Now, Ambassador Funderburk is correct in noting that 
there is a backlog of Romanians awaiting US. visas These 
people are qualified to come to the United States. They are 
not undesirables, and we have registered them for visa 
processing. 


Concerning his reported remarks on the Soviet presence 
in Romania, it is our view that while Romania is. of course, a 
member of the Warsaw Pact, its Pact military participation is 
much lower than that of any other member state 


There are no Soviet troops in Romania. Romania does 
not participate in Pact maneuvers outside the country, and 
Romania closely controls Soviet and other Warsaw Pact troop 
transits 


In terms of Romanian trade with the Soviet Union, 
which is also mentioned in the article, Romania has long had 
important economic ties with the Soviet Union and its economy 
is experiencing serious difficulties 


Romania had to cut its imports from the West after 
1981 due to shortage of hard currency and a need to pay off 
Western debts This increased the Soviets’ relative share of 
Romania's trade 


In real terms, Soviet-Romanian trade stagnated in 
1981-1983 It may even have declined in real terms 


In respect to technology transfer, the U.S Government 
has pursued a strict policy regarding technology transfers to 
Romania We have coordinated our policy closely with other 
agencies 


On arms exports, excluding arm sales to the Soviet 
Union, Romania has not been a major arms exporter While 
Romanian arms shipments to the Soviets have grown in recent 
years, apparently to meet higher prices for Soviet raw 
materials, Romanian arms imports from the Soviets have dwindled 
to very low levels 


Concerning the whole spectrum of human rights, Pony 
yesterday in the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Sudcommittee 
on Human Rights, the Department gave a full account of its 
views on the human rights situation in Romania Deputy 


Assistant Secretary Gary Matthews did that, and I refer you to 
his remarks That statement is available in the Press Office 


Q Ed -- 











A Same subject? 


Q Yes, the same subject. Would you say the views 
of the Ambassador are inconsistent with the Department's views 
on the human rights situation in Romania? 


A I'll just refer you to the statement we made 
yesterday and let you draw your own conclusions. 


Q Ed, is there any feeling in the Department about 
how the Ambassador chose to resign? I mean, taking such a 
public forum? 


A No, we have no specific view on that. 


Q Were you at all embarrassed that it came out the 
way that it did, instead of just handled in-house? 


A Embarrassed? No, we're not embarrassed. 


Q Still on Romania: Is Romania and Hungary, 
according to the article, receiving special treatment as 
regards Warsaw Pact members -- as regards the State 
Department? Do we look more leniently at Romania than other 
members of the Warsaw Pact? What's our policy? 





f Our relations with Romania are determined on our 
assessment of the United States' national security interests, 
and it's upon that basic premise that our policy toward Romania 
is formulated and executed, and I'll leave it at that. 


Any other questions on the same? 


Q I do have one. Was the Department aware that he 
was going to express his views so publicly -- aware in advance? 

fs I have nothing for you on that. 

Q You don't know, or you don't want to say, or -- 

a I just have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, another subject: Has the United States asked 
Israel to allow it to inspect nuclear installations in Israel? 


A You're referring to the report today in the 
Washington Post? 





Well, I may -- 








Q Can we have a copy of the Romanian statement, too? 


a Yes, you may; uh-huh. 


I may have scmething for you later on that, or your 
specific question. 


On the general questions of the krytron case, I'm not 
really going to be able to go beyond what I said on Monday ir 
terms of substance. I can say that the Government of Israel 
has been cooperative in our investigation on this matter. 
Beyond that, again, it's inappropriate for me to comment on any 
matter that is under investigation by the U.S. law enforcement 
authorities. 


Let me state that we have consistently stressed to law 
enforcement authorities the importance we attach to the 
vigorous enforcement of U.S. export control laws. 

Q If I could just ask that, Ed, when you say that 


the Israeli Government has been very cooper -- in this 
investigation, does that mean -- 


) Has been cooperative; has been cooperative. 


Q -- they've agreed? Does that mean they've agreed 
to let you into the nuclear facilities? 


A I'm talking about the basic issue here of the 
reports of the illegal export of krytrons to Israel. That's 
what I'm talking about. 


On this other matter, 1 may have something for you 
later on that. 


Q Has the United States asked permission to inspect 
these installations? 


A I'll have something for you later on that. 


Q About how -- how much later? Can you give us a 
general idea? 


. a Perhaps right after this briefing. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Arafat offer to 
accept 242? 














7 You don't want to be more specific, do you? 
Q Well, Arafat was -- 


A I have no specific reaction to the reports that 
Arafat has stated that he is willing to accept UNSC Resolution 
242 if the U.S. explicitly accepts the Palestinian right to 
self—determination. 


The United States' policy on the PLO is very well 
known. If the PLO is prepared to meet the conditions we have 
laid out, we are prepared to open a substantive political 
dialogue. 


The U.S. position regarding Palestinian 
self-—determination has also been stated many times and is out 
there for anyone to examine it. 


Q Ed, if I could just follow that: Given the 
movement that's been going on since Murphy went to the Middle 
East, and then Shultz went to the Middle East, and the 
back-and-forth between Hussein and the PLO, do you see this 
statement by Arafat in any way significant toward moving the 
peace process forward? 





fe I don't want to characterize his remarks in terms 
of how it may or may not affect the forward movement of the 
peace process. I1 think our position is very well stated, very 
well known. 


I do refer you to our basic position on 
self-—determination. We have always believed that the 
Palestinians are key to any resolution of the Arab-Israeli 
conflict. We have emphasized that point in several ways. 


Specifically, it is U.S. policy that any agreement 
must address the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people. 
There should be Palestinian participation at every stage of the 
negotiating process. Any agreement on the final status of the 
West Bank and Gaza should have the prior consent of the 
inhabitants of those territories. And, finally, on the crucial 
issue of governance, it is the firm view of the United States 
that the best chance for a durable, just, and lasting peace is 
offered by self-government by the Palestinians of the West Bank 
and Gaza, in association with Jordan. 





We believe this set of positions, when taken together, 
is clear evidence of our understanding of and appreciation for 
the role the Palestinians must play both during the peace 
process and in the agreements and institutions that 
consequently emerge. 


~-MORE-- 





Q Can we have a copy of that statement? 
You may. 
Q Any other statements (inaudible) 


Q Can I -- only one follow-up: I mean, do you 
think that now you -- that your basic demand being at least 
fulfilled? I mean, you demand from Arafat to recognize 242, 
and he said he will do that. I mean, you don't think that's a 
courageous move from Arafat, or not? 


A Well, I think your question is actually getting 
ahead of actual events, and therefore I don‘t want to respond 


to it. 

Q Ed, you got anything on the situation in Sri 
Lanka, Ed, -- the recent storming by terrorists of -- 

fs Yes, I may have something for you on that. 

Q On this -- can I -- only one follow-up on this? 


I mean, when you say it's ahead of time, I mean, do you want to 
say that he went publicly and said that, and he didn't -- 


A No. Your question -- I inferred from your 
question that you're stating that Mr. Arafat has explicitly 
accepted UNSC Resolution 242. 


Q He offered -- 
a I have not seen that. 


On Sri Lanka, we have seen a variety of media reports 
that indicate that the number of dead might total 80 at the 
very least, but we cannot independently confirm the reports. 
The Government of Sri Lanka reports the total is 144. 


We deplore terrorist violence wherever it occurs. We 
continue to hold that the underlying problem in Sri Lanka is 
political in nature and urgently requires a political solution. 


We hope that the parties involved will resume 
discussions aimed at finding a political settlement to the 
communal problem. 


Q Is there any sort of travel advisory envisaged in 
the next few days to Sri Lanka? 


3) l am not aware of any. 

















Q And is the U.S. trying to help Sri Lanka in any 
way regarding counter-terrorism activities? 


A I have nothing for you on that specifically. 


Q Ed, an Atlanta radio station's reporting this 
morning that four American missionaries have been kidnapped 
outside Managua. Can you enlighten us at all as to that 
situation? 


A We're in touch with our Embassy on.that, Jeanne, 
but we don't have any firm information on that, so I'm not ina 
position really to give you anything further. 


Q Do you expect to have some later in the day then 
for us? 

a) Yes. Perhaps. If we do get information on it. 

Q There's a wire report that -- out of Manama, 


Bahrain, that there were American fighter planes shadowing Gulf 
Air Tristars in the Arabian Sea. 


Have you had anything on that story? 
bs I have nothing on that, no. 


Q We've got a coalition of various groups, and also 
various Senators, urging the Administration to take a tougher 
line on South Africa. 


Is the United States about to change its policy on 
sanctions? 


ta I think that both the Secretary Shultz and 
Assistant Secretary Crocker recently forcefully restated U.S. 
policy to South Africa, and I would like to refer you to the 
Secretary's April 16 speech at the National Press Club, which 
was really a very comprehensive statement of our policy, and 
also to the President's remarks, I believe in December, which 
set out the Administration's views fully. 


We continue to believe that a path of active 
involvement of the U.S. in pushing for change within South 
Africa is the only proper role for us to play. Thus, we reject 
the sanctions measures being proposed in many of the bills 
before Congress as being more harmful to U.S. companies and 
black South African workers than they are to the South African 
Government. 
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We are committed to work with Senate leaders on 
measures such as those contained in the legislation and : 
introduced by Senators Dole and Lugar that call for an expanded 
U.S. role in pushing for change from within South Africa. 


Q Copy? 


A As -- yes. As to the Nicaraguan-South African 
analogy, which also appears in that story rather prominently, 
the situations, in our view, are not comparable. Each case 
needs to be decided on its own merits. . 


In Nicaragua you have a country that clearly is not 
improving its human rights record, that seeks to export 
revolution, that threatens U.S. security interests, and is 
allied with our adversaries. 


In South Africa there is evidence of a continuing 
reform process away from the unacceptable and repugnant 
apartheid system. In the last year the regional violence in 
southern Africa has been greatly reduced. One must also look 
at the degree to which sanctions can have any impact. 


South Africa's economy is 30 times larger than 
Nicaragua's and much less vulnerable to the impact of 
sanctions. Also, the relative effectiveness of U.S. policy in 
influencing action of a given government is critical. We 
clearly have more influence in South Africa. 


Q Ed, just a quick follow-up on that. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
A Yes. 
Q When you raised this idea of sanctions, the 


Nicaraguan Government, in a fairly lengthy speech, said that 
they expect the United States to impose even further economic 
sanctions against the government, like freezing assets or a 
travel ban. 


Is there anythirg like that in the works? 

A Well, we are not taking any other measures at 
this time, Barbara. But, obviously, we haven't ruled out 
additional measures in the future if the situation so requires. 


Q ls there any update on the Namibia situation?’ 








a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, do you have any response to-Ramirez's speech 
in Nicaragua, in which he said that Nicaragua would -- this 
would not -- the economic sanctions would not push, nor did 
Nicaragua wish to make a hundred-yard dash for the Soviet 
Union, and that Nicaragua was fully committed to its 
obligations to pay its debt crisis, and that in fact since the 
embargo had renegotiated its -- a part of the debt with 60-plus 
banks, most of them American? I mean, it seemed to be a very 
conciliatory speech, saying that -- 


A No. We've taken note of his remarks, but I 
really don't have anything for you on them -- nothing at all 
specific. 

Q Ed, could I have -- 

i) One second. I think he's -- 


Q First, can we have copy on Sri Lanka,. please? 
f On -- ? 

Q Copy on Sri Lanka. You made a statement. 

fs Yes. 


Second, how would you compare this Department 
views the situation in Punjab in India and in Sri Lanka, as 
both countries -- 





A I have no comparison for you on that, No. 

You had a question? 

Q No. That's the same thing. I just wanted a copy. 
2) Oh, the same question? Okay, very good. 

Q Ed, do you have anything on -- is the Secretary 


arriving tonight? Do you have any ETA? And will he have a 
news conference at Andrews? 


A I'm not a -— (laughter) -- No, I don't think so. 
I don't think there'll be a news conference at Andrews. He 
does arrive tonight -- 


Q Do yau have any ETA? 
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A - I don't have the exact time of arrival. 
Q Ed, I'd like to follow.-- 


A I do know that he will be reporting to the 
President tomorrow morning -- 


Q Right. 
a -- on his trip. 


Q I'd like one follow-up on Arafat: If Arafat 
explicitly told a U.S. Embassy official or somebody from the 
State Department that he would abide by the U.N. Resolution, 
would that solve the problem, rather than telling a reporter? 
Explicitly. 


A If he -- if Arafat and the PLO explicitly accept 
U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338 and recognize 
Israel's right to exist, the United States would then be 
prepared to enter into a substantive dialogue with the PLO. 
That has been and remains our position. 


Q Ed, when you say, “Arafat and the PLO," I assume 
that would require an Executive Council action, since the 
Council has in February restated its opposition to 242. 


A I would assume that the Executive Council would 
have to be on board on that, yes. 


Q Do you have anything today on that New Zealand 
tourism office and the State Department, that I asked about 
yesterday? 

A Right. We have something posted for you. 


© I'm sorry. 


A If you'd only contact the Office after your 
request. 


Q I'm sorry. Thank you. 


Q Ed, one more -- going back to Sri Lanka: During 
the President of Sri Lanka's visit here to the United States, 
the U.S. made so many promises to him economically and also 
assistance and terrorism activities -- like to Israel. 


Now, since the Prime Minister of India Rajiv Gandhi is 
coming here, are these two issues -- Sikhs' problems in Punjab 














il 


and also the Tamils’ problems in Sri Lanka -- is he going to 
discuss or not during his visit? 


A Well, again, I don't have a specific agenda on 
what's going to be discussed, but I think these are issues of, 
obviously, current interest and most likely to be discussed. 


Q Do these issues concern the U.S. during Rajiv 
Gandhi's visit? 


a Will these issues be discussed during Prime 
Minister Gandhi's visit? 


Q Are these issues most important during his visit 
to discuss with you? 


) Well, I'm not going to give you a priority on 
what issues on the agenda are going to be the most important. 


Q Ed, there's a TASS report that a Japanese 
politician has released some new evidence on 007, indicating 
that it was in fact on a spy mission. Have you seen those 
reports or what the Japanese politician said, and can you fill 
us in? 


i No, I haven't seen those reports. No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:54 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 16, 1985, 12:32 P.M. 
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MR. OJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. [ want to welcome all 
our itinerant journalists and media representatives back to the 
fold, all suntanned and relaxed. 


Q Shultz had rain in Aqaba, the only living person 


a I was in Aqaba during a storm —- 
Q Well, this was the other one. (Laughter) 
oe I take it there are no other questions? 


A few announcements. Vice President George Bush will 
be the keynote speaker at the Annual AFSA Award Ceremony to be 
held at 9:45 a.m. on Friday, May 17, in the Loy Henderson 
Conference Room. Press wishing to cover the event should be in 
place by 8:00 a.m. 


Available in the Press Office today is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asia and Pacific 
Affairs, Paul Wolfowitz, before the House Appropriations 
Committee, Subcommittee on Foreign Operations The topic of 
his testimony is the “FY-86 Foreiyn Assistance Request for Last 
Asia and the Pacific." 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
text of Deputy Secretary Dam's address today before the 
American Law Institute Please note the embargo time of 1:30 
p.m. Eastern Standard Time -- Eastern Daylight Time 


Secretary Shultz will travel to Lisbon on June 4 in 
order to participate in the semi-annual spring meeting of NAITO 
Foreign Ministers in Lisbon on June 6 through June 7 On his 
return from Lisbon, he will make a brief visit to London tor 
the night of June 7, and to Bermuda on June 8, arriving in 
Washington the evening of June 9 








Is that for conferences with Bermudan officials? 
I don't have the specific agenda. ; 


You mean, the Lisbon stop is for NATO? 


> © Pe 


Yes. 
Q What are the London and Bermuda stops for? 
a 


I don't have any specifics. I really don't have 


Q Are they just stops or are they recreational? 


A I think they will be official meetings, but I 
really don't have any other details at this point for you. 


Q Why go on the 4th for a conference that starts on 
the 6th. Does he have bilaterals with the Portuguese or -- 


a I have nothing further on it. You'll have to 
wait for that. 


Q Do you expect meetings at both stops -- Bermuda 
and London? 


Aa I believe so, but I really don't have anything 
specifics yet on it. 


Questions? 


Q Yes. Do you have any comment on the release of 
the photographs of the American hostages by the Islamic Jihad 
and their threat of a horrible disaster if the hostages in 
Kuwait aren't free -- or the prisoners in Kuwait aren't 
released? 


a The White House released a statement today Let 
me repeat that statement and then add something to it. 


The United States will not allow itself to be 
intimidated by terrorist threats or permit such threats to 
compromise our fundamental policies and values. We are 
determined to obtain the release of the kidnapped Americans, 
and this is an issue of the highest priority for this 
Administration. 








We believe that we are presently following the 
best-designed course to obtain this result in a quiet, 
non-public manner. 


I add the following: We deplore the kidnapping of all 
nationalities, including Lebanese. We note the additional 
kidnapping yesterday of the Deputy Director of a United Nations 
agency which points up tne continuing tragedy of Lebanon. 


This is a situation that is threatening to all, 
including those who are trying to help the Lebanese people. We 


call upon those holding the hostages of all nationalities to 
release them and to return them in safety to their fawilies. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes. 
Q What did you add? What's the part adued? 


a I noted the part. I was very precise and told 
you the part I added, starting with “We deplore the kidnapping.” 


Q What is the United States doing to secure the 
release of these people? 


a Well, as I said, we're presently following the 
best-designed course, and [I can't get into the substance of 
what we're actually doing because of the obvious reasons 


Q Ed, members of the families of some of the 
hostages are gathering in Washington, meeting this afternoon 
with Reverend Jackson at around 2:30 at the airport. Some of 
them have already said to our colleagues in the press corps 
that this Administration isn't doing enough and needs to do 
more, needs to tell the people holding the hostages that we're 
serious. What do you say to them and their concerns? 


Q We have met at very high levels. and the 
Secretary, as you know, met with members of one of the families 
of the kidnapped Arericans. They have conveyed their concerns 
directly to us, to the Administration -- to the White House and 
here at the State Department. Their concerns are fully taken 
into account, and we have explained, to the best of our 
ability, what we are trying to do to secure the safe release of 
all the hostages. Beyond that, I can't go. 


Q Can you ever envision a time at which the Reagan 
Administration would attempt to pressure the Government of 
Kuwait to change its policy? 
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o If you're asking me to comment on what we are 
saying or not saying to the Government of Kuwait, I just cannot 
get involved into our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q I'm not asking that. But the Government of 
Kuwait has -- whenever asked -- made it very clear that they 
are not about to release those terrorists. Can you ever 
imagine a time when we would suggest to the Government of 
Kuwait, in any fashion, that that should be moderated? 


a I'm not going to have any comment on that. 


~-MORE-- 
































Q Ed, do you read any more into the message of the 
so-called Jihad than has been relayed in the past? I mean, is 


this any more threatening than previous such messages 
considering the hostages have not been harmed as such yet? 


A I will just say on that that we will not be 
intimidated by threats, terrorist threats, or allow such 


threats to really compromise our well—known position. 


Q How will you not be intimidated? 

A Well, I'm not going to -- I'm going to leave it 
at that. 

Q In the past, this group has been linked by the 


Administration publicly with Iran. Has any message been sent 
to Iran in the last 24 hours on this subject? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Bernie. 


Q Ed, but in principle, you refuse to release any 
prisoner, or ask Kuwait to release prisoners only under 


threatening, in principle. Do you accept that or not? IL mean, 


you reject their demands? 


A I'm not going to get involved in what our 
specific position vis-a-vis the Kuwaiti Government may or may 
not be. Our position is very well known. I'll stick to that. 


Q But [ mean, you agree that if you give up to 
their demand now, it would be a precedent? 


A I'm not going into any such speculation. 


Q Do you have any analysis of the photographs? Do 
they look okay or anything like -~- 


A No, I think you've read the account in the Beirut 
newspapers, including An Nahar, L'Orient, le Jour, the Daily 
Star, which have the individual photographs. But L have no 
assessment of those photographs, no. 





Q What do you make of the timing of the release of 
these photographs? Specifically, do you think it has anything 
to do with the Post reports last weekend of alleged 
CilA-sponsored counter-terrorist groups in Lebanon? 


A I have nothing on such linkage, Jean. 


Q Ed, another area? 
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Q One more question before you do. Are you 
thinking of going through a third party? Would you countenance 
a third party, for instance, Rev. Jackson, in trying to get the 
release? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Another area? On the missing airplane in the Sea 
of Japan, do you have any comment or information or statement? 


a Well, we have just seen the same reports you are 
referring to, which I believe are press reports. We just don't 
have anything further that we can add to those reports. I have 
nothing on it. 


Q Ed, might the Secretary have second thoughts 
about having rushed into approval the additional assistance for 
Israel considering today's headline that Israeli inflation 
surges to 19 percent in April? 


i) I have no comment on that. 
Q Could you check into that? 


A I think our decision on our rationale for 
supplemental aid to Israel is very well documented, and [ think 
-— I think it speaks for itself. 


Q But it was pegged to the [Israelis getting their 
economic house in order, which according to this headline, they 
haven't been too successful at doing. 


Aa The supplemental aid was pegged to several 
benchmarks, and I don't want to just isolate one facet of the 
Israeli economy as the standard of performance. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on the activities of Mr 
Murphy in the area, in the Middle tast? | 


(s) He's in Morocco now. 


Q Oh, he's in Morocco. Is this connected somehow 
to the Arab-Israeli conflict or to the Palestinian 
representation, or is it related to the Moroccan—American 
relations? 


a I would assume that Ambassador Murphy is 
discussing the peace process as the priority issue, and 


























obviously, in the course of discussions with Moroccan 
officials, other issues may arise; but I have no specific 


agenda. 
; Q Do you know the countries he's been to so far? 
A I think we noted that he's been to -- 
y -- Israel and Egypt. 
Aq --— Israel, Egypt, Algeria, if ['m not mistaken, 


and now Morocco. 


Q Another area: The Argentine Government has 
denounced the airport facility on the Falklands built by the 
British. Has the U.S. taken a position on that? The 
government has implied that it would be more than just a 
defensive posture, and could even be linked into some type of 
NATO activities at some point. 





A Well, our position on the Falklands-—Malvinas 
situation is well known and remains unchanged. The U.S. has 
consistently favored a peaceful, negotiated solution to the 
Falklands-Malvinas issue and has not taken a position with 
regard to the question of sovereignty of the island. that 
position remains. 


I have no comment to offer on this specific 
deve lopment. 


Q Can you take that question? 
A Specifically -- 


Q The position on the Argentine denunciation. | 
think they're going before the U.N. as well. 


A Let me see if I can get something for you on that. 


Do you have anything on Polish defectors in 
Wilmington, Delaware -- sailors who jumped ship? 


aq I have nothing on Polish defectors in Wilmington, 
no. 


Q There is a published report that -- 
No, I have nothing. 


Q - several sailors jumped ship on Friday. 








A I have nothing on that, no. 

Q Now that the Secretary is back, could you give us 
a readout of his meeting with Gromyko? 

ia I really can't give you a readout beyond what he 
has said to the press party that was with him. 

Q Anything further advancing a summit meeting? 

A Basically, no time or place for a summit meeting 


has been fixed. 


Q Has a time or place been proposed by the Soviet 
Union, especially in his last 15-minute session with Gromyko? 


a Nothing for you on that, Barry. 
Q Do you have any situation report on the Ghanaian 


refugees out of Nigeria, reports of some being shot and so on? 
Can you confirm or deny those reports? 


6 Well, specifically on Ghanaians? 
Q Or any refugees out of Nigeria. 
a What I can say is that Nigeria officially 


reclosed her borders at 6:00 P.M. on May 10 and required 
illegal aliens still waiting at the border with Benin to return 
to camp sites at Lagos for repatriation by sea and air. 


There were disturbances at the airport transit camp 
and at the border on May 12-13. We understand that the 
situation is now calm but that 20,000 to 30,000 illegal aliens, 
primarily Ghanaians, may still be waiting near Lagos to leave 
Nigeria. 


Q Ed, back on the Middle East, please? Do you have 
anything or any reaction on Syria's charges that dealing with 
the U.S. is a waste of time? 

A That dealing with the U.S. -- 


Q ~- 1s awaste of time. (Inaudible) this was a 
solution to the Middle East problem. 


Aa (Laughter) Well -. 


Q It's a serious question, Ed. 








i) Let every person have their own view. 


Q Well, taking into consideration that Syria is one 
of the major players, according to you, or to the American 
Administration. 


is) I have no comment on that. 


Q Ed, to stay with the Middle East, do you have any 
comment on the story coming out from Al-Safir of Beirut that's 
full of details, “new facts about what happened before the 
explosion of March 8." 





6 The -- 


Q I don't know if you have already seen the story. 
It's published in the FBIS. 


a Some new facts? 


Q Yes, they are mentioning so many thing, including 
that the U.S. Administration already paid $5 million worth of 
equipment to Lebanese intelligence, and there are so many 
details more -- 


A I have nothing on that, no. 
Q Will you take the question? 
i) No, I won't. 


Q Do you have an evaluation of Nicaragua's 
seriousness about the Contadora process as a result of the 
meetings in Panama? 


A Well, our position of support for the Contadora 
process and for a comprehensive and fully verifiable agreement 
among the Central American countries on regional issues is wel! 
known. Since the latest round of talks is still underway, we 
are not going to have any specific comment at this time. 


Q You're going to assess Nicaragua's seriousness 
during this round, is that correct? So might you later have an 
assessment? 


A Well, this is obviously a forum to see if there 
is any room for progress, or if any progress has been made; and 
we will, obviously, be watching that very closely. 
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The Contadora process has been functioning now for two 
years for the purposes of resolving the differences in the 
region, and we expect that process to continue. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Ed, has the Secretary discussed with Republican 
members of Congress at the White House this morning a new 
approach on aid to contras? 

a I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Anything new today on the California case 
involving Israel, and any response to some of the statements 
made by Prime Minister Peres? 

Q I believe my hand was -- 

Q Yeah. I had to raise mine too a few times. 


a No. On the illegal export of krytron? No. We 
have nothing new. 


Q Now the Los Angeles Times. 





Q Ed, may [I -- 


a Please. Yes. You have to raise your hand higher. 


Q I had to raise my hand twice. 


You see I can't see -- 


Q I had my hand up, too. 
i) Okay. 
On the Honduran -~ the shelling -- cross-border 


shelling from Nicaragua to Honduras. 


A Let's see. I don't have anything really 
specific. There was a Honduran communique on the border 
Situation that sort of spells out the situation there, and ] 
refer you to that. 


You know, basically we believe that the Honduran 
Government should control its national territory. [In that 
regard we note that the communique states that the conflict 
situation in the border region is the result of the internal 
political and armed conflict in Nicaragua that is not confined 
to that nation but spills over into neighboring countries. 


And there were previous reports of heavy fighting 
earlier this week in -- but I have nothing further. No. 


Q Do you know whether any Americans were in the 
area? 


12¢ 
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a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q To follow up, does not the United States, with ° 
its support of the contras, share some responsibility for this 
spillover of that violence into other countries? 


A I don't follow your reasoning. 


Q Well, the Honduran communique which you cited 
says that the shelling is the problem -- it's a flow-over of 
the internal conflict in Nicaragua. Well, we have been 
supporting for several years now a rather large armed 
organization inside Nicaragua which has sanctuary in Honduras. 
My question flows from that. 


A Well, my only response to that would be that we 
did not create the contras or the democratic resistance. They 
created themselves -- 


Q But we have supplied them. 


a -- in opposition to the Sandinistas and their 
policies and what the democratic resistance considers to be the 
reneging on the part of the Sandinistas of the pledges they 
made for a democratization and political pluralism in 
Nicaragua. This is the source. It's not that we can assume a 
responsibility for creating something. The democratic 
resistance came from within. 


Q So you're saying we have no responsibility here. 
A No responsibility for what? 
Q For the cross-border nature of the violence. 


a The cause of the conflict stems From the 
Sandinista regime's policies and the opposition that has been 
engendered by these policies by Nicaraguans themselves. So I 
don't assume -- I would not assume a responsibility on the part 
of the U.S. for the conflict situation which exists. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on the situation in 
Southeast Asia about the refugee problem which was mentioned in 
the Post today where Thailand apparently is no longer allowing 
-~ [ think it is third-country sanctuary to further land 
refugees? 


A As a result of a series of Vietnamese attacks 
against civilian encampments along the Thai-Cambodian border 
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during 1984 and the first part of 1985, some 230,000 Khmer and 
Vietnamese civilians were forced to flee into Thailand. 


The United States and other countries have several 
times voiced their sense of outrage at Vietnam's continuing 
attacks on civilians. 


Thanks to the courageous efforts of personnel of the 
Royal Thai Government, the U.N. Border Relief Operation, the 
International Committee of the Red Cross, and many voluntary 
agencies, these evacuations were accomplished efficiently with 
minimal loss of life. 


The United States remains committed to international 
efforts to assist the displaced Khmer and those Vietnamese who 
have fled their country across Cambodia. So far this year we 
have contributed more than $9 million in assistance to relief 
along the Thai-Cambodian border. 


Now, more assistance will be needed. We are now 
considering an additional contribution in response to the 
United Nations Border Relief Operations special appeal for $5 
million in assistance to reconstruct adequate encampwents for 
these people. 


We urge other countries to continue to join together 
in this international humanitarian effort. 


Q Copy, please? 


Q What about the processing of refugees? Do you 
have any problems with the Thai Government's trying to keep 
them out? 


A Well, the Khmer have been temporarily evacuated 
into Thailand because of the threat from Vietnamese military 
action and have not been accepted into Thailand as refugees 


Thai policy remains that the displaced Khmer will 
eventually return to Cambodia when it is safe to do so. ihey 
are not eligible for third-country resettlement but will not be 
sent back until it is safe to return. 


Q [I think the story today was referring to a 
Vietnamese who had been an interpreter for Special forces, who 
now the Thais will not allow to be sent on to the U.S. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q There's a new regulation against land refugees 
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a Well approximately 3,900 land Vietnamese who 
arrived at the Thai—Cambodian border before September 30, 1984, 
were made available by the Thai Government late last year for 
third-—country resettlement. 


The United States has accepted slightly more then 
1,000 of that group who had close family or other ties to the 
U.S. or who served in the former Government of Vietnam. 


Since that time Vietnamese have continued to arrive at 
the Thai-Cambodian border. including the individual concerned, 
Danh Man. The Dong Rook Camp at which they were located was 
evacuated because of Vietnamese shelling in January. 


The resettlement countries, including the U.S., are 
not processing those Vietnamese who arrived after September 30, 
1984. 

Q Why not? Do you think this is good? 

a Think what is good? 


Q That you're not processing since September 30? 
A 


We're just not processing those who arrived after 
September 30. 


Q Does the U.S. support the Thai Government on this? 
a What? On the -- on what? 


Q I mean, some people are claiming this is rather, 
you know, unfair, that these are people with close ties to the 
U.S. who under great pain and suffering get to the border, and 
now they're told they're -— they can't go on to the U.S.? 


a Well, you know, we have accepted a bit more than 
1,000 of these people already. I mean, it's not that we're not 
trying to do our share. 


Q Well, this is -- but, in other words, anyone who 
arrived after September 30 -- 


A Well, we're just not processing those arrived 
after September 30. 


Q Well, could you take a question on whether we've 
raised with the Thai Government this policy? 
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Yes. 


Ed, do you have anything to offer on the imminent 


return of Syrian troops to Beirut? 


don't -- 


Q 


Nothing. 

Ed -- 

Can you take the question? 

I have nothing for you on that. 
Could we get a copy of that -- 


I probably could say [I would look into it, but [ 


just haven't seen anything to indicate that 


Could we get a copy of the statement on refugees 


that you just read? 


Q 


Yes. 


1 would like to follow on Bernie's question, 


please. You said twice, “We're not processing." You don't 
mean the Government of Thailand. You mean, we in the United 
States have stopped processing, accepting - 


Q 
A 


U.S., are not 
September 30. 


+ 
permanently? 


a 
definitive it 


Q 
a 


y 
Q 


That's right. 
That includes people who were serving - 
No. The resettlement countries, including the 


processing those Vietnamese who arrived after 


Does that mean we've simply closed the door 


Well, let me look into that and see how 
is 


Thank you. 
In response to the taken question 
Thank you. 


Do you have any other idea of what happened to 


these people -~- 





‘ No. 
Q ~~ when they get there. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 16, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


LEBANON: RETURN OF SYRIAN TROOPS 





Q: Do you have anything to offer on the imminent return of 
Syrian troops to Beirut? 


A: --AS THE SPOKESMAN SAID AT THE PRESS BRIEFING TODAY IN 
ANSWER TO THIS QUESTION, “I HAVE NOTHING FOR YOU ON THAT’, 


--WE HAVE NO INDICATIONS THAT THE SYRIANS ARE CONSIDERING 


AN IMMINENT RETURN OF THEIR TROOPS TO BEIRUT. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 16, 1985 


FALKLANDS/MALVINAS: Airport 





Q Has the U.S. taken a position on that? The 
government has implied that it would be more than 
just a defense posture and could even be linked into some 
type of NATO activities at some point. Can you take 
the question on the Argentine denunciation, and I think 
they're going before the U.N. as well. 


A The facility in question has no relationship to NATO 
military activities. 


Our overall positica on the Falklands/Malvinas is well 
known and remeins unchanged. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 16, 1985 


THAILAND: Refugees Not Being Processed 





Q Could you take a question on whether we've raised with 
the Thai government this policy (concerning Vietnamese 
land refugees)? . . Does that mean we've simply closed 
the door permanently? 

A: -- THE U.S. AND OTHER RESETTLEMENT COUNTRIES CONTINUE TO 

RESETTLE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF REFUGEES FROM THAILAND 
AND OTHER FIRST-ASYLUM CCUNTRIES IN SUUTHEAST ASIA. 

WE ARE IN REGULAR TOUCH WITH THE THAI CONCERNING THE 
VIETNAMESE WHO CROSS INTO THAILAND FROM CAMBODIA. 

WE HAVE RESPONDED TO SPECIAL RESETTLEMENT 

APPEALS ON BEHALF OF SUCH VIETNAMESE WHEN THESE HAVE 
BEEN INITIATED BY THE CONCERNED INTERNATIONAL 
ORGANIZATIONS (THE INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE OF THE RED 
CROSS AND THE UNITED NATIONS HIGH COMMISZONER FOR 


REFUGEES) AND HAVE THE CONCURRENCE OF THE ROYAL THAI 


GOVERNMENT. 
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DPC #86 


FRIDAY, MAY 17, 1985, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got a few 
announcements to start things off with here, having to do with 
various appearances and speeches that the Secretary will be 
making early next week. 


To begin with, he will be delivering an ON-THE-—RECORD 
welcoming series of remarks to the Council of the Americas 
Washington Conference for Corporate Executives. No Q&A on this 
one. Loy Henderson Room. Next Tuesday, 9:00 a.m. 


Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs Tony 
Motley will follow the Secretary on the program, giving an 
overview of U.S.-Latin American relations. 


For further information, if you need it, please 
contact Ms. Nellis Kincaid, K-i-n-c-a-i-d, at the Council, 
659-1547. That's on Tuesday, the 2lst. 


On Thursday, the 23rd, Secretary Shultz will address, 
this time Q&A included, a conference sponsored by the American 
Bar Association's Standing Committee on Law and National 
Security and its section on International Law and Practice 
Committee on Executive-Congressional Relations. The time: 9:30 
a.m. The place: the Mayflower Hotel's Colonial Room. Topic: 
"Restoring Non-partisanship in Foreign Affairs." 


For any further information, the contact here is Gail 
Alexander, 331-2293. Providing there are no hitches, the ABA 
speech will be piped live into the Press Briefing Room. 


On the following day, Friday, May 24, the Secretary 
will address, Q&A as well, the National Association of 
Manufacturers. The time: 12:00 noon. The place: J.W. Marriott 
Hotel's Grand Ballroom. Topic: “Economic Development." 


(For) further info, please contact Sarah Ross, 


626-3821. 











Now, this speech will be piped in on a delayed basis 
because we at that very moment will be preoccupied with a 
briefing. 


Now, having said that, I have something else to add: 


Two BACKGROUND briefings in connection with the 
official working visit of President Suazo of Honduras. 
Pre-briefing scheduled for Monday, May 20, 10:00 a.m. A 
readout of the President's meeting with the President is 
scheduled for Tuesday, May 21, 2:00 p.m. Both briefings at the 
White House briefing room. The briefers' names will be 
announced at that time. 


Having said that, having arranged for next week's 
speeches, etc., we can go to questions. 


Q What can you tell us about Reverend Jackson and 
the family members meeting today with Oakley? 


a I don't have a specific readout on today's 
meeting. I understand that the Reverend was downstairs a few 
moments ago and talked to some reporters. It may be -- are you 
doing -- will there be a transcript of that or not sure? 


But I don't have any specific details of precisely -- 
except that I know that he met with Ambassador Oakley, and I 
think there were members of two of the families. Is that 
right, Ed? Two of the families? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Yes. 


MR. KALB: But, as I say, I don't have a specific 
readout. 


Q So what is the Department's position on him 
engaging in an effort to get the people out? 


A Well, the general position of the Department with 
respect to your question is that we are prepared to facilitate 
such private efforts if requested. However, those persons 
undertaking such private initiatives do not speak for the U.S. 
Government. 


Now, as you know, Ambassador Oakley met yesterday with 
Reverend Jackson and some of the families. At that meeting, 
Ambassador Oakley emphasized that the U.S. Government is giving 
high priority to obtain the release of the hostages, and that 
we are trying to be helpful, and that we are exploring a 
variety of approaches and avenues. 














The Ambassador and the group exchanged ideas on what 
approaches are being undertaken and what more might be done. 
There was a request then at that time, as I understand it, for 
the group to meet with Ambassador Oakley, and that meeting took 
place this morning. 


Q Bernie, I don't know if you covered this before, 
but if not, is there a posture on the question of discussions 
with the Kuwaitis on this -- this being the specified demand of 
the captors? 


4 Let me first begin by welcoming you to the 
briefing. 


Q Thank you, Mr. Kalb. 
fa Pleasure to see you here, Doctor. 
Q In your steps. 


A And let me pick it up. The 17 prisoners being 
held by the Kuwaiti Government have been convicted of grave 
terrorist acts, including involvement in lethal bombing attacks 
on the U.S. and French Embassies and Kuwaiti installations in 
December 1983. Six persons died as a result of the attacks; 
more than 80 were injured. 


It has been longstanding U.S. policy not to give in to 
attempts by terrorist groups to obtain the release of their 
colleagues by capturing more hostages. Other governments such 
as Kuwait share this policy. 


If we agree to such demands, it would just open the 
doors for terrorists to take more hostages whenever some of 
their colleagues were captured. The effect might well be an 
increase both in terrorism and the taking of hostages to 
protect the terrorists. Even more innocent people and their 
families would suffer. 


Unfortunately, the terrorists are playing on the very 
natural concern and sympathies of the families of the 
hostages. This is as cynical and as cruel as their taking of 
the hostages in the first place. 





The prisoners are being held by the sovereign 
Government of Kuwait after being convicted in Kuwaiti courts. 
As we stated at the time of the hijacking of the Kuwaiti 
airliner last December, we support the position of the 
Government of Kuwait. 





We are always willing to talk, directly or 
indirectly. In all our contacts on these kidnappings, we have 
stressed our urgent interest in maintaininsc open lines of 
communication. To talk there must be a willing interlocutor. 
To date there has not been one. 


Q Copy, please? 


a I will try, but I can't assure that because I've 
got some rather marked-up copy here myself that I'm working off. 


Q Bernie, a follow-up of the same question: Do you 
believe that the Kuwaiti position is conditioned by the U.S. 
position or it's just independent, and yet you cannot influence 
their attitude even if you wanted to? 


a To begin with, I'm not going to get involved in 
analyzing or diagnosing the Kuwaiti position. But if you 
recall what I said a moment ago about the U.S. position, that 
it has been a longstanding position not to give in to attempts 
by terrorist groups to obtain the release of their colleagues 
by capturing other hostages or more hostages, and then I noted 
that other governments such as Kuwait share this policy. But 
I'm not going to get drawn into your specific question as to in 
effect whether the United States is shaping or influencing or 
dictating Kuwaiti policy. 


~~ MORE -- 








If I may rephrase the question now. Are you not 
making the Kuwaiti position more difficult by your attitude? 


a No -- if you want to rephrase your question, I 
will not rephrase my answer. 


Q The Reverend Jackson said he was willing to go to 
Iran to talk to the Ayatollah if that could be arranged. I 
just wondered what the U.S. view is of the connection between 
the people holding the hostages and the Iranian Government? 


A I have nothing on that now, Bernie. 


Q Bernie, does the State Department feel in any way 
Reverend Jackson's efforts may diminish its own opportunities 
for release of the hostages? 


i) I'm not going to get involved in that. I think I 
talked generally here about, as in the past, a readiness to 
facilitate such private efforts if requested, and adding the 
extra point that these efforts do not represent -- that those 
who undertake them do not formally speak on behalf of the U.S. 
Government. 


Bill? 


Q Bernie, do you have anything new on the new 
threats issued -- supposedly issued -- by the Islamic Jihad 
today through news agencies in Beirut? 


A I don't know whether we're talking about 
precisely the same thing, 8i11. 


Q A military operation -- threatening a military, a 
major military operation against the U.S.? 


A Generally speaking, in a general way, that is not 
addressed from here. But what I could add, simply, is that 
obviously all appropriate security measures have been taken. 


Q Could you expand on that, Bernie? 
No. Sorry. 
Q Where is Ambassador Bartholomew? 


A Nothing for you on that. 


Q Have we heightened the level of security at our 
various Middle Eastern embassies? 





A The word, the adjective, I have used in response 
to your question is “appropriate,” and I can't get involved in 
definitions of level. 


Q Bernie, the last two days we saw that when Syrian 
Government interfered to relieve the United Nation -- the guy, 
hostage, he was released immediately. 


You don't think that Syria has a real leverage on the 
Islamic Jihad and they can do something? 


A I have no comment on that. Obviously anybody who 
makes an effort to free the hostages, those efforts are 
welcome. But on the specific question that you have put, I 
have no direct reply. 


George? 


Q Two months ago Mr. McFarlane of the NSC said 
there was ample evidence of a link between Iran and the Shi'ite 
fundamentalists in Lebanon. Are you -- do you stand by those 
statements of two months ago? 


A I have nothing that in anyway would dilute what 
Mr. McFarlane said at that time. 


Q Bernie? 
a Yes, sorry. 


Q The families would like to go to Kuwait. As part 
of the facilitation that you would be giving the families, 
would it also be putting pressure on Kuwait to allow the 
families to go there? 


A I'm not going to get involved in an assessment 
along those lines. 


Q Bernie, I just have a question. When Reverend 
Jackson was downstairs, he made several points; one, that the 
United States ought to end its military presence in the region, 
and he said that the foreign policy that the U.S. currently 
follows simply increases the danger of all the Americans in the 
area and alienates the United States. 


Given that background, do you think that there is a 
chance that the Reverend Jackson can be an effective 
interlocutor? 











a Sorry, I cannot, Barbara, get involved in any 
sort of analysis along those lines. 

Q Bernie -- 

A Yeah? 

Q -- on Lebanon. 


) Welcome. 


Thank you. There are reports that President 
Gemayel is going to Damascus over the weekend, and he might -- 


A President (who)? 
Q Gemayel. You remember him? 
A Gemayel. Yes. 


Q He might be asking the Syrians to send their 
forces, their deterrent forces, back to Lebanon. What is the 
policy of this Administration regarding the return of the 
Syrian deterrent forces to Lebanon? 


A You will forgive me at the outset, Bassem, if you 
and I mispronounce, or I mispronounce, or there are variations 
of pronunciation on the name of the President of Lebanon. 


But having said that, let me say in reply to your 
question about, say, the return of Syrian troops, for example, 
to Beirut, that we have no indications that the Syrians are 
considering an imminent return of their troops to Beirut. 


According to the report of Mr. Berri's statement, a 
Syrian return is conditional upon all militias turning in their 
weapons under a political accord. 


As we've said, we believe that an end of the suffering 
of the Lebanese people can only come about when they unite 
behind a common government and are committed to resolving their 
differences by political means. The central responsibility for 
ending the Lebanese tragedy rests with Lebanon's leaders and 
its various militias to act in this direction. We have 
continually urged all parties to support the Central Lebanese 
Government as the only means of restoring lasting peace, 
tranquility and stability to this troubled country. The United 
States continues to back the efforts of the Central Government 
to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese territory. 
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Q Copy, please? 
a Yes, I can help you on that. 


Q Bernie, could you clear up one inconsistency on 
another story? 


The statement I -- that was given out late yesterday, 
after the Grand Jury indictment of the individual in Los 
Angeles for shipping these krytrons to Israel, said that the 
law enforcement -- that American law enforcement agencies had 
requested the Israeli Government to return the unused portion, 
and the Israelis had agreed. 


Nachman Shai, the Defense Minister's spokesman in 
Israel, said that Israel was willing but nobody from the U.S. 
had asked yet. Has there been a formal request to Israel to 
return these -- 


fs Bernie, it was my understanding that Ed addressed 
some of the questions on the krytrons yesterday, and there is 
some guidance; and I ask your cooperation to check in with the 
Press Office after the briefing for any help on questions you 
may have on that subject. 


Q A delegation of the Polisario is expected to pay 
a visit to Washington at the invitation cf the House 
Subcommittee on Africa. Is the State Department aware of it, 
and what is its position vis-e-vis this visit? 


a I have nothing here immediately, but let me take 
a look at that, if I may, please. 














Matt? 


Q Has there been a warning from the U.S. Embassy to 
the French Government about possible terrorist threats to the 
Paris Air Show, as a report is saying in the New York Times? 





i) Well, on that, I think I may have mentioned 
earlier -- certainly at other briefings -- about not getting 
involved in any specific comment on terrorist threats. And let 
me add that the Embassy did not advise the companies to expect 
terrorist attacks. 


How seriously, for example, does the U.S. take the 
threat? Terrorism, obviously, (is) a reality that we must deal 
with. We are confident, however, that the French authorities 
will provide adequate security measures. 


Q You said “to the companies,” but is that 
different from the government, the French Government? 


i) That is about what I've got here, Matt, and I 
can't amplify. 


Q Bernie, I realize that you've referred us to the 
krytron guidance -- 


a Yes. 

Q -~- but apparently that is the same guidance as 
yesterday, and there is sort of a -- 

i) Are you certain that that's the case? 

Q I just asked your able assistant. 

a Uh-huh. 


TO STAFF: Are you certain that that is the case? You 
will be interrogated later -- all of you. (Laughter) 


Go ahead. 


Q There was sort of a loophole or something that 
was difficult to understand in the guidance yesterday, the part 
Bernie mentioned that, those krytrons still in stock would be 
returned 


a Huh-—huh. 
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Q There was also a pledge of a written assurance, 
written assurances that krytrons will not be used for nuclear 
purposes in the future, in addition to saying that they hadn't 
been used already. 


And my question is -—- I'm trying to reconcile those 
two statements: If they are returning them, then why would 
they be making assurance that they will not be used? 


“ Chris, to the degree that I can be responsive, 
let me take that question and look to see whether it might not 
in fact be incorporated in some of the things that have been 
prepared here rather extensively. And if it is not, I will 
take a look to see if we can't get you something on it. 


Q And my question also, on whether in fact Israel 
has been asked or not. 


a Yours as well. 


Q Getting back to Jesse Jackson, did the State 
Department in effect today give its blessing to him? 


a I read you what I'm going to say, and that is 
what I have on that subject. 


Q The Kyodo News Agency out of Beijing reports that 
the Chinese have now publicly enunciated their opposition to 
the visit by nuclear-powered or nuclear-armed ships to China. 
Has the United States gotten such -- 


a Could you do that again? I was in Aqaba for a 
moment. 


Q The Kyodo News Agency has reported that the 
Chinese have now enunciated publicly their opposition 
specifically to nuclear-armed ships visiting China. Can you 
confirm that? 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q They haven't warned the U.S.? 
Q President Duarte referred this morning to an 


incident with a ship, that the Salvadorans captured a ship that 
might be Nicaraguan Do you have any details on that? 


a Simply that there is an understanding here that 
the Salvadoran Navy has a boat in tow and is expected to reach 
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La Union this afternoon. But other than that, there is no 


really specific information; and I guess £1 Salvador is the 
place to go for additional -- 


Q On the imminent Syrian return to Beirut -- 
“ I'm sorry. I can't hear you. 

Q On the imminent Syrian return to Beirut -- 
i On the imminent what? 


The imminent Syrian return to Beirut. 


> 


Uh-huh. 
Q Have you got it? 
a Yes. I answered that before, though, I think. 


Q Well, no. I want to follow up because you said, 
“We have seen no indications." Based on what? Ground movement 
or talks with the Syrians?” 


a Based on the assessment made here. 


Q Bernie, do you have any confirmation that 
Secretary Shultz, in his talks at the White House yesterday, 
said that it's his assessment that Mr. Gorbachev is really not 
able to take on any sort of foreign policy activities? 


A No. No other variety of counts, including the 
fact that I was not there and I have nothing to contribute 
toward a conversation between the Secretary and the President. 


Q Bernie, can you elaborate a little bit on how the 
U.S. Government is prepared to facilitate Jackson's endeavor or 
any endeavor by the families? 


a No, I haven't anything to offer you in any 
particular, specific way; and I think that what I have said 
about sums up the position: an effort to be helpful; a high 
priority, obviously, to obtain the release of the hostages; 
prepared to facilitate private efforts, if requested. And [I'm 
going to stop at that particular point 


Q Do you care to say what might happen if some harm 
befalls the hostages? 
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a No. I don't think that -- I saw a story along 
those lines today, and what I would say on that -- I think the 
story had some reference to Iran -— I'm not going to get 
involved, obviously, in any communications that this government 
may or may not have had with other governments, and I think 
that the policy statements and the positions on the question of 
terrorism are well known here. 


The President and other Administration officials have 
expressed our determination to respond with whatever actions we 
deem most appropriate against those responsible for terrorist 
attacks. 


Q Do you consider that Iran has been put on notice? 
a As I said at the very outset, in the preface to 


what I just read you, I was not getting specific about anything 
that perhaps Bernie might have had in mind. 


Q But your statement just now and other public 
statements, do you anticipate that Iran should pay attention to 
them? 


a 1 have not put a specific address on anything I 
just read. 


Q What was the subject of the Secretary's visit to 
the White House this morning? Do you know what was on the 
agenda? 

a I'm not going to get drawn into that, George. 


Q Anything about Mr. Murphy's activities in the 
Middle East? 


a Murphy, Murphy, Murphy, Murphy. Murphy will be 
coming home tonight. 


Q Coming home from where? 


a From -- what was his last stop? From Morocco, 
but he'll be making a refueling stop 


Q Where? 

(Laughter) 

a But I -- why end the suspense? He should be home 
tonight. [ don't have the exact time, but -- [ don't have the 


exact time This evening, I understand 
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Q Thank you. 





A Right. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M. 











POSTED: 5/20/8s 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 17, 1985 


ISRAEL: Krytrons 





Q Nachman Shai, the Defense Ministry's spokesman in 
Israel, said that Israel was willing (to return the 
unused portion of the krytrons) but nobody from the 
U.S. had asked yet. Has there been a formal request 
to Israel to return these? 


pan The matter is presently under indictment and any further 
comment on this by the Department of State would be 
inappropriate. I have to refer you to the Department 


of Justice. 


Q If the Israelis are returning them, then why would they 
be making assurance that they will not be used? 


ms The matter is presently under indictment and any further 
comment on this by the Department of State would be 
inappropriate. I have to refer you to the Department 
of Justice. 
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MR. KALB: My apologies for botching up anybody's 
lunch date. My own, as well, became a casualty. 


Good afternoon, everybody. I have just one 
announcement about Radio Marti, and I will read that 
straightaway: 


Today, the Voice of America began broadcasting the 
Radio Marti Program to the people of Cuba. These broadcasts 
are an implementation of the Radio Broadcasting to Cuba Act 
(Public Law 98-111), enacted by the Congress in October 1983. 
That law expresses the policy of the United States “to support 
the right of the people of Cuba to seek, receive, and impart 
information and ideas through any media and regardless of 
frontiers, in accordance with Article 19 of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights," and to further “the open 
communication of accurate information and ideas to the people 
of Cuba." 


From today, the Radio Marti Program will be on the air 
14-1/2 hours every day, seven days a week. It will provide the 
people of Cuba accurate, balanced, and objective news reports, 
plus a variety of news-related, feature, and entertainment 
programs. 


In accordance with PL 98-111, all programs will be 
governed by the high professional standards and policies of the 
Voice of America. The Radio Marti Program reports directly to 
the Director of the United States Information Agency, Charles 
Z. Wick, and to the Director of the Voice of America. The VOA 
is the international broadcasting arm of the USIA and 
broadcasts more than 1,000 hours per week in 42 languages. 


Broadcasts of the Radio Marti Program will originate 
in Washington, D.C., and be transmitted on 1180 kilohertz from 
a 50 kilowatt transmitter located in Marathon, Florida. 
Programs will be simultaneously carried on shortwave 
frequencies transmitted from VOA facilities in Greenville, 
North Carolina, and Bethany, Ohio. VOA has broadcast on these ' 
frequencies to Cuba for more than 20 years. 


— 
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For details regarding hours, programs, personnel and 
other specifics on the Radio Marti Program, the contact at the 
VOA is Rogene Waite, and the telephone is 754-4744.* And we 
will make that, obviously, available to you. 


Now with that as an opener, we can go. 


Q Bernie, the Cubans have said that they are going 
to break the agreements with the United States recently made on 
emigration and immigration. Have you had any notification of 
that, and do you have any reaction to it? 


A We regret that Cuba has chosen to suspend the 
Mariel Agreement and the travel of American citizens of Cuban 
origin to Cuba. 


The Mariel Agreement was worked out in lengthy 
sessions by U.S. and Cuban representatives and addressed a 
specific issue of concern to both countries. 


The agreement is a fair and equitable accord which 
has already resulted in important benefits to the citizens of 
both countries. We hope that the Cubans will reconsider this 
action. 


The suspension of travel to Cuba by Americans of 
Cuban birth is also regrettable. The suspension of this travel 
will cause hardship to families in both Cuba and the U.S. 

Q Copy of that? 


a Yes, yes. 


Q Do you know if all the so-called “undesirables” 
have now been sent back? 


A No. I don't have the specific statistics on 
that, but I think there is a period, an extended period of time 
before that takes place. 


Q Can we get those statistics? I think virtually 
none have gone. 


A Well, let's -- yes, I think we should make an 
effort to get you those statistics. 


Q Bernie, will the United States -- 





* Correction: telephone number: 755-4744 (see Page 9). 





A A little louder. I'm sorry. 


Q Yes. Will the United States retaliate itself for 
the suspension of that agreement? 


fa I have nothing along those lines. 


Q Bernie, the Cubans have announced that they are 
also going to try to jam Radio Marti. Do you know in the past 
have they jammed Voice of America broadcasts? 


a I don't have any specific details on that, John. 
But in reply to the first part of your question, we would 
regret Cuban measures to further deprive their citizens of the 
right to receive information and ideas through any media and 
regardless of frontiers, as embodied in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights. 


Q Do you know anything -- 


A And on this question of jamming, I don't have 
anything specific; and I imagine that they're taking a look at 
that. I may not be up to speed precisely on that, John. 


Q Do you know anything about the Cubans possibly 
abrogating the hijacking agreement? 


a I haven't seen anything on that above what we 
have all read, I take it, on the wires of there being a threat 
along those lines. 


Q Why do you think, Bernie, this is such an extreme 
reaction by the Cubans? 


A I'm not going to characterize that in any way, 
John. 

Q It is an extreme reaction? 

a I just answered the question. 

Q Bernie, has the Department set up a task force to 


deal with the situation? 


A I think there is a task force to deal with the 
situation. 


John? 








Q Yes. How about if the Cubans resort to the 
threat they have made to interfere with broadcasting by 
commercial American stations? 


a Let me come back to that in a moment. 


Let me take another question or so, if I may. 


Q Bernie -- 
A Yes. 
Q The agreement with the Cubans, obviously, as you 


mentioned, was a two-sided agreement, and at this moment the 
Cubans have expressed their suspension of both portions of the 
agreement. 


As far as the U.S. is concerned, do the provisions of 
that agreement that relate to immigration procedures and 
issuing of visas, and so on, in Havana remain in effect -- in 
other words -- or has the U.S. stopped its procedures? 


a I don't know of anything like that. I think in 
the earlier statement that I read you I noted that the U.S. 
regrets the action taken by the Cubans and that there is a call 
for a reconsideration by Cuba of its actions earlier today. 


Q Bernie, if the United States has been 
broadcasting into Cuba for 20-some odd years, as you said 
earlier, what's the necessity of setting up this radio station? 


a Well, let me answer you this way, Marvin, on that 
particular point, by in effect drawing a distinction between 
VOA broadcasts to Cuba and Radio Marti: 


The VOA is mandated to serve as a “window on America" 
for foreign audiences, explaining U.S. policy, its people, and 
institutions. 


The Radio Marti Program will serve as a surrogate 
“home service" which has been denied to the Cuban people. 
Radio Marti will, in fulfillment of PL 98-1L11, “support the 
right of the people of Cuba to seek, receive, and impart 
information and ideas through any media regardless of 
frontiers," as I noted before, “in accordance with the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights." 


As the Congress noted, “The VOA broadcasts to Cuba 
information about the United States, but there is a need for 











broadcasts to Cuba which provide news, commentary, and 
information about events in Cuba and elsewhere to promote the 
cause of freedom in Cuba." 


Q Bernie, can we get a copy of that? 


fe Can you get a copy of that? To the degree that I 
can help, John, I'll get you these things. 


Q Can you tell us, under the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights, what measures there are for adjudication, 
damages, complaints? 


a Walter, I have nothing specific on that. We'll 
try to get that for you. 


-- MORE -- 





Q The task force -- is that a State Department Task 
Force, and what is it set up to do? 


A It's following the situation as it moves along. 
I can't give you any idea of the composition of the population. 


Bern? 


Q Do you have any indication that Jesse Jackson may 
go to the Middle East? 


Q Could I finish up with Radio Marti? 

A Yeah. 

Q Yes. Stay on Cuba, please. 

Q Could we stay on that? 

i) Marvin? 

Q You said before, at the end of the statement 


about Radio Marti, that you're going to promote the cause of 
freedom in Cuba. How is that to be differentiated from efforts 
to unseat the current government in Cuba which may see freedom 
in different ways? 


a That's your question. I'm prepared to some 
degree to amplify on an earlier remark that I volunteered about 
the cause of freedom. 


It means offering the Cuban people an opportunity to 
enjoy the basic human right of freedom of information. [It 
means providing objective, accurate and balanced news about 
Cuba. It means breaking the regime's virtual monopoly on news 
and information -- freedom of choice. It means telling the 
Cuban people what is happening in Cuba and elsewhere after 
years of propaganda and disinformation. 


We believe an informed people are better able to hold 
their government to account and thereby strengthen the cause of 
peace. 


Q Bernie, can we -- 
Q Can we get a copy, please? 
a I beg your pardon? 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 











a Yeah. I'll try to help you on various things 
that I'm offering from here to the degree that I can. 


Q Are you ready to come back to my question yet? 
fr) Let me holo yours. 


Q Bernie, is Radio Marti going to have 
correspondents in Cuba? (Laughter) 


a Uh, I don't know. 


Q I mean -—- 
A Any volunteers? (Laughter) 
Q What will be the source -— no, I'm curious. It's 


a serious question. 
a Yeah. 


Q What will be the source of the information about 
what's going on in Cuba that we will be broadcasting to Cuba? 


A Well, there -- I have some information in 
connection with the staffing and the correspondent situation 
vis-a-vis Radio Marti. 


Stringers are now filing for Radio Marti from around 
the world. You can pick up more specific details from the VOA. 


In accordance with PL 98-lll, the Radio Marti program 
reports directly, as I noted before, to the Director of the 
U.S. Information Agency and the VOA Director. Since Radio 
Marti is a service of the VOA, some VOA programs and 
correspondent reports will be heard on Radio Marti. 


Now, John, in answer to your question about a Cuban 
threat to disrupt radio broadcasting in the United States, we 
hope saat Cuba would not react to broadcasting by the U.S. on 
channels that have been in use for more than 20 years by the 
VOR. 


As we have noted, Radio Marti programs will meet 
international broadcasting standards with objective, accurate 
and balanced programming. 


Q Bernie -- 





What if they do that? 
Berrie -—- 


What about the commercial -- 
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Didn't you say that -- 


Q Yeah. But what if they do? What are you going 
to tell American radio -- 


a I think I had earlier had a reference to what the 
U.S. reaction would be, and I think I gave you that. 


Q Bernie -- 

Q Did you say that Radio Marti -- 

a I did. I talked about that the U.S. would regret 
any actions on the part of the Cubans in the way of jamming, 
but I am not ready to offer you any specific details. 


Barry? 


Q Could you discuss to some extent the analysis 
that Radio Marti will broadcast? 


rs) Well -- 


Q I think you used the word “analysis.” Is that 
objective analysis, and who will decide who analyzes, and will 
it be -- 


is) I think -- 


Q -- passed through the same editorial hands that 
straight reporting would be? 


a I think I offered you the specifics of the 
approach that Radio Marti would use. I[ do not have -- Barry, 
hold it just a moment I do not have here any transcripts, for 
example, that [ could offer you, and I[ encourage you to get in 
touch with Radio Marti and ask for transcripts 


Q Well, you made reference to propaganda out of 
Cuba, and you made reference to U.S. analysis to Cuba 


a Uh-huh 


Q Is analysis different from propaganda? 





i You'll have to take my advice, if you care to, 
and pick up some transcripts and engage in your own personal 
comparative analysis. 


Ralph? 


Q Bernie, you earlier made a distinction between 
VOR and Radio Marti, saying that Marti would be a home service 
broadcasting to Cuba about events in Cuba. 


Wouldn't a more apt comparison be Radio Free Europe 
rather than VOA as far as the comparison you made earlier went? 


‘ As you know from my weeks up here, I have chosen 
to avoid getting involved in joining you in comparative 
analysis. I think I just shared that bit of wisdom with Barry, 
and I'll do it with you as well. 


Q There was a report earlier this morning that 
Castro is beaming a signal on 1180. Do you know the extent of 
the signal and whether or not that is in fact interfering with 
the Radio Marti broadcast reception there? 


a I'm going to have to ask you to repeat that to 
the degree that you can because I have just been given a 
correction on something I have said. Pencils ready? 


Apparently I gave you an incorrect telephone number at 
the VOA. (Laughter) I said 754-4744. The number -- and I 
stand corrected -- is 755-4744. 


Q And who is the person's name again? 

a Ed Djerejian. (Laughter) Rogene Waite, 
W-a-i-t-e. Your efficiency report will look beautiful, Ed. 
(Laughter) 

Q My question -- 

i) Yeah? 


Q My question was, to what extent is the tor: 
that's being broadcast in Cuba interfering with the rec 
for Radio Marti? 


A Is the what? Is the -- 


Q The tone. The signal that's being broadcast in 


Cuba. To what effect is that having on the reception in Cuba 
of Radio Marti? 
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a I have nothing on that. Let me take a look at 
that and see if we can help you. But I think I was told before 
I came out here that I should, to the best of my ability, 
become involved in some of the substantive questions I would 
expect you to ask and the technical questions, why, by all 
means we would refer you to the technical people at VOA, and 
perhaps that falls under that heading. 


Q They referred me to you. (Laughter) 
) They did. Any volunteers? 


Q Bernie, besides the immigration accord, Cuba 
apparently also threatened other measures. Do you have any 
information on what those might be? 


a No. I have read the same wires, I suspect, that 
you have, and I have nothing at this particular point that 
takes it beyond this response to the question of the suspension 
of the Mariel Agreement. 


Jim? 


Q Yeah. I ful ‘tow John Goshko's question. I don't 
think you quite addressed it. About two years ago the Cubans 
said that they would begin interfering with some clear-channel 
AM radio stations in this country. WHO in Iowa is one of them, 
I think. 


Has there been any indication that this is so, and 
would you address that specific question? Not the VOA jamming. 


a No. I haven't anything on that. It's my 
understanding that there has been some -- in the past some 
Cuban urban interference in U.S. broadcasts. What I have on 
that, if you want that, I could share that with you: that nine 
Florida stations have experienced interference from Cuban 
stations operating on the same frequency. That, I assume, is 
the 1180 kilohertz frequency. * 


Eight of these stations have applied for special 
compensation under the Radio Broadcasting to Cuba Act of 1983 
for assistance in relocating antennae and to adopt other 
technical measures to overcome Cuban interference 








* Correction: The 11860 kilohertz frequency is the VOA 
frequency. The above-mentioned interference 
occurred on another frequency 
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But in reply to what you're asking of a more immediate 
nature, Jim, I have nothing on that, and I think one might keep 
in touch with the Press Office to see how the day develops on 
that. 


Q Does this lead you to believe they have allowed 
them to change frequencies as well, Bernie? 


a Technical question. VOA. 


Q There's an implied threat in Castro's reactions 
of another Mariel crisis. He says that the Government of Cuba 
reserves the right to reconsider unilateral collaboration with 
the U.S. Government in its fight to prevent illegal exits from 
its country. Could you comment on that? 


a Could you summarize that? I was in Aqaba for a 
moment. 


Q Yeah. There's an implied threat in Castro's -- 
a Yes. 


Q -- reactions that he might be willing to unleash 
another Mariel crisis as happened in 1980. How would the U.S. 
react to something like this? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Bernie -- 
a Yeah? 


Q Another question on Radio Marti In the U.S 
note to Cuba Sunday, advising of the historic -- of Radio Marti 
today, was there any warning to the Cubans not to retaliate in 
any major form, something that would make an improvement in 
relations for the United States more difficult? Was there any 
such language? 


a Obviously, I am not in @ position to share any of 
the internal diplomatic exchanges with you, so [I'll have to run 
from that one 


Ralph? 

Q Just one more on that sort of mechanical thing of 
stopping the transfer of people There were some people who 
arrived last night or early this morning in Miami Presumably 


there is another shipment of Cubans due to leave Atlanta at 
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some point. What happens now? You just stop the whole 
procedure because Cuba has suspended it, or do you in some way 
go ahead in hopes that you'd be able to go ahead with this 
anyway? 


a I think I talked earlier about -- 
Q Regretting it -- 


A -— regret and reconsider, and that's about where 
I'll have to leave it, Ralph. 


Q Bernie, where does this stand diplomatically? 
Are there any -- is there any hope for some talks to try to 
resolve this, or is it just a standoff at the moment? Is any -- 


A On that, John, I have nothing in the way of 
anything specific. As you know, there is a U.S. Interests 
Section in Havana. It maintains contact with the Cuban 
Government, and beyond that I have nothing that I can say. 


Q Has there been any desire on either side to 
discuss this matter? Is this expressed either by the United 
States or by the Cubans? 


A I'm sorry. I can't be of any help on that, John. 


Q Bernie -- 

A Hold it, hold it. 

Q Ready to move on? 

a To where? 

Q To move on? 

Q Yeah. 

Q Could you say whether -- 

a Wait. Bernie, you had something? 

Q I was just asking if you had any word on the 


hostages in -- 


3) Well, wait a minute. Let's go about it --~ if 
you're changing the field, let's -- oh, you hae the first shot 
at it. 
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Q That was my question. 

Q I wanted to change the subject, too, but go ahead. 

Q Jesse Jackson's travel plans, etc.? 

A Oh, yeah. I have nothing on that, Bern. 
(Laughter) 


I'm sorry you had to wait that long for that rich 
disclosure, but I have nothing. 


Q Do you have anything on the exchange of prisoners 
with -- between Israel and Palestinian organization? 
a In what sense? We have noted it, we have seen it 


move along, and what is your question? 


Q For example, the release of Okamoto, who was 
convicted as a terrorist? 


a Uh-huh. 
Q And Israel has given up to conditions. 


a That's an Israeli decision, and I have no comment 
on that. 


Bernie, did you -- -- 
Q Did you have anything -- 
A I'm sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on Casey and whether he 
asked Marcos for elections and whether Marcos said yes? 


A I have nothing on that at all. I'm not going to 
get involved in any kind of discussions of that sort, whether 
they took place or not. 


~~ MORE - 
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Q Anything on the Islamic Jihad's claims to have 
set off bombs in Saudi Arabia? 


a On the Islamic Jihad's claims that it set off 
bombs in Saudi Arabia? Nothing really on that other than to 
reiterate once again that the U.S. deplores terrorist violence 
wherever it occurs. And I'd like to add to that that the 
United States has every confidence in the stability and 
strength of the Government of Saudi Arabia. 


Q Bernie, about the exchange of prisoners, last 
week you issued a statement that you support Kuwait not to give 
up (to) the condition from the Islamic Jihad to release these 
17 prisoners. But we see that Israel, your ally, had released 
terrorists, so you should have some stand on that. 


4 Let me say this about that: that the exchange 
that you referred to that is taking place today, or is in the 
process or completed, has no real bearing on the Kuwaiti 
situation. 


The U.S. Government, as we've noted, has a 
long-standing policy of not acceding to efforts by terrorist 
groups to obtain the release of their hostages by capturing 
additional hostages. This is our basic position. 


What the Israelis have decided to do is completely 
separate from the Kuwaiti situation and the Americans held 
hostage in Lebanon. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


a I'm sorry, I can't help you on that. When I say 
that it's because I have made extravagant efforts to tidy up 
some of the guidances that often move in my direction. 


Q Bernie, does the U.S. have a policy on whether 
terrorists should be exchanged for prisoners? 


A I have talked to you right now in restating the 
American position. I hear you; I understand exactly what 
you're saying. 


Q I'm not sure I hear you. I mean, does the U.S. 
have a position so far as the U.S. itself or other governments, 
or encouraging them or approving of their exchange of people 
held for terrorism, using them in exchanges for prisoners? 


A What I said at the outset was that the action 
that the Israelis participated in today was an Israeli 
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decision. They did not consult with us, and their decisions do 
not affect our policy. 


Again, we do not know all the circumstances that led 
to their decision. Now you - 


Q What is the U.S. policy? 


A I understand. The policy that I enunciated a few 
moments ago, and have enunicated repeatedly, is the question -- 
has to do with the question of not acceding to efforts by 
terrorists to obtain the release of their hostages by taking 
additional people as hostage. 


I have nothing specific to reply to your question 
about a simple trade-off. 


Q I'm not sure I follow what you said. Are you 
saying that it's not a good idea to exchange terrorists because 
it will encourage -- it'll encourage countries that promote 


terrorism to take prisoners, thereby getting their terrorists 
back? 


A What I said -- I think you may be close to it -- 
but what I said and the language, and I need not wander from 
it, is a long-standing U.S. policy of not acceding to efforts 
by terrorist groups to obtain the release of their hostages by 
capturing additional hostages. 


Your question deals with the straight equation of a 
trade-off, one for the other being held, without a sort of 
future-tense hostages taken. I'm not going to get drawn -- 


Q Wait a minute. Yeah, I know. But you're talking 
about a continuing process. Apart from the Israel situation, 
there are friendly countries that are holding terrorists, or 
people accused of terrorism. And the question is, should those 
people be exchanged, or should terrorists be held and tried? 


A I'm going to come back to my earlier remark about 
stating what the U.S. position is, without specifically 
answering your question about an absolute trade-off. 


Q Does the U.S. consider the people held by Israel 
to be terrorists? 


A I'm not getting involved in terminologies. 


Q Bernie, do you think the Kuwaitis are less 
amenable now to any kind of exchange or release, particularly 
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in light of the explosions in Saudi Arabia which may well spill 
into Kuwait at some point? 


a I have nothing for you on that. On whether the 
Kuwaitis are less amenable to? 


To some kind of an exchange or release of the 
people they have in custody. 


a I have nothing at all that would indicate that 
there has been any change in the Kuwaiti position. 


Q They are still adamant about keeping -- 


Aa I have nothing that would indicate. That's about 
as far as I could take it. I don't mean to suggest that there 
are other activities underway. All I can say is that, in 
reference to a report that I read over the weekend, that there 
is nothing that I have that can confirm that report; and so far 
as we are aware, as I just told you a moment ago, there has 
been no change in the position of the Kuwaiti Government. 


Beyond that, the inevitable advice from the lectern is 
please get in touch with the Kuwaitis. 


Q Bernie, on Friday you said the release of 
prisoners under -- after taking hostages will increase the 
number of terrorist attacks. That's what you said on Friday in 
your statement, lengthy statement. So are you sticking with 
this, in principle? 


A What I said on Friday is what I would say today, 
and I have nothing that would in any way suggest that I 
paraphrase or rechange or modify or dilute, etc. 


Bassem? 


Q The situation in Beirut today seems to be 
deteriorating, and the fighting is heavy between Amal militias 
and the Palestinians. 


In the light of the guarantees granted to the PLO 
prior to their departure of the forces from Lebanon after the 
Israeli invasion, what does the U.S. Government --— how does the 
U.S. Government describe its position and it's living up to 
these guarantees? 


A I, Bassem, have nothing for you beyond what has 
been said from this lectern a number of times, and we could 
excavate the guidance for you after the briefing. 
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o 


Bernie, one more on the Middle East? 


Jim? 
Q Has Murphy come back? 
4 


Yes. 


2) 


Did he come back with a list? (Laughter) 


i) If you'd tried that faster, you might have caught 
me. I have nothing for you on lists. 


Anybody want to paraphrase the same question? 


Q Gorbachev and other Soviet officials have offered 
to halt nuclear arms tests; they've called for a moratorium. 
Is the United States interested in this proposal at all? 


A We are aware of the TASS report; and while we 
have not yet seen any details of the Gorbachev interview, we 
understand his proposal appears to be a repeat of the same 
proposal made in the media last month. This most recent 
proposal has not been accompanied by any official approach to 
the United States. We would examine any proposal carefully. 


Q Bernie, on that -- 
is) On what? 


Q The Soviet Union, in general. Does the United 
States have any evidence that the Soviets have been modifying 
their silos, that they can house this new missile, the SS-xX-24 
without an open violation of SALT II? 


a You're talking about the Post story today? 
Q Yes. 
a What 1 have here deals with observations made by 


the Soviet Military Power magazine, noting that the SS-xX-24 
ICBM probably will be silo-deployed at first, with initial 
deployment expected in about 1986 -- that is to say, next vear. 





As Soviet Military Power notes, this missile probably 





will also be deployed as a mobile within another one or two 
years 





I have nothing to say beyond that on what purports to 
be intelligence information alluded to in the Washingtor Post 
article or on matters relating to confidential exchances in the 
U.S.-Soviet Standing Consultative Commission. I'm not going to 
speculate on whether the Soviet Union intends to remain within ° 
the SALT II MIRV limits as new systems are deployed over the 
next few years. 





Q One more in this area. Does the Unites States 
have any evidence the Soviets are testing missiles in the 
Pacific as a response to the planned U.S. MX tests? 


‘ I have nothing on that? 
Q Is it possibie to take -- 
Just a minute; just a minute. 
Q Is it possible to take that, please? Please? 


a Let me see what's possible, without a formal 
commitment to you. 


Q Bernie, just to follow that up, aren't you 
suggesting that, when you say it probably will also be deployed 
as a mobile missile within one or two years, that it will 
contravene the limits on MIRV in SALT II? 


a I don't know. I don't know what the precise 
answer to what you're saying is. I have nothing on that. I 
have -- the guidance that was prepared is based on the Soviet 
Military Power magazine that was issued by the DoD, and tii 
just have to stand with that. 


Ralph? 


Q Do you have any comment on the beginning of the 
trade talks with Moscow today? 


a Yes, I do; yes, I do. I know 1 do. Why don't 1 
talk to you later. I do have something here on that. 


Q Can you make it available? 


i) No, I'll read it here right now. The May 20-71 
meeting of the Joint Commercial Commission headed on the U.S 
side by Secretary Baldrige and on the Soviet side by Foreign 
Trade Minister Patolichey is examining how we can expand 
mutually beneficial non-strategic trade 
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In addition, Secretary Baldrige met today with General 
Secretary Gorbachev. We should have more on these meetings for 
you tomorrow, it says here. 

Q Alright, we'll hold you to that tomorrow; alright? 

4 Yes, and I will hold them to it tomorrow, too. 

Q A new area? 

i) A new area; please. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Washington Post 
report that the Honduran army has occupied the main contra camp 


at Las Vegas and has also moved --— relocated a number of 
contras further inside the country? 





i) Well, I do have something on that general border 
situation that you are alluding to, but I'm not sure that I 
have anything very new. 


Q Last week you commented on the Honduran 
Government communique. 


i) Right. How did you get the communique before I 
handed it out? 


Q It was handed out last week. 


A No, I'm joking. I think [I'm joking. (Laughter) 
As I said, I have nothing new. And since you anticipated what 
I would read, I really have nothing new. 


Q Could I go back to Jim's question about Murphy -- 


a Yeah. 


-~ in some specificity as to whether there are 
some candidates that have been presented to Murphy that are 
more acceptable to the United States and Israel from the 
Palestinian side that are non-PNC members or PNC members? 


a My reply on that question that you've just put to 
me would simply be an elongated version of my reply to Jim. § As 
those reporters who accompanied the Secretary know, some of 
them underwent massive cases of frustration, and about the best 
I can do at this point is only contribute to it. 


Q So the situation hasn't changed and won't until 
King Hussein comes again -- 
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A I didn't say that. I didn't say anything about 
the situation not changing. I said I cannot and will not be 
drawn into the question of lists and names, and so forth. 


Q Bernie, is there any action from the State 
Department to Governor Cuomo's call for all of the State 
businesses to sever their links to South Africa?. 


a I have nothing on that. 

Q Bernie, on Sunday, on McLaughlin “One-on-One, " 
President Duarte asked the State -- said that he would like it 
if the State Department, as part of its aid to El Salvador, 
would relax the restrictions on the Salvadoran refugees here 
remaining in the country -- 500,000 refugees. Does the State 
Department have any comment on the possibility of that? 


A No, I don't, but let me take a look and see 
what's possible. 


~ Okay, thank you. 
a Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:24 p.m.) 











POSTED: 5/: 20 /€S 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Questions Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 20, 1985 


CUBA: RADIO MARTI JAMMING 





Q Do you know in the past have they jammed Voice of 
America broadcasts? 


A: -- Yes. The Government of Cuba has periodically 
interfered with VOA broadcasts to Cuba by jamming thea 
over the last 20 years. This jamming creates a background 


noise but does not prevent VOA broadcasting from being 
heard in Cuba. 


Q Can you tell us, under the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights, what measures there are for adjudication, 
camages, complaints? 

A: -- The Universal Declaration of Human Rights is a 

resolution adopted by the UN General Assembly in 1948. It 

does not prescribe remedies. Rather, it is a statement of 
rights, including the right “to seek, receive and impart 


information and ideas through any media and regardless of 


frontiers.” 


Q There was a report earl‘er this morning that Castro °° 
beaming a signal on 1180. Do you know the extent o: - 
Signal and whether or not that is in fact interfer:i- 
the Radio Marti broadcast reception there? 


A: ~~ We understand that the jamming is the same as 


for other VOA broadcasting to Cuba. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 20, 1985 


CUBA: MARIEL EXCLUDABLES 





Q Do you know if all the so-called “undesirables” have 
now been sent back? 


A: -~- The Cuban Government agreed under the December 
14 agreement to accept 2746 of the Mariel boat-lift Cubans 


who are excludable aliens. 201 have been returned. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 20, 1985 . 


USSR: Missile Testing in Pacific . 





Q Does the United States have any evidence the Soviets 
are testing missiles in the Pacific as a response to 
the planned U.S. MX tests? 


A. ~~ THE SOVIETS HAVE, FOR MANY YEARS, TESTED MISSILES TO 
BROAD OCEAN IMPACT AREAS INCLUDING THE PACIFIC. WE 
BELIEVE THEIR TESTING, LIKE THAT OF THE US, IS DICTATED 
BY SPECIFIC TEST PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS, AND NOT FOR THE 


PURPOSE OF RESPONDING TO US TESTING. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question faken at Noon Press Briefing of May 20, 1985 


EL SALVADOR: Duarte Comments on Salvadorans in U.S. 





Q: On unday on “McLaughlin's One on One,” President Duarte said he 
would like it if the State Department, as part of its aid to El 
Salvador, would relax the restrictions on the Salvadoran . 
refugees remaining in the country-- 500,000 refugees. Does the 
State Department have any comment on the possibility? 


A: -- President Duarte’s remarks on the McLaughlin progras 


Suiviay regarding the importance of economic support sent hone by 
Salvadorans-- many of them illegal aliens-- in the U.S. underscore 
the economic difficulties which El Salvador is currently 
experiencing. The country bears the burden of defending itself 
against insurgent attack and guerrilla economic sabotage, compounded 
by an economic recession and limited financial resources. U.S. 
molicy is aimed at hitting these problems at the source, working 
together with the Salvadoran Government to restore political 
stability and increase business confidence a-1i economic growth. 
These were among the topics discussed during ?resident Duarte'’s 
official calls in Washington last week; U.S. policy toward 
undocumented Salvadoran aliens did not come up. 

-- U.S. policy toward undocumonted aliens is incorporated 
in U.S. law as interpreted by the courts. The Justice Department is 
charged with enfarcing the U.S. Immigration and Nationality Act of 
1952, as amended and the Refugee Act of 1980, which establish 
Cciteria for eligibility of foreign citizens to visit, work, sturly, 
immigrate or seek asylum/refugee in our country. Any change in 


those laws would require Congressional iction. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #88 


TUESDAY, MAY 21, 1985, 12:47 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got one brief 
announcement, I think. I do. 


Available in the Press Office: limited copies of 
Foreign Relations of the United States, ‘52 to ‘54, Volume XIV, 
China and Japan. As you know, one copy per organization. A 
summary prepared by the Office of the Historian is available 
with the volume. Please note that both the volume and the 
summary are embargoed until 6:00 p.m., 1999. (Laughter) 
Actually, Wednesday, May 22, 1985. 








Also available in the Press Office: the welcoming 
remarks by the Secretary before the Council of the Americas 
Conference this morning at 9:00 a.m. 


And now, it's yours. 
Q Do you still expect Gorbachev at the United 


Nations in September? What are the prospects for a summit, for 
a meeting right now? 


A I do have -— summit meeting -- 

Q Winnichever you want to call it today. 

3] No -- your question was -— whatever you want to 
call it -- 

Q Is Gorbachev expected at the United Nations in 


the fall? That's one question. The other one is, what are the 
prospects? 


a Other than make a philosophical observation, 
since you had said something along the lines of “whatever you 
want to call it -- 


Q What are the prospects for either a summit or a 
meeting with Gorbachev and Reagan? 





a While all summits are meetings, not all meetings 
are summits. (Laughter) You led me in that direction. 


y I just wanted -- 


a As you know, the President has invited General 
Secretary Gorbachev to a meeting, and there is agreement on 
both sides that a meeting will be useful. But no decisions 
have been made on the timing or the venue for a meeting, and 
beyond that I have no further comment. 


Q Do you have an answer to the first -- 


Q It did not say whether or not -- while a meeting 
is -- 


o I have nothing, I have nothing. Beyond that, no 
further comment embraces my reply to your question. 


Q Is Reagan amenable to meeting him somewhere other 
than the United States? 


a I have nothing beyond what I have just offered. 


Q Bernie, anything about Mr. Baldrige's meeting 
with Gorbachev? Did that subject come up? 


i) I have nothing on whether that subject came up. 
I have some general remarks about the meeting with Secretary 
Baldrige and Mr. Gorbachev. But I don't know whether you want 
to move on to that or what. 


Q Well, before we do, does your statement include 
the question of whether Gorbachev will come to New York as 
well-- the possibility of a meeting -- and what about if he 
doesn't? What about the trip to New York? 


a I meant to answer that in reply to Matt's 
question by saying, after I said what I had to say, saying that 
I had no further comment. That embraced a variety of questions 
to which I have no further comment. 


Q Bernie, has anything changed about that status 
since the Shultz-Gromyko meeting last week in Vienna? 


a Can't help you, Ralph, on that. 


Q Bernie -- 








a Let me just pick up. I think Bernie wanted -—- 


Q That's too easy. Why don't -— because -- rather 
than just -- 


a You want to take it up with Bernie? 


Q I wanted to get down what it is you have “no 


a He wanted -- he wanted -- 


Q I want to stick on Gorbachev instead of dropping 
down a peg to Baldrige. 


a I was asked if I have it straight about whether 
it was likely or unlikely that Gorbachev would come to the 
U.N., and I said I had nothing on that beyond what I told you 
about both sides having agreed that a meeting would be useful. 


Q If he comes to the U.N., will --— I think Mr. Burt 
said that if that happened, Reagan would be happy to meet with 
him at the U.N. Does that still stand? 


i I have nothing -- I think if Burt said it, I 
would not dispute that. 


You want Baldrige? 


They met, as you know, yesterday, the Secretary and 
the General Secretary. That meeting is the eighth session. 
Baldrige is there in Moscow for the eighth session of the 
U.S.-Soviet Joint Commercial Commission, which convened 
yesterday. 


Secretary Baldrige delivered a letter from President 
Reagan to General Secretary Gorbachev and discussed the 
relationships between the U.S. and the Soviet Union. The 
Secretary expressed the view that there probably can be no 
fundamental change in the trade relationship without parallel 
improvements in other aspects of the relationship. 


ahile the Soviet side expressed its view of the 
unsatisfactory state of U.S.-Soviet trade and economic 
relations, the Secretary explained that the United States has a 
different view of the causes of this situation, and pointed out 
practical steps that could be taken to improve the economic 
relationship. 


The meeting lasted two hours, 15 minutes; 
businesslike, frank and useful 





Q Bernie -- , 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes, you can, Ralph. 


Q In reference to improving relations between the 
two countries, would the two -- would the relationship be 
improved by a meeting in New York between the President and the 
leader of the Soviet Union? 


A I think that may have been addressed in a variety 
of ways in the past, and I will not make any assessment at this 
time. 


Q What might be improving relations has been 
addressed in a variety of ways? 


A Yes. The value of a meeting. I think I noted 
earlier that both sides had agreed it would be useful. 


Q Yeah. But, no, when he's speaking about a desire 
that improvement in trade is related to an improvement in the 
overall relationship, is there any indication how that 
relationship might be improved? 


rs) I have no specific details to offer you at this 
point. 


Q Do you know if any were included in the letter, 
and you're just not able to tell us? 


a The letter is a Presidential letter, and I cannot 
and do not have it -- 


~-MORE-- 





Q So then you can't tell us whether in the letter 
the President addressed the question, or the possibility, of a 
meeting with the Soviet leader? 


a That is correct. I cannot tell you that. 


Q We don't know whether it's in the letter or not, 
or at least you can't tell us. 


A I have nothing on the contents of the letter. 


Q The Secretary in a speech last year talked about 
the question of linkage in relations and made the point, as I 
remember, that there really should not be -- I mean, he argued 


the case, really, against direct linkage. Is there now a 
decision on trade to restore linkage, other than the part about 
emigration, which, of course, is linked by law? 


a Without getting involved in any detailed reply, I 
think thero is a recognition that there is an interrelationship 
among various issues, but I will not get involved in offering 
you specific linkages. 


Q Bernie, back one second to the letter that 
Secretary Baldrige delivered: Can we infer from your comment 
that immediately followed the letter that that letter dealt 
with the subject of those comments? Or can we assume that 
there were other matters discussed in the letter other than the 
ones you specified? 


Your comments dealt specifically with linkage between 
trade and other aspects of U.S.-Soviet relations. 


i) I think, at the risk of being excessively 
repetitious, I will have to reiterate that I have nothing to 
share with you on the contents of the Presidential letter -.- 


Q Except what you said in the statement. 
a -~ and you can infer, and you may think I'm 


implying, but the fact is that [ have nothing, and so it's all 
yours. 


Q Can we get a copy of your statement on Baldrige?’ 
a Yes. 
Q Bernie, do you have anything on the Soviets 


denying visas to a couple of American academics? 





7 We understand from the sponsor of this private 
exchange program that the scholars have in fact been denied 
visas. We know of no reason why the Soviets would not want 
these individuals to participate in a regularly-scheduled 
series of scholarly seminars. 


We believe that the exchange of eminent U.S. and 
Soviet scholars can contribute to a more constructive bilateral 
relationship. 


Q Copy of that? 
A No. 
Q Anything on Cuba and what has happened post-—Marti? 


a Well, if you're asking for, I gquess, a sitrep, I 
don't know to what extent I have the details that you want, but 
what I do have includes some of these things: that Cuba has 
not commenced any broadcasts to the United States. There has 
been some light jamming of the Radio Marti service of the VOA 
in Cuba itself. 


We strongly believe in the principle of the free 
competition of ideas, and regard neither jamming in Cuba. nor 
disruptive broadcasts to the U.S, as @ proper response to the 
accurate, objective, and balanced programming presented to the 
people of Cuba on the Radio Marti service. 


A Cuban program beamed to the United States comparable 
to Radio Marti and meeting the same professional standards, not 
interfering with any other broadcast, would not be feared nor 
reacted against by the United States 


That's what [I have, Robin, in the way of an update up 
to this point 


Q Can we go to Central America?’ 
4 I can't hear you ['m sorry 
Q Yes, do you have anything on the documents 


captured from the Salvadoran rebels that was reported in 
today's New York Times? 





a What | have on that Some - we've more or less 
put this together, what they have here by way of a response 
The documents are seen as additional proof of international 
Communist support for the Salvadoran guerrillas, and as to 
whether you can confirm that the training is taking place that 








is alluded to in the documents, the reply is: yes, we have 
other evidence which confirms Salvadoran guerrilla training and 
those in other countries, including Cuba and Nicaragua. 


Q Bernie, what do you mean “seen,” -- the passive 
construction? You mean the State Department sees them that way? 

“ Yes. Yes, yes. Yes. 

Q Okay. 

Q Bernie, another area? Do you have any comment or 


information to confirm the authenticity of the map talked about 
by Mr. Philip Geyelin today in -- 


a No. 
Q -- The Washington Post? 
& I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, why did the State Department cancel a 
meeting with the Polisario delegation which is visiting 
Washington this week? 


a Let me try to get something for you on that. 


Q And have you changed your position toward the 
Western Sahara dispute? 


a Let me make that all part of the same thing 


Q Bernie, any progress on the Jordan arms review - 
a No 
Q ~ in light of the King's visit next week? 


a Nothing 


Q Any comment on the report this morning of the new 
study of the South african nuclear test in 1977, | believe it 
was?’ 


a What | Nave here on that - Is that a report that 
South Africa tested something’ 


Q Yes 
a A nuclear device?’ 
Q Yes 


ll 





oa The State Department has no reason to change the 
U.S. Government 1980 verdict that the case for a bomb test has 
not been proven. 


Q No reason to change that original conclusion. 
“ Yeah. 
Q Okay. And one more, if I may, on -- There was an 


arrest made yesterday in suburban Washington of an ex—Navy 
officer allegedly involved in espionage activities with the 
Soviet Union. 


First of all, do you have any comment on that? And, 
second of all, do you have anything on the possible expulsion 
of the Soviet official for conduct unbecoming his role as a 
diplomat? 

a I have nothing on either, Ralph. 

Q Might you have something later? 

i} I don't know I don't have anything right now. 

Q Bernie, do you have any further information on 
the investigation regarding the electronic devices that were 
smuggled to Israel? 

a Nope I have nothing here now 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. I have a couple 
of announcements here, please. 


Thursday, tomorrow, a reminder: Secretary Shultz will 
address a conference sponsored by the American Bar 
Association's Standing Committee on Law and National Security. 
Speech scheduled for 9:30 in the morning, Mayflower Hotel, 
Colonial Room, ON THE RECORD, Q&A. Topic: “Restoring 
Non-Partisanship in Foreign affairs." Copies available, the 
Press Office, tomorrow morning. 


Anybody needing further information, contact Gail 
Alexander at 331-2293. Providing the wires work, etc., the 
speech will be piped live into this -- 


Q Subject? 


‘ - Press Briefing Room. The topic of the address 
is: “Restoring Non-Partisanship in Foreign Affairs.” 


Another item, in connection with the State Department 
press passes: They apparently have been extended unt:.1 July 
30 From what? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: June. 

MR. KALB: From June Our renewal process is 
tentatively scheduled to begin on July 1 You'll be kept 
posted. And that is what I have by way of announcements 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on a U.S. yacht 
being detained by the Cubans? 


6 Yes, I do. 





The U.S. Coast Guard has advised that the Farrand -- 
F-a-r-r-a-n-d -- a 65-foot U.S.-registered sailboat, 
home-ported, it says here, in Houston, Texas, was detained 
yesterday by Cuban authorities eight miles off the northeast 
coast of Cuba. & Cuban gunboat escorted the Farrand and crew 
to the port of Cabo Lucrecia, Cuba, according to the 
information that we have available. 


Q That's it? 

a No. 

I beg your pardon? 

G Status of the two Americans? 


a The crew members are Oran Farr --— O-r-a-—n F-a-r-r 
-- and his son Kevin, who own and live on the vessel. They're 
private citizens, and they are not U.S. Government employees. 
We don't have any Privacy Act waivers, so I can't provide any 
real additional information about them. 


Now, in answer to your question, Anne, we have advised 
the U.S. Interests Section at the Swiss Embassy in Havana of 
the situation. The Interests Section will be in contact with 
the Cuban authorities and will attempt to gain access to the 
Getained Americans. We are awaiting a report from the 
Interests Section about the status of the case. 


Q You don't have any indication how long the Cubans 
would detain them, Bernie? 


a How long they will? 
Q Would detain them. 
a No I have no indication on that. 


Q Bernie, do you see this in any way related to the 
Radio Marti situation? 


a No evidence at this time indicating any 
relationship between Radio Marti and the seizure. Cuba claims 
a 12-mile territorial limit beyond its coasts and has detained 
other vessels which have entered its waters without 
authorization. 


Q Bernie, does the United States recognize that 
12-mile claim’ 


a I don't have anything on that for you, Barry 








Q Do you know if the U.S. legal view -- isn't it 
three miles? 


6 I can‘t provide you with any additional 
information. 


Q Well, does the United States consider the seizure 
legal? 


6 I have nothing in any way that would characterize 
it in the fashion that you're suggesting or not, but I can take 


the question about mileage and try to get an answer for you. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Ed, you said that it has no relation to the Radio 
Marti broadcasts, but could you characterize the situation 
between the U.S. and Cuba now as more tense than before the 
Radio Marti? 


a No, I can't characterize that. I have displayed 
exemplary skill in avoiding invitations to characterize. Thank 
you very much (Laughter) Three cheers, please. (Laughter) 
But that's a good try. 


Q Is the United States talking to the Cubans now to 
try to get them to back down from the sanctions that they 
announced? Is there any negotiation going on right now? 

a I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Baldrige's meeting 
with Mr. Gorbachev vis-a-vis a summit? 


6 Well, 1 =~ not very much there on that particular 
subject. I think, to the degree that I had anything at all, 
Bern, I had it yesterday, and I have nothing, additionally, 
beyond that. 


C Did you get a reply to the letter that Mr. 
Baldrige -- that you said Mr. Baldrige handed Mr. Gorbachev? 


a Nothing for you, Ralph 


Q Do you have anything on the aviation talks that 
he alluded to in the press conference? 


a No I don't have anything on that 


Xa) 











Q Bernie, do you have tucked there some place or in 
your mind the Secretary's view of summitry? There's an article 
on the summit in The Times today that says “it's no secret in 
Washington” -— it's a secret to me, though -- “it's no secret 
in Washington that Secretary of State George Shultz has been 
less than enthusiastic about a get-together meeting that could 
produce unfounded expectations.” 


Is that an accurate representation of the Secretary's 
views of U.S.-Soviet summits? 


a Barry, what I will do, rather than try to punch 
it up word-for-word, is to get you what the Secretary has said 
most recently on his views about a summit or a meeting or any 
other get-together. 


Q Not whether -— a time -— you know, we've heard 
the time of -- I mean, his view of summitry. 


é No, no. That's what I'm talking about. 
Q Yeah. Okay. 
The time and place -- 
Q The philosophy of summitry. 
be Correct. 


Q Are you aware of any meeting today or possibly 
tomorrow with Dobrynin -- Ambassador Dobrynin? 


a I have nothing on that. 
Q Are you aware of any such meeting scheduled? 


a I have nothing on that. Now, let's try it a 
third time. 


Q Is he going to meet with him today? (Laughter) 
a Shall we dance? 


Q Since you were asked, or Ed was asked, this 
question on Monday -- 


a Since -- ? 


Q Since then -- 








a Since -- 


Q Since then —-— Since then has there been any U.S. 


a On what subject? I'm sorry. 


Q ~~ U.S.-Israel contact regarding the Israeli 
prisoner swap, and especially how this might affect the U.S.'s 
own -—- how this example, this exchange, might affect U.S. 
anti-terrorism policy? 


& Well, I may have, somewhere in the last day or so 
-- or somebody perhaps in the Press Office may have been -- 
response to the question you're asking. 


On the question of the Israeli debate, the internal 
debate within Israel on the question of the exchange, I have 
nothing on that. But in reply to your question about whether 
there might be any fallout, so to speak, on the Israeli action 
as it would touch on the American-stated policy. let me just 
say that as far as the United States is concerned, the U.S. 
policy remains unchanged. We do not give in to attempts by 
terrorist groups to obtain the release of their colleagues by 
capturing hostages. We are always willing, however, to talk 
directly or indirectly with those involved to obtain the 
release of Americans held hostage. 


~~ MORE -- 





Q Do you have any new information regarding the 
Palestinian participation in talks with the United States -- 


‘ Nothing. 
Q -—- within a framework of whatever? 
A I have nothing on that. Nothing -- 


Q What is the distinction, Bernie, between your 
willingness to “talk directly or indirectly to those involved" 
and not negotiating the release of the hostages? 


é I am not going to be able to fine tune that in 
any way, John, beyond what I have said. 


Q Are you saying, in effect, that we're not willing 
to pay a price in a negotiation for the release, but we're 
willing to discuss, or talk, to the -- 


6 The door on talks is one thing. And as I have 
noted, that the U.S. is willing to engage in those talks on an 
indirect or direct basis if there is an interlocutor to talk to. 
But insofar as your question as a price is concerned, the 
position of the U.S. is that they will not, the United States 
will not give in to attempts -- and I think you can pick up the 
language that I read to you before. 


Q Bernie, that answer gives rise to the sort of 
obvious question: You're willing to talk to those who are -- 
either those, or indirectly or directly to those who are 
holding Americans hostage. Have there been any talks with 
those, either directly or indirectly? 


A I think, in the past, as I will today, not get 
involved into any exchanges or any possibility of exchanges of 
any kind; and I'll do that now. 


Q Bernie, last week -- I don't know whether you or 
Ed read it -- you read a similar statement, but then you ended 
with the statement, “but so far nobody has come forth to talk 
to us." 


a So far as I know, that is probably still the case. 
Q All right. 


A I have nothing in any way that would change the 
language that Ed read you. 





Q Bernie, the other day, the Islamic Jihad released 
a Saudi diplomat, and they thanked -- the Saudi Government -- 
thanked the Syrian President 


a The Saudi Government thanked the Syrian 
Government? 


Q Yes. So when you said, “We don't have anybody to 
talk..." but apparently, the Syrian had leverage on the 
Islamic Jihad; they achieved the release of the Saudi 
diplomat. So are you talking to the Syrians or not? 


a As I said, I'm not going to get involved in 
anything in connection with any kinds of talks, or possible 
talks, and so forth. I think the other day there was a 
reference made that there was a welcoming of the release of the 
Saudi diplomat, and a call on those who are holding the others 
hostage to do the same thing and release those being held 
hostage. 


Q Do you realize that Syria had a role in any 
release? I mean, are you recognizing that or not? 


A I'm not getting involved in it. 
Q Bernie, we‘ve heard reports that the streets on y 
which the American and British Embassies are located in Cairo 
have been blocked off. Do you know anything about that? 
é On Cairo -- let me come back to that in a second. 
Q Bernie, do you have anything -- 
fe Yeah? 
-- on an Evans -- in the Evans and Novak column 
today a reference to the Secretary's signing off on some 
regulation that no political ambassador can serve more than 
two-and-a-half years? 
i Nothing on that, Bern. 
Let me just go back to this question here. 
Q Let me follow that up, with the next question? 


a Yes. 


Q Does the Secretary still stand behind the 
nomination of -- or I'm not even sure she's been nominated -- 


but Roxanne Ridgway, or Rozanne Ridgway? Rozanne. 








4 I have nothing that would in any way suggest that 
there's been any retreat. But, generally speaking, as you 
probably know, there are a variety of categories and news 
reports that I often choose not to comment on, in general, and 
that general subject will be one. But I know of nothing that 
would in any wey suggest any sort of retreat. 


Now, to come back to your question -- 


Q Bernie, before we leave this -- 
fe Yes? 
Q -- you say you'd have nothing on this regulation. 


Without reference to the Evans and Novak column, is there or is 
there now not a policy that political appointees to 
ambassadors' posts are limited to two-and-a-half years? 


a I have nothing on that, but let me take a look at 


that. 

Q Okay. 

A A reply to your question about Cairo: We have 
seen some reports -- and I really have nothing by way of any 
precise specifics -- and we are looking into the matter... But 


at this time, I have nothing more to offer. 


Q What are you looking into? And what reports have 
you seen? 


A That is exactly what -- essentially what he is 
alluding to. 


Q That the streets of the British and -- 


is There have been some blips and I'm making the 
most generalized observations at this time, and I have nothing 
beyond that -- that these reports, of whatever origin, are in 


fact being looked into. I might have something later, but at 
the moment, I do not. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the visit of the 
Dutch Foreign Minister? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Do you have anything on policy toward Cambodian 
refugees? 








a Yes, I do. The U.S. Government is not stopping 
the processing of Khmer refugees in Thailand. As we have 
stated, U.S. officials are expected to complete in early June 
the processing of Khmer refugees at Khao I Dang who had been 
recognized as refugees by the Royal Thai Government and had 
been so registered by the U.N. High Commissioner of Refugees. 


There is another group of about 4300 Khmer at Khao I 
Dang who, although not registered as refugees because they 
entered the camp without permission, were recorded in the 1984 
camp census and are considered by the Royal Thai Government as 
potentially eligible for processing. The U.S. and other 
resettlement countries will process this group when the Royal 
Thai Government gives its permission. 


We will also continue to review selected cases 
previously considered, and to consider new cases proposed to us 
by the U.N. High Commissioner of Refugees with the concurrence 
of the Royal Thai Government. 


1 do have some other elements that fall in under this 
general heading, and we could make those available later at the 
Press Office. 


Q Bernie, two Congressmen sent a letter to the 
Secretary last night, Congressman Solarz and the ranking 
Republican, urging a review of 15,000 Cambodians who had been 
rejected for admission to the U.S. 


Do you have anything on that? 


A I don't, but let me see if we can't get 
anything. I don't know anything by way of a reply, but let's 
take a look at that, Bern. 


Q When you say you're not stopping processing, I 
don't understand it. The second sentence says in June you're 
going to stop. 


A What they're saying here is that they are 
expecting to complete the process in June, in contrast to it 
being stopped. Then there is the question, then there is the 
specific question as to whether those who are -- the Khmers who 
are coming out along the border are being identified as 
refugees by the U.N. Commission and so observed by the Royal 
Thai, or whether they are Khmer who are expected to go back at 
some point into Cambodia. 


And 1 do have, as 1 say, some extended guidance on 
that that you could look at. 


—- MORE 
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Q Bernie? 
Yeah? 
Q This is also -- 


Q (Inaudible) on that specific question that you 
just raised? 


A Well, it's essentially what I have just stated 
informally to Bernie: that our most urgent concern is to 
assist the Royal Thai Government and the U.N. Border Relief 
Organization -— UNBRO -- to provide protection and assistance 
for these people. They are not regarded by the Royal Thai 
Government as refugees and have not been so registered by the 
UNHCR -- High Commissioner of Refugees. 


The Thai Government has said that it plans to relocate 
them to the border region inside Cambodia but not until it is 
completely safe for them to enter that region. 


Q Do you know, factually, who takes the first step 
on this? Is it the Thai Government or the U.N. people there, 
in terms of declaring them refugees? 


i] On the basis of what I suggested here, it would 
appear that the Thais are, but we can check that out for a more 
exact reply in the event that I'm off base. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


Q Bernie, now can I get my question in? 
3) Yeah. 
Q Mine also regards Congressional letters: 


Congressman Weiss and ten others wrote to the President about 
the New Zealand ship situation, urging a resumption of joint 
exercises. A Presidential aide wrote back and said that these 
exercises will be reviewed. 


First of all, is there a review under way? And, 
secondly -- 


a Review of what, Connie? 


Q Of whether the U.S. will resume exercises with 
New Zealand. That's my first question. 


a Let me answer that. I have nothing on that. 
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Your second question? 


Q All right. Well. perhaps you could take this 
one. then. I understand that the US. policy is to review 
these specific military exercises on a case-by-case basis. Do 
you foresee any case in which there would be exercises held if 
New Zealand does not change its port policy? 


a I don't have anything on that. Let's see if we 
can't take a look at that 


Q Especially that second part if you would, please, 
and also the first part: Is there a review going on? 


Q Can I follow on that for just a second? Do you 
have anything on Lange's announcement that he will not 
participate in meetings with the Secretary or with Australia in 
connection with the ASEAN Conference? 


i The question of whether or not Prime Minister 
Lange will attend the Conference -- that is to say, in Kuala 
Lumpur, the upcoming ASLAN Meeting in July -- obviously is a 
call that New Zealand will have to make, not the United States. 


We continue to be ready to talk with the Government of 
New Zealand, particularly with regard to restoration of port 
access for all U.S. ships in accordance with the “neither 
confirm nor deny” policy 


Q Has an invitation been extended to the Prime 
Minister to meet with Secretary Shultz during that visit, or 
vice versa’? 

a Well, as 1 read the story, 1 think there was an 
indication that he was not going to go -- Mr. Lange. And so I 
know of no invitations. 


Q Is the U.S. sharing any intelligence information 
with New Zealand, or aren't you allowed to talk about that? 


i] Thank you. (Laughter) 


Q Okay. Can I try one more? Anything new on the 
Chinese ship visit? 


a Nothing. 


Q Can I go back to the Cambodians again? A State 
Department official said yesterday that the Secretary was 
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reviewing the situation Do you have anything further on 
that? I mean, the question really is. whether the Cambodians 
who have been -- now, we're talking about almost 20,000 people 
who have been turned cown for eligibility to the US because 
of alleged links to the Khmer Rouge and others -- should get a 
second hearing. 


Is there anything in the works on that? 


Aa I don't know about that part of it, Bern But in 
answer to your first question ebout the Secretary's 
involvement, let me just say that the Secretary's personal 
concern about our refugee programs is well known and was stated 
in his testimony before the Congress. most recently in his 
address in the State Department on the tenth anniversary of the 
U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam 


U.S. policies on this subject are, of course, carried 
out with his knowledge and approval. and are under regular 
review 


Q Bernie, just let me try again on that spy case 
Any diplomatic involvement in that connection at this point? 


a You tried and 1 have nothing. 


Q Okay. Anything on -- do you have any comment on 
the escalating fighting in Lebanon -- the bombing today -.- 
anything of that sort? 


6 Well, there has always been, from this lectern, 
as you know, expressions of regret deploring of the violence 
that has taken place. And what I will say today will echo very 
strongly what, in fact, has been said before: that the United 
States deplores the violence in Lebanon that has resulted in 
death and injury of innocent people of all communities. 


And as the U.S. has noted on many occasions, the U.S. 
beiieves that an end of the suffering of the Lebanese people 
can only come about when they unite behind a common government 
and are committed to resolving their differences by political 
means. The central responsibility for ending the Lebanese 
tragedy res s with Lebanon's leaders and its various militias 
to act in this direction. 


We have continually urged all parties to support the 
central Lebanese government as the only means of restoring 
lasting peace, tranquility, and stability to this country. The 
United States continues to back the efforts of the central 
government to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese territory. 








Is Sebassedor Sertholomew still on post there? 


So fer as 1 tnow, he's there 
Q Copy. please? 
a 


Copy of that. yes Let me try to help you on 
that. 


Q Bernie, what about the attacks inst the 
Palestinian refugee camps -- Sabra and Shatilae 


a Well. 1 think we have addressed that question in 
the past. expressing essentially what I have just said a moment 
ago. deploring the violence and calling for a restoration of 
order and an end to violence 

Q Do we expect the Gemayel presidency and the 
Kearemi caretaker government to last much longer? Do we have 
any indications that it's about to be replaced? 

a Will not engage in forecasting 

Q Thank you 


Q Bernie, in your policy toward Lebanon, do you 
support an independent Lebanese government? 


6 Central Lebanese government, obviously. 


Q I know, but would you prefer it be independent of 
other countries? I don't hear your answer. 


fe You don't want me -—- you want me to say 
"independent"? 

Q No, do you support an independent Lebanese 
government? 

i Yes. Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 22, 1985 


CUBA: Seizure of U.S. Citizens and Their So0at 





Q. Does the United States recognize Cuba‘’s 1l2?-mile limit? 


A. The United States considers that the customary international 
law relating to navigational matters is generally reflected in 
the 1962 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. On 
March 10, 1983, President Reagan declared that, although the 
U.S. would not sign that Convention, the U.S. would respect the 
rights of other countries in the waters off their coasts, as 
reflected in the Convention, so long as those countries 
respected the rights and freedoms of other states in those 
waters. The Convention recognizes the right of a coastal state 
to claim a territorial sea of up to 12 nautical miles in 


breadth. 


Q. Isn't the U.S. legal view three miles? 


A. The United States itself only claims a three-nautical-mile 


territorral sea. 
$ 


Q. Does the U.S. consider the seizure legal? 


A. I have already stated our general legal position. We will 


be in a better position to assess the facts of this case after 


we have had an opportunity to talk to the persons on board. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 22, 1985 


THAILAND: Letter Urgi Review of Cambodians’ Cases 








Q Two Congressmen sent a letter to the Secretary last night, 
Congressman Solarz and the ranking Republican, urging a 
review of 15,000 Cambodians who had been rejected for 
admission to the U.S. Do you have anything on that? 


A We understand that this letter was sent to the President, 


not to the Secretary. Since we have not seen the contents, 


we are not in a position to comment at this time. 





>OSTED: 5/23/#s 
TAKEN QUESTIONS 


Questions Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 22, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: U.S. REVIEWING DEFENSE COOPERATION? 





Congressman Weiss and ten other Congressmen wrote the 
President urging reconsideration of US cutbacks in defense 
cooperation with New Zealand. The White House reply 
indicated this recommendation would be reviewed. Will the US 
resume exercises with New Zealand? Do you foresee any case 
in which there would be exercises held if New Zealand does 
not change its port policy? 

-- There has been no change in US policy. The White 
House reply was an interim response indicating that the 
Congressmen's questions would be answered fully. The US has 
made a policy decision to curtail certain military/security 
cooperation with New Zealand pending restoration of port 
access in accordance with our “neither confirm nor deny* 
(NCND) policy, a key element of our global deterrent 
posture. This decision was made with ‘deep regret in response 
to New Zealand's port ban, which changes the operational 
nature of its participation in the ANZUS alliance. Alliances 
depend, to function effectively, on reciprocal obligation and 


burden sharing in meeting common defense needs. 


-- Thus, the decision is up to New Zealand whether it 
will restore full access to its ports for US naval vessels in 
accordance, with our NCND policy and thereby resume full 


participation with US forces in the ANZUS alliance. 


-- The U.S. would, of course, welcome such a development 
and on its part remains willing to talk with New Zealand 


toward restoring reciprocal cooperation under such 


circumstances. 
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THURSDAY, MAY 23, 1985, 12:37 P. Mm. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE WOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. I have a couple 
of announcements. 


As you may know, the copies of the Secretary's speech 
made earlier this morning are available in the Press Office. I 
understand there was a bit of a snafu on a live transmission, 
and I've been told that there will be a replay here at 1:30, 
assuming we're through by then, on the Secretary's speech and 
the Q4A that took place at that time. As you know, the title 
of that speech, the topic, was: “Restoring Bi-partisanship in 
Foreign affairs.” 


A reminder: The Secretary will address the National 
Association of Manufacturers tomorrow, 12:00 noon, ON THE 
RECORD, Q4A. Topic: “Economic Development." The place is the 
J.W. Marriott Hotel's Grand Ballroom. and if the wires work, 
and so forth, that will be piped in at 3:30 in this room, ON 
THE RECORD, followed by Q&As. 


Q But there will be a briefing, too? 
6 Yes. There will be a briefing as well. 


Q It's going to be -- he's going to speak at noon, 
but. what, is it going to be a delayed -- 


i Apparently it's going to be delayed as well, so 
that the delay tomorrow will be shorter than the delay today, 
which I suppose is a form of progress. 

Q Will there be advance texts? 


6 What? 


Q Will there be advance texts? 





= I'll do my best to check that and let you know. 
I would imagine yes, but let me check that. 


Okay? 
Q Okay. 
i Excuse me. 


Q Can I ask you a technical question about his 
remarks today in the speech, or in the Q&A, I should say? The 
Secretary spoke of wanting to “censor,” he said, these people 
that he thinks are conducting foreign policy without a license. 


Did he mean “censor" or “censure,” or do you know what 
he meant? 


A I cannot amplify on that, but let me see if I can 
help you on that. What -- how did you hear the word? "Censor" 
or “censure"? 


Q "-sored" tHe said they ought to be "censored." 
A -s-o-r-e-d. 
Q Yeah. 


f Well, is that not adequately self-defining? 


Q Well, I guess that means “muzzied," and they 
shouldn't be allowed to speak, and "censured" means -- would be 
more in line with the thrust of his speech, which means they 
ought to be in some way restricted from doing such things. 


A All right. Let's see if it's possible to get 
some sort of working definition of what was intended. But I 
can't promise you anything on that. You may have to stay with 
the word. 


Jim? 


Q Do you have anything on a report in the Hearst 
papers today to the effect that the United States is prepared 
to take military action against Iran directly in case any of 
the U.S. hostages are harmed in Iran? 


A We have no comment on any alleged contingency 
plans, but, as you know, our policy regarding state-supported 
Lerrorism ic well known. 














We will responce «itn whatever actions we deem most 
appropriate against those responsible for terrorist attacks. 
Terrorism is a threat to civilized relations among states, and 
all of us share a responsibility for containing this danger. 


Q So, can I infer that if it is concluded without 
any ambiguity that Iran is directly involved in terrorism, that 
the United States would then hit at Ira? 


A Jim, the inferences are those that you are 
making. I cannot in any way contribute anything beyond what I 
have just read you and in any way help you by definition or 
inferences or implications. 


Q Follow-up to one aspect of that, Bernie, tlat you 
didn't address. On the same story, is there any knowledge of a 
U.S. hostage being held in Iran? Any of the ones in Lebanon 
having been transferred to Iran? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Bill. 

Q Follow that up: Have there been any reports 
received that one of the five hostages may have been moved to 
Iran? 

5 Nothing on that, John. 

Q Bern.e, when you said that you will react to any 
terrorist attack, does that include reaction against terrorist 
countries on the terrorist list? 


A I think Jim tried the same question in a 
different way. 


Q I'm not mentioning any country. 

A I -- as I -- well, then, let's work with my 
earlier reply, that I can give you nothing beyond what has been 
carefully crafted here. 


Q So why you have the terrorist list then? 


fi You can study this, and you can ask a variety of 
questions. I can be of no help on that. 


Q Bernie, what have you got on a report from the 
Egyptian Government today about a Libyan-Syrian connected plot 
to blow up what appears to be the American Embassy? 











a At this point, Bern, I have very, very little. 
Obviously, we have seen the announcement by the Egyptian 
Government. I don't have any details that I can share with 
you, and you may have to go to the Egyptian address. 


We maintain close cooperation with the Egyptian 
Government in the effort to combat terrorism. We share a 
strong interest in combatting terrorism, and we have, of 
course, as usual taken all appropriate security precautions. 


Q Bernie, your comment that the United States would 
respond with whatever actions are appropriate, has that been 
communicated recently to the Government of Iran? 


A I have nothing for you on that, John. 


Q Anything on the talks in Moscow on the grain? 
a I don't know to what degree we got involved in 
that yesterday, but what I have here is simply a -- not so much 


a situation report, but some generalized comments on that. 
These, as you know, are the bi-annual grain consultations 
provided for under the long-term agreement on grain sales to 
the Soviet Union 


Under the terms of the current agreement, the Soviet 
Union agrees to buy a minimum of nine million metric tons of 
grain per year, and it may buy up to 12 million without further 
consultations. 


For this agreement year, the Soviets were offered an 
additional ten million. This made a total of 22 million metric 
tons available, of which they have purchased thus far 18.6 
wiillion. 


Now, these consultations alternate between Washington 
and Moscow. The last talks occurred in November '84 in 
Washington, this session scheduled for yesterday and today in 
Moscow. At these consultations both sides exchange information 
and discuss issues of mutual interest. 


And it is my understanding that the agreement that I'm 
alluding to is a five-year agreement that was signed in 1983, 
expires in '88. For a more specific definition of the calendar 
insofar as my reference to this agreement year is concerned, 
that would place it between October lst to September 30th. 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement on the -- 
with the numbers of tons, and things of that sort? 











A I beg your pardon? 

Q Can we have a copy -- 

s Yeah. 

Q -— of the statement that contains the number of 


tons, and all of that? 


A If anybody needs additional information, for 
example, Jim Elliott on the Soviet economic desk might be able 
tc lend you a hand. The extension for Jim is 9370 or 6442. 


Q Bernie, anything on a Sam Lewis interview that 
appeared in Israel apparently last night, stating that Sharon 
talked to U.S. officials, including Lewis, before the Israeli 
invasion of Lebanon, in which he disclosed his intentions to go 
all the way to Beirut? , 


A All 1 have on that is that it was, obviously, a 
diplomatic discussion, and, as such, I have nothing to say 
about it. 


Bernie, do you have anything on the situation in 
Afghanistan? There are reports of a massatre -- young and old. 


f 1 have nothing on that, Spencer. 
Q (Inaudible) 
if Excuse me. 


Do you have anything on the visit of the Prime 
Minister of India to Moscow? 


‘ Under what heeding? 

Q Visit of Rajiv Gandhi to the Soviet Union. 

fe Yeah. Well -- but in what context? 

Q There have been some reports in the press that 
somehow it is difficult for India to be friendly with both the 
Soviet Union and the United States. Do you see any problem 
there? 

f No, I don't. But I don't have anything by way of 
a general observation about the Indian Prime Minister's visit 
to Moscow. 


Q Can I follow that, please? 


is Yeah. 

















Q Do you have any comment specifically on the 
reported allegations he made about U.S. involvement in 
supporting the Sikhs in the Punjab? 


4 Yes, I do. These reported allegations are 
untrue. The United States has consistently and strongly 
supported the unity and territorial integrity of India. We 
remain resolutely opposed to the efforts of a small minority of 
Sikhs to create an independent state of Khalistan. 


Some two weeks ago, the FBI, as you know, arrested a 
group of Sikhs in this country who allegedly were planning 
terrorist activity directed against the Indian Government. In 
this case, as in others, the United States is resolved to deal 
firmly with terrorist activities, and our actions speak for 
themselves. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 


4 Yes, you can. 
Q Bernie, anything on -- 
= I'm sorry? 


Q Anything on the South Korean occupation of the 
USIS post? 


fa Yes, 1 do. On the evening of May 22, Washington 
time, about 70 students occupied the USIS library in downtown 
Seoul. Embassy officer are talking with the students. There 
has been no violence or taking of hostages. Korean police have 
surrounded the building, but have, in consultation with us, 
taken no action against the students. 


The students’ chief issue appears to be related to the 
1980 Kwangju incident and the students' perception of our 
relationship with President Chun's administration. 


I have no further details except that the situation 
remains calm, and talks involving the Embassy, Korean 
Government officials, and the students continue. 


Q Bernie, do you have any reaction to the students' 
charges about U.S. links or (inaudible)? 


a What I have, Juan, is what I have read here, and 
nothing beyond that. 








Let me go back here. 
Q Yes. 
7 Or do you want to say on the same -- I'm sorry. 


Q The United States Government has a plan to ask 
intervention by Korean authorities, police? 


A No. As I just told you, the situation is calm, 
and talks are continuing, and I have nothing that would lead me 
in that direction at all. 


Q Do you have anything about a travel advisory for 
South Africa? 


A A travel advisory to South Africa? I do not. 

Q Anything on Lebanon -- today? 

A Well, under what heading? 

Q Car bombs, Sabra and Shatila, fighting -- 

a Nothing beyond what we had yesterday. 

Q Do you have anything on the South Africans' 
announcement that they have intelligence-gathering troops in 
Angola and the report from Angola that two South African 
soldiers were killed and one was captured within the last day 
or two? 


is You're talking about the South Africans -- 


Q The Chief of the South African military announced 
or admitted, I believe yesterday -- 


A -- that they have some small intelligence- 
gathering teams? 


Q -~ intelligence-gathering, despite their 
announcement or their claim in April that they had pulled all 
their troops out of Angola. 


fa Out of Angola. The U.S. diplomacy in southern 
Africa has been aimed at stopping violence, obtaining the 
removal of foreign forces, and securing the respect for 
national sovereignty and the inviolability of international 
borders. 

















It is clear that the presence of South African 
intelligence-gathering teams inside Angola runs contrary to 
those goals, and the United States deplores such actions. 


Q Could we get a copy of that, please? 
4 Yes, I'll try to help you on that. 
Q Thank you very much. 


Q Bernie, is there a review of U.S. policy on 
Cambodian refugees underway or about to be taken? 


4 Well, I do have something here on Cambodian 
refugees. It's a rather extensive guidance. I'll read some of 
it, and then perhaps you can pick up the additional 
information, if that's all right, at the Press Office. 


First, the United States is not washing its hands of 
the problem of the Khmer refugees in Thailand. On the 
contrary, we are continuing to process Khmer refugees. We are 
discussing the problem with United Nations officials and 
cthers. It will be on the agenda when the Thai Foreign 
Minister meets Secretary Shultz tomorrow. 


Representatives Solarz and Leach have drawn attention 
to the refugees at Khao I Dang Camp in Thailand, numbering 
16,000-17,000 or so, who have already been through processing 
for the U.S. program and have been found ineligible. We have e 
program to review a number of these cases, and stand prepared 
to reverse any determination that proves on review to have been 
incorrect. 


Now, beyond that I have perhaps another page of 
Guidance that deals with specifics, and I'll make it available 
later at the end of the briefing in the Press Office. 


Q The review, as I understand it, is of individual 
cases rather than of the policy. 


A As I say, it was a number of these cases. 
Q Can we get a copy of that, Bernie? 
A Well, you'll be able to pick that up in the Press 


Office with the additional guidance for those who are 
interested. 


Ralph. 








Jim. Sorry. 


Q A Thai official in FBIS is quoted as saying he 
can't believe the United States would have a policy like this 
because it is committed to help on all refugees, including the 
230,000 that have come in in the past six months. 


Anything on that? 


a No, I don't have anything on that, specifically; 
but as I say, the subject is dealt with in several pages of 
Guidance which you can have at the end of the briefing. 


Q Bernie, I've got to give this a try without much 
prospect: Shultz, in his speech this morning, referred to 
Members of Congress -- in that terminology -- and he 
specifically ticked off those who traveled to Nicaragua and 
those who have written “Dear Commandante" letters. 


You wouldn't care to specify, by name, which Members 
of Congress he's referring to, would you? 


A Your perspicacity outsprints your articulateness. 
(Laughter) 

Q 1 have to look that up! 

Q Bernie, on another issue -- 

a On another issue. Go ahead. 


Q In March, Ed Fulmer, the President of the 
Heritage Foundation, visited East Berlin and interviewed 
Rozanne Ridqway, asking her whether she believed in arms 
control. Since his return, the Heritage Foundation has been 
campaigning rather vigorously against her nomination. 


I understand she hasn't been nominated yet for the 
post, but I'm curious what the Administration thinks of private 
organizations such as this one, or any other, applying a kind 
of loyalty test to perspective nominations that the Secretary 
may or may not want to make. 


A I don't have anything by way of a direct reply to 
your question about loyalty tests in sort of a pre-screening. 
But let me see if on that question, as you're phrasing it, 
something might not be forthcoming later. I will take a look 
at it and see. 


Q All right. Thanks. 
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Q Is there any comment on Senator Lugar's apparent 
switch on the subject of sanctions yesterday (inaudible) 
sanctions? 


rs Well, let me start by saying that here, we're not 
in a position to speculate on what the Senator's intentions 
might be. Apparently, nobody has yet seen the full text of his 
comments. However, the bill he has already introduced contains 
measures that would have an immediate economic impact on South 
Africa, notably imposing penalties on U.S. firms that do not 
adhere to a fair employment code. 


It remains our strong belief that punitive measures 
are the wrong wey to bring about the change in apartheid that 
we all want to see and that is indeed underway. The Senator's 
bill contains many positive ideas that are designed to 
encourage an increased U.S. role in South Africa by providing 
more assistance to blacks to help them in their efforts to end 


apartheid. 


In that regard, there is much that we can support in 
the Senator's bill, and we look forward to working with him. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:57 P.M.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 23, 1985 


DEPARTMENT: Duration of Ambassadorial Tours 








Q Is there or is there now not a policy that political 
appointees to ambassadors’ posts are limited to two-and-a-half 
years? 

A There is a general three-year timeframe for both career 


and non-career ambassadors’ tours of duty. Both the White 
House and the State Department believe that the three-year 
rule is a useful tool in both management and foreign policy 
terms. Such a policy allows the President the necessary 
flexibility in the foreign policy field to make and change 
career and non-career ambassadorial assignments as the 
Situation requires. Of course, it is the President's wishes 
and decision on the nomination and tenure of ambassadors, 


who are his personal representatives. 


Q When was this policy initiated? 


Approximately one year ago for career personnel and severa) 


months ago for non-career. 
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FRIDAY, MAY 24, 1985, 12:36 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. A few announcements. 
The Secretary's address today before the National Association 
of Manufacturers will be piped into the Briefing Room at 3:30 
p.m. The topic of the address is “Economic Development." The 
Press Office will not have advance copies of the speech. 


Q How about copies afterwards? 


fi It's a matter of negotiation We'll see if you 
can get them. 


An announcement on King Hussein's visit: 


King Hussein of Jordan will be here for a working 
visit May 29. There will be a pre-bricf for the press at 11:00 
a.m. on Tuesday, May 28, in the White House Briefing Room 


This is @ message of sympathy. The Department of 
State is shocked by yesterday's unfortunate tragedy which has 
struck one of its outstanding employees, Marvin C. Hardebeck 
and his family. All of his co-workers and colleagues in the 
Department and in the Foreign Service share in his sorrow. The 
loss of nearly all family members is a tragedy (for) which mere 
words can offer small solace. The Secretary joins with al} 
members of the Department in extending deepest sympathy on this 
tragic occasion. 


Q What happened? 


A Well, on Thursday, May 23, at approximately 11:00 
a.m. the Department was notified by a neighbor of the Hardebeck 
family that there had been a tragic incident at the Hardebeck 
residence. Since Marvin Hardebeck was on temporary duty at the 
American Embassy in Grenada, the Department sent an immediate 
emergency telegram advising him that a personal tragedy had 
occurred. At 2:05 p.m., Mr. Hardebeck was advised that his 
wife and three children had died. The Embassy chartered a 

















private aircraft to fly Mr. Hardebeck to bridgetown where he 
made connections with a commercial flight to New York and 
onward to Washington. Mr. Hardebeck departed Grenada at 3:00 
p.m. He arrived in Washington 11:40 p.m. and was met by a 
close personal friend and neighbor. That's basically all I 
have. It has been a subject on the television and news with 
some of the details. 


Q Ed, in some publications as well. 


‘ I'm sorry; I'm sorry. I'ma press officer. A 
point well taken. 


Q Ed, do you have anything to explain or to add to 
what Ambassador Lewis has said in an Israeli television 
interview about the U.S. foreknowledge of the Israeli invasion 
of Lebanon? 


‘ Well, Jim, I have something very brief to say, 
but I think definitive. 


As we said yesterday, without going into the details 
of diplomatic exchanges, we can confirm that Ambassarcor Lewis 
has described the United States’ position on this matter with 
complete accuracy. We strongly object to any suggestions to 
the contrary. 


Q Is that last sentence in reference to Minister 
Sharon? 

A You can drawn your conclusions from that, Jim. 

Q t= 


fs) I will repeat that We strongly object to any 
suggestions to the contrary. 


Ralph? 


Q If that's the case and the Ambassador's account 
is accurate completely, that suggests that the U.S. Government 
in Washington was fully aware of the Israeli plans to invade 
Lebanon and go all the way to Beirut six months before the 
invasion began and perhaps before the Israeli Cabinet was aware 
of the Defense Minister's plans. Did the U.S. take any steps 
to alert the Israeli Government to a U.S. view on that plan? 
What steps were taken? What did the U.S. do? Did the U.S. 
give the long-spoken-of green light or caution light, or any 
kind of a nod to that plan after hearing about it six months 
before it took place? 








2) Let me address one fundamental aspect of your 
question, Ralph Il think we ali have to remember that Mr. 
Sharon at the time was the Minister of Defense of the Israeli 
Government -- to wit, we were talking with the Israeli 
Government in the person of its Minister of Defense. 


So that is basically our response to you. in terms of, 
you know, “did the U.S. Government tell the Israeli 
Government." I don't want to be drawn out further into our 
exchanges. 


But let me make a second point. 
Q So, wait a minute -- 


A So let me make a second point; let me make a 
second point As you well know, Ambassador Phil Habib was the 
President's emissary to the Middle East and expressed the 
United States Government's views fully to the Government of 
Israel, and we continued to do so. And I'll have to leave it 
at that, without getting drawn into any further details of our 
diplomatic exchanges 


Q Let me just ask, though -- your statement saying 
that you assumed that -- Sharon, after all, was the Defense 
Minister so you were talking to the government. Does that mean 
that you expressed the views that you said you expressed 
through Phil Habib only through Sharon? 


a Let me reicerate -- 
Q You took no other steps’ 
A Let me reiterate the second statement I made, 


which is that Ambassador Habib was the President's special 
emissary to the Middle East, as: you well know, during that 
period. And he expressed the United States Government's views 
fully to the Government of Israel -- to the Government of 
Israel -- and we continued to do so. 


Q What about Alexander Haig? What sort of -- 


i) Now, the Government of Israel is what I'm turning 
your attention to 


Q All right. So that's more than the man that you 
said represented the Government of Israel a moment ago? 


A Well, I was making a point to your first question 





Q Okay. 

A -—— that I think we tend to forget that at that 
time Mr. Sharon was the Israeli Minister of Defense. 

Q For the record, what were those views? 

4 I'm not going to be drawn into the specifics of 


contacts. 
Q You won't say that we objected to the plan? 
A I'm not going to get drawn into that. 
John? 


Q At the time, Administration spokesmen were saying 
that we repeatedly warned the Israelis against (a) an invasion 
of Lebanon and (b) going as far as Beirut. I mean, there were 
repeated statements to that effect from the White House and 
from that podium. 


Do you know at what level those -- beyond Habib and 
Sam Lewis, whether the President himself, or the Secretary of 
State at the time, ever made such a warning, or issued such a 
warning? 


ms John, on that I have nothing for you. 


Q Can you take that question? 

© I can look in and see -- 

Q There's a lot of confusion -- 

f -- see if I can get something for you on it. 
Q -- revolving around Haig's role at the time. 
Q Also, Ed, there's a report on Haig that -- 
Q On that subject -- 


A One second, Jim. I'll get to you. 








Q What you have said, that Ambassador Lewis' 
account is completely accurate, would then appear to fly in the 
face of the version of the events given by Secretary of State 
Haig who said: (1) that we had no real inkling of an invasion 
until May 1982, during the Sharon visit; and (2) that even 
after the invasion started it was the understanding of this 
government that it would end at a 25-mile mark. 


A I can't be drawn into commenting on these 
conclusions that you're drawing, Jim. I simply have to stay 
with the remarks I made. 


Ralph? 


Q Those aren't conclusions. The record is 
obviously clear as to what this Department said at the time, 
both after the invasion -— I mean, after the invasion 
especially, about its knowledge, its foreknowledge and its 
understanding of what the Israeli Government plans were. We're 
free, then, to contrast the statements made at the time and the 
statements being made today, that you were aware six months 
before the events of the plan to go all the way to Beirut? 


i I can only confirm that our Ambassador to Tel 
Aviv has described the U.S. position on this matter with 
complete accuracy. You'll have to draw your own inferences. 


Q Okay. There's a report today that President 
Reagan -- a report in Israel] -- that President Reagan sent a 
message to Prime Minister Begin immediately following that 
December '81 meeting that we're all talking about. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Can you comment on that report at all? 

A No, Ralph. I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Ed, do you have anything on this supposed Russian 
diplomat whose been kicked out as a result of the whole navy 
spy case? 


fs No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q You can't confirm or -- 
fa I cannot make any comment on that, no. 
Q Ed, any new things -- any comment you'd like to 


venture on what's happened in Beirut today? 1 mean, the 
continuation of the fighting between Amal and the Palestinian 
camps? 








a The United States deplores the violence in 
Lebanon that has resulted in death and injury of innocent 
people of all communities. 


We would welcome a lasting cease-fire that would bring 
an end to this tragic violence. 


As we said aon Wednesday, we believe that an end of the 
suffering of the Lebanese people can only come about when they 
unite behind a common government and are committed to resolving 
their differences by political means. The central 
responsibility for ending the Lebanese tragedy rests with 
Lebanon's leaders. 


We have continually urged all parties to support the 
Central Lebanese Government as the only means of restoring 
lasting peace, tranquility and stability to this troubled 
country. 


The United States continues to back the efforts of the 
Central Government to restore sovereignty over all Lebanese 
territory. 

Q Does that apply to the Palestinians as well? 


A I can't hear you. 


Q Does your call apply to the Palestinians as well, 
to support the Central Government of Lebanon? 


A This is a call to all parties. 

Q They are one of the parties, are they not? 
A This is a call to all parties. 

Q I see. 


Q Can we understand that you support that the 
Lebanese Army should protect the Palestinian camps? 


A Well, I won't be drawn into specifics of who is 
to protect whom, but certainly when we stress our support for 
the Central Government, that also obviously involves the 
important role of the Lebanese Armed Forces. 


Q Ed, is there any update on the almost attack on 
the U.S. Embassy in Cairo, and whether or not there's any 
consideration of cutting back personnel in Cairo -— American 


diplomatic personnel? 


~-MORE- 








q Well, on -- 


Q We didn't finish with the question, Ed. I mean -- 
On the same subject? 

Q Yeah. On the same subject. 

f Of the Cairo? 


Q No, no. Not on the Cairo. On Lebanon. 
) All right. 


Q I mean, besides issuing these statements, -- last 
Wednesday's statement and to the reiteration of it today, does 
the U.S. feel, as a superpower, it lost whatever leverage it 
did have in Lebanon to bring an end to this suffering, to the 
cycle of violence which you call it? 


A Well, I don't think I'll be drawn into commenting 
on that, but certainly the American role in Lebanon in the 
person of our Ambassador and our Embassy remains an active 
one. So I won't go beyond that in terms of your reference to 
alleged loss of leverage. 


Q Ed, yeah, on the Embassy in Cairo and the aborted 
attack or -- any update, any consideration to cut back on 
personnel, and is there any concern about Colonel Qadhafi's 
globetrotting or certainly around the Middle East these days -- 
different capitals, and the last one being, I think, Baghdad? 


A I have nothing on Qadhafi. On the Embassy, the 
foiled bomb plot in Cairo, really nothing more to offer you. 
We continually review the security situation and have taken all 
appropriate measures in terms of the American Embassy there. 
But, beyond that, I have nothing to say. 


Q So there's no consideration of cutting back on 
diplomatic personnel in Cairo? 


iz) I have nothing on that. No. 
Q Can you take that? 


fs There's nothing on that. I would steer you away 
from that. 


b 











Q Okay. 


Q Ed, in South Korea, has our position changed, or 
is it changing in terms of the means of negotiating with those 
students? 


6 In South Korea? Well, the latest information we 
have is that the situation remains calm. The Embassy officers 
continue talking with the students today. The discussion 
proceeded in a more relaxed atmosphere than yesterday, but the 
students have not agreed to leave the building. 


The students have agreed to resume the discussion with 
the Embassy officials on the morning of May 25, which is about 


7:00 p.m. today our time in Washington, and we continue to hope 
for a peaceful resolution of the incident soon. 


Q Can you confirm the details of this letter 
supposedly written by Ambassador Walker to the students? 


A No, I can't. 
Q Can you confirm that there was a letter? 
i) I could look into it. 


Q Do you see the takeover by the students as a sign 
of growing anti-American feelings among South Korean students’ 


a I have no comment to offer on that. 


Q Ed, what do you have, if anything, on a gentleman 
by the name of Thomas Greenley who was turned over to the 
Embassy officials in Guatemala? 


i) I thought I had something on -- Thomas Greenley. 
Let me look into it. I thought I had something -- 


Q Detained -- he was detained on May the 18th by a 
Guatemalan army unit. 


A Uh-huh. I thought I had something on that, but 
let me check into that. 


Q Ed, do you have anything fur.ner about Secretary 
Shultz's views about Congressmen who write letters or take 
trips to Central America and interfering with the policy? Has 
he given it any more thought? 











‘ Don, the Secretary's remarks really speak for 
themselves. I'm not going to elaborate -- (laughter) -- I'm 
not going to elaborate on that any further -- 

Q Does he feel it was -- 

a -- from the podium. 

Q Does he feel it was a mistake to have said what 


he said yesterday morning in his speech? 


“ Let me refer you to the Secretary's speech in 
which he made the remarks and then to the transcript following, 
in which he spoke to the press. He responded to some questions 
to the press. I think he put his position in exactly the right 
perspective and balance. 


Q You know -- 

‘ The issue is fundamentally a constitutional one -- 
Q You know that -- 

Aa - in terms of the perogatives of the Executive 


Branch and the Legislative Branch in the foreign policy field. 


Q You know that the Speaker -- Speaker O'Neill has 
just released a text of a letter that he was sent several 
months ago by the Secretary, in which the Secretary was very 
enthusiastic about members of Congress taking trips to Central 
America because it broadened their experience and it gave them 
areal idea. 


Do you see any inconsistency between that view and the 
view that the Secretary expressed yesterday in his speech? 


is) No. 1 don't see an inconsistency because the 
Secretary was talking about and reiterated the utility of 
Congressmen and Senators visiting various countries in which we 
have, obviously, very important foreign policy, national 
security interests. 


But the point he was making was on negotiating. 
There's a difference between visiting and negotiating with 
foreign governments. That's where the question of the 
Executive/Legislative Branch authority and the separation of 
powers comes in. 


t 
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Q Ed, about Sudan, do you have anything on the 
former Sudanese Vice President, that he will be tried for 
treason for his involvement in the airlift of the Falasha and 
cooperation with the Americans since he was your ex-ally? 


4 I have nothing on that. 


Q You mean you will let -- do you have any 
presentation to the Sudanese Government about that? 

4 I have nothing on that. I have no comment on 
that. 

Q You haven't communicated with them about that? 

a I have no comment on that. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on Rozanne Ridgway today 
-- the question I asked yesterday about what the Secretary 
feels -- 


f Well, specifically what? On the -- 


Q Well, whether the Secretary feels that the 
Heritage Foundation and other groups ought to he imposing their 
own loyalty tests on prospective nominees for senior State 
Department positions? 


is} Well, in terms of the Department's reaction to 
private organizations applying such loyalty tests to 
prospective nominations, it's inappropriate for the Department 
to comment on the initiatives of private organizations. 


But let me state that the Department follows the 
constitutional process by which the President proposes 


nominees, and the Senate confirms --— period. 

Q Can I get back to his speech for a second? 

A Yes. 

Q Does the Secretary have, or do you -- since he's 
not here -- have any amplification of his reference to the use 


of combat troops? Is he telling us that that's a real 
possibility in Central America? 


A I'm not going to amplify on that. No. 


Q Do you know what the status is -- just to go back 
to this Ridgway nomination, does the Secretary still intend to 
make the nomination or to recommend to the White House that -- 
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o John, I'm going to have to refer you to the White 
House on that. I really can't comment on a nomination. 


Q Do you have any comments on the reports of South 
African troops in Angola? 


i Yes. While the details of exactly what happened 
are still not clear, the South African Government has admitted 
that they have small intelligence-gathering teams operatina 
deep inside Angola and that they have lost contact with one 
such team. 


We are in contact wit: Gulf Oil and other concerned 
parties and will have further cc’ ment when the full facts of 
the incident are clear. 


The United States Government is deeply concerned about 
the safety of U.S. citizens and property overseas. We would 
therefore view most seriously any effort from any source which 
would have the effect of placing in danger, in this case, Gulf 
Oil employees or property in Cabinda. 


Q How does this affect U.S. policy, if at all, in 
terms of Mr. Crocker's efforts? 


A Well, you're referring to the Lusaka Accord, and 
the Lusaka Accord, to which the United States is a party, 
provided for the disengagement of South African and Angolan 
combat forces in southern Angola. 


Main force units of both countries had confronted one 
another in that area on and off since Angolan independence in 
1975, and the Lusaka Accord was designed to lower the level of 
tension and violence and build mutual confidence by removing 
that perticular point of conflict. 


It succeeded in bringing about the withdrawal of the 
South African army from southern Angola, an area heavily fought 


over from 1977 to 1984. 


The United States deplores the presence of South 
African intelligence operations inside Angola as contrary to 
the aims of its diplomacy and the achievement of peace in the 
region. 


Q Does the United States know that these teams were 
there after the South Africans had supposedly withdrawn? 
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i) Well, if you ask me if the United States 
Government knew about the alleged South African sabotage 
attempt against the Gulf Oil in Cabinda prior to its taking 
place, the answer would be most certainly not. 


Q How about whether they knew whether -- 


“ The United States Government had no knowledge of 
the possibility of any South African military operation in 
Cabinda until the Angolan announcement yesterday and the South 
African confirmation of intelligence operations in Angola. 


Q What about the question -- 


A As we have already said, U.S. diplomacy in 
southern Africa has been aimed at stopping violence, obtaining 
the removal of foreign forces, and securing the respect for 
national sovereignty and the inviolability of international 
borders. 


Q Why do we take the South African version of 
events, not the Angolan? South Africa says they're 
“intelligence-gathering." The Angolans said they were 
“sabotage teams." 


i Well, Bernie, we've made known to the South 
African Government our deep displeasure over Tuesday night's 
incident in Cabinda, and we're seeking a full explanation from 
the South African Government. Just let me leave it that we're 
seeking a full explanation. 


Q Can you make that available, what you -- all that 
you read from the top on South Africa? 


ig l've been advised by my very competent staff that 
our Xerox machine is out, so I will promise, but I can't tell 
you the timing. 


Q Could I have one more take of my question and see 
if you can address it? Did the United States Government know 
that when South Africa withdrew its forces from Angola, it left 
behind, whatever you want to call them -- intelligence teams, 
sabotage teams, or whatever description -- armed elements of 
the South African Government? 


ig Let me see if I can get you something on that, 
Don. 

Q Ed, were you handed something on -- I'm sorry to 
go back -- on the Greenley thing there? Did somebody give you 


something on that? 
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ia I may have, and I probably lost it. I'll give it 
to you afterwards. 


Q Well, if possible, can I get you to find it there 
so you can comment for me on the record? 


o (Laughter) (Toa staff) Do you have another copy 
of that? Anyone? (Indicates in negative) Let me see if I can 
find it, and, if not, you'll have te vear with me, and I'll 
have to get it to you. 


Q At least before you leave the podium, if possible. 

A All right. Fine. 

Q Is there anything new on the Cambodian border 
situation, etc., that might be conveyed to the Thai Foreign 


Minister or that you can tell us about? 


6 But basically, Don, your question is on the 
situation on the border? 1 have nothing new -- 


Q Well, I -- 

fs - to add to what we've had before. 

Q -- was thinking maybe about the refugee situation. 
fs No. I have nothing specific on that. 


Q Do you have anything -- 

iz I have -- 

Q Do you have anything on the visit of the lhai 
Foreign Minister, and do you know whether there will be a 
stakeout involving the Secretary? 


A No. I have nothing on that to confirm it. 


Q Can you take that question on a stakeout and let 
us know? 


i) Certainly will. 
Q Thank you. 


A Okay. . 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 24, 1985 


ANGOLA: South African Withdrawal 





Did the United States Government know that when Suutn 
Atrica withdrew its torces from Angola, it left venina 
wnatever you want to call tnem -- intelligence teams, 
sabotage teams, or whatever cGescript:on -- armed elements 
of tne South African government? 

We ace aware tnat some 60 South African troops are at tne 
water projects at Puscana and Calueque as a guard force. 
This point has been made publicaily by the Angolan 
Government. 

It 18 our understanding tha: the SADF troop presence 
at Ruacana and Caluegque is on tne agenda for discussions 
between Angola and South Africa. 

Additionally, we have peen aware for some time of 
Angolan allegations of clancestine Soutn African small 
unit operations deep insice Angola. 

We will not comment further on our intelligence 


concerning Angola. AS you know, it is not our practice to 


comment on intelligence matters or allegations thereof. 


Taat said, I cefer to the Soutn African Defense 
Force chief of Staff's staff statement of May 23. (FYI: 

' ’ 

? 
On May 23, General Viljoen admitted tnat the SADF has 


conducted long-range intelligence operations in Angola. 


END FYI) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #92 


TUESDAY, MAY 28, 1985, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Hi, and good afternoon. One brief 
announcement. Peter McPherson, he will do a number here at 
2:00 this afternoon ON-THE-—RECORD in connection with the 
cyclone and the tragedy in Bangladesh; 2:00 this afternoon here 
ON-—THE-—RECORD. 


That is all 1 have in the way of announcements. 


Q Bernie, do you have any corfirmation about the 
American being kidnapped in Lebanon; any information on it? 


“ Yes, I do, on that, Jim. We can confirm that 
David Philip Jacobson, the Administrator of the American 
University of Beirut Hospital was kidnapped at 8:15 this 
morning Beirut time. And as for who might be responsible for 
the kidnapping, no group, as far as we «now, has as yet claimed 
responsibility for the kidnapping. 





Q And do you have any information from 
eyewitnesses; any indications who it might ode? 





a No, I have nothing on that, Jim. 
Q Do you know how many Americans are in Beirut now? 


A No, but let me try to get that, Bern. Let me get 
a crack at that 


Q Would you say -- 
9) Maybe -- just a second. Maybe somebody during 


the oriefing might make a call upstairs to help out on that 
particular issue. 


Q Bernie, if possible, could we get a breakdown on 
how many -- there are a lot of Lebanese who have dual 
citizenship and they're counted as Americans. Could we get -- ? 





a I think we've had that. Why don't we try to get 
that as well. Somewhere I remember in my own seat that figure 
coming up fairly regularly. 


Q Could you say anything about what this means in 
terms of the safety of Americans living in Beirut? 


ia Nothing other than the obvious: that the threat 
to Americans remains high -- we're talking about Lebanon -- and 
that no one should consider oneself immune to that threat. We 
believe that Americans should avoid travel to Lebanon, and 
Americans in Beirut should take advantage of opportunities to 
leave. 


There was a travel advisory that was issued here. I 
think it was back in March 1983, and you can pick up a copy of 
that in the Press Office if you want it. 


Yes? 
Q And how many are in the Embassy; do you know that? 


fa I don't have that number, Jim. I think perhaps 
before the briefing is over, we may come up with those 
statistics. 


Q Bernie, have you gotten a response from the South 
African Government about these intelligence patrols in Angola? 


A I don't know about whether there's any response. 
I have nothing on the specific question that you're phrasing; 
that is, the intelligence raids into Angola? 


Q Well, I think it was on Thursday you said that 
you had raised the issue and were seeking a satisfactory 
response or an explanation, I think it was. 


A I thought that sometime last week --— I wasn't 
here on Friday, as you know -- I thought sometime during last 
week the question had been addressed in a guidance by me. I 
don't know what Ed might have added on Friday. But I do have 
some sort of general information under that heading, and let me 
share that with you if I may. 


We are aware that some 60 South African troops are at 
the water projects at Ruacana -- that's spelled R-U-A-C-A-N-A 
-— and Calueque -- that is spelled C-A-L-U-E-Q-U-E. Some 60 
South African troops are at the water project at these two 














places as a guard force, and this point has been made publicly 
by the Angolan Government. 


It is our understand that the SADF --— South African 
Defense Force -- troop presence at these two places is on the 
agenda for discussions between Angola and South Africa. 


Additionally, we have been aware for some time of 
Angolan allegations of clandestine South African small unit 
operations deep inside Angola. And beyond that, I -- there's 
nothing there that I can add by way of comment on any U.S. 
intelligence concerning Angola, and I'm going to have to leave 
it at that, Jim. 


Q Bernie, are you talking about additional units or 
are you -— you're just confirming what South Africa itself has 
confirmed? The Angolans said there were units in there and 
South Africa has now said, yes, that's right, we did have them. 


A No, no. I'm saying that the U.S. has been aware 
for some time of Angolan allegations, and I'm being very 
careful on that. 


Q Bernie, on the same subject. On Friday, it was 
said that the United States was seeking an explanation from the 
South African Government as to why one of their patrols or 
commando units, or whatever it was, was captured right outside 
the U.S. Gulf Oil facility in Cabinda. 


a Right. 


Q And, as I understood it, Ambassador Nickel was 
talking to the Angolans and Ambassador Fourie was talking to 
the State Department. Has any explanation been forthcoming? 
What is the U.S. attitude now about South Africa's activities 
there? 


A I don't have that here, Don, but let me take a 
look at that. 

Q Bernie? 

ba Yes. George? 


Q Do you have anything on Chet Crocker's visit to 
the Sudan? 


es Very little. He's there, as you know, in the 
Sudan. My understanding is he is there through the day. The 
purpose of the visit: to discuss bilateral discussions, and I 
have nothing by way of a specific agenda for you. 


184% 





Q Is he going onto any other stops before -- 


A What I've been given to understand is that he 
will be going on to Europe after the visit to the Sudan, and 


he's going to be meeting with officials in London and Paris. 
And he'll be meeting with African directors of the U.K., 
France, West Germany, and Canada -- this, in London -- for 
periodic discussions of African issues. 


Q Is Crocker meeting -- 
A Excuse me? 


~-MORE -- 








Q No trip to South Africa? 
a I have nothing on a trip to South Africa. 


Q Has he been to some other African country before 
Sudan? 


a The only -- I don't have anything on that. Let 
me take that. The African itinerary that I have is Sudan. I 
don't know what has preceded it, but let's take a look at that, 
Don. 


Q Was the Crocker meeting with Swared el Dahab? 
fe I don't have names. Sorry. 


Q Could we get some high-level briefing on this 
South African situation when it's available? 


A I'll put it -- I can put in a bid on that and see 
when they think they want to proceed. That's about the best I 
can do on that. 


Marvin? 


Q Bernie, do you believe that the Soviet Union is 
in violation of an agreement on confidentiality ccncerning the 
Geneva talks? 


i) I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on what Gorbachev has said? 
What Pravda has said? 


A Yes, I do. We are not in a position to comment 
on the details of a conversation between General Secretary 
Gorbachev and Mr. Brandt. I take it that's what you're 
referring to, Marvin? 


Q Yes. 


ts) Right. As for Mr. Gorbachev's reported 
characterization of round one of the Geneva talks, the fact is 
that U.S. negotiators went to Geneva with considerable 
flexibility to explore ways to achieve radical reductions in 
nuclear arms and a more stable offense/defense relationship. 


The Soviet side, in contrast, presented few details of 
its position. Where the Soviets did offer specifics, these 
generally reflected a step backward from positions taken in 
previous negotiations. 














Round Two of the negotiations will begin on Thursday. 
We hope the Soviets will be more realistic and willing to 
negotiate than in round one. If the Soviets negotiate as 
constructively and have as much flexibility as the U.S. 
delegation, then round two can achieve considerable progress. 


Q Copy? 


i Copy. Yes. 


Q Bernie -- 

A Yes. 

Q In -- 

A Wait a minute. Hold it, Les. 


Q You said before that the -- you have nothing on 
the confidentiality. Was there in fact an agreement that was 
reached at the beginning of round one that neither side would 
talk about what was going to happen? 


a I will refer you to, I think, a news conference 
that Ambassador Kampelman held in Geneva at the conclusion of 
the first round of talks, and you'll find the details, I think, 
that you're asking for in that. 


Q Right. And you don't feel that there has been 
any violation on the Soviet side of that agreement? 


i) I have nothing on that, Marvin. 

Q Bernie -- 

A Yes? 

Q In West Berlin, as you know, Secretary 


Weinberger, in meeting with Major Nicholson's widow, said that 
the Soviets, in his words, "Simply don't respond in a way that 
civilized people do." 


At the same time, Secretary Baldridge was in Moscow 
arranging to expand trade with these same uncivilized Soviets 
who Daniel Ortega visited to expand trade and aid -- 


ie) Les. Les. 


Q -~- for which Secretary Shultz -- I'll finish in 
one second. 








i No, no. It's perfectly all right, but -- 


Q -- arranged -— let me just state -- 
No. But let me -- 
Q -~- the question, if I may. 
i I want you to state it, but I want to understand 


it. 
Q Oh. I'1l be delighted. 


fa Could you pick it up at the top of the second 
sentence for me, please? 


Q Yes. Certainly. (Laughter) At the same time 
that Weinberger was pointing out that the Soviets are 
uncivilized, Baldridge was trying to expand trade and aid in 
Moscow, which Ortega had done and, therefore, Shultz arranges 
for the embargo of Nicaragua because Ortega was trying to do 
exactly what Baldrige was doing; and in the meantime we have 
President Reagan's letter to Gorbachev about expanding 
U.S.-Soviet trade for which Ortega is to be punished. 


Could you, Bernie, as the Spokesman, give us some 
guiding explanation, rationale, for what seems to be a very 
contradictory set of affairs. 

A I -- 

Q You don't think they contradict at all? 

A No. I'm not saying that, but I will not -- 

y Oh, they do? 


is I will not walk you through the scenario that 
you've just outlined. 


Q Well, no, I mean, could you explain to us how can 
the Secretary of Defense say they're uncivilized while the 
Commerce Secretary says, “We want to deal with them," while we 
embargo Ortega for dealing with them? Could you explain this, 
Bernie? Is there any explanation? 


is) No. I have nothing that I can -- 


Q It's a holy mystery, you would say? 





A You are exhibiting your marvelous talent for 
handling both the Q's and the A's. 


I have nothing to help you on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have -- on the election coming up 
in Greece this weekend, the parliamentary election: there are 
reports, number one, that Papandreou might lost that election, 
and there are reports, number two, that Papandreou, in the 
event that he would lose that election, is preparing a coup 
d'etat; that there are thousands of Greek former ex-—patriots 
who were trained in the Soviet Union who are prepared to move 
on his orders in the event that he were to lose that election. 
Do you have anything on that? 


Aa Sorry. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the results of 
the seige of the students in Korea where they have left the 
USIA facility? Now it appears that a number of them -- 
reported to be 25 or so -- have been arrested by the Korean 
police. 


Do you have any comment on any aspect of this? And is 
the Ambassador still going to meet with the students? 


A Let me share with you, Don, what in fact I do 
have, picking up your point that you're saying there have been 
reports of some arrests of some of the Korean students. 


What I understand is that there have been press 
reports to that effect --— Korean press reports -- that some of 
them have been arrested. When I came down here, I was told 
that there had been no firm confirmation of that, but I am not 
disputing the Korean press reports in any way. 


The students voluntarily ended their four-day 
occupation of the USIS library in Seoul just after noon, Seoul 
time, May 26. That was on Sunday. The U.S., obviously glad 
that the sit-in ended peacefully, but deplored the fr -t that 
the students occupied the building illegally. 


Ambassador Richard Walker issued a statement in Seoul 
and I can make available in the Press Room a transcript of the 
press conference given by the Embassy following the departure 
of the students. 











A question has come up about whether the Embassy 
conceded any of the student demands, and the answer to that is 
no. The students’ initial precondition for departure was that 
the United States admit responsibility for the Kwangju incident 
in 1980. This demand was dropped when it became clear that the 
United States would not issue such a statement, and that's 
about what I have on that aside from whatever references were 
made to what I've alluded to in the press conference that you 
can pick up in the Press Office. 


-- MORE -- 


Y 
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Q Did you say whether the Ambassador is still 
willing to meet with the students or representatives of them? 


A I don't have anything on that, Don. 
I'm sorry. 


Q Could you inquire on that? 


a It might be in the briefing, but certainly, we 
could take that. 


Q On Geneva again, do you -- 
a Wait a minute, Marvin. 
Don, do you want to stay on this? 
Q I just wanted to ask you if you had any comment 


on the results of the first round of the Red Cross talks in 
Korea? 


A Not really, by way of results -- nothing. 
Welcome such direct talks, which the U.S. views as the key to 
reducing tension on the Korean Peninsula, but no information on 
the outcome of today's talks on family reunification. 


Q On Geneva -- 

A Wait a minute. 

Q A follow-up question on Korea. 

fs Yes. Go ahead. 

Q You said that the student demand was the Kwangju 


incident, you know, the responsibility of the U.S. Government. 
But they dropped their demand? 


A This demand was dropped. 

Q The demand was dropped. 

A What I'm saying is that this demand, this 
precondition that the United States admit responsibility was 
dropped when it became clear that the U.S. would not issue such 
a statement. 


You wanted me to repeat that, is that correct? 


Q Uh-huh. 
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Q Do you agree with Gorbachev that the results of 
round one were fruitless? 


6 Marvin, I think that Secretary Shultz has 
addressed questions dealing with an assessment on the results 
of round one. We could punch those up for you. And I think 
that Ambassador Nitze has also sought to evaluate round one. 

He made a speech in early May, and we can get a copy for you on 
that. 


Q Yes, but what do you have to say today since it's 
now that Gorbachev has spoken up? 


A Nothing beyond what I read you just a moment or 
two ago. 


Just a second. 
Q At the White House this morning, a senior 


Administration official referred to King Hussein's interview in 
a Kuwaiti paper recently. 


2) Referred to King Hussein's -- 

Q -- interview in a Kuwaiti newspaper recently. 
f Kuwaiti. 

Q In that same interview, the King seemed to use 


the terms “occupied Arab lands" and “Palestine” in a vague and 
undefined way, so you couldn't tell if he was referring only to 
the West Bank and Gaza, or perhaps to the territory which was 
Israel before 1967. 


My question is: does the State Department know if the 
King has ever publicly said that he recognizes or accepts 
Israel within any boundaries? And if he hasn't, will he be 
pressed for some kind of declaration like that while here? 


2 I don't have anything on that. 


Q Bernie -- 
i Yes. Bassem. 
Q Yes. Besides expressing the usual “sorrow and 


regret" on what's happening in the Palestinian camps in Beirut; 
have you got anything new, concrete, and in a sense of what's 
happening? What are you doing to, if any -- 


a) 1 don't. I don't. 
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Les. 


Q Senator Hawkins has testified at a joint Senate 
hearing that Cuba and Nicaragua have plotted to traffic in 
drugs in order to raise the hard cash they need for revolution 
and to destroy American youth and cripple American society by 
flooding the U.S. with drugs. But after her testimony was 
over, at the same hearing, Deputy Assistant Clyde Taylor 
testified that, "There is no evidence of a Communist conspiracy 
to undermine Western democracies or our own society in 
particular." 


Question: Does Secretary Shultz agree with Deputy 
Secretary Taylor or not? 


i I have nothing on that for you, Les. 
Q Bernie, let me follow it up. 

Will you want my answer now or later? 
Q I'd like it later. 
A All right. 


Q Since Senator Hawkins notes that last September 
Secretary Shultz told the Miami Chamber of Commerce that, "A 
Federal Grand Jury's indictment of four top Cuban officials for 
providing startling evidence -- officials provides startling 
evidence of Cuban complicity in Latin American narcotics 
trafficking. And later evidence has shown that the Sandinista 
regime in Nicaragua is also involved in drug-smuggling 
activities. It is not hard to imagine that smuggling massive 
amounts of drugs into the United States may serve the broader 
goal of attempting to weaken the fabric of Western democratic 
society.” 


I don't know whether you were his spokesman at that 
time, but surely in view of the fact that this hit the paper 
yesterday, you must be acquainted with this problem. And I 
think this is a legitimate and a reasonable question, Bernie, 
when we have the Secretary tell us essentially the same thing 
that Senator Hawkins told us; and you have one of your 
colleagues named Taylor go up and say it's all not true. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q Now, you must be aware of this. You saw it in 
The Washington Times yesterday, didn't you, Bernie? 











6 Let me take a look and see if I can get you 
something on that, Lester. 


Q Yes. When? 
6 As soon as possible. 
Q Thank you. 


‘ Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 








TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 28, 1985. 


LEBANON: AMERICAN CITIZENS IN BEIRUT 





Q. Do you know how many Americans are in Beirut now? 


There are a lot of Lebanese who have dual citizenship and 
are counted as Americans. Could we get a breakdown? 


How many are in the Embassy? 


A. FOR OBVIOUS SECURITY REASONS, WE MUST DECLINE TO GIVE THE 
NUMBER OF AMERICANS NOW AT THE EMBASSY. 
-- IN LEBANON AS A WHOLE WE ESTIMATI THAT THERE ARE UPWARDS 


OF A THOUSAND AMERICAN CITIZENS, ALMOST ALL OF WHOM ARE OF 


LEBANESE DESCENT. 

















SOUTH KOREA: 


POSTED: 5/24/¢5 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 29, 1985 


Students Who Occupied USIS Library 





Q 


Is the Ambassador still going to meet with the students? 
. Did you say whether the Ambassador was willing 

to meet with the students or representatives of them? 

Could you inguire on that? 


THE EMBASSY IS ALWAYS OPEN TO DIALOGUE WITH ALL 


SEGMENTS OF KOREAN SOCIETY. THE STUDENTS WERE TOLD IN 


THIS LETTER THAT THE AMBASSADOR WAS WILLING TO MEET 


WITH THEM. 


DESPITE THE FACT THAT THE STUDENTS DID NOT MEET WITH 


THE AMBASSADOR, AS THEY HAD AGREED, BEFORE THEY LEFT 


THE USIS BUILDING, HE REMAINS READY TO MEET WITH THE™ 


THEY SO DESIRE. 


IF 











POSTED: 5/239 /€s 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 28, 1985 
CUBA/NICARAGUA: Traffic in Drugs 





Q Deputy Assistant Clyde Taylor testified that, “There is 
no evidence of a communist conspiracy to undermine Western 
democracies or our own society in particular.” .. . Last 
September Secretary Shultz told the Miami Chamber of 
Commerce that ". . . It is not hard to imagine that 
smuggling massive amounts of drugs into the United States 
may serve the broader goal of attempting to weaken the 
fabric of Western democratic society.” (Is there a 
contradiction?) 


A. The statements are not contradictory. The statements are 
mutually supportive in maintainiing the consistent U.S. position 
that we have no evidence of a global Communist conspiracy to 
engage in the international narcotics trade. 


A reading of the complete statements shows that Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Taylor took the same tack as Secretary 
Shultz, documenting the involvement of officials in certain 
Communist governments in the narcotics trade, but stopping 
short of declaring that Communist governments world-wide have 
engaged in the drug trade as a matter of policy. 


The Secretary said the complicity of Communist governments 
in the drug trade is part of a larger pattern of international 
lawlessness by Communist nations, and is cause for grave 
concern. The Secretary, saying that we can only speculate as 
to the motives for communist involvement, noted evidence of 
involvement by high ranking officials of the Cuban and 
Nicaraguan governments, and characterized their participation 
in the drug trade as one means of achieving a larger goal. 
However, the Secretary did not allege a drug conspiracy on the 
part of all Communist nations. Mr. Taylor's full statement in 
behalf of the Bureau of International Narcotics Matters on May 
14, 1985, leaves no doubt but that the actions of various 
high-level officials in these countries, who have promoted an 
involvement in the drug trade, have been harmful to U.S. 
interests and our citizens. Mr. Taylor noted mounting evidence 
that boats and planes carrying drugs have enjoyed Cuban 
airspace, territorial waters and refueling facilities, without 
hindrance. The testimony also noted Nicaragua's continued 
support for terrorism and subversion in Central America, and 
concluded, “Sandanista involvement in drug trafficking would be 
consistent with their flouting of the rules of respected 
international behavior.” 

















TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of May 28, 1985 


SUDAN: Crocker Visit 





Q No trip to South Africa? .. . Has he been to some 
other African country before Sudan? 
A There is no trip to South Africa planned. He has visited 
Sudan. He will be meeting with the Soviets in Paris on 
May 30 to discuss Southern Africa in the context of 


our discussions with the Soviets on regional issues. 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #93 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 29, 1985, 12:34 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got just one little 
announcement here, to introduce a -- Where's everybody? -- 


Q I'm here. 
Q We knew you were briefing. 


A Thank you. We'll take attendance later, George. 
-— introduce a new member here in the Press Office, Articlees 
-— spelled A-r-t-i-c-l-e-e-s -- Palmer. Comes to us from the 
Passport Office. She worked there for the past five years in 
the Accounting and Statistics Branch. She has spent a total of 
seven years in the government. She's joining the Press Office 
as an Information Assistant. We welcome her, and I would like 
you to present the heaviest challenges you have in the way of 
questions to her. (Laughter) 


With that as a start, we could pick up with your 
accumulated restlessness. 


You've got the seat for the first question. Make one 
up. 


Q Wires pass. 


A Wires pass? (Laughter) Here's a foreign wire -- 
here's a foreign wire, weighing in. 


Q Do you still have no indication that the Syrians' 
troops are going to be back in Beirut? 


a I have nothing for you on that, Alain. 


Q What have you got on Soviet troops in Afghanistan 
on a big offensive? Anything? 


{Jc 








A No, nothing on that. 


Q South Africa reaction? 

A South Africa reaction on what? ' 
Q To our annoyance. ; 
A South Africa reaction to our annoyance. You want 


to be -- 


2») 


Have they responded in any way to the -- 


2) Oh. I don't have anything specific in the way of 
a reply. 


Q How about something unspecific? 


a I don't have anything unspecific, other than on 
this whole question of talking about Cabinda and Gulf, and so 
forth? You're familiar with the statement that they issued 
last week. Well, let me add to that that the explana‘ion as 
issued continues -- leaves many questions unanswered. We 
continue to pursue the matter in an effort to obtain a 
satisfactory explanation. 


We've already made absolutely clear the fact that the 
U.S. takes the strongest exception to the presence of South 
African armed units inside Angola. Their presence is contrary 
to the aims of U.S. diplomacy in the region, which seeks an end 
to violence, removal of foreign forces, and a respect for 
sovereignty. 


We've also made absolutely clear the fact that the 
U.S. is deeply concerned about the safety of U.S. citizens and 
property overseas and would view most seriously any effort from 
any source that would have the effect of placing in danger Gulf 
Oil employees or property in Cabinda. 


Q Bernie -- 

a Yeah? 

Q Do -- 

a Excuse me, (inaudible). 

Q Supposing the American properties were not 


involved in this case, would you still have strong objections 
to -- 











a Yes. The question had no nationality -- my reply 
had -— did not fly the flag of any nation. 


Q Is it true to infer that the U.S., then, accepts 
the Angolan version of the events? 


a Can't say that, Bern. 
Q Well -- 


i) What I am saying is that the South African 
explanation, as it was presented last week, leaves, from the 
U.S. point of view, many questions unanswered; and pick up what 
I said before. But as to your suggestion that by this 
expression we then make the leap that there is a U.S. 
acceptance of the Angolan position, that is something I cannot 
do. 


Q Well, I asked that because the Angolans claim it 
was on a sabotage mission -- 


iz Yup. 


Q -- and they brought forth this prisoner to 
substantiate that. And you seem to be very concerned about 
that possibility. 


A Can't help you, beyond what I've said. 


Q To put some credibility behind those words, why 
doesn't the U.S. Administration go along with immediate 
sanctions against South Africa? 


A I have nothing for you on that I think you're 
familiar with the policy of this Administration on the question 
of sanctions, and beyond that, I can't be of any help 


Q Does the United States have any theory as to what 
was going on at the time these people were caught? 


a [I have no theories of any kind to offer you, 
Joanne. 


Q Bernie, what's the position of this 
Administration towards the idea that Syria reenters Beirut 
again to rearm the militias? 


a I think we started off on that question 





Q We started by saying that you don't have any 
information, but I'm asking about the position of this 
Administration regarding this. 

a I have nothing for you on that at this time. 


Q Do you have anything, Bernie, on the prospect of 
a high-level U.S.-Soviet meeting on the Middle East? 


a On the Middle East? 

Q On the Middle East. 

a No, nothing on that. 

Q Is there anything on what's on the agenda for the 
meeting between Richard Burt and the Ambassador of Cyprus this 
afternoon? 

4 No. 

Q Do you have anything on the charges that were 
brought before Richard Burt by a supporter of Lyndon LaRouche 
yesterday that he was complicit in a coup plot in Greece? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything about anything you 
want to share with us? 


2) Thank you (Laughter) My lunch plans. 

Q Bernie, any further information on Mr. Jacobsen's 
kidnapping? 

A On the kidnapping? 

Q Yes 

i) The U.S. 18 making every effort to obtain not 


only Mr. Jacobsen's release but the release of all Americans 
and others who have been kidnapped in Lebanon. 


Our contacts include factional leaders as well as 
Lebanese authorities and other governments in the area As 
we've siid before, we feel that quiet but active diplomacy is 
the mos! effective means of securing the safe release of al] 
those «/. 37e being held hostage 











We are continuing to exert the maximum effort until 
those who have been kidnapped -- who are being held hostage -- 
are all home safe. 


Q Copy, please? 


i) Sorry. I've got it badly marked up, and it'll 
only be a mess for your eyes. 


Q Bernie, I apologize if this has come up before I 
arrived. 


a By the way, why were you late? 
Q I'll tell you later; big story. 


Where does the -- what is the current status of the 
U.S. arms sales to Jordan? 


a The whole question -- that question and a variety 
of others that may be put -- will -- (a senior official) is 
doing something at 1:30, as you know. 


Is that the right time -- 1:30, and -- 2:00? [Is it 
2:00? 


Q Well, there's one at 1:30. 
MR. DJEREJIAN: 1:30. 


a Sorry. Sorry. Lost the 30 minutes somehwere. 
I'm not going to take any of the questions on the Middle East 
or on Jordan-U.S., etc., and [I think I'm going to defer them 
all to (senior official.) An act of generosity on my part. 


Q Bernie, do you have any fuller agenda for Mr. 
Crocker's talks in Paris with the Soviet counterpart? 


a I do have something on that here. Just that the 
talks will be in Paris tomorrow, and they'll be discussing 
southern African issues. Let me flesh that out by adding 
nothing. (Laughter) 


However, [ think I said yesterday -- I said it only 
with a faithful transmission on the part of the AF Bureau -- 
that Crocker would be meeting with officials of several allied 
European governments in London. Wrong. [t will be in Paris 
So they want that tidied up, and there you are. 


Q Bernie, any further information on the planned 
attack on the U.S. Embassy in Cairo? 


A No, nothing on that. 








Q You don't have any information to support the 
claims made by the Egyptian Government that the Libyans were 
behind the attempt? 


4 I have nothing on that story that you're talking 
about. 


Q How about the terrorism at the Paris Air Show; 
anything more on that? 


a No, I have nothing on that, Jim. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the Greek 


elections? 
a No. 
Q Thank you. You're a real treasure trove. 


a What's that? 
Q I say, you're a real treasure trove. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 30, 1985, 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: A few announcements. Good afternoon. 
Available in the Press Office today is an advance text of 
Ambassador Paul Nitze's commencement address to the Johns 
Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies. The topic of 
the address is “SOI and the ABM Treaty." Please note the 2:00 
p.m. embargo. 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
text of Kenneth Adelman before the Boston World Affairs 
Council. The topic of his address is “Arms Control: A New 
Beginning.” 


Today, as we speak, the Secretary, at 12:30, started 
to deliver luncheon remarks before the Executive Council on 
Foreign Diplomats in the Benjamin Franklin Room. He will 
deliver luncheon remarks; I don't know exactly when. There 
will be no advance text, and coverage is limited to a tight 
pool. The Press Office will have a transcript of the speech 
available later this afternoon. The topic is “General Foreign 
Policy,” and it will be followed by Q's and A's. 


Q Ed, do you know if that's being carried live by 
any of the television stations -- cable TV stations? 


A No, not to my knowledge. 


Q Will it be piped in here? 


a I think we're making arrangements to have it 
piped in. 

Q What time do you expect the Q and A and the 
speech? 

A I have no idea 

Q You're sure C-SPAN is not carrying it? 








a I'm not sure. We could check with the Press 
Office on all of that. 


Q If it's a tight pool, C-SPAN is not there. 


a Was that an editorial comment, Ralph, or is -- 


(Laughter) 
Q I'm just trying to help you answer questions. 
A -- that a statment of fact? 
Q You announced it was a tight pool. 
i There will be a BACKGROUND briefing here in the 


Press Briefing Room on Monday, June 3, at 3:00 p.m. The 
subjects will be the North Atlantic Council meeting in Lisbon 
--- it takes place June 6 and 7 -— and the travel of Secretary 
Shultz June 8 and 9 to London and Bermuda. 


Q That's it? 
a That's it. 


Q Do you have anything about four Americans who 
were expelled from the Soviet Union? 


a We have something but not very much, as you can 
imagine, on that. We have very sketchy information, Jim, on 
this case And, quite frankly, I have just nothing more to 
give you on that. 


Q Can you confirm that four Americans were expelled? 

ia) Our Embassy in Moscow has briefed the press on 
this, and I think that they have -- I refer you to that 
briefing. It's on the wires. 

Q And what does the State Department think about 
all that? 

a Well, it'll be answered -- we'll be able to 


answer that only after we have the full details of the case. 











It's just coming in, and we're not in the position to comment 
on it yet. We definitely will have something. 


8ill? 


Q Ed, have you got anything on the second round of 
the arms control talks opening in Geneva, specifically in the 
light of Gorbachev's statements in Moscow yesterday in which I 
believe he suggested putting a cap -- for the first time 
putting a cap on the Asian SS-20s? 


o Because of the mobility of the INF systems under 
discussion and the threat which the Soviet missiles pose to our 
Asian friends, we have always insisted that any agreement be 
global in scope and not restricted to Europe alone. 


In 1983, Mr. Andropov made a proposal that suggested 
Soviet recognition of the need for a global approach. In the 
first round of the new Geneva talks, however, the Soviet 
delegation backtracked from this position. 


Mr. Gorbachev's restatement of this earlier position 
is a useful step away from this retrogressive stance, but it 
should not be seen as a step forward by the Soviets. 


Q So you don't feel this has a helpful or positive 


a Well, let me just say that the U.S. Government 
seeks reductions in LRINF missiles on @ global basis and does 
not consider a freeze an adequate solution. 


Q Ed, can you -- do you have anything there that 
might take us further on the talks that have been held with 
King Hussein? In other words, what's the next step? Would the 
U.S. clarify its position on an international conference? 


Q And on Gorbachev, can we have a copy of that? 
“ Yes. 


Bernie, let me deal with this in phases, if I may 
Concerning the meetings between King Hussein, the President, 
the Secretary, and other high-ranking American officials, in 
respect to the peace process, it is our view that this is a 
process and one in which progress is going to be incremental 
There is a lot that is positive in the outcome of these 
meetings, and which offer us much to build on 


King Hussein's statement is an unequivocal 
reaffirmation of his desire to seek a negotiated settlement and 


y 








one based on Jnited Nations Security Council's 242 and 338. 
You will note that the King made this affirmation in light of 
his recent discussions with the PLO. In our view this is 
progress. 


Now, the second part of your question, Bernie, on the 
international conference: No agreement with the parties has 
been reached on this issue. As the President said yesterday, 
the subject of an international conference remains “under 
discussion,” and we have not resolved some differences that we 
have in views on this, but we are certainly going to continue 
in these discussions. 


And I think it's obvious that we're going to stay in 
close touch with all of the parties concerned. 


Q Are you still going? I'm sorry. 


a Just let me make one -- all right, go ahead, 
Barry. 


Q Well, you have difference in views, but do you 
accept the concept of an international conference as a formula, 
as an approach, as a rubric for the direct negotiations you 
want? 


a Well, Barry, it's well known that we have major 
difficulties with the idea of an international conference. 
But, again, I refer you to what the President said. You know, 
this idea of an international conference remains under 
discussion. We do have differences, but we're certainly going 
to continue discussing the issue. 


Q Ed, is this going to be pursued in the next few 
days with the Soviets, the idea of a conference? I understand 
there's some meeting to follow up the earlier meeting that 
Murphy had in Vienna with the Soviets that's now been 
scheduled, and I'm just curious whether this is one of the 
subjects that's going to be raised? 


a Well, I don't have anything --~ I don't have 
anything specific for you on whether or not we're going to 
discuss this with the Soviets per se. But we do have -- I 
think our position on the Soviet role in the peace process is 
well known, and I would, if I can find it in this tome here, 
like to reiterate it to you. 


STAFF: Number 2. 


MR. DJEREJLAN No. 2 (Laughter) We have said on 
many occasions that if the Soviet Union demonstrated a 








willingness to play a constructive role in the Middle East 


peace process, we would welcome that development. That remains 
our position. 


However, so far we have seen no evidence that the 
Soviets are prepared to play such a role. 


We have spelled out specific actions, which in our 
view, would constitute constructive behavior. 


You want to follow up on that, or -- 


4 Yeah -- 

Q Can we have a copy of the first statement? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you now have anything to say about a meeting 


witn the Soviets, apart from whether this will be or will not 
be discussed? 


A John, you're referring to the meeting with the 
Soviets on the Middle East? 

Q Yes. 

A Another regional -- 

q Yes. 

2) I have nothing on that. 

Q One last question. A senior official, yesterday 


at the White House briefing reporters, said that a statement 
from the PLO accepting 242 and recognizing Israel's right to 
exist would have to be unequivocal and affirmative and direct, 
I think. Does that have to -- I just want to be clear. That 
has to be a public statement; is that correct? That cannot be 
a note that is delivered through another country, or through a 
third party or something of that sort. Is that correct? 
Acceptance by the PLO of 242 and 338 and Israel's right to 
exist, as I understood it, and I just want to be sure I 
understood it correctly yesterday, has to be a public statement 
by Mr. Arafat or some other PLO body. 


It cannot be a note to that effect saying, "I herewith 
endorse what King Hussein had to say in Washington," delivered 
through some third party? 





5 It's important, John, to keep two different 
issues distinct in our minds. I think there's some confusion 
on this. One is, if the PLO clearly and unequivocally accepts 
our terms -- accepts the Resolutions 242 and 338 and Israel's 
right to exist -- we will begin a substantive dialogue with 
that organization. That is the American position. 


Now, the question of whether the PLO could participate 
in a joint delegation with Jordan in negotiations with Israel 
is a matter for all the parties at the table to decide. 


So what we have to keep distinct here is the U.S. 
conditions for entering into a substantive dialogue with the 
PLO, which is one thing. And then secondly, the question of 
whether the PLO's role and participation in the peace process, 
and whether or not it participates in a joint delegation with 
Jordan in negotiations with Israel, that's a matter for all the 
parties at the table to decide. 


Q I understand. I'm asking you a more narrow 
question, and I appreciate what you've suggested. Does it have 
to be a public pronouncement by the PLO that they accept 
242/338 or can it be, pursuant to what King Hussein said 
yesterday, a note endorsing what King Hussein said on behalf of 
the PLO; or, more explicitly, accepting 242 and 338 without a 
public statement? That's what [I'm trying to determine. Take 
the question, if you want. I'm just trying to understand. 


is) Weli, no. In terms of our conditions, for our 
entering into a dialogue, we have stated that we want an 
explicit and public acknowledgment statement by the PLO of its 
acceptance of U.N. Resolutions 242, 338, and Israel's right to 
exist. That remains very much -- 


Q Can't hear you. 
a That remains very much the case. 


Now, let me see if I can clarify this any further for 
you. The question of Palestinian representation was discussed 
in these meetings but not in any definitive sense. 


The United States believes that credible Palestinians 
must be involved at every stage of the negotiations regarding 
their future. It is evident that there must also be agreement 
among all the concerned parties on the negotiating partners. 


Our position, as I said, concerning the PLO, is well 
known and unchanged. 








Q Ed, on Soviet participation and demonstrating 
constructive behavior -- 


a Yes? 


Q -— can you elaborate a bit more on this, or go 
beyond that? What do you want them to do -- support the 
Jordanian-Palestinian accord or the Reagan plan, or what? 


a Well, we -- we have made known to the Soviet 
Union that constructive behavior would include, and does 
include, such things as resumption of full diplomatic relations 
with Israel; the ending of Soviet anti-semitic propaganda; the 
improved treatment of Soviet Jews, including the right to 
emigrate; the exercise of Soviet influence to reduce arms 
supplies to Iran by Soviet friends and allies; ending Soviet 
arms supplies to militia groups in Lebanon; desisting from 
efforts to obstruct positive moves toward expanding the peace 
process in the region. 


So when we talk about constructive behavior -- 
Q (Inaudible). 
A (Laughter) Well -- 


Q Can we use hands up instead of everybody 
shouting, please? 


a Connie? 


Q Oh, thank you. First of all, since this is so 
sensitive, if you could give us copies of some of those crucial 
Quidances, particularly the last one, we would be grateful. 


A Yes. 


Q Does the United States have any proof that Yassir 
Arafat represents a significant portion of the PLO? Does it 
concern you that he's not speaking for all the factions? 


King Hussein kept saying, “We have the assurance of 
Yassir Arafat." 


A I just refer you to the King's remarks to the 
PLO, that he referred to his recent discussions with the PLO, 
and, obviously, to the February 11 agreement. I think the 
King's remarks stand on their own. 








And when he said “we," he was talking about Jordan and 
the PLO, and I think we have to maintain that. 


~-MORE-- 








Q Ed, on that point, if some faction of the PLO 
should meet the U.S. requirements of 242/338 and Israel's right 
to exist, would the United States be prepared to deal with that 
faction, whether other elements of the PLO endorsed that 
statement or not? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Ed, on another subject, the House -- 
A No, no. Let's stay on this. Jim? 


Q In the most recent formulations of the U.S. 
formula for talking with -- or negotiating with the PLO, 
there's been a fourth condition added recently which you seem 
to have dropped here, which is renounce the use of terrorism. 


We have had guidance on that in the past, Jim, 
and, you know, in September ‘75 the U.S. gave assurances to 
Israel as part of the Sinai II agreements not to recognize or 
negotiate with the PLO so long as the PLO does not recognize 
Israel's right to exist and does not accept 242 and 338. And 
consistent with this assurance, that's been our policy -- of 
U.S. officials not to engage in substantive contacts or 


discussions with them as long as they have not acknowledged 
these conditions. 


What you're talking about specifically, Jim, if I 
understand you, is exactly what? I mean -- 


Q I'll tell you specifically what I mean. One, 
there's an amendment to the Senate Appropriations bill which 
has that phrase, and the authors of that bill say -- 


a What phrase exactly? Say it again? 


Q Well, the four conditions: Acceptance of 242 -- 
=) Oh, you're adding terrorism? 

Q Yeah, and renounce the use of terrorism. 

A Right. 


Q Now, the authors of that amendment say that they 
took that language directly from a speech by National Security 
Adviser McFarlane and State Department officials who have added 
it during this Administration. 


if 
/ 
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a Well, when you're talking about the legislation 
per se —— when you're talking about the legislation per se -- 
let me answer your question in two parts. 


First of all, the United States Government position on 
terrorism is well known. I think we are in the lead in 
opposing terrorism, and the Secretary, the President, Mr. , 
McFarlane's recent remarks on terrorism and counter-terrorism 
-— I think they speak for themselves. 


It's obvious also that you can't proceed on a peace 
process if terrorism is an ongoing fact of life. That again is 
another point, and in that -- I mean, yesterday, I think, the 
Jordanian Government representatives and the King -- there was 
a statement that was made. King Hussein spoke of 
non-belligerency. He referred to a genuine desire for peace 
that includes proceeding in a non-belligerent environment. 


I think this is an important statement on the part of 
the King and the Jordanians in terms of the peace process as a 
whole, and the Jordanian party issued a statement at four 
o'clock on May 29. I'm not sure if you're all aware of that. 
He indicated that -- it indicated that when King Hussein spoke 
of non-belligerency, he referred to a genuine desire for peace 
"that includes proceeding in a non-belligerent environment." 


Now, in our view this flows from King Hussein's desire 
for genuine peace through negotiations. It is obvious that to 
proceed on the peace process in a belligerent environment would 
be a contradiction in terms, and I would add “terrorism” -- 
part of your question -- to that. 


But more specifically in terms of the legislation, 
Jim, the Administration is firmly opposed to legislating such 
language and most recently made its views known in letters from 
the Secretary of State to Senators Lugar and Pell, and to 
Congressmen Broomfield and Fascell, opposing the inclusion of 
such restrictions in the FY-86 foreign assistance bill. 


The conduct of diplomacy is a unique responsibility of 
the President. Attempting to codify a nuanced and complex 
policy is not an appropriate function of the Legislative Branch 
of the Government. 


Q Ed, can I follow that up? The narrow issue is 
whether the United States -- American policy now is -- if [ 
understand it correctly -- that acceptance of 242 and 338 and 


Israel's right to exist, is ipso facto renouncing the use of 
terrorism, which would in effect be subsuming or dropping 
earlier American preconditions. 








ll 


fs) Well, we'd hope this would be the case, 
obviously. If you read the text of 242, you will see that in 
the language of that resolution itself, it talks about a 
peaceful environment to proceed with negotiations. So I'd 
refer you to the text of 242. 


Q But to earn a meeting with the United States, the 
PLO need only accept 242, 338 and Israel's right to exist, 
period. Right? No change -- 


- There's no change in that. 


Q No change. That's correct, and there's no change 


4 That's right, John. 


-- in the PLO charter required, or anything of 
that sort? 


Q But, Ed -- 


i The three conditions remain. Our position on 
terrorism is categoric, stands on its own, and I don't have to 
elaborate on that any more. 


Q Ed, you know, the Palestinian -- the PLO said not 
-- we are not -- we don't want to talk or negotiate; we are 
talking about recognition. Why the United States, when they 
offer that the PLO should accept 242/338, they don't say, “We 
will recognize PLO." They only say, “We will talk to them," or 
like the President yesterday said, “We will negotiate with 
them." 


I mean, is there any clear-cut point here? 

i) I don't understand your question. 

Q When you put conditions on the PLO to accept 242, 
you said that U.S. will negotiate or talk to them. You don't 
say “recognize them." Can you differentiate between these two 
things? 

A I'll just leave it exactly what I -- 


Q I mean, will you recognize them? 


A -~ as I formulated it earlier. 
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Q No. But the PLO is asking for recognition, not 
for talking. 


= I'm not going to be drawn into the differences 
between negotiating contacts and -- at this point. 


Q Ed, I still need clarification because I'm not 
sure that you answered Jim's question. The senior official 
yesterday said the United States needs -- whatever that means 


-——- a renunciation of terrorism from the PLO. Must the PLO 
renounce terrorism -——- 


First question: Must the PLO renounce terrorism for 
the United States to talk to them? 


I know it makes things better. I'm asking if they 
must renounce terrorism. 


Secondly, do you accept 242 as in itself recognizing 
Israel's rights to exist? I'm not sure everybody thinks it's 
all that explicit, but if the U.S. Government does, then you 
don't have to have both conditions, do you? All the PLO would 
have to do would be accept 242. Is that correct? 


Why would they have to do both? Why would they have 
to do duplicate things if you think 242 establishes Israel's 
right -- 


i) Doing duplicate things is what, Barry, in your 
question? Recognizing -- 


Q The first thing -- 
a -- the right of Israel to exist? 


Q -- is it a condition of the PLO -- of talking to 
the PLO -- not recognizing them, but talking to the PLO -- that 
the PLO renounce terrorism, as a senior official seemed to 
suggest less than 24 hours ago. I know you're against 
terrorism. I'm not asking you that. I'm asking you as a 
condition -- 


a Our position on that is clear. I think the 
answer to your question, Barry, is that [I've answered the 
question in terms of the United States position. I've 
reiterated the United States position. I've also answered the 
question that Jim raised in terms of terrorism in its two 
aspects: terrorism as a fundamental issue, which this 
Administration and the United States Government is 
categorically against and very active in opposing; and, 
secondly, in the legislative aspects. 
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Q And I know you don't want Congress to negotiate -- 
a And I can't really go beyond that. 


Q All right. Does 242 -- answer the second part. 
Does 242 recognize Israel's right to exist? 


i) I think it's inherent in the resolution. 
Q Or if it's inherent in it, why doesn't -- 
a But that's -- 


Q Why must the PLO do both, recognize -- accept 242 
and explicitly -- 


a It's an explicit recognition of the right of 
Israel to exist. It's a fundamental issue. 


Q 242 isn't enough? 


A 242 may be subject to interpretation, but I don't 
want to go further. 


Q Ed, would you elaborate on why the President 
seemed yesterday to agree with the King that 1985 was the last 
chance or the last best chance for peace? Isn't this raising 
the possibility of self-fulfilling prophecy or dangerously high 
expectations that can't be met then? 


A Well, I think the President's remarks, if you 
take them and then read what the Secretary said last night at 
the dinner he hosted for King Hussein, in which he specifically 
applauded the King's efforts, endorsing the King's dedication 
to the peace process and stating that the U.S. shared the 
King's determination to bring to reality a just, comprehensive 
and lasting peace, these are positive elements. And the 
Secretary went on to list the practical steps which the King 
has taken recently, which we recognize as real achievements: 
the restoration of full diplomatic relations with Egypt, okay; 
the recognition or both sides -- the American side, Jordanian 
side -- that time is a wasting asset; that we need action, and 
we need action this year, if we can get it; affirming the 
King's willingness for negotiations with a Jordanian/Pales- 
tinian delegation on one side, and Israel on the other, 
obviously, in a supportive international context; 
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addressing the question of the legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people within a context of a confederation between 
Jordan and -- Jordanian/Palestinian confederation. 


Q I understand -- 
i) I mean, these are all -- and what I've said 


before, the King's readiness to proceed in a non-belligerent 
environment. 


Q I understand these elements, but my question is -- 

A These are all elements which underscore -- 

Q But if they don't bear fruit -- but *re we saying 
that if they don't bear fruit this year, they can’: There's 
something magical about 1985? 

Aa Well, I think there's a recognition that time 
works against a peaceful settlement. 

Q Ed, have you received any reaction -- 

a Ralph? 


Q Can I come back to the toast that you just 
mentioned there? You happened to pick out a phrase that he 
used last night. The Secretary used the phrase, “a supportive 
international context," and the King a few moments later used 
the phrase, “international conference." 


Is that really what the argument boils down to now 
between Jordan and the U.S., that Jordan 13 going to insist on 
an international conference, and the U.S. is going to try to 
phrase it in a different way and call it a “supportive 
international context?" 


A Well, I think, Ralph, 1 addressed our position on 
an international conference 


Q Right So now I'm asking about an international 
context Is that -- 


a All right 
Q Are they both really the same thing? 
a It's a serious question [I take it for what 


you're saying The bedrock of the American position is to 
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obtain a mechanism which will lead to progress in the peace 
process and certainly lead to direct talks between the Arabs 
and the Israelis. That has underlied our efforts throughout 
this period. 


The importance of a mechanism, and a process, if you 
go back, is even subsumed in the President's September 1, ‘82 
initiative, which obviously remains our preferred approach 
toward a settlement. 

So that -- when you talk about international 
conference, international context, we have to get back to the 
basics. We want to see and establish a mechanism that will 


lead to real progress on the ground and will lead to direct 
talks between the Arabs and the Israelis. 


Q But, Ed, for the last -- 

Q Ed, but semantics aside, is it -- 

a I'm not talking about semantics. 

Q No. Well, it's boiling down to a -- 
a 


Well, I don't think -- 


Q -- to a game of semantics here. 

a I don't think -- 

Q Is it a “context” or a “conference"? 

a I've just answered Ralph's question, and I'm not 


going to -- 


Q For the last two years outrightly you refused the 
idea of international conference. Now the President said, “We 
will consider, we are discussing.” So is there at least a 
change? Can you admit there's a change of U.S. position toward 
international conference? 


a I've answered the question already I won't get 
Grawn further. 


Q Aren't you seeking -- I mean, if I could -- 
aren't you seeking some kind of international legitimization, 
whether it's through the Security Council -- I mean, the 


five-power Security Council, as Hussein mentioned, or a 


conference umbrella for a number of separate steps, including 
the Palestinian/Jordanian negotiations with Israel? 
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& We're seeking a process and a mechanism that will 
lead to direct talks between the Arabs and Israelis and lead to 
a comprehensive peace settlement. 

Q Including international conference? 

“ I'll leave it at what I said. 

Have talks been going on today between members of 
the Jordanian delegation and State Department officials on such 
matters as participation in talks, and that sort of thing? 

A I'm personally not aware of any specific talks, 
but I believe there may be. There will be further -- there, 
obviously, are going to be further contacts between the 
Jordanian and the U.S. side today, and, obviously, the main 
issues will be discussed. 

Q Will Secretary Shultz see Hussein again? 

a Yes. 

Q Can you say when? 

a Tonight I think there's a dinner. 

Q What about the military -- 


is) And I think there might be something else, but I 
don't have anything specific. 


Q Ed, where's the dinner? 


a I think it's at -- where the King's party is 
staying. 


Q Ed, have you received any reaction from the 
Israelis regarding the U.S. position concerning the 
international context? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Or maybe you have sort of endorsements in advance 
for the idea? 


a I have nothing on that. 
Q Okay Thank you. 
i) Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon. A brief reminder: As you 
know, there will be a BACKGROUNDER this afternoon in connection 
with the upcoming trip to the North Atlantic Council meeting in 
Portugal. That will be at 3:00 this afternoon. 


The 6th and 7th, as you know, will the NAC meeting 
outside of Lisbon, and then there is the visit to London on the 
8th and the overnight stop in Bermuda on the 9th. 


Let me say that I would like to introduce the new 
Director of the Press Office. There's been a bit of a gap 
since Brian Carlson left several years*® ago, and we now have 
Pete Martinez to take over the job. Pete has been with the 
Department now for about 14 years, since 1971. He has served 
in Madrid, Abidjan, at NATO Headquarters in Brussels, and in 
the office of the Under Secretary for Political affairs. His 
most recent assignment was in the PM Bureau -- 
Politico-Military Affairs. Pete, aside from English, is fluent 
in three languages -- French, Spanish and ambiguity. (Laughter) 


I want to do my best, and I know you will join me, in 
Giving Pete an interesting welcome. 


I've got a statement on Afghanistan, and 1'1]l be 
passing it out at the end: 


The penetration of Pakistan's airspace and attack on 
Pakistani villages in the Chitral area by Soviet-—Afghan forces 
on 31 May is a ruthless act in which the Communist forces in 
Afghanistan have violated an international frontier. 


We have condemned such violations in the past but are 
particularly troubled by the circumstances of this attack. It 
featured four separate sorties against civilian targets 14 
kilometers inside Pakistan. 


The attacks on 3] May appear to be made in connection 
with the latest offensive operations of the Soviet-Afghan 





* Correction: The Spokesman meant to say several months ago 








forces in the Konar Valley area, opposite Chitral. They again 
demonstrate the ditregard for interrational norms of behavior, 
in Afghanistan itself as well as across the border in Pakistan, 
by the Soviets and the Afghan regime. We condemn such actions 
and urge again that the Afghan situation be brought From the 
battlefield to the negotiating table which is the only place 
where we believe a lasting political solution sensitive to the 
interests of all can be formed. 


Now. as I said at the outset, I'll get this tidied up 
a bit and we'll distribute copies after the briefing. 


Q Can you give us any details on the talks between 
the United States and the Soviet Union regarding Afghanistan? 
whem do the talks take place and how far will they go? 


i) Let me come back to that ina second, Spence, if 
I can. I thought I had something here, as a matter of fact, on 
that. (TO STAFF) I do, don't I? Will nine people help me find 
it? 


When I find it, Spence, I will, with enthusiasm -- 


Q It's under A. 
MR. KALB: -- Bring it to you Hum 
Yes? 


Q The White House confirmed today that Secretary 
Shultz wrote Prime Minister Peres to report on the meetings 
with Hussein. This morning Minister Rabin said that Israel 
favors direct negotiations with Jordan that could include 
non—-PLO Palestinians 


Can you tell us about the letter to Peres? And are 
the two governmerts in agreement on the next step in the peace 
process? 


“ On the first one, I'm being invited by you to 
join into the whole process of diplomatic exchanges, and I'm 
going to opt out, as you can confidently predict 


Q Can you confirm, as the White House did, that the 
letter was written? 


A I'm going to stay away from the whole thing If 
the White House said it, it certainly doesn't need my humble 
confirmation from here 





Now, your second question? 


Q In the light of what Israeli Government officials 
have said and, in particular, Minister Rabin, are the Israeli 
and the American Governments now in agreement on the next step 
in the peace process? 


- I have nothing specific to offer you by way of 
that question that you've put. But I think you know that the 
U.S. is prepared to meet with a group of Jordanians and 
Palestinians if it is clear that it would contribute to the 
objective of direct negotiations with Israel. I think that 
position has been reiterated more than orice, and I have simply 
reconfirmed it here. 


Q Do you have any timeframe, Bernie, on -- 


aa No, I have nothing on a timeframe; I have nothing 
on a composition of any delegation. I have nothing on whether 
a delegation composition has been decided upon, and my 
anthology of having nothing on that is extensive. 


Q Let me ask you another one you may have nothing 
on. Do you have any sense that the Secretary may have to 
travel to the area before such a joint delegation can be put 
together? 


A I have nothing for you on that as well, John. I 
cannot create any sort of itineraries that would take you off 
to interesting parts of the worid that you're eager to visit. 


Q Bernie, does the -- now the Administration is 
still studying the international auspices now; they changed the 
“context” to “auspices” now of the Middle East conference? 


A I'm not familiar with the word “auspices.” My -- 


Q Speakes today said -- g 

i Speakes said “auspices.” I think the word around 
here has been “context.” Be that as it may, I think I'd have 
to refer you back to what the President said the other day when 
he was with King Hussein on the lawn, in which they said they 
would be exploring or looking into the situation. I don't have 
the words exactly before me. 


But by way of precise specifics, I'm going to have to 
short-change you on that. 


Q The President at that time, he said, still 
discussing. And today at the White House, they said, also, 








they're still discussing. Can you confirm that you are still 
discussing -- 


A You are inviting me once again, or somebody else 
is inviting me, to confirm what the White House is saying. Are 
you serious? 

Q You are making foreign policy decisions here. 

i) I think that you had an answer -- 

Q No, he's got it wrong. (Laughter) 

Q Correct it, Bernie. (Laughter) 


a Let the record show whose name is attached to 
that comment, and spell it. 


I think the Secretary, at the news conference on 
Friday, addressed that question. I have nothing to go beyond 
that. , 


~-MORE-- 








Q Do you have comment on the release of the 
photograph of Mr. Jacobsen? 


A Really very, very little on that, other than to 
note that the American University of Beirut has confirmed that 
the photograph is indeed of Mr. Jacobsen, and beyond that I 
have nothing at all. 


Q What about on the claims in the Jihad message 
that the CIA was behind a lot of these attacks that -- 


ra Nothing for you, Matt. 


Q On the Philippines, do you have any comment on 
President Marcos’ statements that -- about the Mutual Defense 
Pact with the United States and the U.S. coming to his aid if 
outside pressure is involved in the insurgency? 


Aa Well, I -- what I have on that is that the 
Philippine Government has not asked the United States to send 
in combat troops; and as for the U.S. reaction should there be 
such a request, I don't consider it appropriate or useful to 
try to answer a hypothetical question. Suffice it to say that 
we have no plans to send combat troops to the Philippines nor 
are we contemplating any such move. 


Q Is it your understanding that the New People's 
Army receives significant amounts of foreign aid or training 
abroad? 


a I don't have anything specific for you on that, 
but why don't I see if I cannot take the question and try to 
help you. 


Q Does the Administration have any reaction to the 
formation of this group -- reform group of military people 
within the Philippine Army? 


a There has been pressure for reform for some time 
from within the Philippine military. General discontent with 
the state of affairs within the Armed Forces has now taken the 
form of an organized group of professional military officers 
advocating reform. 


We understand that the discontent expressed has 
focused primarily on corruption, poor discipline, slowness in 
promotions, retirements of some senior officers, pay scales, 
and other such professional matters. 





We also understand that the military reform group's 
emphasis has been on internal reforms within the existing 
military structure. So, Joanne, that's what I have in reply to 
your question. 


Q I was wondering, do you have an opinion of this 
group as opposed to a description of it? 


A We have consistently supported reforms (aimed) at 
developing the Armed Forces of the Philippines as an effective, 
professional, military institution capable of playing its 
appropriate role in the nation's defense. 


I would not want to comment on the specific internal 
reforms advocated by the reform group. We have made clear our 
view, however, that elimination of corruption and abuse are 
essential if the Armed Forces are to play a positive role in 
dealing with the nation's problems. 


Q Copy? 
“ Yes. 
Q Bernie, is elimination of corruption and abuse 


what you mean by your support of reforms? 


a No. What I mean by what I mean is what I have 
just said, and I am not going to re-interpret it. 


Q Any reaction to the Papandreou victory? 


a Yes, I do have. The Greek elections are a 
domestic matter for the Greek people. They have cast their 
ballots in a democratic election and re-elected Prime Minister 
Papandreou. President Reagan is sending the Prime Minister a 
congratulatory message. 


As we have in the past, we will continue to seek the 
best possible relationship with the Greek Governmeht. we 
recognize our governments have had differences but believe 
improvement is possible. 


For any relationship to be mutually beneficial, both 
sides must approach it in a spirit of reciprocity and must act 
in a manner consistent with mutual obligations We believe we 
have done so and hope the new Greek Government will be willing 
to do its share 


Q Copy? 





a Copies? Yes. 


Q What is the outlook for the U.S. bases in the 
light of the victory? 


a On the question of the U.S. bases, the U.S 
security relationship with Greece, including the presence of 
U.S. bases in Greece, is governed by the 1983 Defense and 
Economic Cooperation Agreement. We expect that the Papandreou 
Government which negotiated this agreement will continue to 
honor it. We continue to believe that these facilities serve 
the interests of both countries and the NATO Alliance. We are 
working under the assumption this situation will continue. 


Q How does that respond -- 


Q Copies? 


I can't give you that, Matt 








1°) Bernie, how does that respond to the statement 
from the Greek Government today, or from several members of the 
Government, that in 1986 when the lease expires the United 
States will be kicked out and perhaps only NATO use of the base 
will be permitted? 


o Well, I don't have anything to tell you about the 
way you're phrasing the question. What I have is the statement 
I've just given you. We expect that the government of 
Papandreou, Prime Minister Papandreou, will continue to honor 
the agreement that was negotiated in 1963. 


Q Is that an American hope or is that an 
understanding with the Greek Government? 


“ When was the Greek Government elected -- 

. Very recently 

a -— this new Greek Government? 

Q Well, but it was -- 

o A few hours ago? 

Q -<-many of the same leaders 

“ All right. I think what I'm saying, to be 
serious for a moment, is that this is a 1983 agreement It 
stipulates a variety of things, and it's got some time to go 
yet -- 

Q and you think -- 


a -— and the expectation here is that the 
Government of Greece will continue to honor the 1983 agreement 


Q But Bernie, you mentioned the fact that the 
government was just recently elected Would it be a good idea, 
then, for there to be new talks? 


“ I have nothing on that 


Q Bernie, what is the State Department's position 
on this legislation - 


& I'm sorry 








Q What is the State Department's position on 
legislation which would limit the size of the Soviet Embassy in 
the United States to the size that our Embassy is restricted to 
in Moscow? 


o I dor 't have anything here on that. I hadn't 


heard that to come up, but why don't I take a look to see 
what's possible. 


Q Senator Leahy is introducing legislation 


“ Yes. 


On your question about Afghanistan, why don't I just 
take that one as well? If you will repeat the question, I'll 
make a pass at taking it. 

Q The question was -- 

‘ On Afghanistan. 


Q What can you tell us about the discussion between 
the United States and the Soviet Union regarding Afghanistan? 


a 0.4K. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comments on Perez de 
Cuellar's call for a resumption of the Manzanillo talks between 
the U.S. and Nicaragua’? 


o Nothing on that. 


Q The Washington Post reported that the Nicaraguan 
Ambassador said that they had proposed a resumption of the 


talks, and the US. had rejected it Can you comment on that? 
a No. 


Q How about a report that £1 Salvador has asked the 
State Department to open a consulate in £1 Paso? 


a Let me take that and see what we can get up on 
that 


Q Do you have anything on the deliberations on the 
SALT limits? 


i) Yes, 1 do The Administration is currently 
nearing the end of a lengthy and extensive review of our 
existing interim restraint policy I am not in @ position 
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right now to comment, obviously, on the substance of that 
review. The entire range of options is being taken into 
consideration, and several options have been presented to the 
President. No decisions have yet been made. 


As the President recently noted, any change in our 
current policy would be made openly and with the full knowledge 
of the Soviet Union. I would note that a report on this issue 
will be delivered to the Congress on June 10. 


An NSC meeting has been held on this subject today. 
The Secretary will be consulting with the Allies at the NAC 
meeting in Portugal later this week. And let me add that today 
the President was presented with the full range of options, and 


it is obviously up to him to make a final decision, if indeed a 
final decision is to be made at this point. 


Q When you say the President was presented with 
options, is that today he was presented with this? 


“ Yes, that's right, at the NSC meeting. 
Q Did your first mention of that refer to that, too? 


te I said the President was presented with a full 
range of options today. 


Q Yes, but earlier you said “options” too. Is this 
the first time he's been given options? 


oe I'm not going to get drawn into that. 
Q Can we get a copy of your statement? 


is Let me see if I can help you on that It's 
slightly marked. 


Q Would you repeat the end of that? What did you 
say, Bernie, “The President -- 


a Today the President was presented with the full 


range of options, and it is obviously up to him to make a final 
decision 


And your notes read -- 
Q "If a decision is to be made.” 


) "if indeed a final decision is to ve made at this 


point." 
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Q When is he going to make a decision’ 


a I noted that a report on the issue will be 
delivered to Congress on June 10 


Q That will contain his final decision? 

a I noted as well that the Secretary would be 
discussing this with the NATO Allies in Portugal this week As 
to the “when” the President will make the decision, I cannot 
circle the day or the hour on the calendar 

Q The report will include the decision? 

“ I can't say that 


Q He has technically until September, isn't it, or 
till the end of the year’? 


“ My understanding is toward the end of the year 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12°59 PM.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of June 3, 1985 


PHILIPPINES -- FOREIGN SUPPORT FOR THE NEW PEOPLE'S AxMY 





Q: Is it your understanding that the New People’s Army 
receives significant amounts of foreign aia or training 


abroad? 


A. -- WE HAVE NO INFORMATION THAT SUGGESTS THAT THE NPA IS 


RECEIVING SIGNIFICANT AMOUNTS UF AID OR TRAINING FROM 


FOREIGN SOURCES. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 3, 1985 


USSR: Size of Washington Embassy 





What is the State Department's position on legislation 
which would limit the size of the Soviet Embassy in the 
United States to the size our Embassy is restricted to in 
Moscow? 


There are no formal restrictions on the size of our Embassy 
in Moscow. At present, we are free to build up to whatever 
levels we deem adequate. We restrict the Soviets to 279 
officials and diplomatic personnel at theirc Embassy in 
Washington. We have approximately 180 official and 
diplomatic personnel at our Embassy in Moscow and we are 
currently increasing our presence there as part of a 
realignment of functions and the need for more American 
staff personnel to run our new Embassy complex. We believe 
legislation that results in the limitation of our ability 
to carry out this process could be harzful to U.S. 
interests. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 3, 1985 


EL SALVADOR: Consulate in El Paso? . 





Q: Can you comment on a report that El Salvador has asked 
the State Department [for permission] to open a 
consulate in El Paso? 

A: -- As of the morning of June 4, the Department's 

Office of Protocol had not received a diplomatic note fros 

the Salvadoran Embassy requesting authorization to open a 

consulate in El Paso. Once received, the request would be 

reviewed in light of the criteria for establishing and 
maintaining career consular posts which was distributed to 
all foreign missions in a circular diplomatic note dated 

February 27, 1985. 


~~ Further questions regarding £1 Salvador's 


plans should be referred to the Salvadoran Embassy. 
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TUESDSY, JUNE 4, 1985, 12:32 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I have several 
announcements. Available ir. the Press Office is an 
announcement concerning the establishment of a new Bureau of 
International Communications and Information Policy. That's 
available to you. 


Secretary Shultz will participate in the San trancisco 
Commemoration of the United Nations fortieth anniversary by 
addressing the U.N. Charter Day gala dinner on Wednesday, June 
26, at the Fairmount Hotel. For further information, please 
contact Jean McClatchy at area code 415-474-0701]. 


Q On the theory that Jean McClatchy won't respond 
to this question, can you say if there is any prospect of the 
Secretary using that occasion for his next meeting with Mr. 
Gromyko? He was quite negative about that possibility when we 
saw him last in flight, but things may have changed. 


f I am not aware of any change, Barry. 


The United States Department of State announced today 
that the Overseas Security Advisory Council, a joint venture 
between the American private sector and government agencies, 
will hold its first council meeting in Washington, D. C. on 
July 1, 1985. Council members are representatives of private 
organizations and government agencies with significant overseas 
operations and international experience. 


The formation of the Council was announced by the 
Secretary of State earlier this year. Its charter calls for 
the Department to select members from private organizations and 
government agencies. Council members will serve for a two-year 
term, at which time new representatives will be selected. It's 
under the chairmanship of David C. Fields, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for Security. 


The Council, which is a deliberative body, will 
consider major security issues and recommend programs, 
projects, procedures or policies for adoption by the U.S. 
Government and/or private interest groups overseas. 
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Vernon Bishop is the Executive Secretary of the Council, and P. 
Alice Johnson serves as Executive Assistant. For information, 
call 202-653-5220 or 5222. 


We are making available to the press and public a fact 
sheet providing a comprehensive description of the direction 
and scope of the SDI research program. The fact sheet is based 
on the new policy directive. It describes the strategic 
situation we face today, how the SDI program responds to that 
situation, and seeks to move the strategic balance toward 
greater stability. 


We have in the past made available detailed 
information on the SDI program, notably in a publication issued 
in January of this year. Since then, a number of important 
developments --— the beginning of new arms control negotiations 
with the Soviet Union, continuing consultations with our 
Allies, and growing public and Congressional interest -- have 
prompted the decision to issue this policy directive and fact 
sheet. It will be available in the Press Office for you. 


On behalf of President Reagan, Secretary Shultz, on 
June 3, transmitted the Eighteenth Semi-Annual Report on the 
Implementation of the Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Alfonse 
D'Amato of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe. These reports are submitted to assist the Commission 
in its function of monitoring implementation of the Helsinki 
Accords. 


The present report covers the period October 1, 
1984-April 1, 1985. It provides a factual survey of 
developments in the area covered by the Final Act -- human 
risnts and humanitarian concerns; security; economic, 
sciontific, and technological cooperation; and educational and 
cultural exchanges. 


The report concentrates on Soviet and Eastern European 
compliance with the Final Act in the Madrid concluding 
document. Although the record of compliance varied among the 
Eastern states, overall performance remained seriously flawed 
in the human rights and humanitarian area. The report 
documents the persecution which many Soviet citizens, including 
Nobel Prize-winning scientist DOr. Andrei Sakharov, Anatolly 
Shcharanskiy, Yuriy Orlov, and others have suffered for 
focusing attention on and attempting to alleviate the violation 
of human rights in the Soviet Union. 


These and other examples of failure by the Soviet 
Union to abide by its Helsinki pledges have been a primary 
subject of discussion in the CSCE Human Rights experts meeting 








currently taking place in Ottawa, Canada. This report is an 
important element in the U.S. Government's effort to assess the 
progress and shortcomings in achieving the Final Act's goals of 
strengthing security, expanding cooperation, building mutual 
confidence, and protecting human right. 


Copies are available in the Press Office. 

The White House made a statement on Nicaraguan 
military attacks. If you so wish, I can repeat that statement 
from the podium. If not, it will be available in the Press 
Office; opting for a democratic consensus. 

Q You needn't bother, as far as I'm concerned. 

i Fine. 

Q Is that it? 

“ That's it. 

Q On the Middle East, does the State Department 


take a position on this resolution about the sale of arms to 
Jordan, in the Senate? 


fa You're referring, Jim, specifically to the 
Senator Heinz-Senator Kennedy resolution? 

Q Yes. 

A Such legislation is, in our view, a serious 


mistake. It is damaging to the gathering momentum in the 
process to enact preemptive legislative hurdles. 


Q Are you stopping or pausing? 


a Sure. It's short enough -- if you want a copy, I 
can give it to you. 


Q Yes. I understand the politics of it, but would 
such ~— would the State Department consider such a resolution 
to be legally binding? 


fe I'm not going to get into that, Jim. 


Q Well, in the past, you've said such resolutions 
in other areas are not because they usurp the Executive 
Branch's right to conduct foreign policy. Would you think this 
would come in that rubric? 





oa Well, I have nothing specific for you. If I 
understand correctly, this is a sense of the Senate resolution, 
so I don't think the question arises. 


Q Could I follow that up on Jordan, please, Ed? 
The Jordanian Foreign Minister, Tahir Masri, is reportedly 
saying that the Reagan Administration has agreed with Jordan 
that the PLO will appoint the Palestinian members in the 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, and he's saying that the 
talks are expected to begin in about two weeks with Murphy. 


And finally, he's saying the U.S. is on the verge of 
acknowledging the Palestinians’ right to self-determination, as 
contained in the February 11 agreement between Arafat and 
Hussein. Do you have anything on any of that? 


‘ I have no specific reaction to Foreign Minister 
Masri‘s remarks. On this whole question of the peace process 
and members of the joint delegation, and timetables; let me 
just say that, you know, the U.S. is prepared to meet with a 
group of Jordanians and Palestinians if it is clear that it 
would contribute to the objective of direct negotiations with 
Israel. That has been our position -— remains our position. 


Now, in terms of reports that specific names, et 
cetera, I'm not going to get into discussing those. 


Q Ed, how about -- 
Q Could 1 just finish? Could 1 just finish? 
Q Yes. 


Q But how about the point of the PLO appointing the 
members of the Palestinian delegation? Would we meet with a 
Palestinian delegation that was approved or appointed by the 
PLO? 


A I think the Secretary addressed this at his Press 
Conference, and that certainly, I think, is the definitive 
statement of our position when you talk about criteria. You're 
raising the fundamental question of criteria in referring to 
this, and you know, we're sure there are members of the PNC who 
are not members of the PLO who could be considered, for 
example. But what we want, of course, basically, are people of 
good will, who are thoughtful and responsible, and are truly 
dedicated to non-violent negotiated solutions, and are truly 
ready to strive for peace with Israel. 








That is the general category, as the Secretary spelled 
it out on Friday, of the criteria that we're looking at, as I 
don't want to be drawn any further in terms of categories. 


Q Okay. Now we're getting into arms. Can you 
confirm reports from Israel that the U.S. has decided to sell 
Jordan F-20s and improved Hawk missiles? Has the decision been 
taken? 


A No formal decision on arms sales with Jordan has 
been reached. But in this complex issue, progress entails 
risks and when our friends are prepared to take those risks, 
they should be able to count on us. 


Q What kind of risk is that, tempting the peace 
process? 


i The risk of proceeding on the peace process. 


-- MORE -- 





Q It's a wonderfully ambiguous statement. Would 
you -- 


6 1 don't think it's an ambiguous statement at all, 
Barry. 


Q I think it's awfully ambiguous. 
a why do you think it's ambiguous? 


Q Well, because the question is -- first of all, 
you're ambiguous about who your friends are, but let's assume 
you mean Hussein --— then, the question is -- 


” You don't have to assume that. We consider King 
Hussein to be a good and close friend of the United States. 


Q Fine. I know. (Inaudible) The question is, is 
Hussein prepared -- 


a That's not ambiguous. 


Q Is Hussein -- what's ambiguous is whether you 
consider Hussein, at this moment, prepared to take that risk? 
Has he reached the point where he can be described as fitting 
that definition? 


6 King Hussein made it clear during his visit that 
he is committed to move this year to, as he put it, 
“negotiations amongst the parties to the conflict between the 
Arab side, a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, with Israel on 
the other side." 


We inteic to support that effort. 
Q Fine. Does that mean you -- 


A And as the President told reporters in the Rose 
Garden, “I have told the King that he will be able to count on 
the United States for assistance in addressing problems which 
Jordan may face in those areas." 


Q I was there. The question is whether the United 
States has concluded -- not that Hussein is sincere and that 
Hussein is interested in moving toward peace. But there's a 
question, in some peoples' minds, at least, that he has reached 
the point where he's prepared to take that risk or he would, 
first, rather surround himself with an international framework 
with the Soviet Union, with Syria, the PLO, the United States, 
Israel, China, Britain, and all the people that he wants to 
have in this international conference. 








So has he reached the point where you can judge him -- 
because he's been speaking of moving in this direction for 
probably 30 years? Has he reached the point where he's 
prepared to take the risk? If he is, he would meet your 
qualification for receiving weapons. 


“ I think we've stated at che aftermath of the 
King's visit here, Barry, that there has been definite 
progress, that there are issues yet to be resolved, but that 
the basic thrust of the visit was a very positive one in terms 
of forward movement in the peace process. 


The President said -- confirmed this; the Secretary 
confirmed this, and as the President said, “We recognize 
Jordan's security and economic needs and Jordan can count on 
us.” 


Q & follow-up to this. Mr. Tahir Masri, the 
Foreign Minister of Jordan, yesterday expressed his dismay with 
the U.S. Administration asking for a public and unequivocal 
statement from Mr. Arafat expressing the same ideas expressed 
by King Hussein. And he said that this means that the 
Administration does not put trust in the King's statement. How 
do you express -- what is your reaction to this? 


6 I don't want to be drawn into specific reaction 
to the Foreign Minister's remarks. I think we've stated our 
position on the PLO; the conditions for our entering into a 
substantive dialogue with the PLO on many occasions. You know 
what they are just as well as I do. 


Q Can we have a copy of the response on the arms to 
Jordan, please? 


A It's very short, but 1'1l give it to you. 

Q That's good. That's needed. Thanks. 

Q Yesterday, the Foreign Minister said that he 
agreed with -- the Jordanian and U.S. agreed on thrve steps of 
the negotiation. The first step is to have the delegation only 
for a meeting in Amman in the coming weeks. 


Can you confirm that there were now three steps of 
meetings? 


A No, I can't confirm that. 


Q Back to McLaughlin's question. Masri was quoted 





to have said that the Administration is edging towards the 
acceptance of the right of the Palestinians for 
self—determination within the context of the February 11 
agreement between Hussein and Arafat. 


Would you be able to confirm this or deny this? And 
if you confirm it, would you explain it to us? 


a No, I can't be drawn into that, no. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the statements made 
by Mr. Peres yesterday regarding the international umbrella and 


o Mr. Rabin? 
Q Sorry. Mr. Rabin. 


& Specifically, his opposition to talks under an 
international umbrella? 


Q Yes. 


a And opposition to our talking with a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? I have no specific 
reaction. (Laughter) 


But, again, 1 do want to refer yc: to what the 
Secretary said on both these issues at his friday press 
conference The Secretary laid out the United States position 
very clearly on both these issues and it has not changed, and I 
refer you to the Secretary's remarks. 


Q Ed, but a follow-up - - 
a And also to the President's remarks on that. 


Q A follow-up on that. The Jordanian -- they will 
not say anything on Rabin. They said America will handle 
Israel; not Jordan. So now you are refusing to -- 


a Who said that? 


Q The Foreign Minister yesterday in a briefing for 
Arab journalists. He said it's not our business to comment on 
Rabin. It is the American business to handle Israel, and you 
say you don't have any comment on that? 


fs No, I -- the Foreign Minister met with 
reporters. He answered their questions. I'm not going to get 
involved by commenting on it. 








Q So you don't think that this is unhelpful to the 
peace process? Rabin's remarks are unhelpful to the peace 
process? 


“ I have no comment on that. 


Q Ed, can I go back to another statement that I'm 
sure you'd say wasn't ambiguous? 


Rabin, opposing -- Rabin opposes the PNC, period, 
or at least he ao yesterday. But you gave him kind of -- you 
summarized a littse too quickly his opposition to that 
meeting. He said he was opposed to a U.S. meeting. He is for 
Palestinian participation. He's opposed to an advance meeting, 
he says, because it is not -- it would not -- there's not a 
clear-cut link between that advance meeting and the direct 
negotiations that both Israel and the United States prefer. 


Now, a few statements back you said you're in favor of 
that meeting, and then you said “if it will lead to 
negotiations." 


Is the Untied States convinced that there is that link 
built into it, or will you find out if there's a link once you 
get there, or can you clarify it in any way? Do you find that 
advance meeting linked directly, that it will -- that 
inevitably will flow from it direct negotiations; or do you go 
to that advance meeting, as most people would assume you would 
go, to find out what's next? 


a Our objective would be to promote any such 
meeting to lead to direct talks. 


Q Our objective would be that -- to hope? 


A To insure that any such meeting would lead to 
direct talks between the Arabs and Israelis. 


Q Before you go there? 
ia Just let me leave it exactly the way I said it. 


Another area? 


Q Staying on the Middle East, AP reports from 
Jerusalem saying that seven personnel names have been given to 
Mr. Peres from the U.S. Ambassador to Israel Can you confirm 
that report? 
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i Well, I have nothing for you regarding specific 


names. Let me -- again, we -- I think it's important to point 
out that we have not received a formal list of names. And. of 


course, there have been names that have been floating around, 
especially in the public domain, but we have not received a 


formal list of names 
-~~MORE-- 
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Q why not? 


o We are -- I'm giving you a fact. I'm not giving 
you an interpretation. We just have not received a formal list 
of names. We are prepared to meet with a group of Jordanians 
and Palestinians if it is clear it would contribute to the 
objective of direct negotiations between the Arabs and the 


Israelis. 

Q Without the names in advance, you would still 
meet with them? 

“ Excuse me? 

Q Without having the names or their names in 


advance, you would still be prepared to meet with them? 


A I don't think that's what l'm saying. All] i'm 
saying is that we just have not received a formal list of names 


Q td, the New York Times today -- Gannet said -- 
account mostly of the pressure to stop an arms sale to Jordan, 
speaks of the -- quotes the Secretary -- I don't have the paper 
in front of me -- but it has the Secretary as being much more 
Glowing, much more praising of the Hussein initiative than he 
was, for instance, at the news conference Friday; God knows 
than the State Department was Thursday when you found problems 
with the proposal. 





In any event, are those quotes in The Times an 
accurate representation of his views, or would you say his 
views are more toward Friday's views or Thursday's views or 
Tuesday's views? I'm trying to place them exactly. 





Q 1 am, obviously, in a much different analytic 
position than you are, Barry, on ambiguities and 
contradictions. What the Secretary stated at his press 
conference on Friday in our view no way contradicted or was 
different than the basic positions that we've been outlining in 
the previous week, certainly on an international conference, 
certainly on the results -- the positive results of King 
Hussein's visit here. 


At that press conference, let me remind you that the 
Secretary characterized the very positive achievements of King 
Hussein's visit here, and he did discuss this on the Hill] late 
yesterday evening, and basically those discussions were on the 
peace process and the King's visit 


Q That trip to the Hill -- 
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a I don't think there's -- I don't think the 
Secretary has any way changed his assessment. I think it's the 
basic. same assessment that this trip has resulted -- this 
visit by the King has resulted in some positive movement 
forward. 


Q That trip to the Hill, by the way, you would say 
was focused mostly on the negotiations and a report on that and 
not on trying to stop the move to block arms sales to Jordan? 


“ Absolutely. The Secretary's consultations on the 
Hill on both the House and the Senate side yesterday were 
basically to consult closely with the Senate and the House on 
the results of King Hussein's visit, to discuss with them the 
peace process and where we are and where we may be going. 


Q All right I thought -- 


i And he did not get into any specific detail on 
arms sales to Jordan. 


Q l read that article hours ago, but if I 
remembered right, he is privately saying he's convinced the PLO 
is interested in making peace with Israel. Publicly Friday he 
wasn't taking it secondhand. He had to hear a public, explicit 
affirmation from the PLO, which presumably you haven't heard 
yet, have you? 


a A public, explicit -- 


Q Affirmation -- 


a ~~ from the PLO? 
Q -~ of 242, 338. 
a No We haven't received that. 


Q So, does -- 

Q Ed, can you confirm that Senator Lugar -- while 
his recent visit to the Middle East, had a meeting with Mr. 
Arafat? 

i 1 have nothing -- 

Q It was reported today in the paper. 


i 1 have nothing for you on that 


Q Do you have any reaction to Senator Kennedy and 
Senator Heinz -- 
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. Yes. I gave it to you 
Q -- proposal? 
ra I gave it to you. 


Just as a very general question, what's the next 
step to be expected in the peace process? 


ia Well, I think the Secretary mentioned that again 
at his press conference, that the next step will most likely be 
Assistant Secretary Murphy exploring where we go in terms of a 
delegation and close consultations with Isreel, with Jordan, 
the other parties in the Arab world Just leave it at that 

Q But isn't this -- 

‘ Any other part of the world? 

Q Excuse me. Isn't this the -- 

Oo 


We have no questions about the other part of the 
world? 


Q Ed -- 

is ls this a purely Middle East briefing today? 

Q Excuse me. Isn't this the step before the last 
step? Again it's back to the step before the visit of King 
Hussein? 

6 No 

Q Mr. Murphy again to the Middle Last for the - 

i No There's -- 


Q ~~ for the list of Palestinians? 


6 There, obviously, has been forward movement 
This is not a step backwards. This is a step forward 


Q Would you like to go to the Pacific and -- 


A With pleasure 


Q -~- answer a question about the Philippines? 
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Q When do we leave? (Laughter) 


Q The Philippine Chief of Staff has once again 
raised the possibility of invoking an American treaty to ask 
for assistance if it's proven that there was sizable aid to the 
rebels in the Philippines -- not just money but more sizable 
and tangible aid. Have you any comment on that? 


. We do, and it is in the Press Office. We had 
that available yesterday. I refer you to the Press Office. 


Q But it's no different -- He repeated it last 
night is what I -- 

i) Basically, right. 

Q Ed, I'm sorry to keep worrying this same problem, 


but back to the Middle East to clear up one detail in my fuzzy 
mind. 


The acceptability of the Palestinians in that 
delegation that Mr. Murphy will some day meet with is up to the 
United States. Right? It is not going to be given to any 
other country such as Israel to approve or disapprove. It will 
be a U.S. decision. Is that what you're saying? 


A You're talking about our meeting with a joint -- 
Q Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. 
A -—- Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. That will 


be a U.S. decision. 


Q And you will take it on the basis of US. 
knowledge and not of the recommendations of anybody else? 


A It will be our decision but in close consultation 
with the parties in the area. 


Q But you agreed that PLO will nominate the 
Palestinians. That's the -- 


is I have not made any such statement. 
Q But -- you haven't agreed on that? 
A I have not made any such statement. You're 


interpreting my remarks. 
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Q No. But the Foreign Minister said you agreed. I 
mean, why you will not announce it? 


a I have not said that. 
Spence? 


Q Do you have any comment on the decision of the 
South Korean and North Korean legislatures to exchange contacts? 


6 The National Assembly of the Republic of Korea 
has replied positively to the proposal by North Korea to hold 
interparliamentary talks and has proposed a preliminary meeting 
in -- for July. 


As we have said before, direct talks between North and 
the South are the key mechanism for reducing tensions on the 
Korean Peninsula. Consequently, we welcome the prospect of 
parliamentary talks as we would welcome talks on any subject 
which both sides believe could be usefully discussed. 


Q Copies? 

a Yes. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 
Q Ed -- 

a Yes? 


Q Ed, there's a report that at the request of the 
United States, COCOM is drawing the guideline to exempt China 
from the COCOM's control on certain category of technology 
transfer. Do you have anything on that? 

A Tech to whom? 

Q To China. To expedite the -- 

es To China? 

Q Yes. 

f°) I believe we have some guidance, but -- old 


guieance in the Press Office. I'll refer you to the Press 
Office on that. 


Q Ed, another question, please. You said the White 
House has made a statement on Nicaragua, but do you have 








16 


something there on spillover? In other words, the accusations 
and cross-accusations or spillover? Do you have your own U.S. 
description of the scuffle in Costa Rica, for instance? 
Honduras, too? 

If it's out at the White House, please -- 


A It's basically in the White House statement, 
Barry. 


Q It's in the statement? 
5 Yes. Okay? 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:58 p.m.) 
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MR. DIJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. 


The AID Administrator, Mr. Peter McPherson, and Deputy 
Administrator J. F. Morris will hold a press briefing in the 
State Department Press Briefing Room at 2:00 p.m., Thursday, 
June 6. They will discuss logistical problems with food 
distribution in Ethiopia and measures to improve it, following 
Mr. Morris's return from Africa. Graphics illustrating food 
distribution problems will be available. 


U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament Agency officials are 
meeting today with members of an arms control delegation from 
the People's Republic of China. [The Chinese delegation is in 
Washington to continue discussions begun by President Reagan 
and by ACDA Director Kenneth Adelman during their respective 
visits to the People's Republic of China. 


In keeping with the general forward movement in our 
relationship with China over the past few years, we believe it 
is appropriate to maintain systematic dialogue in the area of 
arms control. The visit of the Chinese delegation is net 
designed to result in any specific new agreements, but to 
foster better understanding between the two sides in a spirit 
of constructive communication 


Questions? 

Q On that subject, any update on that nuclear 
agreement with the Chinese that's been held up for about a year 
almost? 


A Bernie, I have nothing for you on that No 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on these -- on some 
of the statements being run in a series in The New York Times, 





suggesting that the United States has begun to plan and even - 





and U.S. officials are speaking openly of military -- direct 
U.S. military involvement in Nicaragua? 


a Yes, Jim. As we've stated many times, and as the 
President and the Secretary have made clear, the United States 
has no desire or intention of introducing United States combat 
troops into Central America 


We have nothing, basically, to add to these statements 


Q Could you comment on the -- one particular thing 
in the article today said that, whereas the United States had 
previously objected to high-performance aircraft such as MiG's 
in Nicaragua, that now they were including Czech trainer 
planes, L-39's, among those planes which would be unacceptable 
to the US 


i) Well, as we've -- 
Q Is there any clarification on that? 
a As we've indicated before, the addition of 


advanced combat aircraft to the Sandinista arsenal would be a 
serious development, in our view, which we would regard with 
the utmost concern, and concerning the L-39's, I won't go 
beyond what I've just said 


Q But you can't say whether or not they constitute 
advanced combat aircraft? 


a I just won't go beyond what I've just said 


Q Ed, to follow that, last November when we had a 
go around on this issue, a statement was made from the podium 
that referred to “advanced aircraft" as “high-speed” aircraft 
-- in other words, defined the term “advanced” with that 
additional modifier, which appeared to leave out the L-39 


Does “high-speed” still - is “high-speed” still 
attached to our definition of “advanced aircraft" in Nicaragua? 


A Just let me leave it, Doyle, that we're talking 
about advanced combat aircraft which would be a matter of 
concern to us, and I'll leave it at that 


Q Excuse me Were you Finished? On the same 
subject, how do you read the intensification of military 
efforts of the Sandinistas against the contra forces in 
Nicaragua just after the decision-making by this Administration 
to Force sanctions against Nicaragua? 











I Well, I think we addressed that yesterday in the 
White House statement -- our position on that -- and I'll refer 
you to that White House statement. 


Q Do you have any comment on Nicaragua's proposal 
for a demilitarized zone between Custa Rica and Nicaragua with 
-- under the auspices of the Contadora group? 


a Well, we believe that the serious situation in 
Central America must be treated comprehensively The important 
word there is “comprehensively.“ fhe Sandinista military 
buildup. which has created an overwhelming military imbalance 
in the region, coupled with signs of increased aggressive 
behavior by the Government of Nicaragua against its neighbors, 
cannot be resolved by such proposals as a OMZ. Thus, a 
comprehensive solution based on the Contadora Document of 
Objectives is the way to bring peace to the region 


Q If the Contadora group were in favor of such a 
proposal, would we oppose it? 


A That's a hypothetical situation. I think our 
position is quite clear from what [I've just given you 

Q Could we have a copy? 

a Yes. You may have a copy of that 

Q On that Chinese arms control delegation, do you 


have any possibilities that China may be asking to join the SDI 
research program? 


a I have nothing on that for you 


Q Any decision due, or nearer, on the sale of arms 
to Jordan? 


a Well, let me just say, as Secretary Shultz said 
yesterday on the plane going to Lisbon, the Middle East arms 
transfer survey review is basically finished and briefings on 
the Hill have not yet been scheduled 


I think that's a first step that we have to look at, 
and let me leave it at that 


Q We have a report here that Mr. Murphy will be 
going to - 


a L'm sorry I can't hear you Could you speak a 
little louder? 


- MORE - 





Q We have a report here from Amman that Mr. Murphy 
will be going to Jordan early next month for possible talks 
with a joint Palestinian/Jordanian team. Have you any comment 
on that? 


a I cannot confirm Mr. Murphy's travel schedule at 
this point. 


Q Ed, when -- do you think that this review will be 
public. the review of arms sales to the Middle East, will be 
made public or it will be kept classified? 


A well, I think there will be a public dimension to 
it, but -- 


Q So soon we expect it to be published? 

Q Ed, U.S. press reports keep saying that -- 
a I'm sorry, he -- 

Q It's on the same subject. 


Q Can you say what “basically finished” is, more 
specifically? Has the Secretary signed off on it? Has the 
President seen it? Has the President signed off on it? 


a I can't get into that type of detail on exactly 
who has approved the document. When I say “basically 
Finished," that's exactly what I mean. Period. 


Q Ed, U.S. press reports keep saying that the US 
Administration is somehow feeling that on the Capitol Hill the 
forces against arms sale to Jordan and Saudi Arabia are strong 
enough to prevent such sales 


How do you see this? How do you read these reports? 


a Well, ['m not going to get into an account of who 
opposes and who is for I think what is important is to look 
at any future arms sales decision within the context of what 
we're trying to achieve in the Middle tast as a whole, and 
especially in terms of the peace process 


The President and the Secretary have addressed the 
fundamental issue that's involved here, which is that for 
countries and leaders to take the risks for peace, they must be 
secure in order to move forward This was underlined during 
King Hussein's visit here, as you well know 

















Q Ed, what is Mr. Pelletreau doing in Paris? 
= I have nothing for you on that, Bernie. 


Q I mean is it in connection -- in other words -- 
let me put it differently: what are we asking the NATO 
countries to do regarding the Mid-East? You've already 
confirmed that the Secretary sent a letter to the NATO 
countries -- [ believe you confirmed that. And now, according 
to -- apparently the Quai d'Orsay announced Pelletreau is in 
Paris, so it's nota -- 


a Let me take the question and get something for 
you. 


Q Ed, on the arms sales to Jordan, you said, “when 
they are ready to take the risk." Today you're saying they 
have to feel secure In other words, are you suggesting that 
they will receive the arms prior to joining the peace process, 
or following the peace process? 


a I'm not putting any chronology to it; ['m just 
making a basic statement of -- underlining what both the 
President and Secretary said. 


Q Ed, knowing as we both do all the rules about 
whether the U.S. can or can't talk to the PLO, in light of 
everything -- 


4 Right. 


Q -~ that has been said so many times, is the 
United States free to, and has it been having diplomats -- of 
the United States, of course -- free to talk to Palestine 
National Council members who are not PLO regarding their 
possible participation in these peace talks and preliminary 
talks? Is the U.S. free to do that? And has it been doing it? 


a Is the U.S. free to talk with members of the PNC? 


Q In other words -- well, these questions always 
get convoluted 


a Right. 
Q (A senior Department official's) construction is 
|hat some names have been tossed in the air -- there are no 


lists; they're being considered informally, sort of casually, 
ad hoc Let's assume the process is a little more serious than 





that. So I'm asking, is the U.S. in contact, having 
discussions, preliminary discussions with Palestinians who 
might be in these delegations -- and presumably the.e would not 
be PLO members, so they would be Council members, for instance 
a professor at Columbia perhaps. a Georgetown professor, a 
fellow living in Paris. whatever 


a Well, you know, it's no great secret that we have 
met with, do meet with Palestinians, obviously non-PLO. Again, 
it is no secret that the American position has consistently 
been that the Palestinians have to be involved in the peace 
process at all the various stages. 


We do meet with Palestinians, have done so, are doing 
so, and will do so. As I said yesterday concerning the mcre 
specific question of lists, names of Palestinians who might be 
included in the joint Jordanian/Palestinian delegation have 
been floated informally. both in the public domain and 
privately. But there is no Formal list we know of. Let me 
stress that: there is no formal list 


And let me point out that we have not been involved in 
conveying to any party any list of names for a 
Jordanian/Palestinian delegation where -- 


Q Notice how carefully I tried to avoid bringing up 
lists, because we know -- 


4 That's right. No, I understand that. 


Q -- we know your formal position on formal Lists 

“ Right 

Q Your answer is 90 percent complete You haven't 
told me -- 

a Barry, I can never satisfy you 

Q [ know. It's just that the thirst for news is 
incredible 

(Laughter) 

And in your --~ you say, “We heve been, we are, we will 
be talking to Palestinians " ['m not asking about lists ['m 


asking if, in these conversations, the Unitec States is 
conversing with any of these “floated” names, to use your 
description Have we made an attempt to sive any of these 
people up by talking to them? 

















= Well. I would have to know the names and do some 
research to find out if we've been talking to those individuals 


Q Well, we've both seen the same names come out of 
Israel -- Said -- 


a At this point, I just don't know. 
Q Shahabi. What? 

“ I just don't know. 

Q Sharabi 

Q Sharabi Excuse me 


Q Is part of the process of names Floating, talking 
to some of them? 


a Let me see if I can get a more specific response 
to you on that. 


Q But, Ed, some of these names had issued some 
statements that they never talked to you, you never talked to 
them, you know. So I don't know why their names is “floating.” 


(Laughter) 
a Maybe that's the definition of "float." 
(Laughter) 


Q Let me try it another way, Ed Do you agree with 
the definition by Israeli Foreign Minister Shamir that there is 
no difference between the PLO and the PNC? As he put it, I 
think, “the PNC is the PLO." 


is) Again, the only answ.. | can give to you on that, 
Jim, is basically what the Secretary said at his press 
conference We are looking, as interlocutors, to Palestinians 
who have the good will and a constructive attitude toward peace 
and a settlement; and we are looking at Palestinians in that 


broad category, or under those -- that broad criteria 
Obviously, in the terms of the PNC, if there are members who 
are not -- if there are members of the PNC who are not 


officials, or associated with the official members of the PLO, 
that's something we'd have to look at 


Q Sir, has the United States made profiles as 
was often done in World War [I of interesting persons -- has 
the United States made profiles of these names being floated 








of their life history. including their education, religious 
views, et cetera -- I know that they are in Islam --— but have 
they made profiles of them, what they've done all their lives? 


a I'm not aware of any specific profiles on these 
individuals, no. We obviously know about them, but I know of 
no specific profiles. 


Q Thank you. 

Q Lebanon? Lebanon There are some diplomatic 
reports saying that Israel intends to keep some of its forces 
in south Lebanon after withdrawal. 


Could you speculate what will be the Unitec States’ 
position in this case? ° 


a We never speculate from this podium . (Laughter) 
I'll give you a response: 





We welcomed the Israeli affirmation when the 
Government of Israel made it of its intention to wichdraw its 
troops from Lebanon by June 6. A complete Israeli withdrawal 
to the international border is in the interest of all parties. 
We would welcome the extension of Lebanese central government 
authority over all Lebanese territory. 


As you know, we have cc istently favored the 
extension of Lebanese aut'ority over all Lebanese territory and 
security for the Israel/Lebanon border, preferrably through 
mutually agreed security arrangements. 


Now, implicit in all of this is the withdrawal of all 
Foreign forces 


Q Ed, does the United States have a position on 
whether Palestinian guerrillas should re-enter that area? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Barry 


- MORE .- 














Q A subsidary question: Who do you think should be 
in charge of maintaining security in that area currently? 

. The area that's -- 

Q The area -- the border area. 


a The border area? I'll have to sti * to what I 
just said. 


Q You have -- the State Department has no position 
on whether Palestinian guerrillas -- 


“ No, no. The Lebanese central government 
authority; we would welcome the extension of the Lebanese 
government central authorities’ authority over all Lebanese 
territory. Our preference would be for the Lebanese government 
and its organs to exercise their authority over all of 
Lebanon's territory. 


Q Are you discvssing that with the Israelis, 
because Rabin said that they're going to surrender the control 
of their strip to Lebanese militias and Israel will come to 
their assistance whenever the moment arrives. 


a Well, Semaan, I'm not going to get into our 
diplomatic exchanges. But [ think -- 


Q What if they -- 

a -~ the position i've outlined stands on its own 

Q A couple of times you said there's no indication 
that the Syrian army will go back into Beirut Are you still 
sticking to this indication? 


a At the present time, we still have no indications 
of the Syrian Government army moving into Beirut 


Q What about in principle, you know, in general? 

a ['m not going to get into that 

Q Any comment on the assassination of the 
Administrator -- Administrative Director of the University of 


San Carlos in Guatemala? 


a No, I don't 


Q He was @ member of the peace - could you take 
the question? I mean, he was a member of an of ficial peace 
commission, and he's like the third or fourth university 
professor to be assassinated in recent months 
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“ I'll take that question and look into it. 


A question on the human rights talks in Ottawa. - 
Ambassador Schifter had some comments yesterday about Romanian 
dialogue with the United States not producing very much at 
the same time the White House was issuing a statement saying 
that they'd had some frank exchanges. 


Is there an explanation of the apparent difference 
between the two points? 


o No, we have guidance in the Press Office on the 
Romanian question, but I have nothing specific for you on that. 


Q Back to the Middle East, if I may. 

a One second, we have a question here 

Q Another topic: There's a report this morning of 
a secret, private group, including Nixon and Muskie, who have 
been at work for some months now on a bilateral arms control 
package. 


Were you aware of this group? Was this Department 
aware of this group -- 


a No 
Q -- and its existence? 
a I'm not aware of it. 


Q Apparently it was with the blessing of the 





President -- encouragement of President Reagan. 
“ A secret -- 
Q A secret, private group, including -- 
a [I have nothing for you on that. 
Q -- former President Nixon and Muskie 
a No, I have nothing for you on that 
Q Ed, any further information on the talks of Mr 


Rabin in this country? 


a No, I have nothing on it 





il 


Q Do you have anything on the Russian statement 
about the ABM Treaty --— SDI? It was a Marshal in Pravda? 

a I thought I did on -- Akhromeyev. You're talking 
of General Akhromeyevu? 

Q Yeah. 

A Well, Marshal Akhromeyev, in his article in 


Pravda, emphasized the importance of the ABM Treaty and accused 
the United States of undermining that treaty. 


Our reaction to his Pravda statements are the 
following. We also believe that the ABM Treaty is very 
important. That is why we view Soviet violations and the 
erosion of the treaty so seriously. 


The U.S. SDI research program is completely within the 
ABM Treaty The Soviet ballistic missile defense program is 
not. 


Marshal Akhromeyeu's defense of the Krasnoyarsk radar 
repeats standard Soviet arguments, which are not persuasive. 
The claim that the radar is for space track stretches our 
credulity 


His criticism of SDI is also standard. The Treaty 
permits research. That is what we are doing. The Soviets 
conduct similar research and have been for years 


No decisions have been taken beyond undertaking 
research Should SOI technologies prove feasible, we would 
consult and negotiate with the Soviets as appropriate under the 
terms of the ABM Treaty. 


Q Can I have a copy of that, Ed? 
“ Yes 
Q Do you have anything on Mr. Gandhi's interview, 


particularly some of his criticisms of the U.S.? 


fe) Yes, Bernie Let me say, from the outset, that 
Mr. Gandhi, in his interviews -- what we have noted is his 
references to the new tenor of warmer relations between 
Washington and New Delhi He has stated that his main 
objective in coming to the United States is to seek better 
mutual understanding about our differences This is one of our 
major objectives as well 


And Prime Minister Gandhi's statements indicate a 
gesire for better relations with the U.S His talks in 
Washington will permit both sides to explore wider areas of 
cooperation as well as to, in his words, “narrow down our 
differences " 


J ¢ 
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Now, if you want to get into more specifics, I leave 
that up to you. 


Q How about his statement about Pakistan? 


a Well, his statement on arms sales to Pakistan, or 
nuclear -- ? 


U.S. arms are not aimed against India, a country with 
which we have good relations and hope to have even better. 
They are directed at enabling Pakistan to stand firm in the 
face of Soviet-engineered threats and military pressure against 
Pakistan. 


The U. S. supports the process of Indo-Pakistani 
normalization, and stands ready to do all we realistically can 
to help that trend along. 


Now, in terms of the -- our attitude to Pakistan's 
nuclear programs, we have made clear to the Pakistanis that our 
ability to continue our security assistance program presumes 
restraint in the nuclear area. The U.S. has repeatedly 
stressed its concern over Pakistan's nuclear activities to the 
Government of Pakistan. They have assured us that they have no 
intention of developing a nuclear weapons capability. 


We have imposed strict controls over the export of 
nuclear-related technology and have worked closely with a 
number of like-minded states to reduce the danger of nuclear 
proliferation in South Asia and globally. 


Q Copy? 
ve Yes. 
Q When you say in that last part, that we have made 


clear to the Pakistanis that our ability to continue aid 
presumes restraint in the nuclear area, is that something 
recent? [ mean, have you recently made clear to them, or are 
you stating that, you know, over the course of our relations 
with them? 


a I think the Pakistanis have been well aware of 
our position on this during the course of our relationship 


Q Can I go back quickly to Lebanon? 


a Well, anything more on Gandhi? 

Q Anything on this comparison of Afghanistan with 
Grenada? 

A No We can't speak for the government regarding 


its attitude on Afghanistan No, [ have nothing specific on 
that 
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Q Any further assessment of the nature of the 
Soviet threat to Pakistan at the moment? 


“ No, nothing further than we've said on our -- the 


other day, stressing our concern over the strikes in Pakistani 
territory. 


Q Ed, on the -- 


- I'm sorry -— did we -- 

Q Can I -- 

“ Okay. 

Q The same subject. Ed, when you numbered your 


conditions for the Soviet Union to have a seat, or a role, for 
the Middle East, there was -- 





oI [I did not -- 

Q There was -- 

a [I did not enumerate conditions. 

Q Okay The examples. I'm sorry. 

a [I enumerated examples of Soviet policy and 


behavior in the Middle East. 


Q Okay [ take just your words -- 


A My remarks were interpreted to be conditions and 
tests -- 

Q Okay 

a (Laughter) 

y I take just your words But I want to ask, why 


there was nothing related to Afghanistan? 





A In the examples? 

Q Yes 

4 L stand by my examples. Our attitude towards the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan is very well known [I don't 


think that that is an exclusion that you should put any 
Machiavellian intepretation to 
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Q when are those talks going to be held with the 
Soviets on Afghanistan? Is there a date yet? 


a I don't have a date for you yet. We expect it 
soon. 


Q Ed, since you are talking about the nuclear 
development in Pakistan, what's happened to that krytron in 
Israel? It's dead, the story. We haven't heard anymore about, 
will they return them; what's happened to it? 


rs) We are continuing close discussions and contacts 
with the Israeli Government in order to satisfy our 


requirements on this matter. At this point, I have nothing to 
say beyond that. 


Q Will they return them or not? 


4 [I have nothing to go beyond that, and beyond the 
statements we made of the Government of Israel's intent to 
return a certain number of them. 


Q On Lebanon -- a final one. In light of Israeli 
withdrawal from Lebanon and your call for all foreign forces to 
withdraw, do you have any information on Syrian forces of 
whether they are re-enforcing their presence in Lebanon or on 
their way out? 


A I have nothing for you on that. We have no -- I 
have seen nothing along those lines of Syrian re-enforcements. 


Q Well, do you have any information on their 
withdrawal? 
A I have nothing for you on that 


Q Okay, thank you 
a Thank you 


(Press conference concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 














Posted: 6/5/ es 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 5, 1985 


MIDDLE EAST: Jordanian/Palestinian Delegation 





I'm asking if in these COMversations the United States is 
conversing with any of these “floated” names, to use your 
description. Have we made an attempt to size any of these 


people up by talking to them? 

--THE UNITED STATES HAS HAD MANY AND CONTINUING CONTACTS 
WITH PALESTINIANS IN THE PAST AND WILL DO SO IN THE 
FUTURE. WE ARE NOT GOING TO DISCUSS THE SUBSTANCE OF THIS 


DIALOGUE, NOR WILL WE CONFIRM WHETHER OR NOT WE HAVE MET 


WITH SPECIFIC INDIVIDUALS. 








Posted: 6/s5/ &S 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 5, 1985 


MIDDLE EAST: NATO ROLE ° 





What are we asking the NATO countries to do regarding the 
Middle East? 


--WE DO NOT DISCUSS THE CONTENT OF .**ORTED DIPLOMATIC 


EXCHANGES. 








PISTED: 6/6/#s 


TAKEN QUESTIO‘ 


Queagtéf®on Taken at Noon Press Sri2finy of Jun> 5, 1985 


GUATEMALA: Assassination of University Official 








Any comment on the assassination of the Administrative 
Director of the Univers.ty of San Carlos in Guatemala? 


A: -- We deplore the assassination of DOr. Leiva as 
we do all acts of political violence in Guatemala. 

-- In addition to his university duties, we 
understand that Dr. Leiva waz an important contributor to 
tne National Economic Dialogue which is attempting to find 
a sdXlution to the country’s current economic problems. We 
1lso understand that tne Gauatemilan Government blames his 
leath on extremists seeking to disrupt this dialogue ani 
tie elections, which were formally convoked on the iay Dr. 
Leiva was killetl. 

-- We strongly support the democratization 
process underway in Guatemala and the search for a 
‘onsensus solution on policies to solve the economic 


problem, and hope that this tragic event will not 


affect either. 

















DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


}, it Cc, 9h 5 
VON INDEX 
BRIEFER: EDWARD DJEREJIAN 
SUBJECT 
ANNOUNCEMENT 


AID Briefing on Ethiopian food relief ........... 
PEACE PROCESS 
Jordanian Foreign Minister's remarks on 
steps leading to direct negotiations .......... 
U.S. objectives, policy in Middle East; U.S. 
view of Jordanian-Palestinian delegation ...... 
U.S. policy on Palestinian self—determination; 


U.S. view of independent Palestinian state 

U.S. assistance to Jordan .... 2... cee 
BRAZIL 

Report that Mencele's body found ................ 
HONDURAS/NICARAGUA 

Alleged downing of helicopters .............0056545. 
U.S.S.R. 

Reported visa denial to Soviet Jew ..... ........ 
COSTA RICA 

Reported request for immediate shipment of arms 
DEPARTMENT 

Ambassador Motley's plans 
ANGOLA 

Meeting of anti-Communist resistance fighters 
LIBYA 

U.S. expels Libyan U.N. diplomat ................ 
SOUTH AFRICA 

Mr. Nel's remarks on disinvestment .............. 
POW/MIA's 

Reports about U.S. MIA delegation .............4.. 
LEBANON 

U.S. aid to Lebanon .. ow... eee ees 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #96 


THURSDAY, JUNE 6, 1985, 12:24 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. One short 
announcement. Today's scheduled 2:00 p.m. briefing by AID 
Administrator Peter McPherson and Deputy Administrator J. 
Morris on the logistical problems with food distribution in 
Ethiopia has been postponed. The briefing will be rescheduled 
for a later date. 


¢ Does that mean the problem has been solved? 


io (Laughter) It means we're looking for a little 
more information before they come out and brief you. 


Q Can I jump in and ask you if -- you're through 
with your statements; right? Okay. The Jordanian Foreign 
Minister in various formats has outlined a series of steps 
leading to direct negotiations. And in the course of those 
stages he would hope that there would be a resolution of the 
PLO-U.S. dispute, if you will. 


Is the United States prepared to enter these 
preliminary talks with -- as one purpose, resolving its lack of 
contact with the PLO? 


A Let me say the following to your question, 
Barry. I can't get into discussing hypothetical situations as 
scenarios but I can reaffirm for you what our objectives are 
and what we have said our approach will be. 


Our objective is a realistic scenario leading to 
direct negotiations. I think “leading to direct negotiations" 
is a very important component of our position. Our actions 
will be governed by that objective and in full consultation 
with Jordan and Israel. 


As we have stated in the past from this podium, we are 
willing to have a meeting with a Jordanian-Palestinian 
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non-PLO group if such a meeting will help move the process 
toward direct negotiations between a Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation and Israel. 


Our policy regarding a substantive dialogue with the 
PLO has not changed. If the PLO explicitly and publicly 
accepts UNSC Resolutions 242 and 338 and recognizes Israel's 
right to exist, we are prepared to open a substantive, 
political dialogue with that organization. 


Q The Jordanian -- 
Q You'll give us a copy of that, Ed? 
ee Yes. 


Q The Jordanian scenario would address that last 
point by using these preliminary steps as a way to establish a 
Gialogue between the PLO and the United States. 


So the question that I'm trying to put is whether the 
United States would like to make use of Step 1 or Step 2 -- 
whatever -- to deal with that? 


if Well, I think I addressed substantively your 
question in the statement I've just made. The first step here 
is meeting with a Jordanian-Palestinian non-PLO group which 
would lead to direct negotiations. That is the next immediate 
step. 


To go beyond that, quite frankly now, is most 
speculative. We would have to see what emerged from the 
conclusion of such a step if indeed -- you know, if and when it 
takes place. 


Q The Foreign Minister thought it would be four to 
six weeks. Is that about right? 


‘ Well, I have no timeframe, and I'm not going to 
speculate on a timeframe. But I don't want to imply, or for 
you to infer from our response, that we think this is something 
that should be dragged over a long period of time. We want 
movement, and we want movement in 1965. 


Ed, can you elaborate a bit more on the 
substantive dialogue with the PLO? Is that a promise or an 
exchange for something, or what? What does it -- 


A That's our basic position, Semaan, that we would 
enter into a substantive dialogue with the PLO -- 























Q What does it imply? 
& -- when and if the PLO met our conditions. 


Q Ed, can I please ask you, those Palestinian 
members of the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, the Jordanian 
authorities say can be appointed by the PLO. Is this the U.S. 
understanding also? 





o I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, is the United States prepared to, at this 
time, characterize this scenario set out by the King as 
realistic, as you stated in that opening guidance? 


‘ What scenario outlined by the King are you 
referring you? 


Q The Foreign Minister outlined a scenario 
yesterday to -- 


i Right. I am not going to comment on the 
specifics of Foreign Minister Masri's outline. Where I've 
taken it is what we've stated here plus that our immediate 
focus now is on the possibility of structuring a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation meeting. That's the first 
step. 


Q Ed, can we understand from what you said that the 
first meeting will lead to direct negotiation or to another 
meeting into PLO-U.S. dialogue? 


is) 1 can't speculate on that. The first thing to do 
is to get -- 


Q What are you expecting from the first meeting? 
No, no speculation. I mean, what's the agenda? 


6 We would hope that a -- we would have a meeting 
properly structured with this joint Jordanian non-PLO 
Palestinian group which would lead to direct talks between the 
Arabs and Israelis. 


Q Ed, I want to clarify my point, please. Why are 
you discussing with the Jordanians the fate of the Palestinians 
and at the same time rejecting a call by, or a@ statement by 
King Hussein on behalf of the PLO? I mean, how could you 
handle him as an immediate partner and then reject his 
statement on the people he is going to be representing? 











6 I don't draw the same conclusion that we've 
rejected anything that explicitly. 


Q Well, what would you call “we need a direct 
statement from the PLO?” 


io I think we made our po.ition on that abundantly 
clear repeatedly. That we would like to hear explicitly the 
PLO's acceptance of the pertinent UNSC Resolutions 242, 338 and 
explicit and public recognition of Israel's right to exist. 


Q But the King -- 


Q Masri told us yesterday that he envisaces 
precisely that --— coming out of the initial meeting with a 
joint Palestinian non-PLO Jordanian delegation in return for an 
American assurance that it accepts the notion of Palestinian 
self—determination within the context of a 
Jordanian-Palestinian confederation. 


Does the United States share Masri's views on that? 


a Well, the term “self-determination” in the Middle 
East context has come to connote the establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state. The United States does not 
support the establishment of an independent Palestinian state 
and therefore cannot support that definition of 
self-—determination. 


This is a well known United States position. And the 
President stated in his September 1, 1982 initiative, “The 
United States will not support the establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza, and we 
will not support annexation or permanent control by Israel. it 
is the firm view of the United States that self-government by 
the Palestinians of the West Bank and Gaza in association with 
Jordan offers the best chance for a durable, just and lasting 
peace.” 


The United States believes that the legitimate rights 
of the Palestinian people should be addressed in any agreement 
regarding the final status of the West Bank and Gaza. We 
believe the full manner in which those rights will be exercised 
will + eas clear as the process of negotiations themselves 
proceed. 


It is our view that there should be Palestinian 
participation at every stage of the negotiating process and, in 
addition, any agreement on the final status of the West Bank 
and Gaza should receive the prior consent of the inhabitants of 











those territories. 


That remains our position on the question you raised 
of self-determination. 


Q A copy of that? 
“ Yes. 

Do you have in mind an example of such a 
confederation either in the Arab world or anywhere else that 
exists now that you would see this conf deration fashioned on? 

‘ No. I've heard -- 


Q No examples? 


A -- various examples, but officially we haven't 
set out -- 


Q There's nothing that you can point to? 


a -- any model, per se. I can refer you to our 
Historian's office on that 


Q Do you have anything on Mengele? 


Q We are on the Middle East now. Still on the 
Middle East, please. 


A I'll come back to you on Mengele. Let's stay on 
the Middle East, and I will follow up on Mengele. 


Q Ed, to pick up on Semaan's earlier point, how 
would you characterize “substantive, political dialogue” that 
you're trying to accomplish. What would that entail with the 
PLO, in other words? 


6 It means exactly that -- substantive, political 
dialogue in a comprehensive fashion. 


Q What would you want it to accomplish? 


“ What would we want to accomplish in a dialogue? 
I think the basic thrust of our contacts, if the PLO meets our 
conditions, would be to discuss the PLO's willingness to 
negotiate peace 


Q But, Ed, you don't think that when you say the 
condition on PLO recognition of Israel, it is proper also to 








say that we will recognize the PLO? I mean, it's not proper -- 
if the PLO recognizes Israel, it will be offered recognition? 
That's not -- as simple a question like that? 

o I'm not going to make a judgment -- 

Q Why you are sticking to “substantial” dialogue? 


~-MORE-- 











Q Getting back to the first stage of the 
negotiations -- of the contact with the Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation, without naming the persons and without our -- more 
than just telling us that they should be non-PLO, what other 
categories are there? Can they be members of the PNC, or what 
-- the Jordanians have set certain categories. What are the 
American categories if there are -- or the American category if 
there is one for those Palestinian members (inaudible) -- 


A I refer you to my remarks of the last two days on 
the criteria that Secretary Shultz spelled out. Those are the 
criteria that we are working under. 

Q There is something like this? 

A Absolutely. It's on the record. 

Q Which is nothing. 


6 From these briefings and the Secretary's press 
conference of last Friday. 


Q Which is nothing. 

is Which is very important. 

Q That you said they should not -- 
i Okay. Next. 


Q You've probably answered this a lot, but 242, as 
you know, says that the right of all the states -- in part all 
the states in the region to live in peace behind secure 
borders, and that's been taken as being recognition of all the 
states in the region, meaning Israel. 


Would the PLO have to say, “We approve U.N. 
Resolutions 242 and 338, and we recognize Israel's right to 
exist," or would it be okay for them just to say, “We approve 
Resolutions 242 and 338"? 


A The formula is 242, 338, and Israel's right to 
exist, explicitly -- 


Q They have to do all -- 


a -- and publicly John? 











Q Central America? 


A Yeah. I have one question on Mengele. Let me 


take that, and then we'll -- which is going into Central 
America. 


There are press reports that Mengele's body has been 
found in Brazil. We have, obviously, heard about these 
reports, seen these reports. We are in contact with our 
Embassy in Brasilia, but have no confirmed information on this 
story. As we receive additional information, we will pass it 
on to you. 


John? 


Q The helicopter incident yesterday on the 
Nicaracguan-Honduran border. Can you tell us what your version 
of that is? Whose helicopters were they? What were they doing? 


fs Well, we have noted that Honduras has denied any 
downing of its helicopters. On our part we have no information 
which would confirm any helicopters being downed in Honduras 
near the Nicaraguan border. That's all I have for you on that. 


Q The helicopters were not American or anything 
like that? Do you know? 

Q Excuse me. Just to -- 

is} No. 


Q Did you say “of any helicopter shot down in 
Honduras along the border," or -- 


6 We have no information which would confirm any 
helicopters being downed in Honduras near the Nicaraguan 
border, as is the purport of these reports. 

Q How about inside Nicaragua? 

6 No. 

Q Ed, what's the story -- 

i) I have no information on that. No. 


Q No confirmation on that? 


a I have no confirmation. 




















Q Ed, I would like to go back to the Middle East -- 
A No. We're going to Latin America now? 


Q Yeah. Well, this is -- this pertains to a visa 
that was denied to a Russian Jew who wanted to visit the United 
States. Do you have any information on that? 


a Do you have a name or -- 


Q I don't have a name. I understand he's a Jewish 
anti-Zionist, and that's all I know about, and the State 
Department denied him a visitation visa to the U.S. You 
haven't heard? 


A I have nothing for you. If you have specific -- 
if you can give me a name, I can respond, perhaps, but -- 


Q Can I go back with Central America? 
bs Yes. 
Q Can you confirm that Costa Rica has requested 


immediate shipment of arms, including M-60 and M-90 machine 
guns, as reported in the paper today? 


a I have nothing for you on that. No. 
Q Ed, could I try something on the -- 


a No. Matt? 





Q Anything on The Washington Post about Ambassador 
Motley and his plans after he leaves office? 


2 Yes, if I can find it here. I thought I did have 
-- I know I have something on Motley, and my -- 


Q Under Mengele -- 


fa (Laughter) You're absolutely right. It's just 
above Mengele. (Laughter) 


Q It says our Embassy in Brazil -- 


Q He is deserving of our support. 


A Well, since Barry has already responded with our 
guidance on that, I guess I'll take any follow-on question. 
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I would only reiterate what a deputy legal adviser of 
the Department told the author of The Washington Post article, 
that Ambassador Motley "had been extremely forthcoming in 
reporting all contacts he had concerring the possibility of 
future employment. He had taken the necessary steps to recuse 
himself from any involvement in the decision-making process 
regarding any particular matters that might be pending before 
the Department involving the interests of persons or firms with 
which there was any ongoing possibility of future employment. 


“The Department was fully satisfied that he had 
complied with the letter and the spirit of the applicable law 
and guidelines"; and nothing to add to that. 


Q Copy? 

A Yes. 

Q Ed -- 

A One second. 

Q Ed -- 

f Latin America? 


Q No. Africa. 
f Africa? Okay. 


Was there any official U.S. presence at this fete 
in Jamba this weekend? 


A Excuse me? 


Was there any official U.S. presence at this 
formation of the coalition in Jamba, Angola this weekend? 


fa Let me state that the United States Government 
played no role in the Angola meeting. We view it as a private 
venture whose laudable aim to alert public opinion to the 
struggle for human rights and democratic values is in keeping 
with our overall objectives. 


Let me add that President Reagan's letter to Lewis 
Lehrman prior to Mr. Lehrman's participation in the conference 
of anti-Communist resistance fighters in Angola reiterated a 
longstanding American tradition of supporting the forces of 
freedom and democracy around the world. 
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And I would refer you to Secretary Shultz's February 
22 speech in San Francisco. There he argued that America has a 
moral responsibility and an interest in supporting freedom 
wherever we can. The nature and extent of our support, whether 
moral support or something more, necessarily varies from case 
to case, but there should be no doubt where our sympathies lie. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Can I follow it too? The Post article said that 
these people are considering coming to Washington to have a 
second meeting in July. Would we welcome such a meeting taking 
place in Washington? 


i I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Question on MIA's. 


A Wait. I have -- George has been asking back 
there -- 


Q Would you take that question about the reported 
Costa Rican arms request? 


A Surely. 
Q Ed, do you have any more Libyan personae non 


grata lined up, and do you fear any retaliation against any 
remaining American nationals in Libya? 





i No. I have nothing further on what we had in the 
Press Office last night on our guidance on this one Libyan 


working at the U.N. Mission. 


Q There aren't any more Libyans that you fear might 
be -- 


a I have -- I think in that press guidance -- 
Q -- a problem? 
a -—- we stated that, you know, we're concerned over 


the prospect of terrorist activities by Libyans in the United 
States, but I cannot get drawn into any further details on it. 


Q Okay. Are you equally concerned that what 
remains of the Americans in Libya might be subjected to some 
kind of harm as a result of that? 
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A No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have -- unless you gave it yesterday -- 
reaction to the South African threat that if investments are 
cut off, they would have to expel a lot of aliens, bringing 
hardship to lots of workers? Does that deter the State 
Department in its resolve -- 





A Are you -- 

Q -- to choke -- you know, to -- 

6 Barry, are you referring to remarks made by the 
Deputy Foreign Minister -- 

Q Uh-huh. 

A -- concerning the possible expulsion? 

Q Right. 


i Okay. As we understand it, Mr. Nel was 
addressing a hypothetical situation, and we cannot really put 
ourselves in a position to comment on it. However, we have 
often expressed our opposition to mandatory disinvestment by 
U.S. firms in South Africa as being counter-productive to 
efforts aimed at fostering positive change away from apartheid 
in that country. 


We have stated that one reason we are against 
disinvestment, as are the majority of black South African 
workers, is that those most likely to be harmed in the form of 
job losses are the blacks of that country. 


Q Copy, please? 

6 Yes. 

Q The -- there are two stories out of -- on MIA's. 
One from Bangkok says that a visit by the American MIA team to 
Hanoi was postponed -- or was postponed at Hanoi's request. 
And the second says that the United States might station 
technicians in Hanoi t. relp review MIA progress. 

Can you confirm either of those stories? 


if No. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed -- 
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a Matt? 


Q Jordanian arms sales? Do you have any comment on 
it? 


& On Jordanian arms sales? Other than what -- 
Q Or economic aid. 
Q Aid to Jordan. 


a Well, as the President said, we recognize 
Jordan's security and economic needs, and Jordan can count on 
us. No formal decision on arms sales has been reached. 
However, in this complex issue, progress entails risks, and 
when our friends are prepared to take those risks, they should 
be able to count on us. 


The U.S. challenge is to foster forward movement in 
the process, not to make a complex process even more so. We 
would, of course, fully and completely consult with Congress 
when a formal decision to move on arms sales is reached. 

Q Copy of that? 

i) In our view, legislation, such as the 
Heinz-—Kennedy bill, is a serious mistake. It is damaging to 


the gathering momentum in the process to enact pre-emptive 
legislative hurdles. 


Q Copy of that? 
i] Yes. 


Q Do you have any information about news that U.S. 
Government stopped about $37 million of aid to Lebanon? 


A I have nothing on that at all. 
Q Since the year 19837 
Q Can you look into that? 


a That the United States Government ceased aid to 
Lebanon, since what year? 


Q There was some kind of -- 1983 -- money which was 
not spent -- aid. 


ie 
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Let me see if I can get something for you on that. 
It was (inaudible) -—- 


Right. Let me see if I can -- 


x 
Q 
fe 
Q 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 


Thank you. 











PUSTED: 6/7/%5 


Question Taken at Noon Press sriefing or June 6, 1985 


CUSTA 2ICA: Alu RoyVEST 





U Can you confirm that Costa kKica has requested iimediate shicment 
of acms, includiny H-6U ana M-9U macnine guns, as reported ia 
the paper today? 

a -- I can conrircim tnat Costa Rican autnoriaties have ccme to 


us and asked if we could expedite deliveries of securit, assistance 


materiel tnat is already in tne pipeline. we are being re.ponsive 


to their request. 








POSTED: /6/#s 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 6, 1985 


LEBANON: U.S. AID 





Q: Do you have any information about news that the U.S. 
Government stopped about $7 million of aid to Lebanon? there 
was some kind of 1983 money which was not spent. 

A: We have decided to reprogram $37 million in unobligated FY 
83 Lebanon ESF for needed projects in Grenada and Jamaica. the 
Congress must be consulted before the reprogramming takes 
place. 

Following this reprogramming, roughly $36 million of the FY 
83 Lebanon ESF will remain. We expect to obligate about $18 
Million of the remaining $36 million shortly. We will be 
working over the next several months to obligate yet additional 
amounts of that unobligated FY 83 Lebanon ESF. 

In addition, we expect to continue our requests for 
assistance to Lebanon in the annual budgetary process. For FY 
86, we have requested $10 million in ESF. We oppose reductions 
in this requested level. 

Over the past several years, the USG has provided several 
hundred million dollars in economic and military aid to 


Lebanon. Our assistance program in Lebanon continues. We hope 


to be in a position to respond quickly to the massive needs in 


Lebanon once the security situation improves. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #99 


FRIOAY, JUNE 7, 1995, 12:29 P. «I. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the State visit 
of Indian Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi on Tuesday, June 1l, at 
10:00 a.m. in the White House Press Briefing Room. We will 
provide the name of the briefer subsequently. 


The American Stock Exchange is holding its Seventh 
Washington Conference at the Department on Monday and Tuesday, 
June 10-11, 1985. The ON-THE-RECORD conference, open to press 
coverage, will be held in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. 
Starting time on Monday, June 10, is 8:45 a.m., and on Tuesday, 
June ‘1 is 86:15 a.m. A copy of the program will be posted. 
Those interested to cover the corference should register at the 
AMEX pre.s table in C Street lobby Monday morning. : 


The Secretary will speak on economic issues and take 
questions at Monday's lunch in the Benjamin Franklin Room at 
approximately 1:30 p.m. Those interested to cover the luncheon 
session should contact Darlene Kirk at 632-2492 for pool 
arrangements. For additional information concerning the AMEX 
Washinaton Conference, contact Bob Shabazian at Area Code 
212-306-1630. 


Q I'm sorry, Ed. When does the -- the Secretary 
speaks Monday or Tuesday? 


i) Monday's lunch. 
Q Monday. 
a In the Ben Franklin room, approximately 1:30 p.m 


Q Do you have any comment on Arafac's interview 
with the Wall Street Journal? He said he wasn't ready to 





publicly accept U.N. Resolutions 242 and 338 and called on the 
United States to publicly support self-determination for the 
Palestinian people. 





a Matt, I'm really not going to get drawn into any 
specific discussion of Mr. Arafat's interview. The United 
States Government's positions on both Palestinian 
self—determination anc the need to accept Resolutions 242 and 
338 are very well known. I reiterated them for you yesterday 
and refer you to the record. I have really nothing more to 


give you. 
Q Is it disappointing that he would say this? 
a I have no comment on the thrust of his remarks. 
Q Is it encouraging? (Laughter) 
a I have no comment on the thrust of his remarks. 


I leave it up to you to interpret Mr. Arafat's remarks. 


Q Do you believe it will have any sort of effect on 
the mission of Mr. Murphy? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the possibility that the 
Soviets -- the story in the Post today the Soviets might be 
interested in co-hosting a Middle East conference with the 
U.S.? Any contact from them? 


a Well, one: Our position on the Soviet role in 
the Middle East has been abundantly made clear in the last ten 
days -- the Secretary's press conference, statements we've made 


from this podium -- both in terms of their role in the Middle 
East and, secondly, on our position on an international 
conference. I have nothing to add to those reports. There has 
been no change in our position. 


Q What alternatives to an international conference 
with the Soviet Union -- what alternatives are being discussed 
that might not include the Soviet Union? 


i) I have nothing for you on that, Matt. 


Q Just to put things clear, where is the U.S 
Administration position between the option of U.S. -Soviet 
co-chairmanship and the five permanent members of the Security 
Council auspices of the conference? 


i) You're trying to get me to pinpoint where our 
position is between those two? [t's a very good attempt. I 
have nothing for you on it. (Laughter) 





Q Thank you. (Laughter) 
“ Seems to be a very short press briefing. 


Q What about the Cubans arriving in Miami? Do you 
have any reaction to that? 


os You're referring to the arrival of Cuban 
immigrants yesterday? Well, basically, your question should be 
directed to Cuba's diplomatic representatives. On our part we 
note that the Cuban Government has not clarified for the United 
States Government the meaning or extent of its “suspension” of 
the migration agreement. 


We also note that the Cuban immigrants who arrived 
yesterday possessed valid immigrant visas and were admitted 
into the United States in a routine fashion by the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. 


Q Did the U.S. ask for that clarification, or does 
it expect it spontaneously? 


“ I have nothing for you on that, Barry. 


Q No. I mean that's -- here we go on ambiguity 
again. You say they have not provided clarification. It's 
rather simple to say. Oid we ask for clarification, or are we 
hoping they will just simply volunteer it? 


a I simply don't have anything for you on that 

Q Aare you in contact with the Cuban Government at 
all? 

a We have an Interests Section in Havana 

Q Let me go back to the Middle East - 

Q Was this a surprise that they arrived? Was there 


any advance notice? 


a 1 have nothing for you on that 
Q Ed, are you encouraged by it? 
A Excuse me? 

Q Are you encouraged by it? 





a I'm not going to characterize our reaction other 
than what I've said. 


Ed, does the U.S. agree with the Israeli 
definition that the PNC is the same as the PLO or a part of the 
PLO? 


A I'm not going to be drawn into that definition. 


Q Ed, is there any concern that -- about the threat 
from the Shi'ite leader, Nabih Berri, about raids into Israel 
as reported in today's Post, and the -- well, that's bound to 
lead into some kind of retaliation? But according to the 
report, Amal threatened today to launch attacks across the 
border into Israel, possibly in conjunction with Palestinian 
guerrillas, if Israel maintains control of the security strip 
in southern Lebanon. 


A The only reaction we have to Mr. Berri's reported 
comments and threats is that the United States deplores the 
continuing violence in Lebanon and urges restraint on all 
parties -- and I underline “all." 


Q Ed, do you have anything on the remaining -- or 
some Israeli soldiers in southern Lebanon after the Israeli 
withdrawal from there? 


A Well, as I said on Wednesday, we welcome the 
Israeli affirmation of its intention to withdraw its troops 
from Lebanon by June 6. A complete Israeli withdrawal to the 
international border is in the interests of all parties. 


We would welcome the extension of Lebanese Central 
Government authority over all Lebanese territory and a 
withdrawal of all foreign forces. 


We have consistently favored the extension of Lebanese 
authority over all Lebanese territory and security for the 
Israeli-Lebanon border, preferably through mutually agreed 
security arrangements. 


Q Could we have a copy of that? 


is) Yes. 


-- MORE - 








Q And to follow up on this, but aren't you, in 
effect, urging the Israelis to withdraw fully? 


=) I think our position is clear. 

Q Well, from the wording of it, it sure sounds like 
it. 

i I think our wording and intent are co-terminus. 

Q Ed, yesterday, the Ambassador of Lebanon met 


Richard Murphy and it was reported that he asked that the 
United States support introducing the Lebanese Army troops into 
the Lahad area, the section which is controlled by pro-Israeli 
army. Do you have any comment on that? 


is) Who purportedly urged? 


Q That Ambassador Habib -- Ambassador Abdallah 
Bouhabib. 


A Urged the -- 


Q Asked the Americans to interfere, to help them 
extending their authority. 


A No, I have no comment on that, no. 
Q No? 
“a But I think the framework of our basic policy on 


the withdrawal of all foreign forces speaks for itself. 


Q Ed, can I switch subjects? 

A Yes. 

Q There was a comment on the wires attributed to 
the U.S. Ambassador to Pakistan at some ceremony this morning 
where he made a statement about the U.S. coming to the -- that 


Pakistan wouldn't stand alone if it got worse along its borders 

Is there some policy statement that you have on what 
American support for Pakistan would be in case of increased 
fighting? 


Aa Nothing more, Bernie, than the statement we made, 
I believe, on Monday on the border violations. 


Q That just criticized the violations, as I recall 


/ 





a Right. But I think our support for Pakistan is 
well known, it's strong, and we have noted in the past and 
continue to note that Pakistan is standing firm in the face of 
these violations. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on a U.S. press 
report -- 

is One second. We have a -- 

Q Have you seen reports that the Arab League is 


interested in expanding its economic boycott of Israel to the 
Islamic Conference Organization, the 40-some Islamic states, 
and that there are foreign ministers or ministerial meetings 
underway to accomplish this? 


Are we aware of this, and, if so, what's our position 


on it? 

ms I have nothing for you on that. 

Q A question on Chile. Do you have any 
confirmation of reports that the government plans to announce a 
lifting of the state of siege today, later -- later today? 

a No, I have seen no confirmation of that. 

Q Do you have anything on the reports out of Beirut 
this morning that a number of U.N. troops -- Finnish troops, I 
think they've been described as -- have been kidnapped by 


Christian militia forces? 


a We have seen the latest reports and cannot 
confirm them at this point. As you know, the reports are just 
coming in. 


In general, let me state there is no justification for 
kidnappings. UNIFIL has contributed significantly to the 
security of southern Lebanon. We deplore any acts of violence 
against UNIFIL troops who are engaged in continuing efforts to 
help the Lebanese people. 


Q Copy of it? 
a Yes. 
Q Ed, what were you trying to say on the remaining 


Israeli forces in southern Lebanon? Until security 
arrangements are being made? Are you condoning the fact that 











they should stay there until an agreement has been made between 
Lebanon and Israel on the border region? 


a) I'm simply reiterating our position that it would 
enhance security if the appropriate coordination on security 
arrangements were made on withdrawal, and that's basically it. 

Q How does their stay jibe with what you're saying 
or your call for a full withdrawal to the international 
border? How can it be considered a full withdrawal when they 
are still there? 

a Our position is clear, Semaan. 

Q (Inaudible). 

A We advocate full withdrawal. 


Q Ed, do you have any assessment of the damage 
caused by Iraqi raids on the oil terminal of Kharg? 


A No. We've seen those reports, of course, but [ 
have no specific damage assessment on it. 


Q Anything on -- 


A Nothing on the Iran-Iraq war, no. 
Q Do you have anything on Mengele? 
A On Mengele? We have no official report from the 


Brazilian authorities as to what they have discovered thus 
far. We note, however, press reports that the Brazilians may 
require as much as two weeks to make any definite findings. 


Q What is the extent of the U.S. interest in this 
natter? 


A Well, we understand that -- well, first of all, 
the Department of Justice has sent Mr. Neil Sher, Director of 
the Office of Special Investigations, and two U.S. marshals ‘o 
Sao Paulo to cooperate in any manner the Brazilian authorities 
feel would advance the investigation. They arrived in Sao 
Paulo this morning. 


We have also offered to provide the Brazilians 
whatever technical or investigative support the Brazilian 
Government feels would be helpful 





Q Was sending these three people, was that at the 
request of the Brazilian Government? 


a I don't have a -- I'll look into that and see 
what I can give you on that. 


Q One more shot on southern Lebanon, please. Does 
the U.S. view the Israelis have completed their withdrawal from 
Lebanon completely? 


4 Does the U.S. view? 
Q Yes. 


A Well, we have noted Israeli statements that they 
have completed their withdrawal of their combat units. 


Q I'm aware of those of those statements as well, 
but -- 


A i will leave it at that. 


Q Getting back to the business of Cubans in Miami. 
Do you have -- is the government keeping tabs on the number of 
American visas being issued in Cuba? Do you have any 
indication that Castro may allow more Cubans to emigrate? 


A Well, we certainly do keep tabs on it. But I 
don't think we've gotten any indications, as indicated in your 
question. 


Q Can you give us any sense of how the current 
relations between the U.S. and Cuba stand since the Radio Marti 
broadcast and Castro's decision to renege on the immigration 
agreement? 


Aa No, I don't have a characterization other than 
what we've said right in the aftermath of our decision to 
proceed with Radio Marti, and that is available in Press Office 
for you. 


Q Do you have any comment onau.S. news report 
that a senior high official from this Administration had a 
meeting with a leading member of one of the American Jewish 
organizations regarding the arms to Jordan? 


fs No, 1 have nothing for you on that 





Q Ed, one final shot at this again. How do you 
reconcile what you just said about the fact that you have noted 
the Israeli statements that they have completed their 
withdrawal of their forces with your request that there be a 
complete withdrawal? There seems to be some kind of a gap 
there, don't you think? 


a I'll just stand on my statement. I can't go 
beyond it. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 





~ POSED: 6/7/es 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 7, 1985 





BRAZIL: Possible Finding of Mengele's Remains 


Q: Was sendiny (Neil Sner and two U.S. Marshais) at the 
request of the Brazilian Government? 


A: -- The Justice Department representatives went to 


Brazil at the initiative of the U.S. Government, with the 


cooperation of tne Government of Brazil. 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: I brought Alan Romberg here today to 
back me up, since -- (Laughter) 


Q Did you really need him to back you up? 
A I really needed that desperately, right. 


Q Good afternoon. A couple of announcements: The 
AID Administrator, Mr. Peter McPherson, and the Deputy 
Administrator, Jay Morris, will hold a press briefing today, 
Monday, June 10, around 3:00 p.m., out definitely after Mr. 
McFarlane's briefing at the White House. So the time will be a 
little flexible, around 3:00 p.m., but certainly only after the 
briefing at the White House is completed. 


The briefing will be held in this room to discuss 
logistical problems with food distribution in Ethiopia and 
Sudan and measures to improve distribution. Mr. Morris 
recently returned from Africa. The briefing will be ON THE 
RECORD for sound and camera. 


Secretary Shultz will accept an honorary doctor of 
laws from Northwestern University in Evanston, Illinois, during 
commencement ceremonies on Saturday, June 15. The University 
does not have a commencement speaker, nor are honorary degree 
recipients asked to make acceptance remarks. Should you wish 
further information, please telephone Kenneth Wildes of the 
University at area code 312-491-5000. 


Questions? 
Q Any comment on the abduction of -- 
Q What was the name? 


a Wildes. W-i-l-d-e-s. 


Q Any comment on the abduction of Mr. Sutherland, 
the continued detention of the 22 Finnish soldiers, and what 
Minister Rabin said about that, charging that UNIFIL provoked 
that kidnapping? 





6 Well, on the first part of your question, Matt, 
we understand that the concerned parties are working for a 
solution, and we hope that the Finnish troops will be released 
promptly. There is no justification for kidnappings. UNIFIL 
has contributed significantly to the security of southern 
Lebanon. We deplore any acts of violence against UNIFIL troops 
who are engaged in contuing efforts to help the Lebanese people. 


We urge those holding any UNIFIL hostages to release 
them immediately. 


Now, you had a second part of your question? 


Q I wanted to know about Sutherland, the American 
who was abducted today. Do you have any details on that? 


Q On Sutherland. Thomas McNee Sutherland, Dean of 
Agriculture of the American University of Beirut, was kidnapped 
on his way from the airport to the A.U.B. campus on June 9. No 
group has yet claimed responsibility for the kidnapping. 


We continue to believe that the threat to Americans 
remains high, and that no one should consider himself immune to 
that threat. 


We believe that Americans should avoid travel to 
Lebanon, and Americans in Beirut should take advantage of 
opportunities to leave. The text of the travel advisory 


warning Americans to avoid travel to Lebanon is available from 
the Press Office. 


Q Where is Sutherland from? 


A Well, I don't have any of those details because 
of Privacy Act considerations, so I can't really get into those 
details now. 


Q Any indication of why Mr. Sutherland was taken? 
6 We have none at this point. 


Q Speculation? 


f°) I won't speculate on that. 








Q Also, on what Rabin said, did you have a direct 
response to that? 


& No, I don't have a direct response to Mr. Rabin's 
statements. 


On UNIFIL, we have consistently supported UNIFIL as an 
element of stability in southern Lebanon and as a valuable 
resource for possible future peacekeeping in that country. 


Of course, it is up to the parties involved to work 
out the future role of UNIFIL. 


MORE 








Q On the same area. Do you have a response to the 
letter sent by Mr. Peres to Secretary Shultz claiming that a 
dialogue between a Jordanian-Palestinian group will be, or will 
constitute an obstacle in direct negotiation? 


ra Secretary Shultz has received a letter from the 
Israeli Prime Minister. But, as is usual in such 
circumstances, as you well know, we cannot go into the comments 
of those private diplomatic exchanges. 


As for a possible U.S. meeting with a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian group, we -- that's the United States 
Government -- remain willing to do so if such a meeting will 
help move the process towards direct negotiations between a 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation and Israel. 


Q Who's going to decide it? 


‘ And I remind you that the thrust of our position 
always has been that such talks would lead to direct talks 
between the Arabs and Israelis. 


Q How do you define the criteria to tell if this is 
going to lead to successful negotiations between the Arabs and 
Israel? 


A Well, 1 can't get involved into that specific 
avenue of inquiry. 


Q Yesterday, after the Israeli Cabinet meeting, 
there were some reports that the Israeli officials were pretty 
categoric about that very point about a meeting between U.S. 
officials and a joint Jordanian-Palestinian group. 


Do you read that as being a categoric denunciation of 
any such potential meeting? 


A I've stated what our position is, and that we 
remain willing for such a meeting. I don't want to 
characterize or interpret the Israeli Government's position any 
further. 


Q But then that would mean that would be contrary 
to what the Israelis are saying or would like to see happen? 


6 Or what would be t easy? 


Q The very fact that you're sticking to that 
position. 

















‘a Well, you must interpret the remarks we make 
according to your own judgment, but don't expect me to do your 
work for you to that extent. I mean, your interpretation is 
your own. 

Any other questions? 


Q Has the Administration begun to brief the 
Congress on the Middle East arms transfer policy? 


bo I know that the Middle East arms transfer survey 
is at the White House for review at the very highest level, but 
beyond that I can't go. 


Q Is there a U.S. role in trying to get the Finnish 
troops ovt? Any role in the negotiations? 


if We have been in touch with the Israelis and other 
parties involved, but I can't go beyond that to characterize 
our role. 

Is that it? 

Q On that subject. Can we change the subject? 


i) Yes, please. 


Q Is there an agreement in principle with Japan or 
the Soviet Union about the civil air agreement? 


2) With Japan and the Soviet Union? 


Q I think it was the follow-up to the KAL talks -- 
the safety measures, air safety measures. 


6 As you know, there have been North Pacific air 
safety talks going on. 

Q Do you have an agreement in principle in those 
talks? 

6 I have nothing further than what we said about a 
week or two ago on that. 

Q Any further word about when these talks on 
Afghanistan are going to take place between the U.S. and 
Soviets? 

A IT expect that they'll take place sometime this 


month, but I don't have anything more precise for you, Don. 


if 














Q What's that? 
Talks on Afghanistan between the U.S. and the 
Soviets. 
Q Do you have anything on the SALT II Treaty? 
cs (Laughter) Do you want to be more specific, or -- 
Q Yes. 
o No, I don't have anything -- do you have a more 


specific frame of reference for your question? 
I mean, there will be a Presidential statement today 
from the White House this afternoon, I believe, around 2:15 
accompanied by a letter to the Congress and a fact sheet and an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing by Mr. McFarlane on the whole question. 
Q Won't that be available here? 


a We should have the fact sheet. We should have 
that information here, yes. 


Q Ed, promptly? 


a Well, we'll make our best effurt, yes, as soon as 
it's available 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen, let 
me take care of a few announcements first, such as calling to 
your attention the release of a volume prepared by the 
Historian's Office in the Bureau of Public Affairs, called 
American Foreign Policy: Current Documents 1982. Copies may 
be purchased at the GPO; $35.00 a copy. A press release 
su™marizing the volume, you can pick that up in the Press 
Office. 





We have a new member here at the Press Office Staff, 
Kevin Kelly. Kevin? (Mr. Kelly stood.) He'll be with us this 
summer as part of the Bureau of Public affairs' Intern 
Program. Kevin is a junior at Georgetown University School of 
Foreign Service. Major: History and diplomacy. I can hope 
that everybody here will make Kevin feel very much at home 
during the summer. 


Another announcement. 
Q What area does the volume cover? 
3) It's public announcements, 1982. 


Continuing the announcements: Secretary Shultz will 
welcome Japan's Sumo wrestlers to the United States in a 
ceremony to be held at 3:00, June 11, in the Benjamin Franklin 
Room of the State Department. The Secretary will view the 
dohyo-iri, or ring-entering ceremony, to be performed by the 
Grand Champion wrestler Chiyo-No-Fuji. The Secretary will have 
brief remarks, no text, open to the press. You should be able 
to pick up a handout in the Press Office for additional 
information for those of you who do not major in Sumo wrestling. 


A couple of other things: Because of the official 
visit of the Indian Prime Minister, C Street, 22nd Street, and 
the Diplomatic Entrance will be closed to all vehicular and 
pedestrian traffic from 11:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Wednesday, 
tomorrow. 








And more in connection with the Indian Prime 
Minister's visit, this having to do with coverage of various 
photo-ops and stakeouts connected with the luncheon, for 
example, of Prime Minister Gandhi, Secretary Shultz: Press 
must have one of the following credentials, because no other 
kind of credential will be accepted -- let me run through them 
--— the White House credential, or State Department, USIA/VOA, 
or the Indian traveling press pass. Those four or you're 
locked out. 


Q Which entrance is closed, Bernie? 22nd and -- 
i C Street, -- 

Q -- C Street? 

i) 22 and Diplomatic. 

Q C Street is Diplomatic. 


Aa An announcement on Secretary Shultz's upcoming 
visit to Asia: Secretary of State Shultz, accompanied by Mrs. 
Shultz and senior U.S. officials, will depart Washington on 
July 5 to visit several countries in Asia. 


The Secretary will participate in the annual 
Post-Ministerial Consultations with the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) in Kuala Lumpur July 11 and 
12. The Secretary looks forward to these consultations that 
are aimed at strengthening U.S.-ASEAN relations in areas of 
mutual interest and concern to the Southeast Asian region. 


Prior to his arrival in Kuala Lumpur, the Secretary 
will visit Thailand July 8-9. This visit will reaffirm U.S. 


solidarity with that country in meeting the challenges posed by 
the situation in Cambodia. On July 10, the Secretary will have 
consultations with high-level Malaysian Government officials to 
deepen our good bilateral relationships with that country. 
He'll also make a rest stop in Hong Kong as part of his 
Southeast Asian itinerary. 


Secretary Shultz will also visit Canberra July 15 for 
bilateral ministerial consultations. Discussions will include 
a review of global, regional, and bilateral issues of concern 
to the United States and Australia as part of their close 
alliance relationship. 


On July 16 -- continuing with the itinerary -- the 
Secretary and his party will stop in Fiji. He'll be meeting 
with senior Fiji Government officials there; a brief stop. The 





Secretary will then end his Asian trip in Honolulu July 17 with 
an address that will be co-sponsored by the East-West Center 
and Pacific and Asian Affairs Council. 


Q Copy? 
i) You want it up to this point or the full 
statement? 


Q No, the full statement. 

Q Secretary Shultz and his party will return to 
Washington July 18. There's a sign-up sheet that I understand 
has already been put up. You could apply for a seat on the 
Secretary's plane, obviously. The list will be taken down, 
applications closed, 12:00 noon next Wednesday, June 19. 

Q Bernie, there are two days missing here somehow. 
You mentioned July 11 and 12 in KL, and then you have him 
Canberra on the 15th, and the 13th and 14th have fallen by the 
wayside. 

‘ That is the -- 

Q You're leaving out Perth. 


A Well, look, if there are any blank spots, I']] 
take it upstairs later with the tourist office. 


Next? 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on visas being 
denied to two officials of the Jewish anti-Soviet group? 


Q Wait. Have you got any more announcements? 

ig No, I don't have anymore. 

Q I figured that. Our turn at bat. A couple of 
Russian Jews who run an anti-Zionist group, have they been 
denied visas to the United States. One is named Kaufman and 
the other is something like Gordansky? 

A Don't have it. Will take a look at it, Barry. 


Q Please? Thank you. 


Q What do you have on the spy trade? 


a On the spy trade, I have nothing other than to 
tell you that there will be a copy of what was distributed in 





erlin. You'll be able to pick that up here. We are seeking 
to expedite a transcript of a Backgrounder that was done by a 
senior official in Berlin. Hopefully, that will be here fairly 
quickly; and as soon as it is, we'll distribute that 
Backgrounder. 


Other than that, Bern, however you go about it, those 
are my guidelines in connection with the story. 


Q I have a question I want to put into the record 
here. Why is it that the U.S. is not making known the names of 
the people being released? 


i) I think -- 
Q Not from this country but from East Europe. 


i) I have nothing at all that I can help you with on 
that story, Bern. 


Q Do you have the offenses they were held on which 
the Justice Department wouldn't provide? 


A Unless the responses are contained in the 
Backgrounder that was done in Berlin, I'm in a position where 
there is nothing I can do by way of any additional information. 


Q What's your best guess on when that will be 
available? 


a The call is in for expediting. There is a 
recognition at the other end that we want it expedited. And it 
would be ridiculous of me to make a call on it, but it is being 
pushed very hard. 


Q How is it the Justice Department had the 
statement out three hours ago? 


A That statement is now available in the Press 
Office, but that is the statement that was distributed by the 
Mission in Berlin, my understanding, as a handout, and that you 
can pick up here since we have just received that statement a 
little while ago. 


Q It was available at Justice before here? 
i) Well, take it up. 


Q Bernie, what was -- if none of these people were 








S Why don't you go to the Justice briefings, see 
how they work out, and then we'll do some comparative analysis 
any time you want. 


Q If none of these people was an American citizen, 
what was the U.S. involvement in this matter? 


“4 At the risk of repeating myself and boring 
others, I have nothing that I can share with you on that 
particular story at this time. I can only reiterate what I 
noted before. You can pick up a copy of the statement that was 
distributed in Berlin, On-the-Record, and we hope shortly to 
have a transcript of the Backgrounder that was done in Berlin. 
And as soon as that is available, you'll be able to pick that 
up here. And let us put in another push to Berlin, please, to 
see how fast they can expedite that. 


Q Can you tell us whether this matter is in any way 
related to the Nicholson case, or in any way related to the 
Walker case? 


is I've nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the hijacking of the 
Jordanian airplane and the Americans involved? 


is Insofar as the Americans go, I don't know whether 
you have the information of names yet, Jim. 


Q No, we don't. 


if Okay. What I have is that our information is 
that the Americans on the plane -- and that is a question as to 
whether there are two or more -- the information available here 
is two: Landry Thomas Slade -- L-A-N-D-R-Y, Thomas Slade, like 
in Jim, Acting Dean at the American University of Beirut, and 
his 16 year-old son William. Mrs. Slade apparently was not on 
the plane. By way of a generalized reaction -- 1 think you've 
heard that more than once from here -- that the U.S. deplores 
this latest act of international terrorism. It jeopardizes 
innocent lives and is a violation of international law. We do 
not see how such hijackings gain sympathy for the cause of 
those who commit them, whatever that cause may be; indeed, to 
the contrary. We hope that this incident will be resolved 
safety and quickly. 


Q Copy of that? 
A Yeah, we'll try to help you on that. 


~-MORE-- 





Q Bernie, do you have any assessment now after two 
days of Peres' peace plan? Do you have any assessment of what 
he proposed? 


a A general observation or two: that the Prime 
Minister's plan is yet another reflection of the momentum 
toward direct negotiations that is currently building in the 
region and that we hope will continue. This reaffirms our 
review that there is an appreciation in the area for the need 
to begin early negotiations, hopefully by the end of the year. 


Q Copy of that? 

‘ All right. Sure. 
Q Bernie? 

o Barry? 


Speaking of appreciation, can you give us any 
general or specific reaction in Europe to the President's 
decision to -- 


Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 


A No. Let me -- I have not -- I don't have any -- 
I have no reactions that have been put together. 


Q Still on the Middle East -- 
A Yes. But I just -- 


Q Where do we stand on the prospects for a meeting 
with this Jordanian-Palestinian group? 


A Cannot circle any date on the calendar for that. 
If you're asking me, is there -- has something been set by way 
of time or is there an absolute fix, if that's the word, on the 
composition of such a delegation, I cannot provide exact 
answers to both. As far as I know, there is no circle on the 
calendar, and I have nothing to offer by way of a precise 
composition of the delegation. 


Q Well, the way you're wording it on a precise -- 


6 I don't mean to, in any way, suggest that in an 
imprecise or blurred way there are decisions. I mean, I have 
nothing that I have that would take us into the direction of a 
meeting at such and such a date. 








Q well, let me pursue that just one step further. 
It sounds like you're saying that the U.S. has in fact agreed 
to a meeting and that all that remains to be in place is a date. 


a I must say that I admire your talent of taking a 
scrap of a tone and working out an entire scenario. 


Q Well -- 


“ If in any way, Ralph, you have come to that 
conclusion based on what I have said; let me steer you away as 
quickly as possible from that. 


Q The U.S. has not agreed to a joint 
Palestinian-Jordanian delegation meeting at this time. Is that 
correct? 


‘ I said that I cannot circle any date on the 
calendar -- 

Q Right. 

f -~- that a meeting has been set, and I have to 


leave it at that, and I have nothing to say that any -- there 
has been any final determination, so far as I know, about the 


actual composition -- Mr. So and So or Mrs. So and So, etc. 

Q Bernie, on that -- 

o Just a second. 

Q Bernie, but do you appreciate the Israeli refusal 
of the idea of a meeting -- American meeting with joint 
delegation? 

a The Israeli opposition to? 

Q Yes, and the -—- you said there's appreciation -- 

is Yes. 

Q -~- to what? I mean, do you appreciate their 
refusal of your idea of meeting with a Jordanian-Palestinian 
group? 


A No. I think what I talked about -- I'll come 
back to your question -- but I think the thrust of my reply was 
that the five-point plan put forward by the Israelis was 
characterized by me as indicating the momentum toward direct 
negotiations that we hope will continue. 








So far as your specific question is concerned about a 
U.S. reaction, for example, to the Israeli position on a U.S. 
meeting with a delegation of Jordanians and Palestinians, let 
me reiterate that the objective of any U.S. meeting with a 
joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation is to promote direct 
talks between the Arabs and the Israelis. And I'm going to 
leave it at that. 


Q Bernie, is the time for Mr. Murphy's trip to 
Amman or to the Middle East in general tied to the finishing of 
the delegation composition or vice versa? 

‘ That would be my guess, that a Murphy trip would 
be tied to that, and, as I say, not being able to circle a 
date, I certainly could not indicate any date of departure. 

Q Only one follow-up on -- 

‘ Just a second. Just a second. 

One follow-up on Peres: Do you have any 
qualification when -- in Peres' statement that negotiation with 
the Palestinians should be with real Palestinians? Can you -- 

i) No. I -- 


Q Have you discussed that with the Israelis, who is 
the real Palestinian? 


2 I have nothing for you on that. (Laughter) 


Q Can you expand on the word to promote direct 
talks between Arabs and Israelis? 


A No, I can't. 
Q Well, for the record. 


i) There's no reason for me to amplify that. That's 
been the standing position of the U.S. for some time. 


Q Well, does that include Syria as well? 


2 I'm going to have to leave it precisely as I have 
it here. 


Q Bernie, do you have any -- 


i) Just a second. I waived here It's okay. 








Q Listen, if that's on the same subject, I'll yield 
to this gentleman. 


o Pick it up, Jim. 


Q I was just wondering if you have anything on the 
Secretary's meeting this morning with Congressional leaders. 


a No. I do not. 
Q Anything on -- 


aait aminute. Let me go -- 


Q Stil’ on the same subject. 

6 Same subject. 

Q Anything on arms sales to Jordan? 

i) I have nothing on arms sales to Jordan. 

Q Are briefings going to begin soon on the Middle 


East arms transfers? 
ee Nothing on that. 
Q Nothing on that? 


Q Bernie, also on the Middle tast, is the United 
States playing any role in the U.N.‘'s -- UNIFIL soldiers who 
are being held? Are you doing anything to try to help get them 
released? 


be It is my understanding that Ed addressed that 
question yesterday about U.S., in some sort of diplomatic 
consultations, but I really cannot amplify on that Did that 
come up? Yes. I really have nothing specific on that thing 
Ed may have addressed that yesterday, and I'd rather stay with 
his language. 


Q Still on Lebanon, Bernie, in light of the 
hijacking thing, do you have anything different or new to say 
about -- to the remainder of the Americans who are still in 
Lebanon? 


a In general, in connection with the whole subject 
of American citizens in Lebanon, I think it has been said on 
more than one occasion from this lectern that we continue to 
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believe that the threat to Americans remains very high -- and 
we're talking about Americans in Beirut -- and that no one 
should consider himself or herself immune to that threat. 


We believe that Americans should avoid travel to 
Lebanon and Americans in Beirut should take advantage of 
opportunities to leave. 


Q Do you have a figure on the number of Americans 
there? 


‘ I do not. I tried to get that before, George, 
and let us make another try at that, in checking back later 
today. 

Q Is there any plan to help them to leave, 
especially that when an American leaves or comes -- you know, 
for example, they are hijacking planes which had Americans, I 
mean. Are you helping them to evacuate them, or anything like 
that? 

& I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, in 1980, as you will remember, Ronald 
Reagan campaigned on a basis -- 


if Couid I -- Les, can I just hold you on one second? 
Q Yes. Sure. 


Will that be all right? 


Q Of course. 

A Okay Les? 

Q You will remember, undoubtedly -- 

a Filing break. 

Q -~ in 1980 Ronald Reagan campaigned -- in his 
campaign he said, “SALT II is fatally flawed." Could you tell 


us -- 
a Could I hold you for just a -- 


Q -- how -- 


ha Could 1 hold you for a second? We're going to 
break this briefing in a curious way today because of an 








ll 


appointment that I'd like to be able to keep. If we are 
through with other subjects, other than SALT questions, we're 
going to hold off. Professor of National Security, Edward 
Djerejian, will pick that up. So if I can ask you to hold 
that, les. (Laughter) 


Q This will be very quick. 

Q Bernie, I just have one quick question: Does the 
United States have any report of an American and two Sikhs that 
were arrested in San Juan late last week? 

i An American and two Sikhs? 


Q Two Sikhs. 


‘ Let me take a look. I don't have anything on 
that. 

Q Bernie -- 

f Yes? 

Q Do you have any reaction to Sihanouk's call] for 
an increased American diplomatic role in the Cambodian 
situation? 


A What 1 have on that is that the U.S. fully 
supports the ASEAN countries in thoir efforts to achieve a 
political solution in Cambodia. The United States is prepared 
to participate in the process of reaching that solution when 
ASEAN and the Khmer people believe that a U.S. role is 
appropriate and can be most helpful in bringing a lasting peace 
to Cambodia 


Q Bernie - 
is) Yes? 
Q Copy of that? 


A I can't help you on that. I've got this all 
badly marked up. 


Q What is the Secretary's interest in Sumo 
wrestling, and why is he meeting with these people? (Laughter) 


a It's open to press coverage 


Q I know that 
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id And I call it to your attention in the category 
of often being asked to call things to your attention that 
you're most eagerly interested in. 

Q Are there issues of bilateral or mutual interest 
that he has to -- I mean, why should anybody -—- why is he 
having this meeting? 

Q Is he taking -- 

Q Was he asked to have this meeting? 


fe I have nothing beyond what I read you on that 
thing. 


Q Bernie -- 


a ls your curiosity about Sumo wrestling 
non-existent? 


Q Could I ask, Bernie, how -- 

i) Weit aminute. Wait a minute. 

Q Do you have anything on Sakharov's whereabouts? 

m No. No. 

Q Bernie -- 

i Robin? Just a second. 

Q Bernie, given the additional security measures 
you're taking with Gandhi's visit, are we to conclude that 
there have been threats on his life and that's why you're 
taking these measures? 

A I can't help you on that. I cannot get involved, 
other than the fact that there may be a crush of people here, 


et cetera, and I think that you can read anything you want into 
it. I really can't help you on that, Robin. 


Q Bernie -- 
(3) Just a second. 
Q Bernie, could you just -- I'd like to get this 


answer from you, if I could, Bernie. How has SALT II -- 


is Wait a minute You can't pick and choose your 
spokesmen Just a moment 
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Q How has SALT II -- no, I want it from you, 
please, Bernie 

o But I had just assured you you can't pick and 
choose -- 

Q Bernie, please do it now. Just tell us how has 
SALT II become non-fatally unflawed? Could you tell us that? 

‘ Il refer you -- 

Q Or would you like to run? 


Would you rather run out on this? Would you rather 
evade it? You'd rather evade 


is I would refer you to Mr. McFarlane's briefing of 
yesterday. 


Q I understand that, but I'd like to know, how 
could you tell us? Could you explain because I can't 
understand how it could be unfatally non-f lawed? 


a Well, why don't you re-read the briefing? 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 P.M.) 





CA PRESS GUIDANCE POSTED: 6/11/ 8S 


TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 11, 1985S 


Q: 


USSR: U.S. Visas for Anti-Zionists 





A couple of Russian Jews who run an anti-Zionist 
group--have they been denied visas to the United States? 
One is named Kaufman and the other is something like 
Gordansky. 


ANDREY I. BELANZEV, DAVID A. DRAGUNSKIY AND MARK M. 
KAUFMANN APPLIED IN MOSCOW FOR VISAS TO VISIT NEW YORK 
AT THE INVITATION OF THE PUBLICATION "JEWISH 

AFFAIRS". HOWEVER, PROCESSING OF THIS TYPE OF VISA 
APPLICATION REQUIRES 30 DAYS AND IT WAS NOT POSSIBLE 
TO COMPLETE THE PROCESSING IN TIME TO MEET THEIR 


DEPARTURE DATE OF JUNE 7. THEY WERE SO ADVISED. 





CA PRESS GUIDANCE POSTED: 6/ 1/85 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June  ., 1575 


LEBANON: Number of Americans 





Q: Do you have a figure on the number of Americans there? 

A: -- AS WE ADVISED YOU TWO WEEKS AGO, WE ESTIMATE THAT 
THERE ARE UPWARDS OF A THOUSAND AMERICANS IN LEBANON, 
MOST OF WHOM ARE OF LEBANESE DESCENT. WE HAVE NO MORE 


CURRENT INFORMATION THAN THAT. 





two 


Posted: 6/1 / es 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June ll, 1985 


INDIA: ARREST OF SIKHS IN SAN JUAN 





Does the United States have any report of an American and 
Sikhs that were arrested in San Juan? 


--ACCORDING TO THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
(INS), TWO SIKHS AND A GERMAN CITIZEN ATTEMPTED TO ENTER 
PUERTO RICO FROM SPAIN ON FRADULENT DOCUMENTS AND HAVE BEEN 


TAKEN INTO CUSTODY. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, WE REFER YOU 


TO THE INS. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #102 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 1985, 12:30 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Available in the 
Press Office is the prepared statement by Under Secretary of 
State for Management Ronald Spiers before the Committee on the 
Post Office and Civil Service, Subcommittee on Compensation and 
Employee Benefits, and the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Subcommittee on International Operations. The topic of his 
testimony is the Hostage Relief Act of 1980. 


Questions? 


Q Any word on when the request will be made for a 
sale of weapons to Jordan and economic aid for Jordan, and when 
the review of U.S. arms policy will be released? 


9) Multiple questions. 
Q When -- 


a When, when, when. On the Middle East arms sales 
review, the status of that is basically as we stated it was on 
Monday, that the Middle East arms sales review is at the White 
House for review. That's all I have on that. 


On arms sales to Jordan, the President has expressed 
his determination to back King Hussein as Jordan moves toward 
peace. No final decision -- I stress “no final decisions” -- 
have yet been made regarding the content and timing of any 
additional security assistance. 


On economic aid, at the time of King Hussein's visit, 
the Administration clearly expressed its awareness of Jordan's 
economic and security needs and assured the King he could count 
on us. Beyond that, I can't go. 


Q There's a report that there's going to be a 
postponement of the request for the arms sale. Is that 
accurate? 








A I'm not aware of that. 
Q The best face on a difficult political -- 


‘4 I think that the important thing to draw your 
attention to is that no final decisions have been made, but 
that the President's commitment and statements of support are 
clear. 


Q Ed, on this -- . 


) And on the Middle East arms transfer study, that 
is at the White House for review at this point. 


Q Have the Jordanians requested officially to 
purchase arms from the United States? Can you tell us? 


6 Have the Jordanians officially requested’ 


Q Yes. Have they actually requested to purchase 
arms? 


‘ 1 have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, there are reports that they have, and that is 
being deferred You're saying that you have nothing on it? 


2) Let me look into that and see if I can get 
something for you on that, specifically 


Q Would they be getting the arms before they would 
join the peace process? Because you said last week that they 
will have to feel secure in order to join the peace process 
So how they are going to get secured without having the 
necessary arms requested? 


) Well, I think you raised that question last week, 
if I remember, Semaan, and I think we answered it, basically 
that both the President and the Secretary have stated their 
support for Jordan and for King Hussein. They have also made 
clear that in order to move forward on the peace process the 
parties directly involved, like Jordan, have to be secure 


Q Well, let me rephrase it, then How are you 
going to get them to feel secure?’ 


(2 My statements and the Administration's statements 
are clear on that I'm not going to get into a 
chicken-and-an-egg argument on that 








Q What about a European peace conference or a 
conference with European and Asian allies? 


‘ We continue to examine the possibilities of an 
international supportive context in response to King Hussein's 
stated needs for such a framework. 


We are considering a number of ideas which would 
advance the prospects for direct negotiations. I have no 
specific comment on the reported Middle East peace conference 
of European and Asian allies. In any case, it would be 
premature publicly for us to discuss various options we're 
considering in any detail at this point. 


Q Can we first have copies of what you read on the 
Middle East? One. Two -- 


ia On everything I read? 


Q Well, whatever you read, yeah. And, two, there 
is =- 

if On some selected items 

Q Some selected. I mean, if I say “all,” you're 


going to give us some selected anyhow, so why -- 
“ Right (Laughter) 


Q There is a reference to Secretary Shultz today, 
direct reference, that he himself has decided to defer the -- 
sending, I suppose, the request by the Administration to 
Congress about arms sale to Jordan You have answered in @ way 
initially, but direct references to Secretary Shultz, can you 
respond in any way about it? 


(3 I won't go beyond what I've said -- that no final 
Gecisions have been made 


~~ MORE -- 





Q Any word on when a Murphy/Jordanian/Palestinian 
meeting might be? 


= Not yet. Not yet. 


Q Do you have anything on Lebanon that you want to 
share with us today? 


cs Bassem, I really have nothing specific on 
Lebanon, no. 


Q Do you have any further comments on Mr. Peres’ 
plan other than what you stated yesterday? 


i) Nothing beyond what Bernie stated yesterday. 
Ralph. 


Q Has there been any change in the immigration 
policy from Cuba since the Radio Marti flap, when Cuba stopped 
accepting the undesirable Mariel boatlift refugees? Has there 
been ony change in U.S. issuing of visas, immigration visas in 
Havana’ 


“ We had guidance on that, Ralph, last week, which 
the Press Office can give you. 


Q Okay. 1 must have missed it. 


i We addressed that issue specifically. There are 
cases that are being processed and the numbers involved, and 
that's available in the Press Office. 


Q Ed, can you clarify one thing, is the President 
of Tunisia coming here for medical check-up or an official 
visit? 


‘ I have nothing specific on that. I think it's 
beyond the reasons you're alluding to. 


Q Can you comment on reports -- getting back to the 
Cuban vise thing, can you comment on reports that the 
government, that the State Department has decided that the 
visas should be ended for Cubans entering this country? 


fe I have nothing for you on that 

+ Can you say -- 

Q Do you have anything to confirm that -- 

& I think if you look at the guidance we had last 


week, that should answer your question 








Q There are reports today, though, that that 
decision was made yesterday. 


i Well, let me take that question. 


Q Will you confirm that the two American citizens 
have been released from the hijacked, now-exploded aircraft? 


‘ Yes. We have received these late reports that, 
well, the latest information, of course, is that the hijacked 
plane in Cyprus, at Larnaca, all the passengers have been 
released, and they've been released safely. Included in that 
group was Professor Slade and his son, who were also the 
victims of the first hijacking, which is a real unfortunate 
circumstance. 


Let me repeat that we strongly deplore these 
hijackings. We strongly deplore the hijacking and blowing up 
of the Jordanian airliner. We condemn these types of lawless 
acts which endanger innocent lives, and hope other governments 
will join us in expressing their outrage. 


As we said yesterday, we do not see how such acts gain 
sympathy for the cause of those who commit them. Indeed, the 
contrary would seem to be true. We hope that the appropriate 
authorities will apprehend the hijackers, and bring them to 
justice 


Q Do you look positively at the release of the 
American citizens? Did you expect it to happen as easy as it 
happened already? 


a Well, we're thankful that the Americans have been 
released, and we're certainly thankful that the passengers and 
crew of the Jordanian airliner were released unharmed, and 
regret that they were subjected to such an ordeal. 


Q Would you precisely say whom you are thankful to? 

a Just let me leave it at that. 

Q Has the State Department tried to debrief Mr. 
Slade, and do you have a particular interest? He is now an 
expert on hijacking. 


a This is such a fast-moving development that I 
have nothing for your specific question on that. 


Q Where will the Middle East review be released?’ 
At the State Department or at the White House? 








‘ Excuse me? 


Q The review on the Middle East will be released 
from the White House or from here? 


i I don't know specifically at what forum it will 
be released, but certainly the important thing is that it is up 
at the White House now for review. 


Q So you mean it's not concluded yet? The White 
House is reviewing the review? 


ia The study is concluded. It is up to the White 
House to review that study before we release it. 


Q I see. 


Q Do you have anything on the spy swap? Where the 
25 are ending up. or any more on who they might be. or any 
other procedural things that you can tell us about which you 
could not yesterday? 


ia lf you have some specific questions -- I think 
most of the information is available in the various briefings 
that occurred yesterday. I have nothing more on their 
Gestination, which is one of the questions you've asked, John 
Q Who they are? 


‘a We have nothing for you on that 


Q Can you characterize what kinds of crimes they 
were in prison for -- political, or espionage, or --? 
6 No. 


Q Does the U.S. think it cut a good deal in this 
particular arrangement? 


“ Well, I think that was addressed yesterday 


~~ MORE -- 








Q For the record, nothing was addressed here at the 
State Department yesterday and at the briefing. 


a We were, of course, pleased by the success of the 
discussions between the U.S. and the German Democratic 
Republic. Gaining release of persons who wish to leave the GOR 
and other eastern countries is a major goal of American 
policy. We would not, however, draw conclusions for other 
aspects of U.S.-GDR relations from the success of this effort. 


Since the establishment of relations in 1974, our 
bilateral relations with the GOR had been based on a careful 
calculation of American interests, and we will continue to 
follow this approach in the future. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the role or the 
extent of the Sakharov-Shcharansky involvement in this spy swap 
deal? 


7 Well, our efforts to obtain release of dissidents 
in the Soviet Union and elsewhere are well known and are 
continuing We did raise the cases of persons such as Sakharov 
and Shcharansky during discussions with the representative of 
the German Democratic Republic 


We were told that the Soviet Union would not consider 
their release After it became clear that the Soviets would 
not change their position, we decided that obtaining the 
release of 25 persons and family members was an important 
humanitarian step which justified the agreement 


<) But you say other efforts are continuing at this 
time Can we conclude that those other efforts would be 
similar to this one? 


be I don't have anything for you on that, Ralph 

Q Can you tell us when Secretary Burt returns to 
the u S.? 

& He should be returning today 

Q Do you have any comment on the Soviet reaction to 


President Reagan's decision on the SALT interim restraints? 


a When you say “Soviet reaction,” what are you 
specifically referring to, because there's be a lot of - 


Q There have been a number of media events 





“ There have been a number of reactions. 


Q There's a TASS statement. There's a Radio Moscow 
broadcast. Both of which were critical? 


i We have no specific comment on the Soviet Foreign 
Ministry spokesman's remarks, if that's what you're referring 
to. 


In terms of the art‘cle and others, let me just 
leave it that we do not consider t+ Soviet response to be 
definitive or final at this stage. We do think it's wrong to 
characterize the U.S. decision as designed “to steer matters 
toward destroying the treaty system which curbs the nuclear 
arms race.” 


I think it's clear that the President did not decide 
"to depart from the SALT II Treaty” as the TASS article 
states. And the option to observe SALT II is not “cast aside 
completely." On the contrary, the very option that the 
President chose more than any other one preserves SALT 1 and 
SALT II limits. 


So, basically, we hope that the Soviets will respond 
appropriately both in Geneva and by taking corrective action to 
resolve the various cases of non-compliance that we've raised 
with them. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Let me see what I can do on that. I have -- 


Q Specifically, the section about the option to 
cast aside, or -- 


a Well, what TASS is saying is that the option to 
observe SALT II was “cast aside completely” where that's not 
the case. 


Q Ed, back to the Middle East, if I may. Do you 
have any comment on reports that Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, the Prime 
Minister of India, is carrying @ message from Yasser Arafat to 
Secretary Shultz in his capacity as Chairman of the non-aligned 
countries? 


o I have nothing on that It's the first I've 
heard of that 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements made by 
Mr Arafat, saying that the U.S. position has never changed 
during the last few weeks? 








i No, I have no comment on that. 


Deborah? 


Q Does the Administration hope that the House will 


follow the Senate and lift the Clark Amendment barring aid to 
rebels in Angola? 


‘ On the Clark Amendment, this Administration has 
consistently opposed the Clark Amendment as a matter of 
principle. It is a unique and counter-productive constraint on 
the President's ability to conduct foreign policy. That's 
basically what I have for you. 


Q If it is lifted, does the U.S. intend to begin 
aiding directly the anti-government guerrillas in Angola? 


i) Well, the Administration has simply not addressed 
that issue at this point. 


Q Do you have any comment on the pending House vote 
on the contra aid? 


‘ No, not specifically on the state of play of the 
vote We'll see what occurs today 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press B-riefirg of June 12, 1985 


JORDAN: REQUEST FOR ARMS 





Q: Have the Jordanians requested officially to purchase arms 

from the United States? .. .There are reports that they have, 

and that it is being deferred. 

A: --AS A RESULT OF BILATERAL CONSULTATIONS OVER AANY YEARS, 
THE U.S. GOVERNMENT HAS LONG BEEN AWARE OF JORDAN'S NEED 
FOR AND INTEREST IN CERTAIN CATEGORIES OF EQUIPMENT. WE DO 
NOT COMMENT, HOWEVER, ON WHAT FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS MAY OR 


MAY NOT HAVE REQUESTED FROM US UNTIL A DECISION HAS BEEN 


MADE. 
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NESTION 
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Immigrants to '.S. 





Co: Can vou comment on 
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TIME, 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #103 


THURSDAY, JUNE 13, 19865, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I've got just a brief 
announcement or so here. 


Available in the Press Office (is) the prepared text 
of a speech by Assistant Secretary for Asian Affairs Paul 
Wolfowitz before the Associated Japan-American Societies of the 
United States. The topic of his speech: "U.S.-Japan Relations 
~- Dangers and Opportunities, Myths and Realities." 


And available in the Press Office as well are the 
following prepared statements by several officials of the 
Department before Congress: 


Counselor Edward Derwinski before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. He was there this morning. The topic of 
his testimony has to do with amending the Interim Convention on 
Conservation of North Pacific Fur Seals. 


Assistant Secretary for Administration and Security 
Bob Lamb before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East and International 
Operations. The topic of his testimony: Security 
Installations in Beirut. 


As 1 say, both of those are available in the Press 
Office, and with that, we could go to questions. 


Q Bernie, can you tell us if the Administration has 
made any policy decision to offer arms to India? 


a arms to India? 


Q Right. 


A All I can tell you on that, Jim. is that we 
expect that there will be some general discussions on arms 





sales, but this is not a central issue in our talks. The 
Indians are not on a shopping visit, and we are not pushing 
such sales. 

Q But if asked, you would agree to sell them arms? 

A Well, the reply to that, Jim, is that we are 
willing to sell arms to India, and in the past there have been 
some modest sales over the years. We are prepared for a more 
active arms relationship if the Indians so desire. 

Q Copy of that, Bernie? The first one maybe? 

‘ I'm sorry. I can't help on that. 


Q Does that include advanced fighters, advanced 
weapons -- 


f I have nothing by way of specifics, Matt. 


Q Is there any plan to sign any new agreement with 
India on military technology? 


os I don't have anything on that, Bern. 


Q Bernie, have you gotten any indications of that 
desire during this visit so far? 


6 I have nothing on that that I can go beyond what 
I've just dealt with you. 


Robin? 


Q Bernie, are there any plans to suspend the 
December 14 agreement with the Cubans? 


A Let me take that. I know that there is some work 
being done on preparing a variety -- various bits of 
information dealing with that specific subject you're talking 
about, and I would check with the Press Office later because 
there are things underway. 


Q (Inaudible) 
Q Bernie, has a decision been made on -- 


a Just a minute. Just a second. Were you, Robin 
-- is that more? I'm sorry. 


Q Yeah, that's it. 











Q Has a decision been made to provide Jordan with 
economic aid? 


i Just let me say on that that I think that most 
probably today there will be some official word on this whole 
matter of a U.S. economic aid package to Jordan, but I have 
nothing that I could contribute by way of details beyond -- 


Q How is -- 


-- beyond -— just a moment. Just a moment, 
please -- beyond alerting you in reply to John's question. 


Q White House or here? 

Q Will that be done on the Hill? 

fa I'm not sure as to where this official word may 
originate, but I simply want to call .o your attention and 
alert you to the probability of some sort of official word on 
this issue of economic aid to Jordan. 


Q Does that mean that you're going to put out this 
policy review, the unclassified version of it? 


i No. I haven't anything on that, Jim, on the 
policy review. the Middle East? 


Q Right 


ms Nothing on that. 


Q How about military aid, Bernie? 
A I have nothing for you on military aid. 
Q Will Secretary Shultz come and speak to us or - 


who will make the announcement? Can you say? 


i I can't -- I don't have the scenario for you, 
Connie. 


Q The President's traveling for most of the day, 
unless he makes it where he is -- you know, in New Jersey. Is 
he going to make it in New Jersey? 


is I just can't help you. I think you'll just have 
to live with an hour or two, or several hours, or whatever, of 


suspense. 








Q Bernie, the Washington Times has published a 
report that a group of former U.S. Army Air Force pilots are 
trying to build a memorial to Yugoslavia's General Mihailovic 
who saved the lives -- their lives -- in World War II, and who 
the OSS records, that have now been revealed, prove was 
misrepresented by James Klugman of British intelligence who 
proved to be a Soviet spy. 


The Times also reports that what it terms the "U.S 
Foreign Service establishment is reluctant to acknowledge what 
is known today because it doesn't want to offend the Government 
of Yugoslavia." 


Now, if there were no truth to this, you would not 
hesitate to knock it down as preposterous 


a Let me frame my replies my way 

Q Oh, of course, 

i And my reply to that is that there is a guidance 
that generally deals with that question that I think has been 


in the Press Office for several days, Les, and I'm astonished 
at your slowness. 


(Laughter) 

Q Bernie, can you tell us -- 

Q The last guidance you suggested was not what you 
suggested it was, Bernie. With all due respect, it was not 
what you suggested -— Mr. McFarlane. Your assistant very 
graciously gave me this. and it was not the answer that you 
suggested. I don't -- I think that you were using hyperbole 


rather than any deliberate attempt, but it was not; but go 
ahead, I beseech you. 


A Is there a period at the end of your comment or a 
question mark? 


Q Berrie, can you say, has the State Department -- 
a -~- because while I -- never mind. 


Q Is the State Department investigating the U.S. 
Embassy in Honduras for deficient reporting? 


A The Department conducts evaluations of reporting 
by all U.S. Missions overseas; and I think that as a matter of 





policy. you would not expect for me to be forthcoming by way of 
comment on the specifics of internal State Department 
administrative matters 


Q So that's a yes? 


io So you're free to deal with it in any way you see 
it, Jim. 


Q Bernie, what can you give us on the security 
installations in Beirut that you spoke of earlier? 


a I think 1 would encourage you to read the 
testimony that is prepared and is available in the Press 
Of fice I know that your curiosity is boundless. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on Prime Minister 
Gandhi's remarks before Congress this morning? 1'1l be more 
specific if there are any answers, but I won't bother if there 
aren't 


a Well, why don't you (Laughter) -- I have an idea 
that there's a cute dialogue underway among the press, and I'm 
ready to take a backseat for a moment. Do you want to try it, 
because he has an answer for you. 


Q No. No. 


Q Why don't you give me the question and see 
whether I have anything that's -- 


Q The Prime Minister was critical of the U.S. 
Strategic Defense Initiative; he was critical of U.S. actions 
around Afghanistan, or on the Afghanistan question; and he was 
critical, as well, of the U.S. position on arms to Pakistan -- 
specifically, naval supplies to Pakistan, naval weapons. Do 
you have any comment on any of those specific criticisms? 


6 Well, let me -- on the first one, I just read 
about that shortly, the remarks embodied in the Prime 
Minister's comments before Congress. 


Q Congressicnal speech; yes. 
A I don't have that, and I suppose that there will 


be some sort of response, I would imagine, prepared later in 
the day. 


But on the general question -- you're dealing with, 
for example, missiles, you said, to Pakistan? 








Q Yes 

5 Let me just -- 

Q Harpoon missiles. 

‘ Harpoon missiles. The Prime Minister is probably 


referring to the U.S. sale of Harpoon missiles -- these are 
anti-ship missiles -- to the Pakistan navy This program has 
been part of U.S. sales from the beginning of 19861. 


Pakistan has legitimate security needs in relation to 
defense of its major port of Karachi and its long Arabian Sea 
coastline We do not believe that the Harpoons provide 
Pakistan with an offensive naval capability against anyone 


Q Copy? 


o Sorry 








Q Anything on the Afghanistan aspect of the 
question? 


f The arms that the United States sells to Pak stan 
are mot aimed against India, a country with which we have good 
relations and hope to have even better. They are directed at 
enabling Pakistan to stand firm in the face of Soviet threats 
and military pressure against Pakistan. 


We have listened carefully to the concerns expressed 
by Prime Minister Gandhi, and trust that he will take equally 
seriously our concerns about Soviet activities in Afghanistan. 
The U.S. supports the process of Indo-Pakistani normalization, 
and stands ready to do all we realistically can. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 
6 Let me try to help you on that, Ralph. 
Q Can you tell us where the arms are aime, 
Bernie? You say the arms are not aimed at India. We don't aim 


those arms. 


a That is correct, but I will not identify what you 
are looking for by way of targets. 


(Laughter) 

Q Bernie, has the State -- 
i Just a minute. Les. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry 

i In the back. 


Q The Mexican Embassy presented yesterday a note on 
a border incident about the shooting of a minor by a border 
patrol agent. Do you have any comment on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Has the State Department, Bernie, ever considered 
the possibility of asking for legislation calling for sanctions 
against Ethiopia's Mengistu government, along with aid to the 
Eritrean freedom fighters, in view of Mengistu's charging port 
fees for relief ships and interfering with food convoys? 


A I have nothing on that, Les, but let me see if I 
can't take a look and see whether we can look into that 





Q That would be great. A follow-up on that Has 
it astonished you, Bernie --— you mentioned the word 
“astonished” -- has it astonished you that neither the black, 
Congressional Black Caucus nor Trans-Africa has demonstrated or 
expostulated on these atrocities that may result in the 
starvation of millions of blacks? 


& Whatever astonishment I have is privately kept. 


Q One of the spokesmen of the State Department, are 
-— these, one of them is federally funded. 


o I do not get involved -- 


Q Are you not astonished by the fact that they are 
silent, tongue-tied on this, Bernie? I'm astounded 


i I'm not getting -- Astounded? 

Q I'm astounded. 

a I'm not getting involved in any personal 
astonishment -- 

Q You don't want to say that this is a lack on 


their part? 


i -~ and I will not reveal any personal 
astonishments I may have. 


Q Do you have anything on the Brazilian Foreign 
Minister's -- 


A ~~ and that would include you. 
(Laughter) 
Q -- the Brazilian Foreign Minister's meeting today 


with Shultz? What is being discussed? 


a I think we do have something on that. The 
meeting with the Brazilian Foreign Minister. Ooh. 


Subjects to be discussed: expectation of a wide range 
of political and economic topics; the U.S. places a high 
priority on our relations with Brazil This is the first 
opportunity the Foreign Minister and the Secretary of State 
have had to exchange views since Brazil's new government was 
installed. 








Q Bernie, has -- 
. Copy of that? 
‘ You write so slowly? 


Q Has the Secretary spoken lately to the King of 
Jordan? 


“ I have nothing on that. That's under the heading 
Q I know the heading is under, but I'm going on the 
guess that whatever you put out later today won't address that 


question, so I'm saving time by asking now. 


That's a fair enough request, and I have nothing 
for you on that. 


Q Well, has the King spoken to an American official 
lately? (Laughter) 


a Ditto. 
Q Ask the King. 
Q Anything on Murphy going to see the delegation? 


A I can't help you on that. 


Q Anything on the Afghanistan talks between the 
U.S. and the Soviet Union? 


i Nothing. 


Q Any comment on Angola's accusations that South 
Africa is reinstating troops along the border, bringing back 
troops? 


iz) To note that the State Department has seen the 
Angolan charges. No comment on those charges We would only 
reiterate that the objectives of U.S. diplomacy in southern 
Africa include the elimination of cross-border violence and 
mutual respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity 
throughout the region. 


Q Thanks, Bernie. 


+4 Yes. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 





ANSWER TO TQ OF 6/15 


Posted: June 1}. 1985 


The President has decided to recommend to Congress a two-year 
prqgram of economic aid for Jordan of $250 million. Despite 
its prudent economic policies, Jordan has legitimate economic 
needs that deserve attention and the King's clear movement 
toward peace negotiations with Israel this year carries real 
risks, including economic risks. The President feels it's 
important to show the King support for the King's efforts. 
Also as Jordan enters a period of intensified peace efforts, it 

is in everyone's interests that Jordan have as solid a 

foundation at home as possible. 

Accordingly, we are requesting a $250 million grant ESF 
program tor FY 85-86. This would include $100 million for a 
Commodity Import Program (CIP), a $100 million cash transfer, 
ana $50 million for project aid, to be added to our current FY 


65 ESF program ot $20 million and FY 86 request of $20 
million. — 
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POSTED: 6/14 /@s 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 13, 1985 


Ethiopian Port Charges 





Has the State Department ever considered the 
possibilty of asking for legislation calling for 
sanctions against Ethiopia's Mengistu goverment, along 
with aid to the Eritrean freedom fighters, in view of 
Mengistu’s charging port fees for relief ships and 
interfering with food convoys? 

The Administration has not considered asking for 
legistlative sanctions against the Ethiopian 
goverment. The United States does not provide 
assistance to organizations engaged in civil war 
against the Ethiopian goverment. 

Even though Ethiopian goverment priorites continue 
to complicate the effective delivery of our 
assistance, we believe our efforts to help starving 
children and other innocent famine victims throughout 
Ethiopia must continue. The United States has 
consistently pressed the Ethiopian 
authorities--publicly and privately--on such matters 
as port fees, equitable distribution of food to people 
in all needy areas, and the allocation of an 
appropriate level of their own resources to the relief 


effort. Although the effort required is great, we 


believe the assistance can continue to get through to 


those in need, 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #104 
FRIDAY, JUNE 14, 1985, 12:55 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. Let me begin, if I may, 
with a housekeeping announcement, and then I do have some 
(other) announcements. 


A BACKGROUND briefing on the upcoming official working 
visit of the President of Tunis, Mr. Bourguiba, Monday, June 
17, 10:00 at the White House Briefing Room. 


I have a statement: 


We are deeply distressed to learn that three prominent 
figures in the Solidarity movement in Poland -- Adam Michnik, 
Bogdan Lis, Wladyslaw Frasyniuk -—- have been sentenced 
variously from two and a half to three and a half years in 
prison on charges of inciting public unrest. [hese are the 
harshest sentences since the July 1984 amnesty. Since the 
three Solidarity leaders were merely exercising their rights to 
free expression guaranteed in several international agreements, , 
which Poland has signed, their imprisonment is totally 
unjustified. 


The trial and conviction conform to a pattern of 
increasing repression in Poland since the murder of Father 
Jerzy Popieluszko by the security police last October. The 
number of political prisoners has risen significantly in recent 
months. Other Solidarity activists, including Lech Walesa, 
have been harassed by the authorities. Relations between the 
Church and the regime are strained as indicated by the recent 
sentencing of two priests. These developments mock the 
professed commitment of the Polish Government to national 
reconciliation. 


We call on the Polish Government to engage in a 
genuine dialogue with other major elements of Polish society 
and bring about the genuine national reconciliation necessary 
to resolve Poland's serious domestic problems. 


Meanwhile, we are exploring steps we might take to 
respond to this action. 








~ 


I have another statement, if I just may go on please. 
Q Copy of that, Bernie? 


A Yes. 

On June 11, Soviet authorities in Leningrad arrested 
Roald Zelichonok, a Jewish scientist and Hebrew teacher. Five 
days earlier another Hebrew teacher, Yevgeniy Aizenberg of 
- Kharkov, was sentenced to two and half years in a labor camp. 
Moscow Hebrew teacher Dan Shapiro has been denied contact with 
‘his lawyer as he languishes in a Soviet prison awaiting trial. 
All together, Soviet authorities have arrested at least 14 
Jewish cultural activists, including seven Hebrew teachers, 
since last July. 


They are the chief victims in what appears to be an 
official Soviet campaign against the current revival of Jewish 
culture in the Soviet Union. To date, ten of these men have 
been convicted, several on crudely trumped-up criminal charges 
specifically designed to discredit them. Two were savagely 
beaten following their arrests. ‘ 


We have also heard disturbing reports that a third, 
Yuliy Edelstein, is being subjected to repeated beatings at the 
labor camp in Siberia where he is serving a three-year sentence. 


In addition to the arrests and beatings, many Jews 
have been fired from their jobs, have had their apartments 
searched, their phones disconnected, their mail seized. 
Articles have appeared in Soviet newspapers and programs on 
Soviet television branding Hebrew teachers and other Jewish 
cultural activists, often by name, as "Zionist" subversives. 
Zionism has been equated with Nazism and World War [I Jewish 
leaders accused of helping the Nazis round up Jews for the 
death camps. Although Soviet authorities claim that their 
campaign is directed solely against those they label as 
Zionists, there is no doubt that repeated, irresponsible 
charges like these can fan the ugly flames of anti-Semitism. 


The Soviet Jews who are being singled out for 
persecution have in common a desire to preserve their ethnic 
heritage, to teach and learn their historic language and to be 
free to leave the Soviet Union for the country of their 
choice. The most serious action committed by any of them has 
been to protest orally or in writing their terrible treatment 
by Soviet authorities. For this they have been arrested, 
beaten, isolated, vilified, imprisoned. 


We wish to emphasize the extreme seriousness with 
which we regard these developments The continuation of this 











campaign constitutes a real obstacle to the constructive 
relations with the Soviet Union that the United States seeks. 
We call upon the Soviet Union to end this tragic and needless 
campaign. Soviets commitments freely undertaken at Helsinki 
and elsewhere require it, and simple human decency demands it. 


~ Copy? 

A Yes. 

Q Questions? 

A Let me just e0 on, if I may. 


Now, I have a statement on the hijacking: 


The United States strongly candemns the hijacking of 
TWA Flight 847 as it does all other such acts of terrorism. We 
call for the immediate safe release of all the passengers and 
crew members. These lawless acts which endanger innocent lives 
are repugnant, and we do not see how such acts gain sympathy 
for the cause of those who commit them. At this time we are 
working with all appropriate governments and parties to secure 
the release of the hostages. 


We have a task force at the State Department working 
continually on the situation and coordinating U.S. Government 
efforts on this matter. 

Q Who runs it? 

A It is run here at the State Department 

Q By whom? 

is) I don't have any hame to give you 

Q Bernie, do you know who, in fact, the hijackers 
are? Are they linked with any government or any other entity 
that you know of? 

a I have nothing that would in any way confirm the 
identity of those who are responsible. In other words, I 
really have no firm or hard or confirmatory comments that I 


could make. 


Q Do you know how -- do you have a confirm number 
of people, and of those people how many are American citizens? 


A What I have on that, Jim, works out something 
like this: It's our understanding that there are about 145 








passengers and 8 crew members originally on board the 
aircraft. Our latest information indicates that approximately 
-—- let me try that a different way, if I may. 


Let me start again with the figures: 145 passengers 
and 8 crew members. Seventeen men -- women. Sorry. Seventeen 
women and two children were released in Beirut. They have been 
flown, I understand, by Middle East Airways to Cyprus. 


The information that we have indicates that 
approximately 104 of the remaining passengers are Americans. 
So that if you redo these numbers, it goes something like 


. this: 145 total passengers -- our estimate -- plus 8 crew 


members, minus 19 who were released in Beirut. That leaves it 
at 126 in the way of passengers plus 8 crew members, and about 
104 are believed to be U.S. citizens. 


~-MORE -- 











Q Wait a minute. One question: 126 of the 
passengers or are the eight crew members included in that 104? 


= Good question. I don't have that absolutely. 


TO STAFF: And let's try to find that out if we can 
now. 


Q How many Americans got off of the plane, among 
the women and children? 


a I don't have anything on the 17 and 2 who got off 
in Beirut. 


Let's see if we can find out that specific as well. 
Q Can I just go back to the statement -- 


A Can I ask you to hold? Let me stay with the 
hijacking, Barry. 


Q I wanted to go back to before you got to the 
hijacking. You made statements about Poland and statements 
about the Soviet Union. Are they open for questions, or shall 
we get rid of hijacking first? Whatever you wish. 


‘ No, I don't mean, when 1 say, if I ask you to 
please stay with hijacking --— 


Q No, I understand. 


s You can come back any time you want. 

Q It's a housekeeping question. 

Q Can we just get going on something’? 

Q The question simply is, are you reconsidering 


signing the Helsinki Final Act when you speak of steps? 


A I have nothing by way of any specifics that the 
U.S. may take. 


Bill? Ralph. I'm sorry 
Q Bernie, when you said you believe there are 104 


American citizens aboard the plane, can you tell us whether any 
of them are American Government officials? 


A No. Can't help you on that, though, 1 do, as lL 


— & 











look over these notes here, I do have a reference to the 104 
being of the remaining passengers, so maybe that is the reply. 
But it's a good question, and let's check it out. 


Q Can I ask you also, what -- you mentioned that 
one step the U.S. was taking -- 


a Excuse me, Ralph, if I can. 


TO STAFF: We want to find out about the nationality 
of the eight crew members. In other words are the eight crew 
members all Americans? And is it 104 of the remaining 126 that 
are Americans? : 


Q And of the 17 who got out -- 


a And of the 17 plus 2 who got out, are any 
Americans? 

Sorry. 

Q You mentioned that there's a State Department 


task force that's been set up as an effort to secure the 
release. Can you tell us about any other steps that the U.S. 
Government is taking? 


is) No, I really cannot get involved in any specific 
actions that are being taken by the U.S. Government. But you 
can imagine, as I'm sure you do, that there is a follow through 
by way of keeping in touch with all appropriate governments and 
parties, and the U.S. obviously is working to secure the 
immediate and safe release of all the persons on the aircraft. 


Q Bernie, have you anything on the type or the 
degree of security, or the lack of it, at Athens airport, and 
what that may mean for future American airlines going through 
Athens? 


o Il have nothing on the question that you're 
asking, Bill, dealing with the security at Athens airport 


Q Bernie, do you have any specifics on demands that 
have been made? 


a Nothing -- nothing beyond what I have read on the 
wires Other thang that, nothing else 


Q Bernie, do you view this tragic event as 
materialization of the threats made before, some weeks ago, 
against the Americans in the Middle East? 











a Nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, a task force is the only concrete action 
-- if it's an action -- you've referred to. What is a task 
force? Doesn't a task force simply collate information? I 
mean, what does it do besides just get facts together? It 
sounds so active, but isn't it simply a central headquarters to 
get all the reporting on this period? 


a I think I indicated earlier, Barry, that there 
was just so far I can go in disclosures. But I did note that 
the U.S. is in touch with appropriate governments and various 
parties seeking the release of the hostages, and the task 
force, obviously, is one of the nerve centers. But I cannot 
get involved in laying out the specific duties. 


. Q But doesn't it just collect information? It 
sounds so -- 


o Among other things, and stays on top of the 
latest developments and keeps in touch with the various 
governments and parties as you move toward a hoped-for solution 
of freedom and release of the people on the aircraft. 


Q A follow-up on that, Bernie, if I may? What -.- 
Q To what extent is the Secretary of State involved? 


a As the Secretary of State, he is obviously 
involved. But if you're asking for, what is he doing, in 
specific terms, I have nothing to share with you. 


Q Have there been any direct calls to heads of 
state in the region, Bernie, by either President Reagan or 
Secretary Shultz? 


a I have nothing on that, Robin 


Q Bernie, what is the latest information you have 
from the Algerian Government about the condition of the 
passengers? 


A I don't have anything on that specifically 
Obviously, there is a feeling here of confidence that the 
Algerians will do their best to help resolve what is clearly a 
very difficult situation 


Q Will you be able to provide, Bernie, updates in 
the balance of the day about the condition, about what you hear 
about the condition of them’ 











\ 


a I think keep in touch with the Press Office, and 
I think to the degree that information is available, yes. I 
would think absolutely yes on that. 


Ralph. 


Q The Algerian Government has had a long-standing 
policy of refusing to allow hijacked aircraft to land in 
Algiers. Did the U.S. play any role in Algeria apparently 
changing its decision this morning, first denying access and 
then allowing the plane to land? 


. I cannot get involved in dealing with any 
specifics of any U.S. requests, calling on any governments on 
this case. 


Q How about a more general question of how you deal 
with the hijacking, whether it's better to deal with it on the 
ground, or keep it in the air, or what -- anything? Does that 
help you get around the specific question? 


a Do you want to try that with a little more 
precision, for the benefit of both of us? 


Q I guess I'm trying to get at the philosophy 
behind allowing the plane to land in Algiers after having a 
long-standing policy of not allowing it to land, without asking 
you -- 


A I cannot speculate about the Algerian 
long-standing policy, but [ think there is an inevitability 
that ultimately you would want the plane on the ground. 


Q Do you have any explanation why the hijackers 
took it to Algeria? 


i Nothing I don't know. 


Q Bernie, can you tell us currently, what the 
current U.S. policy is on negotiations during an act of 
terrorism? 


a Our position on negotiations is clear. We are 
always willing to talk about the safety of U.S. citizens. [t 
would be speculative to discuss possible responses in advance 
of anyone having a direct exchange with those responsible for 
this difficult situation at the present time It is not our 
policy to give in to terrorist demands. 








Q Bernie, would you restate American policy on 
retaliation against terrorists? 


A I think I'll have to, Walter, send you to the 
Press Office to pick out the -- to excavate the usual language 
on that. 


Q Does that mean that U.S. officials have gone to 
the airport in Algiers and are in position to talk about the 
safety of U.S. citizens? 


a I can't answer that exactly, but I think you 
could take it as a fact that the U.S. Ambassador there, Mike 
Newlin, is in close touch with the Algerian authorities and 
seeing what can be done in any way that would produce the 
freedom and the safety of the passengers on the hijacked 
aircraft. 


Q Will the State Department be releasing today the 
names of any of the hostages still aboard the plane or any of 
the 19 who have been released? 


“ My understanding is that there is not a 
fool-proof list of identities of the passengers or the crew 
available here at the State Department. And I've also been 
Given to understand that there has been no waiver of Privacy 
Act rights. Therefore, I am not in a position where I can run 
through a list by names. 


Q Bernie, do you know -- is there any basis for 
knowing and can you say whether the Americans on board or 
Americans released, Americans in general, were treated any 
differently, any more harshly or any less harshly than other 
nationals? 


a Don't have anything on that 


Q Can you confirm the identity of the hijackers, if 
they belonging to Shi'ite groups or anything - 


a No. 


Q Do you know whether the individual whe was raid 
to have been shot was an American? 


a No 


Q There is a report out of Beirut that the Canadian 
Embassy has left -- , 
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oo Could I just pick this up? 
Q Sure. 


A This takes us back to the specifics; this should 
clear it up: 


The 104 that I talked about, in fact approximately 104 


remaining Americans still on board -- that's out of that figure 
that we had a few moments ago of -- what was that? 

QO 126. 

“ 126. Those are -- 104 remaining americans still 


on board are passengers. As for the crew members being 
American citizens, that's being looked into. As for the 
passengers released in Beirut, the understanding is that all, 
minus one passenger, are American citizens. That means 18 of 
the 19 are Americans. 


Q The story out of Lebanon about the Canadian 
Embassy moving out of Lebanon. Has there been any move to take 


a Can I hold you on that just one second? Excuse 
me a second time. 


Q O.K. 
i) Hijacking 


Q Yes, of those released and flown out, where any 
of them given emergency medical treatment, Bernie? 


A I don't know I have nothing on that 


Q How does the Privacy Act relate to those who have 
been released? Is it sure that we cannot get a list of those 
names, at least of the ones who've been released? 


a I'm not in a position to make names public 

Q When would you be in a position to make names - 

ts There may be several ways It may be when some 
of the names are made public, or whether there are specific 


waivers 


Q Where are they going from Cyprus? 
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o But I don't have -- who's talking to me? 


Q Me 

ra You. I don't have a full and legal answer. I've 
given you what I have on that. 

Q What kind of arrangements are being made to fly - 
the freed Americans back to the States? 

iy I have nothing on that for you. 

Q Bernie, have you been able -- has the State 


Department been able to discern any connection between the 
hijacking and any specific U.S. policy or stand? 


a No. 
Q Have you tried? 
‘ I don't have anything on that question. : 


Q Well, you know, that goes to whether this is a 
discernible group with a discernible philosophy, or just a 
bunch of free-lancers. 


a Well, I think I've tried to make the point that 
at this particular time there is no sense of certainty about 
the identity of those who committed the hijacking or any sense 
of who being responsible, etc 


Q Bernie, do you expect any effects of this event 
on the peace process? 


a Obviously we hope not 


Q Bernie, do you have any nationalities for the 
other 22 people on boerd?’ 


a I do not 


Q My question was related to the Canadian Embassy 
There is a report out of Lebanon that they have moved out of 
Lebanon Are there any plans to take any extra precautions in 
light of this continued attacking of American targets with this 
hijacking, to move or take more precautions about American 
officials still in Lebanon? 


i) I think the general pattern of behavior is to 
take all appropriate measures for security as they are 
necessary 


Y 
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Q Bernie, could [I ask -- 
Bernie, on another subject -- 
* Jim? Sorry. 
Q TASS announced a few minutes ago that an american 
Embassy employee named Paul Stonebaugh was caught in what Tass 
calls a major act of espionage? Do you know anything about 
that? 


“ I got a blip as I came in. I have nothing here. 
Let's take a look and see if we can't get you something. 


(Staff hands paper to Mr. Kalb) 
Q Here it is! 
Q Reacted swiftly today. (Laughter) 


“ The State Department did not react swiftly. This 
is something else. 


Q That's the lunch menu. Bernie, something else? 
Q What's the menu for today? ~ 
Oo Yeah. 


Do you have anything there on the two groups - 
last least two that [ know, that we're aware of -- going down 
to the Mengele investigation -- one being a Wiesenthal group 
and one being an official U.S. ¢roup. Are they being -- is 
there any obstacle? Are the Braziiians welcoming their 
participation, etc.? We've been asked if they're having 
trouble from the Brazilian Government 


a I don't have anything on that. Not at all 
Q Bernie, there was -- 
i) Can I just interrupt, if I may, Bern? Unless 


it's related I do have one additional statement that 1 want 
to read here which does not have to do with hijacking, and it 
has to do with reports that you may have seen in connection 
with the South African move in Botswana. And so i have a 
statement on that 


The United States condemns South Africa's attack on 
Gaborone, Botswana .- the attack that took place last night 
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As we said in the United Nations Security Council 
earlier this week, respect for the national sovereignty of all 
states and the inviolability of international borders are key 
principles in international relations and no state can arrogate 
to itself a right to violate these principles. 


We cannot and will not condone violations of these 
principles. Such cross-border violence only complicates 
efforts to bring peace to the South African region. 


In saying this, the U.S. Government in no way condones 
or accepts recent bombings and acts of violence within South 
Africa, nor can we accept the right to launch such actions from 
beyond its borders. But this latest South African action comes 
against a background that raises the most serious questions 
about tbat government's recent conduct and policy. 


Public claims of a policy of mounting military 
operations in neighboring sovereign countries have been made by 
senior officials of that government in South Africa and at the 
U.N. Actions have been taken that placed at physical risk U.S. 
lives and property. 


The U.S. Government rejects categorically such a 
policy which is antithetical to the goal of working for 
negotiated solutions and an end to southern Africa's cycle of 
violence. 


Yesterday's attack on Botswana is particularly 
deplorable in light of the recent progress made by the Foreign 
Ministers of both Botswana and South Africa to control 
cross-border violence and settle mutual problems by 
discussion Mechanisms had been put in place to handle 
security concerns of both sides, and South Africa's action 
calls into question its sincerity and seriousness in dealing 
constructively with these matters. 


In light of this and other recent events, we have 
decided to call our Ambassador to South Africa, Herman Nickel, 
home on consultations to review the situation . 


Q Copy, please? 


a Copy? Yes 
Q How long will he remain home? 
a Nothing on that 


Q Bernie, do you happen to know -- 
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Q Is that related also with -- I mean, can you say 
specifically -—-— you didn't mention whether this is related also 


_to their failure to respond to our request for an explanation 


on the Cabinda incident. 


A I did in the preface to noting that Ambassador 
Nickel is coming back for consultations, say, in light of this 


-- that is, the move on Botswana and other recent events. 


Q Yeah. I know about that. 


A Well, all right. And on that -- on that question 
of the explanation on Cabinda, is that what you're talking 
about? . 


Q Yes. 

a The South African Government continues to 
maintain that the commando team intercepted recently in Cabinda 
was on an intelligence-gathering mission. They have not. 
provided a satisfactory explanation of the evidence that has 
come to light that the team intended to eran the Cabinda 
Gulf Oil Company facility at Malongo. 


In any case, we have made clear that we deplore the 
presence of South African armed units in Angola for any purpose 
as contrary to the aims of our diplomacy. We've also made 
clear publicly and privately in the strongest terms to the 
South African Government that we view most seriously any threat 
to American citizens and property. 


The South African Government has pledged publicly and 


privately to us that they will not be a party to attacks 
against American citizens or property anywhere in the world. 


Q Do you have a copy of that, Bernie? 

w Copy of that? 

a Yes. Yes, yes, yes. 

Q Bernie, do you happen to know if this is the 
first time the Reagan --— during the period of constructive 


engagement or during the Reagan Administration that an American 
Ambassador was called home for consultations as a sign of 
protest against South African policy? 

A Let me check that for you. 


Q Please. 














15 


Q Was the one non-American among the 19° who were 
released -- was that one non-American a woman or a child? 


a Don't have that specific. Let me just check 
these notes here. “Minus one. All minus one are American 
citizens." So I have nothing on whether they were -- 


Q Bernie, can you. tell us about the common 
understanding signed by U.S. and Soviet officials in Geneva 
today to the 1972 ABM Treaty and the measures to reduce the 
risk of nuclear war? Some details on that? 


a Very little. Because of the confidential nature 
of the proceedings, there is nothing I can say that goes beyond | 
what was already distributed in Geneva. 


Q Bernie, why don't we have a filing break? Okay? 
A Filing break? Fine. | 

Q Bernie -- . 

A Yeah. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the status of  - 
issuing of visas to Cuban immigrants in Havana? 


i Yes, I do. The U.S. -- on the the cessation? 
Q Right. 
A The suspension? Yeah. What I have here is 


several pages of information dealing with that subject. Why 
don't I answer your question, Ralph -- 


Q Can you say whether the U.S. has suspended - 


A Yeah. We will Yes. We will suspend preference 
immigrant visa processing in Havana on Tuesday, June 18, at the 
close of busihess of that day That is tomorrow The U.S 
Interests Section continues to process immigrant visas in two 
categories: immediate relatives of U.S. citizens and returning 
permanent residents of the United States 


Q Can you tell us why the decision has been taken? 


a We did so in light of Cuba's suspension of the 
Mariel Agreement and normal migration procedures We initially 
sought to meet our migration commitments while seeking to 
clarify what Cuba understands by “suspension." But we have 
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received no indication that Cuba is prepared to resume 
implementation at the present time. We thus had no choice but 
to suspend temporarily preference immigrant visa processing 
while the situation persists. . 


Now, as I say, there are various definitions and 
additional information that I do have available, and all of 
this will be at the Press Office for anybody who wants to 
further pursue this subject. 


Q Bernie, I want to come back to your statement on 
the Soviets and the Jews. I think the question is, why is it 
that Secretary Shultz and other NATO Ministers are going to go 
to Helsinki to honor an agreement's tenth anniversary which 
from your podium you're saying essentially is not being honored? 


a Because continued discussions and calling 
attention to these actions is in the interests of. diplomacy. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the Gulf war, 
especially today President Saddam Hussein of Iraq announced 
that he will suspend all shelling for two weeks of Iran? 


A I have nothing specific, but obviously a 
cease-fire and a negotiated solution has always been encouraged. 


Q Bernie, can you confirm that President Reagan 
called up Hafez al-Assad this week to ask him to get the 
hostages released? 


i] No Got nothing on that. 


Q Have you got anything on reports that the South 
African police have obtained five West German helicopters with 


U.S. engines? There was -- the question was taken yesterday, I 
believe, by someone at the desk. | 


A [I don't remember, but let's take a look at that 
I don't have anything on that at all. 


Q [Is -- Mr. Murphy is going to be here next week. 

“A Murphy's eeine to be where? 

Q In Washington. 

a Well, (it is) my understanding, that Murphy may 
be back even earlier. Where is that? I[ think he's going to be 


back this weekend. He'll be back this weekend. Expected back 
in Washington this weekend. 
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Q Anything about his trip to Amman? 

4 ‘Whose trip to Amman? 

Q Mr. Murphy. 

icy Do you know about a trip to Amman? If so, I 


don't. 
London, yes. Amman, I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, anything on President Ortega's comment, 
that he was issuing’a unilateral moratorium on acquiring new 
arms systems? 


i) I do. Lt is important to note that what 
President Ortega actually announced in late February was a 
promised moratorium on acquiring new types of weapons systems, 
and that he would send home 100 Cuban military advisers. 


He did not say that he would stop receiving arms. In 
fact, Soviet-bloc arms deliveries have continued to flow 
without interruption into the swollen Nicaraguan arsenal since 
February. 


This massive arms buildup has placed Nicaragua in a 
position of military superiority in the region. What is needed 
is a reduction in military men and equipment to a level 


compatible with Nicaragua's neighbors and with its legitimate 
defensive needs. 


Regarding the Cuban military advisers, as Secretary 
Shultz has noted, sending home 100 Cuban military advisers out 
of a total of 2500 to 3500 was useful only if it led to massive 
reductions of the foreign military advisers in Nicaragua. [In 
fact, the total has not been substantially reduced 


Regarding President Ortega's reported hints that he 
might again seek “high-performance warplanes," we have made 
clear to the Nicaraguens, the Soviets and the Cubans that the 
acquisition of advanced combat aircraft by Nicaragua would be a 
serious development which we would view with utmost concern. 


Press reports indicating that President Ortega's 
renunciation of an arms embargo, which never actually took 
place, was in response to congressional votes on aid to 
Nicaraguan resistance forces are misleading and unjustified. 
President Reagan has repeatedly stated that U.S. policy is to 
seek political, not military, solutions in Central America. 
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To move toward peace, we urge the Sandinistas to agree 
to the unified democratic opposition's call for a 


Church-mediated dialogue to achieve the internal reconciliation 


called for by the Contadora and to negotiate seriously issues 
that remain in the Contadora process. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes. Yes. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:25 p.m.) 








TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 14, 1985 


USSR: Embassy Employee Accused of Espionace 





Q TASS announced a few minutes ago that an American 
Embassy employee named Paul StOmbavu~~ was caucht in 
what TASS calls "a major act of es.:-: “ye.” Do you 


know anything about that? 


A WE CAN CONFIRM THAT THE SOVIETS HAVE DECLARED PAUL M. 
STOMBAUGH, A SECOND SECRETARY AT THE U.S. EMBASSY IN 


MOSCOW, PERSONA NON GRATA. 





Q But was he involved in espionage? 


WE DO NOT COMMENT ON SUCH ALLEGATIONS. 








Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 14, 1985 


POSTED: 6/1 [#5 


TAKEN QUESTION 


SOUTH AFRICA: Return of U.S. Ambassador . 





. 


Do you happen to know if this is the first time during 
the period of constructive engagement, or during the 
Reagan Administration, that an American ambassador was 
called home for consultations as a sign of protest 
against South African policy? 


Yes. 

















POSTED: 6/14 [85 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 14, 1985 


SOUTH AFRICA: U.S. Helicopter Engines 





Have you got anything on reports that the South African 
police have obtained five West German helicopters with 
U.S. engines? 


We are aware of the reports but cannot confirm them. 


We are looking into the matter. 
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DPC #105 


MONDAY, JUNE 17, 1985, 12:41 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen: I 
have one statement that I will be issuing here in the name of 
the Secretary of State: 


"Hijacking and other forms of terrorism are 
unacceptable in any civilized society. We call upon those 
holding hostages to treat them properly and to release them 
immediately. 


"The United States Government is heavily engaged in 
efforts to bring about their safe return to their families. In 
pursuing these efforts, as is well known, we will not make 
deals with terrorists, and will not encourage others to do so. 


"Our thoughts and prayers are with the hostages and 
their families as we all work and wait for their safe release." 


Now, I will make this statement available. It may be 
available already. And in view of the statement that I have 
just read on behalf of the Secretary of State, and in view of 
the backgrounder that was offered by a senior State Department 
official a little while ago, I will] not be taking any other 
questions on the hijacking. 


Q Bernie, however, he left several questions 
unanswered which he said that you would -- 


A I heard about that, Jim, and they are being 
looked into, and we hope to expedite those taken questions that 
were set up before as quickly as possible, and simply keep in 
touch with the Press Office They are working on them. I know 
about them. 


Q Bernie, do you anticipate any further briefings 
in the course of the day? 


i) I don't see any at the present time. 


Q Bernie, is there any word received by the 
Administration that Gorbachev is looking for a summit? Has he 
sent a letter? Are there any details underway, any plans like 
that, to Armand Hammer -- 

















o I have nothing on that. 
Q -- in statements this morning? 


6 Well, on that statement, in that sort of context, 
what I simply have, I suspect, is what you know, that the 
President is ready to meet with General-Secretary Gorbachev, 
but the time and place for such a meeting have not yet been 
determined. 


Q Was this the first notification that we had that 
Gorbachev wasn't going to come to New York this fall? 


i I can't get into that, Barbara. 

Q Do you have anything on Chile, please? 
I beg your pardon? 

Q Do you have anything on Chile? 


a On Chile. Yes, I do. We have noted the 
announcement by the Chilean Government that security conditions 
have improved, and that on this basis, the state of seige will 
be lifted effective today. This step will remove many, but not 
all, restrictions on the press and freedom of speech, and will 
remove the legal basis for indefinite detention without charges. 


Other restrictions on constitutional guarantees remain 
under the state of emergency which the government announced 
will continue in force. 


Additionally, we note that nearly all persons held 
under state of seige indefinite detention provisions have been 
released, and that the number of persons in internal exile is 
down to around 39. U.S. policy is to support the political 
transition process to democracy in Chile. We hope that these 
developments will contribute to this process. 


Q Copy of that? 
6 Yes. 

Bernie, a quick follow on that before you change 
the subject, will these moves by the Chilean Government mean 
that U.S. arms relationship with Chile will be reviewed or will 
change in any way? 

a I haven't anything on that, Barbara. 


~~ MORE -- 

















Q Will you take a question on the statement you 
read at the beginning of the briefing? 


ra At this point, Ralph, I will not. I'm just going 


to have to take it the way I suggested we go -- the Secretary's 
statement, the backgrounder you had, and that is all I can take 
on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the meeting today 
between the U.S. and the Soviet Union on Afghanistan? 


. Yes, I do. I do have something on that. The 
U.S.-Soviet talks on Afghanistan will take place tomorrow and 
possibly Wednesday. The U.S. side wiil be headed by Assistant 
Secretary of State Richard Murphy; the Soviet side will be 
headed by Minister Counselor of the Soviet Embassy, Oleg 
Sokolov. Sokolov will be accompanied by Yuriy Alekseyev, Chief 
of the Middle East Department of the Soviet Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. 


These talks are part of our exchanges with the Soviets 
on regional issues. 


Q Copy? 
i) Sorry, 1 can't do that. 


Q It will only be on Afghanistan or the Middle East 


‘ Afghanistan; Afghanistan. 


Q And where will it take place? 

I don't have the exact venue for you. 
Q Washington or Moscow? 
‘a Here. 


Bernie, I realize you can't take any questions 
about the hostage situation. But there is some confusion 
because the briefer here and Larry Speakes at the White House 
suggested that Mr. Berri says the hostages are off and then we 
have wire stories that say they're not off. Is there any way 
you can tell us when we can straighen out that confusion? 


i No. I can't help you at all on anything on that 
story at this time. 

















Q Bernie, what is the purpose of a committee of 
Arab ambassadors meeting Shultz this afternoon? 


6 Well, it's been my understanding that that 
meeting was set up -- that the Arab Ambassadors had asked to 
see the Secretary subsequent to his recent trip to the Middle 
East, subsequent to King Hussein's visit to Washington. They 
wish to have the Secretary's current views on the peace 
process, ard, as I note, the appointment was scheduled early 
last week at the request of the Arab Ambassadors. 


~-MORE-- 








Q So what you're saying is that it had nothing to 
do with the hostage situation, and it will not -- that will not 
be discussed? 


ra I'm not going to walk through the agenda, and one 
would be surprised if it did not come up, but the point I want 
to emphasize is that their meeting was arranged prior to the 
hijacking crisis. 


Q Do you have a list of their names, Bernie? 
“ I do not. 


Q Algeria is on the -— one of them as we knew. Can 
you confirm that? 


a I don't have the full list of names so that I 
would be speculating. I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, on the hijacking thing, when there was a 
hostage crisis here with the Iranians several years ago, there 
was a great deal of information that was provided not only on 
background but also from that lectern on the record, on an 
assumption apparently that the more the American people knew 
what w2zs happening with their own citizens, the more that they 
could come to sensible decisions. 


Why is it that you're choosing to say absolutely 
nothing? 


is I don't think that is a fair assessment of what 
is forthcoming from here. I just read you the statement by the 
Secretary of State; there was a backgrounder done here rather 
extensively; and there was a briefing by the spokesman at the 
White House on the record earlier this morning. So I think you 
have those various elements to work with. 


Q Yeah. But I also remember extensiv:: briefings 
right here on the record by the spokesman. 


6 I can't help you beyond what I've just said. 


Q Well, what's your justification for it, Bernie? 
Is it that the United States Government does rot want an 
official taking questions on this on camera every day? 


be I think that we went through this Friday. 1 had 
a statement. There were many pieces of information that were 
developed over the weekend. There was a session at the White 
Fouse yesterday after the NSC meeting. I just itemized the 
three elements in connection with reporting on the incident, 


« 
~ 


Qo 
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the crisis, just a moment ago, to Marvin, and that's about 
where I'm going to leave it. 


Q But that doesn't explain why you won't take 
questions now. 


A That is -- what I said is what I say, and I will 
not go beyond that. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #106 


TUESDAY, JUNE 18, 1985, 12:58 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen. I 
have --— let me begin with an announcement, please. Just take 
one second as we get this project together. 


We have decided to issue a travel advisory warning 
American citizens of the potential danger of air travel to, 
through, or from Athens. We have repeatedly made our concerns 
known to the Greek Government in the past, and aU. S. Airport 
Security Team visited Athens in February. 


Although the Greek Government has expressed its 
willingness to improve conditions at the Athens airport, 
specific steps have not been taken yet and security there is 
still inadequate. We have no choice but to warn our citizens 
of the potential danger of terrorist acts there. 


The text of our travel advisory notice is-as follows: 
The Department of State advises travelers to Greece that 
several terrorist incidents have taken place at Athens 
International Airport. Until adequate security measures are in 
place, travelers should be advised that an above-average 
potential for terrorist activity exists. 


Q Copy, Bernie? 
eo 
A A copy? Yes, absolutely. We'll get that out to 
you as quickly as possible. 


Q Are you taking questions on this statement? 
A Yes, Barry. 
Q Should that be -~— is the implication critical? 


Is the implication of that announcement that the United States 
is displeased in some way with the Greek Government? 


A Displeased in what context? (Laughter) 





Q You picked the context. It's in the midst of 
this situation. 


a Well, let me -—- 


Q I mean, I could ask it another way. I could ask 
if the United States is looking for somebody to perhaps -- 


A Let me take it -- 


Q --— treat as a scapegoat. I don't know. 
(Laughter) But let me ask it that way: What is the -- it's 
unusual to do this in the midst of a difficult situation even 
while three released hostages are heading in that general 
direction. 


A Let me just underline one point in response to 
your question, Barry: that the travel advisory is aimed only 
at improving airport security procedures and proficiency. 


Q What does that mean, Bernie? 


A It means exactly what it means if you study it, 
and you'll have no problem with it, John. 


Q You're advising American citizens not to travel 
ta or through Athens, right? 


A That is right. 
Q Would you like other countries to -- 


A I didn't say that -- not to travel. We are 
alerting them that there is an above-average potential for 
terrorist activity there. 


Q The Greek Ambassador yesterday said that he 
didn't believe that the arms were smuggled on board the jet at 
Athens and it happened somewhere else. Do you have any reason 
to believe? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that, and if I may 
just amplify John's question. U.S. citizens and aircraft can 
use the airport in Athens at their discretion. However, the 
U.S. is acting to advise them of the previous terrorist problem 
and the potential for additional incidents in the future. 


Q Bernie, can we break this down a little more.. 
Can we pursue it a little bit? 








A let me -- 


Q Just take the previous -- what are you referring 
to? . 


i) Well, for example, on April 4, a terrorist 
penetrated a gap in the airport perimeter fence, fired a 
rocket-launched grenade at a Jordanian airliner, and escaped. 
And for a variety of reasons, including security, there are -- 
I cannot get involved in any other incident. , 


Q Bernie, what -- 
Q So you're only talking about two incidents? 
A I talked about one in specific, and I'm drawing 


the line, but alerting you to the fact that there have been 
other problems of security as well. 


Q Your statement is plural; your statement was 
plural. 

A I'm not going to get involved in any other 
incident. 

Q Bernie, has there been some quiet discussion, 


non-public discussion with the Greek Government about improving 
the situation? 


3) I think I read, Barry, in the preface to the 
specific travel advisory, that we have repeatedly made our 
concerns known to the Greek Government in the past, and the 
U.S. airport security team visited Athens in February. 


Q I'm sorry. I understood about the concern, but I 
wondered if you had made -- the U. S. Government had made 
specific recommendations since this last awful event and 
suggested specific improvements? 


A No, I have nothing. You're talking about since 
this? 

Q Since the hijacking. 

A I don't have anything additional for-you on that 
subject. 

Q Bernie, just a clarification on this. If we had 


a security team in there, or a team in there checking security 





in February, when this incident that you're talking about with 
the Jordanian airliner happened on April the 4th, why didn't we 
then issue such a warning? Why did we wait ‘til now? 


a I can't help you beyond the information I've 
already relayed *° you. 


Q Bernie, a follow-up of a previous question. 
There is a report that says that the weapons used in this case, 
in this current hijacking, were planted aboard the plane in 
Athens prior to the boarding of the hijackers an the plane. 


Does your advisory deal with procedures for that type 
of security as well as procedures for screening passengers 
aboard planes? 

fs Ralph, I cannot get involved into additional 
definitions of what I have read by way of the preface to the 
actual advisory and the advisory itself. 


I've taken a few questions on this; I'll take a few 
more on the Greek -- 


Q Bernie, to follow it up, are you. convinced -- 
a Just a second; just a second, John. 


Bernie, are there any other major cities about 
which the United States has issued a similar alert? 


A Can't -- I don't have any at the tip of my 
finger. I'll take a look at that and see if we can't help you 


Q Who is the team that makes this security check? 
Is this FAA? 


A I can't help you on that. I don't know. 
Q Did the United States issue a similar travel 


advisory last year when two similar events took place: one in 
Munich and one in France, for instance. 


A Let me check that for you 

Bernie? 

Q In simple terms, you have thousands of tourists 
who are planning to go to Greece this summer. Would you advise 
them if they're going to Greece not to go by airplane? 
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ra No. I didn't say that. This is simply -- 


Q But that's the implication of your statement, 
isn't it?. 


a No. It is simply an advisory, that they can use 
the airport in Athens at their discretion and that the U.S. is 
acting to advise them of the previous terrorist problem and, as 
I noted before, the potential for additional incidents in the 
future. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Well, they want to know: should they go or not? What 
would you tell someone you knew as a friend? 


” I am not going to be drawn into that. 
Q Bernie -- 


Q Yesterday Chairman Fascell, House Foreign 
Affairs, and one of his committee chairmen, subcommittee 
chairmen, sent a letter to Secretary of State Shultz, calling 
for, I think, an international boycott of Athens Airport and a 
series of other measures, including studies of airport security 
in various places and contemplating more serious measures if 
things were not improved at various airports. What is your 
reaction to that letter? 


a Let me address the question more generally 
without specifically replying to the letter and, in general, 
I'm dealing with the question of whether the U.S. would, 
should, et cetera, join in an international boycott of. Athens 
Airport. 


And the reply is that we are not organizing an 
international boycott and have taken no position on one. Our 
immediate concern is for the safety of American citizens. 

Other governments should decide for themselves what actions are 
appropriate for the protection of their citizens. 


Q Bernie, the Greeks are apparently saying that 
there's an international smear campaign underway against them 
because of allegations about airport security. Do you have a 
comment on that? 


Let me -— our concern, obviously, is not to 
address itself to the question you asked, but to italicize U.S. 
concern about security at Athens Airport. 


Q New subject? 


A It's your call. 

Q No. I'd like to ask one more question --— another 
version, I guess, of another question that you wouldn't answer 
before. (Laughter) But -- so -- however the conditions at 


this airport can be described, are there similar conditions at 
other airports where American travelers fréquently pass through 
and to? 


A I can't help you, Barry. 


Q Bernie -- 








*- 


Q Well, Bernie, try to get some notion. It's a 
very curious statement -- 


“ I can't -help you. What -- 


Q You're not saying, “Call off your trip to 
Greece." You're saying, "Be careful." I don't know what a 
well-intentioned person is supposed to do except, you know, 
look behind every couple of steps. I mean, what does it really 
mean? Aren't there a. lot of places like this in the world? If 
it were just terrible, I guess you would say: "Don't go there,” 
so I don't know what the State Department is really up to. 


a The only way we can find some parallels, for 
example -- 

Q Yes. 

A -- is to find out whether or not there are 


comparable travel advisories on the books right now -- 


Q Yes. 
a -- for other airports. 
' Q Or have been. 

fo Let me take a look at that -- 

Q Okay. 

A -- and see if I can't help you. 

Q Great. 

i) On your grander question -- 

Q Yes? 

a -- about advice to specific -- 

Q Yes? 

A -- tourists, I can't get drawn into that, Barry, 
for obvious reasons. I've got a very carefully crafted 


advisory here and -- 


Q Uh-huh. 





4 -~ obviously, I will stay with that. 


Q Bernie, do you have any expiration date on that 
advisory? 


ra My understanding is that the advisory will be 
lifted when we determine that security at Athens Airport has 
improved, and there is no longer a potential danger to’ American 
citizens. 


We have offered our assistance to the Greek Government 
to help and improve procedures and training for airport 
security persdnnel. 


Q Last question: Was the Greek Government advised 
in advance of this statement which you made? 


a Yes. We have informed the Greek Government, and 
we have also informed the airlines. 


Q Have they taken up the offer of assistance? 


fs Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Bernie, did the study that was made in February 
disclose that there was a serious security problem at the 
Athens Rirport? 


a I think by extension they called attention to 
problems, but I cannot be specific as to the way you're 
phrasing question as to the dimensions of how serious, et 
cetera. I don't have a specific list. I don't have that -- I 
haven't seen the report -- 


Q Can you tell us -- 
i) -- that deals with, for example, anxieties about 


security at Athens Airport, so [ don't have an answer for you 
in specific terms, Jim. 


Q You said -- 

Q In political terms -- 

a Just a minute -- 

Q Can you tell us who made that security study in 
February? 

A I wasn't able to give you that answer before I 


still cannot. I will get it for you. 





Q In political terms, can you say what -- 


Q Well, can we get the report? Why can't we get 
the report in February? 


a I will take a look -- 
Q You're -- 


oo -— but I'm not going -— Jim, I will take a look, 
but I cannot promise you the report. 


Q Well, I know, but you -- I'm sure you understand 
that you appear to be in the position of locking the barn well 
after the horse -- 

i) Locking the -- ? 

Q -- has been stolen. 

a Let's try that one again, so I follow you. 

Q Well, you're after an incident where a lot of 
hostages are taken. You're announcing: “Gee, be careful 
folks. If there was a study in February where this government 
knew there was a serious problem, maybe those people on that 
airplane wouldn't have taken the trip. 


a Okay. I've heard you. 


Q Bernie -- 
a Marvin. You had a question? 
Q I was going to ask you in a political context 


whether the Department believes that the Greek Government has 
been over the past couple of years too hospitable to known 
terrorist groups? 

A I have nothing for you on that, Marvin 

Q Bernie, can I just ask you two quick questions? 

a No. Hold it, John 

Q Bernie, if this is aimed at -- only at improving 


airport procedures and efficiency, what are the airport 
procedures it's aimed at improving? 


1) 
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. To take care of those instances and circumstances 
that have produced anxiety on the part of Americans who are 
involved in security at airports. 

Q And what are those instances and circumstances? 

a We've gone through that. 

Q I just want to ask you: Do we now know for a 
fact that the weapons, or some of the weapons that were used in 
this hijacking, did not go through any security apparatus? 


a I have nothing on that for you, John. 


Q Can we move to Beirut now? 

Q Another one on that. 

a Yes. Please. 

Q an of ficial of the National Airport -—- if I'm not 


mistaken, it was the Director of the National Airport -- said 
that -- 


a In -- in? 


Q An official. 


a In -— in Athens? 
Q No, no. Here at the National Airport in 
Washington. 


i) National here in Washington. I see 
Q Right Said that -- 


a Except that the geography took me by surprise 
(Laughter) Go ahead. 


Q -~ said that this could have happened either to 
National Airport or Dulles Airport Do you have any comment on 
that? 

i) No I just listen to you with interest 


Q Should we be careful using those airports? 


a You want a travel advisory on National Airport? 
(Laughter) 
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Q New subject? 
Q Bernie, can we change the subject now? 


o Hold it. Hold it. Yes. We can go in any known 
direction as long as I have a chance to catch my breath here. 


Q How about Nabih Berri's statement today? 

o Wait a minute. Wait a minute. 

Q Can you tell us the status of any investigation 
into the incident at Athens and how these -- is there any such 


investigation under way? 


“ I have nothing for you on that. Who had the 
floor? 8il11? 


Q How about Nabih Berri's statement today, Bernie, 
where he's threatening to turn the hostages back over to the 
original hijackers if the U.S. and Israel do not act? Do you 
have any reaction to that? And do you have any knowledge of a . 
deadline in his threat? 


A I don't have any knowledge of a deadline. The 
American position is clear: that the hostages should be 
released and should be released immediately. They should be 
properly taken care of and, as I say and repeat, these hostages 
-- these are innocent victims of a hijacking, and that they 
should be released. 


Let me add to that, if I may, Bill, what ~— put 
together here by way of a situation report that brings some 
various elements of the story together, and then we'll pick it 
up with questions. 


Okay. Now, let's deal, to begin with, with numbers 
To the best of our knowledge, 43 of the TWA passengers and crew 
who were hijacked remain in Beirut. That number, to the best 
of our knowledge, 43. This includes the three crew members and 
the three who Nabih Berri has turned over, as we understand it, 
to the Greek Embassy. 


The Greek Embassy has confirmed to us that they indeed 
have these three: Mr. Roussos, Ms. Pamela Smith, and Mr. 
Targondtsitis. We have not talked to the three so that I have 
nothing for you right now as to how the Greeks plan to proceed 
regarding their departure from Beirut. That is to say, the 
three. 


« 
> 
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Now, about the crew members: We do not know whether 
the crew members are still on the plane. There are indications 
that they might be. The question there, as I say, is open. We 
do not know whether they're still on the airplane. 


Nabih Berri has assured us that the hostages are 
safe. We have seen reports that they have been separated and 
are being held in several locations. We don't have any 
confirmation for those reports; that is to say, of the hostages 
being separated and scattered, wherever, to different locations. 


We have been in touch with Nabih Berri, who is someone 
with whom we have had contact for a number of years. In . 
addition to being head of the Amal organization, he is a member 
of the Lebanese Government. Mr. Berri has told us he has 
accepted responsibility for the safety and well-being of the 
hostages, and we have made clear we consider the prompt 
resolution of this matter to be his responsibility. 


We have been in touch with all appropriate governments 
and parties, and our goal remains the safe and the speedy 
return of all the hostages. ‘ | , 


C Have you been -- 


“ Just a second. Just a second, Ralph. On that 
particular last statement, I[ will not be in a position to get 
involved in specifics on exchange of communications, and so 
forth. And let me reiterate what you all know and what has 
been echoed from this rostrum a number of times in the last few 
days. Our policy remains that we will not make deals with 
terrorists, nor will we encourage others to do so. 


Q Follow up to that, Bernie? 

“ Sure. 

Q The -— you said in your statement, at the 
beginning of it, that the hostages should be released 


immediately. What will the United States do if they are not 
released immediately? 


a I can't be drawn into scenarios that you're 
suggesting. 

Q It's not a scenario; it's a question, Bernie 

a That's a question -- is that I can phrase that 


in a variety of ways 





question. 


Q 
a 


Q 
y 
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Would the United States -- 


The answer is that I won't be drawn into that 


Would the United States like to -- 
Do you have -- 
Wait a minute. Just a second, Matt. Hank? 


-~- MORE -- 





14 


Q Do you have a reprintable copy of that sit-rep 
you just gave us? — 


A Let me -— Yes, I will get it together if we tidy 
it up because I've got it badly marked up. 


Q Bernie, could I just ask you -- when you say 
that, “We will not make deals with terrorists," is the United 
States adverse, however, to asking the Red Cross to serve as an 
intermediary where we exchange the hostages for the detainees, 
particularly in light of statements in April the 2nd and April 
the 3rd by this government, that we felt it .was against 
international law for those prisoners to be taken across the 
border into Israel? 


A To that question, I will simply repeat what the 
basic U.S. policy is, which I said at the end of the situation 
report -- we're not going to give in to terrorist demands; we 
will make no deals; and we will not encourage others to make 
deals. ° 


Q Bernie, how does that respond -- Mr. Peres today 
has said that he would listen to and respond to any IRC 
request. Are you opposed to that position of the Israeli 
Government? 


A ‘I'm not going to be in a situation where I'm 
going to get involved in that question. 


Q Bernie, what do you know about the six to ten, 
figures that have been bandied about, of the Jewish surnamed 
who were taken off earlier? Do you have anything -- 


A What I have is that I think we have all heard 


reports that there were several of the-.hostages -- reports that 
several hostages were taken off the plane while it was in 
Beirut -- that's to say on June 16, to the best of my memory -- 


and that there were reports that some of those had names that 
were seen as Jewish-sounding names. 


My understanding here is that there is no clear 
evidence about that action and the question of taking people 
off with names that were regarded to be Jewish, but we would 
find any such act as particularly repugnant. 


Q No clear evidence that it occurred? 
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a That is right. We don't have any clear evidence 
that people whose names were regarded as Jewish were taken off 
the aircraft. We have no hard confirmation of that. 


en *) Speakes this morning said that he understarid that 
half of that number, whatever it is, that that group was not 
under Berri's control. Do you know anything about that? 


A I'll have to stick with Larry-on that. 
Q Mr. Kalb, at this point how dire does -- 
2) You can get several questions. (Laughter) 


Q How dire does the situation look for the 
Americans being held hostage? 


A No prophet, just let me underline one thing: the 
highest priority is going into seeking a way to win the release 
of the hostages. That's what we call upon those holding the 
hostages to do -- highest priority. . 


If you're asking me to be a. prophet and circle a date 
on the calendar, you will not mind if [ sidestep the invitation. 


Second question, yours. 


Q Why let me just reiterate it. I mean the 
American public wants to try and get some sense of if the 
situation is far worse in the eyes of our government than it 
was a few days ago. Are there any words of encouragement? 


A I will, obviously, not seek to draw an optimistic 
or a pessimistic picture. I think simply that I will reiterate 
what I said before about the priority, the energy, the activity 
that is going into seeking a way to win, secure the release of 
the hostages as quickly as possible, if not immediately. 


Q Bernie, can 1 go back to your statement about Mr. 
Berri? 

A Uh-- 

Q -- your very pointed statement where you, several 


times, referred to the fact that he has taken responsibility. 
The question is, has this government concluded that he has the 
power to determine the outcome of this incident, that he has it 
within his power to determine whether the hostages are released 
or not? 
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It's very clear what you're purporting, what you want 
to do there: you want to hold him responsible. But can he 
indeed deliver? Do you have any doubt about that? 


) Let me answer that this way, if I may, Barry. It 
is still not fully clear what Mr. Berri's role was when the 
hijacking began. However, he has subsequently supported the 
demands of the hijackers, and has indicated that he should not 
be regarded as just an intermediary. In effect, he has assumed 
responsibility for the victims, and this puts him in a 
different situation than, say, the Red Cross or others who have 
attempted to act as an intermediary. 

Q That partially answers the question, and if you 
can't answer more than that, we'll drop it. But you're talking 
about a place where there are many, many factions and groups 
that assert all sorts of powers that sometimes they don't have. 


Can he -- the question really is -- I know what he 
said: he takes on that responsibility -- but can he deliver? 
Does he have it within his power, has the State Department 
concluded, to get them out safely? 


m Can't help you on the precise definition of his 
range of powers, Barry. 


Q Bernie, you're aware that he said at a press 
conference today that he does not take the responsibility, that 
he sees himself as a mediator trying to bring about the release 
of the Shi'ites as well as, in the process, releasing the 
Americans? 


A That's fine, but I'm going to stay with what I 
read to Barry a moment or two ago. | 


Matt. Just a second, Barbara. 


Q Is it the American position that the Israelis 
should release the Shi'ite prisoners? 


A I think LT went through that by not answering your 
question in specific terms other than to reiterate what the 
U.S. position is. 


Q Can you reiterate that? 


A I have several times and I -- 
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Q Is it that they should be released? 


A I have answered the question the way I want to 
answer it. 


Q Bernie, I don't think that you did answer that 
question today. 


Q Wait a minute. 


os I answered the question the way I wanted to 
answer it, by reiterating what the U.S. position is -- 


Q Which is? 


a -- which I repeated, which I repeated before, 
several times as a matter of fact, during this session; and if 
you want me to repeat it again, that's easy enough to do. But 
it's there on the record, and I think you all know it by rote 
by now. 

Q Bernie, wait a minute. I'm going to quote to 
you, then, from Speakes who said, “We think they should be 
released." 


A- If Larry Speakes says they should be released, 
you do not, certainly, want me to be ina competition with 
that. You have Larry Speakes' statement. 


Q As a matter of fact, he attributed that to you. 
(Laughter) 


Q He said that you said it on April 4th. You 
actually didn't say it on the 4th, or the 3rd, or the 2nd, but 
the question is now, does the U.S. -- never mind whether it is 
Bernie Kalb or Larry Speakes or whatever -- does the U.S. want 
Israel to release the Shi'ites regardless of the context of it, 
whether it's in the context of the hijacking or in any other 
context you choose to put it in? 


a I'm going to tell you what I said before ina 


slight paraphrase -- no deals and no linkage. And what, in 
fact, I read on April 3rd, I think that was the day, that dealt 


Q It was the 4th. 
Q April 3rd was a Saturday, so I doubt that -- 


A April 3rd was a Saturday? 
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Q There was no briefing. 


Q You did a hand-out on the first and read it on 
the third, April 3rd. 


i April 3rd. Well, John has stood there as the 
impresario of the calendar. It was dated the third, handed out 
on the fourth, published on the fifth. Except for televisicn, 
it was probably two days earlier. Okay. 


I think you're familiar with the statement that they 
put out at that time. 


Q It doesn't call for a release -- 


. Q It says nothing about release of the Shi'ites 
except to note Israel's statements about them.. 


a I congratulate you. 


Q It's not about Israel's statements about them. 
Our question is: what does the U.S. think ought to be done 
with the Shi'ite prisoners being held by Israel, which the U.S. 
has said are being held in apparent contravention of 
international law? 


a I have told you before that I've answered that 
question the way I have chosen to, and an incessant amount of 
hammering on this question will only-result in your former 
colleague being battered. If you want to do that, we can keep 
it up, but I will not alter the position I have said. Let me 
take it -- 


Q Can I ask you about the Red Cross? What 
communications has the United States had with the Red Cross 
beyond what Speakes said this morning: “We've asked the Red 
Cross for a status report on the Shi'ite prisoners." 


A I'm not really going to get involved in the 
specifics of any of the communications between the United 
States and the ICRC. 


Q Bernie, you did say that the Red Cross would have 
been acting as an intermediary . 


a Who said? 


Q You did, a few minutes ago, or “attempted to 
serve as an intermediary." 


A Okay. That's right. I did And that -- but I 
did not get involved in -- 
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Q In what way has the Red Cross -- 


+ I did not get -- well, as at that particular 
moment, I, quickly anticipating your question (laughter) said 
that I would not be drawn into, as I cannot be drawn into for a 
variety of reasons at this particular time. : 


Q Well, the Red Cross is not -- 


a As soon as this is over, I am confident that 
there will be an extensive reexamination of what in fact 
happened and the things that took place, but that is not for 
the now. A 


Hank. 

Q Bernie, can I take you back to the question of | . 
the people with the "Jewish-sounding names?" You said you had 
no -- I've forgotten the word -- yes, you had no “clear 


evidence" that these people were taken off. There are several 
questions -- e 

“ No, no, no. I think what my information is, that 
they had no clear evidence that people with names that were 
regarded as Jewish were taken off because of that specific 
point. I think that's what ['ve been given to understand. 


Q Okay. So you have no objection to the notion 
that "X" number of people were taken off the plane on Friday 
night, in the first group? 


a We have seen the same reports you have. 
Q Bernie -- 
A Excuse me, Barry. Can 1 go --? Let me go to 


this gentleman. He's very close to you. 


Q Has Mr. Berri given any indication when 
communication with the hostages might be allowed, either 
through contacts with reporters or release of letters or 
pictures or anything of that sort, to assure that they are 
indeed in good care? 


A You talk about exchange of letters? 


Q Whether the hostages migi.t release any more 
letters such as the one they addressed to the President over 
the weekend, or whether the captors might release a picture of 
them or anything like that? 
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2) I have nothing on that at all. 
Barry. 


-- MORE —- 
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Q I still don't understand this Jewish part of the 
story. We've all seen this person from the airplane speak of 
being asked to produce passports with Jewish names. There's 
some confusion whether she selected the Jews or not, or the 
Jewish-sounding names or not. That whole process didn't take 
place? You have no evidence there was such a thing? 


: A Those repor s have been.seen here; but if you 
draw the line between those reports and any specific hard 
evidence that would confirm it to an iota that would satisfy 
you and me, apparently that is not the case. 


If that were the case, if that were the case, we would 
find any such discrimination distinction among passengers, as I 
noted before, particularly repugnant. 


Q Of course. But did you check the names of the 
people who remained on the plane, and draw any conclusions 
about the names of the people, including some poor Lutheran 
fellow, the fellow from the Midwest whose name was sort of 
Germanic or possibly Jewish-sounding? Was that just an 
accident, that they were separated out? 


f°) I can't help you on that, Barry. 


Q Bernie, are you trying to suggest that there may 
be military fellows that were taken out? 


A- I'm trying to suggest nothing. I really am not, 
Barbara. 


Q Mr. Kalb, I wonder if I could go from a slightly 
different angle? 


rs) Three questions. 
Q Just one. Given that there's a lot of -- 
i) Oh, oh, that's going to be a rough one. 


Q Given that there's a lot of anger among men in 
the street, men and women about this, and given the fact that 
Mr. Berri's family, or parts of it -- I think his first wife 
and two kids or his cousins live in Michigan in Dearborn -- is 
the U.S. Government doing anything to protect or to get in 
contact with the Michigan police to make sure that nothing 
happens to those people that would further muddy the waters? 


3) I don't know about whether there's been any 
contact, but obviously no one would want anything to happen to 
any of .the Berri family in the States. 
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Q Bernie, have you been in touch with the 
Israelis? You say they've been in touch with all the 
appropriate parties. Have you been in touch with the Israelis 
on the specific question of the release of the Shi'ite 
prisoners? 


A On the release of the Shi'ites? No. 


Q You have not been in touch with Israel on that 
subject? 

os No. 

Q Bernie, do you have any information on any 


special treatment that may or may not have been given to the 
military personnel among the hostages? 


s I have nothing on that. 

(TO STAFF) Have nothing on that? No, nothing about 
it. 

Marvin? 

Q Can you explain why the U.S. Government -- 


Q Filing break; is that possible? 
A Filing break? Sure. Whoever wants it. 


Q Could you explain why the U.S. Government at this 
point refuses simply to ask the Israelis to release these 
Shi'ites? 


A No, I can't get involved in that -- on that 
question. I think ['ve made it clear that the U.S. position is 
no deals and no encouragement of deals, and I'm going to have 
to let it stand at that, Marvin. 


Q Even by intermediaries such as the Red Cross that 
you mentioned earlier? 


Aa No deals and no encouragement of deals 
Q How about discouragement? 
Q Throughout this hostage crisis incident, has - 


there been any forthcoming information about the o*her 
Americans who are being held in Beirut -- the seve. Americans? 
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. I have nothing, nothing on that. 


Q May I follow up with a question asked earlier? 
Is the U.S. pressing Mr. Berri to produce any evidence that the 
hostages are safe, or to allow any contacts with them, be it 
with reporters or whatever? 


a Mr. Berri knows very well that the U.S. is 
insisting on the prompt and immediate release of the hostages. 


Q If -- 
a I'm sorry? 


Q If Berri washes his hands of the situation, as he 
is threatening to do, would the U.S. hold him accountable for 
anything that eventually happened to the hostages? 


a I'm not going to get -- be specific on that, but 
O will note that I had read you earlier before that the net 
conclusion is that he has assumed responsibility for the 
victims. Beyond that, I cannot and will not go. 


B8i11? 

Q Prince Bandar met this morning with either Shultz 
or one of his aides. Are we hopeful that Saudi Arabia could be 
of -— have we asked Saudi Arabia to help? 


a Have nothing on that, 8111. 
Q Thank you 


a Okay. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:29 p.m.) 
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MR. KALB: Good evening. 
Q Good night. 
a I've got -——- I'm sure that I can count on your 
understanding -- (laughter) -- for some of these delays. 


Q How many times? 
a Would you like to vote on that, please? 
Q Yes. 


a Let me read a couple of statements if I may, 
please. 


This in connection with the incident at the Nicaraguan 
Embassy: We are informed by the Secret Service that 
unidentified persons apparently broke into the Nicaraguan 
Embassy early this morning and ignited a fire inside the 
Embassy building. There are no known injuries and reportedly 
no structural damage to the building. To our knowledge, no one 
has acknowledged responsibility for the incident. 


The Federal Bureau of Investigation and the District 
of Columbia Fire Department are investigating We are thankful 
that no injuries or serious damage resulted from this 
incident. We strongly condemn this action against a diplomatic 
mission and all such acts of violence. Our statements 
condemning acts of terrorism are a matter of public record. 


Now, if you want, we'll take -- anybody has a 
question, otherwise I'll go on to the next one 


Q Yeah. ['ve got a question. Have you received 
any sort of note from Ambassador Tindeman or any proeiestation 
from the Nicaraguan Embassy?’ 








= I have nothing on that. 


Q Have you expressed any direct --— have you 
expressed --— given any information directly to the Nicaraguan 
Government beyond this public statement? 


4 I haven't anything on that, Ralph. 
Q Can we have a copy? 
a Yes, yes. Of course. 


I have a statement as well on the Contadora process. 
We deplore the actions of the Nicaraguan Government in walking 
away from the Contadora proces:. For more than two years, the 
Central American and Contadora group nations have worked to 
bring peace to Central America. A great deal of progress has 
been made toward reaching an agreement that serves everybody's 
interest iw the cause of peace. 


The meeting that began on June 18 in Panama and that 
was suspended yesterday was to have considered a Contadora 
group proposal for agreement on key security issues. Faced 
with the prospect of serious negotiations, Nicaragua refused 
even to consider the Contadora group proposal. Repeated 
efforts by the four Contadora sponsors to get the Nicaraguans 
to reconsider made clear that the Nicaraguan delegation was 
acting on firm instructions from Managua. 


The United States reiterates our own strong support 
for a verifiable and comprehensive regional accord. A 
Contadora group communique issued yesterday notes that Costa 
Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala and Honduras reaffirm their 
commitment to reaching a regional agreement. 


Peace in Central America is everybody's 
responsibility. Nicaragua has just walked off the job. We 


urge the Government of Nicaragua to rejoin the peace process on 
the agenda already set by the Contadora process. 


Q Copy? 
A Copy? Yes. 
Q Who's doing your guidance? 


a Huh? 


Q Who's doing the guidance this week? 





A I think you're an old enough hand to answer your 
own question there. 


Q There's a different language -- 
4 Do -- 
Q Question on that, Bernie? 


A Yeah. Please. 

Q I don't suppose you would say that the U.S. 
suspending the negotiations with Nicaragua was the U.S. walking 
off the job? 

4 You're quite right. I would not say that. 


Now, if you want to get engaged in self-soliloquys, 
I'll take a pause for a few moments. 


Q Are there any other kinds? 


a Huh? 
Q Are there any other types of soliloquys? 
i Yes. I've just been accused of an acute 


redundancy. (Laughter) 
Q Usually you're just ambiguous. 
A Shall we take a vote? 
Q (Inaudible) 


ms If that is the entire extent of your imagination 
on questions on this issue, we'll go on to other things. 


Q Does the United States have any position on the 
documents that were under discussion at the Contadora talks 
this time? 


Me I don't have anything on that, Joanne. 


Q Bernie, can you bring us up to date on the 
hostage situation? Do you know where the hostages are? Have 
you had any contact with anybody in the case? 
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2 All right. Let me do what might be a general 
situation report, but I must forewarn you at the outset that 
the information that I have is rather scanty, and I made an 
effort to get what could be made available 


The numbers you are familiar with: 37 passengers and 
three crew members from TWA flight 847 remain hostage in 
Beirut. Nabih Berri has told us the other passengers are 
safe. That is to say, the 37 I'm talking about. They are 
apparently being held in Beirut, probably in two or more 
groups. One group is presumed to consist of the passengers 
taken from the plane during the second stop in Beirut. 


Mr. Berri has publicly assumed responsibility for 
dealing with the hijackers. He has assured us the passengers, 
as I say, are safe and well. We have told him we consider him 
responsible for the safe return of our people and the prompt 
resolution of this affair. 


There is no change in the U.S. position. We will not 
make concessions to terrorists, nor will we pressure other 
states to do so. Conceding in such circumstances is tantamount 
to blackmail. It would encourage terrorists elsewhere in the 
world to think that such tactics can succeed. 


The President said the other night, “We are not going 
to be able to respond to specific questions about diplomatic 
efforts that are now underway. The U.S. will continue to draw 
on the full range of resources available to it in the effort to 
obtain the safe release of all the passengers and the crew." 
And we have, obviously, been cooperating closely with a number 
of countries and international organizations. 


That's what I have by way of a situation report. As I 
forewarned you, the new information is rather scant, to the 
degree that it is there. 


Q On the location of the passengers, particularly 
the -- 


Q Can we have a copy? 
A Yes. Let me try to help you on that, John. 
Q - particularly the one group. There was a 


Lebanese radio report to the effect that they have been taken 
to Baalbek Apparently you don't believe that. 


a I don't have anything on it. I'm not getting 
involved in a dispute as to the accuracy of that, Jim, but I 
have nothing on that. 





Q Because you're saying that they're held in Beirut. 


5 That is right. But your information may be later 
as to its accuracy. I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Bernie, could you tick off for us, if you have 
the information, the number of countries that have publicly 
come to the support of the United States on this issue? 


a Let me tell you what I have on that, Marvin. I 
think the Secretary yesterday in his appearance on the Hill 
alluded to this very question, that a number of countries in 
the region --— that is to say, the Middle East area -- have in 
one way or another made statements on the subject. 


Here in Washington --— we'll begin here -- the 
Government of Tunisia made a statement. Iraq has issued a 
condemnation, as has Egypt through its press. King Hussein -- 


Q What do you mean “through its press"? 


us What I have is that there is in the Egyptian 
press a condemnation of the hijacking. 


Q But is that a statement from the Egyptian 
Government that appears in the Egyptian press? 


A All Il can say is “the press," and I can't go 
beyond that. 


King Hussein, as you know, has sent a letter to the 
President. We have been in close touch with our allies 
concerning public positions and diplomatic efforts with regard 
to the hijacking, and at this moment we are not prepared to 
provide an accounting of their activities. 


Q Bernie? Question. 


Q There's no mention of Syria. Do you expect Syria 
has any role, or do they reject your call to help, or what? 


i As you noted, I have not included Syria, but that 
is all I have to say about that. 


Q How about Saudi Arabia? 
A I have not included Saudi Arabia here. What I 


have given you is what I had asked prior to coming down here 
for this briefing -- 


- 





Q Did Syria drop -- 


a -— to get as up-to-date a list as I possibly 
could. 

Q when? 

o In anticipation of Marvin's question. And what 


I've read to you is what I have. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Did they turn down a U.S. request to help? 

s I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Did anybody turn down a U.S. request to help? 

s Just a second. I beg your pardon. 

Q Has anybody turned down a U.S. request to help? 
a) I don't know of any such turndowns. 


Just to be clear, when you were saying before, or 
used language like “not preparing to provide an accounting,” 
but you said “concerning a public position on the hijacking." 
Is that to suggest that the United States has to go to its 
closest allies to get a public position of support, question 
one? Is that what you're trying to say? 


Aa What I'm trying to say is that we have been in 
close touch on that issue, and beyond that, in spelling out any 
of the diplomatic contacts or Siplomatic language, [ have 
nothing I can offer you. 


Q O.K. But the follow-up question has to be, why 
should the United States be in a position of having to go to 
its closest allies who similarly could be affected by. 
hijackings -- seeking public support for this position? 


a I do not think it is limited to the option of 
going to the allies. As I noted, there is a good deal of 
diplomatic exchanges underway, and beyond that, I'm in a 
position where I cannot step forth with any kind of detail. 


Q On the Hill yesterday, McFarlane said that the 
Jewish -- the passengers with Jewish-sounding surnames are now 
under the control of Hezbollah, Fedlallah's group. Do you have 
any information on that? 


a No. 

Q And I notice the press, the radio reports out of 
Lebanon claim that Hezbollah is sharing control with Amal over 
the hostages. Do you have anything on that? 


A No, I haven't anything on that. 


y Bernie, I want to follow that up -- 








Q Bernie, one quick clarification. 
a Clarification, Bernie. 


Q When you were talking about all the countries 
that publicly support the U.S., maybe I'm mistaken but I 
thought that Shultz said yesterday on the Hill that Syria was 
included among those. 


a What he said, best as I remember it, was that 
prior to this hijacking, there had been a general condemnation 
of hijacking. But I think what I should do is get you the 
specific language. In fact, I've asked to have it here, but I 
don't have it punched up. As a matter of fact, I do have it. 
Ido. [I don't. [I don't. I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the Syrian-Soviet 
communique yesterday? 


a No, I don't have anything, and I have nothing to 
offer by way of any sort of in-house interpretation as well. 


Q Bernie, can -- 
A Hold it, Les. 


Q For shorthand, call it the “Jewish group," do you 
know if Berri has taken responsibility over their well being? 
Is it the State Department's judgment that those people are in 
amore precarious situation than the others, and do you hold 
Berri responsible for their fate? 


a ‘I think that the President answered that question 
speaking about the hostages across-the-board the other night 
when he said that he was responsible. 


Q He didn't answer all three parts of this 
question. I'm asking you if you think they are -- 


i) I think -- ‘ , 

Q I don't remember his saying whether their 
situation is more precarious or not. That's what ['m asking 
you. 

a I have nothing on that, on precariousness 


Les. 





Q Has the Secretary of State changed his position 
on such acts of.terrorism as we are experiencing since his 
October speech to the Zionist Organization of America -- 


4 I have -- 


Q -- in which he said, “We must reach a consensus 
that our response should go beyond passive defense, to consider 
means of active prevention, loss of life of some of our 
fighting men, and the loss of life of some innocent people? 

Our government must act. We cannot become the Hamlet of 
nations." 


Has he changed his mind on this, Bernie, or is this 
still -- does he still believe this? 


i I have nothing to indicate that he in any way has 
changed his mind. 


Q Has changed his mind. Good. Thank you. 


Q Bernie, when you had said in the statement that 
they were probably in two or more groups, were you 
differentiating between the six with the apparently 
Jewish-sounding names and the people who were later taken off 
the plane? 


A Well, it's hard for me, really to be specific 
because the accumulated information that is being made 
available says “two or more," and given the fact that the word 
“more” is there, it could lend itself to some sort of 
speculation that goes beyond two or three or four. I simply do 
not have an exact number. 


Q But, Bernie, 
a The best -- Just a second. Just a second, John. 


The best information that is available here at the 
State Department is two or more -- “probably in two or more 
groups." 


Q O.K. You said something after that I didn't 
quite understand. Did you say that, one of which was the 
people who were taken off in the second group? 


a That is right, on the second stop; in the second 
stop in Beirut. 


Q Are they all under the control of Berri, or are 
there some parts of these hostages who are under his control 
and others who are not? 


[Clb 
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Aa I don't know whether I have an exact answer on 
that. 


Q Bernie, I've got a number of questions on chis. 
I don't know if you can answer any of them. Today Berri said 
the Swiss Ambassador offered, and he accepted, that there could 
be an exchange for the Shi'ites and the hostages on Swiss 
territory. 


Had we asked the Swiss Ambassador to get involved to 
that degree? 


My second question -- 


i) Why don't I offer what I have or don't have 
swiftly. I have nothing on this first question. 


Q All right. The second question: Could you 
describe in any fashion what kind of contacts we've had with 
the Israeli Government? You've talked about support from 
various Arab states, et cetera, but watching Defense Minister 
Rabin on "Nightline" last night, I had the impression that the 
two governments really were not communicating at all, that he 
seemed very upset at the U.S. Government even though the 
President had made repeated statements about what -- that the 
U.S. did not want anyone to cave in to terrorists. He seemed 
to think the U.S. wanted Israel to give up the Shi'ites. 





Do you have anything at all on this Israeli attitude? 


A I don't think I can help you, Bern. Insofar as 
reaction to what the Defense Minister said, I have no comment, 
or I have no reaction to what he has said. 


As to your invitation to step forth with some of the 
confidentialities of any exchange, it is something that I'm not 
authorized to do. 


Q Bernie -- 

A Hold it. Let me just go through with Bern. 

Q I take it you've got an empty platter on 
diplomatic -- 

Q Can you tell us whether the diplomatic contacts 


that you alluded to earlier include either Syria or the Soviet 
Union? 
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5 I can't spell them out. 


Q Bernie, do you believe that American television 
coverage of the hostage crisis has inadvertently helped the 
terrorists and limited the U.S. Government's options? 


i) Let me, on that question, in a general way, let 
me reiterate what the Administration has been saying since the 
hijacking took place, that the paramount priority is the swift, 
safe release of the hostages, of all the American hostages. 


We deplore the exploitation of the hostages for any 
political ends, and that the Administration hclds, as I think 
was noted before, Mr. Berri responsible for the safe release of 
the hosta“*s. 


( That doesn't go to my question. 
rs) I thought it did go to your question. 


Q Do you agree with Mike Burch's statement about 
ABC News flying over our fleet, and the staking out of our 
military bases and airfields by television? Do you agree with 
him er disagree with him, Marvin, er, Bernie? 


is) Sort out your identities and I'll answer the 
question by saying that that is his assessment, and I'm not 
going to be drawn intg his assessment. 


Q Oh, you don't agree with him? 0O.K. 
Q Can you change to £1 Salvador? 

Q No, not yet. 

me Whenever you -- 


Q Can I ask you about a story in the Baltimore Sun 
this morning, front-page story? I don't know if you are aware 
of it? It suggests that President Reagan supported - 
unusually this time -- by Secretary of State Shultz and 
Secretary of Defense Weinberger, in unusual agreement on an 
issue, overruled lower-level officials, specialists, Middle 
East specialists, on how this operation should proceed. the 
thrust of the story is these specialists, unnamed specialists, 
would have the United States try to push Israel, try to move 
Israel, try to persuade [Israel to release the Shi'ites as a 
step toward getting release of the hostages 
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Do you know if there is any such internal debate 
within -—- I suppose the State Department is where most Middle 
East specialists hang out, I guess? 


o I don't have cnything on that, Barry, but I think 
you have heard a constant reiteration of the position of not 
Giving in and not encouraging other countries to do so. 


Q Of course, I would assume that the people -- 
“ You're talking -- 
Q Excuse me. I would assume that if such a theory 


were propounded, [I don't think it would be couched in terms of 
giving in. I would assume these Middle East specialists would 
think this is a way of succeeding -- of accomplishing something. 


a The additional element in the U.S. position is 
not to encourage others to give in, so I reiterate that for you 
at the risk of having it heing reiterated constantly. But 
insofar as sharing any of the internal debate inside the 
Department, sorry I can't do that. 


Q And you can't deny it, of course? You would 
neither deny nor confirm the story? 


o I'm not going to get involved in that. 


Q Would you say it's all wrong, as people usually 
do about most press accounts? 


a You don't mind if I go to Jim, do you? 


Q No Go ahead 


(Laughter) 

Q Do you have any comment -- 

A Thank you. I salute you 

Q Do you have any comment on a report in The 





Washington Times to the effect that the United States thinks 
that two high-ranking Greek officials were implicated somehow 
in the original hijacking? 


a As you know, anything having to do with 
intelligence matters is a question that one does not get drawn 
in here But let me just steer you away from that story 











Q In Athens today, the Greek Transport and 
Communications Minister characterized as “absurd inventions” 
the claims of the U.S. Administration that the Athens airport 
was not safe enough for passenger travel. What would you say 
to him? 


“ On the specific of. Athens airport? 


“ Look -- let me try to reply to your question ina 
slightly different context. Obviously, the United States is in 
touch with the Greek Government, and there has been 
communication since the very beginning of this hijacking. But 
again, insofar as being in a position to offer details, I'm 
going to pass on that. 


The U.S. has made its concerns about the need for 
improved security at the Athens airport known, known clearly; 
and we hope that the Greek Government will take them seriously 
into account and move quickly to resolve security problems. 


Q Vaguely connected with that, when the President, 
the other day at the news conference, talked about, I believe 
discouraging Americans from traveling to those countries in the 
Middle East, he said “that have not flat out condemned the act 
of the hijacking." 


What follow-up action has taken place in reference to 
that particular order? 


a Let me come back to you on that in a moment or so. 


Q Bernie, a question related to that, if you're 
ready? 


i) Well, let me take that, Marvin, and 1'1ll get back 
to you on that. 


Go ahead L'm sorry 


Q The President in his news conference had said he 
wanted more sky marshals on possibly dangerous flights. 
Yesterday, the Department of Transportation issued a statement 
saying only that it, along with the State Department, is 
exploring the possibility of expanding the sky marshal corps 


Is the President's wish or order -- however you wish 
to characterize it -- going to be followed up? And how long 
may it be before we see more sky marshals put on these planes? 
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A I cannot answer the second part of your question, 
but the first part is yes. 


Q Bernie, during Speakes ‘-—— 
6 Let me go to Ralph. Just a second. 
Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the TASS 


accounts of developments in the Middle East in this hostage 
incident, and specifically on the Soviet view of U.S. military 
presence in the Mediterranean? 


o No. I have nothing on that. 


Robin. 
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Q Bernie, on the -- is there any contemplation of 
sanctions to be taken against Lebanon, i.e., in terms of trying 
to get other countries to cooperate with the United States and 
prevent planes from flying in there? 


o I have nothing on that, Robin. 


Jeff? 


Q Bernie, Speakes made reference to the way we 
dealt with the pirates a hundred years ago. I don't know 
whether he researched it before he said it, but the way we 
dealt with the pirates a hundred years ago was to sink their 
ships and burn their villages and towns. 


I don't raise this to try to make ridiculous what 
Speakes said But that was a rather complete approach. 


a Uh-hum. 


Q Was Speakes speaking for dramatic effect, or were 
the words carefully chosen? 


A I think that you'll have to check with Speakes. 

Q Can we go onto Salvador. 

Q Bernie, Defense Minister Rabin said that Israel's 
attitude toward any future release of the detainees depended on 


two factors Number one, completion of their withdrawal; and 
number two, the security situation in South Lebanon. 


Do you have any view of the progress of Israel's 
withdrawal from South Lebanon? Any comments on that issue, 
apart from any other subject that may be before us? 

a I do not. 

Q Sir, this whole -- 


Q Do you have any restatement, or any new gloss on 
the position on the Fourth Geneva Convention? 


a No. You've heard the Administration's position 
on that. 


Q Do you have anything on a report that American 
sources in Greece might have, 30 or 40 days ago, gotten some 
intelligence concerning a possible terrorist strike and that 
security at the Embassy was beefed up because of that? 
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a I do not. 


Q Sir, your whole briefing has been on the TWA 
hostages. The President, in his press conference the other 
night, said that he lumped in the seven other hostages 
previously in Beirut among the American hostages. 


What is the State C artment doing about that second 
group, if anything, and do y uw regard them being separate from 
the TWA issue? 


= I don't have to amplify really on what the 
President said. But, as you know, there has been an on-going 
effort, even prior to the hijacking, to seek the release of the 
seven. That has been an on-going process. 


Q One last question on the Shi'ites? 
a Could I just -- all right, sorry. 


Q Okay. The President has said that the Shi'ites 
were taken from Lebanon by the Israelis in contravention of the 
Geneva Agreement. Some 500 Shi'ites were released by Israel 
before the hijacking. 


Is it the State Department's position that Israel 
should resume this release of Shi'ite prisoners who the State 
Department apparently, I would assume is supporting the 
President, think are being held illegally? 


A Nothing for you on that. 

Q Bernie? 

A Les? 

Q To follow that up on a matter of what Mr. Schweid 
has indicated here, the support - 

fs Who? 

Q Barry Schweid, has indicated the support -- 


A Schweid. 


Q -- of the President. This morning the Spokesman 
for the Defense Department at a news briefing replied that 
"Never to his knowledge has the Department of Defense lobbied 
any controversial bill in Congress without the knowledge and 
consent of the Commander-—in-Chief." 
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My question: Why did the State Department do exactly 
this on the Mihailovic memorial bill without ever getting the 
consent or even notifying the President? 


i) Why don't we take the entire anthology at once? 
Q Oh, fine, sure. 
s Is that -- 


The next part of it is, don't you believe the 
President has equivalent command power in the State Department 
that he has in the Pentagon? Since I can't believe that either 
you, Bernie, or Secretary Shultz would ever do such a thing, 
could you tell us what will be done to discipline William Ball, 
who Congressman Crane's office tells me has sent letters 
opposing the Mihailovic memorial to all 50 of Congressman 
Crane's co-sponsors? And was it William Ball who sent down 
that misleadingly incomplete guidance that you were astonished 
I hadn't seen, and which failed to mention Counselor Derwinski 
('s), of the State Department, strong support, as well as 
President Truman's giving him of the Legion of Merit? 


Could you tell us, why does the State Department do 
things like this without notifying the President? 


“ Didn't I understand the President to say, at the 
news conference the other night, that he would look into that, 
when that question was raised? 

Q Well, he said right after that -- that was two 
nights ago; presumably, I take the President at his word. 
Undoubtedly, somebody -- 

a Can you -- 


Q - you and the Secretary must be aware of this 
So I knew you would have an answer by this time. 


A Do you have the answer yet? 

Q No, that's why [ came here. I don't have the 
answer. He didn't ask me. He said he was going to ask. iI 
presume he must have asked Shultz; right? 


A Could I encourage you to practice patience? 


Q I'll try. 


JO LY 





ait. 


Could I ask for a filing break? 


> #& 


Yes, you can. Several filing breaks. 
Q You didn't answer the question. 
a I haven't anything on that for you. 


Q Will you oppose the Mihailovic bill when it comes 
up for hearing? 


“ I don't have any policy statement on that, Les, 
so there's nothing I can offer you on that. 


Q Well, what has the President done? Has he 
contacted Mr. Shultz? 


a As I said, in reply to the four or five 
questions, I have nothing on it, and nothing has suddenly 
generated on the lectern. 


Robin? You want to stay -- where are we now? We just 
left Yugoslavia? 


Q One more on the hijacking, please? 

Q Do you have a statement on (inaudible). 

“ Yeah, on £1 Salvador. 

Q Do you have anything on the -- 

ms I think you have, Joanne, the White House 


statement that was issued earlier today which ran through the 
details as they are known here. 


Q The question is, do you regard this as a 
deliberate attack on American personnel? 


a I think that Larry addressed that question in the 
course of his briefing. And what I could say or add to that is 
that the initial reports indicated that the Marines were the 
first to be killed, but we do not know if the Marines were the 
primary targets. 


Bernie, was there any information that the U.S. 
Embassy received in El Salvador indicating that Americans were 
going to be special targets, or that Salvadoran military 
officials were going to be special targets? 
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5 I don't have anything specific on that, Robin. 

Q Has anyone claimed responsibility? 

A No, not that I know of, on a claimed 
responsibility. 


There was, obviously, in the context that you seem to 
be suggesting about security, that there was a policy that 
prohibited employees from eating at outdoor cafes. In fact, 
all employees are briefed on this policy and are told not to 
eat at outdoor cafes in San Salvador. 


Now, I started by saying that I did have a statement, 
but it was my understanding that that was issued at the White 
House this morning. If you want, I could run through it but it 
may be at the risk of repetition, and it's really your call. 


Q Are you saying that they were breaking -- 
violating the U.S. regulations? 


Aa I'm just saying that there was a policy, and that 
is as far as I'm going to be going. 


Q Some of us weren't at the White House -- 


A On this earlier question about -- I thought there 
was a blip that got overidden by another question about 
responsibility. Just let me say that, what is known here up to 
this time is that the terrorists have not been identified, and 
that as of now, so far as we know here, there have been no 
arrests. 


Q Bernie, the Defense Department said this morning 
that it's up to the Ambassador as to whether the Marines, when 
they're off duty and in civilian clothes, can carry sidearms 
for protection. He wasn't aware -- he said this, of course, is 
a State Department issue, so I'm bringing it to the State 
Department. 


Did our Ambassador say that the Marines in El 
Salvador, when they're in civilian clothes and off duty, can 
carry sidecarms, or, has he said you can't? 


A I don’t have the answer to that, Les. But to the 
degree -- 


Q Can you take the question? 


A ~- to the degree that that's a decision that is 
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made within the State Department, I'll try to help you. I 
would have thought it might have come out in the Pentagon, but . 
let me take a look. 

Q No, they said it was the Ambassador -- 

a All right. 


Q -- and I asked if he had any idea what our 
Ambassadors generally say to Marines off duty? 


a Okay, let me take a look at that. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can you clarify the cafe thing, Bernie. You said 
that you did not know whether policy had been changed. Can you 
clarify that? 

ns No, I didn't say that. 

Q Oh. 

a In effect, to a question as to whether there is a 
policy at the Embassy that prohibits employees from eating at 
outdoor cafes, I say, yes, there is such a policy. And I noted 
that all employees are briefed on this policy and are told not 
to eat at outdoor cafes in San Salvador. 


Q Do (inaudible) are now planned to ask for 
supplemental appropriation for increased aid to El Salvador? 


a I think that Larry addressed that question. 

Q That wasn't clear. 

A I really have nothing beyond that. Let me just 
see if there, in fact, is anything, but I don't think that 
there was anything in that context. 

Q He said it was among the options? 

i) Yes. I heard that. And [I thought to the degree 
that he was being specific, he had replied to that; but I don't 
have anything beyond what he said. 


Q Bernie, is it true -- 


A Hold it, hold it, one at a time. 
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Q Was there -- somebody in government, I think, may 
have been quoted as saying, leftists may have been responsible 
for the £1 Salvador attack. 


Q Yes, Burch did. 


“ What I have on that is what I read you just a 
moment ago, that so far as we know, no organization has yet 
stepped forth to claim responsibility. No one has yet claimed 
responsibility up to this time that I'm aware of as I stand 
here now. 


It is known from various sources and other -- from 
various sources that the guerrillas have been moving into the 
capital and have stepped up urban terrorist operations But I 
repeat that as of now no organization has stepped forth 


Q Do we have an opinion on this subject -- 
“ I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, do you know if the Marines are coming 
back tonight to the U.S.? 


a I don't have anything on any return, and I 
suspect that the best source for that information would be the 
Pentagon 


Q Bernie, in your reply -- 
a Excuse me; just a minute 
Q -- about the supplemental appropriations, you 


said you didn't know about that The President apparently also 
is talking about speeding up delivery of already-requested aid. 
can you give us any details of what that is? 


a I'm sorry, I don't have any details If they are 
to 29e made available here, [ will check on that and see what 
can be done, hut I have nothing on that here to 


Q So you don't have anything on any additional aid 
of any kind? 


a No 


Q Can you make (inaudible) available? 


A Absolutely 
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. (Inaudible) at the Embassy in £1 Salvador; . 
anything to beef up security or put personnel on a higher 
degree of alert? 


a The Embassy, even at the time of these killings, 
was on high alert, and that the country team meet this week to 
review the security situation, that is to say, prior to these 
murders. 


Q What was their overall conclusion? 


o I have nothing for you in the way of any 
conclusions that I can share. 


Q Sir, was there a policy -- wasn't there a policy 
after the last killing involving a Marine about two years ago, 
a year ago, that American personnel were not supposed to go out 
at night, in the evening? 


a That may be so, but I don't have anything on 
that, and I -- we can check that. 


Q Bernie, could you check a report that said that 
the Marines were only allowed to wear two-way radios while they 
were off duty? 


a The Marines were -—- what's that? 


Q Were only allowed -- [I mean, to carry two-way 
radios while off duty? 


A Were only allowed in contrast to not carrying 
weapons?’ 

Q Yes 

a 1 could check that Il don't have that 
information in my hand 

Q How many Marines are there altogether? 

a I don t hav that, and [ would doubt that that 
figure would be made available for security considerations 

Q It's at the Pentagon 

A Well, okay 


Q Don't you ever talk to the Pentagon?’ 
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a les --- 

Q It's the same Administration. 

a I think I'll practice self-restraint. Robin? 

(Laughter). 

Ralph? 

Q Bernie, the Administration, within hours after 
the terrorist incident in El Salvador, the Administration moved 
quickly to announce the sending of additional military 
equipment and intelligence-gathering instruction, and so on, to 
El Salvador. Have any steps of that nature been taken in 
connection with the terrorist incident in the Middle Fast? 

“ I have nothing on that for you. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 2:21 p.m.) 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 21, 1985, 2:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. I'm late for 
reasons that I'm sure you understand today, and let me begin by 
giving you what [ have at this point and what I am in effect 
authorized, because of an ongoing investigation, to give you 
within certain Limits 


A shooting incident took place on the seventh floor of 
the State Department which resulted in the deaths of two 
persons, one a female employee of the Department, Office of the 
Counselor, and a male civilian who is not employed by the State 
Department [It appears that the two are related. Police 
information to this point indicates that it was a family 
matter The male civilian allegedly shot the female employee 
and then apparently committed suicide. Names are being 
withheld pending notification of next of kin. 


The incident in no way relates to any of ficial 
business of the State Department or any of its officials At 
no time was there a threat to the Secretary of State or any 
other senior officials of the Department. This was not a 
terrorist incident The Metropolitan Police Department's 
Homicide Branch is currently investigating the matter, and 
therefore [ am not at liberty to make any further comment. 


Inquiries should be addressed to Sgt. C.J. Gentile, 
Public Information Officer of the Metropolitan Police 
Department The telephone number there is 727-4383. 


Obviously, our deepest condolences to the victims’ 
family over this tragic incident 


\Q Before you leave that, some questions obviously 
relate to the State Department and its security precautions 
Horta do you now know -- are you now itnvestigating how the 
weapon was Qotten into the Department ? 

A Jim, let me answer that by saying that at -- what 


time i5 it now about? 





Q 2:20 


a 2:20. Let's say, at 3:30 this afternoon there 
will be a BACKGROUNDER on security here in the Press Room. It 
will be by a senior official in the State Department, and we'll 
gather here and at that time you are free to put all your 
security questions, Jim's question, and related questions to 
him [ am, as [I say, bound not to go beyond the information I 
have offered you 


And insofar as security-related questions are 
concerned, they could be addressed to the official ON 
BACKGROUND at 3:30 


Q Bernie, where was the Secretary during this 
incident? 


ry He was in the building He was in his office at 
that time 
9 Did he hear anything? 
a I don't know 
Q [hat was mostly what [I wanted to ask Do you 
know how - you know, you can't get up there now -- how far 


éway was the Secretary, approximately? 


) Let me -=- that's about where I'll have to end it 
it this particular point Several offices down the hall, I 
think to the right of the Secretary's offices as you emerge, 
and it's my understanding that it was more than 100 feet, but I 
do not have an exact count 

Q You can't say anything about the nature of the 
weapon 

A Ni) | can't. for reasons that the police assured 
ne «= hould fie, t 

. dbo you know where Mr Derwinski has been? 

a i simply -- Derwinski, | understand, has been in 

y and it my understanding that he has broken off the 

irio to return home as quick l y 48 possi ble 


d Hea the yerretary done anything made any 
Ta pon oof condolence? ls he 
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4 No, I have -- 
. - following the event? 
os Obviously, he is, and I have just expressed 


condolences, but I must ask you to bear with me on the 
constraints under which I am operating 


Q Bernie, can you give us her job? 


a I don't have any specifics You can take it up 
at 3:30 


Q Was she a partic larly close associate in terms 
of business relationship with Ssrwinski? 


He's calling off his trip I guess I don't understand 
why he's calling off his trip. As an expression of condolence 


or - 


A You'll have to reach your own conclusion. She 
worked in his office 


Q In what capacity? 


fs) I don't have exact details on that. They may be 
offered at 3:30 if you present it at that time. 


Q Did the shooting take place in the office? 

a I can't answer that for sure. 

Q Bernie, I quess the police will have most of the 
inswers or most of the “no comments," but do you know if this 


assailant had @ pass, a dependent's pass? Did he go through 
security at all? 


A L'm going to have to ask you, Barry, to wait for 
ihe 4% 30 briefing And on this Ct will find myself in the 
position of not being able to be forthcoming, both on the basis 
+t constraints and perhaps on the basis of not the sort of 
access itmediately up to this point of the information that 


might provide answers to your questions 


Q Do you know how many people were in the office, 
in the immediate vicinity of the office, at the time? 


A [| have just given you what I can at this point 
fou might try again at 3° 30 








Q When was Derwinski due to return, do you know? 
Don't have that. 

Q How far from the Task Force office did this occur? 
o Oh, that's in a different part of the floor, 


quite a different part of it. 


Q Bernie, are you coordinating information with the 
Police Department? Can you arrange to have any information 
Given either by the State Department or the Police done in this 
room, because they did their first briefing out in Front by the 
C door? 


A Il was advised by the Police Department that I 
would be working under obvious constraints because an 
investigation is underway I was told to suggest here that if 
you had additional questions, which you obviously do and 
understandably so, that you get in touch with Sgt. Gentile at 
this and that number 


In addition, we have worked out the BACKGROUND session 
at 3:30, and about at this point [ have exhausted what I have 
to tell you 


Q All right Let's go to the -- 

Q ~~ the hijack. 

Q Can we take a break in this, Bernie? 

a Yes, of course 

Q Do you have a situation report on the hostage 
situation? 

A In checking that with the Task Force, what I have 
is that there were no new significant developments overnight. 
What | have in the way of the latest, just before coming down 

[| was hoping to come down a little earlier, as you might 
imagine -- that Prime Minister Shimon Peres of Israel called 


the Secretary at noon today to express his and Israel's full 
support and admiration for the position that the United States 
has taken with regard to the hijacking of the TWA plane. He 
expressed his deep sympathy for the American hostages and for 
the families, saying, “We feel about them as we would about our 
own people. * 








The Secretary expressed his appreciation for the Prime 
Minister's message and assured the Prime Minister that our 
position remains firm, that we will make no deals or 
concessions with terrorists, and we will not ask others to do 
so 


Q Copy? 


A I'll try to help you on that. 


Q [Is that the first direct communication between 
the two? 

a I'm sorry? 

Q those are all Peres' expressions? 


A No I read you what Peres said and what the 
Secretary said 


Q ls that the first communication between the two 
since the incident began? 


A I'm not going to get drawn into diplomatic 
discussions or diplomatic details along those lines. 


Q Did they discuss, do you know, the security 
situation in southern Lebanon? 


A I'm'sorry, I cannot go beyond this general 
information that I have given you. I know that they did 
discuss the economic situation, but I have nothing that goes 
into any other details because that subject did come up. 


Q Bernie, we're rounding out about a week now, and 
[ wonder if you could sketch in the detail you can provide on 
the Secretary's involvement in this crisis at this point, even 
ch mundane matters as, has he been back to the Task Force 
Lince Last Saturday? Ln other words, can you give us some 
notion a lot of us are being asked He is the head of the 
Stale Department, this seems to be one of the two nerve 
conters What has the Secretary of State been doing? 

A Ihe Secretary of State has been extensively 
‘nigaged in the entire process aimed at the hoped-for objective 
of the quick release of the hostages As you know, he was 


suppe Led iW have gone to Chicago, f think it was, over the 
weekend tast Saturday 











Q Yes. 


a That was cancelled. And since then, he has 
busily been involved in this process, as you would expect him 
to be. 


Q What is he going to do this weekend? Is he going 
to -- will he be in the building Saturday or Sunday? 

A I would imagine that he'll be following the 
Situation very, very carefully. 

Q Bernie, you -- 

Q On the premises, or following it carefully -—- 

A He usually comes in on weekends. I would imagine 


he would be here checking it. 


Q Bernie, you said the Secretary and the Prime 
Minister discussed the economic situation in addition to the 
other material you gave us on the phone call. Did they -- you 
did not mention, however, any discussion whatsoever, not even a 
mention, of the Shi'ite prisoners being held by Israel. 


Was there any discussion of those prisoners at all 
during the conversation? 


A I can't provide nor will I be -- nor am I in the 
position to provide any details of the conversation. 


Q (Inaudible) 


A What [ have -- 
Q Of this general topics. 
A In a general way is what [ have read you. 


Q Was that -- 


Q Well, wait a minute. Wait a -- Bernie, that's -—- 
you know, they discussed the economic situation. You didn't 
mention this other topic Can we assume from the fact that you 
didn't mention it in the general account, which is all you say 
you can tell us, that it was not discussed? 


te) No. I[ wouldn't make any such assumptions, 
because what you do - 








Q Bernie -- 


A Just a moment, please. What you're doing is 
inviting me to rule something out. What I am saying is that I 
cannot go beyond what I have itemized here. 


Bern? 


Q The Secretary is meeting the President of the Red 
Cross this afternoon. Can you give us any idea of what the 
State Department has been talking to the Red Cross people about 
in the last few days? I know they've in and out of the 
building for three days now. 


A You know that that meeting is set for 3:00 this 
afternoon. That's my understanding. Beyond that, Bern, I 
cannot become involved in what the discussions will be; but, 
obviously, [ think it takes no particular genius to recognize 
that the hostages and the hostage situation is an urgent 
situation. Let me go to this side of the -- 


Q Can we have some sort of a readout after that 
meeting? Some of sort of a description? I mean, when he sees 


a I may -- 


Q - Gromyko, we at least know he met for two hours 
and eleven minutes. That isn't much substance, but at least it 
gives you some notion. Can we get some bare facts after the 
neet ing? 


a) You may regret that invitation, or the adjective, 
but let me see what is possible. 


Q Thank you 

Q Can you say --— beyond this telephone call, can 
you say if the U.S. and Israel are pursuing a joint approach in 
this hostaqe matter? 

A No, I can't get involve in that. 

Q) Or -=- wait, a follow-up. Or if the United States 
has directly asked Israel not to release the Shi'ite detainees? 

q ['ve answered that by saying that [ will not get 
drawn into any diplomatic exchanges 

() oir? 


/-=% 





A Just a minute. 


Q Could I ask you a couple questions about the Red 
Cross involvement here? [The Red Cross position is that they 
have to be asked to get involved in this. Mr. Hay met 
yesterday with President Reagan and he came out and said that 
Mr. Reagan didn't ask him. As a matter of fact, he said the 
situation is on a degradation field as far as he was concerned. 


What is the position of the United States towards the 
Red Cross in this situation? 


a I can't help you on that. I have nothing for you 
on that. 

Q Generally, in -- 

A No. IL've been working within a general guideline 


not to provide any details or specifics about diplomatic 
conversations or any discussions that may be under way at 
diplomatic or other fronts aimed at the priority of getting the 
hostages released, and I have to stand on that position. 


In the back. 


Q What could the neutral European countries do to 
help the United States in the situation? 


A [I beg your pardon? I didn't hear that question. 


Q What could the European neutral countries do to 
help the United States in this situation? 


Q Make clear obviously that there is a wholesale 
condemnation of hijacking And I think the President, ina 
general way, at the outset of his news conference on Tuesday, 
listed some things that he regarded with special urgency and 
preiorily. 


Q Bernie -- 


A No, just a second, please. 


Q Bernie, you mentioned the other day about some 
airline surveillance group that had made an assessment of the 
Athens Airport, and you weren't sure who they were, where they 
were from or what they found Have you got any more detailed 
informalion on that? 





a [I have something, but I don't know if it goes to 
the precise point in providing the specific details you're 
after. But let me share this with you: that a civil aviation 
security team of the FAA, State Department and U.S. airline 
representatives made a security survey of the Athens 
International Airport with the cooperation of the Greek 
Government February 13-16 this year. The team made a number of 
suggestions for improvements and offered further assistance 
with respect to airport security. 


The Government of Greece accepted the team's 
suggestions and promised improvements. Given indications that 
improvements would be made, a travel advisory was not 
considered at that time. 


Now, if you are asking me the specifics of the 
improvements, I do not have them. I thought -- 


Q Were they made? 

A Just a moment, Barry. I thought that the other 
day there had been a question taken on providing the specific 
recommendations. 


Q What question was that? 


A Do we have the shop list of specific 
recommendations? (To Staff) Has that been put out? 


Let me take a look at that, Jim. 


Q You said the Greek Government promised 
improvements. Did they make them? 


A I think I addressed that the very day I issued 
the travel advisory. You can go back to the language on that. 


Q May | follow up? 


fe) No. Just a minute, Semaan. 

Q Well, if it's for the Athen's airport -- 

Q Ihat's not fair. [t matters for me, that's -- 

( L'll ask about the hostages, but if someone wants 


to ask about the airport, that's Fine. 


Q Can | follow up? 


2) ['m sorry 
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Q A Greek official -- if I'm not mistaken, it was 
the Minister of Transportation -- said the other day that these 
improvements were made and that an American team that visited 
Athens a few weeks ago, maybe two weeks ago, said that the 
improvements were made. Can you have any comment on that? 


A No, I do not. The only thing I can refer you to 
is the justification and rationale that was incorporated a few 
days ago when the advisory, the travel advisory, on Athens 
Airport was announced. 


Q Bernie, back to the hostages? 
a Yes. 


Q There are persistent reports that two hostages 
are about to be freed because of health reasons, including a 
report, I think, from one of the families in Little Rock -- I 
think the name is Palmer -- that he's about to, or has been 
taken to AUB hospital to see Nabih Berri's physician. Have you 
anything on that? 


A No. All IL could say, I guess, is that those 
reports that you've heard, ['ve heard as well. But in any 
official context, 1 don't have anything. 


Hank? 


Q Bernie, back to the neutrals for a second. They 
- some of them specifically offered to mediate. Now, you 
addressed their participation in a different context. What do 
you say to the specific offer of mediation? 


fe) I think that here I would have to reiterate that 
any support and help that might be forthcoming, that could lead 
to the release of the hostages, must fall within the context of 
the fixed American position which you're familiar with. 


~~ MORE - 








Ll 


Q Bernie -- 

A Yeah? Well, wait just a minute. Let me go back 
there. 

Q There was an anti-American rally in Beirut 
today. I[ wonder if you -- if there's any commert on that, and 


also on the larger question of whether or not you believe that 
the hijackers represent only a fringe element in Shi'ite 
society or whether indeed they're being supported and even 
encouraged by the larger population? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 
Herb? 
Q Bernie, Radio Beirut was quoted today as -- 


actually quoted Nabih Berri today as saying that he was in on 
the planning of hijacking. Do you have anything on that? 


fs) No. [ do not have anything on that. 
Q How has he been conducting himself since -- 
A I will refer you to what the President said the 


other day and other comments that have been made from here in 
the last few days, but [I have nothing more on that. 


Q Bernie, can you answer the question with any more 
precision on who the passengers might be who are under the 
control of that Party of God group? I mean, the Washington 
Post said Lhese were largely military folks, and not people 
with Jewish-sounding names. Can you elaborate at all on that? 


re) I think that what [ can say on that is that it is 
exceedingly difficult to provide absolute confirmation as to 
the collective identity, as it were, of that group that you are 
alluding to. Other than that, I will have to simply -- to note 
that [ have seen and read reports that [ take it you're 
mentioning, but in the way of a hard confirm, I cannot do that. 


Q And their whereabouts? This morning there was a 
report they'd been taken to the Baalbek region. 


ey [ don't have anything on that. I know what I 
said yesterday about the Beirut area, but I have nothing -- I 
have nothing that in either way, Barry, would indicate a shift, 
so I'm not ruling it out, but I can't confirm it as well. 
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Q You say you have seen the reports to which you're 
alluding, but in the way of a hard confirm, you can't give that? 


a No -- the difference. I'm making -- 
Q Which report are you referring to? 
A I'm talking about what [I presume are the press 


reports that Bernie's alluding to A hard confirmation that I 
cannot share is whether it is based on other information, not 
press reports; and in that area, I'm saying to Bernie that I 
cannot give you a hard confirmation as to the collective 
identity of the group that you alluded to. 


Q Can you confirm, Bernie, they are at least being 
heid by a separate group unrelated to Amal? 


is) No [ can't confirm it, other than the reports 
that I have seen out of the news conference coming out of 
Beirut 


Q Bernie -- 


Can you give us any more clarity on two or more 
groups of the hostages? 


a No 

Q Bernie -- 

Q Can you give us -- 

A Just a minute, Barry Let me take Robin. 

Q Can you give us any details, Bernie, on what have 


been the communications between the U.S. and Berri, and whether 
or not we've had any kind of indirect contact with some of the 
more radical fringe groups? 

A No 1 haven't anything for you on that, Robin. 


Q (inaudible) 


A Jim? Just a second -- 
Q A couple of things ['d just like to clarify, if 
possible What is in the conversation between Shimon Peres and 


Mr Shultz? [s it possible that they did talk about the 
Shi'ite prisoners? IL'm not sure what you're really saying 
about that 
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A Well, what you're suggesting I do is reread what 
I've said, because you're inviting me to speculate about the 
details 


Q No, I'm not at all I just want to know if it 
could be stated that you're not ruling out the possibility that 
they talked about -- 


A 1 put no parameters on the conversations. What I 
otfered you is what [ have here, and you could fill it in any 
way you want, and I won't confirm or deny 


Q Well, they may have -- in other words, they may 
have discussed that? 

A Or they may not have 

Q All right Either way. 

Q Bernie -- 

Q Well, the other thing I'd -- 


A Hold it, hold it. McCartney doesn't come here 
9 often (Laughter) 


Q Well, IL like to drop in just to see what the fine 
details are on some of these situations. (Laughter) 


Does the United States expect the International Red 
Cross to play an important role in the release of the hostages? 


A I can't answer you on that, Jim. 

Q Can we -- 

Q Well, you -- 

) Hold it, hold it 

Q You said earlier when you were asked something 


about the Red Cross that these were diplomatic conversations. 
[Is the Red Cross expected to be involved in the diplomacy in 
connection with efforts to get the hostages released? 


A | have nothing for you on that 


Q Rernie, Follow on that? Two days ago the 
National Security Adviser, Mr. Mctarlane, said on the record 
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that the role of the Red Cross, or the International Red Cross, 
was envisioned as acting as an apparatus or a conduit for 
perhaps transporting or transferring persons once other parties 
have agreed to whatever is going to be done with these 

persons. [s that still operative? 


A I think earlier on -- I'm in this awkward 
position where I'm not authorized to -- 


Q This was an on-the-record statement. 


A Well, if that's it, then why would I want to 
dispute that? 


Q Ihen you can say that's still operative. 
A He said it. 
Q Yeah. He said it. He said it in the Rotunda of 


the Capitol on television. 


A It's sitting there. I know of no Jisavowal or no 
repudiation of it. 


Q Tuesday you told us the -- (to another 
journalist) You can wait for another minute?. 


Q Oh, no It's just (inaudible) 


Q All right. Two days ago you were -- Tuesday you 
told us that Minister Berri had taken full responsibility, or 
taken responsibility for all the hostages. And, in fact, you 
strongly implied the United States would hold him responsible 
For their well-being 


ls that still operative? And I ask, of course, about 
the six or seven or eight, or five to seven, whatever, who have 
been separated out and reportedly are under the control of a 
dilferent group Does he have control over that group? 


A Well, let me —- 

Q Can he deliver it? 

A let me take a part of that. According to Mr. 
Berri, who has said something to the effect that he is not 
responsible for one of the groups holding others, that the 
group is controlled -- that is, those who were taken off, I 
ques it was Saturday during the Beirut stop -- that that group 
is controlled by the original hijackers, as are the three 
members of the crew abuvard the aircraft 
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This does not mean that Mr. Berri can escape the 
responsibility he bears for dealing with the hijackers We and 
many others have made clear to him that we consider him 
responsible for the proper treatment and safe return of all the 
hostages and the prompt resolution of this affair. 


Q Now, then my question is the same question asked 
you Tuesday You're holding him responsible. The other part, 
the other side of that coin is, can he determine what happens 
to them? 


A I can't help you on that, Barry. 

Q Bernie -- 

A No Let me do a delayed -- 

Q On the phone conversation -- 

A 1 beg your pardon? 

Q On the the phone conversation -- 

A On the phone conversation. Yes. 

Q Did the Secretary inquire about whether Israel 


completed fully its withdrawal from southern Lebanon? 


A As [| said in answer to a number of other 
questions, including by Professor McCartney, what I had to 
ol fer you on the basis of this conversation is what I offered 
you before L'm ruling nothing in, nothing out; and that 
question, that issue, is something I do not have, and so I 
can't help you on that 


Q Bernie, are there any -- 

) let me go back here who hasn't had a question, 
please 

Q You have mentioned in the conversation between 
Peres and the Secretary that there was some discussion of 
eCONOMLES Can you define “economics”? Was it with respect to 


the hostage situation? (Laughter) 


a) My understanding was that there was a brief 
discussion on the [sraeli economic situation, and [ really have 


not a shred of 
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Q [It didn't dominate the conversation. 


“ It did not, as Barry says, dominate the 
conversation 


Q Bernie -- 

A Wait a minute, Jim 

Q Follow-up on the phone conversation. 
A Hold it. Ralph. 


Q The Secretary, as you said, received Prime 
Minister Peres’ expression of support and admiration for the 
U S position I think those were your words. 


Did the Secretary -- 
A You take good notes. 


Q Did the Secretary express his support and 
admiration for the Israeli position? 


A Are you -- is the question -- let me understand 
your question Is it a question of weighting verbs? Is that 
what you're getting at? 


Q I'm asking if -- 


A No Just so I understand, before I even attempt 
the answer, I want to understand 


Q Well, let me restate the question, please, so you 
can understand it. You said Prime Minister Peres called Shultz 
to express support and admiration for the U.S. position. I 
think that's a direct quote, but correct me if I'm of € on that. 


My question is -- 


A You're in the ballpark. 

Q did Secretary Shultz express Secretary 
Shultz's support and admiration for the Israeli position in 
this matter? 

A What do your notes say about what I said the 


weretary said? (Laughter) 


Q Ihat's a@ good question 
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Q i‘d like to hear your answer to that question, 
please. 


i I said that the Secretary expressed his 
appreciation for the Prime Minister's measures, meas--, 
expressed -- 


Q See, you can't even recall it. (Laughter) 


A No, no Staring at you produces an acute case of 
being tongue-tied The Secretary expressed his appreciation 
for the Prime Minister's message and assured the Prime Minister 
that our position remains firm, that we will make no deals with 
or concessions to the terrorists, and we will not ask others to 
do $0 


Q So then my follow-up is -- 
A So your question -- 
Q -- the same question as it was before, which is: 


then can we say that the Secretary did not appreciate the 
Lsraeli position All he did was appreciate the expression of 
support 


i) All right You could do anything you want with 
those three verbs “Expressed” -- 
Q This isn't funny This is not a semantic 


question; this is a substantive question. 


A Well, then L'll have to incur -- 

Q You may not choose to answer it, but -- 

A No 1 thought L've answered it If I haven't, 
all © can do is encourage you to make the most of it. 

Q Bernie, let me try this Is there any 
disagreement between the two governments on the positions that 
they've taken? 

A I] know of no disagreements 

Q Bernie, [ have a question about what the U.S. 
position 15 

A lIhis conversation here that I referred to, to 
pick up Ralph's, is “full support and admiration and expressed 


his appreciation From that, L think we could make the 


logical extrapolation 
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Q How long -- 

YW Bernie -- 

Q But that doesn't deal with -- 

A Don't have -- excuse me. Well, it may not, 


Ralph, but I think we've belabored ‘\,e semantic aspect of this. 


Q Well, then you can't draw the conclusion you say 
we can draw 


Q Was it a kind of a phone conversation where the 
Secretary took the phone, it lasted a few minutes, you know, a 
kind of “thank you"? 


A 1 don't have it. I know the call, to my 
understanding, was sort of around noonish, but beyond that -- 
(laughter) -~— I don't have a specific. 

Q That was after the shooting at State? 

Q When are the hostages coming home? 

A What? Okay 

Q After the shooting? 

Q Bernie, do you have -- one final question. Do 


you have anything on an American killed in Honduras? 
A Yes, [ do 


Ihe U.S. Embassy (in) Tegucigalpa was informed the 
evening of June 19 by Honduran Government officials that a U.S. 
citizen, Robert Joseph Reed -- R-e-e-d -- New York City, was 
killed that day near Cayaquanca, Honduras 


Mr Reed reportedly was in the mountains near 
Cayagquanca, which is described as a disputed zone between £1 
Salvador and Honduras, when a Honduran military patrol 
approached and asked him to halt According to Honduran 
military authorities, Mr. Reed did not halt and the Honduran 
military patrol opened fire 


We do not have further details at this time The 
imbassy has requested a Honduran Government investigation of 
the circumstances surrounding the incident, and a Consular 
Officer has traveled to the area to obtain further 
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information. And as details become available, they will be 
made available here. 


Q Was he connected at all with the contras? 

A I beg your pardon? 

Q Was he connected at all with the contras or any 
other organization? 

A I don't have anything along those lines. 

Q Bernie -- 

Q Bernie, could we get a copy of that, please? 

fe) Yes, you can. Just let me --— just one second. 

Q Did he show any entry into Honduras? 

fe) What [I have --— [ don't have anything on that 


specific, Jim. What I have, Robin, is that according to 
information in his passport, Mr. Reed entered Honduras from 
Guatemala June 12, '85, and that there's no further information 
available at this time regarding his activities in Honduras. 


Q Bernie --— 

A Pat, excuse me. Excuse me. 

Q Oh, excuse me. 

A Go ahead. 

Q He was supposed to have had a companion w: th 


him. Do you have anything on that? That fled? 


A Ihat question has come up; and when we check it 
out with the Bureau here, they say that according to the 
information available to the Department at this time, no other 
persons were killed or captured. One other unidentified person 
reportedly escaped. No further details. 


Q And also, do you have any further information on 
the shooting of the U.S. Marines in San Salvador? 


fe) Well, what [ have there, Jim, is under the 
heading of “additional information." No group has claimed 
responsibility for the murders. [t is the U.S. belief that the 
murders were the work of leftist guerrilla groups. 


/C5C 
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Q Bernie —- 
a Yeah. 
Q Do you have anything on the bombings in Nepal? 


A Simply to deplore the fact that this latest 
violence —— incident of violence has taken place and entered 
the political scene in that country. 


Q One question in addition on Beirut: Is there any 
indication whether Berri holds any possible key to the release 
of the previously kidnapped Americans over there or -- 


A No -- nothing -- 

Q -- is that a part of it at all? 

A No. Nothing other than what I read you earlier, 
that the U.S. position is responsibility for all the hostages. 


Q Excluding the previous --— previous to the 
hijacking kidnapees? 


A No. I'm dealing --— the group that I added, I 
added that other group, the Beirut Saturday group, under the 
heading of “all." 


Q But there's no indication that he may hold any 
key to the release of the previously kidnapped people, the 
pre-hijacking? 


q lI have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, one other question about the -- there 
appear to be an awful lot of American journalists over there in 
Beirut in close proximity to the hijackers. If this situation 
deteriorates, is there some danger that we have another sizable 
bunch of potential hostages, and can you tell us how many 
American journalists are over there in Beirut right now? 


A No, ~ don't. I used to be a journalist myself 
not so long ago, and so let's hope there are no more hostages 
taken. But [ have nothing for you on numbers, and so forth. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:48 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #109 


MONDAY, JUNE 24, 1985, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon everybody. Let me just do 
one brief housekeeping thing, or just advising you, about a 
news session that will be here later this afternoon at 3:00 by 
Peter McPherson, and it will deal with the on-going efforts to 


provide relief in Sudan. That will be 3:00 here, ON-THE-RECORD, 
Peter McPherson. 


Now let me read a statement, if I may, please. We 
condemn, in the strongest possible terms, the despicable acts 
by terrorists during the past days against innocent travelers. 


The hijacking of TWA Flight 847 and the holding of 
hostages from that plane, the bombing at Frankfurt Airport, the 
placing of a bomb on the Canadian-Pacific flight to Tokyo, and 
the ghoulish claims of responsibility for placing a bomb on_ 
board the Air India flight deserve the contempt of the world. 
All nations must unite in decisive action to curb this threat. 


The Secretary today is sending letters expressing our 
shock and indignation to the Foreign Ministers of India, Canada 
and Japan. We are sadden ty the crash of the Air India flight 
with the tremendous loss of life and of the loss of life at 
Narita Airport outside Tokyo. We would like to express our 
deep sympathies to the relatives and friends of the passengers 
and crew to Air India, and the Indian Government, to those 
families, friends and governments affected by the Frankfurt and 
Tokyo incidents. 


We will cooperate in every way possible with the Air 
India investigation to determine if these passengers and crew 
were, in fact, the victims of a terrorist attack. We're also 


cooperating with the Canadian, Japanese and German Governments 
in their investigation. 


Q Copy, please? 


A Yes} copy. 








Q In the letters, does the Secretary propose any 
specific actions? 


. I don't have anything that goes beyond this, Jim. 


Q Bernie, while we're at it, can you at some point, 
if not now, provide some details as to what particular . 
cooperative acts friendly governments have taken? This is a 
constant refrain; you're always asking for the civilized world 
to join the United States -- 


A I -- 


Q -- and all I know of is four Arab countries that 
condemn the hijacking. 


a I think -—- 


Q You know, Britain, France, Germany, other 
civilized western democracies, have we heard anything from 
them? What have they done? What's going on? 


a There is something of an updated list that you 
might pick up at the Press Office. And beyond that, I really 
have nothing to say. 


Q Will that list say anything -- 

a I would think -- 

Q -- about what they've done, or would -- 
A No. I was going to address that, Barry. 
Q Yeah. 


A I would think that at this particular time, in 
the effort to win the release of the hostages, there would be a 
reluctance to detail precise steps being taken by anyone toward 
the grand objective of swift, unconditional release of the 
hostages. So I think, there, you may run into a barricade of 
Frustration. 


But insofar as the other question is concerned, about 
some sort of roster about nations that have stepped forth, [ 
suggest you check with the Press Office. 


Bernie, I'm having trouble with what you've just 
said. The United States, which is in the midst of this crisis, 











has come forward and said we are considering doing these things 
-- more sky marshals, more this, more that. Why would the 
negotiations foreclose other governments taking steps like that 
and announce that how in heavens name could that have any 
negative impact on the negotiations? 


A Either I didn't hear accurately the way you 
sliced that question, or you're slicing it with more definition 
the second time around. 


Q Here's what I think you just said -- 


Aa I was dealing -- my reply dealt with the 
parameters of the on-going efforts to win the release of the 
hostages. As I understand you now, you're expanding it to take 
in the various points that the President made at his news 
conference. 


Q No. No, no. Without prolonging this, I asked if 
we could have a list as well as actions taken by governments in 
response to the U.S. appeal. You said we can give you a list, 
we can't give you actions very much, or at all, because the 
Situation is so delicate. And I'm saying, delicate or not the 
United States is announcing actions it's taking; I don't see 
what that has to do with other governments beinc »revented from 
announcing what they're doing unless they're not doing anything 
and this is being used as a rationale to give out no 
information. 


fs I'm afraid that the blur persists. I was dealing 
within the context of any moves that are being taken to win the 
release of the hostages. But I think rather than belabor this 
point, maybe we'll take a look to see what we can get for you 
under the wing of any aspect of that question. 


Q Of terrorist activities; that's right. 


Q Bernie, back to the comment you made earlier 
about the Air [ndia crash. Last week you had some comments 
about security at Athens Airport. Do you have any words for 
American travelers in the wake of this sort of umbrella 
Statement that you made about Frankfurt, Tokyo, India, Beirut; 
anything about that? 


A Nope, I do not. 


Q Bernie, when you refer yourself to Mr. Berri's 
new demand that we withdraw our warships from the Eastern 
Mediterranean, and also isn't this complicating the situation 
further rather than contributing to alleviating it? 








7 All I have seen, in connection with the -- what 
you're calling a “demand" that has come from Mr. Berri is what 
I've seen or it's been called to my attention on the wires. 

I'm not going to comment on any demands. I am reiterating what 
you all know as the Administration's position. I'm not caving 
in to any dematds nor encouraging anybody else to do so. And 
so far as the U.S. Navy is concerned, I can confirm that all 
U.S. Navy vessels operating in the Eastern Med are in 
international waters. Beyond that, I have nothing more to say 
on that subject. 


Q So, in away, this does complicate the situation 
as constituting a new demand? 


ms I've said what I've got to say on this subject. 

Q Would you say that their presence would help gain 
the release of the hostages? 

A The what? 

Q Would their presence close to the Lebanese waters 


help gain the release of the hostages? 
a I'm not going to address that question. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the release of 
the 31 Shi'ites and Sunnis from Israel? Do you have anything 
on that? 


a No. I have nothing. I think that any sort of 
comment you might be pursuing would have to come from the 
Government of Israel. 


Q Bernie, from the very beginning the U.S. 
Government has said pretty much what you've said here: They 
won't cave, they won't negotiate with terrorists; yesterday, 
there's no connection, etc. Can you say that From the very 
beginning, from the time that the aircraft was first taken, 
that was the U.S. position and that all U.S. actions were 
consistent with that position? 


a [I'd have to say yes. 


Q Does that mean then that - 


i) I think -- 








Q -- two weekends ago, when the plane was in 
Algiers, there was not an effort at that time to work out a 
swap that would involve both the hostages and the Shi'ites? 


A I have nothing on any kind of swap, or any 
reports of a swap, if you're putting it in the context of any 
sort of deal. 


Q No, I'm putting it within the context of trying 
to find out whether the actions from the very beginning have 
always been consistent with the rhetoric? 


a Yes. 
Q So that there could have been -- 
A What you're calling “actions” have fallen 


precisely under. The outline of the U.S. position, as I have, 
and other people in the Administration, have been setting it 
forth since the crisis took place. 


Q So that if I understand that, that would then 
mean that from the very beginning there has been no diplomatic 
effort by the United States to arrange a swap? 


i) Well, if you're talking --if you're putting it 
under the heading, Marvin -- if you start defining it this way 
-- if your question, as I understand it, is to whether or not 
there are negotiations that mean yielding to demands, et 
cetera, the answer is no. If you're talking about anything at 
all that would bring about the release, about American concern 
about bringing about the release of the hostages, yes. But it 
is not in a sense of caving and it is not negotiations. 


Q «+ Can you tell us what communications there have 
been between Israeli officials and Administration officials 
today? 


A I don't know about any today. There may have 
been but [I'm out of touch with it today. All I know is what 
the Secretary said yesterday, that he had received a phone 
call, as you know, from the Prime Minister of Israel. 


Q Same question for Syria -- President Assad. Have 
there been renewed discussions with President Assad, and can 
you tell us anything about the role Syria may or may not be 
playing? 








‘ I cannot become involved in any sort of 
diplomatic exchanges that may be underway -between the United 
States and Syria. And insofar as a Syrian role, as you 
suggest, I think I would have to refer you to what the 
Secretary said in his interview yesterday. 


~-MORE-- 











Q Bernie, what do you comment on the Syrian -- what 
the Syrians said on their domestic radio, that the situation 
fabricated by the Administration, the whole situation of the 


Israeli refusal to release the prisoners -- that means the 
Syrians accusing the United States that they fabricated this 
position? 

a That the United States fabricated -- 

Q Fabricated. 

-- this whole -- 
Q Yeah. That's what -- . 
6 -- hostage situation? 


Q Yes. That's what in FBIS today. What -- do you 
have any comment? 


A Well, I want to understand you correctly. Are 
you saying that Syria has accused the United States of -- 


Q Yes. Yes. Fabricating -- 
a -—- being behind this entire hostage affair? 
(Laughter) 


Q The situation. 
a Is that what you're saying? 


Q They said the U.S. fabricated the whole situation 


A And [I notice you're rather amused as you read it 
Q I'm not amused 

A And I think the reply is in that amusement 

Q Bernie, do you have any comment - 

Q There's also a story -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q There's also a story in FBIS frem the Israeli 


press, saying that the hijacking was planned in Iran and 
approved by Syria Do you have any comment or anything on that? 











a I do not. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the Soviet 
statements against the naval movements by the United States in 
the eastern Mediterranean? 


a Yes, I do. In the context that -- of accusations 
that the United States is using this serious matter as some 
sort of a pretext for a military buildup in the Middle East is 
apparently charged by the Soviet press. 


These charges are preposterous. The United States 
goal in this deplorable incident is to secure tke safe and 
rapid return of our citizens. 


Any suggestion to the contrary is false, irresponsible 
in the extreme and could delay the humanitarian goal we scek 
and one we would expect the Soviet Union to support. It is 
unfortunate that the Soviet Union cannot join other countries 
in condemning this attack. 


U.S. issuance of a travel advisory for Athens 
International Airport is focused solely on the problem of air 
security. Its only purpose is to protect the safety of 
American citizens. We've made it clear that the travel 
advisory will be lifted when we determine that security has 
improved and there is no longer a potential danger to 
terrorists. 


Sorry. Let me just check this here. We've made it 
clear that the travel advisory will be lifted when we determine 
that security has improved and there is no longer a potential 
danger to travelers. Both the U.S. and Greece stand to gain 
from increased international confidence in the adequacy of 
security arrangements at Athens Airport. 


Q Bernie -- 

Q To follow up, Bernie, with this, have you been in 
contact -- 

Q Copy? 

a Yeah. 

Q Have you been in contact with the Soviets 


regarding the hijacking crisis? 


a 1 have nothing to offer you on that score 








Q Bernie? 
* Barry? 
Q The U.S. Government has had about ten days now to 


study as best they could these hijackers and their operation. 
Has the Government come to any conclusion whether this type of 
operation or these very hijackers can operate without state 
support? 


a I haven't anything on that for you, Barry. 

Q Why does the State Department think there have 
been so many terrorist incidents involving airliners in the 
last week? 

oe Involving whom? 

Q Airliners. 

a I have nothing on that. 

Q I mean, do you believe that one has spawned the 


other? Do you believe they're totally unrelated, just happened 
to happen? . 


i) No assessments and no speculation on that. 
Q One follow-up on - 
a Just a second. Let me hold you on that Let me 


go -- 


Q Only yesterday the Secretary was asked what his 
reaction would be if one or several of the American hostages 
were released in the wake of the Israeli action, and in one of 
his answers he said, “Well, one more American would be a good 
thing.” 


Where does that fit in the United States' position? 


i) In what sense? 


Q Well, I've -— we've seemed to have heard 
different voices saying a piecemeal release would be 
uncivilized and a bad thing. The Secretary seems to be saying, 
“Well, one or more is a good thing,” and I don't quite 
understand what the position is 
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5 I'm not going to get involved in any scrt of 
amplification of his remarks yesterday. 

Jim? 

Q Last week you mentioned that Ambassador 
Bartholomew in Lebanon had been in contact, apparently by 
phone, with Mr. Berri on a number of occasions. 

I wonder, could you tell us whether he's been in 
contact with Mr. Berri since the announcement of the Israeli 
decision to release this 31? 

“ I don't have anything for you on that, Jim. 

Q Has he ever seen Berri face to face? 

“ Barbara? 

Q Could you tell me, does the U.S. have -- 

a I don't have anything on that. 


Does the U.S. have any kind of -- 


> 


Do you mean in this -- in the present context? 
Q Yeah. In the context of the last ten days. 
a I'm sorry, Barbara. 


Q That's okay. Does the U.S. have any kind of 
confirmation that the pilot of this [TWA aircraft is quite ill? 


a I don't have anything on that about the pilot 
here. Let me check that to see, to the degree that we can 
provide any information on that. 


Q Has the Ambassador been in contact with Mr. Berri 
today? 


a I don't have any -~ 1 was asked that, 1 think, a 
moment ago, and I have nothing on that. 


Just =--— Ralph, hold it, let me -- 


Q Let me again follow up on the Syrian position. 
Their rhetoric is very high. Can you qualify, are they - 


Aa They're what? 








il 


Q Their rhetoric is very high against the United 
States. Can you qualify their position helpful or unhelpful? 
Can you give us any qualification? 


a No, I can't. I can't. Wo characterization. 
Robin? 
Q Bernie, are any messages at all getting through 


from families to the hostages? 


a I have nothing on that, Robin. 

Ralph? 

Q There's a new report this morning out of Lebanon 
that says -- that suqgests that the link between Nabih Berri 


and the original hijackers may be closer than a lot of us 
thought it was. They suggest that two of the hijackers were 
actually on Berri's own personal staff. Do you have any 
comment on that report? 


a I do not. 
Q Have you seen that report? 
a Il have no comment on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything in your file there 
that can respond to what the United States State Department 
thinks about Jesse Jackson's efforts to become involved in this 
issue? Apparently he's coming back to State today. 


i) My understanding is that he will have a meeting 
here, if my timing is right -- 


Q Yeah. 

a ~~ at about 2:30 

Q Yeah. 

a Nothing other than that he has, obviously, been 
in touch with the Department. 2:30. [t's my understanding 
that today's meeting is done at the initiative of the Reverend 
Jackson, and I am not sure at this point precisely whom he will 
meet. 
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Q Bernie, I meant something broader than that. 
What I'm asking is whether the State Department -- I think he's 
going to meet Mr. Oakley, but the question really is, does the 
State Department -- is -- this event now goes into the 10th, 
llth day -- does the State Department welcome efforts by 
individuals like Jesse Jackson? Is the door open to whoever 
might -- maybe think he could have a little influence, or would 
you rather this be handled in a different -—- through normal 
diplomatic channels? Are you looking for additional help from 
the private sector? 


A I think, Barry, some time last week that question 
may have come up. The approach here is that all ideas are 
welcome, obviously, that can in any way expedite the swift 
release of the Americans, but private citizens cannot negotiate 
on behalf of the United States, or cannot be representatives 
unless so designated of the United States. 


Q I got you. Let me ask you one other thing that 
sort of goes back to Marvin's series of questions. I'ma 
little lost as to what “negotiations” are, so let me put it -- 
the question this way, if I may: 


The 31 Shi'ites are released. Let's say an American 
is released. Let's say 116 Shi'ites are released. Let's say 
four Americans are released. 


Is that sort of simultaneous decision-taking or is it 
a process that the United States supports and encourages? 


a You'll have to arrive at your own conclusions on 
that. 


Q I think it's negotiations, but you people keep 
saying you're not negotiating, so that's the problem. We have 
trouble with words. 


Q As a result of the two bombs in Canadian planes, 
what does the State Department make of security at Canadian 
airports? 


is) One was a Canadian plane, to the best of my 
memory . 

Q Both planes were out of Canada. 

4 Yeah. I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Bernie, has the State Department discovered why 


it took some 20 days for Mrs. Doster's memo, asking that her — 
son's pass be pulled, to reach the right authorities? 
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. What I have on that, Jim, is that the Department 
stated on Friday that an investigation is underway on why Mrs. 
Doster's memo, requesting that her son's pass be revoked, 
arrived at the Office of Security on June 19, when in fact the 
request was apparently dated May 30. 


I have no other information available at this time. 
The investigation is still underway. There's nothing new, in 
other words, that I have that would answer the auestion to 
account for the delay between the date on the request and the 
arrival of the request at the appropriate office here in the 
State Department. 


Q Could you volunteer a response on that question 
once the investigation is completed, even in the absence of a 
direct question from us? 

A 1 will do my best to pin it in my mind. 


Q Any other subjects, anybody? 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 








Posted: 6/2 1/25 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 24, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


TWA HIJACKING: Countries Condemning 





Q: Can you at some point provide some details as to what 
particular cooperative acts friendly governments have taken? 
All I know of is four Arab countries that condemn the hijacking. 
A: --NUMEROUS COUNTRIES FROM AROUND THE WORLD HAVE EXPRESSED 
THEIR CONDEMNATION OF THIS OUTRAGE, SOME IN OFFICIAL 
STATEMENTS RELEASED TO THE PRESS, SOME IN STATEMENTS MADE 
DIRECTLY BY SENIOR OFFICIALS OF THE GOVERNMENTS IN QUESTION 


TO THE U.S. WE ARE NOT GOING TO GET INTO LISTING WHO HAS 


DONE WHAT IN THIS REGARD. 





Q: 


Posted: 6/2¢/@s5 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 24, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


TWA HIJACKING: Health of Pilot 





Does the U.S. have any kind of confirmation that the pilot 


of this TWA aircraft is quite ill? 


A: 


--WE CANNOT CONFIRM THOSE REPORTS. 





Deets? | Hanroer 
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DPC #110 


TUESDAY, JUNE 25, 1985, 12:40 P M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: . 21d afternoon. Available in the 
Press Office today is th: “™ pared statement by Ambassador 
Richard Schifter before . commission on Security and 
Cooperation in Europe. ambassador Schifter will be discussing 
the Ottawa Human Rights Experts Meeting. 


The Secretary has appointed Assistant Secretary Robert 
E. Lamb to be the coordinator of the implementation of the 
recommendations of the Advisory Panel on Overseas Security. 
Assistant Secretary Lamb will give an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
today at 3:15 p.m. in this briefing room. The subject will be 
the report of the Secretary of State's Advisory Panel on 
Overseas Security -- the Inman panel. Copies of the report 
will be available at the Press Office right after this briefing. 


I will note that the Secretary supports the Panel's 
recommendations in principle and has called them imaginative, 
well thought out and far reaching. 


Q Is that the full report or is that che condensed 
version which was given out yesterday at the Senate? 


a I believe it's the condensed version. I'm not 
too sure. I'll have to see. 


All right? 


The White House this morning laid out a series of 
possible options which are being considered. Can you cast any 
light on any of those, particularly the ones which suggest an 
economic embargo of some countries in the Middle East or a 
closing off of Beirut Airport? 


A Well, Larry Speakes addressed it, I think, in 
tull this morning. The President, in the meeting with his 


advisers yesterday, set in motion the development of a series 


JAG 





of measures that could increase the pressures on those holding 
our citizens and those who support the terrorists. 


Those measures have been developed and will be 
reviewed by the President today with the expectation that some 
decisions will be made. We do reserve to ourselves decisions 
on matters tv bring greater pressure to bear on the situation. 


Now, let me explain that the President has not yet 
decided on any specific options. The President has asked for 


these options. He has them for his review. As far as we know, 
the President has not yet held a meeting with his advisers on 
these cptions. 


Let me leave it at that. 


Q Does the fact that these options are being 
brought up now imply that the negotiations which have been 
going on heretofore are at a deadlock? 


a I would say that the efforts to resolve this 
incident, with the key objective of obtaining the prompt and 
safe release of all the U.S. hostages, those efforts continue, 
and -— let me leave it at that. 


Ed, could you give us the rationale for these two 
options, closing the airport and the economic boycott? The 
airport has been closed a great deal of the time in the last 
eight years, and it doesn't seem to have affected anyone. And 
the economic boycott, just looking at the map, it would seem 
stuff could come in from Syria, and we wouldn't want to cut off 
the Maronite Catholics who have been supportive of us. They're 
the only ones that get stuff by sea. 


rs) Well, I'm not going to comment on the two 
examples that were given out. I think to put it in 
perspective, these are only two examples of options that have 
been presented to the President, and there is a broad scope of 
options under consideration. And I would not necessarily come 
to any conclusion that these are all necessarily military 
options. They're a whole broad spectrum of options. 


Q Ed -- 
Aa Barry? 
Q There are reports today of possible efforts 


through the Iranians or the Syrians. Could you give us what 
the standing version is here of how much influence, if any, the 
State Department feels the Syrians or the Iranians or even the 
Soviets might have with the hijackers? 
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A Well, on the Syrian role, Barry, we have been in 
close touch with the Government of Syria as part of our efforts 
to resolve this situation. President Assad has expressed the 
wish to be helpful, and Syria is in a position to be helpful. 
We will, quite simply, have to see what results. 

Q Ed -- 

A Now, on -—-— you have your -- 

Q Well, Iran, too -- 
A 


—- your question was sort of multifaceted. Let 


me -- 
Q Well, there are so many -- 
-- see if -- 
Q -- odd reports coming -- 
A -- the Soviets -- in terms of the Soviets -- 
Q Yeah. 
A We're, obviously, not very happy about some of 


the statements appearing in the Soviet press and media on this 
situation. We have made clear to the Soviets our objections to 
the outrageous allegations and distorted commentaries on the 
situation which have appeared in the Soviet media. 


We believe that the Soviet Union should publicly join 
in condemning this barbaric outrage against civilized norms of 
behavior. 


Q The Iranian situation, or any -- you know, any 
link, if that's the word? Any thread between the United States 


and Iran that might be helpful? Is there any, or is it simply 
a lack of communication and a dead end? 


A I have nothing specific, Barry, ona -- 
Q Ed -- 

an shen. A. -- an Iranian link. I just have nothing for you 
~ Ed -- 


Q Could I follow-up? 





Q Coming back to the Soviets for just a second, 
Ed? You said in connection with the Syrians that Syria has 
expressed a desire to be helpful and is in a position to be 
helpful. 


With regard to the Soviets, do you think the Soviets 
are in a position to be helpful, even if they have not 
expressed any desire to do so? . 


a We do think that the Soviets could be in a 
position to be helpful in terms of the attitude they take both 
in private and public against terrorisem. This is an 
international problem. We have stressed this. This is not 
only a problem that affects one country at a given point of 
time. This is an international problem. Terrorism poses a 
threat to the world community. 


The Soviet Union is a very important country, and 


therefore its position has weight. It's also evidence that the 
Soviet Union does have some influence in the Middle East. 


Ed, on the Syrian role, did Assad promise to 
help, or was it a mere hope on your part? 


a I'm sorry. I couldn't hear your question. 


Q Did Assad, the Syrian President, promise to help 
in resolving the hostage problem? 


o I'll leave it to the remark I made before, 
Semaan. I have nothing further. 


Q Ed, do you have any information about Berri and 
whether or not he is going to go to Syria? 


a On where he is, we've seen reports, but I don't 
think we have any real confirmation or additional information. 
I think we're seeing the same reports you are on Berri's travel. 


Barbara? 


Q Since we're on Berri, just one question: There's 
a report that he has given a deadline of seven to ten days to 
resolve this before he withdraws as a mediator. Is there any 
-- has the United States been notified by that indirectly 
through the Ambassador there? I mean, do we give any credence 
to that report? 

















A I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Do we know of any deadline? 
A I have not seen anything of that nature. 


Q There was a report today that the British 
Ambassador and the Italian Ambassador in Beirut saw Berri. 
Were they conveying any American message, or what? I think the 
Italian was representing the EC. 


a Well, there is a press statement, Bernie, that 
was released by the Italian Foreign Ministry at noon on January 
25 -- 


Q June? 
-— to the effect that the Ambassador of -- 
Q June? 


“ June, I'm sorry. June 25. The Ambassador of 
Italy in Beirut has carried out a demarche in the name of the 
ten countries of the European Community in regard to the 
episode of the American hostages still detained in Beirut. 


In the demarche made to the leader of the Amal 
movement, Nabih Berri, the ten expressed condemnation without 
reserve for the hijacking of the airplane and the detention of 
the hostages, defining as “unacceptable” the fact that the life 
and liberty of the passengers from the airplane had been made 
the object of bargaining on the part of the hijackers. 


The ten countries of the EC then asked that no harm be 
done to the hostages and that they be released promptly. In 
the demarche the ten also expressed analagous consideration and 
wishes in the case of the other foreign citizens of various 
a who have been detained and are being held in 
Lebanon. 


Now, as to our reaction, the United States welcomes 
this strong condemnation of this terrorist incident. We 


believe that this condemnation and the diplomatic efforts of 
the EC Ten countries are very helpful in obtaining the safe and 
rapid return of our citizens held hostage in Lebanon. 


Q Copy of that statement, please? 


a Yes. 
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Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q You have said that Assad expressed a wish to be 
helpful; he's in a position to be helpful. Has he been 
helpful? Is there any evidence at all that he has been helpful? 


“ Well, on that one we'll -- as I stated, John, 
we'll just have to see what results. 


Q Ed -- 
a I think -—- 


Q But he can be helpful without getting results. 
In other words, is he in motion? I mean, he could try. 


i Let me leave it that we would hope that the 
President of Syria would use his influence in this situation to 
help obtain the safe and prompt release of the American 
hostages. 


Q Ed, on this question, is that -- 


Q Will Murphy go back to the region on the peace 
process before the hijacking is resolved? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Anything on Red Cross activity at this point? 

a No. I have nothing on that. 

Q Ed, on the Syrian question, it seemed that you 
stopped short of the White House, Larry Speakes, what he said. 
He said exactly here, I can quote him, that, “There is no 
tangible evidence that the Syrians are actually being 
helpful." You know, you began the same statement of Speakes, 
but you stopped where he evaluate or qualify the Syrian role as 


"unhelpful." So why you don't confirm what Speakes said? Why 
you stop short? 


a Well, I think you've just done it for me. 
Q Sorry? 


a You've just done it for me. Thank you. 





Q Ed, those options we have just heard about are 
being discussed within the Administration only or with the U.S. 
allies in Europe and Israel and other countries of the Middle 
East? 


“ These are options that have been presented to the 
President of the United States, period. 


Marvin? 


When Barbara asked you a question before about a 
seven— to ten-day deadline, you said two things: “I have 
nothing for you on that,” and then you said, “I've seen nothing 
of that nature” -- one suggesting that there may be something 
to it but you can't tell us, and the other is that there's 
nothing to it at all. 


ro Well, let me clarify: I have just seen nothing. 
.Q You've seen nothing. 

a I've seen nothing of that nature. 

Ed, there's a report that some of the 
hostages may be in the Baalbek region. Do you have any reason 
for believing that they are not all in the Beirut area? 

a I think to the best of our knowledge on this -- 
let me confirm that here -- you know, we're looking at the same 
report, and we just cannot confirm them. I think what we have 
been saying is that basically the hostages are in Beirut. 

Q That's still the position now? 

a Uh-huh. 

Q Ed, on the Soviets, if, as you say, the Soviets 
have influence in the Middle East and have the possibility of 
playing a role, why wouldn't it be a good idea also then to 
include them in the peace process? 

a We have never denied that the Soviets do not have 
influence in the Middle East. What we have said, and I hope 
you listen to me very carefully when I say this, Jim -- 


Q I do every day. 


a ~~ is that there are many examples of Soviet 
non-constructive behavior -- examples -- which lead us to the 





conclusion that the Soviets are not prepared to play a positive 
role in the peace process. 


Q Ed, has the visit of President Assad lately to 
Moscow enforced this attitude of yours -- this -- after you see 
what come out of the visit and the meeting between Gorbachev 
and Assad? Has that been enforced, that the USSR refuse to be 
helpful? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Ed do you have any further information on the 
report saying that a naval-landing operation is in progress in 
the Bekaa Valley by the Israelis? 

Q a naval? 

“ A maval? I've been in the Bekaa Valley, and I 
don't know of any way -- (laughter) --— it would be -- no. I 
have nothing for you on that. 

Barry? 

Q Ed, this deadline report that we've been asking 
about, as I understand it the thread is that the Americans 


would be turned over to the hijackers again. Does the United 


States have a view whether that would be a good thing, a bad 
thing, or make no difference? 


a Well -- 


-- MORE -- 

















Q Would you not want that to happen? 


s We are looking at Nabih Berri as the man 
responsible for the release, the prompt and safe release of the 
hostages. Mr. Berri has assumed responsibility. We are in 
contact with him. We would like to see him exert all the 
influence he has to achieve the objective we all desire. Just 
let me leave it at that, Barry. 


Q Well, that last sentence was very provocative . 
I mean, it doesn't take much of an inference-—drawing to 
conclude that you don't think he's been as assertive and as 
helpful as he might be. Is that fair to say? 


a We are pen ae to Mr. Berri to achieve the result 
we all want. Let me leave it at that. 


Jim? 
Q I wes a little confused abcut your first 
announcement. Is it your feeling that there will be no 


announcements on decisions on this question of exercising some 
of these options today? 


a I do not know what the program actually is at the 
White House. 


Q Well, you said you -- 
i) I cannot give you any prediction that -- 
Q Well, you said you --— I can't remember how you 


said it, but the idea was that the President, you didn't think 
the President had met with his advisors to -- 


4 Right. 
Q -- in a decision. 
a I said the measures have been developed and will 


be reviewed by the President today, but I didn't make any 
inference as to when an announcement or anything would be made. 


Q Okay. 
a That's all. 


Q Ed, there are reports on Beirut radio that Amin 
Gemayel has sent Shultz a letter condemning the hijacking. Can 
you confirm that Shultz has received a letter from Amin Gemayel? 


~ 
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a We are in contact with the President of Lebanon, 
but I can't get into the diplomatic exchanges, John. 


Q Can we take a filing break? 
Q Do you have any information about -- 


Q It's on the Gemayel thing, of course. No, can we 
take a filing break? 


A Yes. 


Q Do you have any information on whether Israel 
will be releasing more Lebanese prisoners soon? 


A I have nothing for you on that, no. 


Q Do you think the position of Amin Gemayel on the 
hijacking is a diplomatic exchange? I mean, if he say he 
condemn it, you consider it diplomatic exchanges? 


A Well, I'm not right now able to give you the 
substance and content of any diplomatic exchanges that may have 
transpired. That's all I'm saying. 


Q Did he condemn it or not? 
a I can't get into that right now. 


Q In a report broadcast from Beirut, it's being 
said that Amal may give up mediation in 7 or 10 days from now 
if the problem is not solved. Have you received any -- 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
Q -- notification of that? 
A I have nothing on any such reported deadline. 


Q Ed, going back for a minute to the review of 
things that might be done, there are a number of things that I 
suppose one could look at in international law -- perhaps 
treaties, perhaps other aspects of pressure, international law, 
and so on. Is there anything that you can tell us about 
whether those are also under consideration? I don't know -- 
extradition treaties or anything else that might be on the 
books that you think might be useful? 


A Well, just let me leave it, Ralph, that the 
President has a scope of options before him, but I'm not at 
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liberty to go into detail in exemplifying them more than nas 
_ @lready been done by the White House. 


Well, I wonder if you can share with us this. I 
think this question was asked before but maybe you can 
elaborate on it. 


Have we been focusing with our allies -- I guess with 
Vice President Bush -- in trying to get them on board in going 
along with some of these options? 


a Going along with? 


Q Going along with some of these options that the 
President is studying? 


A Robin, I have nothing specific for you. We have 
stated, and you know the Vice President will be discussing, 
terrorism and a threat of terrorism to the world community in 
his talks with European leaders. But I have nothing for you on 
your specific question. 


‘ Q Terrorism in general or the specific case in 
Beirut? 


A I think terrorism in general, and also I think it 
would be difficult to avoid raising the present incident. - 


Q Was the meeting by the Italian Ambassador on 
behalf of the EC, was that done in consultation with what the 
U.S.? Had there been discussions that this would be something 
that might be useful? Or is this something done by the EC 
community on its own and came as a surprise of some sort to 
Washington? 


A We have been in touch with the European 
countries, and I think we indicated that yesterday in terms of 
Secretary Shultz was sending letters. But this is an action by 
the EC. This is their action. 


Ed, is it fair to say that since yesterday, that 
in the last 24 hours of efforts and discussions that have gone 
on, that the situation is essentially unchanged? 


A I would put it that way. I think there are no -- 
there were no significant developments overnight. The plane 
remains on the ground at Beirut International Airport. We 
believe the passengers and the crew continue to be held in 
south Beirut, as I indicated earlier. We believe the crew is 
in the plane. 
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We have the seen the conflicting reports on wis has 
actual physical control of the hostages; but we have made 
clear, as I stated earlier, we consider Minister of Justice 
Nabih Berri to be responsible for the release of our fellow 
citizens. 


Q Ed, just to follow on that. Did this letter that 
Mr. Peres has just sent Shultz in any way change the 
situation? I mean, has it added a new element? Is there 
greater cooperation as a result? Are you two looking down the 
same path? 


A The letter does indicate continued cooperation 
between our two governments on the issue of terrorism. 


Q Ed -- 
Q Oh. Please. 


A The letter does indicate continued cooperation 
between our two governments on the issue of terrorism. I can't 
get into the specifics of our diplomatic exchanges, as you well 
know. But let me make clear there's no change in the U.S. 
position. The TWA hostages should be released forthwith. 


Q But do you think this indicates a change in the 
Israeli position? 


A I think both the Israeli and U.S. positions on 
terrorism are well known and well enunciated by the respective 
governments. I haven't seen any change in that. 


Q Ed, in connection with your evaluation a moment 
ago of what you know of the physical custody and where the crew 
is and so on, do you have any comment on the tapes that were 
broadcast last night that were apparently taped last week? Any 
comment on what you saw? 


A No, I don't, Ralph. I have no specific 
commentary on that. 


Q Ed, you just referred to Mr. Berri as being the 
Justice Minister, and you didn't further identify him. And as 
I recall last week people were specifically identifying him as 
the Amal leader and pretty much setting aside his role as 
Justice Minister. Is there a political shift here of some kind 
in where you're putting responsibility? 


a You're very astute. I should have referred to 
him in both capacities. 
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Can we ask about another topic? 
Let's stay with the Middle East, please. 
We'll come back, Connie. 


oD rv» © 


This is almost undoubtedly a silly question, but 


A I have nothing on New Zealand. (Laughter) 


We're often admonished against asking about 
options or asking about the Administration's internal 
decision-making processes, and here the White House and the 
State Department have volunteered that the President -- or 
next-to-volunteered that the President is -- when he's holding 
meetings, that you expect him to make a decision and so on. 
Would I be unwarranted in making an inference that whether a 
decision or not is made, one should draw from this an 
impression that options are being made ready and people outside 
this country should pay attention to that? 


A think you've answered your own question. I 
think when the “oleate is looking at options, it is part of 
the close watch that the President and this government is 
giving to this hostage situation. I think it would be not 
natural for the U.S. Government not to be looking at options 
during a situation like this. 


I just hope you'll be as open in the future about 
how the process goes. 


A Our goal is to be as open as possible. (Laughter) 
Q Is the Secretary going to California tonight? 
a Yes. 


Ed, is someone other than Murphy now in the 
Department focusing on the Jordanian-Palestinian options in the 
matter of the joint delegation, or that pretty much on hold 
while this hostage crisis continues? 


i) Let me make clear that the hostage crisis has not 
put the peace process on hold. We are continuing our efforts 
to support movement towards a just and lasting peace in the 
Middle East. There is motion in the peace process. King 
Hussein's initiative, the visits here by other Arab leaders, 
the visits to the region by Secretary Shultz and Ambassador 
Murphy and our discussions with the Government of Israel have 
resulted in real progress. 
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We are working to maintain the momentum in this vital 
process leading to the goal of direct negotiations this year. 


Q Could you say anything about where the progress 
has occurred? 


A I think we've explained that and enunciated that 
frequently in the recent past: during the King's visit, the 
message that King Hussein brought in terms of his talks with 
. Yasser Arafat; the central piece of the acceptance of 
Resolutions 242 and 338 as the basis for moving forward on the 
peace process; the work being done on a joint Jordanian- 
Palestinian non-PLO delegation; the King's statement on moving 
forward in a non-belligerent environment; etc., etc. We made 
this assessment well known, and it's available. 


Q In the statement, you said “progress in Israel," 
you said. 

A Excuse me? 

Q In your statement you just read, you said 


“progress in Israel." 


A No. I said, in our discussions with the 
Government of Israel have resulted in real: progress. All these 


things have resulted in real progress. I didn't say -- 


Q You said discussions with the Israeli 
Government. That's a new development? 


i) No, I said -- there will be a copy of this 
statement which you can read. (Laughter) you're 
misinterpreting me. 


Q Do you have any comment on -- 
4 One second. 
Q Can I ask you, when you say you're working to 


maintain momentum, what sort of things are going on now, if 
anything? I mean, is there any meeting with Palestinians, 
Jordanians? Is the Ambassador in Israel conducting any sort of 
negotiations that are separate from the hostage crisis? 


A We're in touch with all the parties through our 
Ambassadors, our Charges, and the peace process is given 
priority attention here in Washington. 
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Q What options are you considering? 
a What options? On the peace process? (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment on the two pipe bombs 
that exploded in a Shi'ite Mosque in Houston late yesterday? 
The day before yesterday? 


A We deplore the bombing of this Mosque in Houston, 
Texas, on Saturday. We understand no one has claimed 
responsibility. We would particularly regret it if the bombing 
were in some way connected with the situation in Beirut. 


The Houston police and the FBI have the incident under 
investigation, and we hope those responsible for this 
regrettable action will shortly be brought to justice. 


Q One more question on that hostage thing. What 
about the kidnapped Americans? Are they --— in the discussions 


with Mr. Berri, are they mentioned in the same category, or are 
they in a different situation? 


a Which kidnapped Americans are you-- 


Q The seven Americans who have been kidnapped prior 
the hijacking. 


A Prior. Prior to them? 

Q Yes. 

a I have nothing specific for you on that, Bernie. 

Ed, a military delegation from the United States 

has been visiting Israel in the last few days. Does this have 
anything to do with the semi-annual meeting of the 
political/military committee, joint committee between the 
United States and Israel? 


1 Let me see if I can get you something on that. 
I'm not aware of it. 


._ Connie? 
Q New topic? 
i) Do you have one more question? 


Q One more. Some people have asked why Mr. Berri 
has green card. Is there any thought of taking that away from 


him. It's a question I'm asked to ask. 


A 
- 
a 


Cy 
Vy 
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A I have nothing on that, Bernie. No. : 
Connie? 


Q On China. A senior Chinese official has 
announced that China will not take any American nuclear-powered 


or -armed ships in its ports. Is the matter now closed? Is 
the U.S. going to try reopen that question or forget about it? 


A I have nothing for you on that, Connie. 


Q Well, it's a very important topic. Now that they 
have -- 


A It's a very important topic. We've announced 
ourselves on that rather explicitly and fully. 


Q But we haven't said anything now that the Chinese 
has said they won't accept ships. 


A This is a Chinese news agency report* -- 
Q No, but it's -- 
a -- reflecting an official, I think, who's on an 


international scientific advisory board. But I have nothing on 
that. 


Q Could you please take it and look into it? 
I'll look into it. 

Q Thank you. | 

a Okay? 

Q Thank you. 

A Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 


* CORRECTION: This report has not appeared in the official 
Chinese media. 











Posted: 6/26/85 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 25, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


ISRAEL: U.S. Visitors : 





Q: A military delegation from the United States has been 
visiting Israel the last few days. Does this have anything to 
do with the semi-annual meeting of the political-military 
committee -- joint committee -- between the U.S. and israel? 

A: --NO, IT DOES NOT. AS WE HAVE INDICATED BEFORE, THE JPMG 
MEETS ROUGHLY ON A SEMI-ANNUAL BASIS. THE TIME OF THE NEXT 
MEETING HAS NOT YET BEEN FIXED. AS YOU ARE AWARE, IN OUR 
CONTINUING RELATIONS WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF ISRAEL, OUR 
PERSONNEL ROUTINELY VISIT THAT COUNTRY. IT IS OUR PRACTICE 


NOT TO COMMENT ON THE NATURE OF THESE INFORMAL, ON-GOING 


VISITS. 














POSTED: 6/25/85 


TAKEN QUESTION 
yuestion Taken at Noon Press Briefing of June 25, 1985 


CHINA: Ship Visit 





A senior Chinese official has announced that China will not 
take any American nuclear-powered or -armed ships in its 
ports. Is the matter now closed? 

We have seen varying press accounts regarding June 21 
remarks by a senior foreign affairs advisor in Beijing, but 
we have seen no accounts of these remarks in the official 


Chinese media. We do not regard them as an official policy 


Statement, and hence we will not comment. 


As for the prospect of a US Navy ship visit to China, a 


number of issues remain open. Such a visit remains under 


consideration. 
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DPC #111 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 26, 1985, 12:16 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. I would like to 
introduce you to the newest member of the Press Office staff. 
She is Gretchen Lamb -- if Gretchen could stand up, please -- 
who will be working with us this summer as an intern. Gretchen 
is a senior at Stanford University majoring in Economics and 
History, and she worked in the Public affairs Bureau last 
summer in the Office of Public Programs. We are pleased to 
have her back with us, and I know you wil] make her fee) 
welcome. 


A reminder -- 

Q (Inaudible). 

a That was the reminder. Secretary Shultz will 
participate in the San Francisco Commemoration of the United 
Nations 40th Anniversary by addressing the U.N. Charter Day 
Gala Dinner on Wednesday, today, June 26, at the Fairmont 
Hotel. Q's and A's will follow the address. for further 
information, please contact Jean McClatchy at (415) 474-0701. 

Q 07 -- 

A Ol. 

Q Jean McClatchy? 

é Right. 


What time is the Secretary leaving now, Ed, to 
your knowledge? 


if He's on his way to the airport. 


Q Did you say there will be Q and A or would not be 
Q and A? 


ory 





“ There will be Q and A. Q and A will follow the 
address. 


Q On that subject, our people out there are 
curious. Do you know anything about the text? Is that going 
to be issued here, or -—- 


is We hope to have a text available, Bernie, this 
afternoon here, but I cannot give you a time. 


Q Is the Q and A thing a change from the earlier 
decision? Earlier it had been announced that there would be no 
Q and A, so -- 

io) 1 have Q and A's will follow the address. 

Q Is it the Commonwealth Club? 


“ That's right. Wo, this is -- the Fairmont. No, 
no, it's the 40th Anniversary of the U.N. Charter Day Gala 
Dinner at the Fairmont Hotel. 


Q Does that mean he's speaking at about 1]:30 or 
midnight our time, right? 


Q (Inaudible) 

a Yeah. Okay. 

Q That's it? 

os That's it. 

Q One, can you give us a status report on the 
hostage situation, and also, can you tell us if the United 
States believes that the offer to transfer the hostages to a 
neutral embassy would be a step forward? 

a I really have nothing, Jim, on either one. The 
only thing I can say today on the hostage situation is very 


short and very concise, and I cannot say anything more to any 
questions. 


The proper solution is the prompt release of all the 
hostages. Period. I will have no comment on any other 
question involving the hostage situation. 


Q Is the White House going to have more to say? 


if I think you will] find that what is said from this 
podium and what is said at the podium at the White House will 
be identical 











Q You have no reaction to the release of Jimmy 
Palmer? 


i I have no further comment than what I've just 
said on the hostage situation. And to save yourselves a lot of 
trouble and agony. and despite the pained expressions on your 
faces (Laughter) and any emotive response that you might try to 
elicit from me, I cannot go beyond what I just said. 


Q Could I ask you a question anyway? (Laughter) 
When you talk about the prompt release of all of the hostages, 
I want to be clear whether you are including the seven who had 
been kidnapped earlier over the past year. 


6 Marvin, I'm not going to interpret it. All the 
hostages means all the hostages, period. 


Q But do you believe that those seven are also 
hostages? From the very beginning of this particular crisis, 
there's been some confusion as to whether the seven are 
included, or are you just talking about 40, and now 39? 


6 Marvin, I can't go beyond what I've said. 


Q Just one quick question -- 

Q A question on the “no comment.” (Laughter) 
‘ Do you have a “.estion on the “no comment?” 
Q Yes, a question on the “no comment" -- 

6 The response will also be “no comment." 


(Laughter ) 

Q Shall I ask the question? 

ts Your call. 

Q I just want to ask if this is meant to give the 
impression that (Laughter) things are going through a crucial 
-- a critical phase, isn't it? 


‘ We just state the facts from this podium. It's 
up to you to draw your conclusions and interpretations. 


Q Ed, just a quick question. Has there been 
anything that the United States has received by way of 
Bartholomew, or whatnot, about this report of a broadcast from 
aboard the airliner saying that, “We have a dying man here"? 








ae 


‘ I have nothing for you on that, Barbara. 
Q Does the Administration believe its profile has 


been too high -- public profile has been too high -- concerning 
the crisis, and is that the reason for this -- 


‘ Nothing for you, George. 
g Any -- 
A Shall we go to some other part of the world? 


Q Can you do anything to explain the reason for the 
undue haste to railroad the Burt nomination through the Senate? 


6 In responding to your question, let me just say 
that the Department of State is hopeful that the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee will report out all pending nominations, 
and that the Senate will confirm the nominees as soon as 
possible. 


Q Can 1 ask a specific question? Did Shultz 
request that Senator Dole overrule usual Senate courtesy and, 
you know, take off the hold that Helms requested on the 
nomination? 

i 1 have nothing for you on that. 

Q Ed, on -- 

is Go ahead 

Q ~~ the release of the Lebanese from Israel, do 
you have any information or can you confirm reports that Israel 
will be releasing more Lebanese hela in Israel? 


oe I have nothing for you on it. 


~-MORE-- 








aia 


Q The Foreign Secretary of New Zealand is meeting 
with Armacost and Wolfowitz today. Can you tell us anything 
about why they're meeting at this point? This will be the 
highest-level meeting since the nuclear ban issue arose. 


ia No. I have nothing for you -- 
Q Could you check? 


A At this point I have nothing for you on that 
meeting. 


Q Back on -- 


A We may have something later after the meeting 
takes place. 


Q -~ the Burt nomination: Is there some fear that 
if this went through more normal procedure and took a couple of 
weeks, that something would happen that would scotch the 
confirmation? 


bs We simply have several nominations, as you know, 
before the Committee in the Senate, and we hope they will be 
confirmed as soon as possible. 


Q There've been some very unusual procedures in 
trying to railroad these confirmations through. 


A You're using the word "railroad." 
Q And “unusual." 
fs I am not using that word. 


Q Ed, listen, I hate to go back to the hostage 
thing, but maybe from another angle, the Soviets today had a 
fairly strong statement where they were saying that the U.S.'s 
policy in the Middle East is solely to blame for the crisis 
that's unfolding in Lebanon. Is there «*y reaction to that? 


A No, I don't have any. 
Q But, Ed, also Radio Moscow said that it -- the 
Soviet Union condemns the taking of hostages and the hijacking 


of aircraft. Do you find that any improvement in their 
position? 


A No comment. 


S 
‘ 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Salvadoran 
gGuerrillas' statement that they will continue such operations 
against U.S. military people in £1 Salvador? 


‘6 We have stated clearly that the murders of the 
four unarmed U.S. Marines in El Salvador was an act of brutal 
terrorism which cannot be justified. These murders are a part 
of the FMLN stepped-up campaign of terror which has claimed the 
lives of many Salvadoran citizens as well as the four off-duty 
U.S. Marine guards and two American private citizens who were 
murdered last week. 


This campaign has included the indiscriminate 
placement of claymore mines in the countryside, murders of 
elected officials, and increased reliance on murder and 
kidnapping to intimidate the population. 


To claim that these acts constitute the defense of the 
Salvadoran people, who have rejected the guerrilla position 
four times in free elections, is to engage in the most cynical 
form of rationalization. 


Q Do you have any comment on the paid advertisement 
taken out by one of the groups of the FOR, the civilian group, 
criticizing the attack on the Marines? 


6 I have nothing specific on that. No. 


Q What about -- after the attack on the Marines 
there were indications that the U.S. was considering, or you 
said or Bernie said, that the U.S. was considering a 
supplemental aid request for E1 Salvador. 


Has there been any decision to request further 
military aid for £1 Salvador for this year? 


fe That process is in train, but I have nothing 
specific to report on at this time. 


Ralph? 


Q Ed, yesterday you spoke at great length about the 
decision-making process President Reagan was involved in, in 
connection with the hostage situation in Beirut. Can you tell 
us today anything more about that decision-making process? 

Have any decisions been made? 


A That's a good try, Ralph. (Laughter) I can't 
tell you anything. 











alte 


Q So you've decided that after all the lengthy 
discussions yesterday you -- the Government has decided not to 
discuss that subject at any length. For what reason? Can you 
offer -- 


ia I just can't comment on that, Ralph. I'm sorry. 


Q Ed, on the security situation in this building, 
other than the new regulation that everybody has to wear their 
pass visibly, are there any other changes that are not visible 
that we ought to know? 


A We have some guidance on that yesterday which is 
available in the Press Office which gives you a little more 
information on what is being contemplated. There are further 
measures under study. There have been some decisions made to 
increase security procedures in the building, and there is a 
Guidance in the Press Office available. 


Q Steadman Fagoth, a Miskito rebel leader that is 
supported by the U.S. Administration, said yesterday in the 
United States that he had -- his organization has kidnapped a 
German citizen, one woman, and that he will release her if the 
Sandinista Government releases a prisoner. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A On that specific -- 
Q -— case, 


A No, not on that specific case. 


Q On what? 


ts (Laughter) Well, 1 do have something here on the 
story that appeared in The New York Times that the Sandinistas 
have pledged autonomy to residents of the east coast, and our 
comment on that, if you interested in it. 





Q Yes. 


fi The Sandinistas have made and broken promises 
before. We are looking for actions, not merely words. 
Granting more autonomy from the Sandinista Government to all 
Nicaraguan citizens would be a step forward. However, reports 
indicate that the Sandinistas are unable to reach agreement 
with even one faction of the Miskito Indian leadership. 


We have noted that to achieve internal reconciliation, 
as called for by the Contadora Document of Objectives, it is 








essential that the Sandinistas engage in dialogue with the 
entire democratic opposition. 


We repeat our call on the Sandinistas to accept the 
March 1 proposal made in San Jose by the Unified Democratic 
Opposition. President Reagan's peace initiative supports this 
effort to achieve national reconciliation based on democratic 
principles. Reconciliation and commitment to democratic 
principles are essential to achieve genuine peace in Central 
America. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, and the Salvador 
statement as well? 


2] Yes. 
Jim? 


Q Ed, 1 apologize. I arrived late, and this 
question may have come up before I got here. 


f. You missed -- 

Q But if it hasn't -- 

fa You missed a very big item. 

Q We already had a filing break. (Laughter) 

Q Okay. Vice President Bush was quoted yesterday 
in Europe as saying that, "People held against international 
law should be released." 

My question is whether this represents American 
policy, and the second part of it is, could one infer that this 
rule would apply to the prisoners Israel is holding, largely 
Shi'ite? 


A All I can do, Jim, is refer you to the Vice 
President's remarks, period, and I have nothing further on it. 


Q Does that mean that the Secretary of State didn't 
know that Bush was going to say this, it wasn't cleared? Is it 
unauthorized, or what? 


be 1 just don't have anything for you on it. 


Q The Red Cross met yesterday with the hostages. 
Have we had any report from the Red Cross on the welfare of al] 
40 or more hostages? 








is I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, Fidel Castro just says in the current Playboy 
issue, in an interview there, that relations with the United 
States have been worst with the Reagan Administration. And he 
says that he will be able to meet with President Reagan if the 
U.S. takes the initiative. Is that -- such a meeting possible? 





A I have nothing for you on that. 
Ralph? 


Q Any comment on American news media treatment of 
the hostage situation? 


“ No. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 
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DEPARIMEN!] OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #112 


THURSDAY, JUNE 27, 1985, 12:06 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. All State Department 
press passes have been extended until August 30, 1985. The 
Press Office will post and announce the starting dates of 
renewal at the end of the month. 


Available in the Press Office today is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary for International Narcotics 
Matters, Jon Thomas, before the House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Task Force on International Narcotics Control. The 
topic of his testimony is, "Narcotics Control Issues in Central 
America." 


Available in the Press Office at 2:00 p.m. is the 
prepared statement by Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, Paul Wolfowitz, before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. 
The topic of his testimony will be, “POW-MIA's in Vietnam." 


Questions? 


Q Is there any commitment from any third party, 
such as Syria, France or Switzerland, to take control of the 
hostages, and how would the Administration react if there were? 


a I have no comment on that. 


Q Ed, can you tell us what the U.S. policy is now 
regarding the seven Americans who were kidnapped earlier? Some 
people seem to think that there has been some confusion as to 
whether, indeed, they're simply considered exactly the same way 
as the 39 TWA people, or if there's some distinction in your 
minds, in the State Department's mind? 


What is the U.S. position on them? And also whether -- 





5 I think the Secretary of State stated the U.S. ° 
position very clearly -- 


Q I have a -- 


A —- yesterday: “We're working intensely on this 
matter, and we insist on the return of our hostages, all 46 of 
them, immediately, unharmed and unconditionally." 


The Secretary's remarks are very clear, and they stand 
on their own, and I will have no further comment on that. 


Q All right. The only other -- well, actually, it 
was his statement that occasioned this question, because that 
sounded different from the way the issue has been dealt with 
before. 


The other point on it, of course, is whether Berri has 
either taken responsibility for those seven or if you think 
Berri can deliver them, can take custody of them, or can 
arrange custody of them being taken? 


f 1 have nothing for you on that, Barry. 


Q Well, then, I necessarily have to ask if you 
think Berri has responsibility and can deliver the 39 others? 


A I have nothing for you on that. I have nothing. 


Q Now, that's very strange. Because -- No, wait a 
minute. No, I understand -- 


if No. There's nothing strange -- 


Q I understand gag rules, and I've lived through 
enough of them, but the point is, by saying that, you are 
withdrawing your previous statement that the U.S. Government 
considers Berri to be responsible for the safety of these 
Americans. If you want to do that, you're free to do that. 
But to “no comment" on what has been a standing policy is to 
weaken that statement. Is that your intention? 


ia Our policy is very clear. It has been reiterated 
from the White House and from the State Department during this 
incident. I really have nothing more to add to what we have 
said, and certainly not to our statements of yesterday. 


Q Ed, statements of yesterday? 


f. They were very terse, concise. 








. Oh. (Laughter) 

Q Statements? 

Q Plural? 

“ Well, I say “statements” because the one was made 


at the White House and one was made at the State Department. 
(Laughter) But you're always seeking clarity from this podium, 
and, you know, you've gotten it, and I don't know why you're so 
disappointed. (Laughter) 


Q Ed, do you have any information on whether Israel 
will be releasing more Lebanese? 


is} I have nothing to say on the incident itself, so 
I think we'd be saving each other a great deal of time and 
turmoil by moving on to another subject. I simply have no 
further comment on the hostage situation. 


Q When is the Secretary -- 
id Ralph? 
Q Has the U.S. Government asked any other 


governments to adopt this policy that you're enunciating today, 
and that you enunciated yesterday? 


A This is U.S. Government policy. Let me leave it 
at that, Ralph. 


Q C4 cw 

Q Bui 1 wasn't asking about U.S. policy; 1 was 
asking whether you've asked any others to adopt this policy? 

A This is U.S. Government policy. 

Q This lid coming from you and the White House has 


fueled speculation on the part, at least, of reporters that 
we're very close to a resolution of this crisis. Do you feel 
that's a fair assumption for us to be making? 

fe I have no comment. 


-- MORE -- 


/ /€O 








Q Ed, could I ask you, is there any U.S. reaction 
to the statements by Gorbachev about the arms talks in Geneva? 


é Yes. We are astonished by Mr. Gorbachev's 
distorted characterization of the Geneva negotiations on 
nuclear and space arms, and by his thinly-veiled threat to 
suspend the talks. 


As a result of the Soviet Union's unjustified walkouts 
from the INF and START negotiations at the end of 1983, our 
efforts to bring about substantial reductions in nuclear arms 
were set back by more than one year. The Soviet Union's 
apparent threat to suspend the on-going new negotiations casts 
doubt on its seriousness in the talks and its readiness to 
implement the agreement reached in January between Secretary 
Shultz and Foreign Minister Gromyko establishing the objectives 
of the new talks. 


It is the Soviet Union, and not the United States, 
that is marking time in the negotiations. After almost two 
full rounds of talks, we have yet to see any concrete new 
proposals for the reduction of offensive nuclear arms or to 
engage in a serious discussion of the constructive and flexible 
positions put forward by the United States. 


They have also refused to engage in a constructive 
discussion of the potential contribution that emerging 
defensive technologies could make to the establishment of a 
more stable strategic relationship and to achievement of the 
agreed goal of eliminating nuclear weapons. Instead, the 
Soviet delegation has sought unilaterally to impose 
preconditions linking discussion of nuclear arms reductions to 
prior U.S. agreement to Soviet demands that we abandon research 
under the Strategic Defense Initiative. 


The hypocrisy of this position is all the more 
striking when one considers the fact that it is the Soviet 
Union which has the world's only deployed ABM system and 
operational anti-satellite system, which is undermining the ABM 
Treaty through construction of the Krasnoyarsk radar, and which 
has been engaged for many years and at a higher level of effort 
in the sort of research on strategic defense now being 
undertaken under SDI. 


Mr. Gorbachev's allegation that the U.S. is using the 
Geneva talks as a “cover” for military programs is also 
striking when one considers the fact that during the two years 
when the previous INF negotiations were underway, during which 
the United States deployed no new LRINF missiles, the Soviet 
Union added some 300 SS-20 warheads to its arsenal. 








The United States negotiators, for their part, have 
broad authority and flexibility to negotiate agreements that 


meet the interests and concerns of both sides. When the Soviet 
Union is prepared to take a similarly constructive approach, 
progress will be possible. 


Q Copy. 
Q (Several cries of "Copy.") (Laughter) 
be Yes. 


Q Say it again for the West Coast. Ed, some place 
in that statement you're criticizing the Soviets for making a 
link between defense systems and offensive systems. Isn't that 
what George Shultz agreed to in January in Geneva when he saw 
Mr. Gromyko? What else did you do in January but reopen the 
talks by linking the suspended offensive weapon talks with 
defensive systems? 


A We have referred to a conceptual 
interrelationship between the two. But, certainly, not to 
linkage in terms that progress in any one of the three groups 
would be held hostage to progress in the other. 


Q Okay, now I have a follow-up question, 
considering that somewhat irritable statement: Is that the 
kind of fellow you still want to plan to have a summit meeting 
with, or does this affect the U.S. desire to see Mr. Gorbachev 
at the summit? 


a Both the U.S. side and the Soviet side have 
expressed a desire to have a meeting between the two leaders. 
That situation remains, also that it is yet to be decided a 
time and place for such a meeting. 


Q td, while we're on the subject -- 
‘ Bill? 
Q -~- of the Soviets, do you have anything on Soviet 


accusations about U.S. military moves in the Mediterranean, or 
just general Soviet press comment on the U.S.? 


6 No, I have nothing, Bill, on that; no. 
Lester? 
Q This State Department guidance on the -- 


a I can't read it, Lester. 


Q No, 1'1ll tell you what it is 1 just want you - 





o Since you've been waving it, I can't read it. 
Q ~~ to see that I have it here. 
co Yes? 


Q State Department guidance on the Kassebaum 
Amendment says that what the Senator from Kansas and seventy 
other Senators have just voted for on the proposed reduction of 
the U.S.-U.N. assessment is “unfeasible,” “violates treaty 
obligations,” “severely damages U.S. participation in the U.N. 
system," “would be seen as destroying the global mechanism for 
peace and development." 


My question: Could you tell us if the State 
Department has consulted with President Reagan before charging 
that the gentle lady from Kansas is an unfeasible, 
treaty-violating, U.N.-damaging destroyer of global mechanisms 
for world peace and development? 


a You've overwhelmed me, Lester. 


Q Well -- you mean, you're so humiliated by what 
some elf upstairs wrote here, Ed, that you'd rather evade this, 
or what? 1 mean, why do you think that Nancy Landon Kassebaum 
is all of these terrible things? You don't think that, do you, 
Ed? 


6 Lester, in my 22 years with the Foreign Service, 
I've never seen a job description for a Foreign Service officer 
categorized as “elf ." (Laughter) But, beyond that, I really 
have nothing for you on your question. 


Q One question: Does the State Department believe 
that it is right for the 12,000 personnel at the United Nations 
to be paid an average remuneration of $106,000, and do you know 
of any other bureaucracy in the history of the world that is 
more expensive? Could you answer that, or do you want to evade 
that one, too, because it's embarrassing? 


a I just don't have the historical insights to -- 
Q Do you get that much, Ed? 
a No, I have nothing for you; I'm sorry. 


, can you tell us, what are Mr. Shultz's plans 
now regarding tne trip to Asia? 


6 As far at I know, Barry, that trip is on 
schedule, and 1 have -- 








Q The full trip? 

id The full trip. And I -- that's it. 
Q When is he coming back today? 

‘ He should be on his way back now. 

Q Do you have the time? 

aA I don't have the time of arrival, no. 


Q Does he have any meetings with any ambassadors or 
anybody this afternoon? 


6 1 have nothing specific on his schedule at this 
point. 


Q Ed, can 1 come back for just a second to the 
statement on Gorbachev and the Soviets? In the statement you 
criticized the Soviet failure to come up with new proposals, 
and you referred to the U.S. proposals as “flexible.” 


Has the U.S. made any new proposals in the two rounds 
of talks that you referred to in your statement? 


6 We have -- well, 1 can't get into the specifics 
of what we've tabled or not - 


Q Right. 


A ~ because of the confidentiality rule, as you're 
well aware. 


Q But just whether or not there's any new ones. 


‘ But just let me leave it that they have broad 
authority and flexibility at the negotiating table to make 
progress, if the political will exists on the other side of 
that table. 


Q So 1 would read that as saying that the Soviets 
have to propose something new, and then the U.S. could be 
flexible in responding to it? 


ia Well, I can't -- I'm not going to get into those 
details, Ralph. Just let me leave it that our negotiating -- 
our negotiators, all three, have broad authority and 
flexibility to make progress at these talks. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:20 p.m.) 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. Available in the 
Press Office today is Ambassador Nitze's address before the 
Chautauqua Conference on Soviet—American Relations. The topic 
of his speech is "SDI: The Soviet Program." 

Questions? 


Q Do you have any comment, or do you have any 
confirmation that Mr. Grossmayer has been released? 


f 1 have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have anything on any agreement for Syria 
to take the hostages? 


6 No. 

Q Do you have any comment on a U.N. envoy saying in 
Damascus that within the next 48 hours the hostages would be 
released? 


f\ No, 1 have nothing on that. 


Q Are you still in your “no comment" mode on all 
questions relating to this topic? 


A I think that's obvious, yes. 


Q Can you tell us about what Secretary Shultz is 
doing today about the crisis? 


fa No, 1 can't. 
Q Do you know where he is? 


Q Is he alive? (Laughter) 





Q Is he in the city? 


Q Why was the meeting with the -- 


a The Secretary is here. 

Q In his office? 

a Yes. 

Q Why was the meeting with the Arab ambassadors 
cancelled? 


A To the best of my knowledge on that one, Ralph, 
the initiative -- first of all, the meeting was not cancelled, 
it was postponed; and it was on the initiative of the Arab 
ambassadors themselves, as a courtesy, given the present 
Situation that the government is seized with. 


Q Is Richard Murphy in Washington? 
i As far as 1 know, yes. 


Q Does he have any travel plans that you would like 
to tell us about? 


A Not that 1 know of. 


Q Senator Helms is claiming that Iran was behind 
the TWA hijacking. Do you have anything on that? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Mr. Djerejian, on that question of a "no 
comment," is there an official, government-wide blackout policy 
on this hostage thing? 


fa Your terminology, Jim, “blackout,” I think -- the 
only way I would characterize it is that we have stated our 
position very clearly from the podiums, especially from the 
White House and the State Department, that we have really 
nothing to add to our very clear statements of policy -- 
namely, that the proper resolution of this incident is the 
prompt release of all the American hostages. Period. 


Q Well, the reason I'm asking the question is that 
both you, here, officially at this podium, and over at the 
White House, Larry Speakes, have been saying that there was a 
policy -- in effect that there was a policy there would be no 
further comments. And that I wondered what your explanation 





would be for the fact that the Washington Post today had a 
page-one story attributed to a high White House official in 
which he discussed several aspects of the crisis. 





io) I have no comment on that. 


Q Can you tell us what Secretary Shultz thought of 
it? 


4 I can't, no. 


Q You say that there's no blackout, to a question 
of terminology. What about an official lid on news about that? 


f I think you should all be gratified by our 
terseness and conciseness. Sometimes I've noticed criticism of 
our being too loquacious on some of the things we say; I mean, 
it's a very concise, terse situation. 


Q Do all your policy statements stand? Does the 
Administration still not intend to encourage Israel to release 
the Shi'ites? Is that still the policy? 


A Our policy statements that we've made on our 
basic position on this incident and our policy on how the 
United States Government deals with terrorism stands. 


Q That's still the policy? 
ia Stands. 
Q Do you continue to look for the, or call for the 


release of 46 or -5 hostages? And could you specify a number 
if you do? 


A 1] think the Secretary addressed that. I1 have 
nothing to add to his remarks on the West Coast. 


Q Is it possible -- for a bookkeepine reason, one 
of those seven has never been really accounted for. 


Q Peter Kilburn 

Q Yeah. In other words, do you have any 
information that he's really still with us? 

is I have nothing on that; have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything at all from Israel 


indicating their intention to free anymore Shi'ites in the very 
near future? 





is) No. 


Q Any comment on that Israeli television report of 
last night about the alleged understanding between the U.S. and 
Israel on how to handle this situation? 


oa No, Ralph, I don't. 


Q Would the transfer the hostages to Syria be a 
positive development? 


. I can't comment on that. 
Q Whether or not you're willing to comment, are you 


aware of the status both now and expected status within the 
next several hours of Mr. Grossmayer? 


A Am 1 aware of the status? 
Q Do you know, in fact -- whether you're willing to 
tell us or not -—- do you, in fact, know what's going to be 


happening with him? 


a We're seeing various reports, but 1 can't go 
beyond that. 


Q Ed, I apologize if this was asked in the 
beginning and I missed it. But has there been any increase in 
the demands by Mr. Berri? 1 mean, has he upped the number of 
prisoners that he'd like freed to include the Shi'ites that are 
being held in Italy, France and, again, Kuwait, which had 
previously been dropped? 


A Can't answer that, Barbara. 


Q Can you tell us whether your previous statements 
about Syria's role and its alleged helpfulness also still stand? 


a The statements we made stand. 


~-MORE-- 





Q Ed, can the State Department provide a current 
list of countries that it considers supporting terrorism? 

a We do have such a list, and we can provide it to 
you. 

Q Good. 

i Yes. In fact, we'll make that available to you 


through the Press Office. 


Q Are Secretary Shultz's travel plans to Asia still 
unchanged at this point? 


A As of this point, yes, they are unchanged. 


Q Will the Secretary be in Washington over the 
weekend? 


A 1 believe he will be. Yes. 


Q Ed, is the -- are the various “no comments" 
coming from this building and the White House an effort in part 
to make the American people forget the urgency of this crisis? 


A 1 would certainly not draw that conclusion. 

Q What conclusion would one profitably draw? 

fa I would not draw that conclusion, Marvin. 

Q Ed - 

i) You almost got me. (Laughter) 

Q We're really not trying to be playful about this, 
but really trying to solicit information. Secretary -— former 
Secretary of State Kissinger and others have suggested that the 
best way -- one of the good ways, or the best way, perhaps, to 


deal with these crises is to not involve the media at all, to 
try to keep the public media out of this, that hijackers and 
terrorists benefit by byplay within the media. 


Has the State Department decided to subscribe to that 
idea? Is that why there is this "no comment" mode that all of 
you are in except for the Washington Post? 





a No. I wouldn't draw that conclusion. 





Q Then why are you not commenting? Is it because 
the situation is sensitive? Have you run out of things to 
say? What is the basis, what is the reason, for this, you 
know, this behavior? 


“ I just have no comment, Barry, but I certainly 
would not make this an issue of freedom of the press or the 
government's attitude toward the press and media. That is 
certainly not the direction I would steer you in. 


Q Well, l'm asking -- 


Q Would you steer us in the direction that it is 
sensitive, that the situation is sensitive, and therefore you 
don't feel further comment would help? 


‘ I think it's obvious that a situation that 
involves U.S. hostages is sensitive, and we are in a sensitive 
situation. 


Q I guess what I was really also asking is whether 
the Administration has decided as a tactic it's wise to say as 
little or virtually nothing at al] while in the midst of a 
hostage crisis? 


A I']1]l just have to let you draw your own 
conclusions, Barry. 


Q Ed, can 1 ask about another set of hostages, 
so-called? 


a Uh- huh. 


Q The nominees of the State Department on Capito) 
Hill -- (laughter) ~- including your Under Secretary of -- 
Deputy Secretary nominee and a number of other Ambassadors, 
Assistant Secretaries. Some Senators are insisting that jobs 
be found for their favorite people before these are moved. The 
Secretary of State is reported to be refusing to do that. What 
is the situation? What is the State Department view? 


i) Well, our view is a very simple one but a very 
clear one: that the Department looks forward to the speedy 
confirmation of President Reagan's Foreign Service nominations, 
and we would like to have that happen. 


Q Well, in order to do that .- 


A Speedily 





Q Yeah. In order to do that, is the Department 
willing to arrange, maybe through the French Embassy, for some 
other nominees to get -- other people to get jobs as a quid pro 
quo basis? 


a The French Embassy. (Laughter) 

Q That part's facetious. (Laughter) 

Q Is the timing a problem? 

Q No. Seriously, is the Secretary willing to give 
jobs to some people in order to get his people released on 
Capitol Hill? 

A In terms of these Presidential nominations, I'd 


have to refer you to the White House for any further commentary 
on them. These are the Presicent's nominations. 


Q Just to follow it, one more: What you seem to be 
saying solely is that the proper solution is the prompt release 
of the hostages, but -- 


A Are we talking about Ambassadorial appointments? 


Q I'm talking about these, and in effect that's al] 
you're going to tell us on this. But -- 


is I want you to appreciate the consistency of U.S. 
policy across the board (Laughter) 


Q Across the board. 
Q No comment 


Q Do you have no comment on a situation in which a 
United States Senator is asking for specific nominees to go to 
specific places? Is this -- 


6 Our comment on that is exactly what I said. The 
Department of State looks forward to the speedy confirmation of 
President Reagan's foreign Service nominations Those 
nominations are there. You know who they are. We would like 
to see them confirmed as quickly as possible. 


Q Why? 


A They have important work to do. 


Q Is the work not being done? 





os Of course it's being done. 

Q Are the people currently in the jobs inferior to 
the -- 

i) There are other people who are doing it, but, you 
know, we would like to get -- these nominees are carefully 


chosen, and we would like to see them in place. 


Q They're presumably better off physically than the 
hostages in Beirut. What is the point? I mean, hasn't the 
Senate a right to take its sweet time about passing judgment? 
Or is it just something everything you send up should be 
automatically and rapidly rubber-stamped? Is that your 
position? 


ia No. No one's looking for rubber-stamp 
procedures. We respectfully abide by the Constitutional 
process and Senate approval of the President's nominees. That 
is not the point at question. But, you know, the President, 
obviously, the U.S. Government would like to see its nominees 
assume their positions as quickly as possible. I think that's 
only normal. 


Q Ed, let me try this one again, and keeping a safe 
distance from the present crisis in Lebanon and forgetting 
about it completely: Is it the point of view of the State 
Department that the press in general plays into the hands of 
hijackers by publicizing their demands and publicizing the 
situation in general? 


a I] have no characterization to give you on the 
role of the press and media in this crisis. 


Q No. I'm not talking about this crisis. Il'm 
talking about incidents in general. 


6 Oh, in this -- oh, in general -- 
Q Shedding this crisis aside. 


6 We are firm believers in freedom of the press in 
our democratic society, period. 


Q Thank you. 


ig) Thank you. 


(ithe briefing concluded at 12:34 p.m.) 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. A 
couple of announcements, please, both having to do with 
BACKGROUND briefings. 3:15 today, a BACKGROUNDER on the 
hijacking and related questions. 3:15, here, BACKGROUND. 


There will also be a BACKGROUND briefing here tomorrow 
at 11:00 a.m. in connection with the Secretary's upcoming trip 
to Asia. As was announced here several weeks ago, the 
Secretary will meet with government officials in Thailand, 
Malaysia, Australia, Fiji He'll also be attending the Annual 
Post Ministerial Consultations with the ASEAN nations in Kuala 
Lumpur in Malaysia, July 11 and 12, and will wind up the trip 
with an address in Honolulu July 17. 


That's what I have by way of the two announcements; 
housekeeping things, and we can go to your questions 


Q Secretary Shultz spoke yesterday about bringing 
the killer of Kobert Stethem to justice, and of trying to 
institute a boycott of the Beirut Airport. Can you tell us if 
there's anything underway to achieve either one of those two? 


i) I think I'm going to ask you, Matt, to put those 
questions to (the Senior Official) who will be prepared to take 
a broad variety of questions in connection with the hijacking 


As 1 told you, that was on BACKGROUND, and that is the 
reason that there will be that BACKGROUND session, so that you 
can put many of those questions before him 


Just a minute Barry? 


Q A question related, and we'd like an 
ON-THE-—RECORD response Does the U.S. Government know if the 
seven kidnapped Americans are dead or alive; all seven at this 
point? 








~ I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, can you add anything or clarify in any 
way the Secretary's comments yesterday that the Beirut Airport, 
or an inference the Beirut Airport should be closed, because -- 


o Just a minute; just a second. Barry? 


‘ I think you might want to explore that with (the 
Senior Officer). And I introduce that caveat because when you 
-- the way you phrased your question, I don't want there to be 
any kind of implication, when you talked -- what was your 
phrasing? 


Q 1 asked if the State Department knows whether the 
seven Americans left behind in Lebanon were dead or alive -- 


6 That's right. 
Q All seven, of course. 


i Right Therefore, I would encourage you to take 
that up at the 3:15 session. I'm sorry. 


Q Bernie, how does the Secretary think the airport 
in Beirut can be closed or denied access to hijackers in the 
future? 


a He dealt with that subject several times during 
the course of the session. And in my discussions upstairs 
today. the suggestion was made, as 1 have made it several times 
now in the last few minutes, that that question among others 
might be put to the BACKGROUND session at 3:15 this afternoon. 


Q Can I just respectfully suggest, Bernie, that he 
didn't clarify at all whether he was suggesting civil action by 
pilots, air controllers, that kind of boycott, or things such 
as bombing the runways. 


a I hear you, and I've got to repeat what 1 said on 
that. Just a second. 


Q Do you have anything on anything regarding the 
hostage situation or are you going to refer all questions to 
the BACKGROUNDER this afternoon? 


is 1 will see what the questions are and what 1 have 
and I will be forthcoming on it to the degree that I can 








Q Has the State Department removed Syria fri.m the 
list of those nations that support international terrorism? 


o Let me see what I have here on that. Syria is 
still on the terrorism list because according to reliable 
reports, a number of terrorist organizations have received some 
form of support from Syria such as being allowed to maintain 
headquarters or have training facilities there, or in parts of 
Lebanon under Syrian control. Removing Syria from the list is 
not under consideration at this time. 


Q Bernie, a follow-up question, please? 

is) Yes. 

Q Does the State Department know whether the 
groups, or group that was involved, or were involved in the 


hijacking, indeed are among those groups who are supported by 
Syria, or at least allowed to train people there or financial 


support -- support of any kind? 

A I don't have anything for you on that, Barry 

Q Bernie, are you concerned that the wording of the 
statement you just made -- and I would like a copy of that -- 


may be misconstrued by the Syrians so as not to be of any 
further assistance to help in the release of the remaining 
seven hostages in Beirut, or in Lebanon? 


a I think that the Secretary, in the course of his 
news conference last night, alluded to the fact that Syria was 
making some kind of contribution in efforts to win the release 
of the seven, and 1 think that still stands. 


Q So you'd still like them to assist with the 
release of the seven? 


That is correct. 
Q But are you worried that this statement may - 
a I'm not getting involved in that other part of 


the question. 


Q Bernie, is it established beyond any doubt that 
the original hijackers were members of and operating for the 
Hezbollah? 


A Can't help you on that now I'm going to have to 
refer you to 3:15 





Q Also, if I might ask another one? Things are 
seldom done for nothing in the Middle East. What's the quid 
pro quo for Syria helping the United States in this case? 





A 3:15. (Laughter) 


Q Bernie -- 


Hold it. Les, Les. 

Q In April, the Administration said that Israel is 
holding Shi'ite prisoners in violation of the Geneva Accords. 
To what extent did that statement made to an ally during 
peacetime serve as a pretext for the hijacking? 

i To what extent did that statement -- 


Q Made to an ally, or during peacetime, serve as a 
pretext for the hijacking? Did we give the hijackers their 
legitimate grievance? 

6 1 can't be drawn into that 

Q Could I, just as a follow up, would that be 
something that might be examined during the post-mortems of 
this whole situation? 

ig Have the same answer 


Q Bernie? 


a Les? 





Q Bernie, tomorrow afternoon -- this is, I'm sure, 
not a 3:15 question -- but tomorrow afternoon, Ambassadors 
Funderberg, Lichtenstein, and Windsor will participate in a 
Heritage Foundation panel entitled -- and this is a quote -- 
“How the State Department undermines the President's foreign 
policy.” And my question is: Will the State Department have 
anyone present there to try to refute this contention, 
considering the Heritage Foundation's closeness to the 
President, Bernie? 


a Don't know. 


Q Or do you want to refute this now or are you 
silenced by astonishment or something? (Laughter) 


Won't you go? It's at 2 o'clock right here in the 
city. Wouldn't you want to be there to defend the State 
Department against this statement that they're undermining the 
President's foreign policy? 


You're left speechless. Is that what you mean? 


A No I'm left to say that I have nothing for you . 
on that 


Connie 


Q Can we change topics? If there is nothing else 
that can be said about the hostage situation, may we change 
topics? 


A Yes 


Q Thank you South Africa said last week that it 
killed 45 people in raids on Angola. Do you have anything on 
that? And what is the status of the recall of our Ambassador? 


i) On the first thing, I think you'll want to check 
with the Press Office. There may be some guidance that you 
might be able to have. 


And on the recall, so far as I know, the Ambassador is 
still here and I have nothing in terms of any specific date on 
the calendar that Ambassador Nickel will be returning. 





Q Can I try, then, one other topic? What about 
Kimche's meetings -- can you give us any guidance on why he is 
here and what he is going to accomplish? 


rs He -— Well, I do have something here on him, 
that David Kimche's visit here is a reflection of the ongoing 
close consultation and cooperation between the United States 
and Israel. He came to Washington to continue periodic 
discussions of global issues of mutual interest. These 
consultations were initiated with Former Under Secretary 
Eagleburger, and normally take place every six months. Last 
autumn, Under Secretary Armacosi went to Israel for such talks. 


Q Is the United States pleased the Israeli Cabinet 
has made a decision about releasing more of the Shi'ites? 


id I have nothing on that. 


Q Will the hijacking and associated topics be 
discussed with the visiting --— with Kimche? 


A I don't know what the agenda is. One would be 
surprised if it didn't come up, obviously. 


I just got a note here. 3:15 is now 4:00 p.m. I hope 
you understand that there are some time pressures here and 
there, and it's just been moved to 4:00 p.m. 


Q Can you tell us anything on the record insofar as 
the timetable for the return of the ex-hostages to the States? 


A I don't have anything specific. It was my 
understanding that they, private American citizens, were going 
to reach some sort of a determination today. I have read or 
seen something in press reports that indicated the return 
tomorrow, but in any official sense, I do not have that. 


Q Was there a plane that TWA offered to fly them 
back as a group? Do you know anything about that? 


A I don't have anything on it, no. 

Marvin. 

Q Do you know whether the Department considers this 
an opportune time to try to involve Syria more actively in the 


peace efforts in the Middle tast? 


i I have nothing on that. 


Ralph 








Q There is a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation 
meeting with the Pope today. Do you know whether the U.S. 
would consider that delegation to be one that it would be 
willing to meet with? 


f I have nothing on that, Ralph. 


Q Are the U.S. plans to meet with such a delegation 
still on track? 


6 The plan still exists, yes, but I have nothing 
that I could circle on the calendar by way of a date. 


Q The Mexican Labor Party has just published a book 
charging the State Department with backing the National Action 
Party of Mexico for the purpose of destabilizing the PLI in the 
Mexican Government. Do you have any comment on that? 


is No. 


Q Do you have anything on the summit? 


~ MORE -- 








Q The family of Gordon Brown said on television -- 
ex-—, former hostage Gordon Brown said on television this 
morning that they had been informed by the State Department 
that their husband, father, was dead, and then called back a 
couple of days later to say, “Sorry, our intelligence was wrong 
on that." 


“ Let me seek, if I can, to straighten that out. 
That during the first days of the crisis when Robert Dean 
Stethem was killed, his identity was unknown for several days. 
The name “Brown” surfaced as possibly that of the murdered 
passengers, and the Department contacted the families of both 
the Browns on the flight to obtain identifying information to 
use in trying to ascertain the identity of the victim. 


Obviously, the Department at that point told the 
families why we needed the information but the Department does 
not confirm a report of death of a U.S. citizen without a 
positive identification. 

On your question, Bern, about a -- 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

fs Yes, you can. 

On your question about the possibility of a summit, I 
have nothing beyond the language that has been offered before, 
that both leaders want a summit meeting, and that we remain in 
touch on this matter through diplomatic channels. 

Q Bernie, do you have anything on -- 


Q But wait, you're not saying the rest of it: That 
no time or place has been set. 


fa l'm going to have to leave it at that. I'm not 
sure that there's a final fix on that, but for the moment I'1l 
leave it at that. 

Q All you're saying is you're in touch. 

A That is right. 


Q Are you implying there's progress toward a place? 


A No. I'm not going to be -- accept the invitation 
to discuss whether there's momentum or not toward a final 
decision. 








Q Bernie, what did you -- 

Q Bernie, I just -- 

Q —- say was not a final fix to, Bernie? 

‘ Well, if an agreement had been reached, I might 
have something to say, so I have said what I had to say in 
answer to Bernie's question. 

Q Do you have anything on Flora Lewis’ column today 
which relates to both the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. having reached 
agreement last month at the SCC in Geneva on nuclear terrorism? 

e No. I don't, Marvin. 

Q Could you look into that one? 

i I could look into it. Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on returning military 
personnel from Rhein-Main? 


ia) No. I don't. 


Q Any comment on the Romanov move in the Soviet 
Union? 

is] No. 

Q Any comment on the bombs, the terrorist bombs of 
various sorts that have gone off today, including one against 
Jordanian -- a Jordanian facility? 

A Well, I have -- I have some -- on Greece, for 


example, what I have is that the Embassy informed the State 
Department that a hotel serving as quarters for U.S. military 
personnel in Athens received a warning early this morning that 
there was a bomb in the hotel. 


Shortly later there was an explosion in the parking 
lot across the street from the hotel. There were no injuries, 
no damage to the hotel. It is our understanding that three 
cars were destroyed -- American cars. 


U.S. and Greek officials are investigating the 
incident. No group, as far as we know, has yet claimed credit 
for the attack, if any group does at all, and, obviously, the 
State Department condemns such acts of terrorism aimed at 
defenseless citizens. 
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Q Copy of that? 


ia Copy of that. Yes. Let me try to help you on 


that. 

Q Bernie -- 

Q Bernie, the OAS report on the Costa 
Rica-Nicaraguan fracas on the 3lst of May -—- do you have 
anything -- any comment on that? 


o I don't have anything on that. 


Excuse me. Yes? 


Q Do you have a comment on IATA'S report that came 
out Friday that the -- that the security measures at the Athens 
Airport have been raised to fully acceptable international 
standards? 

ig I do have something -- 

Q In relation to, of course, the travel advisory. 

A I do have something on that: That the U.S. will 


lift its travel advisory when U.S. authorities have determined 
that the airport is safe for American travelers. 


Q Will that -- Bernie, will that be based on 
presumably some experts going to check it out, and when do you 
expect that to happen? 

A I have nothing on when, etc., but the 
determination will be based on a finding made by U.S. experts 
and authorities. 

Q Where's Richard Murphy? 

is Richard Murphy. Here. 

Q Is he planning to go to Amman any time soon? 

A I don't have anything on that. 


Q There was some mention of that. 
is) 


I have nothing on that. 








ll 


Q Okay. And just a reminder to get a copy of that 
statement on Syria, please? 


a Copy of what statement on Syria? 

Q The one you made earlier on it still being on the 
list of -- 

“ Oh. 

Q -- countries 

ns Yes 

Q [hanks 

Q Recognizing that there's still these seven 


Americans being held in Beirut, does the State Department 
consider, with the 39 having been released, that the situation 
is now over? 


i) No lt does not 

Q Any more? 

A The United States wants the release of the 
seven I think that has been made emphatically and repeatedly 
clear through the entire process of the hostage episode 

Q Thank you 


(lhe briefing concluded at 1:09 p.m ) 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
have no announcements at this time. 


Q What can you tell us about plans for a summit 
between Gorbachev and Reagan, and how does the Department 
assess the change in Foreign Ministers in the Soviet Union? 


a Okay We'll take the first. Both the President 
and General Secretary Gorbachev have expressed their desire to 
have @ meeting, and we are in touch with the Soviets on 
arrangements 


I've nothing specific to announce at this time 
However, an announcement could come soon. 


Q Does that mean it will come from the White House 
soon? 

io I can't tell you the origin of the announcement 

Q How about -- 

Q Today. maybe’ 

Q Can you give us a better idea of the timing? 
Today’ 


i Soon Soon 


Q Before the briefing is over? 


& Before the briefing is over? 1 would not bet 
money on that, and I really can't get involved in the 
elasticity or the dimensions of the word “soon.” 





Insofar as your other question is concerned, we expect 
that the President will send a congratulatory message to Mr. 
Gromyko on his new position today, and the Secretary will send 
messages to Mr. Gromyko and Mr. Shevardnadze. 


Our messages will stress our desire to work with the 
Soviet leadership to resolve outstanding issues between our two 
countries, even as we defend our interests wherever necessary. 


They will also note that the Secretary looks forward 
to meeting the new Foreign Minister. 


We believe we can and should resolve outstanding 
problems in all area of the agenda before us. The U.S. is 
always ready to make its contribution in this regard. The 
President and the Secretary have held good discussions with Mr 
Gromyko. The President has exchanged views with Mr. Gorbachev 
on these issues and looks forward to meeting with him to 
continue this work. 


Q Copy? 
io Let me try to help you on that. 


Q Will this meeting take place in Helsinki with the 
new Foreign Minister? 


ia I would assume that Helsinki, to the best of my 
knowledge, is the next possible area for a rendezvous, but I 
frankly at this point do not know whether Mr. Gromyko will] be 
there, or the new Foreign Minister, or both, or whatever. 


Q Bernie, forgive me if I didn't keep up with you 
there at the end. The last part of your statement, did you say 
the President looks forward to meeting with him, or did you say 
Shultz looks forward to meeting with him? 


a The President. 


Q The President looks forward to meeting with 
Gorbachev 


a The President has exchanged views with Mr. 
Gorbachev on these issues and looks forward to meeting with him 
to continue this work. 


Q Bernie, would you interpret this appointment of 
Mr Gromyko as President as more emphasis on foreign policy by 
the Soviet Union?’ 








& I'm going to have to decline your invitation to 
speculate. 


<) Is there any change in the situation in the 
Geneva talks since your statement last week when you said, as I 
recall, practically no results have come from two rounds of 
talks? 


a I have nothing at all on that, Bernie. 


Q Bernie, when you said the next rendezvous, you 
thought the next possible rendezvous was Helsinki Would that 
-~- is it your expectation that both Gromyto -~- 


6 No, I don't No, it is not my expectation I do 
not know whether the new Foreign Minister will be there or Mr 
Gromyko will go or whatever, but the Secretary will be meeting 
the Soviet Foreign Minister in Helsinki. That is the 
expectation 


Q If 1 can follow up on that, that suggests to me 
that Ambassador Dobrynin did not inform the United States 
yesterday in his meeting with Secretary Shultz of the change in 
Foreign Ministers Can you comment on that? 


“ No I can't 1 don't have anything that would 


enable me to deal in whatever took place in that diplomatic 
discussion 


Q Do you have anything on that point that was 
raised yesterday about an agreement between the US. and the 
Soviet Jnion or an understanding concerning nuclear terrorism’ 


‘ Yes I do have something We have it in the 
Press Of fice 


Q Another area?’ 


a No Let -- Robin? 


Q Another area? 

a No Just =-- let's -- anybody else here?’ 

Okay 

Q Did you receive any official protest from Lebanon 


about the measures taken against the airport? 








. I'm sorry. I'm not sure I understand your 
question. 


Q Did you receive any official protest from the 
Lebanese Government against the U.S. measurements taken against 
the airport? 


ra I don't have anything I can share with you. It 
is my understanding that the Lebanese Ambassador was here at 
the State Department this morning. But insofar as the 
discussions, it is something that I don't have at this point to 
share. 


Q Did he meet with Shultz? 


‘ It's my understanding that he met with Assistant 
Secretary Murphy 


Q Are you still committed to the same policy of 
supporting the central government of Lebanon? 


“ I think what was issued on Saturday night, 
reflecting what has been issued in a similar fashion in recent 
weeks and months. still stands Yes 


Just @ second Matt? 


Q Any communication in the last day or two between 
Prime Minister Peres and Secretary Shultz’ 


a Yes There was a phone call from the Israeli 
Prime Minister yesterday to the Secretary He expressed -- he 
the Prime Minister -- expressed admiration for the manner in 
which the United States handled the hostage situation He 
expressed the continued support of the Israeli Government on 
anti-terrorism, and in the course of the conversation on 
another subject, the Israeli Prime Minister told the Secretary 
that he, Mr. Peres, has decided to put the new economic program 
into effect 


Q Bernie, what did the Secretary say? Oid he -- 

a I have nothing beyond that rundown. 

Q Bernie, do you know anything about the phone cal) 
that the President made or received from President Assad 
yesterday’ 


‘ 1 have nothing on that 








Q Do you know whether the Syrians were informed 
prior to the actions yesterday on Beirut Airport? 


ra I don't -- I have nothing on that. Don't know on 
that. 


Q Bernie, there are -- 


“ Robin? 


Q Some Israeli reports would indicate that as many 
as 70 of the Shi'ite prisoners who are members of Hezbollah 
will not be released until the seven Americans being held in 
Lebanon are released. Do you know anything about that? 


“ No. I don't, Robin. 


Q Bernie, the economic program that you said was 
mentioned yesterday in the conversation, was that in response 
to American -- how should I put it? -- requests or demands that 


Israel institute new economic programs to improve their economy? 


“ No I don't have the context of how that emerged 
during the course of the conversation 


Q But was the United States or was the State 
Department expecting any such statement from the Israelis? 


6 I can't say that I don't have anything to make 
@ judgment on 


Q In the course of that conversation, was there any 
discussion by the Prime Minister, who's the only one you appear 
to be speaking for here, of the release of any of the prisoners 
being held by Israel? 

i 1 have nothing on that, Ralph. 

Q There's a reported -- 


a Just a second, Ralph. Just a second, Matt. iI 
just want to swing around here a little bit. 


George’? 
Q Can you flesh out what the Secretary said last 


night about the United States knowing the identities of the 
original hijackers? 


. 





ia Let me -- on that point let me say that the 
United States knows who they are, but at this time it would not 
be helpful to reveal publicly the names of the hijackers. 


Q Are they Hezbollah? 

. Bernie, can I ask a question -- 

Q Well, you know one of them. 

e But beyond that, George. I cannot be of any help. 
Jim? I heard Jim. 

Q There was a -- 


6 Jim? Do you want a chair here, because you may 
be mistaken for a spokesman. (Laughter) 


Q Be glad to do it, if I can find a chair here. 
There was a question asked about that at a meeting with an 
American official yesterday who said something like this, when 
the question of the identity of the hijackers came up: He said 
that they had -- 1 wish I could remember the exact words, but 
the sense of it was that they had several passports and that we 
weren't sure of their names And he also said that the United 
States did not know who pulled the trigger. 


I'm trying to correlate the statement that you made 
and what the Secretary said with what the briefer said: The 
U.S. knows, you said -- the U.S. knows who did this. 


Do we know which -- do we know the name of the killer? 

i I have nothing on that 1 think that the 
backgrounder you got yesterday had nothing to contribute on 
that specific point, best as I remember it. 


Q Bernie, the background official identified one of 
the three, or confirmed the identity of this man Ali Atweh. 


i Then I would have to refer you back to that. I 
have nothing to add to that by way of any identities in any 
public way 

Q Can you give us some -- 


a Just a second Let Jim go back 


Q 1 didn't hear what John said 





Q Just that yesterday the official identified, 
confirmed the identity of the one man, this Ali Atweh, who was 
the one the Greeks released and flew over to jain the others in 
Beirut. 


Q Yeah But he wasn't on the plane. 

Q There were only two on the plane. 

Q Right. 

Q He was the third one that joined then. 
Q Bernie -- 

Q I still haven't got this straight. I don't -- 
still don't see what the correlation is between what the 
Secretary said and what the background briefer said. 

a I got the impression, Jim, if I heard you 
correctly, that you were really dealing in two different 
categories, aren't you? One is -- 

Q Wait a minute -- 

Q No 

Q The briefer did say yesterday that the gentlemen 
on the plane, the two original hijackers, operated under 
several different names and carried several different 
passports, ano that it was difficult, therefore, to identify 
them precisely 

a Uh-huh 

Q Yeah 


Q & few hours later the Secretary of State said, 
"Yes, we know who they are.” 


“ Right And that is what I have echoed, and 
beyond that I cannot advance it 


Q Well, okay We know who they are. yes. We know 
there were two hijackers on the plane Do we know the names of 
those hijackers, and do we know which one pulled the trigger? 
That's my question 

A 1 have nothine on that, that I can share with you 


Can I go to you please’ 


~~ MORE -- 





Q The Secretary also said last night, I believe, 
that there were legal steps underway and there might be 
additional steps, presumably extralegal. Did he -- can you 
expand on that at all? 


fe Well, in legal steps, the question has come up in 
a variety of ways about extradition. 


Let me deal with that question in a general way. That 
the United States expects and will do everything in its power 
to see that the hijackers and murderers of Robert Stethem are 
brought to justice either in Lebanon or in the United States. 


On this question of -- the general question of 
extradition, it is important that we utilize every available 
legal procedure for bringing these individuals to justice, such 
as the provisions for extradition and mutual assistance in 
criminal enforcement that are contained in international 
agreements to which Lebanon and the United States are parties. 


It would be a mistake to ignore these agreements 
simply because there may be a possibility that others might not 
live up to their obligations under them. This would seriously 
weaken both the general structure of international law and the 
specific anti-terrorism agreements that we have gone to such 
efforts to produce. 


We need to assert our rights under these agreements 
and to insist that others carry out their responsbilities under 
them. 


As a practical matter, moreover, our efforts will 
succeed from time to time either due to the cooperation of a 
foreign nation or because we are able to arrest the individuals 
involved. Should our diplomatic efforts fail, we at least have 
laid a basis for further unilateral efforts in appropriate 
circumstances. 


Q Can we get a copy of that, please? 


A Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, can you give any further indication of 
what international agreements you're speaking of? I gather 
there is no U.S.-Lebanon bilateral extradition treaty? 


A Well, what I have by way of a reply is that 
Lebanon is signatory to the Montreal and Hague Conventions 
which oblige the Government of Lebanon to bring to trial and to 
punish the perpetrators of this crime or to turn them over to a 
responsible government for trial and punishment. 








We believe that the Government of Lebanon has a 
responsibility to act under the terms of these conventions. 


Q Can we have a copy of that also? 
“ Let me try to help you, Jim. 


Q Bernie, as an afficionado of ambiguity, you have 
by dangling before us this warning that if legal efforts fail, 
there would be a basis for appropriate unilateral efforts, or 
whatever. Are you suggesting the U.S. might want to kill these 
people? 


‘ I'm not making any suggestions, and I'm going to 
leave that precisely where I left it in the reading of that. 


Q Are American efforts -- in other words, the 
suggestion is that these efforts we're trying are legal. Would 
the Americans then try efforts that were not legal? 


és I'm going to have to leave it where I left it, 
Bern. 


Q Bernie, have you ever discussed this point with 
the Amal leader, Mr. Berri? 


é. Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the Prime 
Minister of Lebanon saying that you should close Athens Airport 
because this hijacking originated in Athens and not in Beirut 
-- Beirut Airport. Do you have any comment? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Do you have any reaction -- 

fe Ralph? 

Q Wouldn't you be obliged, if you're going to go 
through the legal procedures, to deal with Lebanon's Justice 
Minister? 


fo We deal with the Government of Lebanon; yes. 


Q So you're saying that the United States will turn 
to the Justice Minister of Lebanon, Nabih Berri, who was at 
various times a mediator or negotiator for the hijackers during 
the course of the past two weeks in the U.S. efforts to secure 
Lebanon's compliance with these extradition agreements? 
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a The expectation here is that we expect officials 
of the Government of Lebanon to cooperate and to take action. 


I'm sorry, let me -- 


Q Have you had any positive response to your 
efforts to effect a boycott of the Beirut Airport? 


6 My understanding, John, is that a process is 
underway, and I don't have any tally sheet or feedback at this 
point. 


Q Have you asked -- can you detail which countries 
you've asked to follow up? 


t No, I can't, other than that, I think, as was 
indicated yesterday, that the United States is approaching 
other governments and asking them to take steps similar to 
those that were announced yesterday. 


Q But you have had no response from any of those 
governments? 

is I don't have anything yet by way of a feedback. 

Q Bernie -- 

f. Excuse me, let me --- 

Q Do you have a -- could one assume that what you 
have just told us, about the extradition and the Government of 
Lebanon -- you expect the Lebanese Government to cooperate and 
take action --— was also stated specifically to the Ambassador 


today by Murphy? 


is) I can make no assumption because 1 indicated 
before that JF would not be able to divulge anything that took 
place in the diglomatic exchange. 


Q At whose request was it? 


fs It's my understanding that it was at the request 
of the Lebanese. 


Q Various officials in the government have had 
different perspectives on how much or how little Iran was 
involved in this. Shultz hinted that they were involved, and a 
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high-ranking White House official said two days ago there is no 
evidence that they were involved. What is the State 
Department's view? 


a I have nothing that I could add to that. 


Bernie, can you update us on the peace process in 
the Middle East? Is it lost now in this crisis? Is Murphy 
going to the Middle East, or not, or what's happening? 


a Well, Murphy is here, as you know. Those of you 
know that, obviously. 


That process, obviously, still continues -- the effort 
to move the peace process forward. You're familiar with some 
of the events that have taken place: King Hussein's 
initiative, the visits by Arab leaders, the visits to the 
region by Secretary Shultz and Ambassador Murphy, and 
discussions that the United States has had with Israel. 


We are working toward the goal of direct negotiations 
between Israel and a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation this year. 


Q Bernie -- 


A And, as you know, there has been progress in that 
direction. 


Q Many U.S. -- 

Q What progress? 

A The items that I listed prior to that. 

Q Many U.S. officials do acknowledge that the 
Lebanese Government has no control over any part of Lebanon. 
In that case, how do you expect the Lebanese Government to 
cooperate as far as the extradition is concerned of the 
culprits of the hijacking? 


A It's a realistic question all right, but I have 
nothing that I can add to what I've said. 


Q On the broad issue of terrorism -- 
i) I beg your pardon? 
Q One question on the broad issue of terrorism, in 


general. Last week, some of the television stations in the 
U.S. showed pictures of a school for terrorism and the director 
of the school -- 
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& A school for terrorism? 
Q Yes. 
i Where? 


Q He doesn't call it “terrorism,” but this is being 
run in the south. And he came on television, and he said that 
he has been training nationals of a dozen countries in how to 
use fuses, explosives -- 


a Who has been training? I'm sorry. Who has been 
doing -- 


Q This particular program came on NBC and various 
other television stations; and the director of the school -- 


‘ Where, where -- I'm kind of losing you, because I 
don't know where the school is, and I don't know the 
nationality. 


Q The school is in Alabama. 
Q Alabama, New Jersey and Miami. 


Q And apparently there are many schools of this 
kind. And one of them claimed (inaudible) in this particular 
school. Is it possible for the U.S. to close down the schools 
or take some action in pursuit of the general purpose of 
stamping out terrorism? 


A I don't know. I simply do not know. Let me see 
if I could take a look at that and see if anything may be 
forthcoming, although i can't assure you of a reply. 


Q Bernie, Robert McFarlane, on television 
yesterday, mentioned two or three strategic options that the 
U.S. targets -- “strategic targets" were his words -- that the 
U.S. was looking at at the present time. 


Do you have any comment on that as relates to your 
emphasis on taking legal steps at this time? 


i Nothing. I have nothing on that. 
Matt? 
Q There was an Israeli radio report that Shultz 


commended Peres for the way Israel handled the crises. Is that 
the case? 
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o I don't have the exact language, but I think the 
Secretary yesterday, in one interview -- I think he did two 
yesterday -- addressed that question in one fashion or another, 
and I'd refer you to the text that we have outside. 


Q Bernie, only a follow up on the peace process. 
Can we say that the peace process is not frozen for the time 
being because of the crises in Lebanon? 


a Absolutely. (Laughter) Absolutely, it is not 
frozen; it is not frozen. 


Q Bernie, anything -- 
i But I cannot give you a temperature reading. 


Q Do you have anything to say today on the other 
seven hostages in the continuing effort to gain their release? 


A Nothing other than what has been said up until 
now about the United States commitment and the demand that the 
seven be released unconditionally and unharmed. 


Bill? 

Q Did the Government of Algeria block a rush on the 
TWA airliner while it was there at the airport? 

A I have nothing on that, 8111. 

Q You won't comment? What was that? 

id 1 have nothing on that. 


Q Can you tell us about the positioning or the 
position of the Sixth Fleet now? It was in the Mediterranean 
before the hostages were let go. 

fe You might try the Pentagon. 


Q You can't tell us anything here? 


i) I can't. 
George? 
Q Do you stand by Mr. McFarlane's remarks 


concerning the possibility of an attack on the strategic bases 
in the Middle East? 





a That's a variation of Ralph's question in a 
different form 


Q Not the same one, though, Bernie. 
a I have nothing on that. 


Q New subject? Can I ask you about a report that 
the Ambassador -- the U.S. Ambassador in £1 Salvador authorized 
the flight of an American military helicopter into an area of 
El Salvador two weeks ago to, in a sense, rescue Salvadoran 
forces that had been -- that had gotten in trouble there. 


Does the U.S. Ambassador have the power to call in 
American military force from Honduras from outside of £1 
Salvador in order to achieve that sort of rescue mission? 


‘ Let me take that question and get you an answer. 
Q Thank you. 


Q One more, please. Going back to the terrorists. 
Now, as far as extradition treaty concerns, India and the U.S. 
have extradition treaty. Now, India has been demanding that 
five to seven Sikhs held in the U.S. jails who were caught in 
the plot to kill Rajiv Gandhi. Now, is the U.S. going to 
extradite them to India or not? (sic) 


i I don't have any immediate information here, but 
let me take a look and see what is possible. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Sriefing of July 2, 1985 


"SCHOOLS POR TERRORISH” 


Q. Last week some of the television stations + the U.S. 
showed pictures of a school for terroriem...(3 director) 
came on television and said he had been training nationals 
of a dozen countries....Apparently there are many schools of 
this kind. Is it possible for the U.S. to close down these 
schools and take such action in pursuit of its general 
standing on terrorism? 


A. This is a law enforcement question and we must refer you 


to the Department of Justice. 





TAKEN QUESTION 


EL SALVADOi. U.S. Helicopter 





yuestion taken at noon press wt :efting of July 2, 19892 


WU. Can | ask you about a@ cepert tnat tne ¥.S. Ampassacor 
in El Salvador autnorized the +r light of an American 
militacy neiicoptec in an afrea Of El Salvador two 
weeks ago to, in a sense, rescue Salvadoran forces 
tnat nhac gotteu in trouoie tnere? Does the U.S. 
Ambassador nave the power to call if American military 
force from Honauras, trom outsice of El Salvador, in 
order to achieve tnat sort of rescue mission? 

A. ~~ Ow JUNE 14 A SALVADORAN AIR FORCE UH-1H HELICOPTER 

WAS DAMAGED WHILE LANDI*Y® IN NORTHERN MORAZAN DEPARTMENT WHEN 

Iv’S TAIL ROTUR CLIPPEL THE BRANCHES OF TREES SURROUNDING THE 

LANDING ZONE. REPAIRS “OULD NOT BE MADE ON SITE, AND THE 

SALVADORAN ARMEV FORCES dAVe NO EYULPMENT CAPABLE OF MUViING A 

UVAMAGED UH-ih. 
~~ THE SALVADORAN GOVERNMENT Re VJESTED U.S. ASSISANCE 

IN REMOVING THE dELICOPTER FROM THE AREA. AFTER CONSULTALION 

WiTH THE STATE DEPARTMENT, AND AFYER THE DEFENSE ALTACHE 

ASCERTAINED THAT THE AREA WAS SECURE, THE CHARGE D'AFFAIRES 

AUTHURIZED THE AILGRUUP COMMANDER TO REYUEST THE ASSISTANCE VF 

THE SOUTHERN COMMAND. THE U.S. GUVERNMENT PROVIDED FROM 

SOUTHERN COMMAND ASSETS A CH-47 (CHINOOK) HELICOPTER, whICH 

’ 


CARRIED THE DAMAGED UH-iH TO SALVADORAN AIR FORCE HEADQUARTER.: 


AT LLOPANGO, WHEAxt if IS BEING REPAIRED. <cHE CHINOOK 


HELICUPTER WAS UNARMED. y 








@- THERE «As WO CUMBAT Al idé SITE SHEN InE PICK? 
OCCURRED, THE SITE WAS WELL PROTECTED BY THE SALVADORAN ARIZ. 
FORCES AT THE TIME, AND U.S. PERSONNEL INVOLVcd wiké NUT ?LACzD 
IN JEOPAKDY OR SUBJECTED TO THE LIKELIHOOD OF COMING UNDER 
HOSTILE FIRE. 

-- THE CHIEF OF MISSION CONTROLS ALL U.S. MILITARY 
MOVEMENTS INTO THE HOST COUNTRY AND THE COORDINATION OF ALi 
U.S. MILITARY ACTIVICY WITH THE HOST GOVERNMENT. 

-- THE SALVADORAN REQUEST WAS A ROUTINE REQUEST FOX 
SERVICE UNDER THE MILITARY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM AND WAS 
DETERMINED TO BE THE MOST COST EFFECTIVE MEANS OF SALVAGING THE 
DAMAGED HELICOPTER. THE CUST WILL BE BORNE BY THE GOVERNMENT 


OF EL SALVADOR THROUGH MILITARY ASSISTANCE: FUNDS. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 2, 1985 


INDIA: Extradition 





Q India and the U.S. have an extradition treaty. India has 
been demanding the five to seven Sikhs held in U.S. 
jails who were caught in the plot to kill Rajiv Gandhi. 
Is the U.S. going to extradite them to India or not? 


A: We have received no extradition request from [India 
for these individuals. Any such request would be 
processed in accordance with U.S. law and policy 


on international extradition. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #116 


FRIDAY, JULY S, 1985, 12:34 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Okay, I think this is the “Last 
Picture Show.” (Laughter) 


Good afternoon. It's a great pleasure for me today to 
announce my successor, a Foreign Service Office, Charles -- 
known as Chuck -- Redman Chuck, you want to stand up and have 
the press corps take a look at you? 


Mr. Redman has served in the Department's Operations 
Center, as Special Assistant to the Assistant Secretary for 
European and Canadian Affairs, in the Political Section at our 
Embassy in Paris, as Chef de Cabinet to the Secretary General 
of NATO, as head of the Political Section at our Embassy in 
Algiers, and most recently as Deputy Director of the Office of 
Security and Political/Military Affairs in the Bureau of 
European Affairs 





l'm sure you'll give Chuck a warm and good welcome in 
the days, weeks, and I hope years ahead 


A couple of statements 


The United States Government condemns in the strongest 
terms the statements made to the press by Mr. Ruben Zamora 
which condone the murders of four United States Marines by 
Salvadoran terrorist querrillas Mr. Zamora's claim that 
Marines assigned to guard the Embassy and protect American 
personne] are somehow targets for assassination and his threat 
against all U.S. military personnel in £1 Salvador rer**sent a 
twisted use of logic to justify an unjustifiable act 


His statement that President Duarte, as 
Commander-in-Chief of the Salvadoran Armed forces, is also a 
military target reveals him as an apologist for terrorism and a 
man who, by inference, is advocating the murder of a 
democratically elected President. 





Zamora supports the use of violence to achieve 
political ends, and his position has not changed since he 
attempted to justify the murder by his allies in the FMLN of 
Lieutenant Commander Albert Schaufelberger in May 1983 we 
call upon Mr. Zamora to repudiate these statements publicly or 
to stand condemned by them. 


In this connection, we note the equivocal statement 
issued by the FOR/FMLN leader, Mr. Ungo, that his faction of 
the guerrillas, the National Revolutionary Movement, “does noi 
share in or approve of all the actions that some of our allies 
may carry out." We view this as an effort by colleagues of the 
murderers to distance themselves from this barbaric act while 
avoiding the condemnation which that crime deserves 


We call upon all those linked to the Salvadoran 
insurgency to unequivocally condemn the murders of June 19 We 
call upon them also, for the benefit of the Salvadorean people, 
to accept President Duarte's repeated offers to enter into 
substantive discussions on the humanization of the conflict and 
on integration into the democratic process now in place. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes 
A situation in Lebanon announcement: 


We continue to believe that the threat to Americans in 
Beirut remains very high, and that no one should consider 
himself or herself immune to that threat. 


As we have said before, we believe that Americans 
should avoid travel to Lebanon and that Americans in Beirut 
should take advantage of opportunities to leave The travel 
advisory for Lebanon remains in effect and applies to everyone 


Those are my announcements 


Q Ed, on the Salvadoran thing, there are reports of 
a reward for information leading to the prosecution of the 
perpetrators of the crime against the four Americans. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A No, 1 don't I don't have anything for you on 
that, George 


Q Today, the Ambassador from the Arab League 
delivered apparently some assurances - 














, 2) Do we have anymore on the £1 Salvador before we 

go on? 

Q Where did Zamora make these statements? 

4 Well, I think the motivation is in the —- 

Q No, no, where? 

4 Excuse me? 

Q Where did he make the statements? 

a I'll get that for you. 

Q Can we have @ copy of it, so we -- 


4 Sure. Okay? 

Q Yeah. Regarding the supposed assurances that the 
Ambassador from the Arab League has given that the airport in 
Beirut will not be so accessible to terrorists, is that in any 
way going to make us reconsider the statements of Mr. Shultz 
with regards to closing it? 


A But these are the statements of whom? 1 didn't 
hear your question very well. 


Q Of Mr. Shultz, with regards to closing - 
A No, but who's made the statements. 


Q Maksoud 


A Oh, Clovis Maksoud's statements that -- I don't 
have anything specific on Clovis Maksoud's statements, per se. 
I mean, basically, our approach to the situation of the -- the 


security situation at Beirut Airport is that security measures 
commensurate with the situation are needed. 


Obviousiy any efforts by the Government of Lebanon to 
improve security at Beirut International] Airport would be 
welcome, but much, much needs to be done. 


Q Do you have examples of that need, Ed? What 
could be done to bring that up to speed? 


A 1 don't have a list for you, no 











Q So are you saying, basically, that what the 
Lebanese Government has already done is not enough, and that 
you will not reconsider your effort to close the airport? 


ia I'm just basically saying that, really, security 
measures commensurate with the real needs of the situation are 
what we're looking at. Let me just leave it at that. You can 
draw your own conclusions. 


Q The Lebanese Government said today that they have 
had assurances from at least three West European countries -- I 
think they named them: one was France; I've forgotten the 
other two -- that they would not join in any efforts to limit 
Middle East Airlines' flights; in other words, they would not 
support the American effort. 

Do you have any comment on that? 

A No, I have nothing for you on that, Bernie. 


Q Do you have any comment on any other support 
other than Britain? 


A No I have no comment 

Q Do you have anything on any American plans to 
offer a reward for those who killed the Seabee, or the 
hijackers? 


A No 


Q Nothing? 


Q Anything on the other seven? 

A Well, basically, on that, you know, we are doing, 
the Administration is doing, everything possible to obtain 
their release. And if you want to -- do you have any other 


specific question, George, on -- 
Q Well, the story that -- 
Q President Assad, essentially, is now taking a 


negative attitude toward helping secure the release of the 
seven. Has he changed his mind on this? 


A Well, Bernie, on that, we have been in close 
contact with Syria during the TWA hijacking incident 
President Reagan did telephone President Assad after the 
release of the IWA hostages 1, obviously, will not get 














involved in the details, the content, of their conversation, 
but let me say that we have reason to believe that Syria is 
making an effort to play a positive role in securing the 
release of the seven American hostages in Lebanon. 


Q Could you say if the reports that Iran was 
helpful in getting the release of the four under the Hezbollah 
group have any basis? 


‘ we have no evidence of any positive role having 
been played by the Iranians. 


Q Have you any evidence of otherwise passive roles 
played by them? 


A Let me leave it where I put it. 


Q Huw many Americans are in Beirut? And 
specifically, can you elaborate a little bit more about your 
concern? Do you see them as potential new hostages? 


A Well, I think the announcement 1 made speaks for 
itself in terms of the risks posed to Americans by their 
presence in Beirut 


As concerns our official presence in Beirut, as you 
know, we don't get involved publicly in the exact numbers of 
people we have there other than to say that we size our Embassy 
staff to the needs of the mission. And I just can't comment on 
numbers of our official presence in Beirut. 


Q Well, can you say that most of them are 
journalists, for example? Is that - 


A Oh, you're talking about overall American 
presence? 


Q The category of -- 


A Well, there are several categories. I mean, 
Given the publicity given to the hostage crisis, many more 
American journalists went to Beirut, but there are many 
American citizens who have ties to Lebanon who -- many of them 
live there. But I don't have any breakdown for you in specific 
numbers 


Q I want to get back to the - 


A Wait We have a gentleman who is -- 








Q Some of the relatives of the other seven say they 
want to meet in person with Assad to appeal personally for his 
help in gaining their release. Would this Department be in 
support of such a meeting? 





A I have no specific characterization other than to 
say we are doing everything possible to obtain the release of 
the seven -- everything possible. 

Q Do you have any comment on the Syrian newspaper 


which, given the situation that Syrian newspapers are rarely 
independent, called for an Arab-wide boycott of American 
airlines in retaliation for this Beirut action? 


A I have no reaction to the Arab call for a boycott 
of U.S. airlines, Bernie. 


Q Ed, on the airlines? 
A Yes. All right 
Q It has come to my attention that Air France is 


one of the main holders of Middle tast Airlines. Are there any 
plans to take any sort of action towards Air France because of 
this? 


A I have nothing for you on that, no. 


Q Sir, does the United States have a position on 
whether the American University at Beirut should remai‘: open or 
be closed? And can you say if there are still American 
professors at Beirut? 


A I have no official position to convey to you on 
AUB's being open or closed. 


Q Thank you. 


Q With France and -- with our inability apparently 
to persuade some of our allies to go along with this effort to 
Close the Beirut Airport, is there any evidence to suggest that 
this may have much impact, that it may create much pressure? 


A That what would have much impact? 
Q That our effort to close the airport in view of 


the apparent unwillingness of some of our allies to go along 
with us on this? 














A Well, consultations with our Allies and 
interested governments is continuing, and I wouldn't draw any 
conclusions, definite conclusions, at this point. 


Can you give me some sense for Assad's ability to 
deal with the seven remaining hostages as compared to the 39? 
In other words, what leverage -- how do we feel about his 
knowledge of where they are, his ability to bring pressure on 
the captors? 


A I have no specific comment which would elaborate 
on your question other than to say that Syria has obviously 


demonstrated its influence in Lebanon and it does have an 
important role that it can play in the security situation. Let 
me leave it at that. 


Q Have you already notified the Lebanese Government 
of the specific steps you want them to take in order to make 
Beirut International Airport safe to international air traffic 
again? 


A 1 can't get involved in the specifics of our 
exchanges with the Lebanese Government. 


Q Ed, two newspapers over the past three days have 
said Iran, according to Administration officials, played a 
positive role, and you're saying there is no evidence of that 


Is there anything you can say about what role, if any, 
Iran played in securing the release of the hostages? 


A No, other than what I said. I think that's a 
very accurate description of the Iranian role. 


Ed, why is it that on the day after the 
resolution of the crisis that a high White House official, 
speaking on the condition that his name not be used, said that 
Iran had played some positive role? There seems to be a split 
between the White House and here on that question. 


A I stand on the remarks 1 made 


- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have anything on a -- I guess it came out 
of a press conference in Geneva by some American Congressmen 
who were there as observers -- about the substance of this 


agreement the U.S. and the Soviet Union signed some weeks ago 
reaffirming certain agreements of the past? 


Have we now an agreement with the Soviet Union for 
joint action against international terrorists? And I gather 
it's international terrorists who might have access or 
something to do with nuclear weapons? 


a Well, the press stories apparently refer to some 
work done in the Standing Consultative Commission recently, the 
sScc There was a press release on it which we really can't 
expand on, and I refer you to the ACDA Arms Control bulletin 
press release June 14 which was a release in Geneva by the U.S 
component of the Standing Consultative Commission. And I think 
that will really answer most of your questions, Bernie. 


As you know, deliberations which take place in the SCC 
are not made public. Detail about that has been kept within 
government channels since 1972 when the SCC was established. 

We think that this maintenance of diplomatic privacy is 
appropriate and useful to the work that is done in the SCC. 


I think you're aware of the SCC as a joint body in 
which representatives of the U.S. and U.S.S.R. work on matters 
of implementation and compliance with arms control agreements. 
I don't have to go into all these details. I think you're very 
wel] aware of it. 


Q The problem is that some Congressmen who 
obviously feel they either know, or a misunderstanding, gave a 
press conference and raised this point which has caused a 
considerable amount of press attention that the U.S. and the 
Soviet Union have signed some agreement on international] 
terrorism, which would be a major story if true. 


A Well, the agreement on measures contains mutual 
obligations concerning notifications and sharing of information 
either party may have in cases when that would help preclude 
misunderstandings which could increase the risk of nuclear war. 


Beyond that, I can't go in divulging what the contents 
of those discussions or deliberations were. 


Q Copy of that? 


Q Do you have anything on the changes in the 
Spanish Cabinet? 














i I may have something for you on that. 


We look forward to working with Prime Minister 
Gonzalez's new team. Our two governments have long had close 
relations, and we expect our excellent bilateral relationship 
to continue. 


Q Is the Secretary going to send a message to the 
new Minister of Foreign Affairs, as is the usual? 


A I] think that would be a normal diplomatic 
courtesy that would take place 


Q He hasn't sent it yet? 

A But I have not seen it yet myself. That doesn't 
mean it hasn't been sent I don't know 

Q Do you have any comment on the South African 
medical -. the report in South Africa finding two doctors 


negligent, or some other crime, in regard to the Steve Biko 
case? 


A Ihe Biko case itself? No. I1 don't have anything 
on that. 

Q Could we get something on that? 

A I could look into it. Yes. 

Q Anything on the coup that didn't take place in 
Guinea? 

f\ Yes 

Q These are all requests I1 have. 

A The Embassy in Conakry reports that government 


racio is Conakry has confirmed that there was an unsuccessful 
coup attempt last night. The Government of Guinea has closed 
all land, air and sea borders. 


The Embassy in Conakry in Guinea is closely monitoring 
the situation, and so far as we know all Americans are safe. 
There are approximately 50 American citizens in Guinea That's 
basically all I have on that. 


Q td, do you have any comment on the story about 
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A I would like to do a brief characterization of 
our bilateral relutionship with Guinea. The U.S. and Guinea 
have a friendly and cooperative relationship. There is a USAID 
program in Guinea -- $2.6 million in development assistance, $6 
million in PL-480 Title I food aid for FY-85. 


In addition, there is substantial U.S. private 
investment in Guinea, $155 million, principally in a bauxite 
mine in the northwestern part of the country. There are no 
Peace Corps volunteers in Guinea. 


Q Ed, any comment on the story about the intensive 
Libyan infiltration in Sudan? 


A With the normalization of relations between Sudan 
and Libya, there has been a substantial increase in the number 
of Libyans in Sudan. Libya's well-known involvement in 
supporting terrorism has provoked heightened concern there over 
the security of our Embassy. Therefore, we have been taking 
all appropriate measures to assure the security of our Embassy 
and personne] in Khartoum. 


Q Did this Administration play a role in notifying 
the Sudanese Government about this infiltration by the Libyans? 


A 1 have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Mitterrand's seven-nation 
summit on terrorism in -- will] it take place in West Germany? 


A No. I have nothing on that. 
Q Who is going to attend for the United States? 


A We can get something for you, I think, on that. 
But I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, do you have anything on the Washington Post 
story about the license plates this morning? (Laughter) 





a The Department views with concern the Washington 
Post article of July 5 on diplomatic license plates. Under 
international law, it is the duty of the host country to assure 
the security of foreign diplomats. 





The United States relies heavily on other countries to 
help protect American diplomats, and we do everything we can to 
assure the security of diplomatic personnel here. 

















1] 


The Washington Post was aware of the Department's 
concern that publication of this morning's article would make 
it more difficult for us to meet this responsibility, but chose 
to run the story anyway 





The Department will have no other comment with respect 
to this article. 


Q Ed -- 
Q Copy of that? 


is Yes 
Not really on the article, but on the new license 
plates - 


id But you're going to try (Laughter) No comment, 
but you're going to try. 


Q Not on the article itself, but on this -- the 
change of systems from basically a system of random numbers in 
which you could not identify the country very easily, even if 
you parked outside the Embassy for, you know, a week, switching 
to the letter, the country-code system, would seem to place 
diplomats at risk more generally anyway than the random-number 
system Was this considered at the time that you made this 
change? 


A 1] think all security aspects were considered, but 
I really don't want to get into any substantive comments on it 


Q I mean, I'm just saying, isn't it inherent in 
that country-code system and not in the Post's publication of 
the story that there are -- it is easier to identify cars of a 


particular country? 


A I'm not going to give you a characterization on 
that 


Q Mr. Dobrynin was seen entering the building 
today Can you say what that was about? 


A Today? 
Q Yes 


A ] have nothing for you on that, Bernie No 
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Q Ed, I don't know if you had any comment or you 
intend to have any comment on the story of the three members of 
the Heritage Foundation are calling for President Reagan to 
fire the Secretary of State, Mr. Shultz? 


A I have no comment on that report No. 


Q Thank you 


(Applause for Mr. Djerejian) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 











TAKEN GUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 5, 1985 


Q. 


SOUTH AFRICA: BIKO CASE 





Do you have any comments on the report i.. South Africa 
finding two doctors negligent in regard to the Steve Siko 
case? 


THE U.S. GOVERNMENT STATED IN 1977 OUR SHOCY. AT THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING MR. BIKO‘'S DEATH WHILE IN THE 
CUSTODY OF THE SOUTH AFRICAN POLICE. ‘HESE FINDINGS PY A 
SOUTH AFRICAN MEDICAL PANEL ONLY CONFIRM OUR BELIEF THAT 
OFFICIAL REPRESSION OF DISSENTExS IN ANY SOCIETY WILL 
INEVITABLY LEAD TO EXCESSIVE, INHUMANE MEASURES. WE RENEW 
OUR CALL FOR TALKS BETWEEN SOUTH AFRICA'S GOVERNMENT AND 


BLACK LEADERS TO BRING PEACE TO THAT COUNTRY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
- DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #117 


MONDAY, JULY 8, 19865, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I would like to introduce to you the 
newest member of the Press Office. He is Daniel J. Lawler, who 
has joined the office on a temporary basis in order to augment 
our dwindling staff. Dan has been in the Foreign Service since 
1975 -- Dan, you want to stand up? -- and has served in 
Monterrey, Moscow, Edinburgh, Mexico City and the Office of the 
Comptroller, so he knows everything. 


Q How about Siberia? (Laughter) 


‘ He has worked in both in the administrative and 
consular fields and is fluent in Spanish. We thought we'd give 
him some counter-insurgency training, so he's here. We are 
very pleased to have Dan with us, and I know you'll make him 
feel welcome. 


Q How's his English? (Laughter) 
is He speaks English fluently. 


Maureen Reagan, U.S. Representative to the World 
Conference to review and appraise the achievements of the 
United Nations Decade for Women, will have an ON-THE-RECORD 
statement on the Nairobi Conference on Tuesday, July 9, at 3:00 
p.m. in this Briefing Room. A BACKGROUND briefing will follow. 


Questions? 


Q Can you emplify at all on the President's speech 
this morning? He gave a list of countries that support 
terrorism and didn't mention Syria -- last week the Department 
put Syria on the list -- and he referred to the United States 
having a right to defend itself against acts of -- violations 
of international law by terrorists states. Do you have any 
further comment -- anything on that? Why didn't he mention 
Syria? 








A The text of the President's remarks is rather 
comprehensive. I don't want to really elaborate on it. The 
listing of countries is basically exemplary of countries that 
have, especially most recently, been very active in 
state-supported terrorism, and let me leave it at that. It's 
not an all-inclusive list. 


Q He added Nicaragua, I think, which I don't know 
is on the list that the State Department Press Office was 
Giving out last week. Does that indicate any change, any new 
fear about Nicaragua? 


6 Well, I think the concerns of the Administration 
were very well voiced by the President's elaboration of 
Nicaraguan activities in support of terrorism. 


But, as I said, these are examples. It's not an 
all-inclusive list. 


Q Fd, did the Secretary of State, or has the 
Secretary of State, decided to issue a -- or make a reward 
offer for the perpetrators of the hijacking? 


S I have nothing for you on that today, Bernie. 


Q Let me follow that. Has that reward ever been 
paid to anyone since it was put into business, since it was 
inaugurated? 


A I simply don't know the answer to that. We can 
look into that; we can look into that. 

Q Has it ever been offered? 

6 The legislation is basically recent, as you 


know. It's -- 
Q (Inaudible). 
fe Yes, legislation on counter-terrorism. 


Q When you say you have nothing for me on that, you 
mean you have no announcement to make? I mean, you didn't 
really answer my question. 


A I didn't answer your question because I really 
don't have anything to say on it at this point. 








Q I asked if Syria (is), according to the U.S. 
Government now, off that list? Or is it temporarily off, or 
what? What is the status exactly? 


7 I think I'll refer you to the remarks we've made 
previously from this podium on that subject. I have nothing 
further to add to that. 


Q Has Nicaragua been on the State Department's list 
of countries that sponsor terrorism? And if it was added, when 
was it added? 


A I will refer you to that list. Off the top of my 
head I don't think Nicaragua is on the list itself, but we'll 
have to get that information for you. 


Q What about the Syrians? The terrorist list two 
weeks ago, you said, is still on the terrorist list. 


A As I said, you know, the President's remarks 
again were exemplary. He was citing countries that have been 
engaged, especially most recently, in state-supported 
terrorism, and therefore there isn't a -- you know, I would 
steer you away from making a necessary and all-binding 
connection between the State Department list and countries that 
are engaged, in one fashion or another, in these activities. 


~-MORE-- 








Q Last week you said Syria is still on the 
terrorist list. Can you confirm that today or what? 


a I have nothing further for you on that. 


Q Ed, could you clarify what legal basis there is 
for the United States to pursue terrorists who commit their 
crimes outside the United States? Which is a legal basis for 
this action? 


6 Well, again I'll refer you to the President's 
remarks. There is a paragraph in the speech in which he refers 
to international law and the responsibility of the world 
community to face this threat, which is a real and actual 
threat to security. 


Q Ed, do you have any comment on the measures taken 
by the Lebanon Government at the airport and whether that would 
satisfy American needs? 


a Let me say the following on the airport issue: 
We are consulting with other countries about the situation at 
Beirut Airport, and we are continuing these discussions. It 
should be clearly understood that the objective is bringing the 
problem of Beirut Airport to the attention of the international 
community, not trying to punish Lebanon or Middle East 
Airlines. That is not our objective. 


Rather, it is an urgent appeal to all who have a stake 
in the safety of international civil aviation to find an 
effective way to deal with the severe and persistent security 
problem at Beirut Airport which has now undeniably become a 
haven for hijackers attacking planes of many nations, not only 
the United States. 


This year alone there have been six hijackings 
involving Beirut Airport, and five of these attacks were on 
non-American planes, including Arab planes. Beirut Airport is 
not a problem just for the United States; it is a problem for 
the rest of the world. 


The Beirut Airport problem is unique in that nowhere 
else have air pirates enjoyed such a permissive attitude, 
allowing them to come and go and get reinforcements as they 
wish. For example, in the case of the Jordanian airliner 
hijacked on June 11, the hijackers and their accomplices were 
able to take the Jordanian security guards off the plane and 
out of the airport. The terrorists themselves moved back and 
forth between the aircraft and the surrounding community a 
number of times and finally disappeared into the suburbs near 
the airport. 








On June 12, following the hijacking of the Jordanian 
airliner and despite supposedly enhanced security measures, a 
lone hijacker was able to board a plane in Beirut and seize it 
when it landed in Cyprus. 


Last February a Druze airport worker hijacked a plane 
in protest against pay and working conditions and ended up 
having a joint press conference with the Lebanese Minister of 
Transportation who supported the hijackers demands. This was 
Walid Jumblatt, the Oruze leader. 


Now, we cite these examples to underscore the nature 
of the problem at Beirut Airport. We and others concerned 
about airline safety want these problems to be resolved. If 
the Lebanese authorities can do a sustained job of preventing 
the airport from being used by air pirates, fine. To date, 
however, they have not been able to do so, and that is why we 
undertook and are undertaking an international effort to deal 
with the airport problem. 


0 Copy of that? 
Q Copies? 
6 Yes. 


Q Have you had any success so far in your 
consultations, Ed? 


6 We're just continuing the discussions. I have no 
characterization to give you at this point. 


Q New subject? 

Q But, Ed, it has announced a few security measures 

Q One more on the President: The comment that the 
terrorist states were engaged in acts of war, similar -- 
suggesting a state of war -- does that mean the U.S. is 
prepared to take unilateral action against terrorists? 

A I won't be drawn into that type of speculation. 

Q Getting back to the airport -- 

How would you characterize the status of efforts 


by the United States Government to get the seven remaining 
Americans that are held somewhere in Lebanon out? This is the 
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end of the sixth month for Father Lawrence Martin Jenco of 
Joliet, for example. What are we doing there? 


ia Well, we've stated our policy, as you know, many 
times in the past. Our policy is clear. We will not rest 
until all remaining American hostages in Lebanon are released, 
and once again we call on the kidnappers to free them 
immediately. 


As we said on Friday, we have reason to believe that 
Syria is making an effort to play a positive role in obtaining 
the release of the remaining Americans. 

Q Ed, can we get back to the eirport -- 


Q Do you have anything at all on whether or not the 
U.S. has been providing -- 


a You have a follow-up? Is that -- 


Q Yes, if you would. I was given to understand 
that President Reagan has talked personally with President 
Assad of Syria. There was some rancor, if you will, in that 
conversation. Would you give us any information that you can 
about that talk? 


is No. I'm not going to characterize the 
President's conversations with another leader. 


Q When did he talk? 


6 I just don't have that information immediately at 
hand. 


Q You can confirm that there was a conversation? 

‘ I believe there was a conversation, yes. 

Q Do you have anything at all on whether the U.S. 
is providing any kind of aid to the non-Communist resistance in 
Cambodia? 

Q Can we stay on Lebanon for just a secon? 

6 All right. We'll come back to you on that. 

Q Ed, are you saying that -- is your statement 
today in response to what already has been done by the Lebanese 


Government in terms of security around the airport when you say 
"to date they have not been able to.... "? 








iy Yes. I think it's a reflection of the actual 
state of play. 


Q Ed, can you tell us what contacts we've made with 
other countries on this matter of the Beirut flights and 
whether any have agreed to take the same kinds of actions the 
United States took? 


é well, I'm not going to be drawn into a 
characterization of the responses we've received ‘ut we are 
continuing our contacts and our consultations w .*° sllies and 
other countries. 


Q Has any country agreed -- 


i. The main purport, as I tried to explain in this 
statement, is that it is an international problem. It needs an 
international solution. It is not a unilateral problem only 
for the United States of America. 


Q Has any country -- 
6 This is an international problem. 
Q Has any country so far agreed to take any 


measures the United States thinks would be helpful in regard to 
the Beirut Airport situation described in your statement? 


6 I'm not going to be drawn into the substance of 
our exchanges at this point. 


Q Could you take the Cambodian question now? 


6 Yes. If you would repeat it -- 


Q The question was, has the U.S. been providing any 
kind of aid to the non-Communist resistance in Cambodia? 


fe Let me see if I have something for you on that. 
In specific response to your question, I just don't have 
anything for you. (Laughter) But let me -- 


Q How about non-specific? 

I) You've got to admit, this is a quick study. 
(Laughter) 

Q In general, however -- (laughter). 








ca On Cambodia and the -- I think the Secretary on 
board the aircraft on July 5, responding to our general] 
policies there and on the question of diplomatic moves, said 
that, “I think the objectives of ASEAN have been pretty clear. 
We agree with them and support what ASEAN is doing.” 


and I think it's in that framework that I would try to 
answer your question, that our policy is very akin to the 
policy of the ASEAN countries. 


At the same time, the Secretary indicated that we and 
the ASEANs share a strong concern that nothing we do should 
legitimize the client regime the Vietnamese have set up in 
Cambodia. The Secretary was expressing this concern in his 
response to a question on indirect talks or, if you will, 
what's being called “proximity talks." 


Q Does that mean that we oppose the proximity talks? 


‘ Just let me leave it that we have a very strong 
concern that we should do nothing that would legitimatize (sic) 
the client regime that the Vietnamese have set up. You can 
draw your own conclusions. We respect and support the lead of 
the ASEAN countries in seeking a negotiated solution to the 
Cambodian conflict, and we will consider seriously any proposal 
that the put forward. 


Now, we've just received the ASEAN Foreign Ministers' 
statement of July 8, and the one proposing proximity talks. We 
will study it carefully in light of our very strong support for 
the goals it sets forth, and we're sure that the Secretary will 
look forward to discussing it with the ASEAN Foreign Ministers 
when he meets with them in Kuala Lumpur later on this week. 


Q None of which sheds any light on the question of 
aid to the rebels. 


6 I just don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Ed -- 

6 You're very perspicacious. 

Can I pursue that from the other side, Ed? 
Copy of that? 


Given what seems to be -- 


. 
Q 
Q 
Q 


Wait a second! You have something. 











Q -- greater Vietnamese cooperation regarding -- 
Q He's got something. 

(Staff member hands paper to Mr. Djerejian) 

ra My post courier over here. (Laughter) 

Q He's listening to you. 


& It's amazing the efficiency of the publications 
unit here now, our guidances. 


We strongly support the ASEAN countries in trying to 
reach a political settlement in Cambodia involving the 
withdrawal of Vietnamese forces. Part of ASEAN's strategy is 
to build up the non-Communist resistance as a viable 
alternative to either the Vietnamese-—backed Heng Samrin regime 
or the Khmer Rouge. 


Our diplomatic, political and moral support for the 
non-Communist Khmer resistance is well known, as is our 
humanitarian aid to the civilian victims of Vietnamese 
aggression along the Thai-Cambodian border. 


We are also considering a program of economic 
assistance for the non-Communists. However, an important 
principle of our effort is that this must remain an ASEAN-led 
effort, as it is their interests and security that are most 
directly at stake. 


Now, your question -- 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Copy of that? 

& Yes. 

Your question was specifically on military assistance? 
Q No, any kind of aid. 

‘ Any kind. Well, I think that answers it. 


It doesn't answer about aid to insurgents, to the 
non-communist insurgents. 


Q That was the question. 


A No, but I did --— economic assistance for the 
non-—Communists. 


Q Yes, but whether there is a program in existence 
since 1982, as the Post reported this morning. 


id Well, we have said (that) in terms of our 
supplying weapons, arms assistance to the Khmer resistance, our 
position has been and remains we believe that as long as 
adequate weapons are available from countries in the region 
whose interests are most directly engaged, it is important that 
they take the lead in this matter. 


Q But you're not denying that we are providing 
non-military aid to the insurgents? 


id No, I just said we are considering a program of 
economic assistance for the non-—Communists. 


Q That's the Solarz Amendment. I guess -- I mean, 
everyone's beating around the bush. Do you have any comment on 
whether there has been a covert program for two years? 

‘ I have nothing for you on that 

Q Ed, may I come at that from the other side? 


A All right. 


Q Since the Vietnamese seem to be cooperating more 
in the discovery and return of missing Americans, is the 
Administration considering the opening of any kind of permanent 
liaison mission or any greater intensification of contacts with 
the Vietnamese on this question, beyond the six meetings a year? 
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6 well, on the -- Vietnam has offered to hold these 
high-level talks so as to resolve the POW/MIA issue. They've 
put the time frame within two years. We're studying this 
proposal. If it andicates a sincere desire on the part of the 
Government of Vietnam to move forward much more rapidly than in 
the past to resolve this long-standing issue, we would of 
course welcome that very much. We will follow up with the 
Vietnamese on this proposal. 


Now, concerning your question on the technical office 
in Hanoi, we have agreed with Vietnam to send American military 
experts to Hanoi to meet with their counterparts at least six 
times a year, as you know. The latest such meeting was last 
week. 


At the present time, there appears to be no need for a 
continuous technical presence in Hanoi. Were circumstances to 
change and Vietnam's cooperation to increase significantly so 
as to warrant more frequent, or even continuous, deployment of 
technical personnel, we would give this serious consideration. 
This would, of course, have no relation to the issue of 
diplomatic relations. 


Q What input does the Secretary expect to get from 
our Asian allies on the subject of MIAs? 


t We'll have to wait and see on that, Jean. I 
mean, obviously, it's an important issue, but I just don't -- I 
can't predict. 


Q Nobody asked for a copy of that. Can we have 
that previous remark? 


i} Yes. Uh-huh. 


Q Is there any more information on those released 
-- what the time frame is? 


You mean -- 
Q -—- the 26. 
6 -—- the 32. 


Q Thirty two. Twenty six bodies -- is it now 32 
bodies? 


f Well, the Vietnamese have announced that they 
would provide us with information on 32 -- 
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Q That's right. And 26 remains -- 


. -- men missing during the war. During the 
regular visit of the American POW/MIA technical team to Hano‘ 
the same time frame, July 3-6, the Vietnamese turned over to us 
information concerning 32 men. They said they would repatriate 
the remains of 26 men and would provide us with material 
evidence or information on the six others. 


We are very pleased at this development, which is in 
line with pledges made by Foreign Minister Thach in high-level 
negotiations since 1982. We appreciate this concrete 


demonstration of his expressed commitment to accelerate efforts 
to resolve this long-standing humanitarian issue. 


We look forward to continued rapid progress. If this 
information leads to the resolution of the cases of 32 men, it 
would represent the largest single step forward on this issue 
since 1975. 


Any other questions on this issue before we go on? 
Q Copy of that? 
oe Yes. 


Q We've already had high-level talks with the 
Vietnamese, so what is new in their proposal? 


a Well, the newness, I think, is the specifics of 
information concerning these 32 men. 


Q But they said that they proposed high-level talks 
to resolve the problem within two years. Can you elaborate 
exactly how they intend to do that? Just by giving more 
information within two years? 


6 We're studying the proposal. As I said, if we do 
come to the conclusion that it does reflect a sincere desire on 
their part to move forward, again, much more rapidly than they 
have in the past, then we we'll welcome it. 


Q In the stories from Hong Kong quoting officials 
with Secretary Shultz, it said that some of the names were 
those we knew to have been prisoners of war. So the question 
is, how could the Vietnamese just come up with these remains 
now, ten years later, if they already had them as prisoners? 


a I just don't have any information on that, Bernie. 
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Q Is the two-year time frame they proposed a 
realistic one? 


o Well, we'll have to see; we have to study this 
proposal carefully. I can't tell you at this point. 


Q What sort of role U.S. Department of State is 
playing. or has played, as part of the problem between the U.S. 
citizen and the daughter of an Indian diplomat concerns? (Sic) 
Are you aware of -—- 


i I'm not aware -- I have nothing for you on that. 
Q O.K. 


Q Does the Department think it would be a matter of 
concern if oil prices continue to drop? Would that be a matter 
of concern for the international financial community? 


6 I have no official reaction for you on the OPEC -- 


Q Have we encouraged any other countries to begin 
to fill their own strategic petroleum reserves? 


‘ Nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Mexican elections, 
and particularly the charges of voter fraud? 


‘ No. I understand that the official election 
results won't be coming in until July 14, so I real.y would 
reserve any commentary until the official results are in. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Miguel D'Escoto's 
announced hunger strike in Nicaragua to protest what he called 
the Reagan Administration's state-sponsored terrorism against 
his country? 


a No. 


Q A Californian suspected mass-murderer named 
Charles Ng was arrested in Canada on Saturday, and apparently 
the Canadians have a policy in effect of not allowing 
extradition back to any state where the death penalty is in 
effect. California very much wants to extradite this person 
back to California. 


Could the Department play any sort of role in helping 
California in this process? 
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‘ I jus‘ don't know. Let me look into that and see 
if there -- 
Q Would you take that? 
a Let me see if it's appropriate for us to take 


that question because it might involve jurisdictions in which 
we don't have a role. 





Q Do you have any comment on this rk Times 
story about the two Americans who were involved in fighting 
with the contras in Costa Rica, particularly their claims to 
the times that they flew from Fort Lavderdale with six tons of 
military supplies to aid the fight against Nicaragua? Is that 
a possible violation of the neutrality iaws, or are we looking 
into that in any way? 


6 Are these --— you said how many Americans? 

Q Two gave an interview to the Times. There were 
three, I believe, held by Costa Rican authorities. 

& No, not on -- there were civilians arrested in 
Costa Rica. 

Q Right. 

a Are these the same people you're talking about? 


Q Yes. Yes. 


6 Why are your leads so different than my leads? 
(Laughter) 


Q That's a good question. 


a If you are indeed referring to the detention of a 
U.S. and a British citizen in Costa Rica on charges of 
participating in cross-border attacks on Nicaragua -- 


Q Right. 


a —— we understand that the Costa Rican Government 
has detained the individuals because of possible violations of 
Costa Rican law, and we are checking with our Embassy in San 
Jose on this. The United States, of course, is interested in 
the detention of any U.S. citizen overseas and will make 
certain that the individual involved is accorded all rights 
under Costa Rican law. But beyong that, I don't really have 
much more to offer you. 
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Q These people were arrested sometime ago, and you 
had a comment about that at that time. What is new is they are 
saying that they flew from the United Sates with a plane 
loaded with six tons of military equipment to help them in 
their fight against the Sandinistas. 


My question is, is there any effort to look into 
whether or not this is a violation of the neutrality law? 


ra You know, it's the practice of our Customs 
Department to inspect shipments leaving the country, to the 
fullest extent possible with the available resources they 
have. And quite frankly, I'd ask you to direct your question 
to the Customs Department on this. 


Q Thank you. 


Q One last question on Lebanon before you go -- 
Could we swing back to the hostage question for one last moment? 


The effort to isolate the airport in Beirut, does that 
complicate efforts to free the seven Smericans who are still in 
Lebancn? 


6 I think our efforts to gain international 
cooperation in assuring that Beirut International Airport does 
not become a haven for hijackers and <errorists obviously is in 
accord with our basic policies against terrorism, of which the 
four* American hostages are the primary victims. So I don't 
see any contradiction in what we're doing. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 P.M.) 





CORRECTION: The Spokesman meant to say seven American hostages. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


REWARDS PAID FOR ASSISTANCE IN PROSECUTION OF HLJACKERS 


Question taken at noon press briefing of July 8, 1985 


Q. Has that reward (for assistance in the arrest and conviction 
of hijackers) ever been paid to anyone since it was put into 
business, since it was inaugurated? 


A. NO, NOT SINCE OCTOBER 19, 1984, WHEN THIS PARTICULAR PROGRAM WAS 


SIGNED INTO LAW. 








POSTED: 7/10/85 
TAKEN QUESTION 


CANADA: CALIFCSNIA'S ATTEMPT TO EXTRADITE NG 





Question taken at noon press briefing of July 8, 1985 


Q. Could the Department of State play any sort of role in 
helping the State of California in extraditing suspected 
mass murderer Ng from Canada? 


A. TO DATE, THE DEPARTMENT HAS NOT RECEIVED A REQUEST FROM THE 
DEPARIMENT OF JUSTICE ON BEHALF OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA FOR THE EXTRA- 
DITION OF MR NG. 

SHOULD THE DEPARTMENT RECEIVE SUCH A REQUEST, IT WILL BE PRO- 
CESSED IN THE CUSTOMARY MANNER IN ACCORDANCE WITH APPLICABLE STATUTORY 
AND EXTRADITION TREATY PROVISIONS. 

THE DEPARIMENT WILL NATURALLY BE DEEPLY INVOLVED IN PROCESSING 
ANY REQUEST FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. WE WILL WORK CLOSELY WITH THE 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ON THIS MATTER, AND WILL BE OFFERING OUR FULLEST 


COOPERATION. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #118 


TUESDAY, JULY 9, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. For the benefit of any 
newcomers, I am not Ed Lierejian, I'm not Chuck Redman, I'm not 
even Bernie Kalb. I'm Bob Smalley, Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Public Affairs. I'll be your briefer here today and maybe 
for another few days until we get our new act together. 


I'll start with an announcement. A reminder and a 
change in ground rules: Maureen Reagan, U.S. Representative to 
the World Conference to Review and Appraise the Achievements of 
the United Nations Decade For Women, will have an ON-—THE-RECORD 
briefing on the Nairobi conference today at 3:00 P.M. in this 
briefing room. And I'm advised that there are some reading 
materials available in the Press Room before that briefing 
takes place. 


We have a statement on Bolivian elections: We view 
with concern recent reports from Bolivia which indicate there 
could be a postponement of the July 14 elections. We trust 
that the Bolivians will resolve the problems they are 
confronting and carry out the elections in conformity with 
their laws. Any delay will only further aggravate Bolivia's 
severe economic and social crisis which demands the immediate 
attention of a newly-elected government. We would lament any 
development that may cause a reversal of the process to 
establish more firmly constitutional democracy in Bolivia and 
in the hemisphere. 


That's it, and I would be glad to try to take your 
questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report that the 
Soviet Union may be softening its opposition to Star Wars as 
part of the arms control talks? 


fe We do have a comment on Mr. Gorbachev's response 
to the letter from the concerned scientists. During the first 
two rounds of the negotiations in Geneva, U.S. negotiators have 
sought to realize the negotiating objectives set out in the 
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January 8 joint U.S.-U.S.S.R. statement. That statement 
committed both sides to work out effective agreements aimed at 
preventing an arms race in space and terminating it on earth, 
at limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and of strengthening 
strategic stability. 


General Secretary Gorbachev's letter to the Union of 
Concerned Scientists contains a restatement of Soviet goals in 
Geneva. 


We welcome Mr. Gorbachev's reaffirmation that the 
Soviet Union has the desire and the political will to realize 
the objectives of the January 8 agreement. 


If this indeed is the Soviet intention, the Soviet 
Union will find the U.S. a ready partner. We remain prepared 
to work at every level to bring these objectives to fruition 
and concrete agreements. 


Mr. Gorbachev also speaks about strengthening the ABM 
Treaty. The fact is that one of our primary goals in Geneva is 
to reverse the erosion of the Treaty that has taken place in 
recent years due to Soviet action such as the construction of 
the Krasnoyarsk radar, which is a violation of the ABM Treaty. 
Our delegation is also prepared to engage in serious 
discussions with the Soviet delegation in this area. 


Our positions regarding the Soviet Outer Space Treaty 
and a moratorium on anti-satellite weapons are a matter of 
record. Let me just reiterate that we do not believe an 
agreement which freezes a one-sided Soviet advantage in ASAT 
systems is either fair or will enhance stability. 


Q May we have a copy? 
is Yes. 
Q Do you have any comment on the report that there 


has been an informal feeler that the Soviets are willing to 
accept Star Wars? 


fa You're referring to the Les Gelb article in The 
New York Times? 





Q Yes. 


A Just one moment here, please. 


The color code confuses me. 








Anita, can you give me a guidance here? I'm rot 
familiar with Bernie's system here. Just one second. Thank 
you. 


The article appears to be based more on wishful 
thinking than reality. Apart from one early Soviet 
acknowledgement that a ban on research cannot be verified, 
there has been no turther sign from the Soviets giving effect 
to this point of view. 


Should the Soviets move in the direction of 
acknowledging in Geneva the permissibility of research, we 
would welcome it. Our position in Geneva has always been that 
research regarding strategic defense systems and systems 
components is permitted under the ABM Treaty. And because such 
research is desirable and cannot be monitored, it cannot be 
banned. This is a position which both sides agreed on in 1972 
when the ABM Treaty was negotiated, and as we have made clear 
repeatedly, SOl is a research program. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
is Yes. 


Q You're saying there was no informal questioning 
by the Soviets which led to the impression that they would be 
willing to accept some research? 


A The only point of departure that we have cited in 
the guidance is the one early Soviet acknowledgement that a ban 
on research cannot be verified. 


Q Well, that's what Gromyko supposedly said to 
Shultz back in January. Ils that what you're referring to? 


i) I think I better just stand on where I am. = Thank 
you. 


Q Sir, do you have any elaboration of the statement 
made by President Reagan asking the Bar Association to give the 
legal explanation or the legal side of counter-terrorism 
activities for the United States? 


a Yes, I do. Just one moment, please. 


Yesterday, the Pre ident said, and I quote: 





“We will act to indict, apprehend, and prosecute those who 
commit the kind of atrocities the world has witnessed in recent 
weeks." 


Beyond that, I have no further comment at this time. 
Q Can we have a copy of that? 
Yes. 


Q May I ask a related question? Right after the 
President's speech, a number of countries, among them Cube and 
Nicaragua, came out with very strong statements denouncing the 
President as “the worst terrorist in the history of mankind." 


Is there any U.S. comment in light of those kinds of 
accusations? 


i No, 1 don't think we would even dignify those 
with a response. 


Q Arlen Specter has a bill in that makes it 
possible to prosecute those people who kill American -- or 
kidnap American citizens overseas, because he contends, as I 
understand it, that there is no such law at the present time. 


Is Arlen Specter wrong? 


i I would refer you to the Justice Department for 
an answer on that, Lester. 


Q Well, I mean, you've made this statement that you 
were going to go out and prosecute, and so forth. That's what 
made me ask the question. If you're going to prosecute, how 
can you do it if there is no law under which you can prosecute 
them, sir? 


a It's the President's statement that I quoted -- 


Q Well, that's what I mean. I figured you might 
have asked about it. 


A I would refer you to the Justice Department for 
an answer to your question. 


Q Did you ask the Department of Justice, sir? 











Q Can you confirm reports or give us a comment on 
reports, I want to say, that the Soviet Union had withdrawn the 
SAM-5s from Syria and two-thirds of its advisers? 


ia No. I have nothing for you on that.. 


Q Can you take the question, please, and see if we 
can get anything on it. 


iz Yes, I think we can. Thank you. 
Q Thanks. 


Q Bob, do you have anything on the Libyan-Sudanese 
parley, the possibility of closer relations between them to the 
detriment of the U.S.? 


a Yes, I do. Just one minute here. Our views on 
Libya are well known, and we have shared them with the Sudanese 
leadership. We have received repeated assurances that any 
improvement in Sudan's relationship with Libya would not be at 
the expense of Sudan's ties with the United States. 


We have not seen the text of the protocol, and our 
information on the reported pact is sketchy. It is not clear 
what the exact status of the protocol is. We are conveying to 
the appropriate authorities in Khartoum our grave concern at 
the prospect of a military relationship between Sudan and 
Libya, emphasizing that such a relationship could only impact 
adversely on U.S.-Sudanese ties. 


Q Copy of that? 


is) Yes. 
Q Does that include economic aid? 
A On the matter of economic aid, it's really too 


early to reach any conclusions on what will happen to our 
bilateral aid programs in the Sudan. 


Q Does this statement mean that you consider the 
U.S.-Sudanese relations having higher priority to the 
Sudanese-Libyan relations as to Arab countries? 


i) I'm not quite sure I follow the thrust of your 
question. Will you repeat it, please? 





Q I, myself, understand this statement that it 
means that the U.S. Administration considers that the 
U.S.-Sudanese relations must have higher priority to 
Sudanese-Libyan relations. Am I right? 


4 We have said that any improvement in Sudanese 
relations with Libya must not be at the expense of their ties 
with the United States. We are simply saying that they cannot 
impair our relationship, and that we are emphasizing to them 
that a military relationship with Libya could only impact 
adversely on the ties between us. 


Q Has the Sudanese Government assured you that it 
will not affect the American, U.S.-Sudanese relations? 


fo I have nothing on that. 
Q Could we have a copy? 


A Yes. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Could that possibly have an adverse effect on 
military aid to Sudan from the United States --— not just 
economic -- which may be pending, or any future sales? 


ia I think it's too early to tell what impact this 
may have on any future relationships, economic or otherwise. 


Q But is military -- 


Q You had no forewarning from the American Embassy 
in Khartoum? 


a No, we did not. 


Q Back on her first question, is the aid 
relationship with Sudan under review? 


A I really can't answer that for you, George, but I 
presume that it will be when we see the full text of the 
protocol and have an opportunity to examine what the impact of 
this agreement might be. 


Q A new subject, if I may. There are reports that, 
I think it's a Mr. Palmer from the State Department is going to 
testify before a Congressional committee hearing on Friday in 
opposition to Congressman Crane's bill to erect a memorial to 
General Mihailovic who saved over 590 of our airmen. 


Is this true? And if so, have you checked with the 
President this time as you haven't before? 


f I have nothing for you on it. 

Q Well, 1 mean, is he or isn't he? 

A I have nothing for you. I don't know. 
Q Is it a secret -- 


A I have nothing for you on it. 


Could I follow up one? Senator Hatfield has been 
among many who have expressed a deep concern about an orchard 
of eyesore billboards that have been erected in Lafayette 
Square, which, as you know, is a memorial park to generals from 
France, Germany and Poland who served as volunteers in General 
Washington's army. These are not picket signs; they are 
billboards. And when public-spirited citizens of what they 
identify themselves as the “Lafayette Liberation League" tried 





to clean out this trash on the Fourth of July, the Park Service 
Police of the Department of the Interior made them return all 
the signs and the Interior Department's second-ranking officer, 
Mrs. John McLaughlin, wife of a famed newsman, has refused to 
answer questions about this outrage. 


Surely, these people from the Liberation League can 
count on the support of the State Department, can't they, Mr. 
Smalley? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q You have nothing -- nothing for me. (Laughter) 
This is “nothing day." 


Q Do you have anything on the Greek report of a new 
program to modernize the airport and increase security? 


i No. 


Q Bob, do you have any assessment or any comment on 
the effort to get allied support for closing down Beirut 
Airport? 


ig I might have something for you on that, Jim. 
Just one second here. Sorry for the delays, but I have not yet 
mastered this masterful book. 


As we stated yesterday, our objective in regard to the 
airport has been and remains the improvement of the security 
situation at Beirut International Airport. Our intention is 
not to punish Lebanon. It has been and remains our goal to see 
security at Beirut's airport improved. 


We are convinced that Beirut Airport has become an 
international problem as a haven for air piracy, for hijackers 
attacking planes of many nations, including Arab airliners, as 
well as those of the United States. 


As far as what has been done regarding the airport 
itself, it is not a matter of specifically satisfying the 
United States demands that is involved. ICAO and a number of 
international conventions, such as the Hague, Montreal and 
Tokyo Conventions, have set international standards to be 
observed in this matter. 


We are in touch with the Lebanese Government and other 
governments on how best to improve security at Beirut Airport. 








Q So do you have any comment on the plan announced 
by Mr. Rashid Karami, the Prime Minister of Lebanon, in 
Damascus about the security, in general, in Lebanon? 

. No, I do not. 


Q Do you have anything on the fact the Romanian 
airliner flew into Beirut today? 


a No, I don't. 


~-MORE-- 





10 


Q Do you have anything on King Hussein's statements 
regarding his policy on Beirut Airport? 


i No. 


Q Do the Soviets fly into the Beirut Airport? And, 
if so, how are we going to stop them? 


a I believe Aeroflot is one of the airlines that 
has flown in there. Whether they are at the current time or 
not, I'm not sure. But we are appealing for international 
support, as you know, trying to make the airport more secure. 
And I don't know what the answer is in regard to direct contact 
with the Soviets. 


Yes, ma'am. 


Q Yes. Do you have anythina on the reports out of 
the Middle East quoting a senior Lebanese Government source as 
saying that Syria could obtain the immediate release of the 
seven Americans and six other foreigners held in Beirut but 
that Syria is holding back “until the right moment"? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the seven? 
o No. 
Q Do you have any comment on the announ:<ment 


between Libya and Morocco about the establishment of a new 
council between them to achieve their union? 


i) No. 
Yes, ma'am. 


Q Since most of the Western allies have gone on 
record as saying they are not going to support our effort to 
isolate and boycott the airport, are we now discussing with 
them other ways to deal with the situation, or are we still 
trying to convince them to boycott the airport? 


i Well, I think the President and the White House 
have made it very clear that what we're trying to do is improve 
security at the airport, and that's what my statement of a 
moment ago stated. So I think I'll just stop with those 
remarks. Those are our objectives there, and that's what we're 
trying to achieve. 





Yes. 


Q So you're not satisfied with the measures that 
have been taken since the release of the hostages and any 
assurances that may have been forthcoming from the Lebanese 
Government or whoever is in authority? 


6 Not satisfied as to what? To the security of the 
airport? 


Q Yes -- including the measures that they took in 
the last few days of last week. 


is I think Ed said the other day that these steps, 
while welcome, are certainly not all-inclusive and there is 
much, much more to be done 


Q What exactly would you specify for the security 
of Beirut Airport that you think has not been taken? 


A Well, let me repeat what I just said a moment 
ago, that it's not exactly a matter of the United States 
setting out certain specifications. There are a number of 
international conventions -- there is the International Civil 
Aviation Organization -- that all set out standards to be 
followed in this sort of thing, and these are the standards 
that we feel must be met for a secure and safe airport 


Q Yes, but what's the minimum you're willing to 
settle for? 1 mean given all these standards, what is it that 
you would settle for? 


A For the standards that are specified in 
international conventions and by ICAO 


Yes. 


Q Just a quick question. To go back to terrorism a 
bit, Prime Minister Ghandi gave a fairly lengthy speech in 
which he said that the Indians had reason to believe that Sikh 
terrorists have been trained in the United States, Pakistan, 
and also Great Britain. 


In light of this, is the United States, one, taking 
any steps to shut down these kind of camps in the United 
States? And, two, has there yet been a formal Indian request 
for the extradition of these five to seven fellows that were 
picked up by the FBl in connection with the assassination plot? 


i) I'm sorry, but I don't have anything for you on 
either question 








12 


Yes, in the back. 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of the two 
American Congressmen to Nicaragua and Cuba and their warning to 
President Ortega to break ties with Cuba and the Soviet Union? 


a No. 


Q Sir, do you have any comment on reports that the 
United States maybe is considering withdrawing its bases and 
facilities from Greece to Turkey? 


“ No, nothing on that. 


Q Bob, a question to pose. How much leeway are you 
given as the Spokesman to have opinions of your own that are 
not given you from upstairs? Because it seems there's a marked 
contrast between you and Bernie. Bernie seems to have an 
enormous number of his own opinions, and you don't. I don't 
blame you, but I feel sorry ina sense. (Laughter.) You had 
to say, "I don't have anything for you" I think 47 times 
today And I just wonder: What is the policy? Could you 
explain to us? 


A 1 have nothing for you on that. (Laughter.) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:49 p.m.) 











TAKEN QUESTION POSTED: July 9, 1985 


: Can you confirm reports, or give us a comment on reports, 
hat the Soviet Union had withdrawn the SAM-5's from Syria and 
-thirds of its advisers? 


| a: I have nothing for you on that. 
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MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. I do not have any 
announcements or statements. I'll be happy to take your 7 
questions. 


Q Do you have anything on the Israeli raids near 
Tripoli on Palestinian positions today? 


A Yes, we do. Just one second. We've only seen 
the press reports, but obviously, as we have repeatedly said, 
we urge an end to all violence in Lebanon. 


Q Can you say what the status is of the Nuclear 
Cooperation Agreement between the Untied States and China? 


A Yes. Just one second, please. Ambassador 
Kennedy recently did continue discussions in Beijing on this 
subject in late June. 


Ambassador Kennedy accepted a long-standing invitation 
to visit the PRC to continue discussions pertaining to peaceful 
nuclear cooperation. The discussions were designed to clarify 
aspects of cooperation which would involve the implementation 


td an agreement for cooperation if entered into by the U.S. and 
the PRC. 


Substantial progress was made in clarifying the views 
of the two sides on non-proliferation affairs and the 
respective policies of the two sides. 


The question of whether the agreement will be signed 
soon is under examination. As a formal matter, the agreement 
will not be ready for signature until completion of the steps 
required by the Atomic Energy Act, as amended. 


As required, this agreement was negotiated with the 
concurrence of the Secretary of Energy and in consultation with 





the Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency. Now, 
the Director of ACDA must submit a nuclear proliferation 
assessment statement to the President and the text of the 
agreement must be submitted jointly by the Secretaries of 
Energy and State to the President with their views and the 
views of ACDA and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 


The President must then review the agreement, 
determine whether it will promote the common defense and 


security of the United States and decide whether to authorize 
it for execution. 


Q Copy? 

a Ralph? Yes. 

Q Would you anticipate that that process -- would 
it be possible for that process, bureaucratically, to take 
place before President Li visits Washington later this month? 


Aa { really don't want to speculate on the timing of 
it, Ralph. _ 


Q Can you tell us whether any of those processes 
have begun? 


A Well, I think the -- 

Q Or NRC or DOE? 

A That, I don't know; that, I don't know. But the 
implication of this statement is that we're certainly somewhere 
fairly well along the line in all of this. 

Q Doesn't it have to lie before Congress? 


a I'm sorry? 


doesn't it have to lie before Congress for -- 
without objection before it can be enacted? 


a I don't know the answer to that beyond what the 
procedure is described, as described here. 


Q May we have a copy of that statement, please? 
a Yes. 
Q Have you got an answer to whether the Soviets 


have transferred the SAM-5 missiles from Syria? 





a No, I do not. We can take that question. It is 
posted? Alright, sorry. It is posted. 


Q Do you have anything on the security plan for the 
Beirut Airport that was announced in Damascus yesterday? Does 
that meet the -- 


a Yes, I do. Just one second, please. I'm having 
my usual difficulty finding my way through the book here, but 
we do have something on it. Give me another minute, please. 
I'm sorry, I'm going to have to pass the answer unless Anita 
can give me a clue as to where to turn on this. 


I'll get back to you. Can I take another question? 


Q Can you confirm the report that the State 
Department is about to issue a report linking Nicaragua with 
the PLO, Iran and Libya? : 


A I can confirm that that report does exist or it 
is in preparation. Anita, I'm going to ask you for some help 
here, if I may, please. 


Let me answer the Beirut Airport question first, and 
then I'll come back to yours. We have seen the press reports 
but not the specific details, that is, of the Lebanese, Moslem 
and Druze leaders announcing plans to tighten security at 
Beirut Airport. 


, It should be pointed out, however, that there are 
internationally accepted standards of security for airports and 
international conventions which sets standards of behavior of 
government toward hijacking and hijackers. We also have our 
own standards set by the FAA. The ICAO has established 
international standards, and the Government of Lebanon, as a 
member of ICAO, has accepted these standards. 


The Government of Lebanon also is a party to the 
Hague, Montreal and Tokyo Conventions which call upon the 
governments to arrest and punish or extradite hijackers. 
Obviously, it is a W ful sign that the Lebanese are now 
giving attention to the security problem at Beirut 
International Airport. 


We have been having discussions with Lebanese 
officials on specific as well as general problems regarding the 
security situation at Beirut International Airport. Many of 
the security precautions which need to be taken are very 
standard: tight screening to keep passengers, visitors and 
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employees from bringing weapons into the airport, a complete 
ban on militias at the airport, improved physical security 
measures, such as good fences or walls, to protect the 
perimeter of the airport, and an effective security force which 
will take control of the airport and maintain control of the 
airport. 


The problem has not really been in knowing what the 


standards are. The problem has been to find the ability to 
enforce effective control and doing so on a sustained basis. 


I would emphasize once again that our intention is not 
to punish Lebanon but to guarantee the safety and security of 
international passengers? 


Q Copy? 
“ Yes. 


Q Can you bring us up to date at all on the efforts 
to get other countries to join our boycott? Do you expect any 
public statements of support later this week from Bonn? 


6 I have nothing on that. 


Q A related subject. Can you say if there are any 
efforts to indict by a grand jury the two hijackers, as 
reported in the Wall Street Journal? 


a No, I have nothing on that. 
—-—MORE-- 








Q What about that State Department report on 
Nicaragua? 


A O.K. Just one second: 


The State Cepartment is preparing an unclassified 
paper on the Sandinistas' ties to the PLO, Libya, and Iran. 
The report draws upon information from open source material not 
previously compiled into a single, concise paper. Copies of 
the report will be distributed as soon as it is ready. 


Q How soon will that be? 
A I have no idea. I really don't. 


Q There is a ship that's scheduled to leave South 
Carolina today with food and supplies for Beirut, and a South 
Carolina Congressman is asking that the State Department hold 
that ship hostage until either the murderer of the Navy diver 
is arrested or the remaining hostages in Lebanon are released. 


Can the State Department do that?— 


A Give me just a minute to find that. I think we 
do have a guidance on that. This is a ship that is bound for 
where? 


Q For Beirut. 
a For Beirut. 


Q A Greek freighter, but the supplies are part of a 
U.N. World Food Bank Program. 


is) The shipment to which you are referring is one 
being carried out under the World Food Program. The grain is 
destined to help the poorest and most needy in that strife-torn 
country. 


As we have said before, the policy of this 
Administration is not to seek to punish the people of Lebanon 
for the recent hijacking or the continued detention of our 
citizens. It is our policy to seek to bring justice to those 
terrorists responsible for these incidents. 


I am unable to discuss the details of our efforts, but 
this matter is being pursued vigorously. 


Q Mr. Smalley, just on a related thing to that, is 
the Department in favor of a House amendment that would ban all 





the American aid to Lebanon until the seven were returned? Is 
that helpful or unhelpful to the situation, in the view of the 
Department? 


A I don't have anything on that for you, Barbara. 
Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on a Soviet who defected 
recently in Athens? . 


a Yes. Soviet diplomat Sergei Bokhan, former First 
Secretary at the Soviet Embass’’, in Athens, is in the United 
States. He came here voluntarily. I have no comment on his 
current activities. 


Q Can I go back for a moment to the question on the 
ship? You said, “This matter is being pursued vigorously." I 
assume you were referring to the matter of dealing with the 
problem of hijacking and security in Lebanon and so on, but you 
left the impression, with me at least, that the matter of the 
ship is being pursued vigorously, even though you had just said 
in effect that the U.S. does not want to punish the people for 
whom that grain is intended. 


A Let me see if we can get a clarification of that 
for you, Ralph. 


Q Is that it on the Soviet defection? 


i) That's it, yes. 
Q You can't say when or what the circumstances were? 
a No. 
\ 
Q Why is he here? 
a No. 
Q Did he defect? 
3) He's here voluntarily. 
Q I mean, is he a defector? 
a He is a defector. 


It says in the statement, "Soviet diplomat Bokhan is 
in the United States. He came here voluntarily." 





Q Is he on a tourist visa, or what? 
(Laughter) 

a I don't know. 

Q Does he have a green card? (Laughter) 


Q Could I ask you, has the Department ordered 





Americans out of Pakistan or issued any kind of travel ban, and 


what's going on? 
a Yes. Just a second. 


The American Embassy in Islamabad is in contact with 
American citizens in the City of Quetta to keep them apprized 
of the security situation there. No Americans have been 
affected by violence there, and no formal travel advisory has 
been issued. 


Q Could you say how many Americans are there? Do 
you have any idea? 


a No. I only understand that Quetta is a very 
small and remote place, so I would have to believe that the 
number is fairly small. 


Q Bob, do you have any comment on a published 
report that the Reagan Administration has requested Israel to 
prevent the travel of five Palestinian women to the Nairobi 
Conference? 

a No, I do not. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can you enlighten us as to why the Greek 
Ambassador was here this morning? Was he here to talk about 
security at the Athens airport? 


a I don't really know what he was here to discuss, 
so I'll just have to stand on that. 


-— MORE -- 





Q Have you received a protest from the Greek 
Government on the United States not lifting the travel advisory? 


a Not to my knowledge. The protest from -- (to 
staff) have we received a protest from Greece? 


Yes, we have. Sorry. 


Q Can you tell us anything more about the protest? 

Q Do you have any comment? 

Q Do you have any response? 

a Take the question on the response. 

Q Was that today? 

a I don't know. (turning to staff) Yes, it was 
today. 

Spence? 

Q Do you have any comment on the approval by the 


House of Representatives of the $5 million aid to Cambodia, 
military and economic assistance? 


a Yes. Just one second here. 


The United States has since 1979 supported efforts by 
the Association of Southeast Asian nations to end the 
Vietnamese occupation of Cambodia. The non-Communist Cambodian 
resistance forces are an important part of ASEAN strategy in 
providing an alternative to Communist rule in Cambodia under 
either Vietnam or the hated Khmer Rouge. 


We welcome the overwhelming bipartisan support shown 
by the House in its vote July 9 in favor of legislation 
authorizing $5 million in economic and military assistance to 
the non-Communist Khmer Rouge -- to the non-Communist Khmer 
resistance forces. 


This vote sends a powerful signal to ASEAN, to 
Cambodians and to Hanoi of America's determination to oppose 
aggression and support freedom. A similar provision has 
already been adopted by the Senate. They provide the 
flexibility we have sought in enabling legislation to provide 
the assistance we believe most appropriate. 





We are considering a program of economic assistance to 
the non-—Communist Cambodian resistance forces. In light of 
ASEAN's leading role on the Cambodian issue and the fact that 
adequate weapons are currently available to the non-—Communist 
resistance forces, we do not now plan to provide this kind of 
assistance. We —— excuse me. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes. 
Q Is there more? 


i) Well, I was just going to add that we are aware, 
of course, that some Congressmen have expressed concern that 
this assistance could not be kept out of the hands of the 
Communist Khmer Rouge, and to that concern we would say that we 
are fully confident that U.S. assistance to the non-—Communist 
resistance to be provided under the new authority will not 
reach the Khmer Rouge. The non—Communists and the Khmer Rouge 
operate in-different areas, and their civilian supporters 
inhabit separate camps. 


Q If the State Department -- on the ship again, if 
the State Department were to decide that it could be its policy 
to hold this ship, is that within the legal guidelines of the 
State Department, and could we do that considering that the 
ship is part of an international food program? 


a Let me look into that for you. 


Q Do you have any assessment that -- about Sudan, 
Libya -— a new assessment, and will the military maneuvers 
which is supposed to go ahead between the United States and 
Sudan -- will be on schedule? 

a There has not really been any change in the 


situation since our comments of yesterday. We have not had any 
official comments from the Sudanese Government concerning the 
protocol. 


Our assistance programs ntinuing as planned. It 
is premature to speculate on how the protocol would affect 
them, just as it is also too early to interpret the 
significance of the protocol. 


As I said yesterday, we will be discussing with the 
Sudanese the status of the agreement and our concerns, but we 
do not have a copy of the agreement yet as it was signed. 
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Q What about the military maneuvers which supposed 
to take place soon? 


4a I think I would refer you to the Pentagon on that. 


Q Did you have any comment on the hitting of Iraqi 
missile of a tanker in the Gulf? 


4 No. 
Q Any more information? 
4 No, I don't. 


Q Is there anything you can tell us about the 
Armacost meeting with the South African black leader today, and 
the second meeting that's being held with Assistant Secretary 
Crocker? The purpose of the meeting? 


a I don't have a formal guidance on it, but it's my 
understanding that the South African black is a prominent 
vesistance* leader, and he's here on a USIA grant, I believe, 
and it's really all I know about it. 


Q Do you have anything new on the Bolivian 
elections? 


a Not really anything new. There's been some 
confusion, really, on when the elections will be held. There 
were -— we saw press reports, as you no doubt did this morning, 
that a spokesman for the Administration there stated that they 
would be held as planned on this coming Sunday, July 14, but we 
are unable to confirm that, so we'll just have to take the 
question and let you know when we receive something more 
definitive. 


Q Thank you. 


* Correction: The South African black is a prominent 
opposition leader. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, JULY 11, 1985, 12:32 P.M. 
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MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. As some of you may 
know, Mr. Richard Phillips, who served as head of the State 
Department's Press Office and a senior Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Public Affairs in the 1960's, died on June 28. A 
memorial service will be held for Mr. Phillips on Wednesday, 
July 17, at 10:30 a.m. at the Metropolitan Memorial Methodist 
Church, Nebraska and New Mexico Avenues, Washington, D.C. 


That's it for announcements. Be glad to take your 
questions 


Q Do you have anything on krytrons falling into the 
hands of the Pakistanis for use at their supposedly secret 
nuclear facility? 


4 Yes, we do PBC's story on this subject was 
sourced to intelligence agencies, and we do not comment on such 
accounts. Our concerns over Pakistan's nuclear activities are 
a matter of public record. We repeatedly have drawn these 
concerns to the attention of the Pakistan Government at the 
highest level 


The Pakistan Government is well aware of these 
concerns and has assured us that it has no intention of 
acquiring a nuclear explosive capability 


Q Have you raised your concerns recently with them? 

iS We have raised them repeatedly. 

Q You have said in the past that you have received 
the assurances and that you -- words to the effect that you 
take those assurances at their face value. You didn't suggest 
anything about that today. Is there -- do you have some doubt 


about those assurances you've received? 





ra I will only say that they have assured us that 
they have no intention of acquiring an explosive capability, 
and I'll stand there. 


Q Is there any indication they have these devices, 
because that would be against American law, wouldn't it? 


a I have nothing on that, Bernie. Sorry. 


Q What can you tell us about the arrest of a 
Ghanian citizen in connection with a spy incident in Ghana? 


& Yes. One moment, please. I understand that 
there has been an arrest, or arrests, on espionage charges 
anvolving Ghana. A press release is being made available by 
the FBI today. 


Apart from that, I can offer no further comment as the 
matter involved is pending criminal court action. You will 
have to seek anything additional from the FBIl1. 


Q What is the status of U.S. relations with Ghana? 
How would you characterize them? 


6 I don't have any characterization of them at 
hand, but as far as I know they're reasonably good. 


Q Can we come back just a second to Pakistan 
again? Is there any change in the flow of U.S. military 
supplies to Pakistan either in connection with the matter you 
were asked about a moment ago or in connection with the 
situation in Afghanistan? 


fo If change in flow refers to the subject of air 
defense package, I have something for you on that. 


In response to repeated violations of Pakistan's air 
space and territory by communist aircraft operating from bases 
in Afghanistan, the President has approved and expedited 
delivery to Pakistan of Sidewinder air-to-air missiles, 
previously on order, as well as a number of basic Stinger 
ground-to-air missiles and technical assistance aimed at 
shoring up Pakistan's ability to detect and deal with these air 
threats. 


As you are aware, these violations have led to 
numerous deaths among civilians in Pakistan and to the 
destruction of property We have dcplored these attacks and 
call upon the Soviet Union again to halt these attacks. 








Q Can we have a copy of that? 


. Yes. 


~-MORE-- 











Q It seems last year at this time there was 
discussion about selling the Pakistanis a -- what is it called, 
a P-2? -- the Navy's version of the AWACS. Do you have 
anything on that? 


Q E2c. 


A No, I don't. Oh, yes, I do. Is the E2C Hawkeye 
included in this package? The answer is no. 


Q The Sidewinder -- I'm sorry, the Stingers -- were 
they previously ordered and approved by Congress? 


A The Sidewinder was previously on order, and the 
Stinger, I believe, was previously on order, but I don't really 
have a clear definition of that. 


Q Could you give us any figures in terms of the 
size of the -- 


f Wait a second -- just a second -- 


Q -- in terms of the size of the sale or the number 
of weapons involved? 


Q Can I get my follow-up question? 
a Yes. 


Q Can you just ask if the Stingers have been 
approved previously, or is this an emergency shipment bypassing 
the 30 days? 


A 1 will see what I can learn on that. Yes. 
Ralph? 


Q Do you have anything in terms of details by way 
of a follow-up question on the number of weapons involved or 
the amount of money involved? 


fa No. I can't give you anything on the number of 
items involved. We believe that the air defense package we are 
providing is an appropriate response to the threat that is 
faced by Pakistan. 


As to the amount of dollars, the figure $8.5 million 
was in the paper this morning, and I would not dispute that. 


Q Does that include training as well, in use of the 
weapons? 











a Jim, I don't have anything for you on that. I 
don't know. 


Q Can you bring us up to date if there has been any 
progress in decision-making on whether there will be an 
agreement to sign when President Li comes here on nuclear 
exchange with China? 


A No. I don't have anything in addition to what we 
said yesterday on this subject. 


Q Mr. Smalley, is there any reaction to statements 
by the Ambassador of Lebanon this morning that the imposition 
of U.S. sanctions against the Beirut Airport would strengthen 
terrorists in the region and weaken friends of the United 
States? 


ia No. I don't have any reaction to that. 

Q Do you have anything further after two weeks from 
any of our allies on closing down the airport and boycotting 
MEA? I mean, it's two weeks, I think, now -- 


f No. I1 have nothing further. Nothing further 
today. 


Q Anything today on the seven? 

be No. 

Q Do you have anything on The New York Times' story 
this morning that Soviet General Chernov said that they would 


be willing to have a 25 percent cut in warheads as well as 
missiles? 





bs Yes, I do. We would welcome any flexibility on 
the part of the Soviet Union. As we have made clear 
repeatedly, our negotiators have been given a positive mandate 
in Geneva. They have made positive and constructive proposals 
for reductions, and they have been given great flexibility. 


If the Soviets are flexible, the place to show it is 
in Geneva. We will reserve any judgment until they have put 
specifics on the table, and if they are serious, they should do 
so. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Are you saying they haven't put anything on the 
table like this? 


o I will just have to stand where I am. 


Q Just a quick follow-up then: Both Stevens and 
Nunn today up on the Hill were urging the Soviets that if they 
showed some sort of flexibility that the United States really 
was prepared to scrap large portions of the SDI program. 


a I don't have any reaction to that. 


C Concerning The Times story of two days ago, you 
described as “wishful thinking" the suggestion that the Soviets 
may now be ready to be flexible concerning SDI. And according 
to the paper today, the explanation for that, according to a 
Department official, was that we hadn't gotten all our 
reporting in from Geneva, and that's why you dismissed it as 
wishful thinking because you weren't up to speed on it. 


Do you stand by your statement of -- 

‘ Yes, I do. 

Q -- Tuesday that it was wishful thinking? 
6 I stand by my statement of Tuesday. 


Q Mr. Smalley, at a small gathering of reporters, 
Senator Lugar yesterday said that -- and he said it just flat 
out as a statement -- that there had been indications from the 


Soviet Union of an apparent willingness t»% make concessions, 
and that in fact they were for the first time talking about 


SDI, prepared to accept some kind of accord that included 
research for SOl. 


6 I don't have any comment on his remarks. Sorry. 


Q Bob, to clarify, are you commenting only on what 
is on the table, or are you including in your “wishful 
thinking" discussions that may take place on the cocktail 
circuit? 


fA I'm not going to get into the confidentiality of 
the negotiations, Jim. 


Q Do you have any comment on what effect the 
legislation approved by the House concerning Angola yesterday 
will have on American policy toward that country? 








“ Yes, I do. This Administration has long 
supported repeal of the Clark Amendment, which we view as an 
inappropriate and counter-productive constraint on the 
President's ability to conduct foreign policy and achieve our 
diplomatic goals. 


We would note that further Congressional action is 
required to repeal the Amendment, since the actions of the 
House and of the Senate are attached to different bills. That 
said, we are, nevertheless, pleased that both houses of 
Congress have now acted to remove this Amendment. 


As to whether we plan to assist rebels -- the UNITA 
rebels --— in Angola, there are no plans to do so, and no such 
decisions have been taken 

Q May we get a copy of that? 

io Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:43 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July ll, 1985 


PAKISTAN: SALE OF STINGER MISSILES 





Q: The Sidewinder -- I'm sorry, the Stingers -- were they 
previously ordered [for Pakistan] and approved by [the U.S.] 
Congress? Can you just ask if the Stingers have been approved 
previously, or is this emergency shipment bypassing the 30 days? 
A: --THE STINGERS WERE NOT PREVIOUSLY ORDERED. FORMAL 

NOTIFICATION TO CONGRESS OF THE SALE WAS NOT REQUIRED AS 

THE SALE DOES NOT EXCEED THE $14 MILLION THRESHOLD FOR 

MAJOR DEFENSE EQUIPMENT ABOVE WHICH FORMAL NOTIFICATION IS 


NECESSARY. HOWEVER, THE PROPOSED SALE WAS DISCUSSED WITH 


APPROPRIATE MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AND CONGRESSIONAL STAFFERS. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. I do not have any 
statements or announcements, so I'll take your questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Beirut Radio 
report that reveals the name of the two hijackers and says that 
they'll be prosecuted? 


i) $, I do. Well, I thought I did here. Just one 
minute, please 


We have heard the names that have been mentioned, and 
we would not quarrel with tnose names. 


But in regard to that, let me add that, as is wel] 
known, President Reagan publicly has called on the Lebanese 
authorities to bring these terrorists to justice, and we are 
Pleased to see the Lebanese announcement and consider it a step 
forward We would applaud whatever progress the Lebanese 
authorities would mate on this pressing matter. 


We will be watching with close interest to see what is 
now actually done to prosecute them. 


Q Do you have any confirmation this was done? 
There's some question atout the reliability of that radio 
report. Have you got independent confirmation from your 
Embassy? 


i) Confirmation of? 


Q That, in fact, there is some process underway to 
bring people to justice. There's also questions now being 
raised about whether there are any new names involved here. 


i) Well, let me answer two questions that are 
implicit in yours, I think. One is: have we been in touch with 
Lebanese authorities? And the answer it, we have been in touch 
with appropriate Lebanese authorities on the issues of the 


7~ 





terrorists as well as airport security, and we assume that the 
Ministers of Justice and Transportation are involved in the 
Lebanese Government's consideration of these issues. 


Now, on the question of whether we have asked for 
extradition, we have asked that the judicial process be carried 
out, and we have reminded the Lebanese Government of its 
international obligations under the Hague and Montreal 
Conventions to either prosecute or to extradite the terrorists. 


Q Is that a matter -- well. you don't have a choice 
between those two alternatives? You prefer to have them back? 


a I'll only say that we have reminded the 
government to carry out its obligations. 


Q Do you attach any significance to the fact that 
the announcement was dropped from subsequent news casts 
following the 11:00 a.m. newscast in which it was first 
announced? 


if No, don't have anything on that, George. 


Q Reuters has a story saying the whole story is not 
true essentially. 


id Nothing beyond what I've given you, Bernie. 
Don't have anything on it. 


Q Party pooper. 


(Laughter). 


Q Any further information on the seven hostages 
still in Lebanon? 


a Well, you may be aware of a press report that 
some indirect contact had been attempted on their behalf. I 
will not comment on this particular report. But as we have 
said repeatedly, we -- the U.S. Government -- are making every 
effort we can to obtain the release of the remaining American 
hostages in Lebanon. 


Our contacts include factional leaders as well] as 
Lebanese authorities and other governments in the area. We 
feel that quiet but active diplomacy is the most effective 
means of securing the safe release of all of those who are 
being held hostage 


We do not believe that it would help obtain this goal 
for us to go into further details about our efforts. 








Q Do you have any comment on the bombing in Kuwait, 
and does it have any connection with the bombing of your 
Embassy a couple of months ago? 


a Just one moment. 

Q Can we have a copy of your initial remarks on the 
hostages? 

o Yes. 


We strongly condemn and deplore the bombings that 
occurred in Kuwait yesterday, and we extend our sympathy to the 
families of the innocent victims. The bombings demonstrate 
once again that the United States is not the only victim of 
terrorism; Arab countries are victims as well. 


This whole episode underlines the need for 
international cooperation to combat the scourge of terrorism, 
and we hope that those guilty of the bombings will be brought 
to justice. The organization “Black June” has reportedly 
claimed responsibility for the bombings. We have no 
indications that any American citizens were in the restaurants 
when the bombings occurred. 


Now, what was the second part of your question, please? 

Q Can ? have a copy, first, of that? 

6 Yes. 

Q And do these groups or these bombings have any 
connection with the bombing of your Embassy a couple of months 
ago in Kuwait? 


a ] have nothing for you on that 


Q Can you give us an update on the efforts to get 
international support for the boycott? 


‘ Yes, just a second. 


We have been in touch with European governments, as 
well as a number of other countriés, regarding the severe 
threat to international civil aviation coming from Beirut 
airport. The contacts and the discussions are ongoing. 


1 do not want to comment on the specifics of our 
diplomatic exchanges, but I think it is fair to say that there 
is a considerable understanding abroad of the problem 





Q Sir, does this Administration intend to verify 
the news coming from Brussels that Israel got 40 tons of 
uranium by illegal ways? 


a We do have something for you on the uranium 
story. We understand that the International Atomic Energy 
Agency, EURATOM, Luxembourg, the United Kingdom and France all 
have discussed this case, and that it is being properly 
addressed in accordance with international safeguards 
procedures governing the export of depleted uranium. 


We are always concerned that proper safeguards 
procedures are followed in connection with the export of 
nuclear materials, particularly when there is a transfer to a 
non-nuclear weapons state which is not a party to the NPT. 
The U.S. has not exported any nuclear materials to Israel for 
nuclear purposes since the enactment of the Nuclear 
Nonproliferation Act of 1978. 


Now, as to whether the United States exported any 
depleted uranium to Israel for non-nuclear purposes, we have 
exported some depleted uranium to Israel] in fabricated form to 
be used in conventional weaponry and in the form of 
counterweights for jet passenger aircraft Exports of pre- 
fabricated parts for non-nuclear, conventional munitions are 
carefully controlled and are required to be licensed under the 
Arms Control Export Act. 


We do not have information about specifically what 
Israel did with this depleted uranium, but we do know that they 
have used depleted uranium in the past for penetrators for 
conventional armor-piercing munitions. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

fs Yes. 

Q Do you any updating on the case of the krytrons 
that were shipped to Israel? 

6 No. 

Q This has been a closed file now, or what? 

fe I just have nothing further for you on it. 

Q Was the quantity mentioned correct? 

a I can't confirm that that it was. Sorry, don't 


know 





Q Don't know? 
o Yes. 


Q Do you have anything on last night's report that 
senior Administration officials are reviewing the policy 
banning assassinations as a counter-terrorist tactic? 


ra Yes. U.S. policy has always included the 
consideration of a wide range of options in countering 
terrorist activities. As Secretary Shultz stated back in 
October 1964, we must be willing to use military force to 
combat terrorism. Thus, the recognition of the possible use of 
militery force is not new. 


While the consideration of military force remains an 
option, this does not mean it is the appropriate measure in 
each and every case. Other options will be employed as 
appropriate and necessary. However, in regard to the specific 
question of assassinations, this is absolute nonsense; we are 
not considering it. It is U.S. policy not to engage in 


assassinations. 
Q Copy? 
be Yes. 


Q Mr. Smalley, the State Department's Mr. Palmer 
testified this morning on Capitol Hill that, “The 
Administration,” in his words, “The Administration is against 
HR 77 to build a memorial to General Mihailovic," despite Mr. 
Reagan's statement in writing 1 have here, which mentions 
"General Mihailovic is the faithful Allied commander 
and the first anti-Nazi leader in Europe. I wish it could be 
said that this great hero was the last victim of confused and 
senseless policies of Western governments in dealing with 
communism. The fact is that others have suffered a fate 
similar to his by being embraced, and then abandoned, by 
Western governments in the hope that such abandonment will 
purchase peace or security." End of quote from Mr. Reagan. 


Could you tell us whether the State Department 
testimony this morning was made wit! the knowledge and consent 
of the President, or not? Or isn't the question of whether you 
consulted with the President important enough for comment? 


id I just have nothing for you on that. 


Q It's not important enough 





Could I follow up -- 


5 No, I didn't say that. I said I have nothing for 
you on it 


Q But how come? I mean, this is a logical question 
to ask, whether the State Department had consuited with the 
President before going up there and saying “the 


Administration,” because there are Congressmen -- three 
Congressmen claimed that you are misrepresenting the 
Administration 

“ I just have nothing for you on it, Lester. 
Sorry 


Q I'd like to go back to it if I could. 


Q What is the U.S. position on proximity talks with 
the Vietnamese on Cambodia?’ 


& The Secretary has addressed that in his press 
conference and in statements during his travels over the last 
few days. and 1 think I'l] just refer you to his words on the 
subject 


Spence 
Q Was that today. this morning? 


:) He had a press conference this morning, and I'm 
not sure whether he covered that particular point, but he 
certainly did yesterday 


Q What is the State Department's position on the 
anti-abortion phase of the Foreign Aid bill and its effect on 
relations with China? 


“ I was afraid you were going to ask me that 
(Smiling) 

Q Why are you afraid?’ 

a It was meant to be funny, Lester. Sorry. 


We have made clear to the Chinese Government our view 
that coercive methods of family planning are not acceptable 
Chinese Government officials have also stated that they oppose 
coercion and that China's family planning policy is based on 
voluntarism They have acknowledged, however, that abuses have 





occurred. We believe that more information about how that 
policy of voluntarism is carried out could help alleviate the 
concerns expressed by many Americans about the reported 4buses 
in China's family planning program. 


Our view of the situation is further described in the 
annual Human Rights Report issued this past February. 


As to whether we think this amendment will affect 
President Li's visit to the United States, we note that 
President Li himself apparently stated that he did not expect 
this matter to affect his visit. We have constructive 
relations with China in many areas, and we are looking forward 
to his visit We value our ties with China, and we expect that 
there will be further advances in those ties as a result of 
President Li's visit. 


Q Copy, please? 


“ Yes. 

Q To follow up, does the Administration plan to 
stop funding the United Nations fund for population activities? 

A I have nothing for you on that. 

Q Do we know anything further about the status of 


the hijackers? The story said that the Lebanese Government 
apparently was willing to prosecute them, but it wasn't clear 
as to whether they were in custody and that plan could be 
carried out. 


‘ No, I don't have anything further on that than 
what I've already stated, but I have been handed a note here 
which says, “We cannot confirm the accuracy of the Lebanese 
radio story to which you referred a moment ago, only that we 
welcome action if this is true. There is no word from our 
Embassy on this issue." 


Q Are you asking? 
6 I'm sure we are. 
Q Can you give us a description of the “Black June” 


organization, who it represents, what line it follows? 


A No Unfortunately, I can't. I don't have 
anything on it 


Ralph 





Q Can I ask you about the South Africa vote on the 
Hill? Do you have any comment on the measures approved by 
either or both the House and Senate? 


a Yes. The Lugar-Dole bill on South Africa that 
passed the Senate July 11 contains both positive and negative 
provisions. We welcome those provisions that increase the role 
of the United States in promoting change in South Africa and 
that commend U.S. companies for their efforts supporting change 
away from apartheid. 


We also welcome the fact that many of the more extreme 
sanctions being discussed were not adopted, and we were pleased 
to note that the much more restrictive House bill was 
decisively defeated in the Senate. 


We continue to believe, however, that sanctions 
against South Africa are the wrong way to bring about the 
changes we all desire to see there. We have opposed punitive 
sanctions in both the House and Senate bills, many of which are 
harmful to blacks in South Africa and punish U.S. companies. 


These sanctions will not increase U.S. influence on 
the pace and direction of change in South Africa, and will 
reinforce those elements there that are most opposed to such 
change. 


We will, therefore, continue to oppose these sanctions 
as Congressional action continues. We will continue our policy 
of using U.S. influence to promote movement away from apartheid 
in South Africa, a reduction in regional violence, independence 
for Namibia under U.N. Security Council Resolution 435, and the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


a Yes. 


-- MORE -- 





Q While we're on the Hill, do you have any comment 
on the House action on aid to the Cambodian rebels beyond what 
there was yesterday? 


. No. I don't have anything new on that. Sorry. 


Q On the House action on Mozambique, do you have 
any reaction to that Mozambique resolution? 


A Yes. We very strongly oppose this action and are 
particularly astonished that it comes at a time of rapidly 
improving relations with Mozambique. Mozambique is a country 
which is suffering the effects of violence, drought, and 
economic crisis. Mozambique is also undertaking the economic 
reforms which our assistance has been designed to encourage. 


The House action, furthermore, runs counter to the 
President's policy in southern Africa and our commitment to 
peace and development in the region. Our policy toward 
Mozambique has been carefully coordinated with our allies and 
the parties in the region, and it deserves the full support of 
all Americans. We will work forcefully to seek a restoration 
of the funds and the authorities prescribed in the House action 
of July 11. 


Q Copy? 
Q Can we have a copy? 
be Yes. 


Q What have you got today on the Ghana spy case? 


i) The arrests of Mrs. Scranage and Mr. Soussoudis, 
as indicated in the FBI's press release yesterday and in the 
documents presented to the court at their arraignment, clearly 
indicate that this whole matter is intelligence-related. 


As you know, our policy is not to comment on 
intelligence matters. Furthermore, the matter is now under the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts, and it would be 
inappropriate for the Department to comment on it for that 
reason alone. 


Our bilateral relations with Ghana have been good, and 
we assume that they will continue to be. We are posting a 
statement on that for your information. 


Q Let me ask you something on the Foreign Aid 
bill. I mean, given the unhappiness of the Department with 
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many of the restrictions written into the authorization bill, 
is it the Administration's hope that this bill will actually go 
through the Congress? Or is its preference, as has been the 
case in recent years, that there not be an authorization bill 
and that the funding continue on the -- through the 
appropriation process on the continuing resolution? 


A I think, Bernie, I'm just going to have to pass 
an answer on that, because it is still in the works. The 
President does reserve the right to submit a supplemental 
request, of course. So I think I'd better stop there. 


Q Sir, could you be more specific on the help 
Israeli extended to the United States during the hijacked plane 
crisis which is mentioned in the letter from President Reagan 
to Mr. Peres, the Prime Minister of Israel? 


A I'm sorry. Would you repeat your question? 


Q There is a part in this letter from President 
Reagan to Mr. Peres, thanking Israel or expressing appreciation 
for the help Israel extended to the United States during the 
hijacked plane crisis. Would you be more elaborate or specific 
about what Israel has done during this crisis? 


fe No. I have no amplification on the President's 
statement. 


Barbara? 


Q On a completely different subject, is there any 
Administrative reaction to the vote in the OAS last night that 
came out in support of Nicaragua? 


6 Yes. Just one minute. Are you referring to the 
resolution passed yesterday by the Permanent Council of the OAS 
dealing with -- 


Q Costa Rica. 
A Pardon me? 


Q Dealing with Costa Rica and the Nicaraguan border 
incursions. 


6 The Nicaraguan attack? Yes. 


The resolution approves the report issued by the OAS 
Commission that investigated the May 31 incident in which two 
Costa Rican civil guardsmen were killed. The report clearly 
establishes that the Sandinistas were responsible for the 
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incident as the Costa Ricans charged, and the Council's 
resolution repudiates the events occurring on May 31. 


We are also pleased with the resolution's provisions 
calling for the Contadora Group to redouble its efforts to 
reach a comprehensive, verifiable agreement. As you know, 
Nicaragua walked out of the last Contadora meeting which was to 
have considered a compromise proposed by Mexico, Venezuela, 
Colombia and Panama. The OAS resolution is a call on Nicaragua 
to negotiate seriously. 


Coming back to the incident in question, the text of 
the report leaves no other possible conclusion that Nicaragua 
was responsible for the attack. It states that the firing 
which inflicted the casualties came from the Nicaraguan side of 
the border. The Sandinista military commander for that region 
is quoted as saying his troops occupied positions directly 
across the river on the day of the attack. He also says his 
troops fired across the river from those positions at exactly 
the time the patrol reported it was under fire. 


During the debate on the resolution yesterday in OAS, 
the Nicaraguan representative refused to address the comments 
of the Sandinista military commander . 


Q But, Mr. Smalley, just to follow that a little, 
the thing that I don't understand in your statement is that, 
Given that the report said there's no other possible conclusion 
that can be drawn other than that Nicaragua was culpable in 
this, the Costa Ricans had tried to get the Permanent Council 
to denounce Nicaragua based on the facts of this report, and 
they refused to do so In fact, they passed a consensus 
resolution that in fact did not condemn Nicaragua at all for 
this, and that's more what I'd like your response to than to 
the report 


6 Well, I just don't have anything further for you, 
Barbara, than what I've given you here on it. 


Q Is the Administration in some way dismayed that. 
given the facts of this particular case, that there wasn't 
stronger OAS action taken? 


i I really don't have an answer for you on that 
Sorry 


Q Congresswoman Bentley, who, as you probably know, 
is a former reporter in Baltimore, said this morning on the 
Hill, “It is reprehensible that we're still hearing Klugman's 
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material" -- that was the friend of Philby. as you know -- “and 
that the State Department swallows that Communist line.” 


Do you care enough about Congresswoman Bentley to 
comment? 


‘ Well, I have a great respect for Congresswoman 
Bentley, but I don't know the matter to which she was 
referring, so 1 have -- 


Q Well, that's what she said this morning. 
‘ -- nothing for you. 


Q Could 1 also ask, Congressman Gingrich declared 
today that, “We have a State Department in contradiction with 
the President." Do you care enough about him to comment? 


A I have nothing for you. 


Q One last follow-up. Does the State Department 
have any explanation of why, after the war, after it had been 
investigated carefully, President Truman on recommendation of 
General Eisenhower awarded the Legion of Merit to Mihailovic 
but not to Tito, and why the State Department ordered this 
classified until 1967? And will you recommend that Tito get a 
posthumous award for Legion of Merit, or don't you think that 
would stand scrutiny? 


io Oh, 1 don't think that's for me to recommend. but 


Well, I mean, will the State Department? 


Q 
Q Do you have anything -- 
Q You won't 


. -- on the report in the Washington Post that the 


front-running candidate for the President of Honduras has 
called for removal of contra bases in that country? 


a I think only to say that that is really an 
internal political matter, and we would not have any comment on 
it at the present time 


Q Another question The Haitian Government has 
called a referendum for July 22, which would legalize political 
parties, which is something the United States has urged, and it 
would also call for Duvalier to remain as President for life 
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The opposition in Haiti is urging a boycott. Do you have any 
comment on this referendum, and, if not, could you take the 
question and -- 


o I'll look into it. 

Yes? 

Q To go back to the hijackers for a moment, when 
Secretary Shultz said a week or so ago that our Justice 
Department knows the identities of the two hijackers and you 
say this morning, “We would not quarrel with the names reported 
by Beirut Radio,” does this in fact mean that the Secretary and 
Beirut Radio are referring to the same two guys? 

is That I don't know I do not know. 

Q Mr. Smalley -- 

Yes. 


Q Will you -- can you take the other question -- my 
other question on “Black June,” the “Black June” organization? 


é Yes. 


Q Could you amplify at all on this press report you 
alluded to concerning the seven? You said there was an 
indirect contact attempted’ 


‘ lt was a piece, I think, in the meshington tires 
this morning, George. Let me see whether I can be any more 
specific 


It simply indicated that some kind of indirect contact 
had been made with those holding the remaining American 
hostages in Lebanon and were rebuffed in their efforts to 
secure their release. I do not know who the contacts were made 
by. where the contacts were made, or by whom they were rebuffed. 


Q This is an internal -- 
Q Could we have ea filing break? 


& Yes 


Q This is an internal question about State 
Department procedure If a Congressman finds that someone from 
the State Department has done something that he's very 
seriously aggrieved about and he writes to the Secretary of 
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State in a letter of complaint, is it procedure that the 
Secretary of State either doesn't ever see his letter and that 
the complaint be answered by the person being complained of? 
Is that the way the Secretary feels that Congressmen should be 
treated? 


ra I'm sure the Congressmen -- the Secretary is very 
respectful of Congressional correspondence. 


Q Here's a letter from Congressman Crane. On June 
the 19th he wrote to Secretary Shultz that his letter of May 
the 15th to Shultz condemning the tactics used by your 
Legislative Affairs Division, and he said, “This answer -- 
letter was answered by the very individual in your Department 
which my letter criticized." 


Why, if Secretary Shultz giveth a damn about members 
of Congress, does he allow them to be insulted in this manner? 
Can you give us some insight to that? 

i I -- 


Q That's a good State Department question. 


é I can only repeat that the Secretary has great 
respect for the members of the Congress and -- 

Q Do you look on this as respect? 

6 I can only repeat -- 


Q Do you think that this is respectful, Mr. Smalley? 


6 -- the Secretary has great respect for the 
members of Congress. 


I haven't read the letter, so I can only repeat my 
position. 


Q Okay. 
Q Thank you. 


6 Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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©OSt2C: 7/12/85 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July li, 1985 


KUWAIT: BLACK JUNE ORGANIZATION 





Q: Can you give us a description of the Black June 
organization, who it represents and what line it follows? 


A: --BLACK JUNE [S A SMALL PALESTINIAN TERRORIST GROUP 
REPORTEDLY HEADED BY ABU NIDAL. IT HAS CLAIMED 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR A NUMBER OF MURDEROUS INCIDENTS 


THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at Noon Press Briefing, July 12, 1985 


HAITI 





The Haitian Government has called a referendum for July 22 
@hich would legalize political parties, which is something the 
United States has urged, and it would also call for Duvalier to : 
remain as President for life. The opposition in Haiti is 
utging a boycott. Do you have any comment on this referendua? 

ON JUNE 9, T-® HAITIAN NATIONAL ASSEMBLY PASSED A LAW 
WHICH LEGALIZES AND ‘OVERNS THE OPERATION OF POLITICAL PARTIES 
IN HAITI. THIS LAW WAS PRECEDED BY A CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION, 
ALSC APPROVED SY THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY, WHICH CREATED THE 
POSITION OF PRIME MINISTER IN THE HAITIAN GOVERNMENT AND GAVE 
INCREASED POWERS TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY. THESE MEASURES 
REFLECT PRESIDENT DUVALIER'S STATED COMMITMENT TO LEAD HAITI TO 
DEMOCRACY, WHICH HAS OUR FULL SUPPORT. WE CONSIDER THESE STEPS 
AS IMPORTANT ONES IN THIS DIRECTION. 

THE JULY 22 REFERENDUM CONCERNS THE CONSTITUTIONAL 
REVISIONS AND POLITICAL PARTIES LAW. THERE AAS BEEN OPPOSITION 
FROM SOME QUARTERS IN HAITI TO THE DESIGN OF THE REFERENDUM. 
THERE HAS ALSO SEEN OPPOSITION TO THE POLITICAL PARTIES LAW AND 
CONSTITUTIONAL REVISIONS. THIS HAS RECEIVED WIDESPREAD 
COVERAGE IN THE HAITIAN PRESS. 

IT [S OUR SINCERE HOPE THAT POLITICAL PARTIES WILL BE 
PORMED IN HAITI AND THAT A DIALOGUE BETWEEN ALL CONCERNED 


PARTIES WILL LEAD TO THE EFFECTIVE PARTICIPATION OF ALL SECTORS 


OF HAITIAN SOCIETY IN THE POLITICAL PROCESS. 
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MONDAY, JULY 15, 1985, 12:33 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. I have an announcement 
for you. Secretary of State George Shultz will visit Mexico 
City on July 25-26 to lead the U.S. Delegation to the 
U.S./Mexico Binational Commission Meeting. The Commission, 
which is jointly chaired by Secretary Shultz and Mexican 
Foreign Secretary Bernardo Sepulveda, meets periodically to 
discuss matters of interest to both nations. The last meeting 
of the Commission was in Washington in April of 1984. 


During his visit the Secretary will meet with 
President de la Madrid, Foreign Secretary Sepulveda, and other 
Mexican officials. Accompanying Secretary Shultz will be the 
U.S. Trade Representative Clayton Yeutter and other U.S 
officials 


A sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the 
Secretary's plane The sheet will be taken down and 
applications closed at noon on Thursday, July 18. 


That's it for announcements Any questions? 


Q Yes, do you know, regarding that announcement, 
what are his travel plans before and after? Will he be going 
to California just before that, or coming directly home and 
then going to Helsinki, or what? 


a It is my understanding -- he is in Australia now, 
of course; he will be stopping in Fiji and Hawaii on his way 
back and will return here late Thursday night. By late, 1 mean 
about 11 o'clock. He will leave, as this indicates, on the 
25th, and will go, it's my understanding, to California on the 
26th, and will then return to Washington, I believe, the 
following Sunday night or Monday -- I'm not sure which 


Q Takeoff for Helsinki is supposed to be the 29th 
Is that still -- 


a I'm sorry I don't have that information. 





*y 





Q So the people who elect to apply for a seat on 
his plane are what, making a trip to Mexico and then coming 
back on their own? 


o (TO STAFF) Oo we have anything on the current 
plans -- 


Q I mean has he got golf on either end of this trip 
that would make it implausible to -- 


STAFF: The plane will bring the reporters back to 
Washington. 


a The plane they go down on will bring you back 
Q I see. 

Q He won't be on the plane. 

rs) He won't be on the plane. He'll make his way 


separately to California 
Q Swell O.K. 
Jim 


Q Do you have anything on the list of Palestinians 
which the Secretary said has been handed over? What 
bureacratically happens next? 


a We have received from the Government of Jordan a 
list of proposed names, from which participants for a meeting 
between the US and a Jordanian-Palestinian group may be 
selected We shall be responding to the Jordanians in due 
course 


The only other thing 1 can say is that we will, of 
course, in keeping with our policy, consult closely with Israel 
as well as with Jordan on matters relating to the peace process 


Q When you say “consult closely,” does that mean 
that you will specifically submit these names for approval to 
the Government of Israel? 


a I don't want to go any farther than that except 
to say that we will, as is our policy, consult closely with 
them 


Q Do you know if this is the first list, first such 
list the United States has received, because the State 





Department has regularly denied that any list was prepared 
until finally they confirmed this list. Are you able now to 


confirm that we've seen previous -- you've seen previous lists? 
“ I am not able to confirm that. no. 
Q Does it say anything further about the timing of 


the meeting that would result from the selection of names from 
this list? 


= No The question has been raised as to whether 
we wanted negotiations by the end of this year, and to that I 
can say that a number of our friends in the region have 
referred to 1985 as a crucial year for the peace process. and 
we share their hope of seeing negotiations underway between 
Israel and a Jordanian-Palestinian Delegation before the end of 
this year 


We have said we are prepared to meet with a group of 
Jordanians and Palestinians if such a meeting would clearly 
point toward that goal 


Q Was this list submitted with that goal in mind’ 


“ I'm sure that it was Yes 
Q When did you receive the list from Jordan? 
“ I can't give you a@ precise time, but Secretary 


Shultz has commented on it in Australia and has said that he 
has seen it there, so I don't -- 


Q Can you make the names public? 

“ Have no names 

Q What? 

m I have no names 

Q Do you have any information about the Egyptian 


Prime Minister's visit to Washington? 


A Yes, I do Prime Minister Ali will be here on a 
private visit During his stay. he will be meeting with 
Administration officials 


Q Back on the issue, please, you said the U.S. will 
respond in time What will the U.S. respond to? 








a These names have been proposed to us for possible 
inclusion in the delegation, and we will take a look at those 
names; and as far as our criteria as to whether we accept them 
or what we do with them, our position on a meeting with the PLO 
is, of course, unchanged. But beyond that, as the Secretary 
said at his press conference during King Hussein's visit, “We 
are looking for people of good will. who are thoughtful and 
responsible. and who are truly dedicated to non-violent 
negotiated solutions and are truly ready to strive for peace 
with Israel And ultimately, we hope that a joint delegation 
of Palestinians and Jordanians can be constructed that will 
negotiate with Israel 


Q Did the United States play a part in the 
preparation of this list, because while you were denying firmly 
all along that there is any list, you were saying, in sort of 
an off-handed way. that some names had been sort of tossed out 
for consideration 


So this was presented to you by Jordan But is this 
the first you've seen of these names, or did you help Jordan 
arrange this list knowing that these people possibly would be 
acceptable to the U.S. Government? 


a To my knowledge. it is the first we have seen of 
these names 


Q Excuse me Can I have a follow-up on oy 
Question, please’ 


4 Yes 


Q Will the United States alone make that decision, 
what you responded to my question, or will you consult Israel, 
for example? 


a Well, I think I've already said that we will 
maintain our policy of close consultation with Israel But on 
the specific matter of responding to this list, the Secretary 
has said that we have it, we'll take a good look at it And 
beyond that, I don't think I have anything I can add 


Q Can you give the number, at least, please? 
A Beg pardon 
Q Is the number that has been mentioned correct? 


a Sorry, no numbers 





Q O.K. 


Q Is the list presented from Jordan or the PLO and 
Jordan jointly, to your understanding? 


6 I really don't have an answer for you. 


Q From where it is presented? You don't have any 
idea from where it came? 


a I'm not saying there isn't an answer, but I just 
don't happen to know what the answer is. I believe -- 


Q Will you look into it? 


2) I believe it was submitted by Jordan. I'll look 
into it, and we'll see what we can come up with. 


Q -- with the approval of the PLO? 


Q Bob, when will Ali be here? 


a I don't have a date on it. I'm sorry. -I think 
it's next week, but -- Foreign Minister Ali? 

Q Tomorrow 

“ Is it tomorrow? 

Q He'll be here tomorrow. 

a Sorry I'm sorry 

Q Do you have a date for Mr. Murphy's visit to 
Amman? 

ms No. We have said that we are prepared to meet 


with a group of Jordanians and Palestinians, but we don't have 
anything to speculate on timing I mentioned a moment ago that 
there are hopes that we can get something going this year, but 
if such a meeting would clearly point toward negotiations 
between Israel, on the one hand, and Jordanians and 
Palestinians, on the other, I think he'll be going sooner 
rather than later, but we just don't have anything specific on 
it. 


Q Can we get copies of these things? 


“ Yes 


Js 








Q Bob, just a related thing on Ali's visit: Just 
before he left Cairo, he said there was a chance that the seven 
Americans that are held hostage could be released if some deal 
could be reached with the United States to lift the American 
embargo of the airport. 


Are we considering moves like that? 


i] I really have nothing for you on that specific 
report, but our basic position has not changed. We do not make 
deals with kidnappers or hijackers. Furthermore, we reject any 
linkage between the remaining American hostages in Lebanon and 
our actions regarding Beirut International Airport. The two 
issues are separate and unrelated. 


Q When the TWA hijackers were held, the United 
States, of course, dealt with the situation through an 
intermediary. When you say you don't make any deals, you 
certainly are open, aren't you, to having people intercede for 
you? 


i I won't go beyond what I've said here. 


-=-... 


Q Well, what do you mean when you say you don't 
make deals? You mean you don't directly make deals, you make 
them through intermediaries, or what? 


fe We've said this same sentence -- 

Q I know, but -- 

a -- consistently throughout -- 

Q -- it's lost its meaning It's losing its meaning 
because of the situation Each new situation brings a new set 
of circumstances, and the United States makes deals and 
arrangements 

A I really have nothing further for you on that. 

Q Bob, has our position on boycott of the airport 
changed? Are we still trying to get our friends to help us do 
that? Do we still want it closed? 


A I don't have anything that would indicate change 
or new developments, Jim 











Q Any change on the Athens airport? 
o Any change on the Athens airport? 


Q Did you receive any protest or demarche from any 
of the Arab countries or the League of Arab States' 
representatives in the United States about the planned closure 
of the airport in Beirut by the United States Government or the 
sanctions that were imposed or to be imposed? 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Let me try to answer your question on Athens: The 
U.S. travel advisory on Athens International Airport circulated 
on 18 June remains in effect. 


The advisory was instituted in response to security 
problems at Athens International. We have urged the Greek 
Government to correct these problems and have made clear that 
we do not wish to retain the advisory one day longer than is 
necessary. 


An FAA team has now arrived in Athens to assess the 
security situation and will be in Greece for the next several 
days. Following completion of this study, their findings will 
be reviewed, and further judgments will be made on the status 


of the travel advisory. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, Bob? 


4 Yes 


~~ MORE -- 





Q Question -- 
Aa Yeah. 


~ -- about travel in Lebanon. Has the U.S. Embassy 
in Beirut sent circulars out, urging all remaining American 
nationals in Lebanon to leave immediately? 


i Not to my knowledge, but I have nothing for you 
on that 

Q Could you please check on it? 

ra Look into it Yes. 

Q Is there -- or can you tell us if there is also 
an equivalent, let's say, American team or delegation already 
-- that you could tell us about -- to participate in this 


three-way talk, Jordan-U S$ -Palestinian, and if there is a 
Jordanian, or if a Jordanian name or Jordanian identification 
was submitted to you also?’ 


A I don't have anything on that Sorry 
Q Bob, are we still on the Middle East? Do you 


have anything on the report that Ambassador Nickel will not go 
back to South Africa, and, if you do, why? 


a I have -- 
Q Why is he not going back, I mean (Laughter) 
“a I have something on it. Ambassador Nickel has no 


plans to resign The story is absolutely untrue The timing 
and circumstances of Ambassador Nickel's return will depend on 
the results of the review of our relations which we undertook 
in response to recent South African actions, including those -- 
the incident at Cabinda, the raid in Botswana, and the 
installation of a transitional government in Namibia. 


Q What report is -- 


Do you have any idea -- 


~ 
Q What report is this? 
y 


-- as to when that will be concluded? 





a I'm sorry 


Q Do you have any idea when that research will be 
concluded? 


a No I don't. 
I'm sorry, what was your -- 
Q What report are you denying’ 


a There was a report, I think The Washington Times. 


this morning that Ambassador Nickel -- 





Q New York Times 
a New York Times. Pardon me. -- that Ambassador 





Nickel was going to resign. 


Q Do you have anything on the reaction in Angola to 
the repeal of the Clark Amendment? 


6 Yes. Just one second. The last three U.S. 
Administrations have supported repeal of the Clark Amendment as 
amatter of principle. The Amendment is an inappropriate and 
counterproductive constraint on the President's ability to 
conduct foreign policy and achieve our diplomatic goals. The 
legislative play on repeal is not over. The Senate and House 
actions are attached to different bills, and that inconsistency 
remains to be resolved. 


The Administration has made absolutely clear that it 
is committed to a negotiated settlement of the conflicts in 
southern Africa. 


On the Angola-Namibia negotiations, our views have 
long been on the record. We are committed to a package 
settlement based upon independence for Namibia under U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 435 and the withdrawal of Cuban 
troops from Angola. We fully intend to pursue and persevere in 
that course. 


We have seen the Angolan Government communique, issued 
on July 12, and we are studying it very carefully. It is our 
view that the Angolan statement does not close the door to a 
negotiated settlement. No party should misunderstand our 
policy. Anyone choosing to interpret that policy as anything 
other than pursuit of a negotiated regional settlement is 
seeking to avoid facts which could make the difference between 
peace and continued conflict. 
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Q Copy’ 
a Yes 


Q Do you have anything on the espionage ring 
involving the smuggling of F-14 parts to Iran? 


“ Yes, I do Since the matter is before the 
courts, I can only refer you to the Department of Justice for 
details The United States has maintained neutrality 
throughout the course of the Iran-Iraq war, and we continue to 
do $0 


We do not supply arms, either directly or indirectly, 
to either nation, end we support the independence and 
territorial integrity of both countries We want a negotiated 
settlement that will protect these rights of both 


Q Copy of that? 


o Yes 
~—= 9 Bob? 
a Yeah 


There's an item on the FBIS this morning about 
the U.S. and Soviet Union cooperating to arrest some probable 
hijackers in Berlin Do you have any comment on that? 


6 Not a whole lot, but I do have a brief comment 
here All 1 can tell you is that we've seen the reports, and 
we're still looking into them 


Q Do you have anything on the arrest of the Muslim 
fundamentalists, more than 200, in Egypt? 


A No 


Q Because in your report you praised the Egyptian 
for not violating human rights in Egypt. 


i) Sorry. I have nothing for you on that. 


Q What's your latest information on the seven 
Americans still being held in Lebanon? Are they all alive? 
What is the State Department -- 
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6 Don't have anything new on the status of the 
seven except that we're continuing our efforts to get them out. 

Q But as far as you know, are they all alive? 

ro I really don't have an answer for that. I don't 


have anything -- 


Q Could you -- because I haven't put the question 
to you before, this is a question we're putting every day, so 
if that changes the response of two weeks ago --— when last I 
heard the litany -- it was, “We believe they're all alive, and 
we're doing everything we can,” etc., etc., etc. 


i Well, I'll be glad to look in and see if there's 
any change in that last comment. 


Q Okay. 
oe Yes? 
Q Do you have any comment on the Khmer Rouge policy 


statement out of Cambodia? 
oe No, I don't. Sorry. 
Ralph? 


Q By any chance, do you have any comment on the 
money raised by the “Live Aid Concert” and whether that -- 
whether you believe that money or the aid that it would provide 
would make its way to the right people in the region? 


fe No. I'm afraid we don't have any formal comment 
on it. I've seen a report, as you undoubtedly have, that they 
have asked for would-be recipients to apply for the money, but 
other than that, I Rnow nothing about it. 


Q Bob, do you have anything on the Sudanese 
Government comments that their relationship with Libya won't 
affect the relationship with the United States? 


a We have not yet seen the text of the military 
agreement, and our information on the contents of that 
agreement is very sketchy Our Ambassador has raised it with 
General Suwar £1 Dahab and other Sudanese officials. We 
expressed our concerns about a developing military relationship 
with Libya. The Sudanese have emphasized that they do not want 
to jeopardize good relations with the U.S. We continue to 
monitor the situation closely 
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Q ‘Til now the Sudanese Government refuse to -- 
i I'm sorry? 
Q ‘Til now the Sudanese Government -- this 


statement, you said it ten days ago. Till now the Sudanese 
Government hasn't shown you the protocol? 


a We have not seen the text. That is correct. 


Q On a different issue of Sudan, there was some 
report this morning that they are not expecting, or in the West 
they are not expecting that they will have a change of 
leadership in Sudan to have it a civil leadership instead of 
the military leadership. Do you have any comment on that or 
assessment of the situation there? 


A Well, there have been two different reports, I 
think, published in the last 24 hours or so. One, which said 
that some official of the Sudanese Government did not expect a 
change to democratically elected government has, I understand, 
been identified as a month-old statement and has now been at 
least repudiated or denied. 


Jim, did you -- ? 


Q Yeah. Couple of things. Do you have any comment 
on the statements made in Ghana about the latest espionage case? 


i Yeah Just one second. A statement issued by 
the Ghanaian Ministry of Interior on July 12 called on 
Ghanaians to avoid acts of violence or harassment egainst 
American nationals and property, and the Department notes its 
appreciation for that statement 


Unfortunately, a companion statement alleging past 
U.S. involvement in attempts to overthrow the current Ghanaian 
Government repeats baseless charges that have been refuted 
previously. 


In one instance these charges were found to be the 
product of a deliberate disinformation efforts. As the 
Department indicated, the U.S. Government values its relations 
with Ghana. This has been demonstrated by our active cultural 
exchange program, an expanding assistance program, high-level 
reception for senior Ghanaian visitors, a longstanding Peace 
Corps program, and other manifestations of a cooperative 
relationship 
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Finally. with relation to the anxiety expressed by the 
Ministry about the Ghanaian citizen charged with espionage 
earlier last week, the Department wishes to assure the 
Government and the people of Ghana that the arrested individual 
will be afforded the same right to due process extended by our 
Constitution and laws to the citizens of the United States. 


Q There's no claim by him or by the Government of 
Ghana of diplomatic immunity?’ 


i) Not that I am aware of, and this clearly 
indicates that the individual will be tried in American courts 


Q One other thing: Do you have any knowledge -- 
any first-hand knowledge of the defection of two helicopter -- 
Soviet -- or Afghan helicopter crews to Pakistan? 


os We have seen press reports that two Soviet-made 
helicopter (pilots) have defected. We have nothing for you 
beyond that That's all I can tell you. 


Q Bob? 
a Yes? 


Q If I may, on the first subject again You said 
that -- you've said that you hope that by the end of this year 
something will be, but you also said that you will respond -- 
the U.S. will respond in time. Is there a time limit in which 
you think you may respond to the names of those Palestinians 
submitted? 


a Not that I know of. No 

Q Can you look into that, please? 

i) I'll look into it. Yes. 

Q Bob, if I might follow, this meeting will take 
place some time this month or next month. What will be the 
next step after the meeting? Do you expect that this meeting 


will be a continuation of consultations or meetings, or it will 
just be one meeting, and what's next? 


a The ultimate objective, as I stated, is to bring 
two delegations together, Israel on the one hand, a joint 
Palestinian-Jordanian delegation on the other. How much time 
or how many steps are involved between now and that 
possibility. if and when that occurs, really are procedures and 
factors that I'm not familiar with. I just can't give you any 
specific information 
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Q If I might just interpret or rephrase what you 
just said. “if and when it occurs.” you have some skepticism 
about if the meetings will take place, or what will -- are we 
dealing with some significant things or just inferring that the 
meetings will take place? 


“ We're always hopeful. I'll just stand there 
Spence? 


Q Do you expect any change in the meeting between 
President Li of China and President Reagan as a result of the 
operation? 


a I don't have any information on that Spence l 
think that would have to be directed to the White House 


Q Well, along with that, will there be any change 
in the substantive discussions? Will they be on a more -- 


‘ Again, I think you'd have to direct it to the 
White House. I really don't have anything 

Q A second question, please? 

a Yeah 

Q There's been a report that a West German firm, 


exporting helicopters to North Korea, has not violated its own 
laws and sees nothing wrong in what it has done The United 
States has -- what is the U.S. position on that? 

be I don't have anything for you on that I'm sorry 


Q Can you look into it, please? 


2) I'll take a look No guarantees 
Q Thank you very much 
o Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 








Posted: 7/15/u5 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 15, 1985 


LEBANON: WARNING TO AMCITS 

Q: Has the U.S. Embassy in Beirut sent circulars out urging 

all remaining American nationals in Lebanon to leave 

immediately? 

A: --WE ARE NOT AWARE OF SUCH A CIRCULAR, BUT OUR FEBRUARY 
1984 (AND SUBSEQUENT) TRAVEL ADVISORIES -- WARNING 
AMERICANS AGAINST ALL TRAVEL TO LEBANON AND URGING 
AMERICANS IN BEIRUT TO LEAVE THE CITY -- REMAIN IN EPPECT. 


AS YOU KNOW, WE HAVE PUBLICLY REITERATED THESE WARNINGS ON 


SEVERAL OCCASIONS IN RECENT WEEKS. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon [ do not have any 
announcements, so L'll be happy to take your questions 


Q Whet have you got on this incident in Berlin, 
northeast of Berlin? 


4 We know of the incident, but I'm going to refer 
you to the Pentagon on that one, Bernie. Don't have anything 
for you on it. 


Q Any comments on the arms talks? 
a The White House will be making a statement on 
this matter very shortly, and we're going to refer you to the 


White House for their remarks. 


Q Mr. Smalley, could you at least give us a gist of 
what the White House is likely to sey? 


A No. We just can't. 


Q [ mean, just for guidance 

A I really can't. Sorry. 

Q Any comment’ on the TASS account of the arms talks? 
A No Refer you to the White House 

Q Sir, do you have any comment on the report that 


Libya and Syria have signed a military pact similar to the one 
which you commented on between Libya and Sudan? 


A No I have nothing on that for you 


Q Do you have anything on reports that the Buckley 
family has heard from William Buckley? 








A Just one moment. We cannot confirm reports that 
a message has been received from William Buckley. We cannot 
confirm reports that they have. 


Now, I was asked yesterday and said 1 would look into 
the question of the status of the remaining American hostages, 
and in response to that I wiil say that we have no evidence 
that they are not alive, and we are vigorously pursuing their 
release on that basis. 


Q Do you have indications that they're now held in 
West Beirut rather than in the Bekaa? 


4a Nothing further for you. 


Q Mr. Smalley, will the State Department ask to 
read Ambassador Galbraith's manuscrivt before his book on the 
Foreign Service goes to press? 


a I have nothing on this for you. 


Q Well, do you believe -- now, you're a Foreign 
Service Officer -- do you believe his contention that the 
Foreign Service is -- has a built-in liberal democratic bias? 
You're a Foreign Service Officer. I just want your own opinion. 


a No. You're wrong on that, Lester. ['m not a 
Foreign Service Officer. 


Q You're not? 


A I am a member of the Senior Executive Service, 
non-career. 


Q Oh lL see. 


A And, furthermore, I have nothing for you on the 
subject. (Laughter) 


Q Well, do you think that -- one last thing on 
this, Mr. Smalley. Do you think that there is as much built-in 
liberal democrat bias in the Foreign Service as there is in the 
State Department Corresoondents' Association? 


Qa I have no comment or opinion on that (Laughter) 


Barbara? 








Q Just one quick thing, going back to Berlin: Some 
days ago there was a report that a number of fellows that were 
carrying Mideast diplomatic status were picked up at the 
airport, and they were planning to blow up an American airline. 


Did you ever get anything more on that? 


“4 We saw those reports, and there were reports that 
East Germans were arrested and deported -- that the East 
Germans arrested and deported a group of terrorists passing 
through East Berlin. We saw those reports, and, if true, we 
would welcome the action on the East Germans' part. 


We have consistently made clear our belief that 
international terrorism is a threat against which all countries 
should take a Firm stance. 


Now, we've been asked whether this was the result of 
direct talks between the U.S. and the GDR or the Soviets. Ln 
response to that, we have had some conversations with many 
countries, including the Soviet Union and the GDR, about the 
need to combat terrorism. 


I can't go into details, but, as I say, we have made 
our views on terrorism known, and we have made known our views 
on the way in which we think responsible governments should 
deal with it. 


Q Can I follow that for just a second, please? 
a Yes. 


Q That last response leaves, really, open the 
question of whether this particular arrest was related to those 
conversations you have had in the past Can you -- are you 
really saying that it was not related, and that you've had 
these conversations in the past, that it was nothing to do with 
this specific case? 


A I don't think I should go beyond this statement, 
Ralph. 

Q Anything on a claim today reported by Reuters 
that 

Q Can we stay with it for one second? Can we stay 


with this for one more? 


A Yes 








Q Are you saying that you have no independent 
confirmation that this occurred? You've seen the reports, and 
"if they're true.“ It's been several days. 

4 That's correct. 

Q You have no confirmation. 

No confirmation 

Q Changing subject? 

A Yeah. 

Q Anything on a Reuters story today that a senior 


Fatah official says that a meeting between a 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation and Murphy would be the first 
step toward U.S. recognition of the PLO? 


fe) I don't really have anything on that particular 
assertion. No 


Q A follow-up: What about the PLO's claim that 
they will be represented in the talks with the U.S.? 


i All 1 can say is, as I said yesterday, we have 
received from the Government of Jordan a list of proposed names 
from which participants for a meeting between the U.S. anda 
Jordanian-Palestinian group may be selected. We shall be 
responding to the Jordanians in due course on those proposed 
names . 


Q Just to qualify that, yesterday you were asked 


whether or not this list was a list drawn up by the PLO. It 
was in fact presented by the PLO to Jordan's King and then 


presented to you in turn. Is that true? 


A The list came to the U.S. from the Government of 
Jordan, and we are dealing with the Government of Jordan on 
this matter 


Q Listen, all along as this Hussein peace process 
has evolved, the State Department has been making the point 
that it is a joint delegation It is an Arafat—Hussein 
agreement that produced all this. In fact, you've been making 
the point that Arafat has come along and even has whispered to 
Hussein some place along the Line that he's prepared to 
recognize Israel 











All of a sudden you want to cut the PLO oul of any 
description of this list. Does this list have the approval of 
the PLO, because if you don't have PLO approval, you may have 
even more of a dead end than you probably have. 


- [ just don't have anything more for you than 
we've given you. 


Q Well, why are you so shy about tagging the PLO to 
this list? 

4 It's not a matter of being shy 

Q We're not asking you who mailed it to you; we're 


asking who put it together 


A L['m just telling you it came to us from the 
Jordanians, and that's all [ have. 


Q Well, can you deny, then, that the PLO has 
approved these candidates? 

A I have no knowledge of that. 

Q [I asked yesterday if this list was drawn in 


cooperation between PLO and Jordan, and you said you would give 
an answer. You didn't give an answer. 


2) This is the answer that I'm giving. 

Q Do you -- the incident -- the latest incident, as 
discussed just e few minutes ago by the Pentagon, the Soviets 
have rammed an American vehicle and sent an American Colonel 
into the hospital 


Do you have any reaction to this 


A No I was asked about that earlier and referred 
the question to the Pentagon 


- MORE - 








Q The Pentagon. Well, the question here is this: 
Do we believe that because the Soviets merely rammed our 
vehicle and sent a colonel to the hospital rather than getting 
out and shooting him, that this marks a development in 
Soviet-American relations, or what? I mean, what's your 
reaction to that? 


“ I don't have a reaction to it. 

Q You don't think it's any improvement? 

A I just don't have any reaction. 

Q You'd rather not say because -- 

I just don't have a reaction to it. 

Q -- it's an embarrassment? Yes. 

Q Do you have anything on the talks of the Prime 


Minister of Egypt and the “when” with senior officials? 


A As I said yesterday, Prime Minister Ali is making 
a private visit to this country. He arrives today, and on 
Friday will be meeting with senior Administration officials 
including the Secretary. I would reter you to the Egyptian 
Embassy for any other details of his visit. 


Q Mr. Smalley, can you say who besides Secretary 
Shultz he'll meet with? 


A No, I really don't know. I don't know. 
Q Did the State Department or anyone in the Reagan 


Administration invite Bella Abzug and Angela Davis to go to the 
conference at Nairobi? 


A I have no knowledge of that, Lester. 

Q What are they doing there? Do we have any idea? 
a No idea 

Q What is your reaction to throwing all those 


ladies out of their hotel rooms? (laughter) 











rs) I have no reaction. 


Q You don't have any reaction at all? IL mean, you 
don't even think about it? 


Q Do you have anything on what the Pakistan! 
Foreign Minister is here to discus;? 


ms No, I'm afraid I don't have anything on that 
either Sorry 

Ralph 

Q Do you have any comment on that report about an 


assassination or assassination attempt in Afghanistan against 
President Kamal? 


is) Well, we've seen the reports, but we really don't 
have anything on it definitive, certainly nothing definitive 
about an assassination or a reported coup, either one. 


Yes. 


Q Do you have a comment today on the Khmer Rouge 
policy statement? 


A Yes, I do. The brutality of the Khmer Rouge 
while they ruled Cambodia from 1975 to 1978 is well known, and 
represents one of the most ugly chapters in human history. 
U.S. policy toward the Khmer Rouge remains unchanged 


We have always maintained that free elections in 
Cambodia, as the countries of the region have demanded, could 
never return the Khmer Rouge to power. If the Khmer Rouge 
themselves have acknowledged this, it would only be realistic. 


The countries of the Association of Southeast Asian 
Nations (ASEAN) demand that Vietnam withdraw its troops from 
Cambodia and permit the Khmer people to establish their own 
political institutions. The U.S. and ASEAN strongly support 
the non-communist Khmer groups loyal to Prince Sihanouk and Mr 
Son Sann, who provide an alternative to the Khmer Rouge, as 
ell as to the Vietnamese 


Q Copy, please? 
A Yes 
Q Does this constitute any change in the attitude 


toward the Cambodian, or the Kampuchian delegation in the 
United Nations? 








A I don't have an answer for you on that. 

Q Will you take the question, please? 

A We'll look into it, yes 

Spence 

Q Do you have anything on the disappearance of a 


Soviet scientist while attending a conference in Spain? 


o We have seen reports on the disappearance of 
Soviet scientist Alexandrov who has in the past participated in 
U.S.-Soviet exchange programs We have no information on his 
current whereabouts. 


Q That means he has not applied for asylum? 
A That's all I have. 
Q Mr. Smalley, do you have anything up-to-date on 


any efforts to bring to justice the hijackers or the people who 
killed the Seabee Stethem? 


A I'm sorry, Bernie, the people who -- 
Q -- killed the sailor, Stethem? 
“ There was a report in today's Washington Post 





suggesting that there may be a grand jury investigation and 
indictments concerning the hijackers, and on that I will have 
to refer you to the Justice Department on the:'e questions and 
any others relating to U.S. criminal proceedings and 
investigations concerning the hijackers. 


Q Has the Secretary of State ever signed a reward 
offer? 


A Not to my knowledge 

Q Mr. Smalley, do you think that the security 
arrangements which the Syrians are now trying to enforce in 
Beirut will help to enhance the security of the airport? 


A Nothing on that Sorry 


Q To your knowledge, does the Secretary of State 
have any opinion, or duy you as Spokesman, have any opinion on 














Noel Cook's very strong statement From the Pentagon? [ compare 
that to the Secretary's address last October You're familiar 
with these statements, I[ take it? 


S No, L'm not 
Q You don't know anything about them? Well, in 
effect he says, “When the hostages," -- “The only place we can 


intervene militarily is when the hostages are ina single known 
location in a nation friendly to us, and when that nation is 
not handling the problem itself." And The Washington Times 
asks, “Why do we have a Delta Force?" 





I can't get any comment from the Pentagon, but knowing 
you are a very outspoken spokesman, Mr. Smalley, [ thought at 
least I would try 


Surely Secretary Shultz, who has been very outspoken 
on the need to take military action, must have an opinion on 
this, doesn't he? 


a If he has, I am not aware of that it is. As for 
my opinion -- 


Q He does not share his opinions with you or 
a As for my opinion, [I can remember John Hughes' 


informing you, Lester, that they don't pay us to come up and 
give our opinions up here. 


Q (Laughter) 

Q Anything on legal action being taken in Eaypt 
against a religious leader there for anti-government incitement? 

a No. 

Ralph 

Q Anything on the Belgian Government situation? 

A Well, just very brief, not much 


We do not normally comment on domestic political 
developments, and the resignation of the Martens government is 
part of Belgium's constitutional process That's all 1 have 


.) Does Mr. Murphy have any travel plans for Jordan 
at the moment? 
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o I'm not aware that they have been firmed up at 
this time. 

Jim 

Q What is the Shultz speech tomorrow going to be 


about? Do you know? 


A [It's going to be on the subject of alliances and 
the value of alliances 


Q And will we have a text here? 

a [ think you will have an advance text 

Q What time? 

oo Yes, we will 

Q Are these alliances around the world? 

A [ believe so. I've not seen the text. Don't 


know the time 
TO STAFF: Anita, do you have an hour on it? 
i) No. 


Q Will that speech be piped in, by any chance, 3:30 
p.m. Eastern? 


a I doubt it 


Q Has the U.S. Government received a text of the 
Sudanese-Libyan military accord? 


a No, we have not 
Q Do you have any comment on the final report made 


by the Secretary General of the Organization for African States 
criticizing the U.S. policy in the Middle East? 


A No 
Q Thanks a lot 
A Thank you 


(ihe briefing concluded at 12:59 pm.) 
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MR. SMALLEY Good afternoon Today at 3:30 P .™ 
Eastern Daylight Time, Secretary Shultz will deliver an address 
with Q's and A's before the East-West Center in the Pacific and 
Asian Affairs Council in Honolulu, Hawaii Barring technical 
difficulties, the speech and the Q's and A's will be piped into 
the briefing room here at approximately 3:30 P.™ The topic of 
the speech is “Alliance Responsibility.“ The Press Office 
hopes to have advance copies of the speech available prior to 
delivery time 


Glad to take your questions 


Q Have you taken up the latest incident involving 
members of the U.S. Liaison Mission in East Germany, with the 
Soviets? 

rs) I have just a brief comment on that, Jim 


Richard Burt, Assistant Secretary of State for European and 
Canadian Affairs, did meet yesterday afternoon in the State 
Department with Soviet Embassy official Oleg Sokolov, and 
raised this matter with him 


Q Was that a protest? 


a I don't have anything further on it 

Q At whose request was the meeting held’ 

a I will look into that I don't know 

Q And is that the end of it?’ 

a That's the end of it, yes 

Q I mean, the incident is closed as far as you are 


concerned? 











a That's the end of all I have. 


Q Do you have any more details on how the accident 
occurred, or the incident occurred rather? 


s No, I don't. For that, I would refer you back to 
the Pentagon. I think they addressed that yesterday. 

Q Yes, but they were a little short on detail 

Q Ambassador Galbraith in Paris said some things 


the French didn't like. Do you have any particular reaction? 


a One moment. The remarks to which you refer were 
reported in an interview in today's Le Figaro. We have not 
seen the text of Le Figaro interview, , but our Charge in Paris 
was called to the Foreign Ministry this morning. However, we 
have not yet seen the results of that meeting. 


Ambassador Galbraith has now departed Paris 
permanently. 


(Laughter) 
Q Is there any connection between the comment you 
made there at the end about -- You weren't asked about whether 


Ambassador Galbraith would be going back or anything. 


a No, just that he has concluded his service there 
at the post 

Q A sigh of relief from the State Department maybe? 

) (Laughter) 

Q Do you have anything on, any further information 


on the visit by Mr. Kamal Hasan Ali, the Prime Minister of 
Egypt? 


Q One more question on the French thing 
4 Yes 

Q Hasn't his successor been confirmed? 
fs) Yes Today, [ think, yes 


Do I have anything on Prime Minister -- 


P) Further information about the -- 








a -- visit by Mr. Kamal Hasan Ali, the Prime 
Minister of Egypt? 


a No, I don't have anything further. I think we 
stated yesterday that it was a private visit, and it was 
suagested that if you had any further questions that you might 
check with the Egyptian Embassy. 


Q But do you know if he is here for a medical 
checkup or something? 


A I don't know. All I know is it is private 


Q The Egyptians say that he is carrying some 
letters to the President and Secretary Shultz. 


a I don't know about that, but he will be meeting 
with officials as we reported yesterday, and including 
Secretary Shultz on Friday 


Q So, he is not meeting the President? 

A I don't know whether he is on the President's -- 

Q What time was scheduled for the meeting Friday? 

q Don't have a time on that. We can try to find 
out. 

Q Have there been any changes made in the talks 


between the President of China and President Reagan?’ 


>) Any changes? I can't answer that, Spence I 
would have to refer you to the White House on the schedule 
Sorry 


Q Do you have any comment on the President of 
China's visit, in anticipation of the visit? 


) Not at this point, no 
Yes 
Q Do you know if the Israelis have had a look at 


that list of Palestinians yet? 


is) One moment 


Q What's the question, please? 








Q whether the list of Palestinians had been given 
to the Israelis yet? 


= I don't know whether the Israelis have had a look 
at it. If you're asking whether we have turned the list over 
to the Israelis, my answer would be that we do not discuss our 
diplomatic exchanges. However, [ can assure you that it is our 
policy to consult closely with Israel as well as with Jordan on 
matters relating to the peace process. 


Q I really didn't believe the question would be 
that complicated. You say two days ago, you were going to 
consult with the Israelis about the list. Has that 
consultation begun yet? 


a I don't have an answer for you. 


Q You have no number of the people? You don't have 
the list of how many people on each side -- 


4 No, I don't have any numbers. Sorry. 


Q Going back to the question about Mr. Hasan Ali's 
visit to Washington, on FBIS today it says that when he met 
with Mr. Mubarak, asked whether he will ask U.S. officials to 
change the American stand on Lebanon, Kamal Hasan Ali said, 
“There are in fact indications that the seven kidnapped 
Americans will be released when the siege of Beirut is lifted 
or the United States boycott of Beirut airport ceases " 


What do you comment on that? Is Egypt playing a role 
in releasing? Or did you ask Egypt to release the hostages, 
the seven hostages, or how this (sic) information comes to the 
Egyptian about releasing the seven if the seige of the Beirut 
airport will cease by the United States? 


a I don't have anything further on the seven 
Sorry 


Q Well, can you take the question about this piece 
of information? I think it's very interesting 


i) Look into it, but no quarantees 


Q Bob, will Mr. Murphy be in the region in the 
Middle tast before the end of this month? 


fe) [ don't really have anything definite on Mr 
Murphy's travel plans at the present time 











Q The Syrian official radio stated that he's 
expected to be in Amman before the end of the -- 


“ Don't have anything on his travel plans. 


Q The last time I was here I asked if you could 
tell us about the time within which the United States and 
Israel, or let's say the United States will have to respond to 
the list of the Palestinians. You said somebody would look 
into it. There is nothing there on the board. Can you tell us 
now if there is? 


A On the amount of time that would -- 

Q Yes. 

4 I still don't have anything on the schedule 
W Is somebody looking into that or -- 


4 I will look into the looking into it. That's the 
best I can do for you. 


Have you got anything on the report that the 
Soviets were involved in the negotiations to release the TWA 
hostages? 


4 No, don't. Sorry. 


Q Has the U.S. Government been looking into the 
latest spate of bombings, attacks in southern Lebanon, and come 
to any conclusions as to whether outside powers are involved or 
sponsoring the attacks? 


a Don't have anything on that, Barry 
Q Is the State Department interested in the 
security situation in southern Lebanon As the Israelis 


withdraw, the attacks seem to be creeping further and further 
southward 


A Well, obviously, we are concerned with peace and 
security in all of Lebanon, but beyond that, [ don't have 
anything specific 


Q ls Syria currently on the list of terrorist 
countries? 


IS . A 





a Syria was on the list of countries that was 
submitted to the Congress, in conformity with the law, earlier 
this year, and I have no reason to suspect or know whether they 
have been withdrawn from that list. 


Q Will you take that question as to whether they 
have been withdrawn? 


4 Yes. 

Q Which other countries ere on the list? Can you 
list them? 

a I don't have the list in front of me. 

Q While you take the question, you realize there is 


a problem, and the problem is, there is a list which is 
required by law. 


4 Right. 


Q There are also phrases used by the Secretary of 
State and the President on various occasions, “League of 
Terror," or various ad hoc characterizations of countries whose 
behavior at the moment they find irresponsible, and that group 
keeps changing. Nicaragua comes in; South Yemen goes out; 
Syria moves out. So, basically, we're asking you, technically, 
what is the current list of terrorist countries? 


And also, if you could stretch the question, could you 
decide at some point, like soon, which countries you find 
support terrorism whether they are ona list or not. 


a I don't think the -- IL understand your question, 
but I don't think the President or the Secretary have tried to 
recite the list. I think they have merely used exemplary 
references to countries which are on the list; but, yes, we'll 
take the question, see what's on the list as of the last 
submission 


Q [It's now about 16 days since the United States 
called for international support in isolating Beirut Airport 
Do you have any comment on the obvious failure to get any other 
country to support us? 


A No, nothing further than what we've said in the 
past 


~~ MORE -- 














Q Don't you have any evaluation on the efforts? 
o No. Sorry 
Hank? 


Q Which reminds me that the IATA says Athens 
Airport is up to speed. Is there any consideration of the U.S. 
withdrawing its sanctions against that airport? 


q The U.S. travel advisory was instituted in 
response to security problems at Athens International Airport 
We have urged the Greek Government to correct these problems 
and made clear that we do not wish to retain the advisory one 
day longer than is necessary 


An FAA team arrived there this week in Athens and is 
continuing to review and assess the security situation. 
Following completion of this study, their findings will be 
reviewed in Washington and a further judgment will be made on 
the status of the travel advisory. 


Q Mr. Smalley, who will make that decision? Is 
that a State Department decision? The FAA reports here? Do 
you know how that works? 


4 I don't know the procedure (To staff) Pete? 
Don't know, sorry. 
Q Do you have any further comment on the Libyan 


presence in Sudan in light of the report in The Washington Post 
today? 





a Yes. Just one second The Post story indicated 
that there is no military pact between Libya and the Sudan, and 
that is our understanding We do not have details of the aid 
agreement that apparently does exist between the two, however 


Q Could 1 qo back to the Athens -- 


A Yeah. 

Q -- question that -- 
Q So now -- 

¥ Go ahead L'm sorry 





Q So there is no protocol now? You say now there's 
no pact. Now, what about the protocol which you said you 
haven't seen yet? 


s we -- I'm still saying we haven't seen it. I'm 
saying we don't have any details of what they say -- 


Q But you think there is a protocol now. 

3] I'm not saying that. No. I'™ saying whatever 
there is, we have not seen it. 

Q Back to Athens. Hard questi out technical 
question. 

A Yes. 

Q When this further judgment is made, will there be 


an action taken? In other words, if you decide, for instance, 
to maintain the advisory, will that be said? Is that -- if I 
put the question understandably, I wonder if you could try to 
get us an answer. 


a I understand your question, and I'm sure that 
there will be a conclusion reached at some point. But what the 
procedure is, I really don't know, so I'm not going to try and 
speculate. 


Q Yeah. I guess what I'm asking is do we have to 
ask every day whether the advisory remains in effect should the 
judgment be made internally that you want to maintain the 
advisory? 


a I would steer you away from that line of 
questioning 
Q Have you got anything new to say about the 


hostages in Lebanon? Any movement? 


4 Nothing new. 
Ralph? 
Q Any comment on the Soviet military exercises off 


Norway and Denmark? 


A No 


Q Back on the Syria and the list of terrorist 
countries, last time the President had a chance to say 











something about it, he omitted Syria as, you know -- now, 
you've just said now you have no reason to believe that Syria 
was deleted from the list. 


what is the mechanics of deleting a country from that 
list or adding a country to the list? Is it a State Department 
function? Is it a White House or Congress, or what? 


4 I don't know the mechanics, but [ will repeat 
that the President was making exemplary references to terrorist 
countries, and I think was not trying to recite the list in 
toto. 


Q So officially for the U.S. Government now, Syria 
is still -- is on the list of terrorist countries? 


A To the best of my knowledge, Syria is on the list 
that was last submitted to the Congress, and that's what [I've 
agreed to look into. 


Q Does your book contain any guidance as to whether 
the Department has a view on Syrian military advisers moving 
into Beirut and Syria now playing a larger role militarily and 
otherwise in the Lebanese capital? 


a No. No guidance. It's a new function, and, of 
course, it's only begun so we'll have to wait and see how it 
works out. 


Q There was some explosions in Kuwait lately, in 


the last few days, and some people were hurt. First of all, 
did Kuwait or any of the Gulf states ask assistance of the 


United States Government in trying to see the sources of these 
terrorists and activities, and what do you comment on such 
activities which happened in the terrorist manner in Kuwait? 


a Well, we certainly deplore the violence that has 
happened there, but as to whether we have been asked to do 
anything to assist the Kuwaitis in finding those responsible, | 
have nothing for you on that 


Q How did the statement by the U.S. Ambassador in 
Kuwait -- when [ was in Kuwait a few days ago, a few weeks ago 
-~ and it says that there was -- the Ambassador said that, “We 
both are subjects of terrorism; that we would like to cooperate 
in that manner." 


So on the basis of this, was there any request by 
Kuwait to ask the United States to help coordinate activities 
to try to counter terrorism in the Gulf? 


SGy 
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a I just really don't have anything for you on it. 


Q There's a new GAO report critical of American aid 
programs in Salvador and Honduras. If you haven't commented on 
that yet, do you have any State Department response? 


A No, I don't. Sorry. 

Q Is the U.S. Administration under any obligation 
to consult with Israel regarding the presence of Syria on the 
list of states supporting terrorism? 


fs) Is the U.S. -- 


Q Administration under any obligation to consult 
with Israel regarding the removal of Syria or the remaining of 
Syria on the list? 


4a As far as I know, no. 

Q Do you happen to know if a report that -- it goes 
across the government -- it's under Vice President Bush's 
office -- on terrorism -- another report on terrorism, Central 


America. The findings are ready. If it's been prepared. The 
Miami Herald has a story out with purported conclusions. 





) No. 
Q There's so many reports -- 
a Don't know. 


Q But this is the CIA/NSC/State Department/George 
Bush report. 


“4 Don't know. Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on this -- about Pakistan's 
Foreign Minister Yaqub Khan's visit here to Washington? Also, 
whether his visit is connected to the hundred missiles or more 
U.S. weapons to Pakistan? Also, if India was informed in -- 
ahead of the hundred missiles that went to Pakistan? 


a We had something on that subject last week, but 
not directly related to the Foreign Minister's visit [ don't 
have anything, in direct answer to your question No 


Ralph? 

















ll 


Q Can I come back just a second to the visit of the 
Chinese President, please? A few days ago you had a comment on 
the status of the nuclear cooperation negotiations. Has the 
American review of that --— of those most recent consultations 
been completed, and will there be any progress on that 
agreement during the President's visit? 


a I don't have anything further than what we gave 
you a week or so ago, and at that time, as I recall, we refused 
to speculate on how much time was going to be involved to 
complete the process. 


Q Can I -- 
” In the back. 
Q Yes. Do you have anything on Secretary of State 


Shultz's visit to Mexico next week? 

4 Not beyond the announcement yesterday. No. 

Q There have been reports that a number of people 
in Ghana have been arrested, allegedly for spying for the CIA, 
and this is obviously in connection with the U.S.-Ghana spy 
case. Any comment? 


a No. I don't have anything for you on that 
Sorry. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


a Thank you. 
Q You're welcome 
Q I wanted to something, yes About the list of 


names again, Bob, you said that you will not tell us if the 
United States sent that list to [srael, but can you tell us if 
the United States thinks that the list has to be approved by 
Israel in terms of the mechanics of their -- of what they wil! 
be entrusted to do Will the United States have to send that 
list to [Israel for approval, without telling us if you did or 
not? 


fe) Nothing more than what I've given you on it 
Sorry 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12°44 pm.) 





Posted: July 17, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 17, 1985 


SOVIET UNION: USMLM Ramming Incident in East Germany ° 





Q: At whose request was the meeting (between Ass‘t. Sec'y. of State 
Surt and Soviet embassy official Sokolov) held? 


A: The meeting was held at our request. 

















Posted: July 17, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 17, 1985 


EGYPT: MEETING WITH SECRETARY 





Q: What time is the meeting on Friday between Secretary Shultz 
and Egyptian Prime Minister Kemal Hassan Ali? 


A: --THE TIME OF THE MEETING WILL BE GIVEN OUT LATER. 














Posted: July 17, logs 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 17, 1985 


PEACE PROCESS: U.S. RESPONSE TO LIST OF NAMES 





Q: When will the U.S. respond to the list of Palestinian names? 


A: --WE DO NOT COMMENT ON THE NATURE, SUBSTANCE OR TIMING OP 


OUR DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES. 








Q. 


Posted: July 18, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 17, 1985 


TERRORISM: LIST OF COUNTRIES ON TERRORISM LIST 


What countries are on the terrorism list provided to Congress 
pursuant to the Export Administration Act? 


THE FOLLOWING COUNTRIES WERE ON THE LIST SUBMITTED TO CONGRESS 
ON JANUARY 18, 1985: CUBA, IRAN, LIBYA, SOUTH YEMEN AND SYRIA. 


THIS LIST IS COMPILED AND SENT TO CONGRESS IN JANUARY OF EACH YEAR 


AS REQUIRED BY SEC. 6 (i) OF THE EXPORT ADMINISTRATION ACT. IT IS 


THE RESULT OF INTER-AGENCY COORDINATION INVOLVING VARIOUS CONCERNED 


REGIONAL AND FUNCTIONAL OFFICES AND THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 


CONCERNING THE COUNTRIES MENTIONED BY PRESIDENT REAGAN ON JULY 8, 
WHITE HOUSE SPOKESMAN LARRY SPEAKES SAID, “THIS IS NOT AN ALL- 


INCWSIVE LIST OF COUNTRIES THAT ARE INVOLVED IN TERRORISM, BUT 


IT IS AN EXAMPLE OF SOME OF THE MORE RECENT OCCURENCES.” 





Posted: July 17, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 17, 1985 


LEBANON: EGYPTIAN PRIME MINISTER ON U.S. HOSTAGES 





Q: Did the Egyptian Prime Minister link the release of the 

remaining American hostages in Lebanon with the removal of 

sanctions against Beirut International Airport? 

A: --WE UNDERSTAND FROM THE EGYPTIAN EMBASSY THAT PRIME 
MINISTER KEMAL HASSAN ALI HAD NO INTENTION OF IMPLYING A 


LINK BETWEEN AMERICAN POLICY TOWARD BEIRUT AIRPORT AND THE 


RELEASE OF THE REMAINING AMERICAN HOSTAGES IN LEBANON. 
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THURSDAY, JULY 18, 1985, 12:44 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. A brief announcement. 


Consultations were held yesterday in the Department 
with a delegation from Guatemala concerning the Guatemalan 
economic situation. A statement on that meeting will be 
available to you in the Press Office after this briefing. 


I'l] take your questions. 


Q Bob, you've probably seen the reports that the 
Israeli Government has rejected the names that were on the list 
that they have seen. 


One, is this going to govern U.S. actions? And, two, 
are we talking about the same list? Is this the list that was 
also given to the United States? 


i Jim, let me start with a few comments on this 
matter. As we have said before, we are not going to discuss 
the list given to us by the Jordanians in any detail. We are 
not going to confirm names, nor are we going to discuss our 
diplomatic exchanges with other countries. That said, let me 
make a few other points. 


First, as we have repeatedly said, the only way 
progress can be made in the peace process is if it is based on 
mutual trust and full confidence. That requires consultation. 
It also requires a certain amount of discretion. I think it is 
wise to recognize that we are engaged in a process, that our 
penultimate goal is to bring about direct negotiations between 
Israel and the Jordanians and the Palestinians, and that there 
will be many incremental steps along the way as this process 
unfolds. We should all try to step back a bit and not react to 
each individual event or occurrence as if it were somehow 
outside the process. 





Second, the only way a just and lasting peace can be 
achieved is through direct negotiations. That is our goal, and 
progress toward direct negotiations will be the criteria by 
which we will judge the utility of any particular step. If 
something will help the process, we will do it. If it will 
hinder the goal of direct negotiations, that, obviously, is 
something we will try to avoid. 


In considering the prospect of a meeting between the 
United States, on the one hand, and a Jordanian-Palestinian 
group on the other, we will be guided by these considerations. 
Our decision will be taken in light of consultations with our 
friends in the area, but it will be our decision. 


The question of a veto over our decision by one or 
another of the parties has come up. This is not the way we 
proceed. As I noted, the entire process is one that is based 
on trust and consultation, and that is the way we intend to go 


forward. 
Q Copies? 
be Yes. 


Q Could I go back to my second question: Is -- 
without discussing it in detail, is the list that was 
apparently rejected by the Israeli Government the same list 
that the United States now has from the Government of Jordan? 


A I can only say, Jim, that we do not discuss our 
diplomatic exchanges, but I can assure you that it's our policy 
to consult closely with Israel as well as with Jordan on 


matters relating to the peace process. 


Q Well, let me put it another way. Did Israel get 
the list from the United States? 


A I just can't comment any further on diplomatic 
exchanges except to repeat what I have already said on this 
subject. 


Q Bob, you haven't mentioned the PLO involvement. 
The Israeli Prime Minister and other senior officials in Israel 
have said that the list that was given to the United States 
included several members of the PLO. We have been led to 
believe, I believe, that there was an understanding with Jordan 
that they would not submit to the United States any PLO members 
on a list. Can you explain what our attitude is toward this? 








A No. All I can really say, Bernie, is that the 
list came to us from the Government of Jordan. 


Q Sir -- 
& Yes. 
Q Sir, you have spoken of trust being necessary 


between allies and friends, but it seems obvious to many 
Americans that the United States should be prudent. And you 
may recall reading that in World War II the British and 
Americans were very successful in making profiles of people 
among the enemy leaders, and it would occur to many Americans 
that the United States should make profiles of all of these men 
whose names have been submitted. 


I know you can't discuss intelligence matters, but 
could you say if the United States is taking every prudent 
measure? 


A I really cannot comment at all on the supposed 
composition of the list. 


Q Bob, could I just check with you? Early on in 
the statement, you refer to discretion being necessary to keep 
this peace process on-going, or get momentum forward. 


Do you think that it was a -- that Israel's at fault 
for releasing the names that may be on that list, or for 
discussing so publicly their objections to that list? 


A Well, I don't want to characterize anyone's 
action in this Barbara except to say that we're not going to 
discuss the conversations we may have had with anyone in this. 
The list came to us from Jordan, as I've said before, and 
ultimately we will be carefully and thoughtfully responding to 
Jordan. And that's about as far as I can go in characterizing. 


. Q Just a clarification on that, if I could. It's 
unclear whether or not the United States has actually accepted 
this list, if it's out there just for discussion. I mean, if 
we've said this looks okay to us, but let's go talk to Israel 
-- T mean, where do we stand in terms of this list from the 
King? 


A I really can't shed any additional light except 
to repeat, as I said, that we will be making our decision in 
light of our consultations with our friends in the area, but it 
will be our decision. 





Q Bob, some people have said that the delegation 
for talks between the Jordanians and Palestinians and the 
United States need not be the same as a delegation for talks 
directly with Israel. Do you have any comment on that? 


A I have to repeat what we have said earlier, and 
that is that we have received from the Government of Jordan a 
list of proposed names from which participants for a meeting 
between the U.S. and a Jordanian-Palestinian group may be 
selected. We shall be responding to the Jordanians in due 
course. 


Participation in direct negotiations is a separate 
question which must be addressed by all the parties at a future 
time. 


Q Do you know if the United States has a position 
on whether Palestinians in peace talks ought to be residents of 
the West Bank and of Gaza? 

h No. 

Q Does the United States have a position? 


id No. I'm just not going to -- 


Q No. Wait a minute. “Not just going to." "Yes," 
"no," “no comment." 
f No comment. 


Q Thank you. 


A Yes. 


Bob, are you going to pursue the plan of meeting 
with a joint Palestinian-Jordanian delegation over Israel's 
objections, and under what circumstances will you be meeting 
with them? 


fa Well, I can't answer that. As I said in my 
opening remarks, there is -- there will be a lot of events that 
will transpire as we move down this road and a lot of 
incremental steps, as I stated it, and we're not in a position 
of trying to react to each individual event or occurrence. And 
we are involved in something here that involves a lot of 
consultation with other countries, and we will continue that 
consultation, but diplomatic exchanges we just simply will not 
discuss, nor will we go any further than that. 





Q If I might follow up, please? I want to -- is 
the submission of the list by Jordan to the United States -- 
can be considered in your opinion as a wrong step, as Mr. Peres 
said? 


‘4 Would you repeat your question, please? 


Q Mr. Peres labeled the action of submitting the 
list to you by Jordan as a wrong step or unfortunate step, 
something like that, to this effect, this language. Do you 
consider submission of the list to you as a wrong step or right? 


A I have no comment on his remarks. 
Jim? 
Q Let me see if I can paraphrase, just to see if I 


understand exactly what you're saying. What you're saying is 
that the United States has not yet decided if it will meet with 
this proposed list given by the Government of Jordan, and it 
will take into consideration the views of Israel, but these 
views will not govern. 


A We will take into consideration the views of 
countries in the area with which we consult, but in the final 
analysis it will be our decision, and we will stick by it as 
our decision. 





Q And that decision has not yet been made. 
A I think that's a fair assumption. Yes. 
Q Next -- 


Q Follow-up on -- 


Q One follow-up. Does the 1975 commitment made by 
the United States in regard to negotiating with the PLO or 
members of the PLO come into effect here? 


A I have no answer for that, Jim. Sorry. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Bob, can you tell us at this point whether you 
have any travel plans for (Assistant) Secretary Murphy, or when 
you expect (Assistant) Secretary Murphy and Secretary Shultz to 
make a decision on this matter? 


“ No, I really don't have anything further on 
(Assistant) Secretary Murphy's plans. I know it's a question 
which keeps coming up every day, but -- 


Q Is he coming back early from his vacation to deal 
with this matter when the Secretary returns on Friday? 


is Nothing for you on that. 


Q Bob, consultation, by its very nature, is a 
two-way process, as one may say. Have you been consulted 
before the announcement by Mr. Peres about their rejection, 
about the announcing of the rejection itself, or you have been 
just taken by surprise by this? 


f I just cannot go into this discussion of any 
diplomatic consultations that have taken place. 


Q Can we say that from what you said that it is an 
American decision to decide that you reject any veto from 
anybody about what you decide? 


A Let me re-read the point that I made on the 
question of a veto. The question of a veto over our decisions 
by one or another of the parties has come up. This is not the 
way we proceed. As I noted at the outset, the entire process 
is one that is based on trust and consultation. This is the 
way we intend to go forward. 


Q So you refuse a veto, you mean -- in another 
way? This is not the way you are saying. 


a I am saying what the words said here, that the 
question of a veto has come up, and this is not the way we 
proceed. 


Q But you don't think that if a veto from any party 
will make the whole process collapse? 


A We will] make our own decision. 


Yes. ‘ 











Q A couple of clarifications, if you could help: 
You just said, “The question of a veto has come up." Of 
course, it's come up in this room. 


Do you mean it has come up among the parties, or do 
you mean it has been raised here on the periphery? 


I mean, what kind of -- You know, that's a rather 
strange construction. Has someone brought it up? 


6 It is a question that has been raised in public 
print, as to whether one or another party would have a veto 
over the list, and we're responding to that. 


Q All right. Now, the other clarification: in some 
other statement you read a few minutes ago, you spoke of 
“incremental steps." Is the U.S. position that before there 
are peace talks, there must be “incremental steps," or are you 
just speaking in a larger sense of before you get to the table, 
there are things that have to be done? 


i] There are various steps that have to unfold, as 
anything as complex as this proceeds toward fulfillment. And 
that's what -- exactly what we're saying is that, let's take 
this one step at a time, and not try to pre-judge or to 
jeopardize the full process. 


Q So you don't mean there have to be "pre-talks" 
talks. 


A I stand on what 1 said. 


Q On that question of the steps, what happens, what 
would be the next step if the United States accepts the Israeli 
objections. Do you go back to Jordan and say, “Try another 
list"? 


A I'm not going to try to speculate, Jim. We will 
take everything into account, and ultimately make our own 
decision. That's about all I can give you. 


Q May I follow Jim on this question? What will 
happen if you will meet with the Jordanian/Palestinian 
delegation with the list that was submitted to you by Jordan, 
and you will have some crisis in your relations with Israel? 
Are you bracing yourself for such crisis -- upcoming crisis? 





fa That's a hypothetical, speculative question, and 
I just won't -- can't take it. 


Yes. 


Q What is the U.S. view of the request by the 
President of the Philippines to have the legislature look into 
whether they should abrogate bases agreements? 


a For clarification of reported statements or 
actions by President Marcos on this matter, I refer you to the 
Philippine Embassy. The Philippine Government has not raised 
any question with us of the bases agreement either being 


terminated or renegotiated. 


Q Sir, have you been notified by the Sudanese 
Government of any cancellation of participation in military 
maneuvers? 


a The Sudanese Government? 
Q The Sudanese Government. 
a No, not that 1 know of. 


Yes. 


Q Can you confirm reports about the delivery of 
some Soviet MiG-23s to North Korea? 


i We can confirm that the Soviet Union has begun to 
supply North Korea with MiG-23s. A number of MiG-23s have 
already arrived in North Korea, and we anticipate that there 
will be further shipments. 


We are still examining the implications for the 
military balance in Korea of the delivery of these MiG-23s 
to North Korea . It is a complicated question, complicated by 
the fact that the shipments have apparently not yet ended. 


The MiG-23 is, of course, a more capable aircraft than 
the MiG-21, previously the most sophisticated aircraft in the 
North Korean inventory. 


Q Copy? 


A Yes. 





Q There is supposed to be a meeting next week in 
Bonn of the representatives of the seven Summit countries on 
dealing with terrorism. The U.S., I think, has asked that the 
parties take up this question of the Beirut Airport. 


So far, we haven't seen anything showing any support 
at all. Can you give us anything on why we're having this 


meeting? 


é No, I don't have anything on it, but I'll be glad 
to look into it and see if I can come up with something for you. 


Q Do you have anything on Athens “Girport today? 
‘ No, nothing on Athens. 


Q Bob, do you have any comment on Foreign Minister 
Abe's reported remark that he was told in Damascus, following 
his meetings with officials in Syria, that the prospects are 
not good for release of the seven remaining American hostages? 


i?) No. No comment. 


Q In The New York Times story this morning about 
the air war in —l Salvador, they said that on the whole, the 
number of attacks on civilians has decreased, but they 
mentioned a number of incidents where they said the Air Force 
had attacked civilians and two cases of reporters. 





Has the U.S. looked into this? And can you confirm 
any of these reports? 





if I will give you what I have on the story. I'm 
not sure that it will address your questions directly. 


It is our view that the increased capability and 
accuracy in use of air assets by the Salvadoran Armed Forces 
have been very successful in the conflict with the guerrillas. 
Guerrilla leaders have acknowledged in press reports that the 
Salvadoran Air Force has been most effective in combat against 
the guerrillas. 


President Duarte has put into effect strict rules of 
engagement to minimize the risk to the civilian population. 
Those rules of engagement are being followed, and we have 
received no credible reports of attacks against civilians. 


I would point out that charges of Air Force 
bombardment of civilian targets are a staple of FMLN 





10 


propaganda. In at least three instances in 1984, when unbiased 
international observers were able to investigate charges of 
indiscriminate bombings, the FMLN allegations were shown to be 
false. 


Q Could I have a copy of that? 
ia Yes. 


Q And also, I mean you say that you haven't 
received credible reports. Would you consider the incidents 
linked in The New York Times as credible reports? I mean there 
were some that were -- in 1985 particularly -- where reporters 
were attacked. 





a Well, regarding the civilian statements by people 
who said they frequently had to seek shelter from Air Force 
bombings, those individuals were identified by The Times as 
supporters who live and travel with the guerrillas. Their 
affiliation with the guerrillas must be considered in 
evaluating their statements. 





Q But there were also two reporters mentioned who 
were not identified as such? 


ia I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Could we have a copy of the second part, Mr. 
Smalley? 

is] Yes. 

Q Do you have anything new on the planned meeting 


between the American and Soviet Foreign Ministers in New York? 


A Nothing new on that. On the matter of the 
discussed meeting between Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 
and President Reagan and Secretary Shultz, I would refer you to 
the White House Press Office for something on that. I believe 
they will have an announcement at their one o'clock briefing, 
which is just beginning. 


Q Do you have anything on an America's Watch Report 
that came out Monday about the Administration's statements on 
human rights in Nicaragua? 


a I] think I can take that question because 1 
believe we do have something, but I don't have it here in the 
book. 








1] 


Yes 


Q Also on El Salvador, do you have anything on the 
secret anti-communist army's declaration of a number of 
university students? They declared the death sentence against 
a number of university students. 


o No. 

Q Do you have anything on the Chilean Supreme Court 
rejecting the U.S. request for extradition of a Honduran 
general? 


‘ No, sorry I don't have anything on that. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:04 P.M.) 








A: 











Posted: July 19, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 18, 1985 
SUMMIT SEVEN MEETING ON TERRORISM 


Why are we having a meeting on terrorism with 
representatives of the seven Summit countries in Bonn next 


week in view of the lack of support for the boycott of 
Beirut airport? 


-- The meeting in Bonn next week, called by the Federal 
Republic of Germany in its role as host of this year's 
economic summit, involves counter-terrorism experts from 

1e seven summit governments. Such meetings have been held 
periodically over the past several years within the 
framework of the 1978 Bonn Declaration on Hijacking to 


discuss possible avenues for combatting terrorism against 


civil aviation. This meeting will continue that dialogue. 








Q. 


Posted: July 18, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 18, 1985 
NICARAGUA: AMERICAS WATCH REPORT 


Does the State Department have any reaction to the Americas 
Watch report on human rights is Nicaracua? 


FROM WHAT WE HAVE SEEN WE BELIEVE THE REPORT IS NOT AN OB- 
~JECTIVE AND REALISTIC ASSESSMENT OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS 
SITUATION IN NICARAGUA OR THE ADMINISTRATION'S POSITION ON 
HUMAN RIGHTS IN NICARAGUA. 


THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN NICARAGUA HAS NOT IMPROVED. 
THE GROWING NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO HAVE FLED THE COUNTRY OR 
WHO HAVE BEEN FORCED INTO ARMED OPPOSITION IS AMPLE EVIDENCE 


OF THAT. ARMED OPPOSITION FORCES NOW NUMBER CLOSE TO 17,000. 


THE SANDINISTA GOVERNMENT IS CLEARLY MOVING NICARAGUA TOWARD 
TOTALITARIAN GOVERNMENT. LEGITIMATE AVENUES FOR DISSENT ARE 
BEING STEADILY CLOSED OFF BY THE SANDINISTAS. 


TODAY IN NICARAGUA, THE PRESS IS CENSORED, THE CHURCH IS 


HARASSED, AND POLITICAL FREEDOMS ARE CURTAILED. 
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FRIDAY, JULY 19, 1985, 12:49 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. SMALLEY: Good afternoon. First an announcement: 
A BACKGROUND briefing on the state visit to the United States 
of the President of the People's Republic of China, President 
Li, will be held in the White House briefing room on Monday, 
July 22, at 2:30 p.m. For your information and not for 
publication, the briefer will be Paul D0. Wolfowitz, Assistant 
Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific affairs. 


A second announcement: Today the United States 
Government announces a reward of up to $100,000 for information 
leading to the effective prosecution and punishment of those 
responsible for the murders of six U.S. citizens on June 19, 
1985 in San Salvador, €1 Salvador. 


Those with information in £1 Salvador should notify 
the investigating authorities of the Salvadoran Government. 
Those with information in the United States should notify the 
Office of Security, Department of State. Those with 
information in any other country should notify the nearest U.S. 
Embassy. Information received will be handled on a 
confidential basis, and the identities of informants will be 
protected. 


Officers or employees of any governmental organization 
who furnish information while in performance of their official 
duties are not eligible for the reward. 

Be glad to take your questions. 

Q A question on that, please, if I may? 

i) Yes. 

Q On the assumption that whoever did the dirty deed 
might not be listening to the briefing, what else is the 


government doing to diseminate this bounty? In other words, 
are you going to put posters in Post Offices, or are you going 


i 


‘ys 





to go to the foreign press? How will you get this reward 
notice out to the world at large, apart from this announcement 
here? 


oa Well, I think it has been posted to our posts 
around the world, and announcements are being made 
simultaneously with this. Other than that, I have no 
information. 


Ralph. 


Q Is a simultaneous reward being issued for the TWA 
hijackers in the Middle East, or is this strictly limited to 
Central America? 


a I have nothing for you on that. This is strictly 
limited to Central America, the shootings in San Salvador. 


Q On that, Bob, I may have missed it, but has there 
been any reward offered on the TWA case? 


- No. 
Q There has not. 
Q Can you say why not -- why one case and why not 


the other case? 


A No. I just have nothing for you on the TWA case, 
the hijackers' case at this time. 


Q Well, but not on the case, but on the policy of 
deciding when to issue a reward. The question is on what is the 
motivation for issuing a reward in the San Salvador case which 
distinguishes it from the motivation for issuing one or not 
issuing one in the Middle Eastern case? 


A Well, I don't really have a specific answer 
except that each incident is considered on its own merits, and 
this is a response to the incident in San Salvador. 


Q One more on that, please: Just as a matter of 
history, is this the first time that the United Sjates 
Government has offered such a reward? 


*) I don't know the answer to that, Jim. I'll try 
to find it. The specific legal citation for the reward 
legislation is Title One of the 1984 Act to Combat 
International Terrorism, under which the Secretary of State is 
authorized to pay rewards of up to $500,000 to any individual 





who furnishes information leading to the arrest or conviction 
in any country of a person committing, or conspiring to conmit, 
an act of international terrorism. That measure, Public Law 
98-533, was signed by the President on October 19, 1984. 


Q Why didn't they go all the way up to $500,000? 
Why only $100,000 in this case? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q What was the timing of this? How was it that 
today was selected as the day to announce this? 


a I really don't have anything on that. 


Q No coincidence with the anniversary of the 
Nicaraguan revolution at all? 


A I have nothing on that. Actually, I think it was 
just a month ago that the shooting occurred -- a month ago 
today, I believe. But I don't know that that was a factor at 
all. 


Q From this Act, does that mean that there is sort 
of a standing reward for any terrorist incident, and what 
you're doing in this case is essentially setting a limit on 
what will be paid in this case? 


A It means that the Secretary is authorized to pay 
up to half a million dollars. In this case, the limit was up 
to $100,000. 


Q Bob, was this reward -- I may have missed it when 
you originally read it -- for the arrest or the conviction, or 
both, or what -- information leading to what? 

2) "No money will be paid out until we are satisfied 
that the information provided has led to effective prosecution 
and punishment." The amount is announced is the maximum. 


Actual payments would be based on our evaluation of the 
usefulness of the information received, and could be less than 
the maximum in any particular instance. 


We are interested in seeing the terrorists responsible 
for these crimes brought to justice, which means a final 
conviction and appropriately severe punishment. 


Q Is it $500,000 for the year, is that the way that 
you interpret the Act, or is it per incident, or how does that 
go? 





4 I don't have an answer for that. I'm sorry. 


Q Excuse me. Do you suppose this reflects in any 
way on the government's powers to pursue an investigation 
without offering a special prize? In other words, can it sort 
of be react as sort of an act of helplessness that you have to 
post a special reward, that you can't count on your normal 
procedures? 


a Not at all. I think the Secretary, and perhaps 
even the President, have addressed this as being one step ina 
variety of methods that are available to us to pursue 
terrorists, and it, obviously, is a judgment that has been 
shared by the Congress. 


Q Bob. 
Q Yes. 
Q Can I come back again to the question that I know 


you said you had no answer for earlier, and see if there is a 
way we can phrase it for you to perhaps take the question? In 
El Salvador, you have a government which is very friendly to 
the United States which has, which cooperates very fully -- 
there is an ongoing military relationship between the two 
countries and so on. 


The U.S. has been working closely with the Salvadoran 
Government to improve its judicial system, and there have been 
reported progress in that score, which leads me to wonder why, 
in the case of El Salvador, the U.S. needs to issue a reward 
when it has a Justice Ministry in El Salvador that is making 
progress toward pursuing these sorts of things on its own, when 
in Lebanon, where there is no government, and there is little 
if any cooperation, a reward would seem to me, at least on the 
surface, maybe to bring some people “out of the woodwork” that 
the local government could not bring, why the U.S. is not 
acting in that case. Could I ask you to at least look into 
that question? 


a Well, let me say this again, that this is an 
added tool in our arsenal, so to speak, of methods available to 
pursue terrorists; and in this particular case, we have decided 
that it is a useful tool to employ in the Salvador case. 


I'm not addressing the question of the hijackers’ case 
at all. As I said a minute ago, each case is considered on a 
case-by-case basis on its own merit. And I think I'll have to 
stop right there. 








Q Bob, have you made any other decisions as to what 
you would do in the Salvador case to try to find the killers, 
particularly given the fact that the House has now voted to 
lift the ban on police training for Salvador and Honduras both? 


“ No, I have nothing on that. Sorry. 


Q Same topic, did you consult with the Government 
of Salvador before taking the decision? 


A I don't know the answer to that. Sorry. 
Somebody over here. Same subject for a minute? 
Q On the same subject? Yes. 

4 Yes. 


: Q Do you have any information linking the 
Nicaraguan Government to the killing of the Marines in E€1 
Salvador? 


I I have nothing for you on that beyond what has 
already been stated on the subject. 


Q More specifically, is there any link between this 
and the letter which was released yesterday in Managua? 


va I have nothing on that, Jim. 


Q Are you still refusing to comment on the names on 
the list, Palestinian-Jordanian -- 


a Well, if we're through with the rewards subject, 
let me go over here first. 


Q Essentially, the first part of my question: Are 
we sending that list of names back to Jordan for any changes? 
And if not, are we saying that we.can work with the list as 
received? 


a Let me just say a couple of things phat were 
included in the remarks I made yesterday. First off, we do not 
discuss our diplomatic exchanges. However, I can assure you 
again that it is our policy to consult closely with all of our 
friends in the region on matters relating to the peace process 


& , did you receive any complaint or protest 
from Israel to the effect to cancel the proposed meeting 
between a joint Palestinian-Jordanian delegation and Mr. Murphy? 


pry 





a Well, again, I'm not going to discuss our 
diplomatic exchanges, but I will say that the only way to 
achieve the goals of peace and security in this region, which 
are goals which we share with all of our friends in the region, 
is through a process of complete and intensive consultations 
and discussions. 


We are not talking about an adversarial relationship. 
This has no place in our ties to our friends. As I said, we 
will be consulting with Israel and our other friends in the 
region as we make our decisions regarding the peace process. 
All the parties have stated that the U.S. has to make its own 
decision on the Murphy meeting. 


Q Can I get a copy of that? 


a It will take a little time because it's a little 
marked up. 


Q I'm trying to hear again what U.S. policy is 
regarding the PLO and Palestinians, because some of the names 
have -- all of the names, actually --— seem to have surfaced. 
Is it the U.S. position that members of the PLO should not be 
in any pre-—negotiation meeting with U.S. officials? 


a Well, first off, I'm not going to discuss the 
list that was given to us by the Jordanians in any detail, nor 
am I going to get into the question of who is and who is not 
acceptable. 


Our policy on meeting with the PLO is unchanged. The 
United States will not recognize or negotiate with the PLO so 
long as the PLO refuses to recognize Israel's right to exist, 
and to accept U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338. 


Q Does that policy apply to members of the PLO as 
well as to the organization itself? 


a I'll stand where it is. 
Q It's no place. It doesn't make any sense. Look. 


i) It's a reg -- 


Q Look! Don't read me old policies. I'm asking 
you today if the U.S. Government's position is that well-known 
leaders of the PLO, for instance the founder of the Fatah 
segment of the PLO, is ineligible to talk to the United States 
until the PLO recognizes Israel's right to exist. 











Is that still -- Is that the case today? 


A I have nothing beyond what I've read for you here. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Bob, do you have any information leading to 
believe that the PLO will be recognize 242 and Israel's right 
to exist? 


A I have nothing on that. Sorry. 


Q Is Jordanian ignorant of your position that you 
will not accept a PLO member so that they will send you a PLO 
member on the list? 


A I have nothing -- 
Q Can you explain that? 
a I have nothing on that at all. 


Q So what -- then why they are sending you 
something you refuse? 


Q Do you have anything on a Murphy meeting at this 
point? 


Q Do you have anything on an Israeli radio report 
that the Soviet Union is considering reopening diplomatic 
relations with Israel on certain conditions? 


a Yes, I do. We have seen these reports in the 


press, and I have nothing for you except to say that our 
position has always been that we would welcome any improvement 


in relations between Israel and other countries. 


Regarding Jewish emigration from the U.S.S.R., which 
has dropped to its lowest level in years, we have frequently 
stated our view that the U.S.S.R. in fulfillment of its 
existing obligations should allow all those who wish to 
emigrate to do so. 


Q The Soviet position seems to be they'd prefer if 
people leave with a visa to go to Israel, that they would go to 
Israel. Does the U.S. have a position as to the ultimate 
destination of Jewish emigres from the Soviet Union? 


A I have nothing on that, Barry. Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on Murphy's travel plans? 


a Assistant Secretary Murphy is back at work 
today. I have no doubt he will be consulting with Secretary 
Shultz at an early occasion, but I have nothing on his travel 
plans specifically. 





Q Can we go back to the Soviet thing just for one 
second? Same subject, or -- 


A All right. 


Q Okay. Is there any indication whatsoever that 
you have seen that the Soviets are easing up on Jewish 
emigration? I think a month ago this -- the United States 


accused the Soviets of a campaign of repression of Jewish 
cultural activists, and it seemed like there was a crackdown 
underway. Have you seen anything to indicate that it's even? 


4 I'm sorry. I don't have anything on that. 
Q Different subject. The -- 

Q The list subject again. 

wo I'm sorry? 


Q With the Palestinian list, do you have any 
comment on the -- on reports suggesting that there will be two 
lists instead of one -- 


a No. 


Q -- regarding one for the negotiations of the U.S. 
and one for negotiations with Israel? 


a No. I don't. 


Q Can you, on the taken question which my colleague 
Barry asked about the ultimate destination of the Jewish 
immigrant, do you support that to be to Israel or to the United 
States or other countries? 


a We can look into it, but I can't make any 
guarantees on it. 


Q Is the U.S. concerned that the names on the list 
have now been made public? Do you feel that's putting lives in 
danger? 

i) I have no answer for that. Nothing on it. 


Q Bob -- 


2) Let me get back to the gentleman in the back row. 





Q On Li Xiannian's upcoming visit, the last time 
there was a comment here it was that the nuclear cooperation 
agreement would have to be reviewed and then approved by Reagan 
before it could be signed. 


In view of Reagan's illness, is it possible that a 
nuclear cooperation agreement cannot be signed during Li's 
visit? 


o Let me give you what I have on that. Concerned 
U.S. agencies are now preparing and reviewing the paper work 
called for by law to forward the agreement to the President. 
At this point, before the agreement has even been forwarded to 
the President, it would be presumptious to predict his 
decision, let alone the timing of the agreement's possible 
signing. However, we do expect that it will be submitted to 
him as soon as the interagency process is completed. 


' il would not rule out a signing during the visit, but I 
would also not make any predictions about whether it will be 
ready in time. 


Q Copy? 
a Yeah. 
Q Could I go back to -- or not back -- a new 


subject. About six months ago the Government of Zimbabwe 
identified the remains of two Americans who had been kidnapped 
and killed by terrorists in that country. 


To this date the families, the American families, have 
not yet received those remains. The Government of Zimbabwe is 
refusing to turn them over. 


Do you have anything on that. Has the State 
Department requested that the Government of Zimbabwe turn the 
remains over? Is six months a reasonable amount of time in the 
State Department's view to wait? 


“ Sure don't have anything for you. Take a look 
and see if there's anything possible. 9 

Q Do you have anything more to say on the warning 
note to -- issued to the Nicaraguans today? 


2) Well, if you want to be a little more specifi. as 
to what it is you're looking for. 


Q There are a couple of things Can you say what 
"react accordingly” and “serious consequences" and “serious 
repercussions” mean? 














o Well, obviously, I'm not going to go into the 
various options that are available. We're not going to send 
them an engraved announcement. 


But I would reiterate that we would view Nicaraguan 
involvement in any terrorist act against U.S. personnel with 
the utmost seriousness. This is not a pretext for direct U.S. 
military action. Absolutely not. We are doing this because we 
want to protect the lives of U.S. citizens. 


Indeed, we felt we should inform the Government of 
Nicaragua of the consequences for their involvement of future 
terrorist activities. 


Q If there are actions taken against -- terrorist 
actions taken against American in Central America, is Nicaragua 
to be held responsible for those? That's what the message 
seems to imply? 


oe Our -- well, I think that has already been 
addressed in previous public discussions on this issue. 


Q I mean, any action in any country in Central 
America and Nicaragua -- any terrorist action in Nicaragua 
would be held accountable. That's my question. 


a Our communication to the Nicaraguans speaks for 
itself. The information that we have available, that has been 
referred to in this matter, would have indicated a threat 
against specific U.S. targets. This is not a generalized 
threat. We are therefore not issuing a travel advisory for 
private U.S. citizens in Honduras or elsewhere in Central 
America. 


Q But specific threats by Nicaragua? 
a I have nothing further on it. 


Q And does this information come from intelligence 
information? Is that the basis of it? 


Aa I'm not going to comment on intelligence matters. 
The families of the seven Americans, still 
presumably alive and being held hostage in Lebanon, are 
restless again. Do you have anything to report on U.S. efforts 
to secure their release? 


“ No. Nothing 





Q And can you tell us -- the daily the question -- 
are they alive? All seven of them? 


- I have nothing on that. 
Q No change -- 
o No change. 


Q Do you have any comment on security improvements 
of Beirut Airport? 


S No. Nothing on that. 
Or on the status of the U.S. boycott effort? 
No. 


~ 
a 
Q Any change in that? 
a Nothing. 

~ 


How about Athens Airport? Has the report been 
completed on that? 


i Nothing on Athens. 
Q Is the FAA team still there? 


A I'm not certain. I think they are still there, 
but I don't know. I'm not sure. 


Q Could you take the question of whether the Faa 
team is still there and whether the report has been completed 
by that team to the Administration? 


9 Yeah. I'll look into it. Let me see what I can 
find. 

Q This morning have you been in contact with the 
Syrians regarding the peace process since the last visit by Mr. 
Murphy to Damascus? , 

ee Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Can you take the question? 

a No. Because I don't think we're going to get 


into a discussion of diplomatic exchanges. 
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Q Do you have anything to say about the report in 
The Washington Post about the bases in Oman and the problem 
facing the United States there? 


A Yes, I do. I can confirm that discussions 
continue with Oman in the context of a required five-year 
review of the 1980 Contingency Access Agreement I'm not going 
to comment on the substance of these discussions, but any 
modification of the agreement would then be notified to the 
Congress in accordance with the requirements of the Case Act. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
vs Yes. 


Q And a follow-up, who are representing the United 
States there in these discussion? Is it on the military level, 
political level? Which level? I mean, who is representing the 
United States? 


os I don't have that information. 


Q I mean, is it through your Embassy there, or is 
it from Washington? 


“ I just don't have that information. I'm sorry. 


Q Do you have any comment on the House yesterday 
passing the Boland Amendment in a modified form which would 
prohibit the Defense Department or CIA from using money for 
military activities in Nicaragua? 


rs) Yes, I do. Just one second, please. The bill 
passed yesterday by the House is the bill reported out of the 
Intelligence Committee. This is a helpful step in removing 
restrictions on the Executive's ability to carry out J 5 
foreign policy. 


Q Can you comment on -- this is a follow-up -- the 
bill does prohibit any spending of money by the Defense 
Department or the CIA or any other intelligence-gathering body 
in Nicaragua for a military or para-military operations against 
the government. It maintains a large portion of the 
restrictions. 


Now, does the State Department read that bill as 
prohibiting U.S. military action in Nicaragua? 


a I really don't have an analysis of the bill for 


you. 





i4 


Q Could you take that question? 


eS) I think not I think we'll let it lie as long as 
the bill is still in the legislative process. 


Q Have there been any more meetings or actions as a 
result of the ramming incident in East Germany last weekend? 


a I have nothing on that. Don't know that there is 


Q Any comment on the change in the Soviet leader -- 
of the leadership of those Soviet forces in East Germany? 


A No. 


Q Bob, what is next in the peace process now the 
Israelis are reported to have turned down the list, and what is 
next? What are we to be watching for? 


a Well. I won't get specific except to say, as I 
said yesterday, that this is all part of an ongoing process 
with the series of steps. one leading to another, and we'll 
play it out and see what happens. 


Q Can I follow-up, Bob? 
a Yes. 


Q Can I follow-up, please? Just will the United 
States itself decide about the names and reply to Jordan, and 
how soon will that take place? 


rs) I'm not going to speculate on how soon, but, as I 
said yesterday, the United States will decide for itself and 
will reply to Jordan. 


Q In a follow-up. really, to that as to what's next 
in the process, do we have a clear idea of how we -- assuming a 
meeting with Murphy and a joint delegation takes place, how we 
prevent this from in fact becoming de facto negotiations 
between three parties -- Jordan, the Palestinians, the United 
States -- without the Israelis? 


i) Well. let me just say that we have a relationship 
of mutual trust and confidence with Israel which is mutually 
profitable on a wide range of issues. U.S. interests will be 
served not only in the peace process but in the broader 
regional context as well only by proceeding with all our 
friends in the area in such an atmosphere of trust and 
confidence 





So it is for this reason that with regard to the peace 
process we have made it clear that we intend to consult closely 
with our friends in the region, including Israel. as we move 
forward. 


Q Do you have -- I‘m sorry 
a Spence? 

Q Go ahead. 

a Okay. 


Q Do you have anything on the closure of the 
Mexican-Arizona border by some protest, and is that likely to 
be an issue in the Secretary's trip? 

f Sorry. Have nothing on that. 

Spence? 


Q The -- have there been any representations from 
the Philippine Government on the military bases agreement? 


a Don't think I have anything more than I stated 
yesterday, that the Philippine Government has not raised any 
question with us of terminating or renegotiating a bases 
agreement. 

Q Thank you. 


Q Can you confirm that the United States has no 
bases in the Oman Sultanate? 


a I think I already addressed that issue 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 





July 19, 1985 


TQ: TERRORISM REWARD 


Y: Is this the first time that the USG has offered such a 
reward? 


A:-- Yes, this is the first time that a reward has been 


offered under the 1984 Act to Combat International 


Terrorism. 











SAKEN QUESTION July 19, 1985 


ZIMBABWE: REMAINS OF MURDERED AMERICANS 


About the two American citizens who were kidnapped and 
killed in Zimbabwe some time ago, the remains have not been 
sent back to the families in United States yet. Has the 
U.S. Government requested that the Zimbabweans return the 
remains? Is six months a reasonable time to wait for the 
return of the remains? 


THE REMAINS OF THE AMERICAN CITIZENS AND OTHERS WHO 
WERE KIDNAPPED IN JULY 1982, WERE DISCOVERED IN EARLY 
MARCH OF THIS YEAR. ON MARCH 7, 1985, THE GOVERNMENT 
OF ZIMBABWE ANNOUNCED THAT IT HAD COME TO THE 
CONCLUSION THAT THE REMAINS WERE THOSE OF THE 
HOSTAGES, INCLUDING AMERICAN CITIZENS KEVIN ELLIS AND 
BRETT BALDWIN. THE ZIMBABWEANS AGREED HOWEVER TO 
ADDITIONAL FORENSIC EXAMINATION BY AN INDEPENDENT 
PATHOLOGIST RETAINED BY THE FAMILIES. FURTHER 
EXAMINATION OF THE REMAINS ENSUED AND WE UNDERSTAND 
THAT IT HAS NOT YET BEEN COMPLETED. WE ARE IN REGULAR 
COMMUNICATION WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF ZIMBABWE ON THIS 
MATTER, AND HAVE BEEN ASSURED THAT THE DEATH 
CERTIPICATES WILL BE ISSUED AND THE REMAINS RELEASED, 
ONCE THE IDENTIFICATION OF ALL THE REMAINS ARE FULLY 


VERIFIED. 

















July 19, 1985 


TQ: FAA TEAM 


Q: Is the FAA team still in Athens? Has their report been 
completed? 


A:--The team is now on its way back. They will complete 


their report once they have returned. 
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MONDAY, JULY 22, 1985, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I've 
dropped by here this afternoon for the very specific purpose of 
introducing the Deputy Spokesman, Ctarles (Chuck) Redman. It's 
my understanding that Ed ODjerejian did the honors about two 
weeks ago. I, as you know, have been gone for a couple of 
weeks because of Asia and will be gone for the next two weeks 
as a matter of fact because of an upcoming trip to Mexico and 
other commitments this week, and next week's trip to Helsinki 


So I'd like to take this opportunity to thank Bob 
Smalley for filling in for a couple of weeks and introduce 
Chuck Redman who will now take on his assignment as Deputy 
Spokesman. I know that you will treat him with your 
characteristic generosity and reverence, and [ wish Ed -- Chuck 
good luck in his assignment. 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, it's a pleasure to 
be here. Bernie told me everything he knew about the job, and 
I still decided I'd take it. 


I have one announcement this morning. The Department 
of State has today cancelled the travel advisory to US. 
citizens issued on 18 June regarding security at Athens 
International Airport. This follows a careful inspection of 
Athens International Airport by a team composed of FAA secure 
-- airport security experts last week 


The team found that the Greek Government had taken 
positive actions which are ongoing to improve airport security, 
and that Athens International Airport now meets international 
airport security requirements 


That's all Ll have Questions? 


Q Yeah What specifically was done at Athens to 
remove the dangers? 





a Well, for obvious security reasons, I don't want 
to get into the specifics of our recommendations. We would 
like to note, however, that the Greek Government was positive 
and responsive to the concerns which we expressed. 


The improvement in security at Athens [nternational is 
documented by the FAA report and has resulted in the 
cancellation of the advisory. 


Q The -- you referred to the “improvement of 
security." [ don't recall, and perhaps [ just don't remember 
this -- I don't remember the State Department ever saying that 


the Athens Airport did not meet international standards. tt 
didn't meet U.S. standards, and it was criticized by the U.S., 
and now you're saying, “Now the airport meets international 
standards." 


Did any international body ever declare Athens Airport 
to not meet some standards that the U.S. is referring to today? 


a I can't answer the question as to whether they 
declared it did not meet international standards. You're 
aware, of course, that there was an IATA team which went out to 
Athens Airport. I would simply say that our FAA review did 
determine that it met international standards, and that one of 
the factors, in addition to the FAA review, was the report and 
the recommendations of the [IATA -- their judgment. It was on 
that basis that we determined that the advisory could be Lifted 


Q Il guess I'm asking, the statement that you read 
First implies that at some point Athens Airport did not meet 
international standards because it said that it now meets them. 


What you're really saying is that it meets them today 
and maybe it met them yesterday as well, but as far as the US 
is concerned, the U.S. is Lifting its advisory Is that 
correct? 


A I think it's clear with the problems we had at 
Athens [nternational Airport that there were problems 
identified earlier on 


Q To expand on that, Chuck, the FAA's standards 
sometimes differ from [ATA's In this case is LATA the 
standard to which the FAA is holding the Greek Government ? 


a [I think the statement stands by itself, which 
says Simply that the FAA review determined that the airport 
meets international standards and that after review of those 








findings as well as the judgment by IATA, that a -- the 
decision was made to lift the travel advisory. 


Q Will the FAA report be made public? 


5 No, it won't 

Q Could we have a copy of what you read? 

” The statement? 

Q Yes. 

- Yes, I do. 

Q Do you have any report on the status of the other 


airport, Beirut Airport? 
A In terms of security? 
Q Yeah. 
No, I don't. 


Do you have anything on South Africa responding 
to the developments there this past weekend? 


i) Yes, I do. The declaration of a state of 
emergency in the violence-torn areas of South Africa is a very 
serious event. The United States Government views this 
development seriously. The cycle of violence and repression in 
South Africa serve the interests of no one, and our sympathy 
lies with the victims of that violence 


The South African Government asserts that it intends 
to restore order We look to it to conduct itself responsibly, 
respecting the fundamental rights of all its citizens 


It is essential that South Africans move rapidly back 
to the task at hand, ending apartheid Ihis can only be done 
through negotiations between blacks, whites [t cannot be done 
if repression continues and if the black community in South 
Africa feels that it does not have a direct voice in the 
country's future 


Q Copy? 


A Copy 


a 





Q Does the Administration have any intention of 
budging from its opposition to the pending legislation on 
economic sanctions against South Africa? 


= I have nothing for you on that 

Q Is the U.S. Ambassador still back here? 
“ Yes, he is 

Q Any plans for him to go back? 

a I have nothing on that 


Another area. 


A Any other questions on South Africa? 

Q Yes. When you say that you -- [ forget the 
words, because you read it very rapidly, but the South African 
Government -- you hope that it will act responsibly Right? 


Is that what you said? 
“ Yes. 


Q What do you mean by that? What do you want them 
to do specificaily? 


A I think in the shortest form we'd simply say that 
we hope -- we want the Government of South Africa to get beyond 
state of emergency and move on to the reform problems before it 


Q You want them to lift the state of emergency 
they've imposed? 


Aa l think our statement speaks tor itself 
Q Well maybe it does to you, not to me What 


do you want them to lift the state of emergency? Is that what 
you're saying’ 


a I think the only thing | could add is what we 
said over the weekend, which was that we sincerely hope that 
the unrest would abate rapidly and that that would permit the 
South African Government to remove these measures state of 
emergency -- and to get on with the urgent business of reform 











Q So the burden at the moment is on the unrest to 
abate first and then for the state of emergency -— then for the 
government to act, is that correct? 


4 I'd refer you simply to the first statement I 
mace in response to the question, which is we want the 
Government of South Africa to get beyond the state of emergency 
and move on to the reform 


-~- MORE -- 


/% 








Q Do you see any justification on the part of the 
Government of South Africa in imposing this state of emergency? 


“ I have nothing on that 

Q Has the U.S. received an official response from 
Israel on the Palestinian names that were submitted, the List 
of Palestinian names? 

i) (Inaudible) 

Q Anything on the Murphy trip to the Middle East? 

a We have nothing on Ambassador Murphy's travels 

Q Do you have anything on a meeting between the 
Secretary and ambassador Murphy that was supposed to have taken 


place sometime this weekend -- last weekend? 


a I think our comment was that Ambassador Murphy 
and the Secretary are routinely in consultation. 


Q Did they have that routine consultation? 


a I'm sure they've seen each other on more than one 
occasion -- 


Q Can you tell us if today? 
a -— because that's: routine 


Q Palestinian sources in Amman said this morning 
that they are expecting such a meeting to be taking place 
within the next three weeks between a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation and Mr. Murphy What do you 
comment on that? 


A I have nothing on that 
Q On another subject, has the State Department 


recommended that the United States sign a nuclear technology 
exchange agreement with China?’ 


a If you're familiar with what we have given you on 
the status of that nuclear cooperation agreement at the end of 
last week, [ think the only thing 1 could add to that is that 


the agreement is still in the process of interagency review at 
the level of the National Security Council 











Q Can I please ask one more -- 

Q Had Israel notified the United States prior to 
the publication of a list of Palestinians which were rejected 
by Mr. Peres and were published in the papers -- identified 


that they were rejected? 


a As always. we're not going to go into diplomatic 
exchanges 


Your question over there? 


Q Yes There is a report in the Aerospace Daily 
that the Israeli Government has requested the United States to 
waive $17 billion [Israel owes on FMS non-recurring funds, and 
that the United States Government is discussing this, and it 
will be further discussed in the next meeting of the Joint 
Security plans in Tel Aviv, and also that the State Department 
is opposed to that waiver. Can you comment on it? 





No, I can't. 

. Well, can you take the question? 
a No, thanks. 

Q Why can't you say if -- 


Q Can you comment on the arrest of a group of 
journalists and the seizure of thousands of newspapers in Haiti 
on the eve of their referendum? 


i) No Nothing at all 


Q Is the U.S. going to send any kind of observers 
to this referendum? 


is) Not that I'm aware of l think the one statement 
we've made on that referendum was posted in the Press Office 
last week at some point 


Q Has the State Department or Administration 
officially asked Pakistan to take a look at those MI-24 
helicopters? And also could you give us any idea what the 
discussion was between the Secretary and the Pakistani Foreidn 
Minister on Saturday?’ 


A Ll have nothing for you on either question 





Q Can you confirm actually that Israel has made 
such a request? Or can you look into the -- 


a I have nothing for you on that question 


Q Fidel Castro accused the United States over the 
weekend of reactivating assassination attempts against him 
Can you comment on this? 


a No 

Q There was a report over the weekend that Yelena 
Bonner had visited the United States about six years ago [ 
was wondering, was there any contact with the State Department 
at that time? Do you have anything in your guidance’ 

“ Six years ago’ 

Q Six years ago, yes 

A No, I don't Sorry. 

Q Anything on the award or reward money for the 
Middle East terrorist incident? Has a decision been made by 
the Secretary of State on that? 


a There has been no decision made, and I couldn't 
give you any time frame in which one might be made 


-~- MORE -- 








Q Can you answer the question that was asked here 
on Friday about what the relationship is. if any. ain the 
consideration between the reward for the Salvadoran terrorist 
incident and no decision made on the Midd!’ East terrorist 
incident” 


” No I think, as Bod Smalley said. each of these 
cases 1s -- it's evaluated on its own merits And. as a 
consequence. the processes may run in somewhat different 
timeframes 


The remarks on the rewards. in general. the 
legislation that has Deen passed which gives authority for 
those rewards provides for rewards of various amounts. and 
beyond that [ think there's nothing else that's of utility at 
this point 


Q I understand that there is a delegation from the 
Israeli Foreign Ministry in Washington Can you tell me what 
are they doing. and will they be meeting with the Secretary or 
anydody’ 


a I Rave nothing on that 


Q Do you have also information about the Jordanian 
official here in Washington’ 


“ Nothing 
.) Do you Nave any response to a suggestion by 


President Ortega of Nicaragua that the United States should 
withdraw from the OAS it has no place - 


B) No no comment on it 

Q Yeah lL just want to get thas nuclear thine with 
China strai@aht in my own mind You said the agreement is still 
im the process of interagency review So the press reports 


ver the weekend chat it had Deen sent to Reagan are wrong’ 


A My statement Said that it ~ in the Oro. e . of 
interagency review at the level of the National Security 
oun ii 

. 4) tf $s Deen sent to the White House but not 
Pecificallywy to the President is that what you're aving’ 





10 


Q well, what does that mean? I mean. what is the 
relationship? Just in theory, talking about the process here. 
what is the sequence? Where does review at the Natioral 
Security Council fit into the sequence as compared to being 
sent to the President? Which comes first. or do they come in 
any order? 


a I think it's clear that the NSC is subordinate to 
the President. 


In the back? 


Q Yeah. just a technical question. There's 
apparently been a breakdown today at the State Department, 
among other government buildings. in the international phone 
hookup Do you have anything on that? 


A I haven't had any problems No, I have nothing 
on that 


Q Can I come back to the question on South Africa, 
on the question of sanctions? Can we assume that the statement 
this Department issued last week on the legislation passed on 
the Hill, the Long -- the legislation -- the two-combination 
Guidance that was issued, it still stands, and that the 
Administration's position is that that kind of legislation 
would be unhelpful? 


a No knowledge that there's been any change in our 
position on (inaudible) 


Q AUS airline office was bombed this morning in 
Denmark The [Islamic Jihad has claimed responsibility Have 
you got anything on that? 


) Very little, in effect We have seen the reports 
that two bombs exploded in Copenhagen. one at the office of 
Northwest Orient and the other at a Synaqoque About 24 people 
were injured. several seriously There was heavy damage to the 
airline oftice 


We've contirmed that three of those injured were 
Americans Their injuries were not serious All three were 
treated and released 


We Nave no confirmation in fact of this report that 
tslamic Jihad has claimed responsibility We strongly condemn 
this type of cowardly act We regret the injuries caused to 











il 


innocent people as well as the damage to property. There can 
be no justification for these actions against airline offices, 
against houses of worship and other places where people gather 


Q Okay. thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, JULY 23, 1985, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several brief announcements. First, the Secretary is 
scheduled to appear before the House Foreign affairs Committee 
tomorrow at 10:00 A.M. to testify on the Inman Report and 
improving security overseas. Because of the Secretary's 
appearance, there will be no press briefing here tomorrow. 


Secondly, there will be a BACKGROUND wrap-up of the 
visit of President Li in the White House briefing room this 
afternoon at 2:30 P.M. 


Q That's where? 
a That's at the White House. 


Thirdly, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on 
Secretary Shultz's upcoming trip to Mexico tomorrow at 9:30 
A.M. here in the Press Briefing Room. 


And finally, on Thursday morning, July 25, at 10:00 
A.M. there will be a BACKGROUND press briefing on the CSCE 
Tenth Anniversary Commemorative Meeting and on the Secretary's 
trip to Helsinki, Finland. During that trip, the Secretary 
will be holding his first bilateral meeting with the new Soviet 
Foreign Minister on July 31. The briefing will take place in 
this briefing room. 


Questions. 


Q Do you have any observations to make about the 
current situation in South Africa? Also, does what's happening 
there give the State Department any second thoughts about its 
policies of constructive engagement? 


fe In terms of our general approach to South Africa, 
I really can't go further than what we said here at this podium 
yesterday and what Larry Speakes said at the White House. On 





the policy of “constructive engagement," the President, the 
Secretary, and other senior officials in the Administration 
remain firmly committed to our basic policy objectives in 
southern Africa. These are: promoting peaceful change away 
from apartheid, reducing cross-border violence, bringing about 
the independence of Namibia, and the withdrawal of Cuban troops 
from Angola. 


We believe American influence can and should be used 
for positive change in that region, as elsewhere. We will 
continue to work toward that end. 


Q Can I follow that up? You said that the 
Administration remains firmly committed to the policy 
objectives. Does the Administration remain firmly committed to 
the policy methods that it has used in the past to achieve 
those objectives? 


A I'll stand on the statement -- that's all. 


Q So you're leaving open -- I mean, it sounds like 
you obviously have carefully crafted that. You're committed to 
the objectives not necessarily, or leaving open, the 
possibility that you are reconsidering the methods used for 
(inaudible) -- 


a I think the essence of that statement is that the 


Administration remains commmitted to the policy of 
"constructive engagement " 


Q And I suppose it also means that you remain 
opposed to any Congressional sanctions? 


os Yes. 


Q Does the Administration wish or want the South 
African Government to lift this state of emergency? 


i) I think that has already been covered in the 
statements we made yesterday to the extent that we have said 
that we hope the South African Government will get beyond the 
state of emergency, and on to the real task which is before 
South Africa, and that is ending apartheid. negotiations 
between black and white. 


Q Do you have any specific comment on the arrest of 
Molly Blackburn? 


a No, I don't 





Q Can I stay on that subject for a second? It 
occurred to me this morning -- and I realize this is perhaps an 
"off-the-wall" comparison -—- but it did occur that when this 


Administration was faced with a state of emergency in another 
country in which hundreds of people were arrested, in which 
there were some deaths and many injuries, the Administration in 
Poland, in the Poland case, engaged in a widespread campaign of 
public comment as well as sanctions 


Could you offer some explanation as to the distinction 
the Administration makes between the state of emergency enacted 
now in South Africa and the one that was imposed in Poland in 
1981? 


a Well, I think one difference, of course, is 
relatively obvious, which is that in Poland, you're dealing 
with a relatively static society in which there is really no 
possibility for evolutionary change. In the case of South 
Africa, at least we have a process, a process which we hope 
will move at a more rapid pace than it has in the past. 


Q Did you, on that subject, agree with Senator 
Wallop's denunciation as hypocrisy the vote of the Senate not 
to put the same sanctions that they put on South Africa on the 
Soviet Union -- which the media doesn't seem to be interested 
in? 


a 1 really have no comment on that 


Q Well, do you think it is hypocrisy? I mean, you 
certainly have an opinion 7 


a I have no comment 


Q You have an opinion, but you don't want to 
comment ? 


Q What's the status of the U.S. Ambassador to South 
Africa? Does he remain in this country? And does he have a 
schedule to go back? 


i) He's still here in the United States, and I don't 
have any information on his schedule to return 


~- MORE -- 





Q Do you have anything on the position taken by the 
State Department regarding the new Geneva protocols concerning 
the treatment of civilians and combatants in armed conflicts? 


i Only to say that the State Department has not 
taken a position, if you will. The issue is now at the State 
Department, and the policy, and our recommendation under review 


Q Is there anything on the Nuclear Cooperation 
Agreement with China? Has that been approved? 


“ I don't have any breaking information for you on 
that, Bernie 


Q Do you have any development on the delegation, 
the Palestinian-Jordanian delegation? 


i No, I have no new information since our briefing 
yesterday. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli -- that 
insisting that they will torpedo any such meeting between the 
United States and joint delegation? 


ia No, I have no comment on that. 


Q Excuse me, can 1 follow on this? Can you confirm 
or comment on the list of the Palestinians presented to 
Secretary Shultz, that it has 15 names of people, including the 
six which were rejected by Israel at the outset? 


a No As always, we have no comment on the content 
of the list 
Q Any comment on Israeli announcement that there 


will be. in the near future, 15 new settlements on the Arab 
occupied lands? 


a Nothing at all. 


Q Will you take the question, please? 


1'll loo. into that for you 


Q On the list -- a follow-up -- can you say, 
without getting into the contents, if the Secretary added - 
appended to the list when it was transmitted from the U.S. to 
Israel a note of his own suggesting that the United States 
would not let the PLO come in through the “backdoor” 
affirmation of this delegation? 











i) well -- 
Q Was there an appended message -- 
i As always, the answer to that question is, we're 


nct going to comment on our diplomatic exchanges. I think a 
number of statements have been made at this podium about our 
continuing policy in terms of dealing with the PLO as well as 
our policy that negotiations, talks between the United States 
and a Jordanian-Palestinian greup should be directed toward 
establishing direct negotiations with Israel. 


Q What I'm really asking about is, in addition to a 
list was there something else appended; without the contents of 
that, something else -- a message of some other sort? 


i I have no comment. 

Q Without going into the contents of the list, can 
you tell us, there is one list or how many people on it without 
going into the names? Only clarify these technical things? 


is) No, I can't. 


Q Did you hear from Jordan since Israe] rejected 
the Palestinians participating in the list? 

id That's a very vague and general question, and I'm 
sure that we have diplomatic exchanges with Jordan on a routine 
basis. 

Q No, -- 

“ If your question concerns the list, 1 have no 


comment on that. 


Q Yes, sir. In the $100,000 offer that the Reagan 
Administration has offered for information about the murderers 
of the Marines in El Salvador, could you tell me, why are 
off-duty or reserve Marines and other U.S. armed forces 
ineligible for this reward? 


a I think the reward -- and I have to look into 
that in more detail for you, Lester -- but I think, basically, 
the statute says that no members of the U.S. Government are 
eligible for the reward. Now, that does not mean, of course, 
that they can't take part in the search 





Q Oh, good! If -- do the terms of this reward 
include provision of payment for instances where evidence of 
these terrorists’ involvement, evidence, comes in and is 
delivered along with their bodies? 


& I'll have to look into that one, Lester. 


Q And one other: Is there any explanation as to 
why we pay for a Delta Force of anti-terrorists, but when 
terrorists murder Americans overseas, we offer money to others 
rather than using our Delta Force? 


cs I have no comment on that. 

Q Okay. 

Q There are reports -- 

Q Do you have any comment on the -- 

6 Ralph -- 1 think -- Ralph, go ahead. 


Do you have any comment on the talks between 
North and South Korea having taken place and having agreed on 
another meeting to take place, I believe, in September? 


o 


be The first round of preliminary North-South Korean 
parliamentary talks was held July 22nd at Panmunjom. Agreement 
was reached to continue these talks in preparation for expanded 
parliamentary contacts between the two sides. 


The United States welcomes these talks because direct 
North-South contact is key to reduction of tensions in Korea 
and to the overall resolution of the division of the country 


Q Do you view this with any sort of a breakthrough 
in that long process toward reunification? 


a I really couldn't comment in detail, but I 
believe our position would not be to view it at this point as a 
major breakthrough, but, as I said, a development we welcome, 
nonetheless. 


Q Could we have a copy of your statement? 


a) Yes. 


Q The Prime Minister of India, Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, 


said that he is not going to go ahead asking for arms sales 
from the United States, and he said that India can defend 





itself without an arms sale from the United States to India 
Do you have any comment on that? 


Q Okay. Thank you 
i] I will have one short remark on that. That's all. 
Q And I have one question. 


“ In fact, I really couldn't give you anything in 
specific as to the Prime Minister's remarks which, as you know, 
just appeared on the wires this morning. 


I would only recall it an the context of his visit 
here that we characterize the discussion of arms sales as one 
of general nature It was certainly not the central issue in 
our talks The Indians were not on a shopping visit for arms, 
and we were certainly not pushing such sales at that time 


Q Parade magazine, which, as you know, is 
distributed by The Washington Post, reported on Sunday that 
Representative Les Aspin has, in their terms, “shared his 
quarters with a lady reporter for The New York Times,” who Mr. 
Aspin's office has identified and who 1 understand was 
subsequently romantically linked to Richard Burt 








What 1 was wondering is, first, could this be a part 
of the problem of leakings in the State Department and 
Pentagon, and, secondly, as you are the resident expert on 
media relations, how many other news media beside The New York 
Times do you know of who have reporters sleep with sources in 
order to obtain news? 


a Well, Lester, this is only my second --. 





-) Now, this was raised by The Washington Post, so 
I'm just following up on that 





i) This is only my second day on the job As a 
consequence, I don't yet have that kind of in-depth information 


Q You don't know of -- 
(Laughter) 


a I have no comment -- 





Q -- in bed -- this beddy-bye journalism -- you 
don’t know of any other beside The New York Times that sleep 
with sources? 





o I know of no other. 
Q Okay 
Q Thank you. 


Q Excuse me I have a question Can I ask you 
this question? 


‘ It’s your briefing 


(No question asked ans journalists withdrew from the 
briefing room.) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 








Posted: July 23, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 23, 1985 
ISRAEL: NEW WEST BANK SETTLEMENTS 





Q: Do you have any comment on the report that Israel plans to 
build fifteen new settlements on the West Bank? 


A: --WE CANNOT CONFIRM THAT REPORT. 


~-THE UNITED STATES CONTINUES TO BELIEVE THAT SETTLEMENT 


ACTIVITY IN THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES IS AN OBSTACLE TO 


REACHING A JUST AND LASTING PEACE. 








Posted: July 23, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 23, 1985 


TERRORISM : TERMS OF REWARD 
Q: Do the terms of this reward include provision of payment 


for instances where evidence of these terrorists’ 
involvement is delivered along with their bodies? 


A:--The law (PL96-533, 1984 Act to Combat International 
Terrorism) authorizes the Secretary to offer a reward for 
"information leading to the arrest or conviction® of any 
individual involved in terrorist acts abroad which are 


directed against the US. Delivery of a dead suspect would 


not entitle a person to receive the reward. 
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THURSDAY, JULY 25, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have one short announcement. 


Available in the Press Office today is the prepared 
statement by AID Administrator M. Peter McPherson before the 
House Select Committee on Hunger. The topic of his testimony 
is the continuing drought in Sub-Sahara Africa. 


Questions? 


Q Can you bring us up to date on how the U.S 
Government sees the situation in South Africa, and if you plan 
to send Ambassador Nickel back any time soon? 


iS) I can start by answering your second question 
first, which is, no, there are no plans that I know of 
concerning the timing of his return to South Africa. 


Concerning the situation in South Africa, would you 
like to phrase that more specifically? 


Q Yeah Do you see the state of emergency 
accomplishing what the South African Government set out to do 
-- bring some stability and an end to the killing? 


8 I don't really think I could give you an 
evaluation of the state of play in South Africa to the extent 
that I think your question would like me to I would simply 
reiterate that in evaluating the situation our objective 
remains, of course, that the South African Government move 
beyond the current situation as rapidly as possible and get on 
with what we see to be che primary task, which is that of 
reconciliation 


Q Does that mean lifting -- as far as we're 
concerned, lifting of the state of emergency? We think that 
would be required at this point? 








f°) As I said, we would like to see them move beyond 
that stage as rapidly as possible. 


Q Does that mean the lifting of the state of 
emergency? 


& I think that's stands by itself. 


Q All right, one other question on Nickel. Are 
there any plans so far as you know for the Ambassador to resign 
his post? 


& No. 


Q Not to remain -- obviously, you took the question 
implying that he was going to return to South Africa. I've 
heard recently that he has no plans to return whatsoever. 


A I could look into that afterwards, but I think we 
answered that question last week in the negative. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the French 
move in regards to South Africa yesterday? 


) Both the EC-10 and the French Government have 
announced their strong opposition to the South African 
Government's imposition of a state of emergency. 


We share their concern regarding this latest step by 
the South African Government and the potential it holds for 
abuse which in turn could trigger further violence. 


The steps taken by the EC-10 nations jointly towards 
South Africa are initiatives the U.S. Government has supported 
for some time. We believe, however, that such actions as the 
French Government's decision to restrict new investments both 
undermine South Africa's economy and create additional 
hardships for black South Africans. 


U.S. policy has sought to encourage change and reform 
in South Africa away from apartheid toward a more just system. 
We've made it clear beyond any douht our abhorrence and 
condemnation of the evil apartheid system in South Africa 

Q Copy. please? 


a Yes. 








Q The fact that we do not have an Ambassador there 
now, what sort of symbolism is that supposed to be sending? Is 
this considered a punitive measure? Is -- what's your 


characterization of that? 


A I think I would answer that simply by recalling 
that our Ambassador was called home on June 14 following the 
South African raid into Botswana, and he remains here in the 
U.S. while we continue to review the implications of that and 
other actions which have been taken by the South African 
Government. 


Q Any consideration being given to a meeting with 
the South Africans in a third country? 


6 That story, which has appeared, I think, in print 
-— at least on one occasion -- is speculative. No decision has 
been taken on next steps, and no meeting is planned. 


Q Have the South Africans proposed such a meeting? 

is I have no further comment. 

Q Excuse me. So the Ambassador's stay here does 
not really have much to do with the situation there? Is it 
only because of Botswana -- invasion of Botswana? Is that what 


you're saying? 


i) No. I think if you listen to what 1 said, we're 
reviewing the situation in the light of that and other events, 
which have obviously occurred since his return. 


Q Maybe you could explain the logic more clearly. 
If you're trying to review the situation, obviously one of the 
things that you would want to have is first hand impressions of 
what's going on in South Africa. Presumably the Ambassador 
could supply some of those. So what's the utility of him being 
here? 


is I think, in fact, we have an Embassy; we have a 
Charge. We have a very active Embassy which, I think, is fully 
capable of providing us with the kind of information that we 
need on what's going on in South Africa. 


The Ambassador's presence, while always perhaps 
Gesirable, is nonetheless not crucial or critical to continue 


in that capacity. 








Q Are you implying that there would have to be some 
progress made in South Africa, such as the lifting of the state 
of emergency or other progress, to justify a high-level meeting 
between a South African official and either Mr. Armacost or the 
Secretary of State? 


‘ In fact, I really have no further comment on this 
question of further possibilities of meetings. I think what I 
said about reviewing our policy, however, the continuing review 
of the situation in South Africa, in light of the very serious 
events which are taking place, is self-evident. 


Q Well, aren't you at least implying that no such 
meeting is justified as long as the present situation 
continues? That's what I'm hearing. Am I wrong? 


f I think -- I simply repeat what I said which is 
that no decision has been taken on next steps and no meeting is 
planned. 


Q Can I ask this? If the Security Council of the 
United Nations will come to a vote on the issue of South 
Africa, since they are discussing this, what do you expect or 
anticipate the position of the United States to be taken? 


& It would be premature to take a position because 
we haven't seen what resolution might be introduced at this 
point. 


Q This review that you're speaking of, is this 
going to eventually culminate in some public declaration one 
way or the other, or are you just talking about basically an 
on-going process of monitoring the situation? 


i. Basically, the latter. Speaking of our policy on 
South Africa, our policy remains firm. We are, of course, 
continually reviewing the situation in view of the seriousness 
of the events. There is no reassessment, however, of our basic 


policy. 


We are prepared to stay actively engaged in continuing 
our policy of using U.S. influence to end apartheid, achieve 
Namibia's independence in the context of Cuban withdrawal from 
Angola, and reduce regional violence. We have no doubt that 
this is the most sensible way to achieve our objectives in the 
region. 


~-MORE-- 








Q So what steps are you planning to take to 
implement these objectives? 


(1 I have no comment on the specific diplomatic 
steps. 


Q Are you coordinating your position -- 
Q May we have a copy? 
& Yes. 


Q Are you coordinating your position with the 
European countries and other U.S. allies in the southern part 
of the world quite near to South africa? 


io Without reference to this specific occasion or 
this specific move on the part of the French Government, I 
would say as a general rule we remain in very close contact 
with all of our allies on these kinds of questions. That has 
been and that will continue to be our policy. 


Q Chuck, should we extrapolate the U.S. desire for 
an end to apartheid into a political system that includes one 
man/one vote? 


“ 1 think what we have said, that we hope that the 
process will result in a system, in a government which is based 
on the consent of the governed. 


Q Do you have reaction or a comment to Mr. Berri, 
the Amal Shi'ite leader in Lebanon? He accuses the United 
States of treachery and abandoning its commitments to release 
Lebanese held hostage in Israel. 


iz Yes, I do. 

Q Did the U.S. in fact make any such commitments? 

A As we have repeatedly said, no deal was made to 
secure the release of the Americans hijacked on TWA Flight 


847. There was no linkage between their release and the 
release of the prisoners from Atlit. 


As we have said before, it's our understanding that 
the Government of Israel intends to release all of the 
prisoners who were moved from Ansar to Atlit. The releases, 
which have been reported in recent days, appear to be part of 
that process. 





Q Did the U.S. make any commitment to the Syrians 
about the release of Lebanese from Israel? Wot to Berri. 


i I think my statement stands No deal was made to 
secure the release of the prisoners. 


Q Do you have any information or could you comment 
on such reports that say that after Israel releases the rest of 
the prisoners, that the seven Americans will be released, 
exchanged for the 350, or something? 


a No. I have no comment on that in specific. I 
would simply reiterate what Ambassador Murphy said yesterday in 
his testimony on the Hill concerning our general approach to 
the seven, in essence that we are vigorously pursuing every 
avenue possible in order to obtain that release. 


Q As a follow-up to this statement made by 
Ambassador Murphy yesterday, there was a sort of explanation 
that -- or interpretation that what Mr. Murphy said against the 
Mujahedin of Iran is a sort of response to Iranians' fears, 
trying to get better relations with the United States. How do 
you comment on that? 


A No. I think not at all I think Ambassador 
Murphy was simply trying to set the record straight concerning 
the activities of this particular group. They've been active 
on the Hill and elsewhere. Apparently there had been some 
confusion as to precisely who the People's Mujahedin is and 
what it represents. 


As Ambassador Murphy noted, it has been passing itself 
off as a moderate nationalistic group that is opposed to the 
present Iranian Government. Mr. Murphy wanted to set the 
record straight, particularly with regard to the group's 
anti-American activities that have included the assassination 
of American officials. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 

i) I think that's too short. 

Q Do you have any comment on the report that an 
Israeli who is accused of terrorist acts against the 
Palestinians, who is at large in Israel, is now in New York? 


a No. I wave no information. 


Q I mean, if -- can you look at it? Will you for 
example apprehend him or extradite him, or whatever, because 





he's at large There are reports published in the last two 
Gays that he's in New Yorr 


‘ 1 have absolutely no information on that 
Q Would you look at that? 
o Well, I']]1 take a look at it. 


Q On the Iranian story about the Iranian desire to 
improve relations with the West and with the United States. do 
you know anything about an indirect exchange of messages 
between this government and Mr. Rafsanjani when he was in Japan 
about three weeks ago? I understand the Americans sent a 
message to him through the Japanese, and he replied with a 
message through the Japanese to the Secretary of State. Can 
you take that question’ 


a I'll look into that 


Q The reports from the Middle East that Mr. Peres 
has accepted now the two Palestinians from the West Bank, 
residents of the West Bank -- do you have any comment about 
that, and would we soon hear what the United States' position 
is on the names, if any? 


6 Well, speaking for the United States, we are 
still studying the list, and no decisions have been made. As 
we ‘ave said, we are agreeable to a meeting with a 
Jordanian/Palestinian group if arrangements can be mutually 
agreed, and if such a meeting would clearly point toward direct 
negotiations involving Israel. 


I think in summary 1 would simply say that we still in 
essence have the entire issue under review. 


Q So you have no comment either way about the -- 
Peres' reported acceptance of the two West Bankers? 


6 No. And continuing with our policy since the 
beginning, we have no comments on the contents of the list or 
our diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Can I ask you one more thing on the Middle East, 
please? Are we to understand that the hold that was placed on 
arms sale to the Middle East a few months ago is off now? The 
hold on arms sales of new -- 


is Based on what information are you making this 
assumption? 





Q On the report to Congress -- 
ra On the report to Congress. 
Q -- that the Administration has sent to Congress 


recently. 


o I think perhaps it's worth setting the record 
straight as to what that study is about. The Middle East arms 
transfer study, which I suppose, as most of you know, is now 
complete, was approved by the President, and yesterday the 
Administration began briefing the appropriate committees and 
members of Congress. 


This study is not a decision document, reiterating 
again what Ambassador Murphy said yesterday on the Hill, but 
the data it contains would provide a framework, of course, for 
decisions on arms sale requests. 


Q But, Chuck, at the time we understood that there 
was a hold of sale -- sale of new systems, sophisticated 
American arms system to the Middle East, and it ws: said -- at 
the time it was said “until the completion of the study." This 
study is completed now, and it was submitted to Congress. What 
is next? Or is it -- is that all you're saying, that there's 
no relation in the halt to arms sales and the results of the 
study? 


é I would, I think, reiterate what a White House 
official said yesterday, which is that decisions concerning 
arms sales will likely be made in the fall. Obviously, this 
document will be one of the important elements in making that 
decision, or those decisions. 


Q Can we get copies of the two statements on the 
Middle East, please? 


a On the Middle East? 


Q The one -- I mean, the one you just said now, and 
the one about the names. 


i I think on the names, I've said that so many 
times, it's hardly worth putting it out again. 


Q Well, can we have a copy of it, whatever it is? 








Q Do you or Congress plan to put out this arms 
transfer study? 

i I don't believe there are any plans to make it 
public. No. 

Q A couple of days ago the Christian ence 


Monitor had the information that this request was submitted to 
the Congress, I think, to arm Jordan or to sell arms to Jordan 
in the context of this report that you are talking about. 





Do you comment on that? Do you have any comment on 
that? 


‘ Well, I would only say that both Jordan and Saudi 
Arabia have informed us of their current defense needs, and 
these remain under review. Should decisions to go forward with 
specific arms sales be made, we would then consult with the 
Congress in the appropriate fashion regarding any such 
decisions. 


Q So there was -- this was not a request to get the 
sale approved? 


A I would simply say once again that this was not a 
decision document. It was simply a document which contains a 
framework on which decisions can then be made. 


Q When do you expect the notice to Congress to be 
sent? This is -- 


f. l really couldn't predict. 

Q -- about Jordan's request for that? 

A 1 couldn't predict. I could only reiterate what 
was said at the White House, which is that decisions will 
likely not be before the fall. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:41 p.m.) 














Posted: yuly 26, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 25, 1985 


IRAN: US/RAPSANJANI CONTACTS VIA JAPAN 


Q: Do you have anything on indirect exchanges of messages 
between the U.S. Government and Mr. Rafsanjani when he was in 
Japan through Japanese officials? 

A: --AS WE HAVE REPEATEDLY SAID, WE DO NOT COMMENT ON ALLEGED 


DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES. IN ANY CASE, THERE ARE MORE DIRECT 


WAYS OF COMMUNICATING WITH IRAN. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements Questions? 


Q Do you have any information about several men 
being indicted for the blowing up of the U.S. Embassy in Beirut? 


“ Just a bit. We understand that the Government of 
Lebanon has arrested a number of people in the immediate 
aftermath of the Embassy bombing. We are not aware whether 
formal charges were ever levied against them. 


It's been our consistent position that those 
responsible for this terrorist act should be brought to 
justice, and we are therefore following these most recent 
developments with interest 


Q Do you have any information to believe -- or to 
support the belief that these in fact are the guys who did it? 


a No I have no further, independent information 
at this point 


Q And is the Administration still weighing the 
opposition of -- weighing the possibility of issuing rewards 
for other acts of terrorism in Lebanon? 


a As in the case of any act of terrorism, the 
offering of rewards, of course, is a possible measure, and, 
therefore, I think the case of Lebanon fits that general 
criteria But, as we said, 1 think in conjunction with 
announcing the reward for £1 Salvador, each decision moves at 
its own pace in accordance with its own characteristics 


Q Am I to understand that these people arrested 
were arrested soon after the ‘83 bombing and have been in 
custody all this time? 








a As I séy, we have no good independent information 
at this point, but our information is that there were a number 
of people arrested soon after the Embassy bombing, and these 
may in fact be those same people. 


Q How will the United States Government look at 
this action in light of the restrictions or the blockade 
against the airport in Beirut? You know, the measures which 
were taken against Beirut Airport. 


A I don't think there necessarily should be seen to 
be any linkage between these two types of measures. As I said, 
we believe it's incumbent upor any nation to take measures to 
prosecute those who commit acts of terrorism. Our measures, 
which were instituted in conjunction with Beirut International, 
were instituted for very specific reasons: the fact that that 
airport had become a haven for terrorists. 


Q Chuck, were you informed by the Lebanese 
Government in '83 of those arrests, or the arrest of 
individuals? 


A I can only say that we were aware of those 
arrests. Whether we were informed by the Lebanese Government, 
I can't answer that question. 


Q Do you have anything further on a possible 
meeting, high-level meeting, with South Africa? 


A As we have said, there are no plans to meet with 
South African officials. That said, it's important that we use 
the most effective ways to communicate our views to the South 
African Government. The diplomatic business of the United 
States must be transacted with Pretoria, and the manner in 
which you express your views to a foreign government is through 
direct talks. 


Q I understand -- 


A That said, I would just simply add what the 
Secretary, I believe, said in his ON-THE-RECORD briefing last 
night: that, concerning the particular format, we have no 
further comment. 


Q On that Middle East arms transfer study that was 
briefed to -- 


Q Could we stay on South Africa, please? 











You want to stay on South Africa? 
The request is that we stay with South Africa -- 
Okay. 


> © vo 6 


-- until we finish that issue. Yes, Maureen? 
Well, it seems as if you're saying that we do 
favor such talks, even though the specifics have yet to be 
worked out. And I also wanted to ask you about the U.N. 
A The question was addressed to high-level talks -- 
Q Uh-huh. 


A Our response is simply that we do talk directly 
with the South African Government. That is a matter of 
principle. That's the way we get our diplomatic messages 
across. 


Q So you're saying that there already exist such 


channels. 

fs I'm not saying that at all. 

Q Okay. I'm sorry. I don't understand. Could you 
- A I'm saying there exist diplomatic channels, 
obviously. 


Q Uh-huh. 


A We do talk with the South African Government at 
various levels. 


Q Uh-huh. 


A That is our policy because direct talks are the 
way in which we communicate with foreign governments, including 
the Government of South Africa. That is simply a fact of 
diplomatic life that remains as valid today as it ever has been. 


Q But you're saying this is -- 
a But as to what format those talks would take, and 
that goes to the question, I think, directly of whether they 


would be high-level or whatever level, that's the subject on 
which I have no comment. 
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Q Would there -- 

Q Also, where is Chet Crocker? 

A He is currently on vacation. 

Q And he's not engaged in any talks at this time? 
A I can only tell you that he's on vacation. 


Well, he could be doing both, I guess. 


>) 


I've got a follow-up on that. What kind of 
preconditions or what sort of promises or statements on the 
part of the South African Government would the U.S. be looking 
for before it would be willing to enter into high-level talks? 


a I really have nothing on that, neither on the 
presumption of your question. 


Q The South African Embassy says that the 
initiative was taken by the United States to have talks. Can 
you give us a comment on what the South African Embassy here 
says? 


A No. I really can't. I can only say that, as Il 
said yesterday, there are no plans to meet with South African 
officials. 


Q Do you have a comment now on the U.N. resolution? 
A On South Africa? 

Q Uh-—hum. 

A 


Only, as you know, that the debate started 
yesterday afternoon (and) was suspended at about 7:30 last 
night to enable France to consult with others on amendments 
that had been proposed to its resolution. The debate was, of 
course, resumed this morning. 


Ambassador Walters, and we, are following this 
negotiation closely. It's unclear at this time what the final 
resolution -- what form the final resolution will take. As a 
consequence, it's really too early to comment on that. 


I would say only as a general proposition, our | 
opposition to sanctions is, of course, well known. 








I believe there's also available in the Press Office 
the text of what Ambassador Walters said yesterday at the 
Security Council, in case you don't have that. 


In the back? 


Q Any comment on the Soviet accusations about the 
U.S. role in South Africa -- that United States actions are 
encouraging? 


A Well, obviously, I think we would reject that 
analysis. We've made completely clear our abhorrence of the 
apartheid regime in South Africa, our desire that that regime 
be ended, our concern with the state of emergency, the fact 
that we look to the South African Government to act 
responsibly, and to the police forces of the South African 
Government. So I think that our actions speak otherwise. 


Q Middle East arms transfer study? 
i) Any other questions on South Africa? Okay. 


Q I understand that on the arms transfer study that 
was briefed to some House committees on Wednesday, that there 
were two portions: one, the bulk of the study, a classified 
portion; and one, a short part that was not classified. Is 
that correct? And can you speak on the unclassified part? 


is I think your reference to an unclassified portion 
contain -- pertains to a very short Executive summary. But it 
is not our intention to release either portion, either the 
study or the summary at this point. 


Q Will there be a release at some --— is a release 
anticipated? 


A Certainly not of the study. 


Q Can you comment on the foreign aid bill that was 
passed out of conference this morning? 


A Unfortunately, because it was just passed out of 
conference this morning, we have not had time to make a 
full-scale review of the foreign aid bill. There are many 
aspects to it, some of which have been covered in more depth 
than others by the press. But, no, I do not have any overall 
comment on the foreign aid bill. 


Q How about specifically on the contra aid? 


lay 











A No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Does this arms study have anything to do with the 
delay of the -- of Ambassacor Murphy's trip to the area? 


6 The Middle East arms transfer study? 


Q Yes. 
A I don't believe there's any relationship between 
the two. 
Q No connection whatsoever? 
No. 
Q Do you have anything new about Ambassador Murphy 
to Amman? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Nothing. 


Q A few days ago -- a few days ago you were asked a 
question about the Sudanese-Libyan agreement, and at that time 
you said that you didn't read it completely, or something like 
that. Did you have the chance to look through the whole 
protecol of the agreement between -- 


a To the best of my knowledge -- and I'll look into 
it in more detail --— but to the best of my knowledge, there is, 
in fact, no text of such an agreement, a protocol, a treaty, 
whatever you may choose to call it. 


Q There were reports also, I think, in one of the 
papers here in Washington that the Sudanese Government informed 
the United States, or the West in general, that the agreement 
is not directed against the United States or the West. Did you 
receive such communication from the Sudanese? 


fs I really can't respond to that; no. I don't know 
the answer. 


Q Can you check into the whole thing? 


i) I have a feeling the answer will be that we don't 
comment on diplomatic exchanges -- 


Q No, no. I saw the text of the protocol. 











ia I'll take a look. 


Q Are you aware of any --— to follow up on the same 
question, are you aware of any attempts by the Libyan regime to 
improve relations with the United States? 


A No, I'm not. 


Q Have you got anything on -- you know, a couple of 
weeks ago there was the proposal about new talks between 
Vietnam and another round concerning the resolution of the MIA 
question, and it was expected there would be a new mission to 
Vietnam in the next few weeks. Have you got anything on that? 


A No, I have no information on that subject. 


Q Do you have anything on the expulsion of three 
Haitian Catholic priests from Haiti because of criticism of 
recent crackdowns on dissidents there? 


ig Nothing, no. 


Q Will you take a question, or do you have a 
response yet to the Lawyer's Committee Report on human rights 
in Pakistan? 


fo In fact, I have something on that. It was 
prepared unfortunately yesterday or the day before yesterday, 
but I can give you something on that. 


Any questions on this side of the room? You're quiet 
today. Okay. 


Q I'm sure you are aware of the conflicting reports 
about Eden Pastora. Do you have your own information about his 
fate -- whether he's alive or not? 

A No, I have no independent information. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:34 p.m.) 








Posted: July39, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 26, 1985 

Pakistan: Lawyers Committee Report on Human Rights 
Q. Do you have any comment on the recently released report by 
the Lawyers Committee for Internarional Human Rights ("Zia's 
Law - Human Rights Under Military Rule in Pakistan") which 
concludes that the current government in Pakistan is engaged in 
massive abuses of human rights and that the U.S. has failed to 
engage in a vigorous policy of human rights? 
A. There are serious human rights problems in Pakistan, which 
are detailed in our own annual human rights reports. The 


Government of Pakistan is fully aware of our concerns. 


We believe Pakistan has made significant progress in recent 
months. Positive developments include the release of large 
numbers of detainees, the conduct of elections commanding a 
turnout in excess of 55 percent, the inauguration of national 
and provincial assemblies with cabinets chosen from among 
elected legislators, the sharply curtailed role of martial law 


courts, and the lifting of censorship. 


We believe that the USG has made an important contribution 
to this positive trend. Our economic and security assistance 
relationship has established a context within which the 
Pakistan Government can move with greater confidence toward 
political participation. Our own steady dialogue with the 
Government of Pakistan on the need to restore constitutional 
government based on representative institutions has also had an 


impact. We nope to see further steady progress leading to a 


full lifting of martial law in the near future. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no statements. Questions? 


Q Do you have any comment on the refusal by Prime 
Minister Botha to meet with Bishop Tutu? 


fe As a general statement, our objective in South 
Africa has always been to foster dialogue between the black 
community and the South African Government. 


We believe South Africa's internal situation is such 
that a meeting between the State President and important black 
leaders is imperative. Dialogue between the government and the 
nation's black leaders is the only way out of the crisis South 
Africa faces. 


We are disappointed that Bishop Tutu's request for a 
meeting has not been favorably acted upon. He is a 
distinguished black leader, respected by everyone. 


Concerning the meeting that has reportedly been set 
for August 19, we are happy, of course, to see that this 
meeting has been arranged and hope that this represents at 
least a beginning for a dialogue, although, of course, we would 
have hoped that such a meeting could have come sooner. 


Q Copy? 


Q Has the United States communicated this 
disappointment to South Africa other than your statement now, 
and urged it maybe to reconsider? 


A I wouldn't want to comment, as always, on the 
content of diplomatic exchanges. I think on that question I 
would leave it at that. 
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Q Chuck, what is the status of diplomatic exchanges 
with South Africa now? We don't have any Ambassador there, and 
there are apparently no impending or imminent plans for him to 
return. 


Is the U.S. considering setting up some other channel 
of high-level communications with the South African Government 
in order to convey these sorts of messages? 


& Well, the question of a high-level channel was 
answered in exquisite detail on Friday and on Thursday. I 
secseue I've answered that question a number of times, and I 
really -—- 


Q Excuse me. 


A -- nothing additional to add. I would say that 
our Embassy in South Africa is in constant, frequent contact, 
as always, with the host government in addition to the contacts 
which we in the State Department have, of course, here in 
Washington with the South African Government. 


Q Sorry. I wasn't here. 


Q Mr. Redman, in calling for this dialogue with the 
South African Government, is it the view of the State 
Department that the situation on the ground has deteriorated to 
the degree that has not been true, at least since 1969? 


a Unfortunately, I couldn't really characterize for 
you the situation on the ground in comperative terms, as you 
have just phrased them. If you're referring to the report that 
appeared in the newspaper today concerning internal studies 
allegedly made in the State Department, I would have no comment 
on internal or intelligence matters. 


I think the best I could do is simply to say, as we 
have said from this podium before, that we consider the 
situation in South Africa to be quite serious. It's a tense 
situation, and it's for that reason that we've called upon the 
South African Government and the South African police forces to 
act extremely responsibly. And it is for that reason as well 
that we've expressed our desire to see the state of emergency 
end. 


Q If I could just follow that briefly. Is there -- 
in this review that the Administration is conducting towards 
South African policies, is there any indication that the United 
States is prepared to take stronger and more public measures 
than it has in the past, short of sanctions? 





i First of all, in characterizing what you termed a 
“review,” that is, in fact, I think the way we've characterize 
it as opposed tc, let's say, a basic reassessment of policy. 
We've said, as always in this sort of situation, that we have 
_ situation under continuing review; and that is, of course, 
the case. 


In undertaking such a review, all] kinds of options are 
considered. That's clear. I think, on the basic principle -- 
for example, our position on sanctions -- however, there has 
been no change in U.S. policy; and that is not, I think, one of 
the things you should be looking toward as you look toward that 
assessment or that review. 


Maureen? 


Q Over the weekend, some of the Congressional 
leaders --— Dole, I think, among them -- said that they thought 
they would have a bill on sanctions that the President would 
sign and, in fact, sounded as if he was encouraging the State 
Department to change its policy and sort of even hinted that 
the President might change his policy before the State 
Department did. 


I was just wondering if you think it's possible to 
come up with a bill that would be acceptable to the 
Administration. 


a Well, I couldn't presume, in fact, to speculate 
on what the President might decide or decide not to do 
concerning bills which might emanate from the Congress. 1 
would, however, reiterate our opposition to the idea of 
additional punitive sanctions against Pretoria. 


There are elements in the Dole-Lugar bill which are 
helpful, but there is also legislation calling for punitive 
sanctions; and it is these latter provisions that we have 
consistently opposed and still oppose. 


Q Over the weekend, the Washington Post labeled 


your South African policy as in disarray. Do you have any 
comment on such description by the Post? 


(Laughter). 


a One might say that those are the kind of stories 
that one does not dignify by comment. But, obviously, I would 
say that, as in any foreign policy, it is a complicated 
matter. It's a policy which has many facets to it. As I think 
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I answered in a previous question, it's a policy which, because 
of its complications, is one which requires the closest 
attention. So I think to use the word “disarray” is really a 
great exaggeration. 


Secretary Crocker is on vacation. How do you 
give the problem the closest attention? Is there any plan to 
call him home? 


i Not to my knowledge, no. But we have a real 
cadre of African experts in the State Department. I think 
you've seen Deputy Assistant Secretary Frank Wisner on many 
programs on television. He's a very experienced man, one of 
the leading experts in the region. And I believe -- I'm sure 
the Secretary has full confidence in his capabilities to handle 
this matter. 


Q If you could clarify something. You just said 
that the Administration opposses additional punitive sanctions 
against South Africa. Do you mean additional to what is 
already in the Lugar bill or additional to what are in place 
now? What do you mean by -- what do you mean by the use of the 
word “additional?” 


id Additional to what is in place now. 


Q Okay. So you oppose -- 


“ That is, not accepting sanctions in the Lugar 
bill. 

Q Thank you. 

Q What do you mean by “punitive sanctions?" Does 
that mean that there are sanctions that you will accept and 
other sanctions that you won't -- punitive sanctions? 


a Well, that's a difficult question. I'm not quite 
sure what exactly you're getting at. If I don't use the word 
“punitive” and simply use the word “sanctions,” I believe our 
position remains the same. 


Q Can 1 give you an opportunity to walk through the 
door you opened a moment ago when you said that the United 
States is considering all options but on sanctions, don't look 
for a change in the sanction aspect? 


Can you go through the door and list the options that 
the Administration is considering short of sanctions but long 
of current policy? 








a No. As always, I couldn't. 
Q Another topic? 


Q Can we stay on Africa? Do you have any comment 
on events in Uganda? And could you give us an upda*e on what 
the status is of our foreign aid program and military aid 
program there in light of what happened last year with the 
human rights issue? 


i On the latter question, the status of our aid 
programs to Uganda, I'll have to look into that one. 


Concerning the situation, according to our information 
the situation overnight has been generally calm with much less 
shooting than previously reported. There is a 7:00 p.m. to 
6:00 a.m. curfew in effect. We've accounted for all official 
Americans in Uganda. There are no reports of Americans injured 
or killed in fighting. 


There had been some lootina of one Embassy warehouse, 
but this appears to have been random looting, not specifically 
directed at Americans. 


I think, repeating things which you have seen in the 
press, General Tito Okello has been named Head of State and 
Chairman of the Military Council. This Council has promised 
elections within 12 months. 

And 1 would finally add that our Ambassador, Allan 
Davis, has met with representatives of the new leadership on 
two occasions. 

Q What did you think of him? 

is) I have no reaction on that. 

Q That's two occasions since the coup? 

a The new leadership; yes. 
G 


Do you have any idea how long the travel advisory 
is likely to remain in effect? 


i No, I don't. Sorry. 
Q (Inaudible). 


a 1 can't be more specific. 
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Ralph? 


Q Can we turn to the Soviet Union and to a report 
from the Soviet Union today that Moscow has proposed a 
unilateral ban on nuclear testing between August 6, 1985, and 
January 1, 19867? Not has proposed it but has declared that it 
will be in effect on the part of the Soviet Union during that 
time period? 


o I'll have to refer you to the White House for the 
moment on that particular question. There has been a briefing 
already this morning -- just recently -- and I think most of 
your questions will probably have been answered. 


Q Chuck, can you confirm that Mr. Shultz received a 
letter from Deputy Prime Minister Shamir of Israel? 


i we have no comments on diplomatic exchanges. 


Q What can you tell us on the meeting of the Acting 
Secretary cf State with the Prime Minister of Morocco? 


ie What can I tell you about it? 
Q Yes. 


Aa 1 believe that's on the Acting Secretary's agenda 
for today. 


Q 1 mean, what's the purpose? Is it because there 
are reports that he's heading the Military Joint Committee 
between Morocco and the United States? 


6 That's the reason he's in Washington, yes. 


~-MORE-- 











Q What you can (sic) say in the light of the 
tension between Morocco and the United States for its agreement 
with Libya? How can you have a meeting on a military issue 
when you haven't resolved yet the differences between you and 
Morocco on that issue? 


A I don't believe this is unique in the diplomatic 
world. t diplomatic relationship is a very broad one. We have 
many ongoing relationships with Morocco, and because we have 
areas of less than total agreement in one area does not mean 
that we cease and desist in all other areas of endeavor. 


Q But are you still on your stand that you will not 
interfere in solving the Western Sahara militarily? You will 
not support Morocco militarily in solving Western Sahara 
problem? 


A There has been no chance in United States policy 
vis-a-vis the Western Sahara. 


Q Charles, some (family) members of the remaining 
seven hostages in Lebanon are going to be meeting with 
Congressional leaders tomorrow. In fact, they are holding a 
whole set of hearings and meetings on the Hill. But they also 
hope to meet some officials here at the Department. Have any 
been scheduled, and with whom, and when? 


A I don't have the answer to that question. I was 
informed, of course, that this group would be in town 
tomorrow. I would probably have more for you tomorrow during 
the briefing. 


Q Do you have anything on an Israeli raid on an 
Arab hospital in Jerusalem? There was a report. 


A An Arab raid on an Israeli hospital? 


Q Israeli raid on the Austrian Hospice, I think it 
is called. 


Q Before we go into that, can I refer you back to 
the letter? I'm not asking you to tell me about the contents 
of the letter. I'm asking you whether the Secretary received a 
letter or not? 


A The answer remains the same. 
The question, I think, refers to a report of a forced 


closure of the East Jerusalem Hospice by Israeli police 
forces. We have seen the reports and have confirmed that they 
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are essentially correct. We understand that while the 
Government of Israel had indicated an intention to close the 
hospice as of August 1, the future of that facility was still 
under discussion. 


We would hope that this morning's action would not 
prejudge the outcome of these ongoing discussions. 


Q Do you have any idea why the Israeli Government 
wants to close that, or forced the closing of this hospice? 


A I have no further information on that. 


Q You said you understand why they are closing it? 
So since you understand, you don't tell us why you understand 
this decision? 


a I understand in the sense that I am led to 
believe. 


Q Oh. 


Q Can I ask a question about a super-computer in 
Princeton, New Jersey? An official of something called the 
John Von Neumann Center in Princeton has said that the State 
Department wants to prevent people from certain countries from 
using a new computer, of a new generation of computer that is 
being built there. 


Do you have any comment on whether the State 
Department wishes to restrict access to that computer in 
Princeton? 


is) I can give you some general remarks. The United 
States Government routinely reviews areas of high technology 
that could present national security problems, should it fall 
into the wrong hands. Super-computers may indeed fall into 
this category, and we are examining the problem internally at 
this time. 


It is not our intent to impede in any way the 
legitimate access to super-computers by the scientific and 
academic communities, and we are working closely with them 
through the National Science Foundation. 


The U.S. Government is discussing super-computer 
safeguards with these communities and expects to come to 
agreement soon on methods to protect U.S. super-computers from 
illegitimate access. 











Q May I have a copy? 
7 It may take a few minutes. 


Q Ethiopia. The Ethiopian Government says the 
first of something like 40,000 people will be leaving Makelle. 
The Washington Post reported this morning that Ibnet had been 
evacuated. 


What does the State Department think about this? 


A Ever since the original closing of the Ibnet 
refugee camp in April, the U.S. Government has been very 
concerned over the Ethiopian Government's treatment of camp 
residents. This concern is shared by the United Nations and by 
the Private Voluntary Organizations operating in the area. 


Intervention from the U.N. Mission in Ethiopia stopped 
the forced evacuation of the camp in April. U.N. efforts also 
successfully stopped a renewed evacuation that briefly occurred 
about a month ago. At that time, the U.N. reached agreement 
with the Ethiopian Government on procedures for encouraging 
people to return to their farms. 





U.N. personnel remain in the camp to monitor the 
program of providing those leaving with sufficient supplies to 
feed them until their new harvests come in. 


To the best of our knowledge, since the agreement was 
reached the departures have been orderly, and those left in the 
camp are those unable to travel due to age or illness. 


The U.S. Government would be very concerned if there 
were any basis to this or any other reports of forced 


evacuations in Ethiopia. 
Q Copy of that, please? 
A Okay. 


Q Do you have an assessment of the performance of 
the U.S. Delegation at the Nairobi Conference, especially 
keeping in mind our previously announced goals of preventing 
politicization or diminishing politicization of such 
conferences? 


A Speaking of the outcome of the Nairobi 
Conference, I believe we can describe it as a hopeful 
achievement for the advancement of the status of women 
throughout the world. We were, in fact, able to keep the focus 
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on women's issues to a large degree and join a consensus 
adoption of the Forward Looking Strategies document, which will 
serve as a general blueprint for international women's issues 
for the rest of the century. 


With the adoption of the Forward Looking Strategy, we 
achieved our major role for Nairobi, a goal which eluded us at 
the Women's Conferences in Mexico City in '75, and Copenhagen 
in 1980. 


I think, based on that readout, our assessment of the 
performance of the delegation would have to be that they did a 
good job. 


Q May we have a copy? 


A My office is never going to get through if I keep 


Q Do you have any comment on the statements 
yesterday by Alan Garcia at his inauguration with regard to 
limiting interest payments to a percentage of exports? 


fs We continue to believe that successful resolution 
of debt-servicing problems is best achieved through active 
dialogue between creditors and debtors. The impact of 
President Garcia's approach to Peru's problems will ultimately 
be determined by the credibility and soundness of the economic 
reform or adjustment program his government adopts. 


We are still studying the specific implications of 
President Garcia's announcement and would not want to make any 
perfunctory assessment. 


Q Do you have any general statement on the Foreign 
Aid Bill at this point? 


A No, I don't. 
Q Before you go away from that topic, could you 


address, Mr. Redman, the call by Castro to have a sort of 
cartel of debtors organized against the United States? 


A I've had quite extensive things to say over a 
number of days. I don't happen to have it with me today. I 
would simply, I think, highlight perhaps the major point, which 
is that the Cuban Government itself, while calling on the rest 
of Latin American countries to somehow renege on their debts 
and to throw their credit rating and perhaps their economic 
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development into jeopardy, has been successfully renegotiating 
with international organizations and institutions its own debt 
problem; and as a consequence, I think it's our feeling that 
Castro's initiative is very much a propaganda one. 


Q Do you have any comment on the act of demolition 
of three Palestinians' homes inside Israel and the call for 
enacting a policy which will deport Palestinians suspected of 
violent acts? 


A No, I have no comment. 
Q Can you look into this? 
a I will look into it. 
Ralph. 


Q Just that one thing, for the record and for 
whatever it is worth: With reference to the letter from Shamir 
to Secretary Shultz that you won't comment on because you don't 
discuss diplomatic exchanges, I'll point out that it was not 
too many weeks ago during the hostage crisis that the Spokesman 
volunteered from that podium a rather extensive description of 
a phone conversation between Prime Minister Peres and Secretary 
Shultz, outlining in detail, including some quotes, as to what 
was said during that phone conversation. 


is) I may note, in the past several weeks we've had a 
multitude of questions concerning the Palestinian lists, the 
delegations, all of that sort of thing, and we have stuck to 
that same policy throughout on that question. 


Q The American Ambassador to Haiti was quoted the 
other day as saying that the referendum there had been 
progressive, successful, and all kinds of good things. Is 
that, in fact, this Administration's view of that? Do you have 
an assessment of the referendum? 


is) I can answer your question concerning Ambassador 
McManaway's alleged statements and I think give you the answer 
to your question in so doing. 


Your reference, I think, is to a Miami Herald article 
of Saturday, July 27, which seriously misrepresented statements 
by Ambassador to Haiti Clayton McManaway, Jr. The editorial 
claims that Ambassador McManaway termed the recent referendum 
on the political] parties law -- on the political law, I should 
say -- “a progressive step." Ambassador McManaway has never 
characterized the referendum in Haiti in such a way. He, in 
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fact, stated that the United States supports democratization in 
Haiti, and he specifically cited the new political groups law 
and the establishment of the position of Prime Minister as 
“encouraging steps in that direction." He also encouraged a 
dialogue among all political groups. 


Neither Ambassador McManaway nor any U.S. Government 
spokesman has made any statement in support of the referendum 
held last week in Haiti. United States support for 
democratization in any country does not imply support for all 
steps taken or programs adopted by the government of that 
country. 


Q Copy? 


Q In recent months, and again over the weekend, in 
a Paris newspaper there were reports that Iran has created a 
1500-2000 man suicide terrorist brigade which they were to use 


against primarily targets in the Middle East and Western Europe. 


Does the State Department have any confirmation on 
that? Have you checked out the reports of such a terrorist 
squad? 


A I have nothing at all on that subject. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 P.M.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 29, 1985 


UGANDA: AID STATUS 


Q. What is the status of the AID Program in Uganca? 

A. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE AID DEVELUPMENT PROGRAM IN UGANDA IS 
TEMPORARILY ON HOLD UNTIL SUCH TIME AS THE SITUATION STABILIZES 
AND BECOMES CLEAR. AT SUCH TIME WE WILL REASSESS UUR 
DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE ACTIVITIES AND DECIDE ON FUTURE ACTIONS. 


THE U.S. AID PROGRAM IN UGANDA RUNS AT ASOUT $8 MILLION PER 
YEAR. IT POCUSSES PRIMARILY ON REHABILITATING AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTION THROUGH PROVIDING BASIC FARM TOOLS TO AGRICULTURAL 
COOPERATIVES, STRENGTHENING MANAGEMENT OF COOPERATIVES, 
REBUILDING AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH CAPACITY, AND PROVIDING SOME 
POREIGN EXCHANGE THROUGH LOCAL BANKS TO AGKO-INDUSTRIAL 
ENTERPRISES. IN ADDITION, USAID SUPPORTS UNICEF'S NUTRITION 


AND HEALTH ACTIVITIES. 
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DPC #132 


TUESDAY, JULY 30, 1985, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


One short announcement: Available in the Press Office 
today is the prepared statement of the speech delivered by 
Secretary Shultz at the CSCE Tenth Anniversary Commemoration in 
Helsinki. That was a speech delivered by the Secretary this 
morning, Washington time. 


Questions? 


Q Do you have any comment on the Japanese 
announcement of a three-year program to reduce tariffs? 


2) Only to say that there was a briefing at the 
White House and a prepared statement which was released, and in 
that statement, Larry Speakes noted that this afternoon the 
Economic Policy Council will begin a thorough examination and 
analysis of the plan, and we will have more to say upon 
completion of this review. 


Q Yesterday, P. W. Botha, President of South 
Africa, threatened to send home all the contract labor should 
sanctions be imposed on South Africa. What is the State 
Department reaction to that kind of statement? 


A We have noted before the interdependence of 
southern Africa's economies and our belief that additional 
sanctions would hurt blacks inside South Africa as well as in 
neighboring countries. That is one reason why we have 
consistently opposed additional punitive measures against South 
Africa, and continue to do so. 


That said, we believe the circumstances are such that 


it is not wise for any party in the internal dispute in South 
Africa to issue threats or ultimata. 


Q Copy? 
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a Yes. 

Q Are you saying that Bishop Tutu's remarks were a 
threat? 

A I was not commenting on Bishop Tutu's remarks. 


That was in response to a question concerning Prime Minister 
Botha's remarks. 


Q What about Bishop Tutu's remarks? He said that 
the young people are right in saying that violence is the only 
way. 


a I'm not aware that that's considered a threat. 
Q You don't consider that a threat? 
is) I'd have to look at that statement in more detail. 


What is the State Department position on the 
seven Americans still held hostage in Lebanon? 


a I can give you, in fact, a number of remarks on 
that subject. First, this Administration has not, and will] 
not, forget our missing Americans, nor will we rest until they 
are safely reunited with their families. We have the deepest 
sympathy for the suffering their families are going through. 
No political goals can justify the inhuman treatment being 
accorded these innocent victims. 


Second, the United States Government policy towards 
kidnapping remains firm. We will not make concessions to 
terrorists, and we will not ask other governments to do so. 
Conceding to terrorists would be tantamount to caving in to 
blackmail. We believe such concessions would only encourage 
terrorists throughout the world to think these tactics can 
succeed, and would lead to the taking of more hostages. 


Our refusal to concede to terrorists does not mean, 
however, that we are unwilling to talk. We have been, and 
continue to be, in contact with numerous individuals and 
governments in the region in an effort to free these people. 

We believe that quiet diplomacy is the best way to proceed, and 
believe that detailing our efforts to obtain their release 
could be counterproductive. 


Finally, we have long been aware that Americans are 
particularly vulnerable in the chaos of Lebanon. Our first 








travel advisory for that country was issued in 1975. The 
current travel advisory which remains in force dates from 
February 1984. 


No one can assume immunity from terrorism. We 
continue to urge Americans to avoid travel to Lebanon, and 
those still present in the country to take advantage of 
opportunities to leave. 


I want to reiterate, in closing, that we are doing 
everything we can to secure the release of the remaining 
American hostages in Lebanon. 


Q Copy of that, please? 

a Yes. 

Q May I follow up on that a little bit? 
a All right. 


Q That was essentially your position before the TWA 
hijacking, but things sort of changed at that point. Is this 
going back to your earlier position? 


a Things changed in what sense concerning the TWA 
hijacking? 


Q Well, there were indirect discussions with the 
hijackers. 


a I don't believe that our policy has changed even 
in that case. 


Q All right. Let me ask one other question: Does 
the State Department have any information that it is not making 
available to the families of the hostages? 


A I can't reply directly to that question. I would 
simply reiterate the one point I did make, which is that quiet 
diplomacy is the way to proceed, and there is obviously a 
certain need for confidentiality in these proceedings. 


Q Do you consider Syria -- 

Q Can we stay on -- 

fa) -- is playing a helpful role? 
Q dh, you're on the hostages. 
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Q Yes. Do you consider Syria playing a helpful 
role for the release of the seven hostages? 


“ I think, as we have said before, we are in touch 
with a number of parties in the region. That obviously 
includes Syria, which has a major role to play in Lebanon. 

Q Can you characterize their role in that? 


4 I wouldn't want to go any further at this point. 


Q Is there any reason for optimism? Your statement 
sounds like you are proceeding along and achieving some sort of 
momentum. 

a I prefer not to characterize it as either 


optimistic or pessimistic, but rather to say that we are making 
every effort to press to the maximum all opportunities which 
may exist for the release of the American hostages. 


Q Are they alive, as far as you know? Or do you 
know where they are? Have you confirmed that they are alive? 


a We have, in fact, no information to the effect 
that they are not alive, and ail our efforts are based on that 
premise. 


Q Chuck, on Lebanon -- 


Q One more on the hostages: The question of “Are 
you giving all the information to the family members?" 
obviously is prompted by their complaints that you're not. Do 
you consider you're keeping them fully informed, giving them as 
much information as you can? I mean, how would you respond to 


that criticism on their part? 


a I can't reply to that directly since I'm not the 
one who has been, in fact, directly in contact with the hostage 
families. To the best of my knowledge, those offices in the 
State Department who are dealing with them have made every 
effort to make sure that they are as fully informed as possible 
and to be responsive to their concerns. Beyond that, I would 
have to refer to those who are specifically engaged in that 
process 


Q Do you have any information on Syrian troop 
movement in Lebanon and on their return to Beirut? Lt was 
reported that 46 Syrian tanks have been unloaded near the 
airport of Beirut. 














ry I have nothing on that at all. 
Q Can you possibly take the question? 
a I will look into it. 


Do you consider that the United States is playing 
an active role or any sort of a role in the Lebanese efforts tc 


regain peace to the country? Peace and security, I mean to say. 


a I would only comment that the United States 
position on the future of Lebanon has been clearly stated any 
number o times, which is that we see as a primary objective 
there the restoration of Lebanese sovereignty, the restoration 
of peace to that country which has been troubled for so long. 
Obviously, we would be doing everything we could to assist in 


that goal. 


Q Chuck, on the Syrian return to Beirut, if they 
return, wouldn't that be considered by the United States as a 
violation of the Habib agreement on the evacuation of 
Palestinians and Syrians alike from Beirut in 1982 -- if you 
can take that, too, please? 


a We're still talking about your hypothetical 
question? 


Q It is not a hypothetical question. It has been 
reported... (Inaudible) 


a And until I've seen some further evidence to 
that, I really couldn't comment at this point. 


Q Do you have any further evidence on the bombing 
of Israeli airplanes for positions in the Bekaa Valley? And 
will .* hurt the release or the efforts to release the hostages 
there 


A Concerning its effect on the release of the 
hostages, I really have nothing for you. Concerning the air 
strike itself, I would only say that we, of course, regret the 
loss of life that continues to take place in Lebanon. 


Q But you don't think -- Do you support the 
Israeli claim that they are hitting against terrorists in these 
areas? 

a I have no independent information which could 


help clarify that situation. 
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Q So you said “loss of life." Do you mean that 
there was loss of civilian life, not terrorists there? 


a I have seen only -— I'm not saying that at all. 
I'm simply saying “loss of life” simply because we do not have 
any further specific evidence to answer that question. 


Q Any further information regarding the Palestinian 
list for the joint delegation to be formed to have talks with 
the United States? 


a No new developments whatsoever. 


Q No travel plans for Assistant Secretary of State 
Murphy? 


a Not that I'm aware of. 


Q Chuck, could yeu give us an update on the status 
of efforts to extradite the hijackers of the TWA flight or to 
identify them or deal with them in any way? 


a I have absolutely no new information on any sew 
developments on that score. 


Q As far as you know, are there proceedings 
underway to extradite them? 


a As I said before, I think the only information we 
have is what all of you have probably seen, for the most part, 
in press reports about a week ago. 


Q Uh-huh. 
a And I have seen nothing new since those reports. 
1) Since then. 

Do you have anything new on the status of Beirut 


y 
International Airport? Has the security improved to the U.S. 
satisfaction there now? 


a No; I have no new status report at all on that 
airport. 

Q 0O.K. 

Q Do you have any comment today on the alleged 


letter from Foreign Minister Shamir to Secretary Shultz: 











. A Same as yesterday. 


Q De you have any comment on the report on Syrian 
TV that the United States has changed its plan to have 
maneuvers in Egypt because of certain trouble there? 


A No. In fact, I would refer you to a Pentagon 
press release of this morning, which made public our plans for 
the "Bright Star" series of exercises which will be beginning 
next week, bilateral U.S.-Egyptian exercises. 





Q To follow up on this, do you have any sort of 
updating on the talks with Oman on the so-called "access 
rights" to bases there? 


A I have nothing further at all. 


Q Are they still continuing on -- the talks 
continuing on until now or -- ? 


A I don't know the status of the talks. 


Q Anything on Mr. Sokolov's meeting here today -- 
the purpose of it, what was discussed? 


A Concerning its purpose, as usual, we won't 
comment on the nature of diplomatic exchanges. The only thing 
I can tell you is that it was at the request of Mr. Sokolov. 


Q But Sokolov's responsibility is Middle East, as 
far as we know, in the Soviet Embassy, isn't it? 


A I can't confirm that. 


Q What about the situation in Uganda, new threats 
to Americans there? 


A I can give you a brief status ~eport. There has 
not been a great deal of change since yesterday. There was 
less gunfire during the evening of July 29-30 than previously. 
Although sporatic looting continued, civilian activity 
increased noticeably during the morning of July 30 as people 
left their homes in search of food. 


The Embassy is taking advantage of the relative calm 
to determine the welfare of Americans previously out of contact 
with our mission. 





Concerning the possibilities of evacuation, I would 
say that this remains a possibility under consideration, as 
always, in a situation such as this. 


Q Do we have any plans to recognize that new 
government? 
A The question of recognition doesn't arise in the 


sense that the United States recognizes states and not 
governments. 


Q Could we turn to El Salvador? Since the State 
Department announced the reward for the people who killed the 
Americans in San Salvador, have there been any inquiries at 
all, any people trying to take advantage of that offer? 


3) Not to my knowledge. 


Q Do you have anything on any Congressional 
delegations going to the Soviet Union in the near future, by 
any chance, and for what purpose they would be going? 


A No. In fact, I think I'd have to refer you to 
the Congressional delegations themselves for the answer to that 
question. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Any response to the TASS charge that the United 
States rejected the moratorium on nuclear explosions without 
even analyzing it? ° 


a I could add just a bit of information. The first 
point being that we will be responding to the Soviets through 
diplomatic channels concerning the Soviet initiative. 


We've made clear nonetheless our problems with the 
nuclear testing moratorium that lacks effective verification 
procedures. And given the scope and scale of the Soviet 
strategic modernization program, the need for testing to insure 
credible and effective deterrent forces. We believe our 
proposal, in fact, represents a more practical approach to the 
testing problem. 


Q Chuck, could you perhaps explain the distinction 
or the reason the Administration is engaging in partial public 
diplomacy and partial private diplomacy on this subject? 


Today, you're going to respond through diplomatic 
channels but yesterday you made the offer through public 
channels. 


A In fact, our offer had been made privately before 
it was made public. 


Q Alright. So you'll respond publicly after you 
respond through diplomatic channels? Is that -- I'm trying to 
understand what the policy is behind the statements you're 
making? 


m4 I would refer you, I think, to the Backgrounder 
that was given at the White House yesterday in which that 
particular question was addressed in some detail. The central 
point being made that the invitation that we have issued to the 
Soviets is, in fact, a public invitation. It's fact. It's not 
a question of putting negotiating ideas on the table. It's not 
a question of diplomatic exchanges in the traditional sense. 
It is an invitation without conditions that we have issued to 
the Soviet Union. And therefore the fact that we have made 
that invitation public should simply be seen in that light. 


Q And you distinguish that from the proposal made 
by the Soviet Union publicly for a unilateral moratorium on 
their part? They didn't really ask for a U.S. response. They 
simply announced that they were going to have a moratorium and 
said if the U.S. chose to join it, it could be extended beyond 
five months. 
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There was no request for a U.S. response, at least in 
the public domain. But you feel that it's necessary to have a 
response, and you feel it needs to be private. 


A Well, likewise, I would say, in terms of our 
invitation to the Soviets, that we would still expect an 
official response. That invitation did not come to us simply 
through the public channels that you made reference to, but in 
an official diplomatic communication as well. 


Q Well, was there an invitation made in diplomatic 
channels as opposed to an announcement of a unilateral 
moratorium on the part of the Soviets? 


A I think you correctly characterized the nature of 
the Soviet proposal, which was a unilateral measure with an 
invitation, if you will, for the United States to take part in 
it. 


Q When was this official diplomatic communication? 
Was that well in advance of the public announcement? 


A Which one are we talking about? 
Q From the Soviet Union? 
2) That occurred over the weekend. 


Q Chuck, my understanding of the problem of 
verification on warhead yields was essentially that it was a 
technical dispute and that there were problems in deciding 
exactly how big yields were. Now, if you're talking about a 
moratorium, you're talking about not having any tests. And yet 
the Secretary seemed to suggest yesterday that there was some 
verification problem in that. I misinterpreted that, I 
gather? Could you explain how verification -- what 
verification has to do with no test at all? 


a I think you did misinterpret that to some degree, 
in any case. The point to be made upon our own proposal is 
that we believe that verification is one of the areas in the 
field of arms control in which there is serious work to be 
done. It's been one of the major obstacles to reaching 
verifiable arms control agreements. And that in the area of 
nuclear testing, there is some valuable work to be done. That 
was what our proposal was aimed at, to invite the Soviets to 
come here so that they could increase their capabilities, their 
confidence in their ability to monitor our nuclear testing 
program. 
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Now, concerning our reaction to their initiative, I 
think that should be seen as a separate answer, and I think it 
embraces the two points I just made which have really nothing 
to do with the verifiability of a moratorium. Although, in 
fact, that is a crucial point because we do know that in the 
1958 to '61 time period, as soon as that moratorium was 
officially declared over by the Soviets they then launched 
something like 40 atmospheric tests within a two-month period 
immediately thereafter, and that's what led President Kennedy 
at that time to make his statement, now oft-—quoted, that we 
should never again enter into such an unverifiable moratorium. 


So, in that sense, there is a question of 
verifiability. But our additional problem with that is the one 
I stated a minute ago concerning our own requirement now to 
respond to what has been a relatively massive Soviet effort 
over a long period of time, one to which we have simply begun 
to respond in the last four years. 


Q A follow-on that, please. Does the United States 
have -— has it presented to the Soviet Union any proposals for 
improving verification in the subject of testing? 


A We're talking about testing? 
Q Right. 


2) Well, I really can't answer that beyond what I've 
said concerning our current proposal, concerning the initiative 
that has just been surfaced over this past weekend. I'd have 
to look into that to see if there are other things on the 
record concerning the question of verification in the field of 
nuclear testing. 


Q In making the offer yesterday that the United 
States made to the Soviets, are we looking explicitly for a 
parallel offer from them? Is that the purpose of it? 


A As was clearly made -- I think it was clearly 
made explicit in our invitation -- it is without conditions. 
There is no requirement for reciprocity. 


Q You seem to be referring back to the President's 
speech at the U.N. which was talking about reciprocity. 


a I think there's no question that reciprocity 
would be desirable, because in the interest of effective 
verification it would be useful for us to have the same sort of 
confidence in monitoring Soviet performance as they would have 
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in our own -- in their ability to monitor vur testing program. 
But in order to advance things -- and that's why in this case, ° 


it's accurate, I think, to say that the President has gone the 
extra mile. 


We are, in fact, making this an invitation without 
conditions to the Soviet Union to not only come to the United 
States but to bring their own equipment, which is an important 
point. 


Ralph? 


Q Chuck, your comment on that point as well as on 
the Soviet initiative suggests that there is somehow something 
still open about either one of those, or both of those 
initiatives. 


Does the U.S. consider both initiatives to still be on 
the table, if you will, or is the U.S. rejection of the Soviet 
initiative, as announced yesterday at the White House, was that 
merely a first-blush rejection and that there is some 
consideration being given to that at this point? 


rs) I think our reaction to the Soviet proposal is 
fairly clear, given the remarks made at the White House and by 
Secretary Shultz enroute to Helsinki. Nonetheless, there will, 
of course, be a formal diplomatic response. 


Concerning the Soviet response to our own proposal, we 
are aware, of course, of press reports indicating Soviet 
rejection but we've not yet received a formal response. And 
since our offer is unconditional, we don't insist on a 
reciprocal right to visit the Soviet site. We're still hopeful 
of a positive response. 


Q Could I follow up on that? Does the American 
invitation for on-site inspection, if it were accepted, could 
that in any way be linked to ratification of the two existing 
Test Ban Treaties 


A I think it would be incorrect at this stage to 
make any sort of a direct linkage. I would only say that our 
continuing problem with the two unratified Test Ban Treaties 
has been largely focused on the question of verification. And 
to the extent that we can start to address those issues, then 
those would be steps which might eventually lead toward the 
question of ratification. 


Q Can you tell us anything about the discussion 
with the Moroccan Prime Minister? Have you agreed on a new 
emergency access agreement between Morocco and the United 
States? 
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A I won't comment on your question in specific 
terms concerning the new emergency access agreement, as you 
called it. 


I would say that Prime Minister Lamrani is visiting 
Washington as the Chief of the Moroccan delegation to the 
annual meeting of our Joint Military Commission. He has taken 
this opportunity for discussions with a wide range of 
Administration and Congressional leaders. 


He nas met or will meet with Secretaries Weinberger, 
Baldrige and Block. Acting Secretary Whitehead hosted a 
luncheon and a meeting for him on July 29. 


He will also meet with AID Administrator McPherson. 
On the Hill, he has seen or will see Speaker O'Neill, Senator 
Lugar, Congressman Dante Fascell and members of the House Armed 
Services Committee; members of that latter committee will 
travel to Morocco during the August recess. 


In addition to the subjects of direct relevance to the 
Joint Military Commission, the Prime Minister has reviewed the 
full range of our bilateral relations and has ex»ressed his 
government's hope for continuing USG support. .dministration 
officials have responded that we will continue to give 
sympathetic consideration to Morocco's needs, keeping in mind 
the complex issues of our own budget constraints and the 
resource allocation process. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? A copy of that? 

A Okay. 

Q And a follow-up question? If you refuse to 
comment on the new emergency access agreement, can you tell us 
anything about your military cooperation with Morocco since you 
have a joint committee? 

A I would -- 


Q It's very obscure, you know. We don't know 
what's your relation with them. 


A I would refer you to the Pentagon, which is, in 
fact, the United States representative -- 


Q The Pentagon doesn't say anything about that. We 
tried them many times. They refer us to you because you detail 
these aspects, political aspects? 


S475 














a I simply have nothing for you on that. 


Q Chuck, that language sounds as if you had some 
new assurances from the Moroccans regarding their arrangement 
with Libya. Is that the fact? 


a No, I don't think you should read that into it. 


Q Are you clearer now on what that arrangement is 
as a result of this visit? 


2) We have had, of course, intensive and detailed 
diplomatic conversations with the Moroccans ever since that 
agreement was first signed. I believe that it was relatively 
clear in our mind, even before this visit, as to what that 
arrangement entails. 


Q Is that a cause for concern still? Is it still a 
cause for concern? 


a I believe the answer to that is yes. 


Q But this somehow contradicts with yourself saying 
that the United States is going to look or consider any 
requests from Morocco with sympathy. How could you sympathize 
with a country that is getting into an agreement which causes 
you concern? 


A I think the answer is relatively simple. Morocco 
is one of our oldest, most important allies. We have a long, 
during, lasting relationship with the Moroccan Government. § As 
with any relationship, there are going to be points which are 
higher, points which are lower. It doesn't necessarily mean 
because we have one point of disagreement the whole 
relationship therefore should seem to be crumbling. 


And I think the on-going relationship with Morocco, 
the presence of the Prime Minister, is simply the visible sign 
of the strength of our relationship with Morocco. 


Q So you think --— you still -- it is one point of 
disagreement, as you said now? This agreement still -- this 
agreement between you and them about this agreement? 


A Our position concerning those who deal with 
Libya, because of Libya's continuing role in promoting 
terrorism throughout the world, has not changed. 


Q Is Morocco trying to play a role of mediation 
between you and the Libyans? 
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. A Not to my knowledge. I have no information on 
that. 


Q Did the Moroccans brief you on their effort to 
reconvene a summit, Arab summit? Did they brief you on that? 


a I can only say that the discussions covered the 
full range of issues. 





Are the rest of you interested in the seminar on North 
African affairs? 


Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 





Posted: July 31, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of July 30, 1985 


ARMS CONTROL: NUCLEAR TESTING VERIFICATION 


Q. Has the US ever presented any proposals to the Soviets for 
verifying nuclear testing? 


A. WE HAVE LONG STRESSED TO THE SOVIETS THE NEED FOR IMPROVING 
VERIFICATION REGARDING NUCLEAR TESTING. AS LONG AGO AS 1962, 
PRESIDENT KENNEDY DIRECTED THAT ANY FUTURE LIMITATION ON NUCLEAR 
TESTING INCLUDE APPROPRIATE ARRANGEMENTS FOR DETECTION AND 
VERIFICATION, AND IN THE PAST 20 YEARS, WE OFTEN HAVE ASKED THE 
SOVIETS TO MEET WITH US TO DISCUSS MEANS FOR IMPROVING 
VERIFICATION. ON SEVERAL OCCASIONS IN 1983 AND 1984, THE US 
PROPOSED DURING BILATERAL DISCUSSIONS WITH THE SOVIETS THAT WE 
OPEN NEGOTIATIONS ON VERIFICATION IMPROVEMENTS TO THE UNRATIFIED 
THRESHOLD TEST BAN TREATY AND THE PEACEFUL NUCLEAR EXPLOSION 


TREATY. EACH TIME THE SOVIETS REFUSED. 


ADDITIONALLY, IN HIS SPEECH TO THE UN GENERAL ASSEMBLY ON 
SEPTEMBER 24, 1984, THE PRESIDENT PROPOSED THAT THE US AND THE 
USSR EXCHANGE VISITS OF EXPERTS TO MEASURE DIRECTLY AT TEST 
SITES THE YIELDS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS. THE PRESIDENT'S NEW 
INITIATIVE BUILDS ON THIS 1984 PROPOSAL BY EXTENDING AN 
UNCONDITIONAL, NON-RECIPRICAL OFFER FOR SOVIET EXPERTS TO VISIT 


A US TEST SITE, BRINGING WITH THEM ANY EQUIPMENT THEY DEEM 


NECESSARY TO DIRECTLY MEASURE THE YIELD OF A NUCLEAR TEST. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #133 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 31, 1985, 12:17 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several announcements. 


First, one of our more pleasant duties is to announce 
the presence of a new member of the Press Office. He is Bruce 
Ammerman --— Bruce, could you stand up? -- who succeeds Kathleen 
Lang as a press officer. Bruce joined the Foreign Service in 
1980 and has served in Bombay as a consular officer and Lyon as 
consular admininistrative officer. He is a graduate of Florida 
State University where he received a Bachelor's Degree in 
English and a Master of Scienc® Degree in counseling. Before 
joining the Foreign Service, he worked for a number of years as 
a psychotherapist. There's not necessarily any connection 
(laughter) -- 


Q Now he's in the Press Office. 


A -— not necessarily any connection between that 
experience and his assignment. His foreign language is 
French. I am pleased to have Bruce with us, and I'm sure 
you'll all make him feel welcome. 


Available in the Press Office today are the following 
prepared statements by Department officials before Congress 
Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul 
Wolfowitz, and Director of the Bureau of Refugee Programs, 
James Purcell, before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Affairs. The topic of their 
testimony is, “Recent Developments in the U.S. Refugee Program 
in Southeast Asia.” 


Ambassador-at-Large Richard T. Kennedy, and Assistant 
Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz 
before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs The topic of 
their testimony is the "U.S. PRC Nuclear Cooperation Agreement." 








And, finally, Assistant Secretary for Economic and 
Business Affairs Douglas McMinn before the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, Subcommittee on East Asian and Pacific 
affairs. The topic of his testimony is, “U.S. International 
Maritime and Aviation Relations with Japan." 


Questions? 


Q Do you have any comment on The New York Times 
report indicating that some or most of the seven American 
hostages are under control of a family that's seeking release 
of a relative from Kuwait? 





a The organization Islamic Jihad has claimed 
responsibility for the kidnapping of the remaining American 
hostages. Little is known about the organization. We do not 
really know whether the hostages are all being held together. 


We do not rule out the possibility that the hostages 
are being held by members of a clan, but must note that in 
Lebanon family and politics are often inextricably intertwined 


Q Is that -- is the clan that's mentioned, is that 
something that you've heard about -- you heard of before the 
Musawi, if that's how to pronounce it? 


a I have no specific information on the Musawi clan 


Q The Musawi group that broke off from Amal in 1982 
was a part of Amal at one time. And, at least, my impression, 
until reading The New York Times story, was that it still is 
considered part of Amal. Yet, yesterday Oakley said on the 
Hill that the hostages are believed to be being held not by 
Amal Can you help resolve that? Maybe it's only a problem in 
my mind, but I -- my impression is that there's a contradiction 
there. 





A I'll have to look into that question. I really 
don't know the answer to that. I think it's possible, for 
example, tiiat the clan could be Hezbollah, 1 suppose. 


Q Is Hezbollah the same -- is it a part of, the 
same as -- 


is) You've gone beyond my knowledge bank on that one, 
but ['ll see if we can get anything further 


Q I didn't understand what you're saying in 











response to Matt's question, that we're not sure whether it's 
this family, as The New York Times said? Is thac the bottom 
line there? 





i) I'm only saying we do not rule out the 
possibility that they're held by members of a clan. As I noted 
in starting my statement, the organization Islamic Jihad was 
the one that originally claimed responsibility. 


Q Chuck, the United States requested officially 
from Hafiz al-Assad to intervene and try to free the seven 
hostages, American hostages. Where are you now in contacts 
with -- although you don't want to reveal diplomatic contacts. 
But how effective have these contacts been? And do you see any 
end of the -- the light at the end of the tunnel in this whole 
episode of the hostages there? 


a I can't really go beyond what I said yesterday, 
which is that we were pursuing every possibility to the maximum 
of our extent, and beyond that we believe that quiet diplomacy 
is the best way to approach this problem. And as a 
consequence, I wouldn't want to characterize the relative 
chances of success or failure, or of our efforts with one or 
another of the people, in the region with whom we may be 
dealing, in any more specific terms. 


Q Because it was now a general knowledge that there 
was a hot exchange on the telephone between President Reagan, 
before he went to the hospital, and Hafiz al-Assad about taking 
the responsibility of freeing the American hostages. According 
to the Newsweek and the Washington Post story, which was quite 
old, there was such request, you know, very direct request by 
the President to ask Hafiz al-Assad on holding him almost 
responsible that he will get these people out. So, where are 
you with him? (sic) 





a I have nothing on that story whatsoever. 


Q Assuming for a minute that the identification of 
a group or a family, or some sort of group, has, in fact, been 
made as to someone holding the American hostages, wouldn't that 
be considered a positive development in the sense that, at 
least, you know who has them? Or are you telling us today that 
you can't rule out that they may have them but you don't really 
know who is holding the hostages? 


Aa I think, in fact, my statement speaks for 
itself I used exactly the words which you just repeated We 
cannot rule out, or we do not rule out the possibility that the 
hostages are being held by members of a clan; but we would note 











that in Lebanon family and politics are often deeply 
intertwined. I think that's a perhaps little longer way of 
saying it's a very complicated situation, and the facts are not 
all clear. 


Q Chuck, yesterday, you didn't comment on Syria 
sending tanks to Beirut. Do you have today any comment since 
these stories are substantiated now? 


A No, I have no comment on the story. 


Q So are you, I mean, refusing to have any comment 
on the Syrian presence, or Syria sending arms to certain groups 
in Beirut? You don't care about commenting about that? Don't 
you -- 


a Well, I think we have said before, concerning the 
presence of the Syrian monitors who are in Beirut in order to 
try to enforce some sort of security, safety arrangement in the 
city, that we believe that anything that would contribute to 
that goal would be useful and helpful. But beyond that, no, 
we've not made any other comment. 


Q So you're interpretation of sending these tanks 
to Lebanon by Syria falls under the category of beefing up the 
security by Syria. Do you have any such assurances from the 
Syrians that this is the intention of this? 


a No, on that story, I have no comment. I was 
referring to what we said some weeks ago on the presence, 
simply, of the 46 monitors, I believe it was. 


Q Do you have any contact with the Syrians about 
sending these 50 tanks into Beirut? 


A I have no information on that. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the turopean 
Commission's decision to impose sanctions on South Africa? 


A Very briefly. Just to say that I have no 
specific comment on their proposals as such, except to repeat 
that our opposition to additional sanctions, for our part, 
remains unchanged. 


Q Is there any reaction, then, to the decision of 
South Africa to recall its Ambassador -designate? 


A No, I really have no comment on that either 
[It's up, I think, to the South African Government. 








Q In light of those two developments though, Chuck, 
is there a feeling within the Administration that some form of 
American public action is necessary? 


) Public action? About what? 


Q Something stronger than just saying that we've 
denounced the state of emergency. Something short of 
sanctions, let's say, but a much more public posture than the 
United States has taken in recent weeks on South Africa? 


is) No, I would not want to imply in any way that 
there's been any change in our fundamental approach to the 
problem of South Africa which I think could very simply be 
resumed in a number of points. The first being that we want to 
see the initiation of a black-white dialogue which would lead 
to meaningful reform, away from apartheid; that we want to see 
an end to the violence in South Africa which has brought so 
much suffering to the people of that country; we want to see 
the restoration of law and order; and, finally, we want to see 
an end to the state of emergency. I think that summarizes the 
policy that we've been explaining for some time, and I would 
not imply in any way that there's a deviation from that. 


Q Given those objectives, is the United States 
considering any change in tactics to bring them about? 


A I really have nothing more to give you on that. 
I would only say, in response to some stories which have 
appeared in the press concerning potential Administration 
reaction to sanctions which might be proposed by the Congress, 
that those stories are purely speculation, without foundation. 
The Administration position on the question of sanctions has 
not changed. Clearly, the President has not made any decision 
because he hasn't received anything yet from the Congress, and 
he'll be waiting to see, in fact, what the Congress may choose 
to propose. But I would be very categorical in steering you 
away from following that line of speculation. 


Q On that same subject, Chuck, you have said that 
some elements of the legislation being considered in Congress 
are not -- that you like some of the elements in some of the 
bills. 
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The Conference Committee is meeting today. And the 
Senate bill has, among other things, an 18-month time period 
that is set up at the end of which should the President -- 
unless the President judges that things have improved or going 
in the right track, that certain things would happen. So this 
measure is not, in effect, a sanctions measure for now. It is 
a sanctions well out in the future. Do you object to that kind 
of measure? 


4 At the same time that we said that we saw some 
positive elements in the bill, we reiterated very firmly our 
opposition -- continued opposition -- to punitive sanctions. 


So that I think that answer, in fact, covers your question -- 
whether or not it can be extended or immediate. 


~-MORE -- 











Q In other words, you consider the potential threat 
of a sanction as the same thing as a sanction? You are not 
even willing to -- 


A I really can't go further on that issue simply 
because we don't know what the conferees are going to propose, 
and I would simply refer you once again to the statement I have 
just made concerning sanctions as a principle. 


Q Could we go to Uganda? 
Q No, just one more. 
a Okay. 


Q Could you comment on the reports that South 
African officials have made that they recalled Mr. Beukes 
because he was denied the opportunity to present his’ 
credentials? Is that possible? 


A No, I have no comment at all on the recall of the 
South African Ambassador. 


Q Can we go to Uganda? 


Q No. Just one quick question on South Africa. 
Can you classify at all the kind of diplomatic contacts you now 
have with the South African government, given the fact that you 
have this Ambassador stand-off right now? I understand that 
there has been considerable contact. I am just wondering where 
it is going? Has it produced anything? Is there active 
diplomacy going on? 


A Well, to answer your question, is there active 
diplomacy, the answer is yes. The South African government, as 
we have said before, is well aware of our positien on the 
issues today. I explained, [ believe, at the end of last week 
the nature -- or perhaps Monday -- of our contacts with the 
South African government. We have an Embassy in Pretoria. We 
have a Charge. Our Embassy is quite active in pursuing its 
contacts, its range of contacts, with the South African 
government. We likewise here in Washington have contacts with 
the South African Embassy. I think those are clearly the 
channels through which our ideas are made known or our concerns 
are made known. 


Q There is no talk at this time of having a higher 
level of contact in any way? 


fe) My answer remains the same to that. No such 
meeting is planned. 





Any other questions on South Africa? Uganda. , 





Q Anything on the evacuation from Uganda? 


mn I can confirm that the evacuation of Americans 
from Uganda has ended successfully. A convoy of 23 vehicles 
has safely reached the Kenyan border at Busia, and the 62 
American evacuees -- that includes 42 official Americans and 
dependents and 20 private American citizens -- are all safe. 


Most have crossed into Kenya. A few remain with 
vehicles pending customs clearances. 


Q But there are still a lot of Americans left in 
Uganda? 


A There are certainly a number of private Americans 
left in Uganda; a number of whom have chosen to remain; a 
number of whom are in areas where we can't really get word to 
them easily that evacuation was a possibility. The Embassy 
itself continues to be staffed with twelve people headed by 
Ambassador Davis. 


Q Do you have any idea, when you say that there is 
a number that remains, any idea what kinds of numbers we are 
talking about -- a dozen, a handful, substantially more? 


A My estimate would be that we are talking about 
several hundred. Our information is that there are something 
on the order of 220 private American citizens in Uganda. I 
just told you that 20 had been removed, or evacuated, so that 
leaves me with an estimate of about 200. 


Q Do you have any statement on the house arrest of 
Kim Dae Jung in South Korea, specifically is there any legal 
basis for that house arrest that you know of? 


Q Could we stay on Uganda? 
a One more question on Uganda 
Q Any further request for evacuation of these 


people, of the remaining people? 


A To the best of my knowledge, we have no further 
plans for evacuation at this point. We, of course, evacuated 
in large part simply because Kampala is still recovering from 
the effects of the coup. Public services are not available in 
all parts of the city. Shooting and looting have not been 








brought to a complete halt. It will take some time for the new 
government to establish itself and for conditions to return to 
normal. 


We do, however, look forward to a resumption of a full 
range of activities in Uganda as soon as possible. 





Q Does the evacuation mean that in recent days you 
determined that Americans have become targets of some sort in 
Uganda, or was this done in response to the shooting and 
looting that was not targeted directly at Americans? 


A Certainly the latter. I have not seen any 
information which would indicate that Americans have been 
targeted in any way. We know of no injuries or attacks on any 
Americans, be they private or governmental, and, as I said, in 
large part it is simply because, first, the government itself, 
the new government, hasn't really taken control yet. As a 
consequence, there are many people there who really have no 
function to perform, simply because they have no counterparts; 
and, secondly, the situation because of shortages of food, 
water, electricity is relatively difficult. 


Still Uganda? 


Q Yes. On Monday, you said Ambassador Davis had 
met with the new leaders I think twice at that point. Has he 
met with them since then? 


A Yes. I believe I can safely say at least once 
more. That's certainly in conjunction with arranging for the 
evacuation which was done in coordination with the Ugandan 
authorities. 


Q Was the daughter of the Mayor of Atlanta one of 
those people that were evacuated, do you know? 


A I can't confirm that, but I will look into it. 


Q Chuck, a couple of days ago [ asked you to look 
into this, but I didn't get an answer. Would you care to 
comment or issue a guidance on the repeated acts of violence and 
revenge, and counter-revenge, which is plaguing the West Bank 
and occupied Palestine? Two students were killed yesterday, 
and in this morning's paper was an Israeli was shot and all 
kind of things in the West Bank. 


[ISS 
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os Just quickly before we move to Kim Dae Jung. 
This is in fact a reaction to the deaths of Israelis and 
Palestinians in the West Bank this week. The United States is 
firmly opposed to terrorism in any form. We join civilized 
people everywhere in expressing our shock and outrage over tne 
deaths in the West Bank this week. We hope the perpetrators of 
these senseless crimes are brought to justice. 


Now turning to Kim Dae Jung, and a question that I 
have -- 


Q Can we have a copy of this statement? 


Q You are going to give us a copy of the Uganda 
statement, right? Did we ask for that? 


a You didn't ask for that, but, in fact, that is a 
compilation of some notes I have and a lot of information that 
I have in my head, so I really have no statement that I could 
offer you there without talking to the court reporters who 
could reproduce it. 


Q Can we get copies of that statement on the West 
Bank? 

a No. 

Q No? 

A It is only three sentences, and I trust your 
dictation. 


Concerning Kim Dae Jung, Mr. Kim was told by the 
police on July 3lst that he would not be allowed to leave his 
home for the time beina. The political party supported by Mr. 
Kim, the New Korea Democratic Party, is holding its national 
convention on August lst and 2nd, and it appears that the 
Korean Government's action is intended to prevent Mr. Kim from 
participating in that convention 


We have called consistently for the removal of all 
remaining restrictions on Mr. Kim as soon as possible. We view 
this more recent action as inconsistent with previous steps 
taken by the Korean Government toward a more open political 
system. 


I could add that it appears that there is no at 
least we are not aware of any danger to Mr. Kim's physical well 
being He is safe and he 1s receiving visitors at his home 
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Q Has a protest been lodged with the government? 


a The Korean Government is well aware of our 
concerns on this step. 


Q Back on the Middle East again for a second, do 
you have any comment on Israeli behavior in southern Lebanon or 
in the West Bank, but particularly in southern Lebanon, with 
regard to property destruction, and so on, as the evacuation 
occurred? I know this is old, but my impression was is there 
may have been some review of that activity and maybe some 
comment on it. 


i The only thing that I have seen to that effect 
were the statements by Sharon which encouraged a return to that 
policy, I believe. 


Q Well, all right, I am not -- 
a I have nothing on that. 
Q You don't have anything on that. 


Back to South Africa, for a moment? You said 
that diplomatic contacts are continuing between the two 
governments despite the recall of the Ambassador. 


Will the fact that neither government has an 
Ambassador in each other's capital at the moment inhibit those 
diplomatic contacts in any way? 


A I think not at all. 
Q Okay. 


A Being a diplomat myself and having served in 
embassies abroad, I can guarantee you that even when the 
Ambassador is not there, things go forward. 


Q Do you have any comments to offer on Henry 
Kissinger's article in this morning's Washington Post asking 
the United States not to pursue this peace in the Middle East 
at the present time? 





A No, [ have no comment. 


Q The Washington Post this morning reports that 


Archbishop Joseph Glemp is due in Washington in September. 
Have you got anything on that? 





A I can tell you that Cardinal Glemp will visit the 
U.S. privately at the invitation of the U.S. Catholic Council, 
or Catholic Conference, September 17th through 24th Beyond 
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that, I would suggest you will have to talk to the Catholic 
Conference for further information. 


Q There is no meeting with U.S. officials, then? 


A We would be prepared to talk with Cardinal Glemp 
at the appropriate level. 


Q What is the appropriate level? 
ts) I can't answer that question. 


Q Any comment on the explosion in the Syrian news 
agency in Beirut today, by any chance? 


a No. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #134 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 1, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen: Good afternoon. iI 
have several announcements. Once again, it is my privilege to 
introduce another new member of the Press Office. She is 
Deborah Cavin, who joins the staff as a Press Officer. Debbie 
entered the Foreign Service in 1983 and has served in London as 
a Consular Officer. She is a graduate of Rice University, 
where she received a Bachelor's Degree in history and a 
Master's degree in Military History. We're strengthening our 
team on all sides now. 


She also spent a year studying in Vienna, Austria. 
Before joining the Foreign Service, she taught at the 
International School in Kingston, Jamaica and worked for the 
Agency for International Development there. We are pleased to 
have her with us, and I'm sure you'll make her feel welcome. 


Available in the Press Office today are the following 
prepared statements by Department officials before Congress: 


-- Legal Adviser Abraham Sofaer before the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The topic of his testimony is 
"The U.S.-U.K. Extradition Treaty." 


-- Ambassador-at-Large Richard Kennedy before the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittees on Arms 
Control, International Security and Srientific Affairs and 
International Economic Policy and Trade. The topic of his 
testimony is “The Non-Proliferation Treaty." 


And finally one short statement concerning the trip 
being undertaken by the U.S. Coast Guard icebreaker Polar Sea 
though the Northwest Passage: 





While the two countries -- speaking here of the United 
States and Canada -- disagree on the status of the waters of 
the Canadian Arctic, this transit by the Polar Sea is 
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not motivated by any desire to challenge Canadian claims in the 
Arctic. The transit is undertaken for operational reasons, and 
will also enable joint Canada-U.S. scientific activities at the 
end of the trip to take place. 


The U.S. and Canada have taken a cooperative approach 
in planning for this voyage. The two countries have agreed the 
transit itself is without prejudice to either country's 
position with regard to the status of the Arctic waters. 


Q Copy? 

A Yes. 

Questions? 

Q Do you have anything for us on the sanctions in 


South africa? 
a Sanctions in South Africa. Concerning -- 
Q Congressional action. 


a Congressional action. Well, simply to say that 
the Administration is still in the process of studying what the 
Congress is producing. I would, of course, have no comment or 
speculation as to whether the President would or would not veto 
any such Congressional initiative. The President will decide 
on that issue when he has something before him to consider. 

And finally, (I'd) reiterate again that our position on 
sanctions is well known and has not changed. 


Q Does the State Department feel under any pressure 
at this point to reevaluate its constructive engagement 
approach to South Africa? 


i) I would think it would be wrong to say that one 
feels under pressure to reevaluate that approach. As I said 
yesterday, that is our continuing policy We have said, of 
course, that we continue to review the situation in Sou 
Africa, and give it the closest attention, of course 


Ralph 


Q Is it possible somehow that the Administration 
could approve of legislation which goes against its policy on 
sanctions? You seem to be saying that the decision on a veto 
is still open somehow, even though you've said the position on 
sanctions hasn't changed 





a Right. 


Q I'm trying to figure out how that could possibly 
be. 


a The answer to that question lies in the part of 
my answer which said, “When the President has something before 
him, he'll make a decision." 


Q So it's at that time that he will announce his 
decision, but you're not suggesting that the Administration 
will seriously consider signing that legislation which goes 
against its policy, are you? 


fe I am not suggesting that we would seriously 
consider signing it, nor am I suggesting that it is rejected 
out of hand. 


Q Are you suggesting the Administration doesn't 
know what's in it? 


a I'm suggesting that until we have seen it and had 
a chance to study it, I'm simply not going to make a 
precipitate judgment as to what the President might decide. 


Q Is that because the Administration can't decide 
whether the legislation as passed constitutes “sanctions,” and 
the position is against sanctions, but you might decide that 
this bill really isn't sanctions, that it's something else? 


A I really wouldn't want to speculate on that, 
Ralph, only to stick with the position which I also stated, 
which is that our position on sanctions is well known and 
unchanged. 


Q Chuck, how would banning the sale of krugerrands 
harm blacks in South Africa, which is the main sanction from 
the House bill that was adopted in the conference committee? 


A I'm not expert enough on that particular subject, 
I think, to be able to give you a detailed answer, only to say 
that there are other implications. Of course, the question of 
sanctions harming blacks more than anyone else has always been 
a major consideration in our policy 


There are other aspects to sanctions, for example, 
actions which, if the United States or United States 
industries, for example, pull out of South Africa, there are 
people all around the world ready to rush in and take our 
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place. The fact that United States industries have been among 
those in the forefront of promoting some necessary reforms away 
from apartheid has been another reason why we have considered 
our policy of constructive engagement to be the right one. 


That's the best I can do right now to answer that 
question. 


Q That really answers the question of why you 
oppose disinvestment or why you oppose a ban on new investment, 
but the sale of gold coins in this country would not seem to be 
something that either promotes better treatment of blacks, you 
know, or would be, as you say, would be replaced by other 
countries. 


Why oppose that measure? 


a I would rely on my answer to the overall 
question, which is that I don't want to get into the specifics 
of commenting one way or another on every particular aspect 
which may appear in the Congressional bill, when in fact, I 
have said that overall, we simply want to study that in order 
to make a considered evaluation. 


Q Do you consider the suspending of the sale of 
krugerrands to be a sanction? Is that a sanction? 

a I really have no comment on that. 

Q Could I =~ On South Africa, this week, as you 


undoubtedly noticed, The Washington Post reported on page one 
that Nake Scosana, a twenty-four-year-old mother of one child, 
who was rumored but never proven to be a police informer, was 
beaten by a mob, stripped, pinned under a rock, and burned 
alive while the mob danced around her 





Since the extensive Post story by Mr. Frankel never 
once referred to this as “lynching,” but the following day, 
Post columnist William Raspberry referred to it as a lynching, 
does the State Department acree with Raspberry that this was a 
lynching, or with Frankel and foreign Editor Hoagland who 
refused to call it a lynching? 


What does the State Department say in regard to the 
killing of this young woman? Is it a lynching or not? 


Aa l have no comment on that, Lester 


Q What? Hold on You mean the Reagan 
Administration has no position on lynching? 








4 Lester, you're asking me to make a distinction 
between what various people writing for The Washington Post are 
saying to one another. 





Q No, no, no. I want to know, does the State 
Department look on this as a lynching or not? 

4 Lester, we deplore violence -- 

Q You deplore violence -- 

i) -- in South Africa or (inaudible) -~— 

Q I only ask, how do you stand on lynching. Do you 

A Maureen. 


Q Could you tell me, do you believe this is 
lynching or not? 


Q Excuse me please, Lester. 
A Next question, please. 


Q What is the State Department's position on these 
efforts to dump Shultz by conservatives? 


a I have no comment on that. 


Q Sir, do you have any information on Mr. Murphy's 
travel plans to the Middle East? 


A Nothing at all. 


Q Can you shed any light on what Secretary 
Weinberger said yesterday about capturing by the Salvadoran 
Army, capturing or killing people responsible for the attack on 
the Americans in the cafe? 


A What I can say is largely, I think, what was also 
said at the Pentagon yesterday afternoon. Ina series of 
actions in the weeks following the murders of six Americans and 
seven others in San Salvador on June 19, Salvadoran regular 
forces have killed, wounded, or captured a number of members of 
the PRTC -- that is the Revolutionary Party of Workers and 
Peasants in Central America -- including two key leaders 














The Salvadoran Government is investigating the murders 
with the aim of bringing those directly responsible to 
justice. We fully support the Salvadoran Government in those 
efforts. . 


Q Were the people directly responsible victims of 
the attack? 


i I would refer you to what the Pentagon spokesman 
said yesterday in clarification of that question. [ have 
nothing in addition to that. 


Q Can I follow that for a second? The Salvadoran 
Government was quoted yesterday afternoon as saying that he had 
no information to suggest that any of the people who had been 
killed, wounded, or captured in these incidents had bern 
involved in the attack on the Americans. 


Do you have any comment on that? I mean, that's the 
Salvadoran investigation. It doesn't suggest there is any 
connection here. 


a But there is no suggestion that there is no 
connection with the PRTC, which claimed credit for the murders 


Q No, but that's not what -- 


3) -- and which was the organization which was the 
object of the attack which is in question. 


Q But that's not what Secretary Weinberger said. 
No. The question was about what Secretary Weinberger said, 
which was that people who had been involved in the killings had 
been killed, captured, or wounded. 


A I would repeat, if you want, the first statement 
I made, which is that there was a series of actions which did 
result in killing, capturing, or wounding a number of members 
of the PRTC. 


I could add that the United States Government has 
supported £1 Salvador's efforts to respond to the threat posed 
by all five member groups of the FMLN. Within that context, 
the Salvadoran Government, with the assistance of the United 
States, did mount a campaign specifically against the PRIC in 
the weeks following the murders. 








Q Can I ask, to your knowledge, as the State 
Department's Deputy Spokesman, how many other times in American 
history has a group of ambassadors urged the President to fire 
a Secretary of State? 


A I have no comment. 
Q No, I mean, do you know of any other -- 
A I have no information. 


Q Then, let me ask this: 


-- MORE -- 








Q A follow-up on this. Secretary Shultz is 
reported to have replied that he enjoys combat because he's a 
Marine. 


Now, there's also a report that Cap Weinberger wants ° 
to retire. Is Secretary Shultz considering a call to the 
Pentagon, or what? What does this mean. 


4 I have no comment, Lester. 

Q No comment? 

a) The Secretary speaks for himself. 

Q Do you have an opinion, Chuck? Do you have an 





opinion? 
A In the back? 


Q Anything today on the provision of tanks by Syria 
to the Amal militia? 


m No, nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q Can you look into it? I understand yesterday it 
was a rather general answer. Can you look into that? 


a [I'll look into it, but I'm really not promising 
you anything further. 


Q Charles, do you -- do you consider that the 
refusal of Sudan to have military maneuvers with the United 
States is a setback to the United States relations --~ no? - or 
posture in the area? 


a The Sudanese decision not to participate in this 
year's exercise was made shortly after the coup d'etat, and for 
that reason it does not seem to our mind to reflect any sort of 
Libyan influence. I[t demonstrates a desire by military leaders 
to focus on immediate problems arising from their new 
responsibilities in governina the nation. 


I think, for that reason, I would not imply -- want to 
imply that there's any change in our relationship with the 
Sudanese Government. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


A No. It's two sentences. 








Q A follow-up on that. Do you -- I mean, will you 
reconsider military assistance to Sudan in light of their 
refusal to participate in that, especially -- you know, last 
year they participated, if you remember? 


A All assistance programs to the Sudan have been 
maintained at pre-coup levels. We continue to work with the 
new government of Sudan to establish a comprehensive economic 
reform program. 


Economic and military assistance for Fiscal Year ‘85 
totals approximately $260 million, including the petroleum 
facility and commodity import program. Additionally, we have 
provided $154 million of emergency food supplies and over $11 
million for miscellaneous relief efforts such as truck-leasing, 
airlifts, water projects, locomotives and spare parts for the 


railroad. 

Q Can we have now the whole thing, or not? 

a No. 

Q On New Zealand, how seriously are we studying the 
possibility of dropping New Zealand out of the ANZUS military 
alliance? 

a Referring to the statement -- 

Q The Armacost statement that was -- 

A -~ by Under Secretary Armacost? 

Q Yes. 

A We have stated on several occasions, including 


during the Secretary.'s July 15 Canberra press briefing, that 
any New Zealand legislation that contributes to continued or 
further disruption of alliance cooperation would cause us to 
review our security obligations toward New Zealand. 


Such a review, should one become necessary, would 
cover a spectrum of options, some related to our relationship 
with New Zealand under the ANZUS Treaty. 


Under Secretary Armacost's comments were directed at 
illustrating the spectrum of options and not at predicting the 
outcome of any review. 


Q Is the review underway? 
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A I said, should one become necessary. 


Q Another area; on the Middle East? What's the 
U.S. position on the Israeli practices in the West Bank of . 
demolishing houses of suspected terrorists? 


a I can give you that in the Press Office. 


Q One more thing on Armacost's remarks. He talked 
in that interview about Soviet interest in the islands of the 
South Pacific, and said that Shultz has come back from his trip 
and in his discussions with the ASEAN nations all charged up 
about this issue. 


Can you describe this issue a little bit further, and 
what the problem is? 


A Unfortunately, not in any great detail. I can 
look into that if there is general interest. But the 
Secretary's general concern was that there seemed to be a 
growing Soviet influence or penetration into the region, not 
necessarily in military terms but in economic terms, and that 
that was an impression that he had gained from his discussions 
with leaders in the area. But I'll have to look into it to be 
able to give you anything more detail on that. 


Q A short follow-up on El Salvador. Is the reward 
of up to $100,000 for prosecution of the terrorists still 
available? 


A The reward is still available. 


Q Are the identities of the specific individuals 
involved in the Zona Rosa massacre known to either our 
government or the Salvadoran Government? 


A We're not commenting on those types of 
intelligence matters. Suffice it to say that we and the 
Salvadoran Government are working to the utmost of our ability 
on those kinds of questions. 


Q Do you have anything on whether the recent 
increase in terrorist attacks on the West Bank and [srael 
proper seems to be coming from those areas or directed by 
from outside those areas? 


A Il have no comment on that at all Il don't know 
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Q There's a report from -- in Ethiopia, the African 
National Congress has broadcast an appeal that our people must 
begin to identify collaborators and enemy agents that deal with 
them. Those collaborators are serving in the community, and so 
forth, and they should be wiped out, and so forth -- murdered 
like this woman -- like this lynching, if you don't mind my 
using the term. 


What is our reaction to broadcasts of this nature, and 
the African National Congress? Do we think that this is a good 
thing or a bad thing, or what? 


a Lester, I believe you're aware of our policy with 
regard to South Africa. We want to see a dialogue instituted 
between black and white which will lead away from apartheid to 
serious reform -- 


Q Sure. 


A ~~ that we would like to see an end to the 
violence which has brought so much suffering to those people; 
and that we would like, in addition, to see restoration of law 
and order and an end to the state of emergency. I think that 
answers your question. 


Q To follow that up with just one follow-up? 


Q The Soviets are saying they have not received any 
official reply to their offer of a moratorium. Has the United 
States replied, and do the Soviets have any reason for thinking 
the U.S. might reconsider? 


A As I said two days ago, there will be an official 
reply, if you will, through diplomatic channels. And [ would 
assume that that is what the Soviets are referring to when they 
say there's been no reply. Nonetheless, as a number of 
Administration officials have made clear, our attitude, or our 
evaluation, of that proposal is, [I think, clearly evident 


Q So they don't have any basis for thinking you're 
going to reconsider? 


a Not to my knowledge 


Q Have we received a reply from the Soviets on our 
invitation? 


a I don't believe so 
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Q Do you have any information on the arrests by the 
FBI of some people on charges of conspiracy to ship missiles to 
Iran today? 


os I've heard of the stories. But because those are 
cases under investigation, I can't comment, and I would only 
have to refer you to the Justice Department for the time being. 


Q Without talking about the cases specifically, 
there seem to be a lot of these cases coming up. I guess the 
last two have involved U.S. military officials. But the cases 
aside, there seems to be a lot of this activity. 


Could you give us some evaluation of why Iran is so 
desperate for these things and is making such a concerted 
attempt to get them? 


a Well, without reference to these particular 
cases, on which I really have no comment, it's a fact, of 
course, that the Iranian military is largely equipped with 
United States military hardware from a previous era and that as 
a consequence it would be advantageous for them to have access 
to supplies and spare parts for that sort of equipment. 


Q Let me try -- 


A Let someone else ask a question. 
Q I wonder if the Department has any comment on 
Congress passing a foreign aid bill finally after -- the first 


time in four years? Do you have some comments on any 
provisions of it, or specifics? 


A We have not yet seen the FY-86 Foreign Assistance 
Bill in its entirety, so we have not yet made an extensive 
analysis. 


We are pleased that for the first time in four years 
the authorization process has produced a foreign assistance 
bill acceptable to both houses of Conaress. A number of 
provisions in the bill will substantially increase the 
flexibility of the President to conduct U.S. foreign policy and 
further national security interests. 


Because we have consistently opposed, as a matter of 
principle, the Clark Amendment prohibiting assistance for 
military or paramilitary operations in Angola, we welcome the 
Lifting of this counterproductive restriction. Nowever, we do 
have concerns about several provisions of the bill Most 
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importantly, overall foreign assistance for FY-86 has been cut 
almost $500 million from our request while security assistance 
levels have been reduced by almost $700 million. 


These reductions could seriously constrain the ability 
of the Administration to serve effectively U.S. national 
interests. 


v Copy? 
a We can produce that. 


Q Do you have a comment on the Cambodian human 
rights report? 


“ We have received a copy of the Lawyers 
Committee's Report on human rights in Cambodia and have studied 
it with considerable interest. It represents the most 
extensive study yet on human rights in Cambodia since the 
Vietna.ese invasion, particularly the right to life and 
liberty. As such, it is an important contribution and a useful 
complement to previous reports, including the State 
Department's report on human rights in Cambodia. 


The Committee's findings, in general, are consistent 
with reports we have received of the widespread use of torture 
and other forms of mistreatment by Vietnam, and its client 
regime in Cambodia, to extract alleged confessions From persons 
suspected of opposing the regime installed by Vietnam after its 
1978 invasion of Cambodia. 


The report's findings on conditions in areas along the 
Thai-Cambodian border controlled by the Khmer Rouge are 
particularly valuable because few independent observers have 
gained access to Khmer Rouge areas. 


The Committee's findings on human rights within Khmer 
Rouge areas support our belief that, while conditions have 
changed drastically since the Khmer Rouge's time in power, the 
Khmer Rouge remains a totalitarian organization determined to 
dominate completely the lives of people under its control 


We see no evidence in the Committee's report that the 
Khmer Rouge has fundamentally reformed itself or is capable of 
becoming acceptable to the non-communist world or to the great 
majority of the Khmer people 


Q Copy? 


a Yes 
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Q Could I try to rephrase one of my earlier 
questions? I1 am correct, am I not, in presuming that the 
Reagan Administration and the State Department thereof is very 
much opposed to lynching; right? 


A It's the general principle. 

Q On that basis, could y tell us why you are 
reluctant to say whether this, in your view -- in the State 
Department's view and the Reagan Administration view -- is a 


lynching or not? Mr. Raspberry claims it is. I just want to 
know, what is your position? 


i Your question concerns the technical definition 
of what is or is not a lynching. My response is that we are 
opposed to violence whether it be lynching or whatever. 

Q Violence could be self-defense. 


A And my more general response, I think, covers 
your question. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 











Posted: Aug l, 1985 
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Question Taken at the Noon Briefing of Aug l, 1985 
THE SOVIET PRESENCE IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC ISLAND STATES 
Describe recent Soviet efforts to establish a presence in 
the South Pacific. 

-- IN THE FOUR DECADES AFTER WORLD WAR II, THE SOVIET 
UNION HAD NO MEANINGFUL PRESENCE IN THE SOUTH PACIFIC. ITS 
FORMAL DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS WITH THE INDEPENDENT ISLAND 
STATES WERE CONDUCTED THROUGH NON-RESIDENT AMBASSADORS IN 
AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND WHO VISITED THE REGION 
INFREQUENTLY. 


-- IN 1980, HOWEVER, THE SOVIET UNION BEGAN TO TARE A 
MORE ACTIVE INTEREST IN DEVELOPING A BROADER RELATIONSHIP 
WITH THE SOUTH PACIFIC AND SOUGHT A PRESENCE AMONG THE 
ISLAND STATES USING AS A VEHICLE A MULTI-YEAR GEOSCIENTIFIC 
RESEARCH PROGRAM AIMED AT IDENTIFYING OFF-SHORE MINERAL AND 
HYDROCARBON RESOURCES. 


-~- AT THE SAME TIME, THE UNITED STATES, TOGETHER WITH 
AUSTRALIA AND NEW ZEALAND, PROPOSED A MORE COMPREHENSIVE 
RESEARCH PROGRAM WHICH THE REGION'S GOVERNMENTS QUICKLY 
ACCEPTED IN PREFERENCE TO THAT OF THE SOVIETS. THE SOVIETS 
HAVE CONTINUED TO OFFER THEIR PROGRAM TO THE REGION'S 


STATES WITHOUT SUCCESS. 








-~- LAST YEAR, THE SOVIET UNION UNDERTUOK A MUCH MORE 
AMBITIOUS EFFORT TO ESTABLISH A FOOTHOLD IN THE SOUTH 
PACIFIC WHEN IT OFFERED TO A NUMBER OF ISLAND STATES A 
LUCRATIVE FISHERIES AGREEMENT PACKAGE. SUCH PACKAGES 
TYPICALLY HAVE INVOLVED PROPOSED DEPLOYMENT OF SOVIET 
PISHING BOATS TO THE ISLAND EEZ'S. 


~~ WHILE MOST OF THE REGION'S GOVERNMENTS HAVE 
REJECTED THIS OFFER, THE GOVERNMENT OF KIRIBATI 
(KIR-EE-BAS) HAS APPARENTLY DECIDED TO ACCEPT. IF THIS 
AGREEMENT IS CONSUMMATED, IT WOULD REPRESENT THE FIRST 
OCCASION ON WHICH THE SOVIET UNION HAS ESTABLISHED A FORMAL 
RELATIONSHIP WITH, AND A PHYSICAL PRESENCE NEAR, A SOUTH 
PACIFIC STATE OUTSIDE THE CONTEXT OF ITS FORMAL DIPLOMATIC 


RELATIONS. 


~~ THE GOVERNMENT OF KIRIBATI HAS MADE IT CLEAR THAT 
IT IS AWARE OF ITS NEIGHBORS’ CONCERNS OVER INTRODUCING THE 
SOVIET UNION INTO THE REGION AND HAS TAILORED ITS AGREEMENT 
TO LIMIT ONSHORE PRESENCE AND TO ENSURE THAT IT IS ONLY 
COMMERCIAL IN NATURE, ALTHOUGH THE SOVIETS ASKED FOR MORE. 
THERE HAS BEEN, HOWEVER, CONCERN AMONG STATES OF THE REGION 


REGARDING THE AGREEMENT. 





-- THE PEOPLES OF THE SOUTH PACIFIC GENERALLY VIEW THE 
SOVIET UNION WITH SUSPICION AND ARE AWARE OF THE SOVIET 
RECORD IN APGHANISTAN AND POLAND AS WELL AS ITS NEGATIVE 
PERFORMANCE IN FISHERIES AGREEMENTS. INDEED, ALL BUT ONE 
OF THE ISLAND NATIONS OFFERED THE SOVIET AGREEMENT HAVE 
TURNED IT DOWN, AND MANY LEADERS ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE 
LONGER-TERM IMPLICATIONS OF THE SOUTH PACIFIC BECOMING 
DEPENDENT ON SOVIET FINANCIAL SUPPORT. WE SHARE THAT 
CONCERN. 


~~ WE INTEND TO CONTINUE TO WORK WITH THE REGION'S 
GOVERNMENTS AND WITH OTHER INTERESTED NATIONS TO FIND 
REALISTIC AND CONSTRUCTIVE ALTERNATIVES TO DEPENDENCY ON 


THE SOVIET UNION. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #135 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 2, 1985, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have one announcement. Deputy Secretary of State John C. 
Whitehead will be visiting the Middle East beginning August 3. 
Secretary Shultz has asked him to visit the region and to 
become directly acquainted with key leaders. Given the time 
constraints, Mr. Whitehead will not be able to visit all the 
countries in the region. He is scheduled to visit Egypt, 
Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Israel and Morocco. 


This is not a negotiating mission. Rather, it is an 
opportunity to become broadly familiar with the region and 
personally acquainted with some of the key leaders. 


Has he ever been in any of those countries in his 
life before? 


a I don't know. 
Q Could you find out? 
i I can ask. 
Because his background isn't rich in foreign 


affairs, I wondered if it's an orientation course for him and 
that's where we ought to put the emphasis perhaps. 


A I think that's partly implicit in my answer. 
Q Yeah, but I wanted -- 
is} Even explicit, which is -- (laughter) 


Q But I mean the real thrust, I think, might be. 
No, it would be interesting to know if he had been to any of 
those countries in view of his Wall Street background. 


Q Is this to give Murphy a break, or what? 


A No, I don't think it should be seen as replacing 
Mr. Murphy but rather, as I've stated, so that the the Deputy 








Secretary can become personally acquainted with some of the key 
people in the region. 


Q Do the key people in the region include a 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? 


a I have no new information on that particular 
subject. 

Q Well -—- 

A In case you're going to ask it in conjunction 


with Ambassador Murphy later on. 


Q Well, will Mr. Whitehead meet with any 
Palestinians on this trip? 


a Not to my knowledge. This is not a negotiating 
mission. 


Q Will he observe the summit meeting August 7, the 
Arab summit meeting? 


A No, he won't. 

Q Murphy is not going with him, I presume. 
No. 

Q Is the Middle East going to become his -- 


Q How many days will he be away? You said it 
starts August 3. 


a For security reasons, unfortunately, I can't give 
you the entire itinerary. In fact, I don't have the terminal 
date either. 


Q You didn't say there were time constraints, 
suggesting that it would be short trip? 


A Well, suggesting that he does not have enough 
time to visit every country in the Middle East. 


Q Will he go to Syria? 


) The countries I listed are the ones he plans to 
visit. 


Q Is the Middle East going to become his area of 
authority or responsibility? 





‘ I would not want at this point to draw that fine 
a distinction. As Deputy Secretary, he is responsible for the 
whole world and, in fact, during the Secretary's absence has 
been functioning already for quite some time as Acting 
Secretary of State; and, as a consequence, I think he'll be 
interested on a global basis. 


Is he a likely candidate to be the U.S. envoy to 
the Middle East? 


6 I think that would be a real precedent for the 
Deputy Secretary of State to become a special envoy. I think 
he has a full job as it is. 


Q Was Morocco added to the list lately, because we 
knew that he is visiting the other countries? But Morocco, 
that was added at the last minute? 


A I really don't have any comment on that. That's 
the list of countries as it was finally worked out. 


Q While we are on the Middle East, does the State 
Department have any comment on the Israeli air raids on the 
militia camps in Lebanon? 


A I have a very short comment. The United States 
deplores the cycle of violence in southern Lebanon that has 
resulted in the death and injury of so many people. 


We would welcome agreed-on security arrangements that 
would bring an end to this tragic violence. 


Q Do you have any description of the Secretary's 
meeting with the President this morning? 


A No, I don't. 


Q Back to that. Who would you like to see make the 
security arrangements? 


A Who we would like to see? 

Q I say -- you say you would welcome security 
arrangements. Who would you like to see be in charge of 
security in that area to prevent such recurrences? 


A That's clearly a matter for the parties who are 
actively engaged in the area. 


> ( -, 








Q Do you have any preference? Does the U.S. 
Government have any preference -- 


a At this point -- 


Q -- that that should be the Lebanese Army or the 
Israeli-backed faction or Syria -- 

a No, I have no comment as to -- 

Q -- or the PLO? What? 

a I have no comment as to the specifics of our 
preference. 


Q Chuck, still on Lebanon. Is the U.S. still 
insisting or urging Israel to withdraw completely from southern 
Lebanon, or is it satisfied with the present status quo? 


a I really can't answer that. I'll look into that. 
If you please. 


Any comment on the Syrian tanks today? 


> © & 


No. 


Q On another area. Do you have anything ona U.S. 
icebreaker which is going through the Northwest Passage and 
which refuses to recognize Canadian sovereignty over that body 


of water? 


A In that case, easier than I thought, I'll refer 
you to the statement that I made at the beginning of 
yesterday's press conference, which is available in the Press 
Office and which gives you a great deal of detail. 


Q Is that in reference to the icebreaker? 
a On exactly that subject. 
Maureen? 


Q Do you have any comment on Nakasone's comments on 
the Hiroshima/Nagasaki bombings, saying they violated 
international law and apparently being stronger than anyone has 
ever been about denouncing them? 


a No, I don't. 








Q Back to Lebanon for a second. What can you tell 
us about the seven Americans who were left behind? Are they 
alive, do you know anything about their whereabouts, and how 
you are doing in trying to get them released -- or are you? 


a I can only reiterate what I've said on a number 
of occasions in the past several weeks, which is that on the 
question of “fre we trying to get them released?" of course we 
are. We're making every effort; we're pursuing every avenue. 
The Administration is totally involved in that. I would refer 
you again to the testimony of Ambassador Murphy before the 
Congress, I believe, last week. 


Q Are they alive? 


is We are predicating all of our actions on that 
hobo We have no information to indicate that they are not 
alive. 


Q What's the Syrian role in this? Has Syria 
continued to be helpful? 


is I would not go any further than I have in the 
past, that we are working with any number of countries and 
personalities in the region. No stone is being left unturned, 
if you will. And in the case of Syria itself, Syria obviously 
has an important role to play in Lebanon. 


Q But are they playing it? 


A l really would not like to characterize the role 
of any particular country or personality. 


Q The Shi'ite prisoners in Israel, do we have any 
idea what the status is of the remaining prisoners and if there 
is a timetable for release? And are we concerned about either 
the slowness or the pace at which they are being released? 


a Our response to that question has not changed. 
In fact, that is an Israeli question, one which the Israelis 
are addressing. They have, I assume, established a timetable. 
But that is an Israeli question, and I would have to simply 
refer you to the Israeli Government. 


Q Has the South African Ambassador-designate left 
this country, do you know? 


A I believe he has, but I would have to look into 
that if you want a definitive answer. I don't know. 





Q And what is Mr. Nickel -- is he still --— where 
is he? 


2 He's still in the United States. 
Q Any plans for him to go back? 
A Not that I know of. 


Q Do you have any comment on the shooting of the 
civil rights lawyer in South africa? 


a Yes, I do. This is in reference to the murder of 
South African black lawyer, Victoria Mxenge. We strongly 
condemn this horrible crime. Ms. Mxenge was well known in 
South Africa, and to many American diplomats who had served in 
South Africa, as a dedicated humane person. Her late husband, 
Griffiths Mxenge, was also brutally murdered several years ago. 


Our sincerest sympathy goes to her family on this 
tragic occasion. We call on the authorities in South africa to 
find and prosecute the perpetrators of this heinous crime. 


Q The latest of that perhaps, do you have anything 
now on the action on sanctions on the Hill? Any new pee’ tion 
or would you like to stick to your old position about not 
favoring disinvestment in South Africa? 


i Il have no change in our position 


Q Do you have any other reaction to developments on 
the Hill now that the dust has settled on the South Africa 
bill, for example? Do you have any reaction to the fact that 
the Senate didn't take a vote on it? 


a No, I don't. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Hold on a second. I was leaving a small question 
for the end. There is a report around somewhere today that the 


French and the United States have updated some agreement on 
nuclear facilities and guarding them against terrorism and such 


a The President transmitted yesterday, August 1, to 
the Congress an amendment to the 1961 U.S -French Defense 
Nuclear Cooperation Agreement to provide for cooperation with 











France on the safety and security of nuclear activities and 
installations. Cooperation under the amended agreement will 
enhance Western deterrence, promote the safety and security of 
nuclear weapons. 


The 1961 Agreement, which is being amended, is similar 
to other bilateral agreements concluded with many other NATO 
countries in that time frame. The amendment will allow certain 
classified exchanges focused on enhancing the safety and 
security of nuclear weapons. It does not allow the transfer of 
nuclear components or weapons, special nuclear material, or 
source material. It would facilitate both sides' efforts to 
make their nuclear weapons safe and secure. 


Q How does that compare with the previous 
agreement? Is there more cooperation? Is there more 
classified information being transferred as a result of that, 
or what? 


A Well, you're referring to the agreement before it 
was amended? 


No, no. I'm talking about how the amendment 
alters the original agreement. 


bs The original agreement? 
Q Yes. 
6 The amended agreement now allows for certain 


classified exchanges, which as I said, focus on the safety and 
security of nuclear weapons. Previously, the amendment focused 
largely on training, military planning, operation of delivery 
systems It was the type of agreement that we had with many 
NATO Allies when the nuclear world was becoming a reality in 
the early sixties, to enable their forces to be able to 
interreact with our forces in the employment of nuclear weapons 
in defense of NATO. 


Q Chuck, may we please have a copy of the first 
statement you read, the lengthy one that detailed the 
amendments and the old agreement? 

6 Yes 


Q Thank you 


Q So apparently there has been demands of new right 
leaders to call for the resignation on the Secretary of 

















State because he's been co-opted by State Department 
bureaucrats in keeping him from taking a strong stand on 
foreign policy. Do you have any comment on that? 


i No, I don't. 


Q Will you go back to the French thing again? We 
were told in a very brief way yesterday on the way home -- you 
know, he did meet with the French Foreign Minister and he also 
met with all the NATO Ministers. 


is Uh-huh. 


Q We were told -- we were given one-half a sentence 
that there was some statement he had made about the need to act 
in a united, a unified, way against terrorism. 


Does that link up in any way with that U.S.-French 
agreement? Is that to be applied perhaps in the U.S. and 
Britain, or is there some unified action? It's beginning to 
sound like maybe he was at work on the subject yesterday, and 
we really weren't told a lot. 


i) No, I think that would not be correct to assume 
that this is an indication of some sort of unified -- 


Q Tightening of -- or, you know, more than just 
U.S.-Franco anti-terrorist measures? 


bo No. In fact, 1 would be categorical in saying 
that this particular agreement has no reference to any sort of 
broader actions to which the Secretary may be referring. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 P.M.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #136 


MONDAY, AUGUST 5, 1985, 12:10 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon in a variety of languages. 
I've been away about four weeks, I understand, and so here I am 
back again. Pete Martinez is back from a couple of weeks of 
vacation. He concentrated on transcendental meditation which I 
understand is the preliminary for a Ph.0. on less—than-robust 
guidances. 


Let me read a brief bit of housekeeping on the acid 
rain issue: United States-Canada, Thursday, August 8, 1:30, 
afternoon, Room 2118 here at State. Special Envoy Drew Lewis 
and his Canadian counterpart, William Davis. will meet with the 
press to talk about the progress being made in the discussions 
on acid rain. 

That is all I have, and I'll take your questions. 

Q Is that ON-THE-RECORD? 

Q Yeah, what ere the ground rules of that? 

i Is that -- 

Q Is that an ON-THE-RECORD briefing? 


be Well, I don't see anything that would suggest 
that in here, but 1 would assume it obviously is. 


i?) I'm sorry, what time was it? 
‘ 1:30. 


Q Are there cameras? Can we use cameras in 
whatever that room is? 


a Let me check it. I would assume that if we got 
an announcement to make, and if it is not ON-THE-RECORD, let's 
all insist that it be 





Q Bernie, do you have anything on the current 
situation in South Africa; the new arrests and trials? 


7 well, what I have, Jim, is, in connection, for 
example, with the trial of 16 members of the opposition in 
South africa. 


As was said at the time the decision was made, we 
regret the government's decision to arrest and hold treason 
trials for a significant number of opposition leaders. It is 
not for us to take a position on the validity of the charges 
which are now, indeed, in the judiciary process. 


On the other hand, the government's decision to seek 
these trials detracts from its stated commitment to seek a 
dialogue with black leaders. 


Q And how about the situation in the streets? 
Anything new there? 


& No, I haven't anything on that, Jim. 


Q Or the arrests? 

No 
Q Is Assistant Secretary Crocker back at work? 
6 Can't be sure. I can check and let you know. 


Can we check now while we're here? Thank you. 


Q No plans for him or anybody else to meet with the 
South Africans? 


& 1 have nothing on thet. 


Q How about the Ambassador's position? Does he 
remain here for consultation? 


6 Well. I've been out of touch for the last few 
days. but I know of nothing that would indicate that there's 
been any change as of now. It's about al] I can say on that 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the situation in 
Uganda? Do you have @ travel advisory for that area? 


a For what? 





Q Uganda? 


‘ Uganda. Just that Kampala is relatively calm; 
under the control of the new authorities. Negotiations for the 
formation of a new governing coalition apparently continue. No 
Cabinet has yet been announced. 


And as to any possible question about whether ttre 
might be an additional evacuation convoy, the answer ic nwo 
That the borders are open during the day. We've had no reports 
of difficulties in crossing. 


We've seen @ press report that Entebbe Airport will 
open today, but as of now cannot confirm. 


Q Bernie -- 
i) Excuse me. 


Q -- anything to Gorbachev's attacking the United 
States on the Hiroshima bombings and relating that to Star Wars? 


6 Nope, nothing on that. 


Q Anything on the news -- any measures in the 
occupied territories? 


A As we've stated, we deplore the recent acts of 
violence in Israel and the occupied territories which have led 
the Cabinet to announce that it may exercise these measures. 
Nevertheless, we regret the Cabinet's decision and hope that 
these measures will not be implemented. As we've said in the 
past, we consider such measures as likely to foster further 
tensions. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


o Yes, you can. 
Q Can I ask now as to whether or not the State 


Department considers Jewish settlements on the West Bank as 
legal? 


6 I have nothing at all -- Crocker is back in the 
office today. 


I have nothing at all -- 


Q Can you get it? Can you get us a text of his 
statement -- 





4 Well, no. All I can say on that, Joe, is I have 
nothing at all that redefines the Administration's position of 
settlements. So it is now -- 


Q Well, what is the State Department's position? 


a I refer you to the Press Office to find you the 
specific language. 


Q On the West Bank again, do you have any -- and 
terrorism --— do you have any comment on a statement by Minister 
Sharon that any terror --— that Jordan will be held responsible 
for any terrorist attacks emanating from that territory? 


6 Nope, I don't. I don't have anything on it, Jim. 

Q Do you have -- 

“ Same subject? 

Q No. 

‘ I just wanted to add something on this general 
subject. That I understand that there's been an accumulation 
of some questions the last few days having to do with whether 
there would be a meeting, a Jordanian-—Palestinian joint meeting 


with the U.S., if so and when? And just let me offer this, if 
I may. 


There has been no change in our position on this 
question. We are prepared to meet with a joint 
Jordanian/Palestinian group and would hope such a meeting will 
take place as soon as arrangements can be mutually agreed. 


We see the meeting as supporting King Hussein's 
efforts to establish a process leading to a negotiated 
settlement of the Palestinian problem. 


As you know, an Arab summit is scheduled to begin 
Wednesday. We regard this as a significant event. The 
participating heads of state are in a unique position to 
encovrage the peace process. 


We've seen some promising developments in recent 
months. The February 11 agreement, statements made by King 
Hussein during his visit to Washington, and his activities 
thereafter all represent progress. We are trying to build on 
this to maintain the momentum. 





King Hussein is working hard to establish a process 
which will lead to a negotiated settlement. His efforts are 
worthy of support. We will look to the summit to re-inforce 
King Hussein's initiative. 


Q A copy of that? 


Aa Yes, you can have a copy of that. 


~-MORE-- 





Q So do we understand that you welcome the Arab 
summit meeting? 


A I think -- 
Q -- or that -- 
A I think I would encourage you to re-scan what I 


have just read. 

Q Yeah. But we understood that you welcome it. 
What do you say, then, the accusation from other countries, 
Arab countries, that this summit will lead to American 
domination of the Arab world then? 

‘ No. i sardly think that is -- 

Q If you welcome it -- 


6 I hardly think that is the case. As I said, the 
Arab summit, we regard this as a significant event. 


Q Bernie -- 

Q Follow up -- 

A Don. Just a minute. 
Q How significant is -- 
6 Just a second. 


I can't get involved in some sort of definition of the 
spectrum of the word “significance. * 


Q Is Deputy Secretary Whitehead going to, in his 
travels in the area, work on this question of a meeting with a 
Jordanian/Palestinian group? 


6 I don't know the -- how the announcement was made 
when the itinerary for the Deputy Secretary was put forth. 


Q I don't either, but is he going to try to advance 
the getting of such a meeting going? 


fs I'm not going to rule things in or out on that 
one, Don. 


Q Did the Administration communicate to Israel, 
Jordanian fears of an Israeli attack? I am not -- 





a I beg your pardon. I didn't understand your 
question. 


Following up on the Minister Sharon question -- 
Minister Sharon, on which I had nothing. 

Right. 

Right. And you're now following up on my 
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"nothing. 


No, no. The Israeli media carried reports about 
Jordanian fears that were communicated to the Administration 
following that. Did the Administration communicate those fears 
to Israel? 


A I have nothing on that as well. 


Q Another way let me ask the question: Will you -- 
do you -- I mean, support of any move Israel will take against 
Jordan or any move against concentration of PLO fighter in 
Jordan? Do you have a policy toward that? 


A I have nothing on that. 

Q You don't have any policy toward that? 

Q Do we have a position or have we communicated 
with Jordan on the relocation of some PLO military units from 
Lebanon into the Amman area recently? 

a I think there was something in the guidance on 
Friday, best as I can recollect. Let's take a look if there is 
something on that. I don't have anythirg here with me on that. 


Q New subject? Mr. Kalb, over the week -- oh, I'm 
sorry. Go ahead. 


a Joe? 


Q Yeah, Bernie. There was a statement made by the 
Syrian Foreign Minister, in which he is quoted on FBIS as 
saying that Syria rejects the use of the international 
conference that were talked -- that you just talked about -- as 
an international umbrella to cover up these plans by the 
imperialists, and so on, with Jordan and the PLO, and so on. 





Have you heard anything about that? 


A No. No. I have no -- 


Q Has Jordan —- 
a I have no comment. 
Q I don't suppose Henry Kissinger was consulted on 


your statement about the conference with the Jordanians or 
Palestinians, were you? 


Q A Saudi newsraper -- 
a I don't even understand your question. (Laughter) 
Q Did you read Kissinger's report? 

A Saudi newspaper quoted yesterday in a report a 


State Department source projecting the resignation of President 
Gemayel. Do you give any credibility to such item? 


A I have nothing on that. 


Q Is there some reason to think that a meeting of 
this joint delegation is going to occur sooner rather than 
later? 


A I don't know how to answer that question, because 
the only way I could answer it is if I could circle a date on 
the calendar, and I have nothing that prods me in that 
direction. 


Q Okay. But then less specifically, I was just 
wondering if there was something that's happening that is 
getting us closer to the time when such a meeting could take 
place? Do you see what I'm saying? 


A I do. Other than the fact that the days keep 
accumulating, and that may bring you closer. How close, alas, 
I do not know. 


Q Bernie, any developments on the -- 
Q Is there any 


A No. Just a minute, please. 


Q Any developments -- 





a Let me take -- 


Q Any developments on the names for the Palestinian 
delegates? 


Nothing on that either. 
That was my question. 


a 
Q 
A That was your question. Okay. 
Q Bernie -- 

A 


Joe? 


Q Do you have any idea when Mr. Whitehead will be 
returning to Washington? 


A I don't have the announcement, as I say, that set 
forth his itinerary, and I would suspect that insofar as 
specific days are concerned, there would be a tendency to 
shield those because of security. 


Q Anything new on the seven Americans still held? 
A No. Nothing new. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on suggestions by 
President Marcos that he may advance substantially the date for 
the next national election? What is the United States' 
attitude toward such a snap presidential or national election? 


A I don't have anything on that, Don, but I would 
imagine that that would be an internal matter for the 
Filipinos, and I would doubt that at this point anything is 
going to be said. 


Q Would you ask and see if there is a U.S. position 
on it? 


A As a courtesy to you, with pleasure. 


~- MORE -- 
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Bernie, can I put it another way? 


o 


Put what another way? 


Q My question. 
a -- which was? -- 


Q Would the U.S. encourage the resignation of 
President Gemayel? 


a If you change the geography of my reply to Don, 
you've got the same answer for Lebanon. 


Q I didn't hear what you seid. 


Q Has there been agreement worked out with the 
Peruvians on their loan so that we don't end up cutting off 
military aid to them? 


A Well, I have a couple of answers here to that 
general question under the heading, for example, of whether the 
invocation of the Brooke-Alexander Amendment that cuts off some 
U.S. military assistance to Peru is in any way, for example, a 
response to President Garcia's statements last week on the 
repayment of foreign debts, and the answer is, no, the 
Brooke-—Alexander Amendment automatically came into effect as of 
July 17 this year because the Peruvian Government was more than 
a year in arrears in the payment of a foreign assistance loan. 


The U.S. Embassy in Lima is discussing this problem 
with Peruvian authorities seeking to resolve the immediate 
problems and avoid disruptions of our assistance program as 
further payments come due in coming weeks. 


In this regard, the U.S. Ambassador met briefly with 
President Garcia on Saturday, this past Saturday, August 3. 


Q There is a report to the effect from Tokyo -- 
this is a little circuitous, but it's on FBIS -- that an 
Ethiopian delegation will be coming to Washington in a couple 
of weeks. Do you have something on that? 


fi I have nothing on that, but I've just been given 
a bit of information to Samir's question about President 
Gemayel, and it is that we have seen no indications of an 
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abrupt change in the composition of the Government of Lebanon 
We want to reemphasize our strong support for constitutional. 
legitimacy in the process of dialogue in Lebanon. 


Q Can you look into that Ethiopian question, please? 


a If you give me the exact phrasing of what you 
want us to check, Joe. 


Q Check whether or not an Ethiopian delegation will 
be coming to Washington in, say, two weeks, according to @ 
report in Tokyo, with the Foreign Minister of Ethiopia visiting? 


a Let's give it a try. 


Q Do you have anything on Robert Vesco turning up 
in Cuba? Will there be any effort made to bring him back here 
for trial? 


6 1 don't have anything on the second part of your 
question, but in a more general way, Matt, this is the second 
time in seven months that Fidel Castro has admitted publicly 
that Vesco has been in Cuba. On that previous occasion, in an 
interview to The Washington Post, Castro also denied any 
dealings with Vesco, but noted that his expertise, his know-how 
of, say, industrial technology could be useful to us. 


Castro also stated that he's -- that is to say Vesco 
-- is not forbidden, to put it bluntly, to come here. 


Now, what is seen as new in the latest Castro remarks 
about Vesco is his statement that, “We don't care what he did 
in the United States," and the Castro assertion that the latest 
press reports on Vesco in Cuba are part of an effort by U.S. 
intelligence agencies to divert attention from the 
Cuba-sponsored debt conference that ended this weekend in 
Havana. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything to say this week -- 
Q What about it, is he right? 
i) Well, I'm pointing out that the analysis here is 


that that is a new thing, in contrast to the earlier interview 
in The Post. 





. Q How does the U.S. feel about Vesco being there? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 
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Q The Secretary of State has talked about Cuban 
involvement in the international drug trade Is it the thought 
that Vesco being in Cuba has something to do with that? 


a I have nothing for you on that, Matt. 


Q Do you have anything this week on some of the 
conservative charges against the Secretary of State that have 
been issued? 


a Nothing beyond what the Secretary said on the 
aircraft flying to Helsinki, and I think you're familiar with 
his phrases there. 


Q Mr. Kalb, this is @ question about a State 
Department employee. Mr James Vandivier Over the weekend, it 
was reported that Mr. Vandivier had contact and may have 


assisted a West German arms. suspected arms smuggler in making 
phone calls involving illegal shipments of arms to Iran. 


Have you any comment about the staius of the State 
Department investigation or any other investigation? 


6 I don't, but let me see if there is anything that 
can be made forthcoming. 


Q A question, if 1 could ask a follow-up: This Mr. 
Lewy had a contract with the State Department involving the 
shipment of diplomatic pouches to Eastern European countries. 
Have you anything on that? 


) Let me take a look and see whether there is 
anything possible on that. 


You have several more, I take it? 
Q No. 

a That's it. 

Q That I'll be fine. 


A O.K. 


Q Was it intentional that that statement that you 
read on the "no abrupt change in the Lebanese Government and 
support for constitutional arrangements" did not mention 
President Gemayel by name? 





i) No I think the point there is that the United 
States supports the constitutional legitimacy of Lebanon. and 
that's where it comes out -- that's where it stands 


Q Bernie. there is apparently e controversy in 
Northern Ireland about a US. tourist group supported by 
WORAID. What is the U.S. view of WORAID as a group? And what 
is the U.S. view of such tours of Northern Ireland? 


a Let me try to get you the language that has been 
expressed before on the first, and I have nothing on the second 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:26 P.m ) 





Posted: Aug 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of August 5, 1985 


JORDAN: PLO BASES , 


Q: Is the PLO establishing command posts and new guerilla 
units in Jordan? 


A: --8O. WE UNDERSTAND THAT, SUBSEQUENT TO THE HUSSAIN-ARAPAT 
AGREEMENT OF FEBRUARY 11, 1985, JORDAN AGREED TO PERMIT THE 
PLO TO ESTABLISH SOME ADMINISTRATIVE, AS OPPOSED TO 
MILITARY, OPPICES IN JORDAN. 


--JORDAN IS FIRMLY OPPOSED TO TERRORISM -- INDEED, HAS 
SUPPERED GREATLY FROM IT -- AND HAS PLAYED A POSITIVE ROLE 


IN PRESERVING SECURITY ALONG ITS WESTERN BORDER. 





Re 


Question Taken at the Noon Press Sriefing of Aug 5, 1985 


WORAID GROUP VISITING NORTHERN IRELAND 


What is the Administration's view of organizations such as 
WORAID (‘ew York Irish Northern Aid Committee) which 
collect goney for groups connected to violence in Northern 
Iceland? 

~~ THE PRESIDENT'S 19865 ST. PATRICK'S DAY STATEMENT IS THE 
ADMINISTRATION'S MOST RECENT COMPREHENSIVE STATEMENT OW 
BOTH WORTHERN IRELAND AND THE QUESTION OF U.S. ASSISTANCE 
TO ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS WORAID AND THE PROVISIONAL IRISH 
REPUBLICAN ARMY (PIRA). THE ADMINISTRATION CONDEMNS ALL 
ASSISTANCE -- MATERIAL, FINANCIAL OR PSYCHOLOGICAL -- TO 
THOSE OF WHATEVER POLITICAL PERSUASION, WHO ADVOCATE OR 


PRACTICE VIOLENCE IN NORTHERN IRELAND. 


~~ WITH RESPECT TO NORAID, THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IS 
CONTINUING ITS EFFORTS TO BRING NORAID IN COMPLIANCE WITH A 
DISTRICT COURT ORDER WHICH MANDATES NORAID's COMPLIANCE 
WITH A 1981 REQUIREMENT UNDER THE FOREIGN AGENT's 
REGISTRATION ACT THAT IT FILE REGULAR FINANCIAL DISCLOSURES 


REGARDING MONEY TRANSFERS TO PIRA. 





Posted: Aug 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of Aug 5, 1985 


: THR r IONS 
What reaction do you have to President Marcos’ threat to 
call “*snap* presidential elections before the end of 1985? 
--THE SCHEDULING OF ELECTIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES IS 
ENTIRELY A PHILIPPINE DECISION. 
-~-AS WE HAVE REPEATEDLY STATED, THE U.S. VIEWS FREE, 
FAIR AND CREDIBLE ELECTIONS AS THE KEY ELEMENT OF POLITICAL 


REFORM IN THE PHILIPPINES. 














Q: 


A: 


Posted: Aug 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of Aug 5, 1985 
ETHIOPIA: DELEGATION TO U.S. 


Will an Ethiopian delegation be coming to Washington for talks 
in approximately two weeks? 

A WORKING LEVEL ETHIOPIAN DELEGATION WILL BE MEETING WITH STATE 
DEPARTMENT OFFICIALS IN MID-AUGUST TO DISCUSS TECHNICAL ASPECTS 
OF COMPENSATION CLAIMS ARISING FROM THE NATIONALIZATION OF 


AMERICAN-OWNED FIRMS IN 1974-75. 





Posted: Aug 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of August 5, 1985 


IRAN: ARMS SEARCH IN THE U.S. 


I. Q: 


Was James R. Vandivier, State Department employee, involved in 
a scheme of illegal exporting of arms to Iran? 


A: 
BASED ON OUR INQUIRIES IN CONJUNCTION WITH OTHER CONCERNED 
PEDERAL AGENCIES, WE HAVE NO INPORMATION THAT HE WAS INVOLVED 


IN THE SCHEME OF ILLEGAL EXPORTING OF ARMS TC IRAN. 


II. Q: 


Was the State Department diplomatic pouch system used in this 
scheme? 


A: 
INQUIRIES INTO THIS MATTER SHOW NO EVIDENCE OF A MISUSE OF 


OUR POUCH SYSTEM. 
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DPC #137 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 6, 1985, 12:30 °.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. I have nothing 
by way of housekeeping, announcements, or weather reports, so 
here we go. 


Q Maybe you can clarify a couple of things from the 
President's news conference yesterday. Can you tell us now 
what the -- 


A Let me interrupt, Jim, at the very outset by 
saying that in connection with the President's news conference 
yesterday, I'm going to suggest that you get in touch with the 
White House for any clarifications. 


Q O.K. 
6 I've got nothing on that. 


Q O.K. I'd like to put some questions or the 
record anyway. Can you tell us what the State Department's 
policy is now on a total ban on nuclear testing? 


A Go ahead. 


Q That's it --— the question. What? You're not 
even going to answer questions about this policy? 


fa No, no. I will take that and get you that. 


Q O.K. What is the State Department's policy about 
approving or disapproving of the state of emergency on South 
Africa? 


i) I think that the State Department, as you know, 
has called for the lifting of the state of emergency. That was 
an action that took place several days ago. 


Q All right. And do you see any inconsistencies 
between that policy and what the President said yesterday about 
the need sometimes to control violence? 











f I'm going to refer you, as I suggested at the 
very outset, to the White House for any clarifications or 
explanations or whatever that you seek. 


Q Bernie, there is a radio report on FBIS which is 
quoting the Kuwaiti paper, indicating that a western diplomat 
who came out of Beirut believes the Syrians will release the 
American hostages as well as the three Frenchmen on the eve 
just before the Arab summit. 


Do you know anything about that? 


a Robin, I've read the same report that you have. 
I know, having checked here, that there is nothing by way of 
confirmation. 


Obviously, we would welcome the release of all the 
American hostages, hostages of other nationalities as well. 
But as I said at the very outset, I have read the same report 
that you have, and have nothing by way of confirmation. 


Bernie, what is the current State Department 
understanding of the condition of the hostages? Are they all 
alive? And what is the State Department trying to do to get 
them out? 


A We are working on the assumption, obviously, that 
all of the hostages are alive. I know of no hard evidence that 
would any way revise that assessment, and insofar as activities 
of a diplomatic nature that are underway with a view toward 
seeking the release of the hostages, those are details which I 
cannot get involved in. 


Q In another -- 
is Please, Barry. 


Q Are you on the same subjected? On another part 
of the world, “Witnesses for Peace," a group of some, what, 31 
Americans from Washington, New York, et cetera, intend to go 
down to Nicaragua, and apparently are being threatened by 
Pastora and the contras with bodily harm should they get in the 
way or even appear on the scene. 


Has the State Department got a view as to whether 
these people should be allowed to freely go down there without 
threat to their life and limb? 











a I haven't -- without -- with people going 
anywhere without a threat to their lives goes without saying; 
but if you're asking for any sort of specific State Department 
sentiments about an expedition along the lines that you're 
suggesting, I've got nothing on that. 


Q Well, if -- then it is State Department policy 
that Americans should be able to travel without trepidation. 
And if it is a good assumption that you have some influence 
with Pastora and others who you support, are you communicating 
any of these well-known American positions to the contras? 


ia Have nothing on that, and will look into it for 
you. 


Thanks. 
Speaking of looking into things -- 


Who's probably -- 


> «AD 5) 0 


Can I go to this person here? 


-- MORE -- 


REY / 














Q Yes, I'm asking about the article in The New York 
Times today, your comment on the Soviet Union opening up two of 
its nuclear reactors for inspection. Is there any merit to 
that proposal, or is it merely only for propaganda purposes? 





a I'm not going to get involved in any sort of 
assessment as to the second part of your question. But, ina 
general way, let me say the following, by way of a response. 


Certainly, we are very pleased that the Soviet Union 
has agreed to permit safeguards, including on-site inspection 
to be applied by the IAEA to certain of its civil nuclear 
facilities designated by the Soviet Union. 


The Soviets have previously accepted the principle of 
on-site inspection with application to the Soviet Union in 
other agreements such as the Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty 
of 1976. That agreement has not entered into force. 


Therefore, the unilateral acceptance by the Soviet 
Union of on-site inspection in the Soviet Union in its 
safeguards agreement with the IAEA is an important step. On 
the other hand, it must be recognized that the offer by the 
Soviet Union, and its agreement with the IAEA, apply only to 
facilities that the Soviet Union chooses and, at least, at 
present, are the least sensitive types of Soviet nuclear 
facilities. 


Q Bernie, that agreement hasn't entered into force 
because no Administration, or at least this Administration, 
hasn't been willing to submit it to the Senate for ratification. 


If the Administration is so interested in on-site 
inspection, will it consider submitting the treaty to the 
Senate to make it law? 


A I have nothing new on that. And if there is 
anything -- 


Q Do you have anything old on it? 


A Well, if there is anything at all, let me get 
that for you. 


Q Okay. 
Q Bernie, a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q Confirming that New York Times report? 











“ I beg your pardon? 


Q Are you confirming that New York Times report? 





A Yes, I'm saying that we're very please that the 
Soviet Union has agreed, et cetera. 


Q In other words, you're saying that you have been 
notified that they will accept? 


fi I'm saying what I've read you, and you can 
extrapolate from that, Jim. We are very pleased. I would 
assume that that is based on an assumption that the story is 
accurate. 





Q During the TWA hijack crisis, officials from the 
United States and Israel both took the same sort of tone on 
terrorism and anti-terrorism actions. Since the Administration 
yesterday criticized Israel's anti-terrorist measures, has it, 
or will it, suggest to Israel alternative measures? 


fe I have nothing on that. 


Q If not, does that mean a change in our tone in 
what's necessary to oppose terrorism? 


is No. What I said yesterday was the U.S. response 
to the actions that were reinstated by the Israeli Government, 
the Cabinet, and I have nothing beyond that. 


Q The Miami Herald about terrorism is reporting -- 





fa I beg your pardon. I'm sorry. 


Q The Miami Herald is reporting this morning about 
terrorism. There's a plan to increase the capabilities of the 
Central American countries to attack terrorism in their own 
land helped by the United States. Do you have anything on that? 








is I don't. I have nothing on that. 


-MORE-- 








Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the reports 
that Richard Murphy is postponing his meeting with the joint 
delegation? 


‘4 Postponing the meeting that has not yet been set? 
Q Yes. 
A Is that a real try? (Laughter) 


Q I am not -- 


A Be what it --be as it may, whatever the verb, I 
don't have anything on it. 


Q Bernie -- 
A Let me go over here, if I may, please. Mike? 


Q Okay. Frank O'Flynn, the New Zealand Defense 
Minister, is complaining that the United States is holding up 
delivery of equipment to modernize their Sky Hawks. Have you 
got anything on that? 


id No. You might try DOD on that. I have nothing 


on that. 

Barbara? 

Q Bernie, just to follow that other one, is there 
any -- 

A Follow what up? Mike? 

Q Uh-huh. 

A Yeah. 

Q Is there any American response to -- on the same 
area of the world -- is there any American response to an 


effort spearheaded by the Australians to set up a nuclear free 
zone in the South Pacific? 


id No. I have nothing on that. 
Jim? 


Q Yeah. Speaking of checking back, it's now been a 
couple of months since the shooting took place in the State 
Department, and you or your deputy had agreed to look into the 
investigation as to why this letter by the victim -- 








A Uh-huh. 


- took six weeks to get through the system, and 
we have heard nothing. 


4 Okay. Fair enough. Let me take a look at that, 


please. 

Q Anything on Tutu's actions in South Africa this 
morning -- 

A No, I -- 

Q -- apparently dispersing -- 


A I don't have anything on Tutu. 
South Korea, the government there has announced 
Plans to introduce legislation cracking down on student 
protest. Does the State Department have any view on that? 


A No, I don't. But let me take a look at that. 
When did that come in? Just -- 


Q Overnight. 





A Then 1 missed that one. Let me take a look at 
that. 

Q Bernie -- 

n Excuse me. 

Q Has the United States ever formally requested or 
have the American officials seen those two HINDs -- Soviet 


HINDs Helicopters in Pakistan, and a follow-up would be what's 
the general situation on that and the two Pakistanis arrested -- 


6 No. I have nothing on that story. 


Q Bernie, a technical question: On the 30th of 
July State Department met opposition leaders in Philippine -- 
what's called (inaudible) opposition leader? Does that mean 
you recognize these people when you meet them, or what does it 
mean? Can you explain to us? 





A I was not here on the 30th, so the best I can 
offer for myself is to take a look and see if I can -- 


acy 5 











Q Yes. 
A -- get some information for you. 
Is it a recognition when you -- I mean, technical 


G 
question: Is it a recognition of these people when you meet 
them or only consultation that -- thanks. 


fi Okay. 


Bernie, do you have any information on Mr. 
Shultz’ visit to the White House today? 


fi No. 


Q Is it his weekly visit, or is there some special 
event, or special reporting he's doing? Is he -- 


6 I don't know, Barry. I simply don't know. 
Q Okay. 

i Let me try to find out. 

Q Okay. 


Q Why is this sort of thing not appearing on his 
public schedule this week? What's he up to? 


6 Well, because -- I don't know -- when you say 
this week or last week, or whatever week. He has a private 
schedule, and he has a public schedule, and that is the long 
and short of it. 


Q Which is the more interesting one? (Laughter) I 
mean, when Sumo wrestlers are on the public schedule, right? 
(Laughter) Thank you. Ta ta. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 








“Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of Aug 6, 1985 


COMPREHENSIVE TEST BAN 


Q. -- Wha* i3 tse State Department's position on a comprehensive 
test ban? 


A. A CTR CONTINUES TO 3E A LONG-TERM OBJECTIVE OF US A2MS 
CONTROL POLICY, IN THE CONTEXT OF BROAD, DEEP, AND 
VERIFIABLE ARMS REDUCTIONS, EXPANDED CONFIDENCE-BUILDING 
MEASURES, MAINTENANCE OF A CREDIBLE NUCLEAR DETERRENT, AND 
IMPROVED VERIFICATION CAPABILITIES. OUR PRIORITY OBJECTIVE 
IS TO ACHIEVE EQUITABLE AND VERIFIABLE ARMS REDUCTIONS IN 
THE CURRENT GENEVA NEGOTIATIONS ON NUCLEAR AND SPACE ARMS 
WITH THE USSR. 

VERIFICATION OF A COMPREHENSIVE TEST BAN REMAINS A MAJOR 
PROBLEM. THERE ARE SERIOUS LIMITATIONS IN DETECTING AND 
IDENTIFYING POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT LEVELS OF CLANDESTINE 
TESTING. AT THE MULTILATERAL CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT <N 
GENEVA, THE US HAS SUPPORTED INTERNATIONAL DISCUSSION OF C73 
PROBLEMS, AND WE ARE CONTINUING TO WORK TOWARD THEIR 


RESOLUTION. 














evd.cu: aug 0, isc5 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, August 6, 1985 


NICARAGUA: PASTORA AND WITNESSES FOR PEACE 





Q: Are you communicating the State Department's concern 
about the threat to the 31 Americans to Eden Pastora? 
-- WE HAVE SEEN PRESS REPORTS OF A LETTER ALLEGEDLY 
WRITTEN BY EDEN PASTORA, BUT CANNOT CONFIRM ITS 


AUTHENTICITY. 


oo THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT IS NOT IN CONTACT 
WITH MR. PASTORA. WE HAVE REPEATEDLY MADE CLEAR 
TO ALL PARTIES IN THE CENTRAL AMERICAN CONFLICT 
OUR CONCERN FOR THE SAFETY OF NONCOMBATANTS, 


PARTICULARLY AMERICAN CITIZENS IN THE REGION. 





oo AT THE SAME TIME, WE WOULD NOT RECOMMEND TRAVEL 
BY U.S. CITIZENS IN AN AREA WHICH HAS RECENTLY 


BEEN THE SCENE OF ACTIVE COMBAT AND IS THE 


SUBJECT OF A STANDING TRAVEL ADVISORY (6/9/83). 











August 6, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


KOREA: NEW LAW PROPOSED TO “RE-EDUCATE* STUDENTS 





Q: Do you have any comment on a reported Korean Government 
statement today that it will introduce a new law to 
“re-educate students engaged in anti-government activities?* 

A: -- WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE KOREAN GOVERNMENT IS PREPARING 

LEGISLATION CONCERNING CAMPUS UNREST. IT HAS NOT BEEN 


SUBMITTED TO THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY AND WE DO NOT HAVE 


THE TEXT, SO IT WOULD BE PREMATURE TO COMMENT. 











POSTED: Aug 6, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the Noon Briefing of Aug. 6, 1985 


PHILIPPINES: STATE DEPARTMENT MEETING WITH OPPOSITION LEADERS 





Q: On the 30th of July the State Department met opposition 
leaders in Philippines? Does that mean you recognize these 
people when you meet them, or what does it mean? 


A: SUFFICE IT TO SAY THAT WE MAINTAIN CONTACT AND EXCHANGE 


VIEWS WITH ALL RESPONSIBLE PHILIPPINE POLITICAL LEADERS. 











TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of Aug 6, 1985 


PNET AGREEMENT 


Q. <-- “The PNET agreement has not entered into force because no 
Administration, or at least this Administration, has been willing 
to submit it to the Senate for ratification. If the 
Administration is so interested in on-site inspection, will it 
consider submitting the PNET to the Senate to make it law?* 

A. PRKOVISIONS IN THE PNET FOR ON-SITE INSPECTION ARE FOR 
STRICTLY LIMITED CIRCUMSTANCES. THERE ARE MAJOR AMBIGUITIES IN 
VERIFICATION THAT MUST BE CLEARED UP BEFORE THE TREATY CAN BE 
RATIFIED. WE BELIEVE THE PRESIDENT'S RECENT INVITATION TO SOVIET 


EXPERTS TO VISIT A TEST SITE REPRESENTS A CONCRETE PRACTICAL STEP 


TOWARD ACHIEVING VERIFIABLE LIMITATIONS ON NUCLEAR TESTING. 














ma a lL 


Posted: Aug 7, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the Noon Press Briefing of Aug 6, 1985 
Subject: Carole —. Doster's Request to Have Her Son's 
Building Pass Revoked 
Q. It has been about 2 months since the murder of Carole E. 
Doster at the Department of State. The spokesman promised to 


tell us why the letter written by Mrs. Doster requesting to 
have her son's building pass revoked took 6 weeks to get 


through the system? 
A. THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE REPORT FINDS THAT MRS. DOSTER'S 


MEMORANDUM REQUEST DATED MAY 30 WAS ACTED UPON BEGINNING 
JUNE 19 BY THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE SECURITY OFFICE. 


ACCORDING TO THE DEPARTMENT'S INQUIRY CONDUCTED BY TWO 
EXPERIENCED INVESTIGATORS THE DELAY BETWEEN SENDING THE 
MEMORANDUM AND ACTING UPON IT WAS CAUSED BY THE SENDER'S 
DELAY IN ACTUALLY MAILING THE REQUEST AND THE RECEIVING 
OFFICE'S DELAY IN DISCOVERING IT. ONCE IT WAS IDENTIFIED 


IT WAS ACTED UPON IMMEDIATELY. 


THE REPORT ANALYZES THE KNOWN FACTS OF THE CASE AND IN THE 
CIRCUMSTANCES FINDS NO INDIVIDUAL EMPLOYEE ACCOUNTABLE FOR 
THE FACT THAT ACTION TO REVOKE MRS. DOSTER'S SON'S PASS WAS 
NOT TAKEN BEFORE THE DAY OF HER MURDER ON JUNE 21. THE 


REPORT DOES RECOMMEND MORE PRECISE DOCUMENT HANDLING 





PROCEDURES IN DEPARTMENT SECURITY, HOWEVER, AND URGES THE 


DEPARTMENT TO PROCEED QUICKLY TO INSTALL A CENTRALLY 





CONTROLLED AUTOMATIC PASS AND BUTLDING ACCESS SYSTEM. 
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WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 7, 1985, 12:27 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I took the long way here 
apparently. I have no housekeeping or anything, and off we go. 
Q Bernie, on this American group in Nicaragua, do 


you have anything to confirm reports that they have been fired 
on by contras or somebody from that part of the world? 


4 No, I do not, Jim. When did you read that, just 
Q Well, we have a report. 
a No, I don't have anything, but let me take a Louk 


at that and see what we can get for you on that 


Q Bernie, do you have any reaction to the reaction 
of Israel to the statement you made and the similar one made in 
the White House about the Israeli policy in the territories? 


— 


A You're talking abouc the revival of various 
measures? 

Q Yes 

a No, I do not have anything beyond what was said 


here the other day. 


Q Did you expect this sort of reaction by the 
[sraelis? 

a) I'm not going to enter into any speculation 

Q Do you have anything at all on the hostage report 


that they might be freed? 


“4 No, nothing beyond what | said yesterday, that | 
had nothing by way of confirmation; and, obviously, we would 
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look forward to the release of the American hostages and all 
others who are being held, whether they're called kidnapees or 
prisoners, or whatever. But by way of confirmation, [ have 
nothing on that. 


Q Bernie -- on the measures -- on Monday the 
Spokesman expressed regret and hope those measures would not be 
implemented. 


Is the U.S. pursuing any kind of dialogue with the 
Israelis to stop the Israelis from doing so or persuade them 
not to do so? 


s Nothing to add to that other than the fact that, 
obviously, the U.S. Government does make its views known on a 
regular basis to the Israelis, and beyond that I have nothing 
to add. 


Q Do you believe the meeting -- 
Just a second, let me -- 
Q It's on the same subject. 
4 Are you on the same subject? 
Q The same area, but not the same subject 
a Sorry. [I just wanted to move around a bit 
Q It's quite okay Do you believe the meeting with 


the [sraeli Ambassador in the State Department today is 
relating to this problem of the -- 


A Don't know. Don't know. [| have nothing on that 
Ron? 
Q Bernie, has the United States asked Egypt tuo 


release two Americans that have reportedly been arrested as 
part of an “Israeli spy ring?" 


A [I have nothing on that. 
Q A different subject, Bernie? 
A Excuse me just a second 


Q Central America? 











A Norm? 
Q Mine is on South Africa. 


Q We've just had reports that the “Witness for 
Peace Americans” -- 39, I believe -- have been captured by 
contra Forces down on the border with Costa Rica. Do you have 
any reaction? 


s No, but it is a variation of what Jim had asked. 
And let me take a look at both Jim's question and yours as 
well, and I'll get back to you as quickly as we can. 


Q Can I follow up with another question? 


Qa I had had no blip on that in the last few minutes 
as we were putting these things together. 


Sure, go ahead. 


Q There was a Miami Herald report yesterday, I 
bDe.ieve, that indicated the Administration wants to get 
Congress to fund the Central American police for the first time 
in several years. This would be a twist in our policy We 
haven't funded Latin American police for some time because of 
allegations that they are tied in with torture 





Can you give us any specifics on that? 


A No, but let me see if [ can take a look and seu 
what 1s possible 


Norm? 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on South Altrica's 
state-run radio's praise of President Reagan's comments the 
other day on South Africa? 


A No, those remarks stand as they were delivered 
[ ave nothing to add to it. 


Q Did the South Africans miss the point in some 
way, or is the President breaking the combination of Western 
leaders criticizing South Africa's -- 


A [T have nothing to add to that, Norm 
Q Do you have anything generally aboul the recent 
developments in South Africa, the shootings and the tunerals 


and back-and-forth in that country? 








2) Well, one of the questions that has come up is 
whether or not, in connection with the raid on Winnie Mandela's 
house, all I - 


Q (Inaudible). 


a Well, yeah, that's what I imagine. On that, only 
to say that we are looking into the circumstances of that. And 
that as a general matter, the U.S. wants to see the level of 
confrontation brought down on the part of all South Africans so 
that they can move toward negotiations. 


Q Do you think that this was somehow provoked by 
the people who were shot against? 


a I -—- as [ said in the preface just a moment ago, 
Don, they are taking a look at the circumstances surrounding 
the event, and that is all [ have on that. 


Q On another subject. In Rarotonga, in the Cook 
Islands, the South Pacific Forum has epproved the nuclear free 
zone for the South Pacific. What is the U.S. position on it? 


A I asked that very question just before [ came 
down here. (Laughter) And I suspect that my former colleagues 
will dot be astonished to discover that [ was told that the 
official, final text has not yet been received here That 
being the case, ['m in a position of total semantic 
bankruptcy (Laughter) 


Q [They're waiting to get the bottle out From sea or 
-— (Laughter) 
“4 lL don't know whether the bottle is corked or L'm 


corked. (Laughter) Be that as it may, what [ said a moment 
ago is about -- 


Q Could you pursue the question of -- in maybe the 
days to come, the U.S. would say what it thinks about it? And, 
specifically, whether it's prepared to become an associated 
country that signs protocols, as [ think some of those 
countries hope? 


A In the pursuit -- in my pursuil of eliciting a 
reaction, { did, however, turn up an observation that t will 
pass along to you, if L may [his presumably 15 based on the 


Fact that there are reports and there is information available 
in contrast to a final, of ficial text as ultimately agreed on 

















And that has to do with a question as to whether the nuclear 
free zone area is tantamount to an endersement of the New 
Zealand position. 


The replies that tne U.S. has been given io understand 
that the treaty does not constitute an endorsement of the New 
Zealand port ban. The zone concept reportedly leaves port 
access to individual states and does not interfere with transit 
and overflight rights of ships and aircraft under customary 
international law. 


Having said that, I will keep in mind your alert: 
That when the bottle arrives, that I come up with a sort of 
reaction which I will pursue. 


~-MORE -- 
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Q Can I ask one more on Asia? There are reports 
from South Korea that the government is asking for legislation 
under which it can “re-educate" students For up to six months 
if they bel'eve that they have been involved in campus 
disturbances that are not welcomed by the government. 


What is the U.S. view of that? 


a I would say that generally speaking, Don, that 
would be an internal Korean matter, but there was a bit of 
gGuidance prepared just a day or two ago. we'll make that 
available to you as soon as the briefing is over. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the North-South 
Korean talks? 


A Talks, no. 


Q While we're in the vicinity: On the Philippines, 
is the United States going to turn over the information 
requested by the Philippines regarding an 4quino trial, records 
of scrambling aircraft? 


A I have some assorted guidances here on that. I 
can read them to you or make some of that available to you 
later. 


Q I wish you could give it to us. 


A We can confirm that the U.S. Air Force is Looking 
into the matter of reported increased activity at Wallace and 
Villamor Air Stations on that date -- that is to say the dale 
the commercial airliner was carrying Senator Aquino to Manila, 
August 21, 1983 -- and that the U.S. review was still underway. 


The U.S. Embassy in Manila has informed the Philippine 
Foreign Ministry that the U.S. will be prepared to provide (the 
full results to the Philippine Government 


Q Are you saying that ‘there was increased air 
activity in that statement? 


A L'm saying that they are looking into the matter 
of reported increased activity at those two air stations on 
that specific date, that is to say August 21, ‘83 

Q And with the comment made in the Reuters piece 
that the logs of these scramblings may have been ductored Do 


you have anything on that subject? 














a fhe information that is available is that there 
was a notation in a different handwriting beside a log entry 
That notation was the name “Aquino” bracketed by parenthesis, 
and that this matter is still being looked into 


Q Could we go back to the South Korean student for 
a moment -- 


” Yes. 


Q -- on the re-education of students accused of 
activities? Are you saying now that human rights in South 
Korea are no longer a matter of concern for the United States 
Government? 


4 No, I'm not saying that at all, nor am I in any 
way rewriting what the U.S. has said on the whole question of 
human rights vis-a-vis South Korea. 


On that specific question that Don had asked, [ made a 
general observation; but I do know that there was some guidance 
prepared that addresses that question. And so rather than 
“wing" a paraphrase, I'm just suggesting that we excavate it as 
soon as the briefing is over. 


Q Bernie -- 
Q Do you have anything -- 
a Yes. 


Q Do you have anything under the Arab summil? Have 
any sense yet how that might affect the peace process? 


4 Nothing other than, I think, some things Lhat 
were offered here, [ think it was on Monday Beyond that, [ 
have nothing to say 


John. 

Q Do you have anything on the talks -- 

q Welcome back! 

Q Do you have anything on the talks ino Germany 
between the two military sides to avoid a repetition of tye 
murder of Major Nicholson? | understand there has been come 


progress made in those talks? 














= I don't have anything on it. 

Q You don't have anything. Can you take the 
question? : 

A Let me take a look -- see what's possible. 

Q Bernie, on China -- 

Where are we? 
Q Here. 
A I'm sorry. 


Q Is the United States still discussing the 
possibility of a Navy ship visit to China, or have those 
discussions broken off, as seems to have been implied by a 
Chinese spokesman today? 


a Nothing for you on that. 
Q Nothing. 


Q Bernie, back to the Middle East, if I may: Do 
you have anything on the press reports saying that Syria may be 
ready to release some or all the hostages still remaining in 
Lebanon? 


A Well, I think we took it up in a slightly 
different form seven minutes ago during the course of this 
briefing. 


Q Do you have any comment on the meeting between 
Murphy and the [Israeli representative at the United Nations and 
reported that his meeting with the Palestinian-Jordanian 
delegation is growing dimmer? 


a Dimmer? 


Q Yes. That's what -- 


a Yesterday you were asking me when it had been 
postponed 

(Laughter) 

Q Yes, but today the Israelis are saying, you kihow 


that after the meeting between Murphy and the Lsraeli UN 
representative - 











a [I don't know I have really nothing on that 
But by way of possibly anticipating your question, I[ did see 
' Ambassador Murphy here just a few minutes ago in the building 
(inaudible) -- 


Q But did he meet with -- 








a -- and [ said, “Hello,” and he said, “Hi.” 

(Laughter) 

Q But can you confirm that he met with (the) 
Israeli U.N. representative? 

a Wait a minute I have a very substantial 
question here. 

Jim? 

Q Yes, what did he mean by that do you think? 

a Yes. Back to you. 

(Laughter) — 

a I mean, I have nothing on that 

Q But can you confirm that Murphy met wilh [srael 


UN representative? 


is) Why roll the dice on my part? Since L'm unaware 
of it, [I could check that and see what we can get 


Q Do you have anything on the visit of Mr 
Whitehead and Mr. Pelletreau to the Middle East? 


A Nothing beyond what | offered yeslerday. and | 
think it was that we said he was in [srael [I don't have any 
precise geographical fact today 


Q Bernie, do you have any evidence of Cuban toul 
play in the death of Forbes Burnham, the quy -- Prime Minister? 

a [ have nothing on it 

Q Any reaclion to the death, in qeneral? 
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Other than the United States obviously being 
informed by the Embassy that he had died unexpectedly on the 
operating table during what was expected to be minor surgery, 


and that the United States has expressed its condolences to the 


Government of Guyana and to President Burnham's family 
Q O.« Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 P.M.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Nocn Press Briefing of August 7, 1985 . 


ISRAEL: MURPHY MEETING WITH ISRAELI AMBASSADOR ° 





Q: Can you confirm that Assistant Secretary Murphy mc with 
the Israeli Representative at the United Nations today? 


A: --MR. MURPHY DID NOT MEET WITH THE ISRAELI REPRESENTATIVE 


TO THE UNITED NATIONS TODAY. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, August 7, 1985 


NICARAGUA: WITNESS FOR PEACE 





Q: There are wire reports that a group of 39 Americans 
traveling in Nicaragua have been shot at or captured. 
What information do you have on this? 

A: ~~ WE ARE INVESTIGATING, BUT WE CANNOT CONFIRM 

THOSE REPORTS. _ 

-- AT TWELVE NOON TODAY WASHINGTON TIME THE 

WITNESS FOR PEACE OFFICE IN MANAGUA REQUESTED ASSISTANCE 

FROM THE U.S. EMBASSY {N LOCATING AND ENSURING THE S/.FE 

RETURN OF THE PEOPLE TRAVELING ALONG THE SAN JUAN R/.VER. 

ACCORDING TO THE WITNESS FOR PEACE REPRESENTATIVES AT 9:40 

AM, WASHINGTON TIME, SHOTS WERE FIRED OVER THE GROUP'S 








VESSEL AS IT SAILED ON THE SAN JUAN RIVE? NEAR LAS 
CRUCITAS, A SECOND BOAT APPEARED AND FORCED THE WITNESS FOR 
PEACE VESSEL TO THE COSTA RICAN SHORE, AND THE OCCUPANTS 
OF THE WITNESS FOR PEACE VESSEL WERE FORCED TO DISEMBARK. 
SHORTLY THEREAFTER, AN UNIDENTIFIED SPANISH-SPEAKING VOICE 
WAS HEARD OVER THE RADIO WHICH THE WITNESS FOR PEACE GROUP 
HAD BEEN USING TO COMMUNICATE WITH THEIR MANAGUA OFFICE. 
THE VOICE REPORTEDLY SAID THAT THERE WAS NO REASON TO 
WORRY, THAT “WE ARE ALL BROTHERS” AND THAT THE AMERICANS 


WERE IN GOOD SHAPE. 
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-- AT THE PRESENT TIME WE ARE ATTEMPTING TO 
CLARIFY THE SITUATION ON THE GROUND. WE CANNOT YET 
CONFIRM THE EXACT NUMBER OF AMERICANS IN THE PARTY. 

-- WE HAVE INFORMED BOTH THE NICARAGUAN AND COSTA 
RICAN GOVERNMENTS AND REQUESTED THEIR ASSISTANCE IN 
DETERMINING THE WELFARE AND WHEREABOUTS OF THE GROUP. OUR 
EMBASSIES IN BOTH COUNTRIES ARE PROVIDING ALL POSSIBLE 
ASSISTANCE, AND WE HAVE ASKED EMBASSY SAN JOSE TO SEND A 
CONSULAR REPRESENTATIVE TO THE AREA OF THE ALLEGED 
INCIDENT. 

-~ THE REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE AT NOON TODAY WAS 
THE FIRST SUCH REQUEST MADE BY WITNESS FOR PEACE. OUR 
EMBASSY IN MANAGUA WAS INFORMED BY LETT&£2 ON AUGUST 6 OF 
THE PROPOSED TRIP BUT THE LETTER DID NOT REQUEST 
ASSISTANCE, AND IT DID NOT ARRIVE UNTIL AFTER THE BOAT HAD 
LEFT. 

-- THERE HAS BEEN A TRAVEL ADVISORY IN EFFECT FOR 


THIS PART OF NICARAGUA SINCE JUNE 9, 1983. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 7, 1985, NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


KOREA: USG HUMAN RIGHTS POLICY TOWARD KOREA 





1 


Has there been any change in the Administration's human 
rights policy toward Korea? 


Az -- THERE HAS BEEN NO CHANGE IN THE UNITED STATES' HUMAN 
RIGHTS POLICY TOWARD THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA. HUMAN 
RIGHTS ISSUES ARE AN ESSENTIAL ASPECT OF OUR FOREIGN 
POLICY, AND WE WORK HARD TO ENCOURAGE HUMAN RIGHTS 


PROGRESS IN KOREA AND THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, August 7, 1985 


CENTRAL AMERICA: U.S. FUNDING FOR POLICE FORCES 





Q: A Miami Herald report indicates that the 
Administration wants to get Congress to fund Central 
American police for the first time in several Years... 
Can you give us any specifics on that? 





A: -- The President has asked the Secretaries of 
State and Defense to develop programs to combat terrorism 
in Central America and elsewhere. 

-- Specifics of such programs are still under 
review in the Administration, and it would be 
inappropriate to discuss them. As a matter of policy, we 


do not comment on alleged leaks of classified documents. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 8, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. A couple of 
brief announcements, if I may, please: 1:30 today, here in the 
briefing room, Special Envoy Drew Lewis and his Canadian 
counterpart William Davis will meet with you here to talk about 
progress being made in their discussions on the acid rain issue. 


One brief announcement: Dan Howard is the new 
Director of the Office of Public Affairs in the Bureau of East 
Asian and Pacific Affairs, the gentleman off on my left -- most 
recently served in Cyprus; also served in Japan from 1973 to 
1980. His predecessor, 8111 Lenderking, an old friend of 
everybody's, is going to go to the USIA as Deputy Director for 
the Office of East Asian and Pacific Affairs. 


With that as a prelude, off we go. 


Q Bernie, on South Africa, do you have any comment 
or reaction on the new violence and the warning by Mr. Botha 
that the state of ‘emergency may be stepped up? 


— A ——Let me answer that by saying that [ have no 
specific characterization to your question about new violence, 
but this might be the occasion to reiterate what has been said 
before: The U.S. calls for an end to the violence, the 
restoration of law and order, the lifting of the state of 
emergency, and the resumption of the black/white dialogue 








Q Bernie, -- 

a Yup. 

Q -- on another subject, Nicaragua? 

Q Can we stick on that a minute? There seems to be 


some dispute within the South African Government which blacks 
should be in this dialogue. Who would you have the government 
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talk to --— hand-picked blacks, or blacks that have offered 
themselves as mediators, or even rebel blacks? What have you 
gvi on that? 


a I'm not going to get involved in the definition. 


Q Well, Botha is in favor of a black/white dialogue. 
There just seems to be some disagreement as to whether those 
blacks represent anybody. 


a Well, I will have to stay with what I said, Barry. 


Q Do you know anything about whether Ambassador 
Nickel intends to remain being Ambassador Nickel? 


a I don't have anything to the contrary, John. 


Q Bernie, when you called for the lifting of the 
state of emergency, you seem to not accept what was said the 
other day in the Oval Office that sometimes there is 
justification for strong measures. 


a I have nothing to add to that. I've just ticked 
off what is here. You've heard what you've heard from the Oval 
Office, and there it stands. 


Q Is the United States doing anything about it or 
saying anything other than reiterating these somewhat old 
guidances? 


a Can't get involved in any exchanges that may be 
taking place. 


Q Well, do you think any are? 
a I have nothing at this spec?  ¢ moment to offer. 


Q Do you believe that the lifting of the state of 
emergency would contribute to the end of violence? 


A I think that what I have itemized as a four-point 
approach is what the Administration has set forth, and I will 
have to leave it at that. 


Q Well, are they linked? Do you think that -- the 
second point, [I guess it was -- the lifting of the state of 
emergency would contribute to the overall goal of an ending of 
violence in South Africa? 





a Well, what I have done is listed them in this 
itemized order, and there may be an interaction among the four; 
but this is the position as set forth from here. 


Q - Is 1t the Administration policy, Bernie, that 
there will be no high-level meeting between Secretary Armacost 
and a South African official until the state of emergency has 
been lifted? 


4 I have heard nothing about that. 


Q About a meeting or about -- 

“ No, I'm answering your -- 

. -- it being the policy? 

) I'm answering your question. I have heard 


nothing about that. 
Q That what, that there would be a meeting? 
i) You didn't phrase it -- 


Q Is there -— well, let me -- let me take it 
again: Is it American policy that there will be no high-level 
U.S.-South African meeting till the state of emergency is 
lifted in South Africa? 


a No, I would say that is not the policy. 
Q Is there any plan for such a meeting? 


a Let me tell you that a meeting took place at the 
U.S. Embassy in Vienna today, August 8. The meeting was at the 
request of the South African Government. We agreed to the 
meeting because of the importance of our having direct contact 
with the South African Government at this tense time The 
meeting afforded us an opportunity to discuss the serious 
Situation inside South Africa and in the region -- the 
Situation about which the Administration has strong views. 


Q Who took part in that meeting? 


a Can't help you on that. The meeting was 
confidential. The results of the meeting, obviously, will be 
carefully studied, and [I am not in the position to discuss the 
contents or the participants 
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Q Was it Secretary Crocker? 

A I will have to stick with what I say, except if 
you are asking about Crocker being a participant, the answer is 
yes. 

(Laughter) 

Q Is there a plan for a follow-up? Is there a plan 
for another such meeting? Is one envisaged? Forget planned. -- 
would it be heipful to have another such meeting? 

A Can't help you on that, Barry. I just don't know. 

Q Was Crocker the highest-level U.S. official there? 


a It depends on how one ranks the pecking order. 





Q Can you say where the Deputy Secretary of State 
is now? 


a Can I say where the Secretary of State is right 
now? 


Q The Deputy Secretary of State. 


i) The Deputy Secretary. Where was he last? 
Q He was learning about the Middle East. 
(Laughter) 


A The last I heard, he was in the Middle East. 
Q Not in Vienna? 
a Not in Vienna, that is correct. 


Q Who did Crocker meet with? 


a That list I don't have, which is not to suggest I 
have the entire list of the U.S. delegation. 

Q How many in the U.S. delegation? 

A Don't have the exact number. I just simply don't 


have that exact number 


Q Did Crocker fly there for the express purpose of 
meeting with the South Africans, or was he in the area, or what? 





A I'd like to check that, but [I think it is my 
understanding that he did. But I'd like to check that if I 
may, George. 


Q He flew out there for the meeting from here? 


A That is my understanding, but let me check that 
if I may. 


Q Could you describe the U.S. role in any 
constructive way? Are you taking on a more mediating role now 
between the government and the insurgent blacks? 


a Barry, I will not characterize the role because I 
think a moment or two ago I suggested that I could not get 
involved in detailing a confidential discussion, and I'm going 
to have to leave it at that. 


Q Is it still the U.S. view that constructive 
engagement is the best course to pursue? 


I have heard no indications of any change 
whatsoever. 


Q When did the South Africans ask for this meeting, 


Bernie? 
“ I don't have a date on that. 
Q Was Ambassador Nickel part of the meeting? 
4 There I just simply do not know. I couldn't 


really give you a yes or ano on that. 


Q Why Vienna? 


a I suppose it was an agreed upon venue. 
Q Are there any pjans for a future meeting? 
a I was asked that question. About a future 


meeting, is what you're saying? 
Q Yes. 


A I was asked that question, and I said that I have 
nothing on it. 


Q Was Bud McFarlane at the meeting? 








a Was Bud McFarlane at the meeting? [The answer is 
yes. 

Q Bud McFarlane was at the meeting? (Laughter) 

Q Do we have to run down the list of all government 
employees --— Reagan, Bush --— (Laughter) 


4 I'd like to take --— if anybody wants to pick up a 
telephone book -- 


Q How about Shultz? 
No. 


Q You mean you don't know who outranks each other, 
McFarlane or Crocker? 


“ Do you want to continue that for a bit? 


Q Yes. We asked you about Crocker, and is he the 
ranking man. You said, “It depends on how you look at things." 


a True. 


You mean there is a doubt whether McFarlane is 
higher in the pecking order than Crocker? 


“ I'm going to pass this invitation. (Laughter) 
But give that lady a cigar. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any reaction to the convening of the 
Arab Summit in Casablanca? 


Q Hold on a second? 

a Hold on. 

Q See if we have a story here. 

Q Well, look, Bernie, seriously, it's kind of 
ridiculous. Can't you tell us the names of who you know was 


there if there are any names beyond the cwo instead of going 
through this guessing game? 


fs) No. I don't mean in any way to play that kind of 
game. [I do not have the other names. I will take that 
question and see if we can't provide it. If I had those names, 








having hit a couple of home runs, I don't think there would be 
any problem with the others. But that's about all I can say, 
but let me take that. 


I do not have -- I could not say yes or no to any of 
the other names because I do not have that (inaudible). 


- Q And could you attempt to get the names of the 
South Africans, too, just as well? 


a Yes, I can. 

Q Could we have a copy of your guidance, please? 

a Yes, you can. 

Q You don't have the leader of the South African 
delegation for those (inaudible) 

“ The leader of the South African -- 

Q Yes. Could we -- 

a My understanding is that it was the South African 


Foreign Minister, Pik Botha. 


Q Pik Botha? 


q Yes. 

Q Was the U.N. Secretary General there? 
(Laughter) 

Q I mean, you are coming up with some kind of 


high-level names, one at a time 
is) Barry Schweid was the notetaker (Laughter) 


Q Bernie, before we drop this, when this idea was 
first brought up a couple of weeks ago, the Secretary of State 
among others, said there were no plans now, and officials 
around here said that time was not ripe for the meeting, and 
the United States was not planning on it. 


’ 


What changed in the last couple of weeks that made the 


meeting opportune? 


a I can't answer that because I have nothing on 
that, Jim. 
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Q Can you tell us the time of the meeting -- when 
it started and how lony it lasted? 


a Don't have that. I'll try to get that for you. 





Q Bernie, has the government gotten the impression 
' that any South African policies are about to be reversed or 
altered? There have been reports that they may change their -- 
reverse the homeland policy, for instance. 


And there is a homeland about to be born next week, I 
believe. 


a I have nothing to offer on that, and as I 
indicated a couple of times earlier, Barry, those talks in 
Vienna are of a confidential nature. Whether what you are 
alluding to has come up is something I do not know. 


Q Here's something you might be able to help us on, 
excuse m2. Senator Lugar, Chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, as you know, has taken sort of a leading role -- and 


not necessarily a role totally in parallel with Mr. Shultz's or 
the Administration's role -- was spied coming into the building 
yesterday. Is Congress being advised? Are they part of this 
-~ Congressional leaders, are they part of this -- could I call 
it a “dialogue” yet, one meeting? 


a You may. 


Q O.K. Is this something Lugar suggested, or is 
Congress being informed or are they a player in this -- 


a I don't know at whose initiative the get-together 
of yesterday took place. I read the same story you did about 
what a member of the Senator's staff had put out; and I have 
nothing that I could offer you by way of the Secretary's 
contribution to that meeting. 


Q Is Crocker on his way back or is he staying over 
there for a while? 


a Don't know 
Q What about McFarlane? 
a I don't have anything beyond what you so 


skillfully extracted 


Q Do you know what the size of the South African 
delegation is? 





Aa I'll refer you to my last answer. 
Q Can we move on to Central America? 
Bernie, who has got the Americans? 


a On that very specific question, we have seen 
those same reports you have, and really cannot confirm in any 
absolute way about who in fact is holding the Americans, 
although I have seer and heard some of the same reports you 
have. But I've got a situation report here, I think, that may 
have been put together within an hour or so ago. 


Let me just read you some of these notes here. The 
American Embassy in San Jose called the State Department and 
provided this information: that two Embassy officers are now 
at a point where the San Carlos River empties into the San Juan 
River. No “Witnesses for Peace” at that point. The Costa 
Rican Civil Guard has dispatched a patrol to go up-river along 
the shore from this point; another has been sent down-river 
from a community known as Las Tiricias. The presumption is 
that the group is located somewhere between these two points. 


The Costa Rican Government also has a helicopter in 
the area conducting an aerial search of the same region. All 
personnel, including U.S. personnel, in San Juan are on an 
apparently specially set up net for communications. The 
weather in the area is good today. That is noted because there 
was an expectation yesterday evening that a Costa Rican plane 
might fly up to the area. That was scrapped because of heavy 
fog, and I suppose the point is made that the weather is good 
today. 


Costa Ricans, it is noted here, are reluctant to 
travel on the River. For one thing, it is too dangerous; for 
another, it is Nicaraguan territory, and the Costa Ricans have 
opted for foot patrols to locate the group. 


That is the latest that I was able to get prior to 
coming here, by way of the most available, the most recently 
available information inside the Department that I'm putting 
out here. 


Q An ARDE spokesmen in Washington seems to be 
confirming that forces loyal to Pastora's group are holding 
these people Do you have any confirmation of that? 
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“ No, I don't. I don't have any coifirmation. But 
I would imagine, as we tried to do yesterday with modest 
results because of the elusiveness of certain parts of the 
story, to see what we can get later again in the afternoon to 
various questio.s that may emerge here, or by way of 
information that may become available because of phone calls 
and whatnot. 


Q What -- 


a But on your question, I don't have anything by 
way of -- 

Q What kind of radio contact has there been’? Are 
you aware of any radio contact between -- 


a Nothing other than what I just noted before, that 
there is some sort of communications net. 


Q Witness for Peace said yesterday that it 
considered the United States Government responsible for the 
well-being of its members. Can you respond to that? 


a On that general question, let me make this 
point: The U.S. has warned potential travelers for two years 
of the potential danger involved in traveling along Nicaragua's 
border area, and the Witness group was aware of this 
situation. The group did not request any assistance from the 
U.S. Government until noon on August 7, three hours after the 
boat was detained, according to the reports from the area 


The incident occurred on the border between two 
sovereign nations. It is the responsibility of governments to 
provide for the security and safety of foreigners on their 
territory. 


Now, obviously, the U.S. is looking into all this 
And while the U.S. is not responsible for the incident, it will 
do what we can to ensure the group's safety 


Q Bernie, I recall that the State Department also 
asked for the help of the Nicaraguan Government Has there 
been any response to that request? 


a No, other than the fact there was a request for 
assistance to both Costa Rica and Nicaragua; bdbut [I have nothing 
by way of specifics dealing with Nicaragua 
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Q Is it correct, as the Department put out 
yesterday, that you were not informed of the itinerary of this 
group, by letter, until after the group was already on the 
River? 


There was a letter of August 6 which you referred to 
yesterday. 


a Well, whatever I said yesterday will still stand, 
but let me take your question and ask them to poke again 


through so that there is a certainty about a reply by way of 
your question. 


Let me go back here if I may, Barry. 

Q Witnesses for Peace in Nicaragua have acted as 
though the contras are under U.S. command. Does the United 
States in fact provide funding or other assistance to ARDE? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


-- MORE -- 





~e) 
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Q Bernie, you're saying it is the responsibility of 
governments to provide safety for foreigners in their 
territory. Can you be a little more direct in that? Are you 
specifying Nicaragua or Costa Rica? What are you talking about? 


a I'm not going to be able to help you on that, 
Robin. 


Q No? 


a It will be as I say and as I read, and I can't go 
beyond that by additional amplifications. 


Let me go to the back, if I may. 


Q Last night's communique from Witness for Peace 
down there, twice -- several times -- they urged that military 
action not be taken. Otherwise, they said their lives would be 
worth nothing. 


In light of that, are you urging Costa Rica or 
Nicaragua to do something or nothing, or -- 


4 My understanding is that there was a request for 
help in connection with the incident, but I haven't heard a 
blip about military action on any score. 


Barry? 

Q I'm sorry, I'm a little confused about the 
request for help. The request for help came from the people 
themselves after they had been kidnapped, or did I -- you said 


you heard nothing from them until two hours after -- 


Q Three hours. 

Q Yeah, three hours. 

a You want that again? You want that? 

Q Yeah, because that leaves -- it opens a lot of 
questions. 

a Well, it may, but that's -- the understanding 


here is that the group did not request any assistance From the 
U.S. Government until noon on August 7, yesterday, which is 
listed here at three hours after the boat was reported detained 


Q By the group, you mean the people themselves who 
were traveling in the area? 
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a The group. Well, I[ can't say -- 


Q You mean the group at the headquarters back in 
wherever they are? 


a I can't tell you exactly where that group was. 
Q No, no. You said -- 
Q You said that it came from a Witness for Peace 


representative in Managua. 
4 Yeah. 


Q Which would be different. What I'm asking is if 
the U.S. was asked for help from the very people themselves 
whose whereabouts are a mystery right now? Or did it come from 
the organization or one of its spokesman? 


a My understanding is it cawe from the organization. 

Q Oh. | 

a If you're asking whether the people on the boat 
radioed the U.S. -- 

Q Right. That's what [I'm asking. 

A -- Embassy in Managua saying, please help us -- 

Q Yeah. 

a -- I don't have that. 

(Laughter). 

Q Because then you'd know -- 

a I don't think you have it either. 

Q Well, I'm asking you. 

Q When is the last time the travelers were heard on 


the communications network? Was it yesterday or this morning? 


a I don't have that. I[ don't have that. I saw one 
of the television morning shows interviewing a spokesman from 
Managua this morning, but I don't have any sort of timing on 
the last radio communication from the boat to the group's 
representatives in Managua? 


° 
™ 
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a Does the State Department believe this could have 
been staged? 


7 I have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything on the supposition by some 
that this group was trying to interpose itself in order to 
prevent a contra attack on Nicaraguan territory? 

A I don't have anything on that either, John. 

In the back? 


Q Any information on when Mr. Murphy will be going 
to Amman, Jordan? 


4 I beg your pardon? 


Q Any information on Mr. Murphy's plans to go to 
the Middle East? 


A Wait a minute. Just hold off; held off on that, 
if I may. 


Robin? 


Q Bernie, any comments on The New York fimes story 





i) You'll be the first. 





Q -- New York Times story that indicates that the 
NSC was directly involved and basically running the contra war? 

i) I don't have any comment on that. 

Q Do you know when that special bureau is supposed 


to be set up in the State Department? 
a Nicely phrased. 
On that general -- 


Q And the next question would be, what would they 
do? 


4 But even before either of your questions have any 
real viability, let me just say that no decision has been made 
on the question that you're raising 
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Q You mean when? 


A No decision. 


Q No decision on when? 

A Nothing on when, why, where; no decision across 
the board on that subject that you're asking me about. 

Q No decision on whether there will even be such a 
bureau? 

A Yes, I'm saying no decision; no decision, as seen 


from here. But the addition to that would be that however aid 
may be disbursed, that aid will be disbursed in full conformity 
with the law. 


Q Do you have anything on the seven American 
hostages? Whether -- is there anything at all to confirm the 
Kuwaiti newspaper stories? 


a I went through that with some of you last night. 
There is nothing that has changed in that story except some of 
the reports that we heard about yesterday, insofar as the 
validity of that story as seen from here. There is nothing 
here to confirm that story. 


The rumors seem to be based on the original report on 
a Kuwaiti newspaper. The accuracy of that story has not been 
verified here, and the families of the remaining American 
hostages in Lebanon have been informed that the State 
Department cannot confirm these rumors. In other words, there 
was -— just a moment. In other words -- 


Q Can I follow that up? 


a Let me just -- in other words, there was 
something of a call-out in the wake of yesterday's blip about 
Father Jenco. 


Q Has the Department been in touch with the Syrian 
Government to try to determine whether any of these hostages 
have been moved to Damascus? 


a Can't help you, John, have nothing on that 


Q Skipping back to Central America, there are 
reports this morning that a missionary in El Salvador is 
missing, and locals say he may have been killed Do you have 
anything on that? 
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Qa No, I don't, Jean. 


Q Bernie, on the Costa Rican situation 
a Costa Rican situation now. 


Q Should it turn out that these people are being 
held by an anti-Sandinista contra group, how would that affect 
U.S. provision of aid --— direct, indirect, lethal, non-lethal, 
any kind you want, to these people? 





“ Can't help you on that. 
Q It wouldn't affect it? 


a I'm not going to get drawn into a discussion on 
that. 


Q Is there word one on the condition in which 
they're being kept? 


a Well, no, I don't have anything like that 
because I think at the very outset of our chat here, [ made the 
point that we could not confirm the reports as to who was 
holding these Americans. So that a lot of the information -- 
and they've piled some guidance up on me, which I have not gone 
through, which is essentially what the Witness for Peace group 
has been saying. 


What you are asking for, obviously, which is what I 
would be asking for, #-e the extra dimensions of what the State 
Department can provi.., and that's rather limited, as you have 
already concluded. 


Q Skipping forward to the seven hostages in 


Lebanon, were those families -- the Jenco family, of course -- 
a Yeah. 
+ -- inadvertent if that -- but informed by anyone 


at the State Department that there was a breakthrough? Is all 
the misunderstanding at their end, or did somebody make a 
mistake -- 


a l cannot provide the precise scenario as to how 
it happened When [I got some calls yesterday afternoon, [ made 
the point, on the basis of my discussions here, that nobody in 
the State Department was authorized to do that That does not 
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in any way suggest that somebody, in fact, did it; it was 
unauthorized, or whatever. It simply didn't --— I mean trying 
to be very, very careful. 


I don't know how exactly it took place. I've heard 
nine different versions of how the family might have gotten 
that information, and then there was a call from somebody in 
the State Department to tell the Jenco family that that, in 
fact, was not the case, and that's about where it stands 


Q You wouldn't -- well, I shouldn't put it that 
way. Did any bureau here report internally that there was a 
breakthrough, that turned out to be a false report? 


4 I checked that yesterday several times throughout 
the afternoon on the basis of a numbér of calls. And the reply 
consistently was that there is no corroboration. Obviously, it 
would be grand news if the Americans were released but there is 
no corroboration nor has there been, I think, when that story 
first appeared. and if my recollection is correct, I think 
this first came up on Monday, and that's about where it stands 
since Monday. 


Q But I think you've slightly missed my point. 
Maybe my question wasn't put so clearly. Did any bureau, or 
any part of the State Department, report internally that -- 
incorrectly, inaccurately -- that some breakthrough was in 
progress? 


a No, no. I have heard nothing along those lines, 
not even in the anthology of scenarios that [I've heard. 


Q One of the press people handling that yesterday 
said that he though the Jenco family might have been the 
victims of a cruel hoax. Is that what you think happened? 


a I don't know. [f just don't know. 
Wait a minute -- Semaan? 
Q Do you have any information on Mr. Murphy's plan 


to go to Jordan? 
a Murphy's plan to go to Jordan. You won't have to 


go through the process of circling days on the calendar with 
me. No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Bernie -- 


A No. It is not meant as a prelude to a 
back-and-forth affair. I really have nothing on that 
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Q Bernie, there's a report from Jerusalem this ° 
morning that Secretary Whitehead was told by King Hussein that 
Jordan would not provide ary additional names beyond the seven 
that were already put in for the Palestinian representation on 
the Jordanian-Palestinian group. You have anything on that? 


a That Israel told Whitehead? 
Q No, no. That Whitehead told Israel when Israel 
-- Israel, as things happen there, leaked it that the King had 


told Whitehead that there would be no additional names of 
Palestinian representation? 


A Don't have anything on that. 
Q Bernie, when you say there's no plan -- 


a My understanding, although slightly attached, is 
that that original list is still under consideration here 





But about the specific question you're raising, Norm, 
I don't have anything on that. 


Q Wait a minute. What's under consideration? 


a The list of names that was originally submitted 
by the Jordanians. 


Q As to -— wait a minute -- as to whether or not 
the United States would meet with that delegation? 


i) The U.S. considering a list. It's still 
considering a list, et cetera. 


Q When do you think you'll finish this 
consideration? 


a I have no way of telling you that. 


Q It's been more than one month now almost. Is it 
so a list you can't finish the names? 


a I don't know how to answer that question. 
Someone pointed out, when I had raised the question, that it 
took how long for the list to be prepared? Do you -- does 


anybody know how long it took 


Q About eight months. 
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a About how long? 
Q Eight months. 


=) Eight menths for the preparation of the list. I 
don't mean to suggest by that that there's going to be an equal 


Q What's the situation report on Mr. Whitehead? 


= Wait a second. I'm finishing a question from one 
of our colleagues -- and I have nothing on that question. 





(Laughter) 


You wanted a situation report on Whitehead? 


Q Yes. 
4 I have nothing on that. 
Q Okay, do you have a reaction to the convening of 


the Arab conference -— Arab summit conference -- 

Q Can we stay with Israel half a second, Bernie? 

a Yes, we had a reaction, but you played hooky the 
other day. You weren't here Monday. Was it Monday? Monday. 
That's right. That's what happens. 

Q No, after the convening -- 


a I have nothing. I -- 


Q Do you have any new reaction? 
a I have no new reaction. 
Q Can you -— really, there is a development which 


over the twenty-four hours, the last twenty-four hours, that 
said that the whole thing about the hostages, the seven 
hostages in Lebanon, that Syria would like to release them to 
overshadow the whole summit conference. 


Do you have such information or such ideas, or any 
comment on such information which was -- 


is) That question, in its pristine form, was put here 
Monday, and ['ve been answering it for the last four days, and 
I just answered it a few moments ago. 
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Q Can you answer it again? 

4 Well, I think I have. 

Q What's the reaction that they are convening now, 
- because my understanding is Mr. Murphy's visit to the Middle 
East depends %n the outcome of this conference? 


a I'm not going to call that exclusive or a story 
of your own. 


| As I told you, I have nothing on a Murphy departure. 
I saw him today. He's here in the building; at least, I saw 
him at 9:00. 

Q Did you say “hi?" 

a I said “hi" in several languages. 

Q Are you saying that you are still committed to 
meet, or still willing to meet with the joint 
Palestinian-Jordanian delegation? 


i) I tell you that the readiness of the United 
States to meet is as before. 


Q Bernie -- 
3) The U.S. is prepared to meet, et cetera. 
Q Bernie, do you have any more comment on Foreign 


Minister Shamir? He repeated yesterday his warning to Jordan 
about -- they should not have any PLO in Jordan, and he said he 
doesn't care about your reaction about his warning, you know? 
Do you have a reaction? 


a Nothing. 

Q Nothing? 

3) Mike? 

Q Following your statement the other day that the 
United States was hopeful that Israel would not carry out its 
threat to deport, et cetera, people from the West Bank Today, 
Israel has issued a deportation order. Do you have any 
reaction on that? 


a Reiterating what I said before, earlier this 
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week, we regret the use of deportation. And I would call your 
attention to what was said -— I think it was on Monday -- from 
this platform. 


Q Can I follow this? 


Q I want to follow on this, Bernie. Since you 
already expressed your displeasure and your objection to this 
deportation and these measures, cracking down and everything, 
are these measures that Israel is undertaking now going to 
affect the offering of foreign aid to Israel in light of the 
fact that this is contravening to the requirement of giving 
foreign aid to any countries? 


. A I have nothing that would suggest what you're 
saying. 


Q Filing break? 
Aa Filing break. Fine. 


Q Quickly, on the bombing in Germany Do you have 
any reaction to the incident at Frankfurt? 


a Yes, I do. The U.S. Government condemns this 
terrorist bombing at Rhein Main Air Force Base and deplores the 
loss of life and injury of innocent American and German 
civilians. These acts of violence against our military and 
other Western service personnel as well as innocent civilians 
are reprehensible. 


Our current information is that two Americans were 
killed. And insofar as other casualties are concerned, [I would 
refer you to the Department of Defense. 


We are cooperating fully with the West German 
authorities in this investigation and have an excellent working 
relationship with them We have full confidence in their 
capabilities. As you know, this is a joint U.S.-German base. 


Q What about the claim of responsibility? Do you 
believe it's the Red Army Brigade? 


a Don't have anything on who was responsible. At 
least when I came out here, there was no group claiming Has 
there been a group that's claimed now? 


Q The White House indicated that it was a violent, 
radical group 
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a I have nothing to add to what [I said. 
Q Bernie? 
John? 


Q Yeah, just on South Africa. Since this was a 
very high-level meeting and the first high-level meeting since 
the recent crisis -- current crisis --— could we request a 
backgrounder in this room or at the White House on what has 
enangee or what perhaps transpired at that meeting before too 

ong 


a I can convey it without any certainty that it 
will, in fact, take place. S8ut the answer is, yes, I will 
convey that. 


Q A Russian diplomat has gone missing in Rome by 
the name of -- [ have him written down here -- Vitaly 
Yurchenko. Does the State Department have any knowledge as to 
his whereabouts? 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q Do you have any response to the KGB's detention 
yesterday of a reporter for the n nitor? 


” Uh-huh, I do. Christian Science Monitor 
correspondent Gary Thatcher was detained by the Soviet 
authorities in Leningrad for three hours yesterday, August 7. 
He was returning to the Soviet Union from Helsinki and was 
clearing Soviet customs when he was detained. 


The Soviet authorities confiscated materials routinely 
used by journalists in the course of their work. 


We view this incident as contradictory °: » Helsinki 


Final Act and contradictory to the recent Soviet > irmation 
of the Act. 


We have protested this incident with the appropriate 
Soviet authorities in Moscow. The protest was registered this 
morning, and we have strongly urged the Soviets to return Mr. 
Thatcher's journalist materials. 


Q Do you know what those materials were’? 


Q Notebooks? 
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a It's my understanding that they were his 
notebooks -—- 


Q Any response -—- 


a -- and may have -— I have nothing by way of a 
response. It may have included tapes, but I'm not absolutely 
positive. 


Apparently -— my understanding is that he was covering 
the Helsinki and was on his way back to Moscow via Leningrad 
where this all took place. 


There was a protest, as I say, yes, in Moscow this 
morning, and -— hum? 


Q This hepoened on his way into Leningrad? 
A Yeah. 
Q Bernie, I want to go back to your answer about if 


these measures that are undertaken by Israel will affect the 
foreign aid to Israel or not. 


You have been making the case of human rights in all 
countries around the world as a pre-requisite for any foreign 
aid. These practices by Israel are in violation of your 
requirement for foreign aid. You sounded Monday the protest, 
or your displeasure with this. 


What, beyond displeasure and regretting today, have 
you done in order to delegate these things? 


a I have said as well that we have had no 
hesitation in making our views known to Israel. And it's at 
that point that I have nothing to add. 


Q But this will not affect foreign aid? That's my 
question. 


a I've heard nothing along those lines, and I'll 
have to leave it at that. 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:07 p.m.) 
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AUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 8, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
TAKEN QUESTION 


U.S.-S. AFRICA MEETING IN VIENNA 


. Who were the participations for the U.S. and South Africa 
at the Vienna meeting? 





A. National Security Council Adviser McFarlane, Assistant 

Secretary for State for African affairs Chester Crocker, the 
U.S. Ambassador to South Africa Herman Nickel, and a support 
staff represented the United States. South African Foreign 


Minister Pik Botha led the South African delegation. 


Q. Will there be more meetings? 


A. There will be a second session in Vienna tomorrow which 
will be attended by Assistant Secretary Crocker and Ambassador 
Nickel. ®8ud McFarlane is expected back in Washington in the 


next 24 hours. 








Posted: aicust 9, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Briefing of August 8, 1985 


CENTRAL AMERICA: USG NOTIFIED OF WITNESS FOR PEACE TRIP . 





Q: When did the Witness for Peace group advise tne U.S. 
Government of its planned itinerary? 


| 


The first information we had from Witness for Peace about 
the trio was contained in the letter received by the 
United States Embassy in Managua on August 6, 1985 at 


5:30 p.m. (7:30 p.m. Washington time). The letter did not 


request assistance. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon everybody. It's ten after 
twelve. Filing break. (Laughter) 


I think we ought to call attention to the fact that 
Dr. Murray Marder, one of the well-known auditioners on the 
Secretary's plane, is paying us homage with a visit here, and 
let's hold the applause. 


Okay. James? 


Q I was just going to ask you if you got that suit 
from (1 Haig? (Laughter) 


Q King Hassan. 


f. I'll give you a background later on this. 
(Laughter) 


Q Actually, what I wanted to ask you was, do you 
have any readout on the Vienna meeting? 


bs What I've got is the following, Jim: We've hac 
serious exchanges in Vienna with the South African Government. 
These exchanges were important in providing candid U.S. views 


cf the situation in South Africa and the neighboring countries. 


We heard from the South African Government officials 
their perceptions of the situation. This is a time of 
considerable activity in terms of a South African Government 
policy review. 


To their credit, the South Africans are looking at and 


considering the views of the U.S. Government and the views of 


other Western governments. We expect the process to go on, and 


we would be looking for results in the near future. 


We believe the session was useful in presenting U.S. 


views. 





Q Do you expect those results before Congress coi 
back? 


A No idea on timing that I have for you. 


Q Do you suppose those results might influence 
Congress’ view as to sanctions on South Africa? 


Aa I have nothing for you on that, Barry. 

Q Do you think any of this is a public relations 
exercise, or do you think South Africa is about to ease its 
apartheid policy? 


fa Insofar as the first question of yours, I began 
my remarks here by noting that the United States has had what 
it calls “serious exchanges in Vienna." 


Q Exactly what results are you looking for? 


A I think that we have gone through this yesterday 
when I itemized four points, and I'll just refer you to what I 
said yesterday on that. 

Q Are the talks completed? 

fs I beg your pardon? 

Q Are the talks now completed? 


6 My understanding is this second session wound up 
‘co talks. I don't know of a third session at all. 


Q And are the U.S. participants -- those who 
‘nod, that is, other than Mr. McFarlane -- headed home or 
they headed some place else, or what? 


6 Don't know. I have nothing on that. Why don't 
we take that and help out. 


Q Bernie, could you make something 
implicit/explicit? When you talk about their policy review, 
you mean their racial policy? 

fi I'm not going to define that question. 


Q What are they -- 


ia A policy review, as the South Africans themselves 
have indicated. And beyond that, I cannot get involved in a 
definition of that tern. 











Q Just to remove one ambiguity here, do you expec :: 
the results will be positive? 


A Well, that's certainly what the United States is 
looking forward to. 


Q Bernie, the South Africans have talked in terms 
of presenting something by the 15th at a party conference in 
South Africa. Is that the understanding that the U.S. 
Government has? 


A I am not in a position to confirm that now. 


Q Well, do you understand them to be thinking of 
substantive changes in their racial policies? 


if I cannot speculate about whatever it is that they 
will do. That obviously was the basis of some of the 
discussions in Vienna yesterday. 


About the question, you're listing a specific date on 
the calendar, and I am not in a position to confirm that from 
here. 


Q Bernie, there's another homeland about to be 
born. Do you have any reason to expect the South Africans 
won't follow through on their schedule? 


A I have nothing either way on that, Barry. 


Q Bernie, you mentioned in your statement yesterda, 
t the United States wished to discuss not only the serious 
-tion inside the country but the regional difficulties in 
part of the world. 


Did, in fact, the U.S. delegation present its views on 
tle regional questions, and is there any hope for change in 
that score? 


6 On the second question, I don't have anything at 
all on that, Don. But I did note straight off, close to the 
top of what I did to share with you, that the talks provided an 
opportunity for the U.S. to set forth candid views of the 
situation in South Africa and the neighboring countries. 


Let me, please -- 


Q Where is Ambassador Nickel going now? Is he 
ing back to South Africa or is he coming back to the United 
Siates? 











6 I have heard nothing about Nickel going back to 
South Africa. And I had an earlier question as to whether t!. 
delegation, apart from Bud McFarlane, was returning to 
Washington, and I will take that and find that out as soon as 
we can. 


As far as the problem goes in South Africa, now 
Asians, including Indians, are in trouble. What kind of 
+4 Ral the U.S. can give at negotiations in South Africa? 
(Sic) 


A I think that we have addressed that question 
repeatedly from here on the calls for an end to violence and 
other things that have been expressed from the lectern. 


If you mean that the Indians are exempt from things I 
said, obviously that is not the case. 


slacks? Q What about now new fighting among Indians and 
acks’ 


A Well, obviously we are profoundly disturbed over 
the situation in Durban. The prevailing climate of violence 
and repression in South Africa has created conditions where 
racial polarization is rising. 


It is imperative that the South African Government and 
responsible black community leaders take steps to forestall 
such confrontations. It is also urgent that there be a 
dialogue between black leaders and the government aimed at 
restoring order throughout South Africa and introducing reform: 
{hat will permanently bring peace to the townships and to all 

‘he country. 


Q Copy, please? 

fo A copy? Yes. 

Q Bernie, do you happen to know if any of the 
European governments had representatives participating in the 
talks or were they strictly bilateral? 


6 I have nothing on anybody other than U.S.-South 
Africa. 


Q Bernie, in these candid talks, were the South 
&fricans told that what policy changes they announce and 
plement will determine whether or not the White House will or 
}1 not sign legislation? Or were they assured that there had 
been no change, and the White House was going to veto that bill 
if it gets presented to the President? 








‘A The candid talks were obviously confidential, ; 
I have nothing by way of the minutes to share with you. 


Q Bernie, in keeping with the policy of 
constructive engagement, will either Crocker or any American 
official now going -- make contact with black countries in 
southern Africa? 


6 I would be speculating on that, totally. I have 
nothing on that, Jim, at all. 


Q Filing break? 
A Wait a minute. Several filing breaks. 


Q Do you anticipate any further talks with the 
South Africans on other -- 


A Well, I think the question came up already about 
a third round, and I had nothing that would indicate any third 
round. 


Q Not in the near future -- 
f Do we have any indication at this point -- 
Q -- or the longer term? 


6 Can we find out while the briefing is underway, 
please, about whether the entire team is on its way back? 


ok you. 


Q Bernie, the White House explained McFarlane's 
cconce, saying it was easier to send him than the Secretary 


.f State Can you fit the Secretary of State into this 
picture, or is he in the picture? 


6 My understanding, obviously, is that the matter 


of representation was discussed, and it was a Presidential 
decision that Bud McFarlane go. 


Q And Mr. Shultz was pleased with the decision or 
went along with the decision, or what? 


6 I think I've answered that by telling you it's a 
‘esidential decision. You have Assistant Secretary Crocker 
re. That represented the top part of the U.S. delegation. 


Q Are you optimistic at this point racial reform 
will take place? 
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A No judgments. 


Q Bernie, did the South Africans outline the ster: 
that they -- in any detail the steps they plan to take? 


A I've taken a whack at that, Norm, by suggesting 
that while I talked about the talks being candid, they were, as 
well, confidential. And you may try in a variety of ways, but 
I simply have nothing that would deal with content in any 
specific way. 


Q Why don't we have a filing break? 
‘ Good, fine. Thank you. 

Only Barry?! 

Q We have ways. (Laughter) 


Q Bernie, if I could just clarify one last thing on 
South Africa that I'm not sure what you were trying to say. 
Early on in your statement, you indicated that the South 
Africans -- we were encouraged that the South Africans had 
taken into consideration the U.S. views. And then you went on 
to reiterate that the U.S. views had been the four things that 
we've said all along. 


Is it fair, then, to say that in the discussions that 
Mr. Botha gave some indication that they were prepared to ease 
the state of emergency to open a black/white dialogue? 


A That's another try, Barbara, at the same thing -- 
' have nothing on the way of the content. 


Q Well, let me just ask you this, Bernie, without 
Getting into the specifics of what was discussed and what they 
might do. Did Mr. Botha himself get into specifics with the 
American representative? 


A You're asking me the same thing, and I have 


nothing by way of the dialogue in any specific way that I have 
to offer. 


~-MORE-- 








Q But we're not asking exactly for you to tell u: 
what the details are. Was it a detailed, specific discussi< 
or was it general? Can you give us some sense of what kind «° 
a discussion it was? 


6 Well, obviously, it was candid and serious and 
the words that go along those lines; but going beyond 
characterizations into the area of content or substance above 
what I have said, there is nothing I can add. 


Q Can you tell us how long the discussions lasted? 


é Don't have the time. Will try to find that for 
you. 


Q New subject? Another country? 
i Yes, sure. 


Q Do you welcome any delegation coming from the 
Arab Summit to Washington? 


A I have nothing on that. 
Q Well, are you still -- 


t It's a proposal that I have read in the 
newspapers that has been read here, and I have nothing by way 
of any kind of comment on the -- 


Q Only one follow-up: Since you said in the 
inning of the week, last Monday, you said that the summit i+ 
vificant step and you look forward to it to reinforce the 
«sein initiative. Now it's finished. Do you think that 
‘chieved what you looked forward from them to do? 


fs I have nothing by way of an assessment. I had 
those observations that were shared on Monday, and at this 
particular point -- what is it, the third day of the summit 
now? -- I have nothing by way of a U.S. assessment at its 
approaching conclusion, if it in fact winds up today. 


Q You will in the future if -- 


6 I don't know. 


Q Does this mean you need more time in order to 
ess the summit conference, or just you are refraining from 
/ comment on the summit, after what you said on Monday? 


2) c/ 





a Probably the latter. And if there should be o: 
we'll have it; and if there shouldn't be one -- 


Q Yes, because there is a very specific proposal 
put to the summit about sending a delegation to the United 
States, so how come that the United States has no position as 
specific as this to the same pr>.-sal taken there? 


a I can only say what I've already said on that 
subject, that I have nothing to say about the idea of an Arab 
delegation originating with the summit coming in the United 
States. I just have no comment on it at this point. Whether 
there is comment subsequently, I can't assure you. But that's 
the position as of today. 


Q But in general, you welcome such initiative, I 
mean, or such -- in general? 


A I have said what I've get to say on that. 
Q Bernie, going back to this question again -- 
id Which question? Which one? 


Q This question about the delegation. There was a 
date which was set, I believe August the Sth, for a delegation 
of seven people to come to Washington. It was -- I think it 
was under preparation here to welcome a delegation from the 
Arab League, the same delegation which came before or after t!. 
September ‘62 initietive, and it was postponed until after the 
cummit conference. 


(2) Was there ever -- 


Q So you couldn't say that you have nothing on 
and it was @ proposal because you know there was a 
celegation coming here. 


a Let me just tell you my understanding of this. 
Insofar as this proposed delegation that originates at the 
Casablanca session, I have nothing to say about that. This 
other delegation you're talking about that pre-dates -- is that 
what we're saying, that pre-dates the summit? -- I don't have 
anything on that. And if there was a commitment, let me take a 
look at that. But I don't have anything on that specific 
delegation you're referring to. 


If there was such an assurance or readiness to meet, 
us check that; but I don't have anything on that. If we're 
Grawing @ contrast between two specific delegations -- which I 
think is what you're doing -- 








Is that right? 


Q It's the same delegation, in my understanding, 1 
think. 


& If it's the same, well -—- 


Q No. On the Sth it was on the Iraq/Iran war 
anyway. They cancelled it; you didn't cancel it. 


7 Oh. 
Please, Mike? 


Q Another subject? 


“ Yes. 
i.) India. 
Q Can we stay on the Middle East? 


) Where. India. Middle East. Yes, please 
Q Do you have any comment on the -- 


6 I wonder if I could ask for a favor today. § I've 
got to be out of here in about six or seven minutes. Can 
everybody talk very fast? (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment on the Libyan move at the 
(4 Nations in order to protest against the "Bright Star" 
‘rg? 
fs Yes Libya's efforts to undermine regiona) 


‘curity are well known (and) need no elaboration. 
(Laughter) 
Q Do you have any further -- 
i You know, this is double speed today! (Laughter) 


Let me go to the chap who is right next to him, who 
‘ed his hand up -- and vanished. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any further reaction to the 
laration of the South Pacific nuclear-free zone? 


a No 


2109 
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Q India yesterday announced its domestic capabil:. 
to produce plutonium. Does the State Department have any vi: 
on that? 


& Take the question. Hope for you something later 
in the day. 


Q Does the U.S. now -—- 
“ Wait a minute. Wait a minute. Let me try -- 


Q Another subject: Executives of the Boeing 
Company say that they are exploring a proposal to design and 
build advanced technology jet fighters for Yugoslavia. Does 
the Administration have any problem with that? 


‘ I don't have anything on that. Let's take a 
look, and we'll see what's possible. 


Q Has the U.S. now responded to the Vietnamese 
invitation to hold talks on MIAs? 


6 Yes, I have something for you on that. On August 
9 we proposed to Vietnam, through our Embassy in Bangkok, that 
a U.S. delegation go to Hanoi for this purpose soon. That is 
to say, a Vietnamese offer to discuss resolving the POW/MIA 
issue within two years -- that a U.S. delegation go to Hanoi 
for this purpose soon if convenient for the Viecnamese. 


The proposed U.S. delegation would include senior 
officials from the Defense and State Departments and the NSC as 


| es the Executive Director of the National League of 
ies We would prefer not to provide details until we have 
‘yetnamese response. 


Q Soon? 


b Can't tell you when the response will come 
through. It's my understanding that the Vietnamese now have 
the U.S. message, and as I stated at the outset August 9, the 
day the U.S. proposal was made. In response -- 


Q Have you had any -- 


6 Can I just (continue), please? In responding, we 
told the Vietnamese again that we are prepared to resolve the 
‘°W/MIA question, and that we assume Hanoi will cooperate in 

same spirit. 


When this delegation goes to Hanoi, it will focus 
exclusively on the POW/MIA issue. We and the Vietnamese have 








' ll 


agreed that the POW/MIA question is a humanitarian problem, 
which will be dealt with despite other differences between o: 
countries. 


The Vietnamese have made an offer to resolve within 
two years the long-standing problem of our men missing from the 
Vietnam War. We are taking advantage of that offer and will 
pursue it vigorously. 


Our policy toward Vietnam remains unchanged. We 
support ASEAN's efforts to convince Vietnam to remove its 
forces from Cambodia. As part of that support, we will not 
consider or move toward normalizing relations with Hanoi until 
there is a settlement in Cambodia acceptable to ASEAN and 
involving Vietnamese withdrawal. 


Q Copy, please? 
A Copy, yes. 


Q Bernie, is there still -- in light of this, is 
there still some consideration of an office permanently in 
Hanoi for this purpose? 


ia Nothing I read here dealt in terms of an office 
or a technical office or that sort of combination that you're 
referring to. We're talking here about a delegation going to 
Hanoi. 


Q Who would be in the delegation, Bernie? 


a Don't have specific names that I can offer at 
time. 


Q Have there been any other gestures from the 
tnamese? You know, they released remains in early July. 
Any more indications that more will be forthcoming? 


é I don't have any here, but there may be some that 
may be forthcoming. But I am not the one for that -- 
(laughter) -- which is an enigma wrapped in an -- (laughter) 


Q Bernie, when will Mr. Shultz go to Syria to meet 
with President Hafiz Assad? And will he be going to other 
countries in the Middle East when he will go? 


There are reports that he is preparing to go there. 


i) Got nothing on that. 


o ; 
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Q Bernie, do you have a plausible explanation for 
what happened to the Witness for Peace group along the 
Nicaraguan-Costa Rican border? 


a A quick -—— what might be called a quick status 
report? 


‘ Well -- 


‘6 Or is there something more specific that you're 
alluding to? 


Q Who hijacked them? 


i Oh. That -- I don't know how to answer that 
question. I have nothing specific that would be absolute. 


Q What's your reaction to their release? 


f I think right along we've been concerned about 
security and obviously cheer the fact that they're free to do 
with what they want. 


Q Bernie, anything about Mr. Whitehead's activities 
in the area or -- 


a Yes. He is in the Sinai today, visiting, I 
understand, with some of the units in the multi-force nationa) 
organization. 


Q His next step? 
i. His next step on his itinerary? Don't have it. 


Q Going back to Witness for Peace for a moment, 


coes the government, our government, have any questions about 
the genuineness of the incident? Are we convinced that there 
was in fact a kidnapping? 


6 I don't have anything more than I've said on it 
up until this point. 


Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:30 P.M.) 








Posted: august 9, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the August 9, 1985 Noon Press Briefing 


SOUTH AFRICA: AUG.’ @ MEETING BETWEEN US AND S.AFRICAN OFFICIALS 





Q: Are tne U.S. participants of the Vienna meetings heading 
home, or somewhere else? What was the duration of the 
meeting today? 


A: 


They are heading home. The meeting took place this morning. 





2osted: August 9, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of August 9, 1985 


INDIA: PLUTONIUM PRODUCTION 





Q: India yesterday announced its domestic capability to 

produce plutonium. Does the State Department have any view on 

that? 

As -- INDIA HAS HAD THE CAPABILITY TO 
PRODUCE PLUTONIUM FOR MANY YEARS. (PLUTONIUM IS PRODUCED 
IN THE COURSE OF THE OPERATION OF A NUCLEAR REACTOR. ) 
ALTHOUGH INDIA EXPLODED A NUCLEAR DEVICE IN 1974, INDIA 
STATES THAT IT HAS NOT ALTERED ITS POLICY OF ESCHEWING 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS. ANY ADDITIONAL PLUTONIUM-PRODUCING 
CAPABILITY DOES NOT NECESSARILY IMPLY A CHANGE IN THIS 
POLICY. HOWEVER, WE BELIEVE THAT THE APPROPRIATE WAY 
EFFECTIVELY TO LIMIT NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION IS FOR COUNTRIES 
LIKE INDIA (AND PAKISTAN, AMONG OTHERS) TO PUT THEIR 


NUCLEAR PROGRAMS UNDER FULL SCOPE SAFEGUARDS. 











Posted: august 9, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 9, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING ° 


YUGOSLAVIA: PROPOSAL TO BUY BOEING JET FIGHTERS 





3 


Executives of the Boeing Company say that they are 
exploring proposals that they design and build advance 
technology jet fighters for Yugoslavia. Does the 
Administration have any problem with that? 


4 


We have nothing for you on that. 
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MONDAY, AUGUST 1z, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 

(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. REDMAN: Ladies and Gentlemen: I have one short 


announcement. 


At the request of the President and Secretary Shultz, 
Assistant Secretary Murphy will leave shortly for the Middle 
East to consult further on how best to move the peace process 
forward. No final decision has yet been made regarding 
Ambassador Murphy's participation in a meeting with Jordanians 
and Palestinians. 


As we have consistently said, we are prepared to take 
part in such a meeting if arrangements can be mutually agreed 
and if the meeting clearly leads to our objective of direct 
negotiations between the parties. It remains our conviction 
that only through a negotiated settlement can a just and 
lasting peace between Israel and all its neighbors be achieved. 


There will be a BACKGROUND briefing on that subject by 
a senior Administration official in this room approximately 20 
minutes after the end of this briefing. 


Q Nevertheless, while you're ON THE RECORD, is a 
decision to be made during the course of this trip on whether . 
in fact, there will be a meeting between that 
Jordanian/Palestinian delegation and an American group? 


A Given the fact that there will be a BACKGROUND 
briefing, I prefer to go no further than what I've said. which 
said, “No final decision has yet been made." 


Q Yes Just for the record, though, I'm asking 
w. ti @ decision be made during the course of this trip? 
fa I can't answer that 
Q Do you have any comment on the Arab League Summit 


which ended on Friday. especially after you had some good 
statement on Monday on this Summit? You were having high 
expectation out of it. 





“ Once again, I would refer you to the backgrou 
briefing where I think you -- 


Q He will talk about the Arab Summit? 
f°) I think he would talk about that. 
Q Okay. 


4 -- probably more relevant than anything I could 
say at this point. 


Q But nothing ON-THE-RECORD? (Inaudible) 


a I can give you just a few very brief remarks 
Q Thanks 
A We have been carefully studying the communique 


issued by the Summit I'm not going to get into a detailed 
analysis of that communique Our positions on the issues 
addressed are well known, and any steps taken to advance the 
search for peace are obviously welcome 


Insofar as the communique enhances the prospects for 
negotiation and a peaceful resolution of differences. it 
obviously has our support; but beyond that, I would not gv in' 
the fine-tooth analysis 


Q Copy of that? 


“ No 

Q Do you have any comment on the current situation 
im S uth Africa, particularly -- and the second part of the 
auestion in the meeting in Vienne. were the South Africans 


warned that they would have to make evident far-reaching steps 
in order to forestall any action by the U S Congress? 


a [I'll answer those both at once, in fact I think 
what I'm going to say covers those questions, particularly the 
last question It is up to the South african Government to 
decide what needs to be done in that society The South 
African Government has important decisions to make and is 
considering those decisions we shall not comment on those 

isions until they are made public 





That said, the U.S. Government's views of what is 
needed in South Africa are well known They include an enc 1 
violence and repression, a restoration of order, and 
negotiations between the government and black South Africa's 
leaders which will produce political rights, justice, and 
equality for that country's black majority leading to an end to 
apartheid. 


The situation in South Africa is clearly very 
serious. It is a time for bold decisions, and it is a time for 
those who believe in peace to reason together, agree on, and 
build a better future for South Africa. 


-- MORE -- 








Q In your list of things which are required, you 
did not have a lifting of the state of emergency. is that - 


o Our position has not changed. We favor a lifting 
of the state of emergency. 


Q Any reaction to those people critical of U.S. 
policy in South Africa who will be demonstrating outside in 
just a few moments? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Would you say the United States is in the process 
of reconsidering its policy towards South Africa, or had done 
that implicit in McFarlane's meeting last week? 


i) No, I would not. I thirk that fits with what 
we've said before, that we're continuing to assess the 
situation in South Africa, and we follow developments there. 


Our policy of constructive engagement by its very 
nature means that we have to have contact with the South 
African Government in order to make our views known. 


Q Would a declaration of intent by the South 
African President reiterating the reforms outlined in his 
January 25 speech be sufficient in our eyes as a positive step 
forward? 


) I really have no comment at all on what might t: 
sufficient or what might not be sufficient, and I would refer 
vou Simply to the opening of my statement which said it is up 

_ the South African Government to decide and that we will have 
comment until that position is made public 


Q Could I just follow that up? What do we think 
the prospects for dialogue are now with the black community 
Given the fact that after Botha in his January 25 speech gave 
an invitation more or less for a dialogue, and nobody took him 
up on it? Do we think prospects are any better now for a 
dialogue’ 


c) I really can't answer that question, no 


Q Just to follow a bit on that When you were 
saying that it's necessary to keep contacts open with the South 
‘ican Government. has there been any kind of high-level 
ussi10ns between the South Africans and the United States 
ce Vienna’ 


“ Since Vienna’? To the best of my tnowledage. nw 








° Q South Africa's Ambassador—designate Beukes is 
back in Washington now Are there plans to accept his 
credentials, and where is Ambassador Nickel? 


In terms of Ambassador Nickel, I don't know. And 
in terms of accepting Ambassador Beukes' credentials, I have no 
idea if there's been any timetable set yet. 


Q Can we have a copy of the statement that you read 
before? 

os Yes. 

Q There were reports that Robert McFarlane told 
South African leaders that the U.S. was -- strike that. 

A Any other questions? 

Q Just one quick question. Was there been any 


response from Hanoi on the U.S. proposal of August 9 on the 
POW/MIAs? 


i) No, we've not yet had a response. 


Q Is it your understanding that the 
Ambassador-designate is back in Washington? 


“ In fact, I cannot -- 
Q He was on Washington television yesterday 
a Oh, you'll take your colleague's word for it?’ 


Q Absolutely 


a All right Ladies and gentlemen, the briefing -- 
the BACKGROUND briefing will start at ten minutes to one 


(Daily briefing concluded at 12:27 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 13, 1985, 12:05 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, I have no 
announcements We'll go directly to questions 


Q Can you say anything about where Mr. Murphy is 
today?’ 


a He's in Amman. 


Q And any sian of any meeting with the joint 
delegation’ 


A With the joint delegation? 
Q Yeah 


a Let me reiterate a bit of what was said 
yesterday, which is that no decision has been taken on a 
possible Murphy meeting with a joint Palestinian-Jordanian 
group We have said we are prepared to participate in such a 
meeting if it clearly leads to our objective of direct 
negotiations This is our goal and we will not participate in 
indirect negotiations or pre-negotiations 


we have -- ['m continuing here, please We've also 
said that the purpose of such @ meeting is not aU S. dialogue 
with the PLO Our position on that subject is clear We will 
not engage in a substantive dialogue with the PLO until it 
accepts United Nations Security Council Resolutions 242 and 118 
and recognizes Israel's right to exist 


As we move toward negotiations, we will consult 
closely with Israel as we will Jordan and Eqypt It is only by 
proceeding in this manner that we can promote our common 
objective, a negotiated settlement of the Middle tast dispute 


Q Can we have a copy’ 





Q When did he arrive in Amman? 

4 Okay 

Q When did he arrive in Amman -- Mr. Murpry? 

a He's in Amman today. Given the time differences, 


I'm not sure L've misled you, whether -- 


Q (inaudible) seen officially yesterday that it 
will be in the next coming two days, and Amman -.- 


iy He was referring to the meetings. [fhe meetings 
will not be until tomorrow; will not begin until tomorrow 


Q Chuck, this is a hardening of your position 
You're earlier position, you never said anything about indirect 
or pre-negotiation [ think this is @ new twist in your 
position You didn't make this - 


a Pardon? 


Q You didn't make this clear before about indirect 
or pre-negotiation? 


A lL think that's always been part of our position 
[I think that's been perfectly clear that the two ways in which 
we've characterized our approach to this possible meeting with 
@ joint group is that we have to have mutually acceptable, or 
mutually agreeable conditions or modalities, and, secondly, 
that this lead toward our goal of direct negotiations between 
the parties And that by implication -- that is to say that 
our goal in these meetings is not, if you will, a dialogue with 
the PLO but rather part of a process that has to move toward 
this goal of direct negotiations 


Q Chuck, was this conveyed ina letter from Shultz 
to the [Israeli Government just before Murphy left? 


is) 1 really have no comment on any diplomatic 
exchanges But our position is as I have stated it That's 
all I can say on that 


Q Yesterday, the Administration official who 
brieted here, gave me the impression, at least, that Foreign 
Minister Shamir was not necessarily speaking for the entire 
[Israeli Government when he raised public objections to the U 5S 
meeting - Possible meeting - with the joint delegation 

Covld you clarify that? Do you believe - especially 


in the light of Ambassador Rosenne's meeting with the Secretary 











yesterday afternoon -- do you believe that the objections 
expressed by Foreign Minister Shamir accurately express the 
feelings of the Israeli Government, in general? 


a I would limit my answer by saying, as foreign 
Minister, Mr. Shamir is the spokesman for the policies adopted 
by the Government of Israel I would have nothing further to 
add as to their substance. 


Q Well, have you received any -. in the wake of 
that briefing that we had yesterday, have you received any 
indications from the Israeli Government that this is so, that 
in fact Shamir is speaking for the Prime Minister as well as 
the rest of the Cabinet? 


a I would stick by my statement which simply says 
that Mr. Shamir speaks for the Government of Israel 


Q Is it your understanding that Mr. Shamir opposes 
the participation of PLO representatives when he speaks about a 
Palestinian-Jordanian delegation meeting with US. officials? 


i) I would really not care to characterize the 
Foreign Minister's position He can speak for himself 


Q Chuck, King Hassan of Morocco said in @ press 
conference on Saturday that he will meet President Reagan to 
tell him about what's happened in the summit 


Do you have any idea when he's coming, or when he is 
meeting with President Reagan’ 


a No To the best of my knowledge. we have at this 
point no further information on that proposed trip that was 
reported out of the summit 


Q New subject? 

, 

a Pardon? 

Q New subject -- South Africa? 

A Anything else on the Middle Fast? 

Q Well, actually (lLau@qhter), do you as longa a 
we're -=- do you have anything on Congressman O'Brien's meet ing 
with Assad? 

a No, | don't l have no details on that 





Q But you can confirm that it happened; that they 
talkec about the hostages and -- 


a In terms of the substance of the meeting, [I have 
no comment The fact that the meeting occurred, yes. 


Q Can you clarify one thing also? I mean, is the 
meeting with the delegation still an option? The joint 
delegation -- still an option? 


a Oh, definitely. There's no change from what you 
were told yesterday Not really -- in fact, I think that 
question has been answered and then some. 


Q Last shot on Mr. Shamir's position. Do you sense 
any change in his position? 


a Again, that would be characterizing his position 
as it evolves [I'm not going to do that Sorry 


Q whom will Mr. Murphy be meeting tomorrow with? 
Whom he will be meeting tomorrow -- Mr. Murphy? 


a I don't have that 
Q South africa? 
a South africa 


Q Gerrit Viljoen, the Minister of Black Affairs, 
has been saying that whatever changes in policy the South 
African Government might make they will mot touch the basic 
tenets of apartheid 


Does that conform with the -- I mean, does that 
attitude diverge in any way from what the State Department, the 
US Government would lite to see happen there? 


, 

a I would only say that, as [I said yesterday, in 
fact, that we're not going to comment on the decisions to be 
made by the South african Government until they are final and 
until they're made public 


We do know that there's @ serious policy review going 
on wilhin the South African Government on Lhe major issues of 
reform within that society, but we'll wait until those are made 
public before we'll have any comment 


Q Any reaction to the bombing of Winnie Mandela's 


home? 








a Yes, I do. We've received reports that the house 
of Winnie Mandela was burned to the ground today, and that 
apparently the adjacent clinic was also damaged by a petrol 
bomb. 


A police spokesman in South Africa says that Mrs. 
Mandela was not at home when the attack occurred. 


Police are investigating the case. Clearly, we 
deplore this dreadful incident. 


Q Hea. Ambassador Nickel gone back? 

a Gone back? 

Q To Pretoria? 

a I believe he's still here. 

Q Is he going back soon, do you know? 

A I have no information as to his potential return. 


Q Chuck, just a follow up on this. Solarz, after 
he met with the South African President, came out with a very 
pessimistic assessment of what may or may not be announced on 
Thursday. And he seemed to indicate, in that brief press 
conference, that it was at variance with what he believed that 
the South African Foreign Minister had said to U.S. officials 
in Vienna. Is that accurate? 


A Only to say that we've read the Congressman's 
statement but stand by what we've already said, to which [ 
would add once again the fact that we're not going to prejudge 
what the South Africans may say on Thursday. 


Q Chuck, has any decision been made about accepting 
the credentials of the new South African Ambassador? 


A I don't believe so. 

Lester? 

Q New subject? 

A New subject? Anything else on South Africa? 

Q Actually, Chuck, the question on Solarz is that 


he, in fact, has revised his opinion, having been told 





something earlier in the week; he came out sounding very 
optimistic, and he meets with Botha and comes out and sounds 
pessimistic. 


Has the U.S. Government, since Vienna, received any 
new indications of what the South Africans might be planning? 


rs) Well, once again, as always, I wouldn't comment 
on our diplomatic exchanges. But I would say that, to the best 
of my knowledge, we have no reason to be changing our 
evaluation since our meetings in Vienna. 


Q Have we -- 


a But that is not to say that we could predict now 
what may or may not be present in [Thursday's presentation, and . 
that's why I say we simply have to reserve any judgment until 
that occurs 


Q But you haven't -- I'm sorry - you haven't 
received, without going into the details of diplomatic 
exchanges, any revisions? That you basically stand on your 
reaction to Vienna as what you think may be coming? 


A That's right 


Q Have there been any high level meetings since 
Vienna? 


a No. 


Q People's Republic of China, according to an AP 
dispatch in the New York Times, have announced an emergency 
quarantine to stop the AIDS from spreading in view of this 
Argentine that died there. 





Do we feel that this is a violation of human rights, 
or what? What's our attitude towards this AIDS quarantine in 
China? 


A I have no specific information, Lester, but I 
would simply assume that the Chinese Government is the 
competent authority to take those measures which it may deem 
necessary for the protection of its citizens. 


Q the Department of Defense has expressed its deep 
concern of the -=- and they've Listed the number of AIDS cases 
in the Department of Defense - our armed forces 


How many AIDS cases are Lhere in the State Department? 
y 








A Sorry, Lester. 


Q No, wait a minute. I'd just like to know, are 
you refusing to divulge this, Charles, or what? 


A I simply have no information for you, Lester. 


Q Well, in view of the fact, as I understand it, 
they -- we have a situation in the United States where blood 
banks do not reject contributions of blood from practicing 
homosexuals 


Does the State Department -- 


fs) Lester, I think you're referring -- 

Q -- what do you do when you go overseas? Do we 
provide -- 

4 I'm glad you referred to it as the State 


Department. This is, in fact, the State Department briefing. 


I'd be happy to answer any questions -- 


Q Well, I know. [I'd just like to know, are you 
concealing the fact that you have AIDS cases in the State 
Department, Charles? 


i) Next questions, please? 

Q Are you conceding that? 

Q On Nicaragua, could you say whether or not the 
United States believes that the Nicaraguan -- the united 


Nicaraguan opposition should be given observer status at the 
United Nations? 


A I dog~'t have a position on that, but I can loo 
at it for you. 


Q Do you have anything on an American businessma 
who was sentenced by a Chinese court for damaging a hotel af 
a felonious --— after he fell asleep with a cigarette? 


. 


n 
ter 


m The case you're referring to is that of Richard 
S. Ondrik who was found guilty and sentenced on August 1?. 
sentence is 18 months imprisonment, to begin as of June 26, 
1985, as well as 150 thousand yuen in civil damages That's 
about $53,571.00 U.S. dollars He has ten days to appeal that 
ruling 


His 





If you want more details - 


Q What I'd like to know is if the US~ Embassy 
there is in any way intervening in the case, or has been asked 
to? 


a Well, I can give you quite a history, in fact, of 
our involvement with Mr. Ondrik, starting with the fact that 
U.S. Consular Officers from the Embassy in Beijing ard our 
Consulate General in Shenyang have been in regular contact with 
Mr. Ondrik throughout the time of his detention 


After his June 26 formal arrest and incarceration, 
Consular Officers obtain permission to visit him on June 27 and 
July 8, and attended sessions of the trial on July Ll, 13 and 
2? An officer attended the sentencing and will visit Mr 
Ondrik on August 14. 


American officials have also maintained close and 
cooperative contacts with Mr. Ondrik's American legal advisor. 
He was represented in court, however, by his Chinese attorney 
in accordance with Chinese law. High level Embassy and US. 
Government officials met with senior Chinese officials on 
numerous occasions to urge an early resolution of the case. 


~- MORE-~ 








Q In other words, the State Department believes 
that the Chinese Government is actine properly and in accord 
with the consular treaties? 


A He was tried according to the laws and legal 
system of the People's Republic of China. Our own Consular 
Officers are responsible for trying to assure that Mr. Ondrik 
receives the same treatment under Chinese law as that of a 
Chinese citizen and will continue to strive to do so 


Q Chuck, can I come back real quick to Nicaragua 
for two questions? One, The New York Times today quoted 
the top strategist for the Nicaraguan rebels as saying they are 
as close as they have ever been to winning their struggle 
against the Sandinista government. I[s that the 


Administration's view? 


a It is clear that dissatisfaction with the 
Sandinista government is growing in Nicaragua. The growing 
numbers of refugees in Honduras and Costa Rica, and the 
increasing success of the armed resistance in attracting new 
members to its ranks are evidence of this. 


Among the population in Nicaragua, the ‘iandinista 
government is increasingly unpopular. The United States 
repeatedly has called on the Sandinista government to accept 
the democratic opposition's call for a church-mediated 
dialogue, accompanied by a ceasefire, which would be an 
important step toward national reconciliation and 
democratization in Nicaragua. 


Q On the follow-up: This same individual says that 
he believes that if more Somoza former guardsmen were able to 
join the ranks of the rebel army, that they could, in fact, 
move faster and quicker to consolidate power. 


Do we have -- does the Administration have any opinion 
on whether or not the Somozas should be barred or Limited? 


A No, I don't. 


Q What was your reaction to the Witness for Peace 
people, Charles? The New York Post described them as 
"Scamdinistas." Do you essentially agree with this? 

A Lester, once again, as with Foreign Minister 


Shamir or with any other public figure, or private Figure, [ 
would not care to characterize him from this podium and | 
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Q [ mean they are United States citizens. the ones 
I'm talking about What do you - 


a You said it perfectly well. Lester ihat's 
exactly what I said. United States citizens 


Q Did you support them or not? 
a Did we support them? 


Q Yes [ mean did you believe that what they did 
was right or wrong? 


a All 1 can say, Lester, is that before the Witness 
for Peace group went into the area that it went into. there was 
in fact no forewarning to the U SS. Embassy Once we were 
apprised of their plight, we then made every effort to despatch 
consular officers to the scene 


Q Could [| follow up one question? 


Q Has the U.S. received a response from Vietnam yet 
on the offer to hold high-level talks? 


fs) Not to my knowledge 

Q Could [ -- 

Q Do you have any Administration view - 
A Just a minute -- 


Q Excuse me -- on the impeachment proceedings 
against Marcos? 


A In the Philippines? Very briefly: The 
impeachment resolution is clearly a political issue for the 
Philippines National Assembly to resolve. To the extent that 
these same stories have been reported on early elections, or 
snap elections, the arswer to that question is that that is 
likewise entirely a Philippine decision. 


We have repeatedly stated, as you are probably aware, 
that U.S. views Free, fair, and credible elections as the key 
element of political reform in the Philippines. 


Q Has the United States given the opposition any 
sort of financial records that enable them to back up their 
charges to begin these impeachment proceedings? 








i} 


a Not to my knowledge 
Over here 


~ Israel is freeing 100 more Lebanese, and keeping 
250 in Isreeli jails Do you have any idea when will the rest 
of these Lebanese be released? and did Israel inform you and 
tell you about what they are doing with these people’ 


a The answer would be the same as on at least two 
previous occasions, which is that this is an israeli decision 
which is being determined by Israel authorities So the answer 
is. no, I don't have any information as to when the remainder 
might be released 


Q The second question is Goes the United States 
Government look favorably to Israeli courts’ challenging 
israeli Government deportation orders against Palestinians on 
the occupied West Bank? 


a I have something on that 


In fact, our position on this issue is well known, and 
I would refer you to our remarks of a week ago Monday, when I! 
wasn't here 


Q Is the situation in South Africa considered to be 
one of the topics dealt with in bilateral talks between the 
United States and the Soviet Union? 


A Conditions in South Africa? 

Q Yes 

a I wouldn't comment any further on our potential 
agenda for .hat meeting other than to say that regional issues, 
of course, is one of the four categories that we have 
traditionally put into that -- 

Q It seems I didn't make myself clear. I mean, if 
the situation in Scuth Africa is considered to be one of the 


topics of bilateral discussions between the United States and 
the Soviet Union. 


ie) You mean now, or at Geneva at the time of the - 


Q At any time 


A At any time? 





1? 


I can loot into that for you I don't believe that 
there are any routine consultations if thet's what you're 
referrring to But [I'll look into that. and see if [ can get 
something for you 


In the back, please -. somebody else’ 


Q Yes Do you have any reaction to the ad in the 
New York Times today. a two-thirds page ad taken out by the 
Soviet Embassy. outlining what the Soviets say that their 
position at the arms talks are -. their positions are - and 
blaming lack of progress on the United States’ 


“ Only to say that to the best of my knowledge, 
we've not had similar  .s.ccess in placing ads in Pravda 


(Laughter ) 
Q Good 


Q I want to go back to your second answer -- to my 
second question You mean that, you said to go back to your 
position @ Monday a week ago when you were not here Do you 
stick with this position dJespite the fact that I[sraeli 
Government officials, Mr. Peres, and others - Mr. Rabin, I'm 
sorry -- rejected your protestation against these orders, that 
they said that, you know, this is not, almost, "...is not your 
business?" 


A We'll have to look at the quidance from a 
week-ago-Monday, but in any case, what I have now has been 
writlen in the context of what has happened yesterday and 
today. And we'll stick with it. 


Q (inaudible) the other position. 


A But if you want to come by afterwards, we'll take 
a look at what we said. 


Q Just let me say that that was an excellent 
answer. May [ salute you on that? 


Since there were three State Department employees and 
a Foreign Service Officer who were involved when the police in 
Washington raided two of the biggest homosexual-proslitution 
rings in Washington, why is it you're so unconcerned about AIDS 
in the State Department? 


(Laughter) 
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Could you tell us? 


) No comment 
Q You have no comment? It's not important? oO K 
a (inaudible response.) 


Q Does the Administration have any information or 
any evidence that would link the killing of an American officer 
the night before the bomb attack on Rhine-Main? 


a Only to say that we've seen the report. but I 
have no further information at this time 


Q [I just wanted to make sure You didn't really 
try to place an ad in Pravda, did you’ 


(Laughter) 

“ I can't answer that, in fact 

Q Oo.K 

a There may have been some private groups that have 


tried to do that. 


Q Did you exhaust your guidance on Nicaragua with 
what you read before? Did you have any additional guidance, 
for example, on -- 


A Do you have any further questions? 
Q All right How about recruitment, a battlefield 
sit-rep -- any information along those lines? 


Q Or funding. 


Q Fund-raising 


> 


You'd like any one of those In what order? 


Q Start with fund-raising. 


A Start with fund raising? 
Q Yes 
a Ihe fund-raising that you're referring to, of 


course, was private money, as was referred to in the story 








14 


Q Yes 


“ All 1l can really answer is that there are 
numerous private groups in the United States which make no 
secret of providing assistance to groups overseas Thas is, of 
course, a free society. and the United States Government does 
not keep logs on the activities of individuals or organizations 


The terms of that assistance - there are a number of 
provisions of US law which may bear on the question of 
private assistance to foreign groups such as the armed 
opposition in Nicaragua Among them are the Neutrality Laws, 
the International [lraffic and Arms Regulations. and the Foreign 
Agents Registration Act 


The one other question that was asked concerning the 
strength - 


Q Before you go to that, let me ask you this 
Yes 
Q Are you suggesting, then, that this fund-raising 


effort is in compliance with all U.S. laws that you've just 
cited? 


“ L'm suggesting that we don't keep track of them 
Q well, - 
A -- and that if it is or if it is not, I would 


suppose that each group or each individual who is pursuing that 
would have legal advice to provide that information 


Q For example, in the case of the contras, some of 
that money, presumably, is going for arms Would you similarly 
have no concern if an anti-Marcos group was raising funds for 
arms in the hands of the anti-government guerrilias in the 
Philippines? 


a I'm not going to try to make cross-country 
comparisons. Concerning Nicaragua, our approach has been, and 
continues to be, to neither encourage nor discourage private 
assistance within the law. 


Q And does that appiy te « 1 countries? 





A I believe so 
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Q Not Northern [reland, it doesn't well. I mean 

“ I'd refer you to the guidance 

Q NWORAID -- as | recall, there was somebody 
arrested for. you know. sending guns up there Now, isn't that 
true? 

“ we had something ON THE RECORD on that perhaps at 


the end of last week. which we can refer you to. Lester 

Q Chuck, you're not suggesting that these groups 
can do whatever they want. and you don't keep track of whether 
or not they're violating the law, are you? 

) They're violating the law And obviously 


Q Well, somebody has got to keep track of what 
they're doing and know if they're violating the law, don't you? 


“ To the extent that until you violate a law, the 
United States Government is not concerned 


Q But how do you find out? 


a The United States Government is responsible for 
enforcing the laws 


Q Right How do you find out what they're doing if 
a Through the normal law enforcement procedures 
Q So normal law enforcement agencies would monitor 


whether or not they are complying, not the State Department? 
Is that what you're trying to say? 


A That would be my opinion 

Q We're not concerned that -- 

a I'm not expert on that subject 

Q We're not concerned that -- 

A I'm not an expert on that subject, but L believe 
that would be the case We're not ina law enforcement 
position 

Q Would it be fair to ask you to take that question 


and see just how compliance is verified? 
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a Fine 


Q We're not concerned until they do What if 
they're conspiring to do it? Don't we have an intelligence. If 
mean, that we are concerned about this?’ 


a I would simply say that that comes again under 
the rubric of enforcing the laws of the United State 
Government, and the appropriate agencies would enforce those 
laws, whether they affect conspiracy or whether they affect the 
act 


Q I just want to get a clarification What I 
understood you to say is that the United States Government is 
not concerned until they do it You don't mean that, do you. 
Chuck? 

a I didn't say that 

Q I thought you did I thought sure you did Am | 
wrong, or what? What. specifically, did you say? 

a Once again -- 

Q You said you're not concerned until they break 
the law 

“a (Inaudible) health, education and welfare to 


the Department of Justice at this point But ['ll look into 
the question that was posed over here 


Q Lovely 


Q Could you check, then -- you had something on 
recruitment in Nicaragua? 


a On recruitment? 
Q Yes. 
i) Only to say that it is our assessment that the 


ranks of the resistance have been growing steadily, but I have 
no figures - 


Q But do you have any numbers, no figures from what 
to what? 


A No 
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Q One more on fund-raising, and particularly arms 
ls it @ violation of the Neutrality Act to raise funds for arms 
to overthrow a government with whom the United States has 
diplomatic relations? 


“ I'm not an expert on the Neutrality Act We can 
look into that 


Q Would you’ 
“ Yes 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12°30 P M) 











QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 13, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


SOUTH AFRICA/USSR: SOUTH AFRICAN SITUATION 
AS AGENDA ITEM IN US/USSR BILATERAL TALKS 








Q: Is the situation in South Africa one of the topics 
which has deen or will be dealt with in bilateral 
talks between the Un:ted States and the Soviet Union? 


A: -- THE US AND THE SOVIET UNION OVER THE PAST SEVERAL 
YEARS HAVE HAD A SERIES OF EXCHANGES OF VIEWS ON 
SOUTHERN AFRICA. 


S THE 
WITH THE SOV 


-- WE DO NOT DISCUS 
EXCHANGES WI 


CONTENT OF OUR DIPLOMATIC 
IeT UNION. 














Posted: August 13, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 13, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


NICARAGUA: POSSISLE UN OBSERVER STA‘7US FOR UNO 





Q: Does the US Government believe that the United 
Nicaraguan Opposition (UNO) should be accorded 
observer status at the United Nations? 


A: UNDER UN PRACTICE, THE UNITED NICARAGUAN OPPOSITION 
WOULD HAVE TO BE INVITED BY THE UNITED NATIONS GENERAL 
° ASSEMBLY TO BE AN OBSERVER. SHOULD THE QUESTION 
ARISE, THE US GOVERNMENT WOULD GIVE IT CAREFUL 
CONSIDERATION. 

















Posted: August 13, 1985 


QUESTIO:.. TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 13, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


PRIVATE US AID TO FOREIGN GROUPS 


-— 





Q: How does the US Government verify compliance with US 
laws Dy its citizens or private entities who assist 
foreign anti-government groups? 


for arms to overthrow a government with whom the US 


Q: Is it a violation of the Neutrality Act to raise funds 
has diplomatic relations? 


A: AS THESE QUESTIONS CONCERN THE ENFORCEMENT OF U.S. 


LAWS, YOU SHOULD DIRECT THEM TO THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 

MR. REDMAN: Ladies and Gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no statements or announcements. 

Questions? 

Q Do you have any comment on the events in South 
africa, particularly the visit that was permitted between Mr. 
and Mrs. Mandela? 

A No, I don't. 

Q It'll be a short briefing. (Laughter) 


Q What's new? 





Q Tomorrow, Botha is making his speech at about 
1:55 eastern time. Would it be possible for us to get a 
briefing after that? 


A I think that's not completely clear yet, the 
timing. I would say that, obviously, we're going to need some 
time to take a thoughtful look at what he has said, that in 
forming our reaction, of course, there is the speech, but ther« 
is also the question of follow-up implementation to elements 
that may be contained in it. There is also the question of 
reactions of the South Africans themselves. Those factors 1 
think imply that it will necessarily take some time, and that 
v ov should not expect, if you will, instantaneous readout as 

as the speech is over. 


Q Not instantaneous, but within a few hours perhaps? 
) I can't estimate any further than that. A few 


hours would be, I think, the most optimistic assessment I could 
give you. 





oo ’ 











Q Where is Ambassador Nickel? 


He's still here. 


Q Still here? 

Q Who? 

(Laughter) 

A Ambassador Nickel. 


Q What can you tell us about Ambassador Murphy's 
talks with the Jordanians? 


A Only that Ambassador Murphy did meet with King 
Hussein and other Jordanian officials today, and that's all I 
have for you at this moment. Those meetings, as I understand 
it, may just have finished, but they've been going on during 
the day today. 


Q Where does he go from here? 
‘ I can't give you that, for security reasons. 


Q Do you have any change in the way the U.S. looks 
at the Palestinian list? There are reports in Amman that four 
have been appreved. Has there been any change in that positior 
that no decision has been made? 


i Not at all. 


Q I'd like to ask you a parochial question. 
-<terday, when you were briefing, you said, "The United States 
‘ains its policy of not having any substantive discussions 
cotiation with the PLO, or representatives of the PLO. 


Were you implying that we could have procedural 
discussions with Palestinians who are members of the PLO? 


A The statement was in reference to the potential 
meeting or possible meeting between a joint 
Jordanian/Palestinian group (and the U.S.). In response to 
that question, I said that our intention, our goal, is to move 
through a process which leads to negotiations between the 
parties in the region; and it was in that context that I was 
saying the goal of our meeting with this group is not to have a 
dialogue with the PLO, per se, -- 


Q No. I understand that. 








i --— but to move the process forward. 
Q I understand. 
é And I think that's the most you should -- 


Q No, no. But you said, in answer to another 
question, that the policy had not changed of not having any 
“substantive discussions," I think were the words you used, 
“with the PLO before they accept 242 and 338 and Israel's right 
to exist." 


What I'm curious about is that since the BACKGROUND 
official here a couple of days ago put a good deal of emphasis 
on the need for procedural discussions to set up the meeting 
with the joint Palestinian/Jordanian delegation, whether your 
use of that phrase was intended to tell us that Mr. Murphy 
might be having some meetings with Palestinians who were 
members of the PLO in the area, while he's out there -- 
procedural discussions. 


fe No. I would refer you again to what the briefer 
said that day concerning the possibility of such meetings. 


Q Well, is it the American policy that we will have 
absolutely no meetings with Palestinians who are members of the 
PLO, procedural or substantive? 


) Well, this goes back to our definition of what 
kind of Palestinians might be acceptable for participation i° 
this Jordanian/Palestinian group, and there the quote that 1': 
‘ure you have, that we've repeated several times, is that of 

‘+ Secretary of State, where he said he was sure there were 
i‘, .eStinians -- I think he said perhaps members of the PNC -- 
were men of good will, who were ready to pursue a 
So that 1 think that clearly states that there are 
feiestanians with whom one can engage in this sort of step 
toward negotiations 


Q Charles, in response to -- I mean Shamir's 
concerns that the U.S. is backing off on the 1975 agreement, I 
mean is there a change? Would the U.S. talk to members of the 
PLO -- 


iz I reiterate -- 

Q -- at this point? 

i) -- only to say that, as I said I think very 
clearly yesterday, there has been no change in that 1975 
position 








Q About the meeting between -- 

Q Let me get on this subject now: What is it an 
understanding, an agreement -- verbal? What is it? Aa ‘75 
commitment, or what, to issue (?) from the United States? 

‘& It's United States policy. 

Q It has become a policy! 


Q No, it's been a policy. I'm sure -- Presumably, 
your guidance is reasonably thought out before you come in here 
(Laughter) -—- 


? Not in August. 
(Laughter) 
Q And 1 guess I'm just coming back to -- I mean, 


should we be surprised if Mr. Murphy meets with some 
Palestinians on this trip, who are members of the PLO? 


f°) I would not encourage you in any way to believe 
that that quidance was crafted in such a way to lead to that 
result. 


Q Chuck, when King Hussein met with Murphy, when 
you said King Hussein met with Murphy, did Hannah Senora, or 
any Palestinian, without any, if he is non-PLO or anything, 
attended the meeting? There are reports that Hanna Senora 
attended the meeting. 


i Ambassador Murphy met with King Hussein and 
hers of the Jordanian Government. 


Q And there was no Palestinian at all? 
A That's the extent of the information. 
Q There are reports -- 


Q Will Ambassador Murphy be meeting with any of the 
Palestinians who are proposed members of the joint delegation? 


2 I would only go back to what the briefer told you 
which was, among other things, that when Ambassador Murphy is 
ir the area he sometimes, routinely even, meets with 
falestinians of various sorts, that he would not completely 
rule out on this trip a meeting with Palestinians; but as of 
now, we have no information on any meetings with Palestinians. 








I realize there is a lot of speculation in the area. 
and I hesitate to give you any definitive answers simply 
because I'm not there; but to the best of my knowledge, the 
answer to that question is still no. 


Q A follow-up on that, please: Somebody from the 
West Bank who is on the list happens to be in Amman now. Do 
you think -—-— I mean, can you tell us anything about any planned 
meeting or willingness on the part of Secretary Murphy to meet 
with that individual? 


6 I have nothing beyond the answers to the 
questions I've answered today already and what the BACKGROUNDER 
gave you. 


Q When you were asked about -- 


Q The briefer, though, that you mentioned earlier, 
that was mentioned earlier, said that Murphy, when he is in the 
region, he meets with Palestinians both in Amman and in 
Jerusalem. 


Now, some of those people from Jerusalem happen to 
have left yesterday for Amman. Are we to read anything into 
that? 


a Those people, I assume, are free to be where they 
want, but I just would not encourage you to put two and two 
together, and probably get five. 


Q When you say you're not “out there," that sort | 
implies that Murphy hasn't gone out there with tight 
nstructions, that he has considerable leeway as developments 

‘rant, as his practiced eye assesses a situation, to meet or 
meet with Palestinians as he deems suitable. 


What would it matter if you were out there or not? I 
mean, either he has a guidance or he has considerable leeway. 
So I don't follow it. What are you trying to say? 


6 I think the answer -- 


Q Isn't it up to Murphy to decide whether it would 
be productive for him to meet with Palestinians, and that there 
is no order to him to meet or not meet with Palestinians, that 
it's pretty much in his hands? 


is That's right. Yes. I haven't said anything 
different from that to date. 


4/9 











Q No. But when someone asked you if they should be 
surprised whether Murphy meets with the PLO, there's no matter 
of surprise; it's up to Murphy, isn't it? 


7 Well, that's up to your interpretation of when 
one is surprised and when one is not. 


Q I'm not asking you -- I'm not saying it's my 
interpretation. 


A I'm saying it's simply -- 
Q I'm asking -- 


A -- that, as has been clear from the start, it's 
within the realm of possibility that such @ meeting could take 
place But beyond that, we have nothing else to adc. 


Q All right. So, then, two things sit 
side-by-side: You've got a policy that says you can't meet 
with the PLO; the United States doesn't meet with the PLO 
unless certain conditions are met. And you say that policy 
hasn't changed. 


Standing right, sitting right alongside that, you are 
saying that it's really up to Murphy to decide whether he meets 
with the PLO or not, so what kind of policy is that. 

‘ No, we're not saying that at all. 

Q No? 


i We're saying it is up to Ambassador Murphy 
ther there should be a meeting with the joint 
tinian/Jordanian group. 


Q All right 
a The representation of the Palestinian people 
within that group is based on the kind of criteria that I cited 


earlier in referencing the statement by Secretary Shultz of 
some months ago. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
meeting will take place in Jordan within ten days? 


A None at all. 


—- MORE -- 








Q Okay. Was the -- did the United States issue a 
warning to Israel about not to oppose the joint delegation 
talks because if they will oppose, it means that the promise by 
Arafat to accept all United Nations Security Council 
Resolutions 242 and 338 and Israel's right to exist will chance 
if Israel continues to oppose it. Do you have any comment to 
these reports? 


ca I have really no comment on those reports 
whatsoever, except to say that with allies and friends around 
the world, one does not issue warnings in any case. 


Q Has the United States delivered an apology to Mr. 
Shamir because of the remarks of the senior U.S. official a 
couple of days ago? 


‘ No comment. 
Q Another subject? 


Q Is his visit to Egypt related to the peace 
process or the Taba issue -- Mr. Murphy? 


A Visit to Egypt? 
Q Yes. 


“ I really wouldn't go beyond what was described to 
you as the purpose of his visit by the Background briefing you 
got, which is that when Ambassador Murphy goes to the region | 
think he's perfectly free to address a broad range of issues 


Clearly, high on his list was the peace process. But 
‘at does not mean that one excludes, or includes necessarily, 
other subject 


\ How long do you expect Murphy to stay in Amman -- 
e (Couple of days, or what? I mean, is he -- 

A I have no prediction. 

Q On the names, on the list of names, are we to 


expect an acceptance or a rejection by the United States, or is 
it something past? We were not suppose to hear an official 
acceptance of the rejection from the State Department or U.S. 
Government about the list of names submitted by Jordan? 


A I would hope the answer to that question is clear 
to most others in the room, which is simply that no decision 
has yet been made and that it is under consideration. 














Q It will be mace, and we will know about it; is 
that -- 


Q It will be announced or not? 
If it is made, you will know about it. 
Q And what is the hold? What's the waiting? 


is Because it is under consideration. What answer 
do you want to the question? 


Q I mean, what names were submitted about five 
weeks ago? I know the bureaucracy works slow, but -- 


A It's still under consideration. 


New subject? 


Q Yeah, may I go back to the Botha speech for a 
second? 


‘ Okay. 


Q Would you be looking to that speech as the 
occasion for the kind of bold decisions you suggested it was 
time for earlier this week? 


‘ Well, 1 wouldn't want to lay out, if you will, 
sort of a score card of what we would look for and what we 
would expect and what we would consider particularly good or 
rot so good or less than good. 


We've already said that what's needed are actions that 
effective in diffusing the tension and suspicion in opening 
e°* of dialogue and negotiation, and in launching serious 
reform which will end apartheid. Those are the kind of things 
which we've expressed as the kind of things which are needed. 
They don't necessarily have to appear here or there. The 
speech may be one occasion. 


Q Right. But without being specific in score-care 
fashion, you will be looking, then, for the kind of bold 
decisions you said were required? 


6 We're looking for bold decisions. 


Q Would you look for it in that speech? 

















ra I would simply say that the speech is not the 
only definitive statement of South African policy. Until we 
see the speech, I really can't go further than that. It's all 
speculation as to what that speech is going to contain. 


There are always occasions for & government to 
pronounce itself. 


Q Could I come back -- a number of officials in 
this building have been cautioning reporters that possibly the 
speech may be delayed or the speech may not, have in it all of 
the reforms that, presumably, the South Africans informed Mr. 
McFarlane they were going to undertake. 


C ©. you expand on that at all? Is there any -- have 
we been notified by ~.he South Africans that either the speech 
may slip a little bit in terms of timing or may not contain 
what we've all been waiting to hear for the last few days? 





o On the question of timing, to the best of my 
knowledge, there's no indication that it will slip. And beyond 
that, I really have no comment on any of the other -- 


Q The South Africans have not informed us that the 
-~- the Durban Party Congress is not the place where they might 
make or Mr. Botha might make these grand pronouncements? 


i That it might not be, you're saying? 
Q Yes. They have not informed us of -- 


6 I'm not aware of any such information. 


Q Isn't Ambassador Nickel going back after the 
-? Can you say anything about his expected plans? 


¢ Only that 1 would not tie his return to the 
speech he was called back for consultations based on recent 
events that had occurred in the region. Those consultations 
continue, and he'll return when they're concluded. 


Q Is his return tied to the discussions Mr. 
McFarlane had? Was that a point of discussion in which they 
made an agreement? Since the South Africans have returned 
their Ambassador here, that he would return? 


A I really have no comment on that. Nothing I can 


-.ve you. 








i0 


Q Chuck, today, in Hanoi, according to some wire 
service account anyway, they turned over the remains of the 
American MIAs who were previously scheduled to be turned over 


Do you have any particular report about it? Did the 
Vietnamese on that occasion indicate their reply to the U.S. 
request to send a high-level delegation? What comment do you 
have? 


‘ As of yet, we do not have any Vietnamese reply to 
that request. I think that's clear. And in terms of whatever 
else the Vietnamese may have said, since this was a group 
basically responsive to the Pentagon which was collecting the 
remains of the 26 Americans, I'd refer you for any other 
details to the Pentagon on that question. 


Q Back on South Africa, one other question. Do you 
have any reply on the Amnesty International report about the 
torture in South africa? 


‘ No, I have nothing on that. 

Q Can you take that question? 

if We can look into that 

Q Chuck, could we bring you to South America for a 
minute, and Peru? Has there been any change in the status of 
-- the suspension of aid to Peru? Any movement from Peru to 


pay the $130,000 odd dollars that they owe the States. Or a: 
change in our policy of suspending aid to that country? 


fs You're referring to the information that we made 
Llable about a week ago or so? 


a) Yes 


6 1 don't have any information that there's any 
change, but I haven't asked that question in the last several 
days, and we can look into that to see if there's any change. 


Does the United States have any position about 
taking the Taba conflict to international arbitration, because 


it looks like -- there is talk about taking the whole issue to 
arbitration between Egypt and Israel? 


ia No, I don't have anything on Taba today. 


Q Can you look into that? 
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a I may have something -- 

Q Chuck, the Soviet Union this week picked up some 
charges that the U.S. made use of Japanese germ scientists for 
its own -—- the charge that the U.S. is producing germ warfare. 

I wonder if you have any comment on that? 


aA You all seem to be running several days behind 
the stories. 


Q Yeah, but you haven't had any comment on it so 
I'm asking you -- 


- No one ever asked me. 

(Laughter) I can look into that. 

Q Thank you. 

A As I did previously on the one asked. 

Q Do you have any comment on yesterday's report in 
the Washington Post about a decision by the Agency for 


International Development on birth control -- U.S. aid to 
family planning agencies? 





a No. I'd refer you to AID on that. 


Q According to the reports, do you have any comm: 
that the Islamic bomb in Pakistan is making progress? And ai:. 
more than 200,000 tons of uranium have been imported from 
.eer, and the deal was paid by Libya? Further, Qadhafi is 

ling to finance as long as Pakistan will produce -- 


fs) A lot of questions in there. No, I don't. To 
"ose specifac question, 1 don't have anything. 


Once again, I'll look into it simply because several 
weeks ago I did have available some information on it. 


Q Qadhafi has offered up to $10 billion to Pakistan 
for the bomb? 


a I'll look into that for you. 


Q Thank you. 


J 
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Q Chuck, can I come back just a minute to the PLO 
thing, because I -- as I understand, and you repeated today. 
the Secretary's criteria is that we would -- the U.S. officials 
would be willing to meet with Palestinians who are PNC members 
who are also men of good will, I think something like that. 


a and it went on. It was more elaborate than that. 
Q Right. 
a We could get that text if you want -- 


But just to be clear, does it make a difference 
whether the PNC members are also members of the PLO or not? 


i) I believe the way the Secretary phrased it is 
that he could imagine there were members of the PNC et cetera. 


Q Members of the PLO? 


4 I'd have to look at the exact text. I think it's 
better to stick with the verbatim text rather than to try to 
paraphrase it and get it wrong. 


Q Was the guidance you had yesterday about 
substantive discussions drafted for you, or was something that 


was impromptu? 
a It was drafted. 
Q Thank you. 
(Press briefing concluded at 12:39 p.m.) 











Posted: August 15, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 14, i985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


SOUTH AFRICA: AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL COMMENTS 
ON POSSIBLE TORTURE OF SOUTH AFRICAN PRISONERS 








Does the US Government have a reaction to the Amnesty 
International report regarding possible torture in 
South Africa? 

WE HAVE NOT YET SEEN THE REPORT AND WOULD WANT TO 
STUDY IT BEFORE COMMENTING. OBVIOUSLY, WE ARE 


CONCERNED ABOUT REPORTS OF TORTURE ANYWHERE IN THE 


WORLD. 


Posted: August 15, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 14, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


EGYPT/ISRAEL: ARBITRATION Of THE TABA ISSUE 





Q: Does the US have a position on whether the Taba 
conflict should be submitted to international 
arbitration? 

A: THE GOVERNMENTS OF BOTH ISRAEL AND EGYPT, IN AN 


AGPEEMENT OF APRIL 25, 1982, PROVIDED FOR THE 
RESOLUTION OF THE TABA ISSUE. THEY HAVE BEEN ENGAGED 


IN DISCUSSIONS TO CARRY THIS AGREEMENT OUT. WE HAVE 


ENCOURAGED THEM TO DO SO. 
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THURSDAY, AUGUST 15, 1985, 12:11 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: I have one short announcement. Tomorrow, 
at approximately 4:00 p.m. Eastern Daylight Time, Assistant 
Secretary for African Affairs Chester Crocker will address the 
San Francisco Commonwealth Club. Barring technical 
difficulties, this address will be piped live into the Press 
Briefing Room. There will be no advance text for this speech. 


Q What time was that? 
o 4:00 p.m.. 
Questions? 


Q And there will be a question-and-—answer as well 
after that, after the speech? 


io I'll have to look into that. I'm not sure how 
the speech format is set up, but I believe that there is a 
question-and-—answer period along with it. 


Q The African Bureau says there will be Q and A 
after his remarks. 


is I believe that's the case. 

Q On South Africa. Do you have any comment on 
developments today? Do you have any indication of the changes 
which are being talked about? 

fa No, I don't. I would stick with what I've said 
before, which is, we're going to await the speech tomorrow 
before we have any reaction. 


Q You're going to wait for the Crocker speech? 


A The speech today. 








(Laughter). 
Time flies. 
Q What about getting a reaction this afternoon? 


7 As I said yesterday, we would hope to have some 
reaction two to three hours afterwards. I believe it's likely 
that that reaction will be coming from Santa Barbara rather 
*" an from here. 


Q Another area. Do you have any reaction to the 
israeli rejection to any U.S. talks with the joint 
Palestinian-Jordanian delegation by Mr. Peres today? 


a I wouldn't, in fact, care to agree with your 
statement that the Israelis have rejected it. Ambassador 
Murphy is in Israel today. He's having talks with Israeli 
authorities. The objective of those talks remains the same as 
when he went out there, which is to see how he can best help 
advance the peace process. 


Q Are you still hopeful, then, in light of the 
recent statements made by Mr. Peres? 


A I really have no comment there. 


Q Have you received a response from Vietnam yet on 
a time for the high-level talks to begin? 


i) We have, as yet, received no formal response. 
I'm aware, of course, of considerable press play yesterday by 
Vietnamese authorities, but we, here, have no official formal 
response. 


Q On that subject, Chuck, apparently one comment 
was that we would be willing in principle for this visit, but 
the U.S. would have to do something in return. Do you have any 
comment about that -- specific remarks by the Foreign Ministry 


of ficial? 


iz) If you want, I would reiterate the statement that 
was made here several weeks ago when the idea of this visit 
first came up, which had to do with its focus being the POW/MIA 
issue, a humanitarian issue, and all of that. That has not 
changed, and I have no reason to believe that there's any other 
issue which would block, in fact, these talks coming about. 


As I say, we simply have not had a formal response yet. 











Q Can you give us Mr. Shultz' vacation plans and 
tell us if he's going to be out to see the President at some 
point, particularly with whatever comes down from South Africa? 


A Can I do that? The Secretary is, in fact, on 
vacation now. He is on the West Coast. He will be involved in 
the consultations following the speech this afternoon. 


Q Do you imagine by telephone, or do you think 
he'll make a guest appearance at the ranch? 


me I don't know the answer tc that. 


Q The Justice Department months ago put in a 
request to the Department of State for the extradition of an 
Iranian gunrunner by the name of Cyrus Hashemi, currently a 
fugitive in London. Hashemi is on the list of the top ten 
gunrunners wanted by the U.S. Customs Department. 


Can you respond to the charge that the State 
Department has been stalling on this -- on processing this 
extradition request for two apparent reasons? One would be the 
State Department, under the Carter Administration years, 
involvement in covering up for the Khomeini apparatus in the 
United States. 


The second would be the apparent credit lines that 
were extended by Merrill Lynch, formerly headed by Don Regan, 
to Hashemi's trading company in New York? 


fs) Without any comment on the various assumptions 
and allegations contained in your question, I'll look into the 
substance as it was originally posed. 


Q Is the Reagan Administration about to clamp new 
controls down onto the shipment of aircraft to Angola? 


A I have nothing on that whatsoever. 


Q Would you look into it? Would you take the 
question? 


A The question is exactly, again? 


Q The question is, is the Reagan Administration 
about to put new controls on the shipment of aircraft to Angola? 


A I'll look into it. 











Q The Sudanese leader said that he's coming next 
month to the United States. Can you confirm that? 


a The Sudanese leader? No, I have no information 
whatsoever that any such visit is contemplated. 


~-MORE-- 








Q So they announced it before consu-ting with you? 
(Laughter .) 


o My answer is that I have no information 
whatsoever that such a visit is contemplated. 


Q Have yoy got os on repe-is that the Soviets 
have executed Jerry Pavlov, a spy for the U.S. in the Soviet 
Union? 


a No. 


Q Chuck, yesterday your office put out an answer to 
the question about Mrs. Doster's letter asking that her son's 
building pass be revoked. It was ambiguous on one point, 
though, and, just for the record, could you clear it up, please? 


Did the letter revoking the pass and notifying the 
gate guards arrive at the various guard positions before the 
son came through? 


6 No, it did not. The order had been signed the 
same day, but it had not had time in order to be executed, so 
that the gate guards were not in possession of any such 
instruction. 


Q One more final question, so then there will be no 
disciplinary or corrective action as a result of this? 


A No, there will not. 


Q It was also difficult to tell precisely what date 
the Department received the letter. 


a That is because the letter was put into the inter- 
Departmental mail system, so it did not have a postmark on it. 


Q Right. 


6 And the best one can do is try to -- the 
investigators tried to determine from the people in the mail 
room who had seen Mrs. Doster when she delivered the letter as 
compared to when it arrived at the Office of Security, and they 
did establish sufficient information so that we could make the 
statement that we made in that press release. 


Q Is the Administration getting an advance briefing 
on the Botha speech? 


is) Not to my knowledge. 





Q Is Mr. Beukes in communication here? Is there 
any kind of advanced communication? 


6 Not that I know of. 


Q A question on Western Sahara. In today's report 
in The New York Times and the Washington Post, apparently the 
United States, which for the last two years said that it is 
neutral on this conflict of the Western Sahara, it is supplying 
arms to Morocco, so can you comment on that? 








n In fact our military assistance program to 
Morocco is a matter of public record and has been for many 
years. I won't go into the details on that. I would 
reiterate, if you want, our position of policy on the Western 
Sahara, which is that we do not believe a military solution is 
possible. We encourage the parties concerned to negotiate a 
settlement which ultimately must reflect the preferences of the 
population of the area. 


Q But in that way, you agree with the Polisario and 
Morocco both, I mean, because the Polisario is asking for 
negotiation, and Morocco is asking for a referendum. So you 
agree more with the Polisario than Morocco. (Laughter.) 


‘a I will stand on my statement which is that there 
should be a negotiated settlement rather than a military 
solution and that that negotiated settlement must ultimately 
reflect the preferences of the population of the area. 


Q Then how can you give an interpretation, if you 
support a negotiated settlement and then you supply Morocco 
arms to fight the Polisario? 


2 The United States military aid to Morocco is not 
supplied with the intent of combatting the Polisario. That 
military aid program has its own rationale, which has to do 
with the Moroccan Armed Forces. It has long been based on that 
basis, and I think that is a matter of record, if you want to 
go back and look at what kind of arms, the quantities that have 
been shipped. 


Q But the report said that there are American arms 
there on the borders and in Western Sahara itself. 


fe The reports are that the Moroccan Army is 
participating in those areas. The Moroccan Army receives, has 
received over the years, American military assistance. 








Q The Canadian Government today announced that it 
was accepting the credentials of the South African Ambassador 
in Ottawa. Is there any decision on the South African 
Ambassador here yet? 


ee No. No decision has been made here. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the announced merger 
by the five Salvadoran insurgency groups, and also a follow-up 
on that, do you think that the Cuban Government has played any 
part in this based on Castro's past conditioning of aid to 


unity? 


6 Concerning what might be the significance of this 
merger that you are referring to, we expect no changes from 
this merger, and to be evident in the behavior of the FMLN. 
The groups of the FMLN have cooperated closely in both 
political and military affairs for quite some time. The five 
different organizations were brought together by Fidel Castro 
in 1980 under a unified military command. The fact that they 
have now announced what they call unity in political thinking 
so that substantial differences of a strategic character no 
longer exist demonstrates the cohesiveness of their military 
union and the lack of fundamental ideological differences 
between them. 


Those differences have not been great enough in the 
past, in fact, to prevent unity. It is important to note that 
disagreement among the FMLN groups over the use of 
assassination, forced recruitment, kidnapping, and other 
tactics of terror and intimidation have been for tactical 
reasons and not over the fundamental morality of such tactics. 


The leaders of the FOR who serve as political 
spokesmen for the guerrillas have not disavowed the use of such 
tactics. 

Q May we have a copy of that? 

oe No. 


Q There was a report today that Ambassador Reich 
was leaving his post to go to Venezuela as Ambassador. 


2 I have nothing on that 


Q Thank you. 


The briefing concluded at 12:22 p.m.) 








August 15, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 15, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 





EXTRADITION: STATUS OF REQUEST TO EXTRADITE IRANTAN 
SUSPECT WANTFD BY US CUSTOMS AUTHORITIES 











Q: What is the status of US extradition proceedings against 


Iranian national Cyrus Hashemi, who is currently a fugitive 
in London? 


Q: Is the State Department holding up the extradition request? 


A: -- IT IS THE DEPARTMENT'S POLICY NOT °0 COMMENT ON PENDING 
LITIGATION CASES. I REFER YOU TO THE DEPARTMENT OF 


JUSTICE FOR ANY FURTHER QUESTIONS YOU MAY HAVE. 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 16, 1985, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief reminder. That today at approximately 4:00 Eastern 
Daylight Time Assistant Secretary for African Affairs Chester 
Crocker will address the San Francisco Commonwealth Club. And 
as I said yesterday, if there are no technical difficulties, 
you will be able to listen to that in this room. There will be 
no advance text for the speech. 


Q Will there be a transcript if there are technical 
difficulties as there were yesterday? 


A We will try to get a transcript, but that takes 
some time as you're aware. 


Q The subject? 

A The subject will be southern Africa. 
(Laughter). 

Q Which part? 


A And in response to a number of questions which 
have come up over the last couple of days concerning our 
POW/MIA delegation to Hanoi, I will tell you that the 
Vietnamese told us today in Bangkok that they accept our 
proposal for a POW/MIA delegation, or for MIA discussions in 
Hanoi, and that they have proposed that the delegation visit 
August 28 and 29. 


The U.S. delegation will be led by Assistant Secretary 
of Defense Richard Armitage and will include Assistant 
Secretary of State Paul Wolfowitz; Richard Childress of the 
National Security Council Staff; Ann Mills Griffiths, Executive 
Director of the National League of POW/MIA families; Lyall 
Breckon of the State Department; Lieutenant Colonel Howard Hill 
of the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and Interpreter, 
Jean Sauvaugeot. 








Those are all the announcements I have. 


Q Are those the only meetings scheduled, Chuck, or 
is that the first of a series? 


A This is a meeting which has been scheduled. I 
would repeat, as I did yesterday, that when this delegation 
goes to Hanoi that its focus is exclusively on the POW/MIA 
issue. We and the Vietnamese have agreed that the POW/MIA 
question is a humanitarian problem which will be deait with 
despite other differences between our countries. 


Q Does your statement mean that the State 
Department has accepted the Vietnamese proposed dates, and that 
the visit will occur on the 28th -- 


4 Yes. 


Q On South Africa, you called many times in the 
last week on the South African Government to make bold 
decisions. Did you get that -- did the President's speech 
yesterday give any hint or provide anything on bold decisions? 


A Let me start out by giving you some news that you 
probably won't welcome, which is, given the fact that Assistant 
Secretary Crocker is going to be speaking several hours from 
now and that most of our senior officials are, in fact, on the 
West Coast. I would encourage you simply to wait for his 
statement which is followed by Q's and A's at which the press 
will be in attendance for more definitive explication of U.S. 
policy position. 


Q You have nothing to say about it at all? 


A I really have no new ground to break other than 
to repeat many of the same themes that you've heard already. 


Q Are you willing to repeat the criteria that you 
have repeated many times on the policy goals for South Africa? 
Are they being met? 


A Not really. I mean, it's just not my intention 
to get into this subject at this point unless there are some 
very specific questions which you think I might be able to 
answer that Assistant Secretary Crocker can't. 


(Laughter). 








Q Oh, well.... Can I try anyway? I want to try 
anyhow. For those of us who can't wait until 4:00 tonight to 
write, can you characterize the speech for us in whatever way 
you choose, but give us some characterization of the speech? 


A I think that very broad kind of question is 
exactly the most difficult kind for me to answer other than 
attempting to do for you a synthesis of what, in particular, 
Mr. McFarlane has said in a number of fora now. I really think 
that I serve no useful purpose by doing that. 


Q Chuck, do you consider the statement by -- 


6 I regret that, but -- 

Q Would you consider the statement made by Mr. 
McFarlane as a sort of guideline to the speech? 

A As a guideline to the speech? 

Q On the same lines, I mean. 

Q Crocker's speech? 

) That's one of the reasons that I don't really 


want to go into detail here. I think, clearly, what Mr. 
Farlane said will be in great, or in total, reflected in what 
Assistant Secretary Crocker is going to say. But, nonetheless, 
the speech at noon will be the result of additional reflection 
and consideration, and time has passed so that I urge you to 
look to his speech as a more definitive explication. 


Q Do you have any comment on the report from Israel 
that Murphy is going back? 


Q No, wait. 

A I don't know why we're still on South Africa. 

Q (inaudible) U.S. policy towards South Africa? 
Because of the President's speech or what's going on; what's 


the future of South Africa? 


Q Be specific. 


(Laughter). 

Q Broad stuff. You can't handle it? 

A That's a very broad question. 

Q I guess all the questions are broad today. 


a 











a All the questions are broad. Mr. McFarlane did 
say that our policy of constructive engagement remains our 
policy. 


Q What, Chuck? 

6 That the President's views on sanctions-—-they 
remain his views on sanctions although concerning any 
particular bill he may get from Congress, he will obviously 
have to see what's in that bill; and he doesn't have it before 
him now and won't have it until September. 

Q Well, Chuck, here's one you can answer, I promise. 

6 Good. 


Q By 4:00 will there be in this building available 
a transcript of the McFarlane briefing? 


is Of yesterday? 
Q Of yesterday. 


a Yes, we can have that. 


On Ambassador Nickel, where is he, and are there 
any plans for him to go back? 


Q See? (Laughter) 
Q 


) He is still here. There are no -- no further 
information on his return. 


Q Where is he? 

a To the best of my knowledge, he's in Washington. 
Q What about accepting-—- 

fe but I'd have to look into that if you want -- 


Ambassador Beukes' credentials, has anything 
changed on that? 


a No further developments. 


Q Has this government been in contact with the 
South African Government concerning the speech overnight? 


a I don't have a definitive answer to that; no. 


Q Does he have any comment -- 








Q Sorry. Can we stay on Africa? Mr. McFarlane 
said wait and see for the South African reaction from the 
blacks. You've already had some of that reaction. Can you 
give us an assessment of that? 


i Once again, my answer remains the same. 
Q Chuck? 

Yes? 
Q New subject? 


New subject? Okay. 
Q I don't want to shut off Africa. 
f°) It's been so productive up until now. 


Q The International League for Human Rights held a 
news conference in New York today to announce that it had 
petitioned the U.N. to intervene on behalf of the hostages 
being held in Lebanon. There were relatives of three of the 
Americans hostages there, and people were quite critical there, 
saying that the U.S. Government was not doing enough to free 
the hostages. 


Is there anything you can tell us about, or anything 
you can tell them, about what the government is doing now that 
might be new, that might be more productive toward gaining the 
release of the hostages? 


A As always, I can't go into any of the specific 
initiatives that may be underway. Only to say once again that 
this issue is of the highest priority and that all means are 
being explored, examined, and pursued in order to achieve the 
goal which the U.S. Government seeks as much as the families, 
which is the release of those hostages. But beyond that, no, I 
can't give you any further details. 


Q Can I follow? Do you feel it will do any good to 
petition the U.N. in this matter, which is what they've done? 


A I'm not really familiar with what they've asked 
the U.N. to do, and I have to wait and see what it is that the 
U.N. might propose to do. 


Q What does the State Department think of the rest 
of -- what does the State Department think of the 
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restiveness of the family members? Does it object to their 
activities? Is it understanding of them? Does it share their 
frustration? 


A I think it's certainly one hundred percent 
understanding of their feelings, understanding of their 
frustration in not being able to resolve this issue. It's an 
issue that the United States Government would like to resolve 
as quickly as possible, which we're making every effort and, 
understandably, the families are concerned about their loved 
ones and will pursue it. 


Q And could you tell us where those seven are today? 

rz) I have no information. 

Q What is your latest word on whether the seven are 
alive or not? 

a All of our operations are still based on the 
premise that they're alive. 

Q New subject. Has Kharg Island been destroyed, or 
do you have anything on that? 

Q Can we stay on the same subject for a moment? 

A I'll come to that. 

Q I think at the same news conference they said 


that the U.S. has never contacted the Secretary General on this 
issue. Can you confirm that and say why not? 


A The Secretary General of the United Nations? 
Q Yes, to help on the release of the seven? 
a I can't confirm that fact. 


Q Chuck, on the same subject. Are you still in 
touch with Syria or Mr. Assad regarding these seven hostages? 


fa These answers are starting to sound a bit 
repetitive. I'm not going to go into any details of our 
particular overtures or diplomatic exchanges, only to say that 
we're pursuing all avenues. That includes all actors in the 
region who might have a role to play and, clearly, Syria has an 
important role to play. 


Q Do you expect the hostage subject to be raised 
with different Middle East countries during Mr. Murphy's visit? 











6 Well, I assume that since Ambassador Murphy was 
out to discuss a full range of bilateral issues, it's fair to 
assume that it may have been raised, but I don't have any 
specific information -- 





A No, I mean from his side? Is Mr. Murphy expected 
to raise the problem with different Middle East governments? 


fe You know -- you're aware of the governments that 
he's visiting with? 


is Well, in that sense, if the hostage issue comes 
up -- frankly, I'm not sure that that is on his first agenda. 
He went out to pursue the peace process, first and foremost. 
If there's information and if there is useful work to be done 
by the countries that he is visiting, on the hostage issue, he 
will pursue it. 


Q Can I follow this, please? 


Q Mr. Murphy -- there are reports in Israel that 
there was no breakthrough and he is leaving to Egypt and he's 
returning the on weekend to Washington. What do you -- do you 
have any comment on these reports? 


i) No change in our position on the Murphy mission. 
That he's out there to see what he can do to move the peace 
process forward; that the three countries he visited are key 
actors in that process, and that he intends to have his 
consultations to see what develops and we'll see where we go 
from there. 


Q The report, quoting an unnamed official, saying 
that there's no breakthrough and he's going back in the weekend 
to Washington, can you confirm that or -- 


i) I think it's really premature to speculate on the 
results of his mission. 


Q Chuck, do you know if Damascus has been added to 
the list of countries that he's visiting? 


i) As always, his itinerary remains unreleasable 
simply for security reasons. 


Q Chuck, the -- 


, 
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‘ As a briefer told you, there was always a 
possibility that other countries could be added, but I have at 
this point no information to indicate that there are, in fact, 
other stops. Not to eliminate them, but I have no information 
to that. 


Chuck, I think the term “exploratory” is somehow 
missed this time during the talk about Mr. Murphy's mission. 
Is it still exploratory for his mission to be characterized? 


A Exploratory in what sense? What do you mean by 
"exploratory?" 
Q In the sense you have always used to characterize 


the mission whenever Mr. Murphy went to the Middle East. It 
was always characterized by this particular term. Is it still 
in this very preliminary phase? 


A I haven't been at this long enough to know what 
particular nuances you are trying to associate with the word 
"exploratory." I would stick with what I had said, that he has 
gone to the region to consult on the peace process with the 
objective of trying to move it forward. 


Now, if I could turn to Kharg Island. The question 
concerned, could 1 confirm whether or not Kharg Island had been 
destroyed. 

Q Destroyed, damaged, or otherwise -- 


A Reports from shipping and oil industry sources 
lead us to conclude that one or more ships were attacked and 


damaged while at Kharg Island. To what extent the oil 
facilities at Kharg may also have been damaged in the attack is 
unclear. 


But you do confirm there has been some damage of 
the oil facilities; is that right? 


a It's unclear to what extent -- 
Q To what extent. 
—--—MORE-- 











Q There's a BBC report quoting some information 
about a U.S. intelligence satellite. Do you have any -- you 
just quoted shipping sources. Do you have anything from that -—- 

o You know the answer to that -- 

Q —~- what the satellites picked up? 

‘ -—- which is that we simply don't comment on 


intelligence matters. 
Q Could we go back to -- 


A Reports from shipping and oil industry sources 
lead us to conclude that one or more ships were attacked and 
damaged while at Kharg Island. To what extent oil facilities 
at — may have also have been damaged in the attack is 
unclear. 


Q So you're not saying -- 


fa So there are indications that there may have been 
damage, but that at the present time remains uncertain. 


Q Do you think that the attack on Kharg Island 
would help in bringing Iran to negotiation? 


A I really won't comment on that particular aspect 
other than to say, as we've said many times, that we don't 
believe a military solution to the Iran-Iraq war is possible 
for either side, that we greatly regret the continuing 
suffering and destruction on both sides caused by the war. We 
would, again, call on the parties to cease fire and negotiate a 
solution to their problems. Iran, so far, has refused to join 
Iraq in accepting a general ceasefire. 


We, of course, continue to be concerned about any 
threat to security in the Gulf, which remains a sensitive area 
vital to meeting world energy needs. 


Q Why do you keep mentioning Iran's refusal to 
negotiate? Do you have any comment on the Iraqi attack? Do 
you disapprove the attack on an oil facility, or are you just 
Giving us a report from newspapers? 


Do you have a judgment as to whether the U.S. 
Government thinks it's nice of Iraq to attack ships at Kharg 
Island? 
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i I think that judgment is reflected in the fact 
that I said we don't believe that a military solution is 
possible for either side and we regret the suffering and 
destruction. 


Q Can you provide a copy, Chuck? 


Q Chuck, do you have any indication of how many 
planes took part in -- 


a No, I don't. 


Q —— no assessment of the scale of the attack? 
o No. 
Q The attack came on the eve of the elections in 


Iran. Any comment on the elections? 
6 No. 


Q You know, more than 90 ships have been destroyed 
or attacked. And, given that, I mean, you always say that you 
will guarantee the safety of navigation in the Persian Gulf. 
So will you do anything to guarantee the safety or not? 


fa Our policy on that has not changed whatsoever. 
Obviously, security of shipping in the Gulf is of vital concern 
to us, so we maintain that. 


Q Ninety tankers does not indicate that there is no 
security there? 


a I have no further comment. 


Q Chuck, what is the U.S. Government's view of 
Soviet commercial activities in this country? Should there be 
limits placed? 


A There are a number of Soviet commercial offices 
in the United States, as there are U.S. business offices in the 
Soviet Union. Their status is established by reciprocal 
practice of both sides. The Administration supports mutually 
beneficial non-strategic trade. But we, of course, also 
recognize the need to monitor closely the activities of Soviet 
commercial representatives in the United States. 


We do maintain limits on the number of Soviets 
engaging in commercial activities in the U.S., as well as 
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limits on their ability to travel. In establishing these 
limits we consider a number of factors, including the 
reciprocal treatment of U.S. firms operating in the Soviet 
Union and U.S. security interests. 


We have our approach to all Soviet establishments 
under a constant review. And in those cases where we have 
evidence of improper or illegal activities, we have and will 
continue to take appropriate action. 


Q Can we have that? 
Q What was the review? 
i] That we have our approach to all Soviet 


establishments under constant review. 


Q It seems that there is some evidence concerning 
this one group in New York that's been operating for some time, 
Amcog or whatever. Has any activity, in terms of action, been 
launched against this group? 


A I have simply no comment on specific actions or 
specific cases. 


Q In addition, when you say “review,” are you 
referring to a sort of routine review that has been going on 
since the Soviet Revolution (laughter) or are you talking about 
some sort of -- is there a different sort of review going on or 
is there a specific policy review? 


6 My term was “constant review." 

Q O.K. In addition to that constant review, is 
there a second review or second policy reexamination going on 
right now because of any particular events recently? 

i) I would simply argue that if you have it under 
constant review, it's difficult to add another review to that 
process. (Laughter.) Your question is subsumed in the first. 


Q Are changes contemplated in the limits on numbers 
and travel restrictions? 


i) I have no information on that at this point. 


Q Can I take you back to the Murphy story just for 
a moment -- 


is) Sure. 
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Q -- or non-story for a minute? 
The original hope -- I know it was never stated as a 
plan —— was to have talks begin by late surmer. Even though 


you can't tell us specifically when his plane lands or even 
what other countries he's going to, these ideas -- you say he 
went there to see if there's -- you know, if he could move the 
peace process. Presumably, he's come to some conclusions -- at 
least, in his head. 


Can you give us some idea of who he will communicate 
these to, when, and what the timetable or theoretic timetable 
might be? 


Obviously, you're not going to get going by late 
summer; summer's running out and the Secretary's on vacation. 
So when Murphy comes back -- I don't know whether he tells 
these things to his secretary (laughter) or there is some sort 
of review that will be begun, or if it was just a hand-holding 
operation. I guess he just tells himself; I don't know. 


Give us some idea of what lies ahead. 


A Well, I wouldn't want to put any timetable out 
before you as to when particuar actions might occur. When 
Ambassador Murphy comes back, it's a -- if you will, a routine 
process. He will obviously consult with those people who are 
here in the Department and in Washington who are interested in 
this matter. There are means to communicate with those people 
who are not here in Washington, so that on an issue of this 
importance you can be assured that those people who are not 
here will be aware and probably will have a chance to talk to 
Ambassador Murphy either directly or indirectly. 


Q Chuck ~-- 
Q And what about -- you want to talk about early 


fall now instead of late summer, or early winter? (Laughter.) 
What is the date? 


By the wav. you have another -- and it really isn't 
theoretic. You had everybody saying, because that was the line 
you wanted them all io say, that the talks, you hoped, would 
begin by the end of ine year. Do you see any live possibility 
of face-to-face peace talks between Israel and its Arab 
neighbors beginning by the end of the year? 
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‘ Once again I'd say I'm not going to lay out any 
timetable for you, only that -- 


Q Not a timetable. I'm just asking you for one, 
you know -- 


‘ -- only that, clearly, the sooner the better we 
could get this under way is to everyone's benefit. But it 
would really be still premature to speculate on what the 
results of Ambassador Murphy's mission are and what impact it 
will have on advancing that process. 


Q Does the Administration or the State Department 
st 1l believe that pre-negotiations negotiations are necessary 
or are helpful to reach that point you would like to reach -- 
the sooner the better -- 


i) Well -- 
Q -- or car you skip over that stage? 
i There's been no change in our approach to the 


issue. 


We've given you the criteria under which we would 
agree to meet with a joint Jordanian-Palestinian group, and 
that would be a step in a process leading to direct 
negotiations between the parties. That is and remains our 
policy. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information that Mr. 
Murphy, while he is in the region, will be meeting with regular 
Palestinians who are not members of the joint delegation -- 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation -- as a matter of 
consultation? Because you just said he will continue to 
consult with people in the area to advance to the peace 
process. Will he be meeting at this stage with people outside 
the joint delegation? 


if I have no information other than what I told you 
yesterday, which is as of yet he had not met with any 
Pal@stinians -- in addition to our previous statements that he, 


of course, often meets with Palestinians when he is in the 
area. And none of that has changed. 


Q Can you -- 


Q The question was it's very important to know if 
he will be meeting with those people -- 
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o I'm not going to predict, in fact, what he's 
going to do or not do in the future. I simply have to limit 
myself to what I told you. 


Q Because a few weeks ago Mr. Peres met with other 
people, other Palestinians who are not members of the joint 
delegation or the proposed Palestinian names. 


Will this meeting -- and he, in the past, when he was 
in the region, met with these people --— will he be meeting with 
these people again to consult with them about the peace process? 


a I have no information on that. 
Q Chuck, do you think that -- 


Q Chuck, can you, for the record -- to return to 
South Africa -- tell us what the difficulty in accepting the 
Ambassador's credentials is? 

2] No, I cannot. It just hasn't been arranged yet. 

Q Can it be done -- 

Q Back to the Middle East, please. 

y 


-—- by someone other than the President? 


i) Interesting question. If you want the answer we 
can look into that. 


Q Fine. 
Q Can it be done by telephone. 


Chuck, do you believe that the resolutions or the 
final communique of the Arab Summit Conference has any effect 
on the requests of Jordan and Saudi Arabia for arms? 


A Your question specifically is whether the 
communique has -- 


Q Whether the final resolutions of the Arab Summit 
Conference have any effect, have any impact, on the arms 
requests by Arab countries. 


A Personally, I think that would be a difficult 
link to make -- although I'm sure, when we begin to address 
those issues, that all factors are taken into consideration 
If you have identified, for example, elements that are viewed 
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that are particularly relevant, I'm sure our experts will as 
well. But -- 


Q Really, it's not -- 


a -- I don't see that there should necessarily be 
any -- 


Q It's not my -- 
a -— ultimate link between the two. 


Q It not my linkage; it was already explained in 
this way in one of the weeklies in this city. 


i) I really have nothing further to add to that -- 
to what I just said. 


Q Are you saying that the issue of arms sales has 
not yet been decided or addressed? 


6 As we've said before, it has not yet been 
decided. I think the only timetable that's been set was a 
remark at the White House that it would likely be on the agenda 
in the early fall. 

Q Thank you. 

is) O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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Q: Can anyone other thon the President accept the 
credentials of an ambassador-designate? 


A; ARTICLE II, SECTION 3 OF THE U.S. CONST" TUTION 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I[ 
have no announcements other than to say that there will be a 
statement posted in the Press Office after this briefing 
concerning Section 808 of the 1985 State Department 
Authorization Bill following the signing of that bill by the 
President. 


Q What is Section 808? 


A That's the so-called Pell Amendment. 
Q The so-called what? 
A Pell Amendment. 


Q When does Assistant Secretary Murphy get back? 


A He's on his way back. He should be in the 
Department tomorrow. 


Q Does he have any plans, hopes, expectations of 
going back to the Middle East this summer? 


A I think it would really be premature to speculate 
on his future plans. When he comes back, he'll be consulting 
with che Secretary and with the President, and determining 
where we go from here. 


Q And the possibility of an American meeting with 
the joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation is still a 
possibility? 


a It still is, under the same conditions and ground 
rules that we've outlined many times. 


Q Do you have any feeling yet whetiier his trip 
advanced that cause? 
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A I really can't comment on that. As I said, I 
think it would be premature to speculate until he's gotten back 
and had consultations here in Washington. 


Q Do you think he or someone from the Near East, 
you said, will be able to brief us anymore about his trip or 
when he comes back? 


4 I've inquired but as yet I have no response, and 
so until he is, in fact, back in the Department [ won't be able 
to get a definitive answer to that. 


Q Could we reinforce that request -- for inquiries? 

A I'll take the point that it's been reinforced. 

Q Could you refresh our memory, please, on what 
same basis is? 

a Concerning a meeting with a joint delegation? 

Q Right. 

A That -- obviously, the primary condition is that 


the meeting lead to direct negotiations. The preliminary 
condition was that mutually acceptable conditions could be 
arrived at. . 


Q Chuck -- 


a But the main point and which we have stressed 
continually is that in meeting with this group, that that 
should be a step in the process which leads toward our ultimate 
goal which is that of direct negotiations between the parties 


Q So the the fact that it hasn't taken place means 
that you don't believe that at this particular point a meeting 
between the U.S. and the joint delegation would lead directly 


to talks between the [sraelis -- right? Is that what you're 
saying? 

Aa When the conditions are satisfied, then we have 
said we were prepared to meet with that group [ think it's 


implicit therefore that we have not assembled the necessary set 
of conditions which would allow us to go forward. 


Q Does that include not being able to assemble the 
group of Palestinians who will be part of the joint delegation?’ 








a There has been no final decision on the list, to 
answer the question directly. But as we've emphasized several 
times, it's really less a question of the modalities, such as 
the list than it is a question of how this would advance us 
toward our ultimate objective of direct negotiations. 


Q Chuck, how -— I mean, is a statement required 
From any of the parties in order to assure the United States 
that such a meeting would -- or what is required, in fact? I 


mean, how are you to decide that the conditions are set for 
direct negotiations? 


A Those conditions would be satisfied in our 
conversations with the parties involved. In terms of the 
specific modalities of how that might be done, I'm not prepared 
to lay those out for you. Indeed, [ think those could be many 
and varied. But suffice it to say, that the conditions have 
been established and that we look to the satisfaction of those 
conditions in order to move the process on. 


Q Chuck, the Wall Street Journal this morning just 
said that the list of Palestinians ceased to be the problem. 
That there are some other dimension of the problem that should 
be looked at. How do you comment on this? 





i With the words that [ just used, in fact That 
it is less a problem of the list and those kind of modalities 
than it is how this meeting would advance us toward our 
objective of direct negotiations. 


Q Then what's the main obstacle? 

A Beyond that, I really am not going to 
characterize any further the decision - 

Q Do you consider his trip as a failure or success? 

a Once again, Ambassador Murphy went to the regivun 
with the intent of consulting with the actors, the key actors 
in the region concerning the future of the peace process, how 


it might be best moved forward I think he clearly 
accomplished that. He did meet with all of ‘he regional actors 
that he went to see, and now he'll come bac., evaluate what 
he's heard, see where we go from there 


Q The Prime Minister of Jordan said that you 
position from the outset has been a “non-starter," because the 
Jordanians insist on having an international conference while 





you are insisting on direct negotiations. Do you have any 
comment on that. And the media has been saying this morning 
that it has been a stalemate in the peace negotiations. What 
do you comment on both the statements? 


a Our view of the process, the process that we were 
trying to move forward, we continue to try to move forward, the 
role of a meeting with the joint Palestinian delegation within 
the context of that process, have been on the record now for a 
number of months. And to the extent that we have gone to the 
region to talk with parties on the basis of that concept, which 
is the process we are trying to advance, then [I believe that 
it's obvious that that process, in fact, is not dead and that 
we are continuing to pursue it. 


Q Can you tell us if the arms request by Jordan was 
one of the topics raised during the talks with Jordanian 
officials? 


a I would not go into specifics on any of the 
details of the conversations. 


Q It was reported a couple of days ago that 
Ambassador Murphy was going to Syria and he hasn't gone there. 
Does he have any intention of possibly going there in the near 
future if he goes back? Is Syria being brought into the 
equation to seek the non-opposition from Syria to what we were 
discussing? 


a As you are aware from the briefings that preceded 
Ambassador Murphy's departure, Syria was not one of the 
countries that he went to the region to see. 


Q [ was away at the time that [ saw it reported in 
the papers the other day and the press, generally, that he 
was 

is) I can't speculate on where those reports come 


from. But, obviously, Syria is an important actor in the 
region, and we do not -- 


Q What I'm saying is, are any efforts being made to 
try to tone down or do away with Syrian opposition to Lhe peace 
talks that we're discussing? Is anything being done to 
cultivate Syria diplomatically? 


A I really can give you nothing on that except to 
say that any positive role that the Syrians can play in this 
effort, it would certainly be welcomed 











Q Since you, Chuck -- since you didn't assure us if 
we will have a background briefing from any of the Near East 
Bureau, could you say that from your observation that the Arabs 
were more forthcoming --- the Palestinians and the Jordanians -- 
and Israel at this juncture exercised its veto power over the 
next stage in the process? 


i) No, I would not like to characterize the position 
of any particular party in this process. 


New subject? 


Q Do you have any comment on the story written by 
Evans & Novak this morning in the Washington Post? 





a No, I don't. 


Q You don't have your own information about the 
Syrian attitude towards the seven hostages still in Lebanon? 


vs Nothing other than to say that the Syrians have 
an important influential role to play in the region, and we're 
hopeful that they will exercise that influence on behalf of the 
hostages? 


Q Do you have anything on the Gulf war 
development? Any update; anything? 


a Update, in what sense? 
Q The Gulf war. 
A If you have a specific question, I can help 


Q Kharg [sland. 


A No, 1 have no further damage assessment on Kharg 
Island. 


Q Any comment on the deterioration of the security 
Situation in Lebanon? 


A No, other than to, of course, deplore the 
senseless violence that has taken place in both East and West 
Beirut 


Q There was a report this morning that the 
Administration would push the sale of arms with the Congress to 
Jordan and Saudi Arabia Can you confirm such reports, or are 


there such plans? 








a We can only say that deliberations on those 
questions are continuing within the Administration; and that, 
of course, we recognize fully our commitment and we intend to 
comply with it, to consult with the Congress concerning those ] 
decisions when they're made. 


Q But a decision -- 
a Deliberations are still in progress. 
Q —-- has been made and therefore the Congress 


hasn't yet been advised of sucha -- 


Aa The Congress was, of course, and is still being 
briefed on a study, the Middle East Arms Transfer Study. But 
you're talking about the specific sales to the Middle Eastern 
countries. 


Q Yes. 


A And in that case I would say that deliberations 
are still continuing. That doesn't mean that one can't 
consult, I suppose. But you're asking whether or not a final 
decision has been made, the answer is, deliberations are 
continuing on that subject. 


* Q Actually, to be honest, I'm not asking if a final 
decision was made. I'm just trying to find out if the 
Administration is --— has informed or is in the process of 


informing Congress of the sale? My understanding is that the 
Administration has to inform Congress of proposed sales 


A That's right. 


Q Have you informed Congress of your intention to 
sell arms to Jordan and Saudi Arabia? 


A To the best of my knowledge that process of 
consultation has not yet started. 

Q South Africa? 

a South Africa? 

Q No Just one more question Has it been 


clarified whether Murphy actually met non-government 
Palestinians during his trip? 


A He did not meet with Palestinians 








South Africa? One more Middle East question. 


Q Do you have any assessment or update on what's 
happening in Lebanon on the security level? 


s No, I don't. We have no information as to who is 
behind these bombings over the weekend, for example. 


Q Does this deteroriating have anything to do with 
the mission of Ambassador Murphy to the area? 


a I would see no connection. 


Q The South African Ministers have been saying over 
the weekend that expectations of a Botha speech last week were 
unnaturally aroused; seemed to be blaming in equal parts the 
American Administration and the media. 


Where does the State Department find the fault to lie? 


A I'm not going to answer that question 
specifically in terms of where the fault lies. Our position is 
very simply that it's not a question of whose expectations were 
met or whose weren't. 


What's really important now is what happens on the 
ground. Whether the process of negotiations get started, and 
it doesn't do any particular good to dwell on the past now and 
to try to lay the blame on one side or the other, particularly 
when we're talking about expectations. 


What counts now is that we get a process gving which 
leads to the goal which we all share, which is getting -- which 
is seeing an end to apartheid. 


Q Chuck, all Ll want to do is follow that by saying, 
is Ambassador Nickel making any plans to go back any time soun? 


is) He's still here in the United States 

Q [s he recalled, or will he go back? 

A As l've said before, he was recalled for 
consultations based on certain developments that occurred in 
the area, and when those consultations are completed he'll go 
back. 

MORE - 
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Q Also, today Australia announced some stringent 
sanctions -- . 


Q Can we stay on South Africa? 


Q It's on South Africa. Does the United States 
have any comments on Australia's sanctions against South 
Africa? Is the U.S. consulted in this case before Australia 
put them into effect? 


A I have no comment on Australian actions. As we 
said before, it's up to each country to take its own 
decisions. Our position on sanctions has been well known. 


Q Over the weekend, Chuck, McFarlane seemed to 
indicate that there were at least some punitive measures that 
were in the Congressional bill that the United States was 
prepared to accept. I think it was the Krugerrand and the 
buying of technology, computer technology. Is that reading, in 
your assessment, too much into what he said? I mean, is the 
Administration prepared to accept some of the kinds of things 
that are in that bill now? 


a I would go no further than what Mr. McFarlane 
said. You quoted part of what he said; he also went on to say 
that the President's position on sanctions remains, as it 
always had been, concerning punitive sanctions; and, Finally, 
that the President would make his decision on any particular 
bill when in fact he had seen the content of that bill, which 
won't happen until September. 


Q In Arizona, this sanctuary movement has had a 
press conference in which they say that the influx of 
Salvadorans continues and is even increasing, and they justify 
this on the basis that these are political refugees seeking 
asylum. 


With the continuation of this, do you have any comment? 


A [I think all € could do would be to clarify the 
asylum process as it relates to the Salvadorans who have 
arrived in the United States. The Salvadorans who apply for 
asylum are considered on the basis of their individual 
applications, and, as with any other asylum applicant, they 
must establish a well-founded fear of persecution in order to 
qualify for asylum. 


Under the Refugee Act of 1980 and the U.N. Convention 
and Protocol relating to the status of refugees, to which we 
are a@ Signatory, general conditions of civil unrest in the 
country of nationality are not grounds for granting asylum 








Most Salvadorans in the United States who file for 
asylum by their own admission state that they come to this 
country because they want to work, because of social unrest and 
poverty, and, therefore, they have limited opportunity to do 
these things in £1 Salvador. Under our laws statements of this 
nature do not entitle persons to asylum 


A Salvadoran who is able to document a claim to a fear 
of persecution based on circumstances that apply to him as an 
individual will be granted asylum. [There were 328 such cases 
last year, a fourth in actual number granted by nationality 
group. 


Q Has the United States issued any formal 
congratulations to the Government of Peru for its actions 
against the cocaine processing laboratories in the jungles 
there? 


a We're clearly very happy with those actions As 
to whether there's been a formal congratulatory message, I[ 
don't know. 


Q Would communications of those sentiments be made 
explicit to the U.S. Congress in order to impact on the 
deliberations over aid granted to Peru, which is, according to 
certain people in the Congress, contingent upon such anti-drug 
efforts? 


Aa I'm sure the Congress will be well aware of the 
efforts that are being made by the Peruvian authorities 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on a press report 
from [srael that [srael has already -- had already started 
participating in the SOI program? 


A No, [I don't 
Q Would you take the question? 
a [I believe [ can answer it to the extent that like 


anumber of other allies the Israelis have been in consultation 
with the United States Government concerning an eventual 
participation But I would emphasize that 1 think the 
operative word is still “eventual.” 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on four members of 
Israeli Parliament that will be joined today by 28 others who 
are in @ S$it-in in the City of Hebron, the predominantly Arab 
City of Hebron, in violation of the Israeli Government orders 
or rules and requlations? 
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“ No, I have no -- 
Q Can you look into this? 


I don't think [I can get anything on that. 


Q (Inaudible) --— Ariel Sharon, who is the Minister 
of -- you know, who is a high power. 

“ Jim? 

Q Going back to South Africa for a moment, 


yesterday Mr. McFarlane used the word “disappointed” to 
describe his reaction to the Botha speech on Friday and said 
that several of the ideas which came up in the Vienna meeting 
were not in fact reflected in the speech by the President. 


The tone of what he had to say appeared to be quite 
different from the tone of Mr Crocker on Friday -- I'm sorry, 
Thursday, Crocker was on Friday. The impression left with me 
anyway by Mr. Crocker is that it wasn't a disappointing speech, 
that it was crossing a Rubicon, as he said. In fact, much 
remained to be seen. 


Can you explain to us this apparent difference in 
interpretation? 


a I'm not so sure it's a difference in 
interpretation as it is picking out one aspect oi what Mr. 
McFarlane said and another aspect of what Mr. Crocker said, but 
I think in their statements generally they've come to the same 
point, which is that there were some significant things in the 
speech. There were other things that were vague and need 
clarification. As Mr. McFarlane said, there were some areas of 
the speech that were cloudy, and that's why [ would go back to 
what I said earlier: That the most important point, as far as 
we're concerned now, is to see what happens .- is to see if the 
process gets started, and that that's really what we should be 
focusing on. 


Q Do you have any comment on -- from the State 
Department on a Soviet proposal at the U.N. for a 
U.N.-sponsored conference on peaceful use of outer space? 


i) ['ve got something brief In fact, we have not 
yet seen the text of the Soviet proposal, and therefore cannot 
comment on specifics [ would add, however, that the United 


States and the Soviet Union agreed in January that we would 
conduct negotiations “to work out effective agreements aimed at 
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preventing an arms race in space and terminating it on earth, 
at limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and at strengthening 
strategic stability.“ We remain committed to these goals and 
will continue to seek to engage the Soviets in serious 
negotiations in Geneva. If the Soviet Union has serious 
proposals to make, they should do it in the form that both 
sides have established in Geneva. 


Q Copy? 
Q Is that in writing? Can we have that? 
Q Can we get that Salvador statement that you read 


on asylum? 

a On asylum? 

Q Yeah. 

a Okay Special request. I'll do it this time 

Marvin? 

Q Foreign Minister Botha said yesterday that his 
government looked toward the joint responsibility by the blacks 
and the government for the conduct of affairs in South Africa 


[ think he used the phrase “joint responsibility.” 


Is that regarded by the Department as a step away from 
apartheid? 


a That particular statement - 
Q Or potential step forward? 
A That particular statement, I'm not sure I'm 


prepared to comment on [ would simply say that there are 
elements in what the Prime Minister has said that indicate that 
the South African Government is prepared to engage in (he 
process of moving away from apartheid That process by 
definition is going to have to include participation not only 
of the South African Government but of the responsible leaders 
of the black community and others in South Africa To the 
extent that that's what the Prime Minister is getting at, then 
clearly it would be a step away from apartheid, a step 
initiating a process which would lead to a move away from 
apartheid 


Q This was something said by the Foreiqn Minister 
yesterday 
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a The Foreign Minister. Excuse me. P 
Q So that how do you see this process actually 
evolving if in fact the Department sees the beginning of a ? 


movement away from apartheid on the part of the South African 
Government? 


A Well. as long as that movement is only in words, 
then we have a lot to look forward to. 


Q Okay. There hasn't been anything -. what you're 
saying is that there hasn't been anything that they have done 
that would be regarded as steps away from apartheid, but that 
there has been language indicating the possibility you 
acknowledge 


q That's right. 


Q Do you have anything to say on the meeting with 
the church leaders and President Botha? Apparently nothing was 
resolved in that meeting? 


4 I have no comments on the result of the meeting, 
only that we, of course, welcome this sort of contact, and that 
any exchange of views between the opposing parties in South 
Africa is a welcome development 


Q Anything on Tutu's decision not to attend? 


A At this particular time -- at this critical time, 
in fact, in South Africa, it would be our view that it's 
vitally necessary for all parties in South Africa to take 
advantage of opportunities to meet and begin the dialoque 
toward an end to apartheid 


Clearly, I think we realize that some black that 
many black South Africans are disappointed with what they saw 
in the Botha speech, that there is frustration and 
disappointment from those South Africans who are seeking 
concrete assurances from the government that the way is open to 
full and genuine participation in South Africa's political 
future and for that reason 1 come back to what I said, that 
we look to the South African Government for early 
implementation of the reforms outlined in President Botha's 
speech 


Also to reiterate, as we've said, that the job of 
ending apartheid lies essentially in the hands of South 
Africans It's urgent that all South Africans sit down, reason 
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together, in order to work out a better future for South 
Africa. The government --— the South African Government has a 
special responsibility in taking steps to bridge the gap of 
confidence in that torn nation, but a serious resolution of 
South Africa's problems will not take place until leaders of 
all communities negotiate their country's future. We call on 
the South African leaders to do so without delay. A refusal by 
any party to meet and negotiate only worsens the prospects for 
urderstanding in South Africa. 


Ser 


Q Copy? 


Q Could this be interpreted as a criticism of 
Bishop Tutu for not participating in today's meeting? 


4 I don t want to characterize it as a@ criticism. 
I think it stands on its own merit that we urge all parties to 
use those opportunities to talk. 


Q In other words, he should have taken this 
opportunity to meet with the President? 


a I stand on the statement. 


Q Since you stand on that issue, isn't that a plea 
that he change his mind? 


a It's not a plea It's a statement of fact that 
if we're going to have a process, it's going to involve the 
participation of all South Africans That starts, of course, 
with the Government of South Africa which has to begin the 
process, but if it's going to be successful, it's a process 
that will have to include all communities. 


Q Was there a statement at the time when Bishop 
Tutu requested a meeting with Botha and Botha turned him down 
- was there a statement from the State Department? Were you 
asked about it? 


i) Yes We were 

Q And was there a statement? 

i) Ll believe we did have a comment 

Q Who would you say is representative of the black 


community? Surely not just church leaders 


A [t's not our job to tell South Africans how to go 
about this business There clearly are responsible leaders in 
the black community and elsewhere 


Z/49/ 
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Q Should they be leaders chosen -- 


2) It will be up to the black Africans, black South 
Africans, and the South African Government to identify those 
who are the -- 


Q In other words, they should be people chosen by 
the black majority and not people designated or selected by the 
government? 


i) I'm not really going to comment on how they 
should be chosen or who they should be. That is a question for 
South Africans and -- 


Q But you said that you thought that the black 
representatives should be chosen by the black majority. [Isn't 
that what you said? 


m I said they should be responsible leaders of the 
black community. 

Q Chuck, for the record -- 

A That's not a comment on --— as to how they should 


be chosen. Your comment, I suppose, is the clearest way in 
which that might take place, but what ['m saying is that - 


Q But who should determine whether they are 
responsible? Their own people or somebody else? 


A Well, clearly their own people 

Q For the record, do you have anything in comment 
on the meeting of Jerry Falwell with the South African 
Government? 


is) No, I don't 


Q Okay Thank you 


(ithe briefing concluded at 12:47 pm ) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have four announcements or statements. 


First, as in the past, Secretary of State George P. 
Shultz will meet with his Soviet counterpart, Soviet Foreign 
Minister Eduard Shevardnadze, in connection with this year's 
United Nations General Assembly. The meeting will take place 
the afternoon of September 25 in New York. In addition, the 
Secretary will participate in the meeting between the President 
and Mr. Shevardnadze on Friday, September 27, in Washington. 
The Secretary and Foreign Minister will hold a separate meeting 
the afternoon of September 27. 


Q In Washington? 
fi Yes. 


Q The second announcement: The United States 
deeply regrets the assassination of the Israeli diplomat in 
Cairo and the wounding of two of his companions. We offer our 
condolences to the families of the victims and to the 
Covernment of Israel. We strongly deplore this further 
demonstration of violence against members of the diplomatic 
community. We are confident that the Egyptian authorities are 
doing everything possible to apprehend and punish those 
responsible for this despicable act. 


In Lebanon: The United States is deeply concerned by 
the recent escalation of violation in Lebanon. We extend our 
sympathy to the families of those killed and injured in these 
senseless attacks. We urge all parties to exercise restraint 
to end the cycle of attack and counter-attack. Those 
responsible for these tragic bombings play into the hands of 
those opposed to the restoration of the rule of law in 
Lebanon. 





The longer this cycle of violence continues, the 
longer anarchy reigns, the more difficult it will become to 
reconstruct the economic and political life of the country. We 
believe that all parties should work to restore Lebanon's 
sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity and unity 
under its duly constituted government. Security for all 
Lebanese can best be achieved by restoration of central 
government authority. 


Q Copy? 


A Finally, the Department of State is encouraged by 
the Government of Peru's cooperation with Colombia in a large 
operation aimed against coca processing laboratories and 
clandestine airfields in northeast Peru. 


Newly elected President Alan Garcia has illustrated 
that Peru has begun to take the issue of cocaine refining and 
trafficking very seriously. 


We consider Operation Condor to be a fine illustration 
of the results that can be achieved when nations work together 
on a regional basis to fight drug trafficking. 


The success of Operation Condor is especially 
important when viewed against the backdrop of violence and 
intimidation that has faced law enforcement officials and 
eradication workers in Peru. Last November, 19 coca 
eradication workers were massacred by traffickers in an attempt 
to shut down the eradication project in the Tengo Maria area of 
Peru. The Peruvian Government refused to be intimidated by 
this violence and the project continues. 


We look forward to continuing cooperation and progress 
in the next few months as Peru confronts the massive threat 


that cocaine trafficking has created. 


Q Copy? 

a Yes. 

Q Can we have copies of all those please? 
i) Yes. 


Q On the killing in Cairo, does the State 
Department see any ulterior, wider motive? Do you think that 
there is any connection with trying to ha)t the peace process? 








a We have no firm evidence to that effect. The 
circumstances are such, however, in view of the targets and the 
timing, that it clearly would appear to be an effort aimed at 
slowing down or interrupting the peace process. 


Q And do you have any idea who might be interested 
in doing that? 


ra No, I don't. 


Q And do you see any such connection in what's 
happening in Lebanon? 

ia In what context? In slowing down the peace 
process? 

Q Yes. 

oo In connection with the peace process? 

Q Yes. 

be No, I don't. 


On your statement regarding Lebanon, you 
mentioned the difficulties of the economic reconstruction of 
the country. What is the status of United States’ aid programs 
to Lebanon, both the economic and the military aid that was 
previously being given? Are those going ahead? Are they in 
abeyance? Where does it stand? 


a To get an exact answer to that question, I'1] 
have to take it -- 

Q Okay. 

‘ -- and we'll] post something. 

Q But can you answer why you suspended your aid 
program to Lebanon, or part of it -- you suspended it? 


a The question is the status of the United States 
aid program to Lebanon. I think it includes both of those. 


Q Does the United States have any notion as to 
exactly who is behind the current state of car bombings and 
violence? 


A No. Not really. 








Q Getting back to Cairo and the shooting there, 
what can you tell us about the United States efforts in the 
Middle East to work out peace? 


é Nothing beyond what I said yesterday, which is 
that Ambassador Murphy is now back in Washington. He'll be 
having consultations beginning today with the Secretary, with 
the President, with other senior officials, and that based on 
those consultations, he'll be evaluating the results of his 
meeting and what the next steps might be in the peace process. 


Q Is there a possibility of returning back again? 
ia I have no speculation on that at this point. 


Q Is there any likelihood of someone briefing us on 
his trip? 


“ As I said yesterday, I have inquired into that 
possibility, but I still have -- do not have a firm response. 
As I just told you, he's simply back in the building for the 
first time today. 


Q Is he going to go to the West Coast, do you know, 
or are the consultations going to be by phone or -- 


ia I know of no plans for him to go to the West 
Coast. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on an American priest 
who has been arrested in Honduras? Anything on his condition 
and efforts to find out about that? 

6 This is in reference to Father John Mc -- 

Q Donald. 

a John Donald. 

Q Right. 

a Consular Officers from the U.S. Embassy in 
Tegucigalpa are presently in contact with Honduran authorities 


in an attempt to ascertain the circumstances surrounding the 
detention of Father John Donald. 


The Embassy has submitted a diplomatic note to the 
Government of Honduras, requesting all available information on 
the case as well as permission to meet with Father Donald when 
he arrives in Tegucigalpa, but I have no further details at 
this time. 








Q Oh, so as far as the U.S. knows, he is not in 
Tegucigalpa. 


= That's right. 
Q But is -—-— would be in transit there? 
a That's our understanding. 


Chuck, do you have any comment on Reverend 
Falwell's statements over the last 24 hours, and what he's 
discovered in South Africa? 


o No, I don't. 
Q Nothing at all? 
a No. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on Rabbi Meier 
Kahane's request -- 


a Who's speaking here? Oh, sorry. 


Q ~— Rabbi Meier Kahane's request to keep his U.S. 
passport due to the fact that Israeli Knesset or Israeli 
Government is going to be taking a law to bar dual citizens 
from carrying in or becoming a member of the Knesset, and he 
also delegated his leadership of the JOL, Jewish Defense 
League, to someone from California, and these developments 
regarding Kahane's status. Do you have any comment on it? 


i My only comment would be that Mr. Kahane's U.S. 
citizenship status is still under review. Although accepting 
public office in another country may signify intent to 
relinquish U.S. citizenship, all relevant factors in each case 
must be considered. Mr. Kahane is protected by the Privacy 
Act, and I therefore can't provide any further information on 
the possible loss of his citizenship. 


Q On that again, he said in the past that he's been 
informed that he would not set a visa -- or not be allowed to 
enter the United States if he gave up his citizenship. Now 
he's giving it up, or he feels he's going to be obliged to give 
it up, and he said that he is giving up the leadership of the 
JOL in the hope that this will make it possible for him to get 
@ visa. Would he be any more acceptable by giving up the de 
jure leadership of the JOL than he is at the moment? 





i I have no comment on what is really a purely 
hypothetical question at this point. 


Q Well, it isn't hypothetical, really, because he's 
announced that he is accepting that the Knesset law will oblige 
him to give it up, and he's said many times in the past -- 


a It is still a hypothetical question in that he 
has not done that, he has not requested a visa, he's still a 
U.S. citizen with a U.S. passport at this point. 


Q Well, I'm asking if he would -- if the very fact 
of giving up the leadership of the movement would make him more 
acceptable? 


‘ I'm not going to speculate on what -- on that 
questicn 


Q He's in the United States now. 


‘ My understanding, he's here on a speaking tour of 
some sort, but I really have no information -- detailed 
information on that. 


Q Is the review of his citizen status -- 
citizenship status because he's an official or was elected to a 
position in a foreign country, not because of his activities as 
a JOL? 


a As I said, accepting public office in another 
country may signify intent. The question of intent to 
relinquish U.S. citizenship is a complex one. It's fraught 
with extremely weighty consequences for the individual, and 
therefore the Department is obliged to take great care in 
evaluating all available evidence that might bear on the case. 


Q Chuck, are there precedents that can be cited for 
cases in which people accepted public office in other 
countries, and it was not an intention of giving up American 
citizenship? 


to I don't know the answer to that question. 
Q Can I get a copy of that, what you just read? 
6 No. 


Chuck, has the United States increased its 
military presence in Chad? 








io No. It has not. There is no foundation at all 
to the rumors that I've seen circulating in some press reports. 


Q Could you -- 


Q We have a delegation going to Hanoi again. Are 
some of those people going to stay there as a permanent liaison 
mission? 


i No. 

Q No. They're all coming back? 
i They're all coming back. 

Q In that same sort of -- 


‘ As -- I would reiterate there, in case that's 
implied in your question, that this mission is strictly on the 
POW-MIA issue and has nothing to do with the issue of 
re-establishing diplomatic relations or in any other way 
changing our relationship with Vietnam. 


Q While 1 was away, something came up, however, 
regarding U.S. willingness to leave a Department presence there 
on the MIA-POW issue if arrangements could be made, which is 
the reason -- 


6 I recall that comment that if there were enough 
activity, I believe that people who deal with the POW-MIA issue 
said they would be willing to consider people there on a more 
routine basis. No. This is not part of that effort. 


Q In the same general area, it's reported today 
that both Prince Sihanouk and Mr. Son Sann have rejected a -- I 
don't know whether you'd call it a plan or a proposal that they 
meet with officials of the Heng Samrin Government of Cambodia, 
saying that they will only meet them in the context of the 
proximity talks proposal made by ASEAN countries. 


What is the U.S. view of it? 


be I have no particular comment on a scenario in the 
comments that you've just described. The only thing I could 
say is that our position relative to Southeast Asia, the fact 
that the Vietnamese have to settle their involvement in 
Cambodia before we'll -- before we are willing to move further 
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on the question of changing the nature of our relationship 
remains our position. 


I can look into these new developments, which frankly 
I don't have anything on. 


Q See if you have anything on it. 


—- MORE -- 








Q Back to Chad. Can you tell us what the U.S. 
military presence in Chad is? 


“ Well, we don't comment in detail on the numbers 
of people that we have in the country, but basically we a 
defense attache office and we fave a Marine security guard 
attachment. 


Q Is there a mil group? 


‘ There is no permanent mil group. There are 
occasionally small groups of advisors who may go in and out of 
the country for particular reasons, but no military assistance 
group in a sense that they're formally established in a country. 


Q Same subject. The GONT of Goukouni Oueddei 
alleged that Americans were unloading heavy equipment, 
sophisticated equipment. Is there any truth to that? 


os There is none. 


Q Ambassador-—designate Buekes yesterday was 
interviewed and restated his government's opposition to one 
man-one vote in a unity state in opposition to black majority 
rule. 


Does this government envisage a peaceful solution in 
South Africa which would fall short of black majority rule? 


a Our answer to that question is basically a 
variation of what I've said a number of times which is that 
it's not up to us but rather for the South Africans to decide 
what sort of political system should be established in South 
Africa. It is a system which, clearly should be based on the 
consent of the governed--of all those governed. There must be 
power-sharing by all South Africans on a mutually acceptable 
basis. 


There are a number of ways participatory democracies 
can be constituted. We don't see it as our role to prescribe 
a model for South Africa any more than we should do so for 
other countries in Africa or elsewhere in the world. This is a 
fundamental question for all South Africans to address. 


We are urging all the parties involved to begin that 
process immediately. 


Q Do you have any comment on the attempted 
assassination of Singh Longowal in India? 
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. No, I don't. 

Q Not even a regret? 

ra We always regret violence wherever it may occur. 
Q 


Do you have that paragraph on South Africa in the 
form that you can deliver us a copy? 


“ No, I don't. 


Q Do you happen to have offhand what exactly you 
were citing about Kahane's -- what legal grounds were you 
citing when you said that his acceptance of public position 
overseas in a foreign country is signaling grounds for his -- 
for him relinquishing his citizenship? What were you citing 
there? Can you refer us to something? 


6 I can look into that. I don't know what the 
legal citation would be for that, but we can find out for you. 


Q It was widely reported today that the criticisnis 
-- that the statement yesterday regarding South Africa and 
negotiations was a U.S. Government criticism aimed at Bishop 
Tutu. Do you have anything to say on the subject? 


‘ As I said specifically, it was not meant to be a 
criticism of any particular person, but rather a recognition of 
the fact that if the problems of South Africa are going to be 
solved it is going to involve the participation of everyone. A 
form of preliminary bargaining is now going on in South Africa 
with both the government and the governed still at a stage of 
working out rules and positions. 


It's imperative, as I said, that this process move 
beyond this stage and the actual first steps of dialogue and 
negotiation begin. We feel that the government of South Africa 
has responsibility as the holder of power to clarify the 
meaning of President Botha's speech in explicit terms, to 
explain the modalities for the negotiations that it has 
proposed and to find ways to initiate these negotiations so as 
to allow participation for genuine and broad representation of 
all black groups in South Africa, and we urge them to do so. 


Q What is your view of yesterday's meeting. Do you 
feel that it made some substantial contribution in that 
direction or not? 


A I believe we have insufficient details to make 
that kind of a judgment. 








ll 


According to a press release yesterday, Section 
808 of the 1985 State Department Authorization Bill is 
unncessary. Would you please elaborate a little more on that 
issue? 


a I have nothing beyond what was included in our 
statement in which I believe there were reasons given for why 
we feel that way. 


Q Chuck, just to pick up one of your points on 
South Africa, did you say a moment ago that you feel that a 
form of preliminary bargaining or negotiation -- what was the 
word you used? -- is now underway? 


“ Is go."9 ON. 
Q Is going on? 
e Yes. 


Q Is that to say that the Department view is that 
right now both sides understand that they are engaged in the 
early stages of a negotiation; is that what you're getting at? 


is That may be going a bit far. 


Q What are you trying to say then when you talk 
about a form of preliminary bargaining underway? 


6 In the sense that the government has begun to put 
forward some of its ideas, a recognition that there must be a 
process, in the sense that the other communities -- and 
particularly the black community -- are reacting to those ideas. 


I think that is what I would characterize as a 
preliminary form of bargaining. 


Q Do you see this as an effort on the part of the 
government to end apartheid? 

a This process? 

Q Yes. 

a We certainly hope it is. 


Q But do you see it? 
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io It's the very start. As I've said, there's a lot 
of clarification that needs to be done on the part of the 
governed. We're hopeful that the signs that we've seen will 
lead to that process of negotiation. But we believe that the 
government of South Africa still needs to clarify to its own 
people what the reforms portend, how they can be translated 
into a political dialogue which will permit the government and 
the leaders of South Africa's communities to negotiate South 
Africa's future. 


Q Is it your understanding that the government of 
South Africa, as it does this, intends to end apartheid, and 
that this is the process toward that aim --— toward that end? 
i I would say that that is our fervent hope. 


Q Have they said this to the U.S. Government? 


i) I believe that statement has been made by South 
African leaders, not only to us privately but publicly. I 
believe the South African Ambassador yesterday, in fact, was 
quoted as saying they are moving toward a process. 


Q I've heard a lot about the process. But can you 
say that the U.S. Government has been told that the South 
African Government intends to end the system of apartheid? 


fa I don't have an answer to that very specific 
question, no. 


Q Maybe you can help us out by telling us what 
evidence -- real specific evidence you have that form the 
foundation for your hope that they're, in fact, moving in that 
direction? 


A I would simply refer to the changes which have 
been made over the past several years, and then, in particular, 
to some of the ideas -- vague -- but ideas which were in the 
speech by the Prime Minister last week. 


Q In which he specifically stated that the basic 
jigsaw puzzle pieces of apartheid would remain in place? 


) In which he said that there should be 
negotiation. And I believe you can find On-the-Record 
statements from a number of South African authorities -- I 
hoped I had it with me but I don't think I do -- including one 
yesterday by Ambassador Beukes to the effect that the South 
African Government was involved in a process -- was committed 
to political equality, those kind of goals 
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Q Then you can point to other statements by even 
more sefior South Africans saying that none of the fundamentals 
will be touched in this process? 


é Which leads me back to my statement that there's 
a lot of clarification to be done. 


Q Chuck, does the United States Government have any 
position to assure the citizens of this country of Arab and 
Islamic heritage and background that cases of 
anti-Arab/anti-Islamic violence should be investigated 
thoroughly, so the perpetrators will be apprehended and brought 
to law? 


A That kind of violence is deplored regardless of 
whom it is directed against. The United States law enforcement 
agencies -- appropriate authorities -- pursue those kinds of 


people, those kind of people who commit those kind of acts 
regardless of their race or nationality, their particular 
target. 


As a consequence, that's a position that stands for 
all of those who would suffer the kinds of attacks that you're 
referring to. 


Q In many cases you were calling on people even in 
the Middle East to restrain themselves -- you know, violence in 
Lebanon, violence in other areas. Will you call on the U.S. 
media and other people concerned to restrain themselves in 
coverage because the cases has erupted after the TWA hijacking 
in Lebanon, and since then we haven't seen the end of the day. 


Yesterday, a mosque was bombed and last Friday two 
police officers were injured seriously in Massachusetts. will 
you please say something to the effect? 


2) I would simply -- you know, for the details on 
these kind of things, I'd have to refer you to the Department 
of Justice. This is not within the domain of the Department of 
State. 


Q Back on South Africa. Can we assume from what 
you've said that there is no thought within this Administration 
to change the Administration's opposition to economic sanctions? 


A Once again, National Security advisor McFarlane 
addressed that statement yesterday, and I would not go beyond 
what he said. 
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Q Chuck, would you consider that meeting with the 
churchmen and Botha yesterday to have been part of this 
preliminary form of negotiation which you have described? 


A We characterized that meeting yesterday as a 
contact between the parties to this conflict. To the extent 
that there is contact that's useful, hopefully that is part of 
the process. But it is unfortunately still too much of a 
preliminary stage to say whether that is the first step ina 
process that is going to continue or whether it was simply 
exploratory or exactly what it was. 


Q Well, then, what is the preliminary negotiation 
which is going on? 


a I answered that question to the best of my 
ability already. 


Q If you don't have complete knowledge of that 
meeting, one of the statements coming out of it afterwards was 
that -- from the churchmen -- was that the two sides had hardly 
begun to communicate at all. 


Is that any kind of a hopeful sign that this 
preliminary negotiation will lead somewhere? 


i Once again, I'm not trying to characterize it as 
hopeful or unhopeful. I'm saying it is our hope that this 
process get underway; not that I am hopeful that this meeting 
did that or not. And, on that, I fully stand, but I'm not 
going to characterize this one meeting as some sort of a 
make-or-break meeting that either decided whether this process 
would go forward or would not go forward. 


Hopefully, it will be the type of meeting which will 
expand, proliferate, turn into some sort of a process with a 
much wider participation. The sooner the better. 


Q Just to follow that. The Administration has sort 
of said consistently that it had no timetable for changes in 
South Africa. But given the kinds of things that have gone on 
since the Botha speech, is it likely that, in Administration 
terms, like very soon or within the near future, are going to 
mean something come this fall? 


ig I would really not care to put any timetable on 
this process. It's a very complicated one, as we're all aware, 
and I don't really see how I could tell you that it's two weeks 
or this fall; no. 
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Q But if this negotiation doesn't get underway soon 
-- I mean in clear negotiations, more context, more exploratory 
meetings, something that is aimed at substantive negotiations 
between all the parties concerned, is the United States 
prepared to take stronger actions, deeper involvement? Will we 
send back Nickels? 


& I'm not prepared to speculate on what we may or 
may not do. That, clearly, depends on how the situation 
evolves, and so I wouldn't want to speculate on various 
scenarios that one might describe. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 
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CAMBODIA: SON SANN REJECTS HUN SEN TALKS PROPOSAL 





It is reported today that both Prince Sihanouk and Mr. Son 
Sann have rejected a plan or proposal that they meet with 
officials of the Heng Samrin Government of Cambodia saying 
that they will only meet them in the context of the 
proximity talks proposal made by ASEAN countries. What is 
the United States Government view of this? 

~~ AS THE SECRETARY STATED IN KUALA LUMPUR, THE UNITED 
STATES SUPPORTS ASEAN'S PROPOSAL FOR PROXIMITY TALKS AIMED 
AT RESOLVING THE CAMBODIAN PROBLEM. 

-~- INDIRECT TALKS BETWEEN REPRESENTATIVES OF THE KHMER 
RESISTANCE COALITION AND A VIETNAMESE DELEGATION INCLUDING 
HENG SAMRIN REPRESENTATIVES OFFER A MECHANISM TO WOKK OUT A 
POLITICAL SETTLEMENT ACCEPTABLE TO THE CAMBODIAN PEOPLE AND 
TO VIETNAM. WE HOPE VIETNAM WILL GIVE SERIOUS 
CONSIDERATION TO ASEAN'S PROPUSAL. 

-- U.S. SUPPORT FOR THE NON-COMMUNIST KHMER RESISTANCE 
AND THE LEADERSHIP PROVIDED TO THE CAMBODIAN PEOPLE BY 


PRINCE SIHANOUK AND SON SANN IS LONGSTANDING. THEY 


REPRESENT THE LEGITIMATE VOICE OF KHMER NATIONALISM. 
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WEONESDAY, AUGUST 21, 1985, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MAR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office today is a 
Department announcement on Western denunciation of the 1936 
International Convention concerning the use of broadcasting in 
the cause of peace 


Secondly: Also available in the Press Office is a 
Department statement on the Seventeenth Anniversary cf the 
Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. 


The third statement, which is more lengthy, which I 
will read in a minute, will be followed by a BACKGROUND 
briefing on the subject at which all questions on that 
particular subject will be answered. That will be immediately 
following this briefing, or do you need 15 minutes for a filing 
break? Let's say 15 minutes immediately after the end of this 
briefing. 


The United States Government has recently determined 
that Soviet authorities for a number of years have used 
chemical substances to monitor the activities of employees at 
the U.S. Embassy in Moscow. The substances in question, which 
have been applied indirectly to Embassy personnel, leave 
deposits on the person or possessions of people with whom they 
have had contact 


The most extensively used of such tracking agents, 
NPPD -- Nitro Phenyl Pentadien -- has been determined through 
biological screening tests to be a mutagen. Mutagens can be, 
but are not always, carcinogens in human beings. Extensive 
testing will be necessary to determine whether NPPD and other 
compounds used by the Soviets pose a threat to health as well 
as to determine the extent of the Embassy community's exposure 
to these chemicals. 





Preliminary indications suggest that the levels of 
NPPD and other substances to which individuals may have been 
exposed is very low. There is no evidence to date that any 
Embassy personnel have suffered ill effects due to exposure to 
tracking agents. 


Embassy Moscow's staff was briefed earlier this 
morning on what is currently known of the health implications 
of the Soviet Union's use of tracking agents. 


Unofficial Americans resident in the USSR, as well as 
other Embassies which may have been targeted, are also being 
informed. A special task force under the leadership of the 
National Institute of Health and the Environmental Protection 
Agency has been established to conduct a thorough investigation 
into the long-term implications of exposure to NPPD and other 
tracking agents. 


The United States deplores the Soviet Union's use of 
chemical substances against its diplomatic representatives in 
the USSR We have protested the practice in the strongest 
terms and demanded that it be terminated immediately. 

The United States will take every possible measure to 
ensure the safety and well-being of all American citizens in 
the Soviet Union and to determine the full implications of the 
risks to which they have been exposed. 

That concludes the statement 

Q Can we have copies of it? 

‘ There will be copies available. 

Questions in any other area? 


Q Let's determine now how many want -- does anybody 
want a filing break right now 


‘ Filing break? 
Q Filing break, yeah. 


So we'll] resume in 15 minutes? 


Yeah 


You mean resume the briefing 


= ® 














ra Not resume the minutes; do the background 
briefing? 


Q Yeah. 
“ Okay. at a quarter to one. 
(Filing break from 12:30 p.m. to 12:32 p.m.) 


Q Do you have anything new on the situation in 
South Africa, or a reaction to their decision -- the decision 
of the judge there -- not to go through with the execution? 


‘ I'm sorry, we have to wait for the court 
reporters to come back. 


Alright, now we're beginning the ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing again with South Africa. 


Q Any reaction to the stay of execution, or other 
developments in South Africa? 


‘ concerning the stay of execution, we're obviously 
pleased with that decision. 


Given our concern over this case, we have discussed 
the matter with the South african Government both here and in 
Pretoria. I wouldn't reveal the contents of our diplomatic 
discussion. I would also recall that the United States voted 
for U.N. Security Council Resolution 547 in January of 19864 
which, inter alia, called on South African authorities not to 
carry out the execution of Mr. Moloisi 


Q Chuck, what's your reaction to Jerry Falwell's 
statement that Bishop Tutu is a phony if he claims to represent 
the blacks in South Africa, and his call for a stepped-up U.S. 
investment? 


6 Let's get reorganized again here. That one has 
slipped the book, Pete. Can we come back to that question in 
just a minute? 


Q This is still on South Africa, Chuck. Do you 
have any reaction to statements by Mr. Mandela's daughter this 
morning about the time for a conference and a time for sharing 
power with whites is over in South Africa? 


‘ No. Once again, I have no specific comments on 
that particular report I would reiterate as always our 
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concern that the negotiation process --— that the process which 
we hope will lead away from apartheid will begin as soon as 
possible. A crucial part of that negotiation, that discussion, 
is that of power-sharing, and how the Government of South 
africa is going to get into this process by which the governed 
will have a say in their lives. 


Q The kind of statements that you made after Bishop 
Tutu declined to meet with the South African President, do they 
apply in this case also to whatever black leaders or black 
individuals who boycott those kinds of negotiations? 


“ I certainly don't want to get into the business 
of passing judgment every time someone talks, refuses to talk. 
Everyone has their own particular concerns to which they 
legitimately have to respond, so that I would not want to make 
a broad-brush statement which could automatically be applied to 
each and every person. 


Q I asked yesterday whether you knew whether the 
South African government had told the U.S. that it intends to 
end apartheid? 


“ yhe South African Government has committed itself 
to a program of serious reform. President Botha stated as 
early as last January that the South African Government's goal 
is to give “all the country's people a say in decision-making 
ae affects their interests, in structures equal to those of 

tes." 


We look to the South African Government to clarify its 
commitments in this regard and take the steps necessary to 
build confidence in the negotiating process required for the 
government and South Africa's other leaders to define a new and 
better future for their country. 


We all know what that future entails -- a system for 
South Africa based on justice, equality and political 
participation for all. 


Q That suggests to me that they never did say to 
you that they intend to end the system of apartheid? 


ia I'm not going to go any further in terms of 
addressing that specific question. I think the answer is clear. 


Q Because yesterday, Reverend Falwell said that 
both Bothas had told him the day before that apartheid is no 
longer, he said, the policy of the South African government; it 
is simply the social reality of South Africa. 





Does the State Department see a distinction between 
the two? 


“ That's getting into a pretty difficult question 
of determining what the Prime Minister and what the Foreign 
Minister mean to say. I think they're the ones best placed to 
make those kind of clarifications, and that goes to the point 
which we've been stressing, which is that those are the kind of 
clerifications we think need to be made so that we don't have 
to ask these kind of questions of interpretation. 


Q Can we have a copy of those original remarks, 
Chuck? 


‘“ Alright 


(MORE) 





Q Can you now address the question of what Mr. 
Falwell said on other issues? 


4 On other issues. I would start simply by seying 
the obvious, which is that Reverend Falwell is a private 
citizen, and he does not speak for the United States Government. 


Our position is that we encourage and expect dialogue 
between the Government and opposition leaders. We cannot 
prejudge who that leadership is. What we know is that no one 
is excluded. Bishop Tutu is a recognized black leader. He has 
met with the President He is a man of great personal 
integrity. one of the South African black community's 
legitimate spokesmen, an important factor in future 
negotiations, and a voice of moderation in the midst of 
violence and repression 


We have urged the South African Government and 
opposition leaders such as Bishop Tutu to engage in a dialogue 
and negotiations which are essential to bring about rapid 
change away from apartheid. 


Q Chuck, McFarlane over the weekend on ABC said two 
things which s*em to represent a change in Administration 
policy on the legislation, South African legislation. 


The first thing he said was that the President could 
support stopping computer sales to agencies that administer 
apartheid, and the second thing that he said was that refusing 
loans to people who don't practice equal opportunity could be 
supported by the Administration. Those are two aspects of the 
pending bill which the Administration has heretofore said it 


opposes in toto 


Is this in fact an accurate representation of 
Administration policy, and is this in fact Administration 
acceptance of two key provisions of this bill? 


a I'm not going to go any further in characterizing 
Mr. McFarlane's remarks than he himself did. I would only note 
for the rest present that in addition to those statements he 
did refer to other problems that the Administration has with 
the bills which have been submitted. He said we could do 
better. He said that the President would in fact make a 
decision once he has seen the bill 


Q That's true, but he did -- these are both -- 


) I would not go beyond, then, anything further 
than that 








Q Does the Secretary feel the same way? 
6 I have no further comment. 


Q Going back to Jerry Falwell and his statements, 
since you say that he's a private citizen, Jerry Falwell said 
that he will be spending $1 million worth of advertisement, 
advertising his position in the United States, which it looks 
to me from your remarks about Bishop Tutu and others are in 
contravening, and they are contradicting with Mr. Falwell's 


position. 


How will the United States look at this type of 
campaign which will -- could -- be considered an interference 
in the affairs of a foreign country, or something like that? 
What your position? What your feeling on that? 


6 Our answer is very simple. As I said, he's a 
private citizen. He's free to express his views. 


Q Even to the point of causing some -- 
7 I have nothing further. 

Q New subject? 

i New subject? Yes. 


Q Chuck, I asked you yesterday if there was any 
reaction on the assassination of Longowal. I gather the State 
Department hadn't yet caught up with the main foreign news 
story of the day. Now you've had thousands of words from New 
Delhi. What's the feel? Are we going toward a new round of 
communal violence in India? 


a I really have nothing for you beyond the 
statement that I believe you must have seen yesterday afternoon 
concerning the assassination itself. It's certainly our hope 
that we're not moving toward a new round of communal violence, 
but this clearly is a question that the Indians themselves are 
going to have to address, and we can only hope that they have 
success in so doing. 


Q Can you confirm an Associated Press story about a 
Nicaraguan defector from the Human Rights Commission there? 


6 As a matter of policy, the Department of State 
does not confirm or deny the existence of individual asylum 


a 


~ , 





requests in order to protect the applicants, their families, 
and the integrity of the asylum process. 


The Immigration and Naturalization Service has primary 
responsibility for handling asylum matters. For questions 
about general asylum procedures, I would refer you to the INS. 
Concerning this particular person, I can say that United States 
Government officials debriefed him to verify that what he said 
about himself and his role in Nicaragua was true. The 
information he gave concerning the government, the 
government-sponsored Human Rights Commission, fit with other 
information which we already had. 


Q Can we get a copy of the statement that was made, 
that he made to briefers during that debriefing? 


(7 I would be doubtful of that. 
Q Would you ask? 


I will always ask. 


Q Concerning that same subject, do you have any 
comment concerring Mr. Guerrero's comments about American 
residents -- American citizens residing in Managua who have 


been using the Civil Rights Commission and Foreign Service 
faciiities to plan pro-Sandinista, anti-American demonstrations 
and peace vigils? 


fo No. Because of what I said in introducing my 
previous remarks, I really have no further remarks on this case. 

Q Yesterday you took a question about aid to 
Lebanon. 

6 That answer was posted shortly after the briefing 


yesterday afternoon. 


It's not been posted yet -- okay. It's been drafted, 
but has not been posted, but it's imminent. 


Q Do you have anything today on the situation in 
Lebanon? 


i Once again, a general comment about the situation 
in Lebanon: the civil war in Lebanon is rooted in unresolved 
domestic, constitutional and communal differences The 
violence is deplorable, the more so since it is possible that 
some of those responsible for the recent violence see their 
actions as affecting the peace process. They're mistaken. 








We believe the peace process will continue, 
notwithstanding the violence in Lebanon, the assassinations of 
diplomats and other senseless and despicable acts. 


Now you call it “civil war." You never called it 
before civil war. I mean, communal strife and other things. 
That's your assessment now that it's a grave situation that 
leads to civil war. 


a I would not want you to put any great, great 
stress on apparent change of words there. 


Q Well, besides offering these concerns from this 
podiums, what the United States Government is trying to do or 
hoping to do to try to put an end to this strife or civil war? 


a As always, we've been in contact, as we routinely 
are, with the parties in Lebanon and in the region, and, as 
always, we're urging moderation. I believe my statement 
yesterday very clearly defined what we see as the most 
potentially useful outcome of such moderation. 


Q No you see President Assad as playing a positive 
or negative role at this point in peace in Lebanon? 


6 I have no characterization of the rule of any 
particular leader or country in the region. 


Q Would you like to see him do more? 


6 We would certainly be happy for any contribution 
that President Assad or any other leader, either factional or 
regional, could bring to this solution. That clearly is in the 
interest of everyone. 


Q Do you have any consultations with the Syrians or 
Israelis about the situation in Lebanon, or do you consider it 
a local problem? 


a As I said, we have routinely consultations on 
this sort of issue with the parties in Lebanon and with people 
in the region, but beyond that, in terms of specific diplomatic 
exchanges, I have no further comment. 


Q Another subject? 


a Another subject? Yes. 
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Q U.S. expectations from the Contadora/Lima Group 
meeting that's taking place later this week? 


& I'm not going to speculate on what might occur. 
I would reiterate only that we believe the Contadora process 
and the principles embodied therein still offer the best way to 
resolving the situation in Central America. 


Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon [ 
have one announcement 


A BACKGROUND briefing will take place in the Press 
Briefing room at 10:00 am. on Friday, August 23, on the visit 
to Hanoi by the U.S. Special Delegation on POW-MIA issues 


Questions? 


Q The Soviets have just announced in Moscow that 
they have delivered a note to the State Department, describing 
the charges that you made yesterday as absurd, and go on to Say 
that the attempt is to poison the atmosphere of the U S. -Soviet 
relations Do you have any comment? 


a First, to say that [ haven't seen the note 
That's new information Secondly, to reconfirm that everything 
we said yesterday is perfectly true The evidence is there 
We have absolutely no doubt in our mind that what we described 
as happening has been happening in the manner in which we 
described it as happening And the last part of your question 
was? 


Q imey accuse the United States of trying to purisaon 
the atmosphere of US -Soviet relations 


A l have really no comment on that except to 
reinforce what [ Rave said in response to a number of auest tons 
concerning those who would attempt to link various event t thet 
have happened over the last few days into some sort of ai long 
drawn out theory that there is absolutely no US attempt in 
any way to sabotage prospects for the Geneva meeting, tor 
example 

Q Are ULS Soviet contacts normal visit rid uch 


continuing? 








A To the best of my knowledge. they will be 
Q Can you give me an example? 


a The kind of visits that are upcoming would be the 
visit of Secretary Block who leaves, I believe, tomorrow on a 
visit dealing with grain sales. [That's the most imminent visit 


Q And do you expect this in any way to change the 
atmosphere in the meetings between Secretary Shultz and Mr. 
Shevardnadze or the Geneva summit? 


i) Well, you've seen the Western White House 
indication yesterday that the problem in Moscow “should not 
have an effect for our part on the November meeting,” speaking 
of the meeting between the President and Mr. Gorbachev. We 
intend to proceed with that meeting. We intend to address the 
serious and far-reaching issues that exist between us and the 
Soviet Union, and those issues will inevitably be dealt with in 
the September meetings with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze 


Regardless -- and although this is still in the guise 
of a preliminary reply to a note which we haven't een, and so 
I really can't give you an official response -- as you're 
aware, we left no doubt in presenting our note to the our 
orotest to the Soviets that we do consider this a serious 
issue 


We believe for our part that we've dealt with this 
deplorable activity in a direct, unequivocable manner We've 
told the Soviets that we fully expect them to terminate it 
immediately Our bilateral cooperation which, over the past 
several months at the direction of the President, we have 


sought to increase in a number of fields - mutually beneficial 
bilateral] cooperation - such areas a5 housing, agriculture, 
environmental protection - we hope the Soviet Union will not 


Jeopardize 


Q And you said something there which raises a 
question in my mind You say, “We haven't seen the note " 
Have the Soviets actually delivered this note? 

a [ can't confirm that As of the time [ came to 


this meeting, L can't confirm that 


Q Okay One more follow-up left over trom 
yesterday Do you Nave any indications or do you have any 
presumptions that the Soviets have been using this chemical 








tracer in New York involving people attached to the United 
Nations, either Soviets or other nationalities? 


) Nothing beyond what [I said yesterday. which is 
that we have one case of evidence of its usage in the United 
States. But, beyond that. ['m not in a position to give you 
any more details 

Q And that volved the UN.? 

a [I did not ay that. 


Q Well, I'm asking -- 


is) [ did not otherwise characterize it. 
Q I'm asking you now: does that involve the UN ? 
me ['m not going to go any further as to where or 


why or to whom it may have happened 


Q Was any effort made to resolve this problem 
Quietly before the U.S. Government decided to go public? 


a As I hope [ made clear yesterday, the timing of 
this whole issue was driven by the humanitarian health concerns 
for our personnel in Moscow The process was a relatively 
rapid one, as I described it, over the past several weeks, once 
the nature of the problem became evident And, a$ a 
consequence, our priority goal was to inform our employees We 
did that as rapidly as possible, and we informed the Soviets 
several days before that 


Q Well, that's sort of a double question When you 
informed them, did you ask them to stop it and - 


is) We certainly did 
Did you suggest that if they stopped it there 
wouldn't be a need for this two-day and probably week-lona 


battering at them .-- 


A Without in any way commenting on our diplomat i: 
exchanges, I would say that the briefing of our personnel une 
Paramount Ihat would have qone ahead regqardle: of whateves 
response we might have go ten from the Sovtet Union ber ause 
fact of the usage 


P) Sure 





a -- of the chemical tracking agency -- agent is 
there, and it's a fact. We believed that. since we had to 
brief our personnel, as well as other Americans resident in 
Moscow, that the story, obviously, was going to become public 
immediately. And rather than have that story be the subject of 
rumors, of second-hand information, that it was preferable as 
soon as the Embassy folks were briefed, to put the story out 
straight so that it would be understood 


Q Well, this is where I have a problem with your 
description of the situation. On the one hand, there is no 
hard evidence apparently, the Government says, that this is 
causin, damage to people's health. 


You obviously wanted to brief the Embassy. Are you 
saying that the danger was so immediate and building up so 
rapidly that you didn't have an opportunity for a day or two to 
say to the Soviets, “Look, we're going to go public with this, 
we thick what you're doing is rotten, why don't you cut it out ”" 


You had to go public -- you had to brief and go public 
immediately? The danger was so critical that you didn't have a 
day or two to try to resolve this without fueling a propaganda 
war before a summit? 

a 1 think if you look at this from the perspective 
of an administrator, of someone who has responsibility for the 
health and welfare of the people who work for him, then I think 
the reason for which we wanted to brief people in Moscow as 
soon as possible is evident 


For those of you who have been in Moscow, you know how 
difficult it is there anyway, the way rumors fly around the 


capital The fact that this information, because it had been 

- it was being worked on in Washington - there was clearly 
the chance that it was going to start to circulate in some sort 
of uncontrolled form That's damaging to morale Our 
motivation was strictly to brief our people That would have 


had to have been done under any circumstances 


1 would note that the Soviets were informed on Monday 


of our serious concerns, requested to stop it Our briefing, 
as you pointed out, was on Wednesday During those two days 
the Soviet Union in no way rejected, denied our claim [hey in 
No way indicated that they would terminate its use 1 think 


that is a@ fairly full answer to your question 


MOK I 





Q Your statement yesterday, Chuck, mentioned other 
chemicals as well Is there something going on in parallel 
with this or is -- what other chemicals and what's the story 
there? 


a I said that there were a number of other 
chemicals of a similar nature used for similar purposes NPPD 
is the one with which we are most concerned, the one which in 
fact appears to have been used most frequently We will now, 
given what we know about Soviet activities over the past 
months, clearly be investigating those other chemicals as well 


Q The same way, it's part of the same type of 
operation? 

a It's part of the same type of operation 

Q Chuck, there have been some questions raised 


about just how serious the health hazard is with NPPD Would 
the government make public the Ames test that was done on this 
chemical? 


A The Ames test, as probably a lot of you know by 
now, is designed to show whether or not a particular substance 
1s @ mutagen That's serious enough in itself, of course, but 
the question of whether or not it causes cancer is what now has 
to be determined through animal studies fhere is a 
correlation between the Ames test and the fact of a substance 
causing cancer in human beings So that I'm not sure, in tact. 
that the results of the Ames test in detail are of any great 
utility Suffice it to say that the Ames test results were 
positive, strongly positive; therefore, the necessity to 
examine the possibility of this causing cancer in humans 1° 
completely warranted 


Q Haven't tests been done on mice. and the toxicity 
of this chemical been determined to be fairly low - extremely 
low, in fact? 

A On - 

Q Mice 

A With this 


q NPP 





a -—— particular chemical? 
Q Are you aware of any such testing’? 
A I can't answer that We can look at that 


Q Who did the testing and when was it done?’ 


i) As I said yesterday, the testing on NPPD was done 
last year by the US. Government The testing was done at that 
time almost in a routine fashion. [If you recall the fashion in 
which I described the use of the compound or the substances 
over the preceding years, [ said they'd been very sporadic, 
very minute, and as a consequence, there was no reason to 
believe that there was any risk whatsoever 


But we did know, of course, of the existence of the 
chemicals They came in sort of a routine process of these 
types of compounds being tested It so happened that they came 
in for testing late last year 


Q Can you tell me which -- 


a Excuse me. “Late last year” is inaccurate -- 
simply last year 


Q Which branch of the government did the testing? 
And to get back to that question, will the results be made 
public even if they aren't particularly useful in your view? 


) [I really have no comment on which branch As to 
whether or not the results will be made public, to the best of 
my knowledge now, probably not; but we'll keep that under 
advisement It's conceivable that we could do (inaudible) 

Q And for instance, will they be made public to 
American families in the Soviet Union who are particularly 


concerned about the health facts? 


a I can only answer that to say that the medica! 
authorities and the people in Moscow will try to be as 
forthcoming as possible with the families in the community 

Q Is there any reason why you can't give us the 
names of the people who performed the tests? 

n { have no rvason to give you 


. We're asking 











6 
“ I have no reason 
Q So you won't? 
o [ won't 
Q And you won't tell us if it was NI #. or where? 
“ No 
Q Chuck, since you made that announcement 


yesterday, overnight did you have any requests from any 
friendly countries or the Western allies to share the 
information and the results of your tests with them to discover 
such things that might be going on in the rest of Europe or 
some other areas?’ 


a Again, as I said yesterday, we volunteered te 
brief foreign missions in Moscow who may have been subjected to 
the same sort of tactic by the Soviets As a consequence, 
those people are informed at this point as to the nature of the 
potential threat 


Q Just Moscow? I mean, you're not talking -- you 
said that you discovered some case in the United States 
You're not going to brief foreign diplomats here in this 
country about that? 


a I'm sure there will be a continuing number of 
exchanges, but I'm not going to lay out for you a consultative 
program with all of our allies or other people around the world 








Q But can you tell us whether, in fact, any of the 
other embassies have said, “Yes, we'd like to hear what you've 
got to say.” and have been briefed 


a They certainly have been briefed 

Q Could you tell us -- 

a Yes «- 

a) -- which embassies’ 

a I'll look into that I assume it was a pretty 
wide sampling of all of, certainly, the NATO Embassies, but [I'm 
sure other neutral non-aligned embassies I don't know that, 


but I'll look into that 


Q Getting back to the question of mutagenicity, as 
you know, reporters have had a fair amount of difficulty 
finding out much about this stuff Cac you be more specific 


about mutagenicity? Aare we talking about cells within the 
individual that could become cancerous. or are we talking about 
one's kids three generations down the road’ 4 


$n 


a r—<“—i—s—s—s—sOCS 








4 No, I don't know the answer to that question. [ 
can only say that the Ames test is based upon tests on 
bacterial systems, and I am not sure that one can answer the 
kind of questions you're asking until the more in-depth studies 
using animals have been done, that simply based on the Ames 
test alone one cannot make a prediction as to the relative 
potency of muta -- [ can't say that word. 


In any case, I would also point out, however, that 
it's not just a question of, if you will, how powerful this 
particular compound is, but it's also a question of exposure; 
and that's why the team is going out to Moscow in the near 
term, in order to examine that question as well, because 
hopefully, even though it could be dangerous, should it prove 
to be carcinogenic, for example, it could still be the case 
that the exposure levels are sufficiently minute as to pose no 
health risk. And we certainly hope that will turn out to be 
the case. 


And as our doctors, I believe, informed our people 
yesterday, we don't believe there is any reason at this point 
to have any great concerns for health. And I would emphasize 
once again that it's the principle of the matter, however, that 
these chemicals were applied to our people that concerns us. 


Q Chuck, how will you ever determine what the 
exposure level was? I understand this stuff is long-lasting, 
but you said it does wear off eventually 


a It does, and that's going to be a tough problem 
But the people are going to have to go out, look at the living 
environment, the conditions IT won't deny that that 18 guing 


to be a tough call, but they'll do it to the best of their 
ability 


Q How about those who've returned from posts in the 
Soviet Union? How will they be informed? How will they be 
tested? Have they made contact, or has the Department 
contacted them so far - those people here in this country? 

A The Department will be briefing those who are 
here in the building with the same kind of Lnformation that 
those people in Moscow were provided In addition, the 


information which has been made avatlable tin Moscow and here on 
this podium has been largely diffused to the rest of our 
diplomatic posts throughout the world 


In terms of what will be done because of the curred 


evaluation that Lhe wvmmediate risk is. tn fact. low, we're nol 
rushing out in the first instance to starl pulling people of | 
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the street and cdo whatever one might need to do in this case, 
but rather simply advising them of the problem, and of course, 
assuring them that as we look into this and as the studies 
progress, they will be kept fully informed. 





— Has this information been shared with the Soviet 
Union, the scientific information? And do you intend to, or 
have you simply teld them we think this stuff is dangerous? 





A Well, I'm not sure we need to share a lot of this 
scientific evidence with them. [They're the ones who created 
the compound. I'm sure they know a lot more about it than we 
do. 


Q It's not a case of, you know, "So's you're old 
man.“ —[ mean, you say there's a danger here to people's 
health. Wouldn't you want to tell the Russians -- 





2) We told them that at -- 

Q You mean, just take it on faith, you tell them, 
or would you share the tests with them? Have you -- Would you 
share this additional information with them? 

Presumably, some of this stuff is on their hands, 
too You wouldn't want ‘em to all fall down in the street, 
would you? 

A 1 would assume -- 


Q Or do you? 


A I assume that you read their articles 
that they read your articles, [ should say 


Q You mean they're going to depend on 

A Excuse ime Could [ answer the question? 

Q Yeh, but Ll hope you answer il seriously 

) They know what's going on; they know Lhe article: 
they know the chemical agent in question They're the ones who 
created this, and they're the ones who used it lhey know 
about the Ames test [ think the information is there 

They know our concerns about it's mutagen - Lim nol 
going to even try to say that word, if you want to repeal that 

- aS well as the possibility for causing cancer in humans oe 

that frankly, Ll fail to see why we should be doing more tor 


them in this case 








Ll 


Q Well, you have -- The U.S. Government itself ran 
tests to find out what dangers, and you're continuing to look 
into this. You want to find out what dangers might be involved 
in this. You know it's dangerous, you've concluded, but you 
want to know how dangerous. 


a We're beginning that process. We don't know how 
dangerous -- 


Q Right, so you didn't know it all along. 


a I think the question might be the opposite: if 
they knew it was dangerous, if they have any information on how 
dangerous it is, then they should tell us. I mean, we've known 
about this for a matter of days -- 


Q That's a different question The question is, 
did you give them evidence that it's dangerous -- 


A -~— several weeks. 


Q -~- are you sharing your information with them? 
How do you know they know it was dangerous? You didn't Find 
out yourself. 


a I've answered the question, I believe 


Q Several Members of Congress have called for 
various drastic actions to be taken against the Soviet Union 
diplomats and so on. One said that all KGB people should be 
kicked out Another said, if necessary we should close the 
embassy and so forth. 


Do you have any response to these proposals for U S 
action? 


A No, not really Our first objective in this case 
is simply to have the Soviets stop using this chemical against 
our personnel, and we expect this to occur 


Q And could [ ask you why the decision has been 
made to have Secretary Block proceed with his mission at this 
time? What is the thinking of the government in having him go 
ahead? 


i) Well, only to reiterate that | said we have 
sought to increase mutually beneficial bilateral cooperation 
with the Soviets in @ number of areas lhose contacts thal 
cooperation, 8 Linportant We simply hope the Soviets won't 


jeopardize that cooperation 
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Q Why does the United States wish to proceed with 
them under these circumstances? 


a That's the extent of my answer to that question. 
I mean, our hope is that the Soviets will take appropriate 
measures, as I've described, which is -- 


Q Chuck, can [I follow up -- 


4 -- stopping it, so that this cooperation is not 
jeopardized. 

Q One more along these lines: there's a despatch 
on some wire -- ['m not sure which; it may be TASS, [ believe 


Q They're all the same. (Laughter) 


Q -- today, saying that Soviet diplomats at their 
consulate in San Francisco were not permitted to go to a 
volleyball tournament somewhere or other, presumably in 
California? 


“4 Yes. 
Q Is it true? And if so, what is the reason? 
A The story in question is the denial of a request 


by three members of the Soviet Consulate in San Francisco to 
travel to Daly City to attend a U.S.-Soviet volleyball match at 
the Cow Palace outside of San Francisco That's your question 


Daly City is an area closed to Soviet officials The 
closed area restriction does not apply to the Soviet volleybal | 
team, but only to the Soviet consular officers in question 
Thirty years ago, we closed an equivalent part of the United 
States to Soviet officials in the U.S. after Failing to 


persuade the Soviets to lift their restrictions in the Soviet 
Union 

The Department of State grants such requests on the 
basis of reciprocity Within the past month and a half, our 


Consulate General in Leningrad has thrice been denied 
permission to travel to areas in the Soviet Union closed to 
foreiqners Given this, we found ourselves unable to approve 
Lhe Soviet Consulate's request for permission to travel to a 
closed area 


2 9F 
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We have on numerous occasions tested Soviet good will 
by granting closed area exceptions based on their assurances 
that similar exceptions would be granted for our diplomats. 
Those assurances have gone unfulfilled, and we intend to wait 
for the Soviets to make good on these promises. Any 
improvement in this area must be reciprocal. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
& Yes. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to one of Don's earlier 
questions on the various pieces of legislation? Why does the 
State Department oppose the Leahy Amendment which would require 
parity in the sizes of the diplomatic staffs in the two 
countries? The Soviets have, I think, 350 or so here; we have 
200 in the Soviet Union. 


4 Rather than try and answer that off-the-cuff, I 
can look into that. I've been briefed on that, but it's been 
some months ago now, and I'd prefer to be more accurate with 
the facts, so I prefer to come back to you on that one 


Q Back to the Congressmen for one more minute, 
several of them had a variety of suggestions ranging from 
closing the embassy to imposing sanctions. I'm just wondering 


if any of those are under consideration by the State Department 


A l'm not going to speculate to any extent as to 
what we will do or what we won't do. Our basic concern right 
now 1s that the Soviets react -- that they stop using the 


chemical 


-- MORE 
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Q Chuck, how would you characterize what should be 
the incentive for the Soviets to stop doing what they have been 
doing? Just having better relations with the United States or 
some specific actions? I mean, I know you won't talk about 
what we may or may not do, but what should their incentive be 
to stop this? 


os I think it ought to be the concern for the safety 
and welfare of American diplomatic personnel in Moscow. 


Q Well, that hasn't occurred to them before -- 

2) Pure and simply -- 

Q - obviously. 

A -- it's not normal diplomatic practice, to say 


the least, to spread chemical substances on diplomats assigned 
to your country, and there should be no motivation whatsoever, 
they should simply stop doing what they've been doing. 


Q If we were so worried about the humanitarian 
aspects of this -- we knew the stuff was car -- mutagenet -- 
whatever -- last year; we knew that they had stepped up the use 


of it last spring, several months ago. Why wasn't all of this 


hoo-ha going on two/three months ago? 





A Unfortunately, 


Q Where 


your chronology falls down 


does it fall down? 


A As [ say, the evidence was accumulated in the 
spring and summer You don't suddenly one day rush in and say, 
ah, we Found it everywhere. fhe more likely scenario is that 
you build a pattern of usage And it's only after a period of 
time that that pattern of usage becomes evident; that what we 
have here 16 not the sporadic cases that we had had in the pas| 
but, rather, widespread use 

Q Chuck, has any foreiaqn embassy or country told 
the U.S either before or after yesterday's announcement, that 
they, too, have detected these substances among their personne] 
or at their Facilities? 

A Not to my knowledge 

A) On the point you just made about the chronology, 
could we request l think there's a ‘tot of contusion in a lot 
of minds and uncertainty about what hippened when 

Could you see if you could construct a chronoloay of 
definite dates, such as the Ames test of last year? txeactly 
when was the Ames Test results? When was the first alert 


tw -*) « 
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the Department or the Embassy this spring that it was being 
used? When was the conclusive judgment reached which was 
referred to yesterday and presented to the Department that it 
had been widespread use -- presenting the policy question 


It doesn't seem to me that the times at which these 
things happened should pose any great difficulty on the part of 
the government, and [ think it would answer a lot of questions 
that people have 


A [I'll look into it. 
Marvin? 


Q There were a number of statements yesterday, out 
of the White House in California, suggesting that the KGB was 
functioning on its own, and somehow ought to be reined in by 
the communist party authorities. Do you know that to be a 
fact, or was that speculation on the part of Mr. Speakes? 


Aa I guess I would say informed speculation. This 
very, very strong assumption is that this sort of activity is 
carried out by the KGB. There is plenty of evidence for that. 
And, as he said, and as I would strongly emphasize, regardless 
of who did it, the Soviet authorities bear the ultimate 
responsibility for it. There's no question about that, and 
that's why our protest has gone to the Soviet authorities. 


Q But there was an implication in the statements 
yesterday that the KGB was functioning on its own without the 
authority of the communist party, which is an odd formulation, 
and [ was just wondering what there is to back that up? 


A I really can't clarify any further what he may 
have been intending 


Q Just to be clear on the timing question, are you 
saying that the announcement yesterday is in no way linked Lo 
any other events Like the ASA! business or the coming summit or 


any other factor? 
A l am, categorically 


Q So those things were not taken into consideration 
in making the announcement yesterday? 


Q Categorically 

() Chuck - somewhat belated there's a report in 
the newspaper this morning of summit planning being done by a 
commission or committee within the qovernment, co chaired by 


Mr. Regan and Mr. McFarlane 
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Does that mean that the policy planning for the summit 
will be handled under those two fellows’ lead or will State 
have a co-share -- Mr. Shultz have some equal share in planning 
policy? 


a I'm not aware of the formal structure of this 
organization you may be referring to. But, clearly, in 
formulating the approach to the summit, the Secretary has 
played and will continue to play a primary role 


Q Chuck, another related question. There is a 
report that we've been hearing that the Fer -- [ think probably 
in San Francisco -~ is recommending a reciprocal closing of the 


Leningrad and San Francisco consulates, to remove the San 
Francisco consultate as a cover for espionage activity on the 
West Coast. 





Do you have any comment on that? Do you know anything 
about that? Is any such thing under consideration? 


4 I have nothing on that whatsoever 

Q Could you take the question, or -- 

“4 I'll look into it. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Can you (inaudible) back about Daly City, do you 


know when the refusal was made, and when the volleyball 
tournament is or was? 


A No 

Q Can you find out? 

A [ suppose [ can find out 

Q About the refusal, particularly? 

A Do you want the scores, too, someune said? 

Q No, I don't care 

Q Ihere's a report on the wires today, a FHIS wire 
that a US. team is heading to Moscow to check out microphones 
that have been found in the walls of the new US) tLmbassy 
that's under construction there Can you comment on that? 











a I have nothing on that. In any case, we wouldn't 
comment on intelligence matters. 


Q One more on the chemical problem. One of the 
reasons that some people expressed skepticism about the State 
Department's version of the event was the doubts that have come 
up subsequent to the State Department charges about yellow rair 


Specifically, has the Department responded to the 
publication in Scientific American of their findings? 





A I don't believe I was ever asked that question. 
I am prepared to answer it, if you want, or I'll post it. I 
don't have it with me today, but [ did carry it around for a 
number of days when that issue had come out. 


Q Okay, well, yes. 


a If you want me to use it orally tomorrow, I'll be 
happy to. Otherwise -- 


Q If you can supply it after this briefing, it'll 
be fine. 

Q Another area? 

i) I can tell you the gist of it, however, which is, 
we stand by our decision. What had been circulated as [ 
believe in this most recent article -- if we're referring to 
the same article -- are warmed-over stories of the same sort 


that were talked about in the past. But I can tell you that 
the thrust of our answer is that we don't see anything to these 
claims advanced in Scientific American. 





In the back? 


Q Do you have any readout on the Soviet Union 
attitude toward the recent U.S. efforts on the peace process in 
the Middle East, like Ambassador Murphy's mission? tspecially 


some -- many - a few Palestinian leaders and Lebanese leaders 
have been visiting Moscow recently who are opposed to the peace 
process? 

A No, [I have nothing, in fact l suppose you 
should ask the press briefing at the Soviet MFA lL don't have 
anything -- 

Q Are they putting obstacles in your efforts, or 
are they cooperating Like they are in the agricultural Fields? 


a) lL have nothing for you on that 
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Q Chuck, do you have any comment on Prime Minister 
Shimon Peres' saying that failure to promote the peace process 
may lead to a new [sraeli -- Arab-Israeli war? 


a No, I don't 
Q Do you share his pessimism on that? 


a I wouldn't want to characterize our position As 
you know, Ambassador Murphy has just come bacx. He is 
consulting, and we'll see what comes of those consultations as 
to what our evaluation is. 


Q Chuck, is the United States Government 
contributing any more money to the settlement program of the 
Ethiopian Jews in Israel? 


ne I don't know the answer to that question 

Q Can you look through this; can you look into it? 
4 Okay. 

Q Do you have anything on this morning's report of 


an apparent change in the Administration's position on 
sanctions against South Africa? 


A Referring to what, in specific? 

Q I'm referring to the Post story this morning that 
says that Reagan plans to veto the bill but he is going through 
Executive action to Limit comput - willing to limit computer 


sales and some loans? 


a No Simply to say that the President has not yet 
made a decision, and that it would be inappropriate to counent 
until a bill reaches his desk 


Q Chuck, on that same issue, what - ['m sorry 

A Go ahead 

Q It 15 a follow-on What elements can you 
redefine for us what elements of the pending Congressional bi)) 
the U.S. considers constructive and not punitive sanctions? 

ft) No, [I never have and [ can't now 

QQ I thought that the Administration was on record 
saying that certain elements of the bill were constructive? 


hy 

/ 
ft 
\ 
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a (No response. ) 
Q You can't answer that? 


o I have no further comments on that. [ think that 
when the question was asked yesterday, it asked was in 
reference to a BACKGROUNDER -- or a -- was it ON-—THE-RECORD? 


Q Maybe (inaudible). 


a Okay. In any case, my response was simply to 
point out the totality of those comments, which included the 
comments you made reference to in addition to what ['ve just 
said, in addition to the fact that the President reiterated his 
opposition, continuing opposition, to punitive sanctions. And 
beyond that general characterization of the position, and the 
fact that the iseue is not before us and won't be a live issue 
until the President gets that bill on his desk, then I'm not 
going to speculate any further as to what we might do or he 
might do, or might not do. 


Q You always refer to them as “punitive sanctions,” 
and it strikes me that's a distinction you're trying to draw 
between some other kind of sanctions that might not be punitive 
-- that could be considered by the Administration to be 
constructive sanctions, if you will 


Are Limits on computer sales considered a punitive 
sanction? 


A I'll leave that as your definition For us, 
punitive sanctions and sanctions are the same thing 


Q Chuck, one more question on that, if L may Your 
language here seems to rule out any sort of action of that kind 
by the Administration specifically on such things as computer 
sales and sanctions against countries -- against Firms that do 
not adhere to the Sullivan principles before the President qets 
the bill 


Are you saying specifically that the President wil! 
not act on any such matters until he gets a bill From Congress? 


i) L'm saying he has not made a decision, and that 
we're not going to have any comment until he gets a bill From 
the Congress 


Q Wail a minute, Chuck, you just said as far as you 
are concerned, sanctions and punitive sanctions are the same 
thing? 
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“ I'm saying I would not go to any elaborate 
exercise to try tec draw some distinction between those two for 
the purposes of determining some change in policy. 


Q Well, the only reason I'1 reacting to it is 
because McFarlane has twice drawn a distinction between the 
two, but you appear unwilling to do so? 


a I have nothing further that I could help you with 
on that, unfortunately. 


Q Chuck, can you shed any light on reports that 
Syria may have been behind the shooting of an Israeli diplomat 
in Cairo? 


fe Only to say that *o the best of our knowledge we 
have no information that would substantiate that assertion 


Q So that's not necessarily a view shared by 
officials in this building? 


A I'm simply saying exactly what I said -~ we have 
no information that would substantiate that assertion. 


Q Do you have any comment on Syria's role now in 
Lebanon, in getting these parties together and telling them to 
knock off the viclence? 


a Very simply, that we welcome any steps that would 
bring a return of law and order and an end to the dreadful 
violence that's occurring in Lebanon 


Q Do you think the Syrians can bring an end to the 
war in Lebanon? 


a This 186 starting to sound repetitive Don't | 
answer this question every two days fur you? (laughter) 


Syria has, of course, considerable influence in 
Lebanon [t's a@ major actor there We welcome Syria's eltorts 
to use its influence constructively 


Q But only a follow up Do you think that it is 
it will not - I mean, ‘hey can achieve where you failed, 1 
mean the - 

2) I'm not willing to speculate on what they can and 
can't do [t's only our hope that sumeone can achieve that, 
and if the Syrians can do it, then we hope they'll do so 


MORE - " 
a. 
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Q Chuck, there are reports from Tel Aviv that Mr. 
Shultz promised Mr. Peres that he will not meet personally with 
a joint Jordanian/Palestinian delegation, and that he reassured 
Mr. Peres personally also through the new Ambassador, Mr. 
Pickering, U.S. Ambassador. What do you comment on that? 


a I have no comment on alleged diplomatic exchanges 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the reopening 
of the murder trial against Archbishop Romero in £] Salvador’? 


o Yes, I do. President Ouarte has committed his 
government to improving the human rights environment, reforming 
the judicial system, and pursuing the investigation of several! 
unresolved murder cases in £1 Salvador. 


We see this latest court action as a step in the 
process of fulfilling this commitment. We fully support 
President Ouarte's efforts to bring the murderers of Archbishop 
Romero to justice. 


Q Do you have any reason to believe that this will 
get further than the other two prominent cases, the Las Hojas 
massacre, and the killing of the AFILD workers which have both 
met serious setbacks under Duarte's administration? 


a I really have no information with which even to 
speculate on that question 


Q Can you say whether or not the US. requested . 
specifically requested an opening -- reopening of the 
investigation into this incident? 


A Romero? 
Q The Romero killing 
A [ don't know 


Q Will you look at it? 


A ['ll take a look 

Q The Syrian Defense Minister in an interview has 
said that President Assad will have good news in the next few 
days on the remaining seven hostages D» you have eny commen! 


on that? 
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a No, I don't. Obviously, good news would be 
welcome, and if it can be produced by President Assad and the 
Syrians, we welcome it 


Q Senator Jesse Helms, when he was visiting Israel, 
he called for the signing of a defense pact between the United 
States and Israel Does the United States Government have any 
thoughts about his call for signing a pact? 


A No 

Q Political pact? 
“ No We haven't 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 

















August 22, 1985 


-osted 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUG. 22./998§S” NOON PRESS BRIZTFING 
USSR: Travel Denial 





Can you give us the date of the request for travel, the 

date of the game and proposed travel, and the date of our 

refusal to allow Soviet diplomats to attend a volleyball 

game in the San Francisco area? 

-- THE DATE OF THE REQUEST WAS AUGUST 13- THE REQUEST 
WAS RECEIVED ON AUGUST 14. 

-- THE DATE OF PROPOSED TRAVEL AND THE DATE OF THE 


SPORTING EVENT WAS AUGUST 23. 


oo THE REQUEST WAS DENIED ON AUGUST 20. 











Posted: Aug. 23, 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 22, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


USSR: FBI RUMORS TO CLOSE SOVIET CONSULATE 





Can you comment on rumors that the FBI has recommended we 
close the Soviet consulate in San Francisco? 


WE DON'T COMMENT ON RUMORS. 


1985 








TAKEN QUESTION 


1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


rT? 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE THURSDAY, AUGUS 


~ 


Q: Do you have any comment on the renewed claims by Dr. Matt 
Meselson and others in Scientific American that “Yellow Rain* 
is bee feces? 





A: <-~- WE FIND NOTHING ‘NEW IN THIS PAPER. 


-- THIS THEORY TO EXPLAIN CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WARPARE 
ATTACKS IN APGHANISTAN, LAOS AND KAMPUCHEA WAS PIRST 
ADVANCED IN MAY 1983 BY THE SAME SCIENTISTS. 


-- WE STATED THEN THAT SUCH A THEORY IGNORES, AND IS 
INCONSISTENT WITH, THE LARGE BODY OF SCIENTIFIC AS WELL 
AS OTHER FACTUAL EVIDENCE. THIS EV:2ENCE HAS BEEN 
PRESENTED BY THE UNITED STATES, BY OTHER NATIONS AND BY 
OTHER PRIVATE RESEARCHERS AND HAS BE<N ON THE PUBLIC 


RECORD FOR SEVERAL YEARS. 








-- THE RECORD ON THIS ISSUE IS CLEAR. THE UNITED STATES 
HAS SUBJECTED BOTH ITS EVIDENCE AND ITS CONCLUSIONS TO 
EXTENSIVE REVIEW AND ANALYSIS BY INDEPENDENT 


AUTHORITIES IN THE FIELD AS WELL AS GOVERNMENT EXPERTS. 


-- OUR CONCLUSIONS STAND. CHEMICAL AND TOXIN WEAPONS HAVE 





BEEN USED IN SOUTHEAST ASIA AND AFGHANISTAN. 
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THE FACT THAT BEES DEFECATE, CAUSING YELLOW sPoTs, 
SIMPLY DOES NOT EXPLAIN WHY PEOPLE HAVE BECOME SICK AND 
HAVE DIED AFTER CHEMICAL ATTACKS OR WHY TOXINS HAVE 
BEEN FOUND IN BIOMEDICAL SAMPLES. 


WHILE WE HAVE ENCOURAGED PEOPLE AND NATIONS TO 
INVESTIGATE THE SITUATION ON THEIR OWN, WE ALSO BELIEVE 
THAT IN DRAWING THEIR CONCLUSIONS THEY SHOULD TAKE PULL 
ACCOUNT OF THE EXTENSIVE BODY OF EXISTING INFORMATION. 
THIS IS HOW PROBLEMS AND ISSUES INCLUDING THOSE WITH 
ASPECTS INVOLVING SCIENCE ARE NORMALLY ADDRESSED. 


WE DO NOTE, HOWEVER, THAT THE AUTHORS ARE VERY CAREFUL 
IN NOT EXTENDING THEIR CONCLUSIONS TO DENY THAT 
CHEMICAL WEAPONS HAVE BEEN USED IN THOSE COUNTRIES. 
THEY HAVE NOT CHALLENGED THE ENTIRE BODY OF EVIDENCE, 
JUST THE SAMPLES CONTAINING YELLOW SPOTS. THESE 
SAMPLES ARE ONLY A SMALL FRACTION OF THE EVIDENCE. 


Q: You mentioned the bee theory is inconsistent with existing 
data and factual evidence. What is some of tnis evidence? 


A: -- 


THIS EVIDENCE IS DOCUMENTED IN SEVERAL REPORTS ISSUED 
PREVIOUSLY BY THE UNITED STATES AS WELL AS THOSE 
STATEMENTS BY OTHER INDEPENDENT RESEARCHERS AND NATIONS 
TO INCLUDE CANADA, FRANCE AND THAILAND AS WELL AS THE 
REPORT OF THE INVESTIGATION CONDUCTED BY THE UNITED 


NATIONS IN 1982. 








-- THIS EVIDENCE INCLUDES: 





--- EYE WITNESS ACCOUNTS OF ATTACKS BY VICTIMS AND 





TESTIMONY BY MEDICAL AND RELIEP WORKERS, 
JOURNALISTS, DEPECTORS, PRIVATE U.S. AND POREIGN 
CITIZENS AND GOVERNMENT OFPICIALS; 


--- DATA PROM OTHER SAMPLES -- BODY FPLUIDS AND TISSUES 





ANALYZED FOLLOWING THE AUTOPSY OF VICTIMS WHICH 
HAVE CONPIRMED THE PRESENCE OF TRICOTHECENE 
MYCOTOXINS, OR THEIR METABOLITES; 


--- DIRECT INTERVIEWS WITH ATTACK VICTIMS BY MEDICAL 





PERSONNEL; 


--- INFORMATION FROM SENSITIVE INTELLIGENCE SOUCES; AND 





--- ANALYSIS OF TOXIN RESIDUES ACTUALLY FOUND IN THE 








AREA OF ATTACKS. 





Q: Have any department officials talked with either of the 
Hacvacd scientists? Were you aware of theirc findings? 


A: == YES TO BOTH QUESTIONS. 
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Q: are the charges that laboratory analysis findings are a 


result of laboratory contamination true? 


A: -- QUESTIONS SUCH AS THIS ARE BETTER DISCUSSED WITHIN THE 


SCIENTIFIC COMMUNITY. 


-- FOR OUR PART, THE SCIENTISTS WE HAVE ASKED TO ANALYZE 
SAMPLES ENJOY A WORLD-WIDE REPUTATION OF BEING ©” 
POREMOST EXPERTS IN THEIR PIELD. THEY ARE PULL) 
TECHNICALLY QUALIFIED AND COMPETENT TO CONDUCT SUCH 


ANALYSIS. 


-- WE ARE CONFIDENT THAT THEY HAVE PROVIDED THE UNITED 


STATES WITH RELIABLE ‘INFORMATION. 











POSTED: August 22, 1333 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, August 22, 1985 


EL SALVADOR: U.S. REQUEST FOR ROMERO CASE INVESTIGATION? 





Q: Did the United States Government ask President Duarte to 
reopen the Romero case investigation? 
A: -- The responsibility for pursuing the 
investigation of the murder of Archbishop Romero is a 
Salvadoran matter. As we have stated previously, and 
repeatedly communicated to the Government of El Salvador, 
the United States supports vigorous prosecution of this 
case. The initiative just taken by the Salvadoran 


Attorney General, however, was not prompted bv any United 


States Government request. 





Posted: Aug.22 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of August 22, 1985 


ISRAEL: ETHIOPIAN JEWS 





: Is the US Government contributing any more money to the 
ettlement program of Ethopian Jews in Israel? 


A: --The Department of State is providing over $15 million in 
FY 1985 to the United Israel Appeal. These funds are used 
in Israel by the Jewish Agency for the resettlement and 


absorption of refugees, including those from Ethiopia. 
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DPC #150 


FRIDAY, AUGUST 23, 1985, 12:18 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. Questions? 


Q Do you have any information on Ellen 
Johnson-Sirleaf of Liberia? 


A. Yes, I do, if I could just have a second. 


As we understand it, the closed military trial of Mrs. 
Johnson Sirleaf began August 20th. The Minister of Justice, 
Jenkins Scott, announced prior to the trial that Mrs. 
Johnson-Sirleaf would be tried on charges of sedition, which, 
according to Liberian sedition laws, is punishable by a maximum 
of five years imprisonment. 


The United States Government has expressed strong 
concern to the Government of Liberia that Mrs. Johnson-Sirleaf 
and others that have been arrested should receive fair 
treatment, including prompt due process of law. 


We are following closely Mrs. Johnson-Sirleaf's trial 
and the continued detention of others and will continue to 
express our deep concern about due process and free and fair 
elections in Liberia. 


Q Is that a note from the Secretary of State? 


be Excuse me, is what a note from the Secretary of 
State? 


Q You said the United States has expressed its 
strong concern. 


be Our concern is normally expressed through 
diplomatic channels, which means our Embassy carries out the 
instruction. 


ABS56 





Q Okuy. 


Q The West German spy-catcher defection, can you 
give us a damage assessment as it affects the United States? 


‘ No, I have nothing for you on that. Clearly the 
West German Government is following that closely, but I have 
nothing I can add. 


Q Did you see the Izvestia claim that the CIA was 
somehow behind the chemical incident? I think it just moved. 


6 No, I did not. I think that goes to an element 
of our statement last night which is that it's regretful, 
distressing, that the Soviets don't seem to be able to face the 
unpleasant facts in a forthright manner and attempt to cover 
the misdeeds of their own officials by making accusations 
against others. 


Q When do you expect that medical team to go? 


A I can only estimate, but in the very near future, 
perhaps as early as next week. 


Q How do you react to opinions that your 
disclosures are meant to lower our expectations for the 
November summit? 


a Well, first of all, I said yesterday very 
categorically that the United States had absolutely no 
intention of attempting to sabotage the summit, that the timing 
of our announcement was based purely on our understandable 
humanitarian concern for our employees in the Soviet Union. 


I think it's useful to recall that this Administration 
has always based its policy toward the Soviet Union on a 
realistic assessment of Soviet behavior. 


As the Secretary noted in his speech to the Rand/UCLA 
Center last year, "A sustained and sound relationship ... will 
confront the fact that the Soviets can be expected periodically 
to do something abhorrent to us or threaten our interests." 


The use of chemical tracking agents is such a case, 
and, of course, we will do what is necessary to make it stop. 











The President has made clear that we want to chart a 
course for the future that will allow us to resolve concrete 
problems and put U.S.-Soviet relations on a sounder footing. 


We intend to pursue this course, but we never expected 
it to be easy. The effort will require patience, steadiness of 
purpose, and a clear recognition of the difficulties involved. 


We intend to proceed with the Geneva meeting, the 
meetings with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, and other planned 
parts of the bilateral relationship. 


We intend to address the serious and far-reaching 
issues that exist between us and the Soviet Union. Those 
issues will inevitably be raised in the September meetings with 
Foreign Minister Shevardnadze, as well as in other U.S.-Soviet 
exchanges. 


Q Do you have any response to the American Foreign 
Service Association's request for increased differential pay 
for Moscow diplomats? 


i No, I do not. I think it is up to the Department 
administration to respond first and foremost to its employees 
before anyone at this podium attempts to do that. 


I would only say that I'm confident that the 
Department will examine closely and with the necessary concern 
the questions put before it. 


Q South africa? 
a South africa. 


Q Regarding the continuing state of emercency in 
South Africa, do you see that as lending itself to p-ogress in 
what you have called preliminary negotiations in tha’ country 
between all sides, or taking away from the chances for success 
in any negotiations at this stage? And also a comment on the 
latest violence in which six blacks, I believe, died? 


a Only to say that, as always, it is regretful that 
this violence continues. That has been our approach in our 
dealings with the situation in South Africa. That's why we 
have urged the beginning of a process of negotiation which will 
lead away from violence, lead to a peaceful solution that will 
lead to an end to apartheid. 











We have been disappvinted not only by the continuation 
of the violence but by the fact that we have not seen the kind 
of progress we would have liked to have seen at this point in 
moving toward this peaceful solution which we still hope is 
possible, and I would close by saying that there is a need for 
the South African Government, as I have said before, to clarify 
its intentions and to initiate negotiations with the various 
communities in South Africa on an agenda leading to an endi 
of apartheid and a political system based on a consent of al 


South africans. 
-— MORE -—- 











Q How about on the continuing state of emergency, 
how does that play itself into the situation there? 


a That's an important part of the problea. We have 
said a number of times that we would like to see the South 
African Government end the state of emergency. We hope that 
the situation will evolve in such a way that that's possible. 


Q On Peru, a couple of questions: first, on the 
suspension of foreign aid to Peru. A couple of weeks ago, I 
was given to understand that there was some movement expected 
in that situation. Has there been any change? 


“ I don't have any information available, but I'll 
look into it. 


Q And then, secondly, on President Alan Garcia's 
statement that he will limit the payment of his foreign debt to 
10 percent of the income generated by Peruvian exports. Is 
there a position that we have with regards to that? 


te That's a statement that aoes back. what, several 
weeks now. 

re) Yes. 

“ And I can have something for you. 

Q Chuck, do you have any concern on the growing 


tension between Libya and Egypt and Tunisia, because of the 
deporting of more than 100,000 workers there? 


6 Very limited remarks in effect, only to say that 
l can't offer you any explanation for what may have motivated 
Qadaffi in taking these actions; that, particularly in the case 
of Tunisia, Tunisia's economic burdens will be increased as a 
result of these actions; and that is thus a cause of concern 
for the Tunisian Government. 


This action by the Qadaffi regime is yet another 
indication of Libya's unreliability as a responsible player in 
regional economic and political affairs. 


Q Do you have any comment on the spate of stories 
appearing that the Murphy trip turned out to be a flop? 


Q What was that question? 


- 














A The question was, if I could paraphrase it, was 
the Murphy mission a failure? 


(Laughter) 
Q Close enough. 


a No. As I said -- as I've said, I think, a number 
of times, we certainly don't regard it as a failure. As we've 
said many times before, we're engaged in a process, and a 
process is, by its very nature, going to be incremental, and 
it's unlikely that there will be dramatic breakthroughs. The 
process, however, continues, and we are considering next 
steps. Unfortunately, I am not going to speculate on what 
those steps may be. 


Q Will he brief President Reagan -- I mean Murphy, 
will he go to the West Coast to brief -- 


A Ambassador Murphy is engaging in consultations 
with key Administration officials. 


Q Is he here cr on the West Coast? 


A He's on the West Coast. But I'm not referring to 
your question of whether or not he's seeing the President; he 
will be talking with the Secretary. 


Q Going back to the Soviet powder, what can you do 
to stop the Soviets from using the powder? 


a What can we do to stop it? 
Q Yes. 


A First of all, we hope they heed our demarche, and 
they stop it. They, obviously, have the ultimate control in 
their own hands, which is to stop using it -- and we hope 
they've done so. 


Clearly, it's a difficult problem. It is difficult to 
detect. What we will have to do is continue to monitor to see 
if it is continuing to be used. If that continues, of course, 
then we'll have to express our concern once again. Beyond 
that, other than making our employees aware of the situation 
and increasing the level of our own vigilance against this 
particular threat, I believe there's not much else we can do 
except ask in the strongest terms that the Soviet Union cease 
forthwith. 





Q As far as you know, is the Soviet Union the only 
country that's using the powder? 


A To the best of my knowledge. 


Q Chuck, is the U.S. concerned about this spy 
situation unfolding in West Germany -- whether U.S. secrets 
might have been compromised in this situation? 


a At this point, I have no further comment on that 
unfolding situation. As a general rule -- and this would 
certainly be applicable in this case because the Federal 
Republic is a member of NATO, for example, as well as an 
important bilateral partner of the United States -- there will 
be close consultations in order to determine what damage may 
ultimately be determined to have been done to our interests. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Do you have any comment on the Contras setting up 
of a human rights organization and Red Cross? 


a Yes, I do. We welcome the reported decision by 
the FON and UNO to establish a mechanism for both education of 
troops on human rights and for oversight of actions by 
individuals in the field. 


We believe the action was taken in recognition of 
abuses that have occurred in the past and as a result of the 
sensitivity of resistance leaders to this issue. It has long 
been the policy of the FON to condemn such violations and the 
new organizations should give them a means to improve the 
record of their own forces in this area. 


Concerning the United States position, the leaders of 
the resistance are well aware of the depth of feeling in this 
country and elsewhere on the issue of human rights. The U.S. 
views on the matter may have played a role in the decision. 
However, the leaders of the Nicaraguan resistance are 
themselves sensitive to the importance of ensuring that their 
forces are not guilty of human rights abuses. 


Q When you say that the U.S. views may have played 
arole, this seems phrased ambiguously. Does that mean that we 
advised them to do this or we suggested that they do this? 


a That's meant to say simply that our position on 
this issue is so well known publicly that it could well have 
been taken into account by anyone in the region in making such 
a determination. 


Q How do you evaluate the reported -- the Post 
quoting the military commander Bermudez saying that they 
basically cannot take care -- they cannot take prisoners in the 
field in Nicaragua? I mean, if part of the idea of this is 
that they will turn over prisoners to the Red Cross and yet the 
military commander says that that's impossible to do, doesn't 
that cast a doubt -- 


6 I can't comment on the operational circumstances 
that you are citing. Our hope would be that prisoners are 
treated as required by international law. 


And what about any comment on the reports that 
they executed 11 Sandinista militia men two weeks after the 
organizations were formed in the attack on Cuapa? 


be I don't have anything on that. 














Q Could we have a copy of the first statement that 
you -- 


A That was a combination of several things which I 
wove together. 


Yes? 


Q Have the United States and the Soviet Union 
pledged to each other that when the United States talks to the 
PLO, that the USSR, the Soviet Union, will restore diplomatic 
relations with Israel per the talks which were held last -- a 
few months ago in Geneva between Mr. Polykov and Mr. Murphy? 


a As always, I don't speculate on alleged 
diplomatic exchanges or agreements or arrangements. 


Q Tomorrow's meeting in Colombia, the eight-nation 
meeting, some people -- there have been some reports that 
diplomats expect strong criticism of U.S. pressure on 
Nicaragua. What would you like to see come out of this 
meeting? Do you think there will be this criticism? 


A I wouldn't want to predict what those nations are 
going to do. I would limit my remarks simply to saying that 
the United States continues to support the Contadora process as 
the best means of achieving a comprehensive and fully 
verifiable settlement of the problems of the region. 


The basis of such a settlement is the 21-point 
Document of Objectives which addresses the areas of national 
sovereignty, democratization, internal reconciliation, and 
control of armaments, armed forces and foreign military 
advisers. 


Q The Ethiopian, Dawit, has been in the building 
seeing people over the last couple or three days. Have you got 
any readout for us on that? 

A No, I don't. 


Q Kiribati has apparently signed its fishing 
agreement with the Soviet Union. Got anything on that? 


A No, I don't. 
(Laughter) 


Q Chuck, do you have -- does the State Department 
have any position why the talks about the future of Taba were 
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postponed between Egypt and Israel, and do you have an idea 
when will they be resumed? 


a The answer is no to both questions. I do not. 


Q Any comments on the statement by the Vietnamese 
Foreign Minister about removing troops from Cambodia in 19907 


A I believe he was quoted as saying the time is 
ripe. Our response would be that the time has been ripe for 
too long for this to have occurred; that while we will -- while 
we are certainly interested in what he has to say, that what is 
needed are really deeds rather than words. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 























POSTED: August 23, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, August 23, 1985 


PERU: DEBT PAYMENT 





What is your reaction to Garcia's statement regarding a 
10% limit on foreign debt payment? 


-- PRESIDENT GARCIA ANNOUNCED IN HIS INAUGURAL ADDRESS 

THAT PERU WOULD LIMIT FOREIGN DEBT PAYMENT TO 10% OF 

PERU'S EXPORT EARNINGS. HE RECENTLY ELABORATED THAT 

PAYMENT WITHIN THE 10% CAP WOULD COVER ALL OF PERU'S 
INTERNATIONAL CREDIT PAYMENTS, NOT JUST INSTALLMENTS ON 
PRIVATE BANK LOANS. THE POSITION OF THE USG HAS BEEN TO - 


EMPHASIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF NEGOTIATIONS AS A MEANS OF 


RESOLVING COUNTRIES* PAYMENTS DIFFICULTIES. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 23, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


U.S. AID TO PERU 





Q. Has there been any recent change in the situation 
regarding suspension of aid to Peru? 


A. -- WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE NEW GOVERMENT OF PERU IS TAKING 
STEPS TO DEAL WITH THE PROBLEM OF PAYMENTS ON FOREIGN 
ASSISTANCE LOANS GRANTED BY THE US GOVERNMENT IN PAST 
YEARS. THERE IS A DESIRE ON BOTH SIDES TO CLEAR UP THE 
MATTER. AS YOU KNOW, ONCE PAYMENTS ARE MORE THAN A YEAR 
OVERDUE, THEE BROOKE-ALEXANDER AMENDMENT (SEC. 518) TO THE 
FOREIGN ASSISTANCE APPROPRIATION ACT AUTOMATICALLY COMES 
INTO FORCE. WE ARE REVIEWING WITH PERUVIAN OFFICIALS THE 


DETAILS OF THE PAYMENTS DUE ON THE LOANS SO THAT THE 


ARREARAGES DO NOT BECOME A RECURRING DIFFICULTY. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. Questions? 


Q Just to clean up something left over from last 
week, do you now have a new date for the Hanoi delegation? 


A No, I don't. Due to the unavailability of key 
people in Hanoi, the POW/MIA delegation led by Assistant 
Secretary Armitage, and including Assistant Secretary 
Wolfowitz, will not be visiting Hanoi at this time. 


We are in touch with the Vietnamese concerning 
arrangements for future discussions on the POW/MIA issue. 


Q And are you convinced there are no political 
difficulties behind this? 


is We're working on this on the basis of scheduling 
problems. 


Q How did this arise if the Vietnamese agreed to 
the dates we proposed? Was there not an agreement on who would 
meet whom before the thing was made public? 


4 These arrangements are clearly difficult. In 
this case, as we said, it was a scheduling problem which arose 
concerning participation, which we hope to be able to work oul... 


Q Well, Chuck, were we under the impression that 
the scheduling arrangements had been made? 


is) It was our assumption, yes, that they had been 
made. 


Q And whom are the North Viet -- or the Vietnamese 
having trouble scheduling? 








A Well, one of the key actors in this is the 
Vietnamese Foreign Minister, Mr. Thach, and we have 
traditionally dealt with him on this issue. It's now our 
understanding that he'll be travelling to Moscow, for example, 
during the time period in question and that's why we're looking 
into rescheduling at this point. 


Q We assume that the Foreign Minister would be 
there without the Vietnamese having confirmed that he would be 
there? 


A It has been our assumption that we would be 
dealing with the Foreign Minister in this case. 


Q Do you have any information on an agreement 
reached by him in Indonesia to withdraw Vietnamese forces from 
Cambodia by 1990? And if you do, what is your impression of 
such an agreement? 


a My reaction, which I gave on Friday -- or maybe 
even Thursday -- was that the Vietnamese Foreign Minister had 
said that the time is ripe, and my remark was to the effect 
that the time was overripe, in fact, for this kind of a 
withdrawal from Cambodia; but that what was needed were not 
words but, in fact, deeds. 


Q Well, what would it mean, though, regarding any 
possibility of U.S. relations with Hanoi? Wouldn't that remove 
a major obstacle toward better relations, and wouldn't better 
relations improve your chances to get information on the MIAs? 


is) We hope to move forward on the POW/MIA issue in 
the very near future. As you're aware, the Vietnamese had made 
some statements to the effect that they wanted to resolve this 
issue over the next two years and we had agreed to meet with 
them on that basis, that we would treat the POW/MIA issue as a 
purely humanitarian concern separate from other issues, or 
other problems, which we might have. 


Concerning Cambodia, our position has always been 
clear, that until Vietnamese occupation of that country has 
ended that the prospects for improving our relationship in 
other areas are not going to go forward. So that if, in fact, 
the Vietnamese can find a way to extract themselves from that 
situation, so much the better. But I would go back then to 
what I said, that what we need are deeds and not words. 


Q But they're looking for deeds from you. They're 
looking for the United States to establish relations. Thach 








said back in March, on the crash site problem, for instance -- 
he didn't say explicitly but it was fairly implicit -- that if 
there were ties, diplomatic ties, it would be easier to address 
these problems. 


A Our position in approaching the problem is -- 


Q Your position is to wait for Vietname to make all 
the moves; is that -—- 


i) Our position is as I've just described it. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Indonesian Foreign 
Minister's comments that the MIA talks could help open the way 
for improved relations? 


a No, I do not. 


Q do you have any comment on the situation 
regarding Libya and Tunisia today? Anything new on this? 


6 I have nothing new on the situation, as such 
concerning the situation on the ground. I might, for the 
record, reiterate the position of the United States Government 
regarding Tunisia. That position was made clear publicly 
during the visit of President Bourguiba recently to the United 
States. It remains unchanged. 


President Reagan said at that time, “The U.S. remains 
firmly committed to the sanctity of Tunisia's territorial 
integrity and to the principle of non-interference in its 
internal affairs." He also said, inter alia, "Tunisia can rely 
on the continuing support and friendship of the United States." 


Q Has there been any message sent to Tunisia in the 
last week or so from Washington reaffirming this through 
diplomatic channels? 


i) We have been in close diplomatic contact with the 
Tunisians, as always -- an old friend and ally -- but I 
wouldn't comment on any specific diplomatic messages or 
exchanges. 


Q I don't know if you have any New Zealand 
Guidance. If not, maybe you can take this. 


Prime Minister Lange seems to be softening his 
position on the ship visits. He said that the confirm-or-deny 





policy will be respected. And on codifying the bill into law, 
he says -- the anti-nuclear bill -- he says, if and when it 
becomes law, it will be a government Cabinet decision, not his 
alone. 


Do we have any reaction to his latest statements? 


“ We've seen those statements. It would not be 
appropriate for us to comment on a proposal which has not, in 
fact, been introduced, and which relates to the mechanics of 
the functioning of the New Zealand Government. 


However, we should point out that from a substantive 
viewpoint, the United States remains deeply concerned with the 
inability of U.S. ships to visit New Zealand in accordance with 
our neither confirm-nor-deny policy. We continue to believe 
that such visits are essential to the continuing effectiveness 
of the ANZUS Alliance and to hope that whatever measures New 
Zealand takes will restore its traditional support of this 
important dimension of our normal Alliance relationship. 


Q Is there some compromise in the works? 
Ambassador Brown in his speech, I believe yesterday, said the 
U.S. will seriously consider the nuclear free zone proposal. 
Is there jockeying going on between the two? Do you see a 
compromise coming out of all this? 


a I would not go very far in trying to link those 
two. Our position on the nuclear free zone, that you have just 
cited, has been one that we've stated for some time, which is 
that we'll take a close look at it. But beyond that, I would 
not steer you toward making any linkage on that question. 


Q Just one last -- may I have one last follow up? 
Is the U.S. likely to propose another ship visit in the near 
future? 


a I'm not going to speculate on that. 


Q Could I just tidy the Vietnam item just a little 
bit? Have any of the Anericans -- I know the principals have 
not gone -- have any of the subordinates gone to Hanoi? 


Aa No. 


Q Is everybody holding back, in other words, until 
an arrangement is made? 


a For the moment, everyone is holding. But as I 
said, we are in contact with the Vietnamese trying to arrange 
for further discussions. 














Q The point being -- there was a suggestion from 
someone in this building -- that there may be lower-level talks 
if the senior-level talks can't be held. In other words, if 
Thach isn't there, perhaps some preliminary brush-clearing 


could be done? 


‘ As I said, we're trying to arrange for further 
discussions. 


~-MORE-- 


7 ? } 2 





Q Do you have anything on a South Africa poll 
suggesting that most blacks now favor sanctions? 


ry There have been several polls on this question in 
recent months. I would have no other comment on this most 
current one other than as reported in today's press it does 
contain conclusions which vary greatly from previous polls on 
this question. 


Our views on sanctions rests on our belief that they 
would not be effective in either ending apartheid -- in either 
bringing apartheid to an end or in helping South Africa's black 
population. Sanctions would also reduce our already limited 
influence over events in South Africa. At this time we believe 
we should not be curtailing that leverage by imposing sanctions. 


Q Do you have anything on the arrest of Bishop 
Tutu's son? 


a Not specifically, no. We don't have, I think, at 
this point sufficient information to make a judgment. But, 
nonetheless, as always we would encourage any move that would 
lead toward a peaceful negotiated settlement and would not 
further inflame the situation. 


Q Do you have any information on the damage 
actually done to Kharg Island by the latest Iraqi attack? 

Q Can we stay on South Africa? 

“ I can answer that question very quickly. No. 


Q What's the U.S. view of the planned march on the 
jail where Nelson Mandela is being held? Do you have any 
comment? 


2 I have no comments on that at this point. 

Q Well, does your comment about encouraging 
movement away from confrontation relate to that incident, that 
proposal? 


a That is a general statement which relates to the 
situation in South Africa. 


Q When will the new State Department public 
relations effort get underway regarding South Africa’ 


is) Well, to the extent that we are always involved 
in trying to inform the American public of our policies, 














explain the rationale behind them, it's an ongoing policy. 
People have been doing it for quite some time, and so in that 
sense I would say that there's nothing new. 


If you're referring to press reports that say that 
there's going to be a greater effort made, then I really don't 
have the exact timetable, but clearly that's something that 
would be applicable to the fall and winter period. 


Q Chuck, the President expressed himself as being 
opposed to punitive sanctions. Last week you used that phrase 
also, and then when pressed, said you wouldn't want to read too 
much into the distinction between a sanction and a punitive 
sanction. 


But since the President has now used that term, it 
clearly is running through the mind of the bureaucracy. What 
is the distinction in your mind between one and the other? 


a There is no distinction. 
Q There is no distinction. 


is) I think by definition a sanction is a sanction. 
It's punitive. The use of the word “punitive” is simply to 
make it very clear that sanctions are punitive. I was asked 
that question, I think, about a month ago, in fact, so that 
it's not as new as it might appear to be. 


Q Okay. 


Q Do you have anything on the reports that some of 
the diplomats in Moscow have suffered skin lesions as a result 
of the spy dust? 


fa There is no evidence to date that any Embassy 
personnel have suffered ill effects due to exposure to tracking 
agents. A special task force under the leadership of the 
National Institute of Health and Environmental Protection 
Agency has been established to conduct a thorough investigation 
into the implications of exposure to NPPD and other tracking 
agents. 


Representatives of this task force will visit Moscow 
this week. We regard this as a very serious problem and will 
take every possible measure to ensure the safety and well-being 
of all American citizens in the Soviet Union and to determine 
the full implications of the risk to which they have been 


exposed. 








Q Do you know when they're going to leave? 
6 Tomorrow. 
Q Charles, how do we react to the statements from 


the Soviet Union that we're endangering relations with the 
Soviet Union by claims like the one on the NPPD and the 
statements on the ASAT? 


A I made quite a lengthy statement on that on 
Thursday or on Friday. 


Q It came again yesterday. 


a Well, the facts remain the same and our answer 
remains the same, that no one ever said it was going to be 
easy. The Secretary himself has said that there will be 
abhorrent acts which will enter into the relationship now and 
again. 


I also said that our policy toward the Soviet Union 
has not changed; that we want a better, more sound 
relationship. In that context, we see the meeting between the 
President and General Secretary Gorbachev in November as an 
important step in the process of building that relationship. 


We have no illusions about Soviet behavior. 
Periodically they're going to do these kinds of things. The 
use of tracking agents is only the latest example. We can't 
let such actions pass. We'll defend our interests and protect 
our diplomats, but we will not be deterred in our efforts to 
put our relations on a sounder, more sustainable footing, 
sustainable for the long term. 


Q The Soviets also claim that arms control talks 
are being endangered by this. How do we react to that? 


A I think the same answer applies, that it is our 
intention to put the relationship on as sound a footing as 
possible. If we can move forward in Geneva, we'd very much 
like to. We've encouraged the Soviets on a number of occasions 
to put some specific proposals on the table at Geneva, and we 
continue to hope that they'll do so in this coming round. 


Q How many are in the task force that's going to 
Moscow, and who are they? 


a Well, the task force, as I said, is NIH and EPA. 
The numbers I'm not sure of. I think it's on the order of four 
people perhaps The kind of things that they're going to do 











there is to systematically sample residential areas, work areas 
of the Embassy, automobiles, clothing, to determine the extent 
and the level of contamination. 


Their objective is to determine whether NPPD is 
present and to quantify the levels which remain present in 
order to estimate potential human exposure to it and to devise 
a decontamination plan. 


Q Do they have to have Soviet Government 
compliance, concurrence, in order to go? In other words, did 
they have to say why they were going, and did the Soviets say, 
“Yeah, okay."? 

i) The Soviets are aware of why they're going. 

Q And they were given the necessary visas?a 

A It's hour hope that they'll have those visas. 

Q They don't have them yet. 

be No, they don't. 


Q How long do you expect the investigation to last? 


A That's hard to tell until they get there, but 
their preliminary estimate is that -- we're talking now simply 
about the on-site inspection, that has nothing to do with the 
longer term study of the results of that on-site inspection, 
but perhaps a week is the estimate of the time required in 
Moscow. 


Q Who's head of this task force? 


A It's a fellow from -- I'm not sure which agency 
he's from. I'll have to confirm whether it's NIH or EPA. 


Q Well, could we -- 


a I believe it's EPA that -- 
Q Could we get the four names? 
A I'll see if that's possible. 


Q Do you believe this to be just typically Soviet 
that the visas have been held up until the day before? 


A Yes. 





10 


Q Uh-huh. 
(Laughter) 


Q I think you said that this has been going on 
since the Seventies. Ambassador Toon said the other day that 
he wasn't aware of it, and, in fact, if it was going on and he 
wasn't told, he'd be pretty mad about that. 


Were any people in the Embassy informed during this 
dusting operation that their health was in danger or did the 
first word come at those briefings held in Moscow just a few 
days ago? 


A There was absolutely no indication until a few 
weeks ago that anyone's health was in danger. I'd refer you to 
what we said concerning usage during all of that initial time 
period up until in fact the recent past in which use was so 
sporadic and so miniscule as to be of negligible importance. 

As a consequence, there was certainly no question of a health 
hazard, and I think that's borne out in the fact that the 
quantities were so minute and sporadic that there was really no 
need for further investigation until we saw this increase in 
activity. 


Q And would you complete the thought? And what? 
And no need to inform the Ambassador that it was going on? 


a Whether or not Ambassadors have been informed or 
other people in the Embassy, I can't say. 


Q The health risk was not determined until recently. 
i) That's right. 


Q And whether even the man in charge in the Embassy 
was informed of a surveillance procedure, risk to health or 
not, you can't say. 


A As you know, when you're in the Soviet Union, and 
there have been a lot of articles that have appeared recently, 
you're subjected to many, many forms of surveillance and 
harassment and the like. Something of the magnitude of the use 
of tracking agents as existed in all these previous years would 
have amounted to such a negligible or a minor event in that 
time period as to not to have aroused undue attention on 
anyone's part. 
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Q Well, on that same line. I think that the former 
head of the CIA, Stansfield Turner, also said that he didn't 
know anything about it. Now we've got an American Ambassador 
that didn't know anything about it; we've got a head of the CIA 
that didn't know anything about it. I wonder who did know 
something about it? Could we find out exactly what the -- 
exactly who in the United States Government knew anything about 
this, let's say in the period when Stansfield Turner was head 
of the CIA and when Ambassador Toon was Ambassador to the 
Soviet Union? 


A The answer to that question is, as I have just 


stated it, that given the very minute use -- very, very 
sporadic use -- there is no reason for this to have been an 
-ssue that would have drawn -- necessarily drawn the attention 
of policy-—level officials at that time. 


Q Well, then that doesn't quite answer the 
question. Who did know about it? What have you got, a couple 
of doctors with micro copes or something that knew something 
about this? 


a I'm simply telling you that we were aware of its 
usage, very sporadic -- 


Q Well, who's "we"? 
ie) The United States Government. 
Q Well, who in the United States Government? 


a I'm not going to go any further on that one. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Why weren't chemical tests done on this when it 
was first discovered? 


a For those of you who have already heard this 
answer, here we go again: as I said on at least two previous 
occasions, because of the very, very minute and sporadic use of 
the agent, there was absolutely no reason to believe that there 
was any danger, that it was important from an intelligence 
point of view; it was simply something that had been determined 
to be there very, very randomly. As a consequence, no tests 
were done. 


After we saw what we thought was cessation --— at 
least, we had not seen any evidence at all for several years -- 
one of these particular chemicals, NPPD, came in for routine 
testing. As I understand it, the people who do this kind of 
testing have a long list of chemicals on which they are 
working. NPPD was tested. The test was known, but there was 
no reason to be concerned about it simply because the substance 
was no longer in use -- to the best of our knowledge. 


Q So you don't use chemical tests on everything 
that is found? 


a No, we do not. 


Q We could split hairs on this forever, but the 
point is, since you don't know -- you say that the medical 
people don't know the threshold of risk; they don't know how 
much would, if any amount would, cause cancer, be a health 
risk. Then how, logically, could you determine that an amount 
is negligible? 


Just a minute portion of poison -- there's no such 
thing as a negligible amount of poison. In other words, you 
don't know at what point there is damage to health, and yet you 
know there wasn't enough to get alarmed about until just a few 
days ago. 


i) You're right. We are starting to split hairs, 
but clearly, it was not -- 


Q Yeah, well there's something wrong with the State 
Department's logic. 


a It was not a poison. It was clear that it was 
not a poison, which ingested in minute quantities is going to 
kill anybody. 
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Q I'm using poison as an example. A little bit of 
radium, you don't have to run tests; it's been established. 


Your answer to Jim is that it was a negligible amount, 
but you don't know what a negligible amount is yet, because you 
don't know how much counts and how much doesn't count. 


a That's right, but one has to use at least some 
sort of a “reasonable man" test. And when you look at the 
very, very minute quantities compared to quantities which then 
suddenly appeared this spring and summer, I think it's 
relatively clear that you have a health hazard, a potential 
health hazard in one case, whereas previously -- and I can only 
emphasize, once again, when I say sporadic and minuscule, 
that's exactly what I mean. 


Q What was increased, by the way, the dosage and 
the usage, right? 


i) Certainly the usage, and the more usage you have, 
the more prevalent it is. That's all. 


Q In the past, the Soviets used another practice, 
microwaves that was perhaps health-threatening; and I believe 
the Department had Johns Hopkins do a study of everyone who had 
served in the Embassy during that time. 


Is there any attempt of that kind, to look back or 
just look at medical histories of everyone who served, and see 
whether any pattern emerges? I don't think it did in the 
microwave case, but -- In other words -- 


A As I say, we're in the process now of putting 
together the kind of study program that would be involved, 
first in analyzing the risk as it exists today, and secondly, 
in analyzing what damage may have been done to former employees 


I can only speculate that that kind of approach would 
seem to be logical, but I'm not sure we're yet at the stage 
where we have actually defined a program to that extent. 


Q You may have said this on Friday or something: 
what is the purpose of this get-together this afternoon? 


fa It's to give former employees the same sort of 
information that was provided to those employees currently 
stationed at Embassy Moscow. 


Q Why is it OFF-THE-RECORD, by the way? 
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a Why is what OFF-THE-RECORD? 
Q It's my understanding that it's a closed session, 
right? 
A Just as the stations in Moscow were separated -- 


I mean these are State Department employees; they are talking 
to the management of the State Department about what for them 
is a very important issue. Other people, for example, those of 
you in this room who may have served in Moscow, we're certainly 
prepared to arrange similar briefings as well. 


. Q You're not telling them things that you haven't 
told us? 


(Laughter) 
A No. 
Q Do you have anything on the Greenpeace report 


issued by the French Government? 
4 No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, Senator Jesse Helms has thrown a spanner 
in the works which seems to have delayed the nomination, the 
confirmation of Ambassador-designate to Sri Lanka, James 
Spain. An aid to Helms said that Spain's nomination will have 
to be resubmitted by the State Department. 


Is this correct? And have you got anything new on 
Spain's nomination? 


A No. I have nothing for you whatsoever on that 
question. 


Q Just one more on this spy dust thing. 

A Uh-huh. 

Q Is the Department considering specific actions in 
response to this event, such as, one, cutting back by half the 
number of Soviets working at the U.S. Embassy in Moscow? 


a That particular action which has been reported, 
as you note in the press, is not a new one. That's an issue 
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which has been addressed for some months now, a problem of 
which we have been aware and which has been addressed long 
before we became aware of any issue concerning NPPD, for 
example. 


Q “addressed” meaning that you have decided to take 
action to cut by half the number working there? 


A To say that insuring the security of our 
operations and employees in Embassy Moscow is a matter of 
continuing attention. We currently have underway, or in the 
planning stages, a number of measures intended to upgrade the 
security of Embassy Moscow. These measures pre-date the 
emergence of the chemical tracking issue. I can't get into any 
further specifics. 


But to go a little bit further in addressing your 
question of what you seem to imply is a link between local 
employees in Embassy Moscow and the chemical tracking 
substance, while I'm not going to get into the operational 
details, the nature of the substance involved would not require 
access to the Embassy compound for it to be used in its purpose 
of tracking, and we have no evidence as yet that Soviet 
employees were involved. 


Q O.K. But are you, in fact -—-— have you decided to 
cut by half the number of Russians working there? 


a On that specific question, I can't go any further 
than what I've just given you. 


Q Do you have any specific measures that you can 
tell us about, in response to this -- that you are now 
deciding to do? 

a In response to spy-dusting, in particular? 

Q To the spy-dusting, yes. 

A No, I'm not really going to speculate on the kind 
of things that we might do other than the things we have 
mentioned already. 


Q Or in response to security --— or whatever words 
you want to use? Are you planning to take any specific action? 


A No, I'm not prepared to go any further on that. 


Q I don't understand how the government said there 
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were only minimum levels if you have to have a mass 
spectrometer and a chromatagraph to detect the stuff, in the 
first place. 


A You're confusing two different points. It's not 
that the amount that was found is so minute as to require a 
device like a mass spectometer. The point is that as a 
tracking agent it's useful, because if you pick up even the 
tiniest trace of the material so minute, you could still 
determine its presence by using a mass spectometer, for 
example. That is not to say that the quantities involved are 
that minute in quantity -- they certainly aren't. 


But at that point at which there was some confusion in 
the press, the mass spectometer is of use only from an 
intelligence point of view, which means because you can detect 
it in such minute quantities, it's of use to intelligence 
agencies because they only need to find that slightest trace in 
order to be able to identify its presence, and thus make the 
link that they may be seeking to make. 


Q Another spy-—dust question: You said that the 
levels of exposure this year is what really alarmed the 
government. What were the levels of exposure? 


a I'm not going to characterize it any differently 
than I have already, which is, on the one hand, during an 
entire preceding period over many, many years, it was minute, 
sporatic. What we saw in recent months was extremely 
widespread compared to that. I saw one statement, I believe 
reported in the press, orders of magnitude of difference, and I 
wouldn't quarrel with ths. 


Q Chuck, I'm not sure I understand exactly what the 
study regarding the number of Soviet employees of the U.S. 
Embassy in Moscow is supposed to do. What is it supposed to 
produce? 


i) You're saying the study? 


Q Yes. You say you've been at a study underway for 
a long time about security in the Embassy, including the number 
of Soviet employees, I understand. 


a That's meant to reflect the fact that it's a 
well-known fact that we have a large number of Soviet employees 
who work in our Embassy in Moscow. That, clearly, has a 
potential posing certain risks to security. Those risks have 
been recognized for quite some time. We've been addressing 
ways, looking at ways in which that problem can be addressed. 
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Q Anything on the West Germany spy scandal, like 
the ripple effect? Is the U.S. planning to pull people out of 
West Germany or other countries in Europe? How serious is it 
regarded? 


A No, nothing whatsoever. 
(Laughter) 

Q You have nothing to say on it? 
‘ Nothing to say. 


Q Going back to the number of Soviet employees in 
our Embassy, if they do clearly present a risk and they are so 
large in number, are we contemplating a reduction in number in 
the immediate future? 


a I'm not going to go into the operational 
details. You should be aware, for those of you who have been 
to Moscow, that there are already measures in effect to limit 
to a large degree these potential problems. But there may be 
other things that can be done, and that's why, as I said, we're 
looking at ways to address it. 


Q Thanks. 


Q Wait, wait, wait a minute. Let's -- If the 
Soviets come in this afternoon and say, "No, these four EPA and 
NIH people cannot go to Moscow, could you let us know? 


A I do not expect that to happen. 


Q O.K. Do you have anything on the Contadora 
meeting that was held over the weekend? 


i) You may not find (what I have) too exciting. We 
have seen the joint declaration of the Foreign Ministers who 
met in Cartagena with Colombian President Betancur, which 
underscores the importance of moving the Contadora process 
forward. We welcome the commitment cf the Governments of 
Argentina, Brazil, Peru, and Uruguay to support the Contadora 
process, which is the best means of achieving a comprehensive 
and fully verifiable resolution of the oroblems in the Central 
American region. 


Q Is that the same one you used the other day? 


is) Not quite 
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(The briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I[ 
have no announcements. Questions? 


Q Can you tell us what you hear from Nigeria? 
Also, how many Americans are there? And have you any reports 
that they are safe? 


a First, what do we hear from Nigeria? Lagos 
domestic radio service carried an announcement at 0600 GMT by 
Brigadier Joshua Dogonyaro announcing a change in government 
According to the announcement, the Supreme Military Council, 
the Executive Council, and the National Council of State have 
been dissolved. All sea and airports are closed, as are all 
borders. A dusk-to-dawn curfew has been imposed on Lagos and 
all state capitals. There has been no announcement, to our 
knowledge, naming the new officials of the government. 


Concerning any possible bloodshed, we do not have 
complete information at this very early stage. Lagos is calm, 
and radio announcements are encouraging calm and peace. 
Concerning Americans in Nigeria, there are about 7,000 
Americans resident in Nigeria. There have been no reports of 
incidents involving American citizens, and our Embassy in Lagos 
does not believe American citizens or other foreigners 
throughout the country are in any danger. 


Q Did you have any trouble communicating with the 
Embassy, given the curfew and the closing of the borders and 
the airports and so on? 


a I can't answer that except to say that I saw 
reports concerning telephone service having been cut off, and I 
believe that those reports are true, but I'd have to look into 
it there 


Q Was the ousted government considered a friendly 
government by the United States? 





S We do have, have had a good relationship with 
Nigeria, based on a convergence of enduring national 
interests. I'll go a bit further than your question and say, . 


we expect that this relationship will continue. 


The issue of recognition, as many of you may know, 
does not arise in the sense that we recognize states rather 
than governments. The Embassy will continue normal contacts, 
monitor the situation closely, and ultimately, after a thorough 
review of the situation, full-scale diplomatic contacts and 
relations simply pick up speed again. 


Q Another subject? There are further indications 
of some accommodation with New Zealand on the nuclear 
question. You didn't care to address the issue yesterday. Do 
you have something new to say today? 


) No, I can't go beyond what [I said yesterday, 
whict. is that it's premature to speculate at this point as to 
what the New Zealanders may propose. 


Q New subject? The spy-dust hunters --— have they 
got their visas? 


Q Who are they? 


a The second question -- which you may not have 
heard -- is, “Who are they?" 


Yes, they do have their visas. The team will be 
departing later today. They will arrive in Moscow tomorrow 
As 1 said yesterday, it's a team composed of members of the 
National Institutes of Health and the Environmental Protection 
Agency The team will be headed by Dr. Ernest McConnell of the 
National Institutes of Health 


Q I'm sorry Would you do that again? 

rs) Dr. Ernest McConnell -- M-c C-o-n-n-e-l-1l of the 
NIH The other members of the team are Mr. Edwin lTinsworth of 
EPA; Or. Jeff Lybarger of the Center for Disease Control, and 
Ms Karen Hammerstrom also of the EPA 


Q Would you give the spellings of the names? 


a Very quickly Tansworth, T-i-n-s w-o-r-t-h, 
Lybarger, L-y-b-a-r-g-e-r, and Hammerstrom, 
H-a-m-m-e-r-s -t-r-o-m 





Q Will they be gaing, by chance, to any of the East 
European countries? Evidently at the briefing yesterday, to 
which the press was barred -- so I'm going on hearsay now -- 
there was reference to the U.S. Government not knowing if such 
dusting occurred in Eastern European countries as well; and I 
think somebody said, “We're going to try to find out." 


“ I said at this podium, [I believe the very first 
day that this was announced, that this may -— we have to assume 
-—- that this may have been used elsewher?, although we at this 
point have no evidence to that effect. The team's visit on 
this occasion is limited to Moscow. 


Q How is the team going to Moscow, commercial or 
government? 
a Commercial air. 


Q Anything about the duration of the visit -- 
anything about their activities? 


A To repeat again what I outlined for you 
yesterday, we expect that it would probably take about a week 
for this initial visit, although there is some uncertainty 
until the team gets there and actually sees what they're 
dealing with. 


Their plan is to systematically sample residential 
areas, work areas of the Embassy, automobiles, and clothing to 
determine the extent and level of contamination. The 
objectives of the study are to determine the presence of NPPD, 
to quantify the levels of NPPD present, in order to estimate 
oe human exposure to it and to devise a decontamination 
plan. 


Q When were the visas actually issued? 
A I believe they were issued today. 
Q Is part of the -- forgive me if you just said 


this, and [ didn't catch it is part of the mission to 
determine whether there is, in fact, any contamination in the 
sense of anything harmful? You seem to be using the word 
“contamination” and “decontamination” as if there were an 
assumption that there is something harmful here 

Isn't that part of their mission to determine whether there is? 


A First of all, our assumption is that there could 
be something harmful The fact that the studies which will 





ultimately prove whether or not there is something harmful, 

the fact that those studies will take some time indicates -- 
prudence would dictate -- that we need to take decontamination 
measures regardless of what we know at the present time. So 
when I speak of decontamination, I think you'll understand the 
concern of the people who have been exposed, that they actually 
take steps as of now to decontaminate -- in whatever way is 
possible; even in the absence of any knowledge -- that this may 
ultimately prove to be, for example, to cause cancer. 


Q When you talk of decontamination, are you talking 
about getting rid of the stuff that is there and 
countermeasures to prevent its further use, or to trace its 
further use, or precise -- Could you just elaborate a little 
bit? 


a In this particular case, I am talking about 
getting rid of what is there, to tell people how they can clean 
up whatever it is, their house, their car, their apartment, in 
order to rid themselves of the substance. 


Q Is it part of the team's objective to find ways 
to detect this stuff instantly? 


a I would characterize the visit of this team, 
which is EPA and NIH, as not a counter-intelligence mission, 
but rather, as I've described it, which is to investigate the 
potential exposure, and then to identify how we ought to deal 
with it from the point of view of decontamination. 


They will be going to the living areas of all of 
the individuals who work for the Embassy, just to check over 
their living areas? 


fa Once again, given the nature of the substance and 
the fact that in order to identify that it is present, for us 
to do it, requires some fairly sophisticated laboratory 
measurements. That means, [I think, that the team can't go to 
absolutely every apartment, to absolutely every room, but 
rather it will have to do some sort of sampling, as I said, to 
systematically sample all of these areas in order to get a 
better feel for the extent, the quantities involved. 


Q You've described this as an “initial” visit. Do 
you expect there to be a series of visits in connection with 
this, with either this team or with other kinds of 
professionals? 


A For the moment, I don't foresee any other visits, 
only to say “initial” in the sense that one can't rule that 
out, depending on the findings and further developments 








Q Can we go to another area? 
; A Anything else on this are? 
Q Do you have any damage assessment of the [raqi 


attack lately on the weekend, against Kharg Island? 
A No, I don't. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Do you have any comment on the communique issued 
.o Damascus after the meeting between the Iranian Foreign 
Minister and Libya and Syria, and the accusation against the 
United States? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you know anything about an American lady who 
has been in prison in Liberia? 


i Yes, I do. I mentioned her case a number of 
times, Ms. Johnson-Sirleaf. 


Q Yeah. Do you have anything new today? 


4 No, I have nothing new to add to that, to the 
extent that this is a closed military trial. 


To the best of our knowledge a decision has not been 
handed down, and we continue to monitor the situation very 
closely. 


Q By any chance, do you have anything in your 
package on church-state tensions in Poland? 


rN No, I don't. 


Q Can we stay with Liberia half a second? And Sam 
Doe yesterday announced that he was sending his Foreign 
Minister to Libya. And the word was from Monrovia that this 
was a gesture of defiance towards Washington because Washington 
has been pressing him to stop putting people in prison like Ms. 
Johnson-Sirleaf, banning political parties and run free and 
fair elections. 


Any comment on that? 


A No, I wouldn't want to characterize the rationale 
which may motivate the Liberian authorities. 


Q Could you then give us some details of exactly 
what steps the United States has taken to impress upon General 
Doe of Washington's concerns over the situation in Liberia? 


2) Well, we have strongly supported the Liberian 
Government's commitment to return to civilian government 
through free elections, which are scheduled for this autumn. 
We've expressed our concern about the recent spate of arrests 
of opposition leaders and journalists in Liberia, and about 
other restrictions on an open-elections process. 





These restrictions are contrary to free and fair 
elections which the Liberian Government has said it intends. 
We are urging prompt due process for those arrested and a 
creation of conditions for open multi-party elections. 


We've expressed our views through our Embassy in 
Monrovia. In addition, Counselor of the Department of State, 
Edward Derwinski, visited Monrovia August 10 to review with 
Liberian authorities our concerns about the arrests and the 
election process. 


Q Where does our aid program stand on this? 


4a In Liberia, U.S. assistance for Fiscal Year ‘85 
is approximately $77 million. The breakdown in millions of 
dollars: Developmental assistance, $14.2; PL-480, Title I, $6; 
ESF, $43; Military Assistance, $13.2. U.S. assistance to 
Liberia is provided to help Liberia with this development. And 
I would add that most of our military assistance has been used 
for military housing program. 


Q South Africa? 
a South Africa. 
Q A reaction to the arrest of DOr. Allan Boesak? 


a We have reports that Reverend Boesak was arrested 
today in Capetown. We've already formally protested this 
action to the South African Government. We believe that the 
detention of Reverend Boesak and other leaders can only 
exacerbate the current cycle of polarization and tension. 


Q On what grounds did you protest? 


A I can't give you anything further than what I 
said. 


Q Is it the U.S. Government's -- 
Q Was it here in Washington, the protest? 


is) I don't believe so. I believe it was in South 
Africa, but [I'll have to confirm that. 


Q Do you have anything on two Americans who are or 
have been in Nicaraguan custody for the past couple weeks? 








a I have, in fact, quite a bit of information. I'm 
not sure what baseline we're starting with. The question is, 
have they been released? Let's start with that. 


No, the Government of Nicaragua has not responded to 
our Embassy's request for permission to travel to Bluefields to 
visit Lee and Dolores Lajeunesse. We have not been in contact 
with the Lajeunesse's since August 24, and therefore cannot 
confirm claims that they have been released. 


We've asked our Embassies in Costa Rica and Panama to 
be on the lookout for them. 


Q How do you know they haven't been released? 


A I said I cannot confirm that they've been 
released. 


Q Where were they detained? 


os Since we haven't talked to them, we really don't 
know why they were detained. 


Q Can you give us the spelling on the names? 
a Yes. Ll-A-J-E-U-N-E-S-S-E. 

Q First names? 

a Lee, L-E-E, and Dolores. D0-O-L-O-R-E-S. 


Q Is the U.S. still asking for permission to go to 
Bluefields even though the Nicaraguans said they're not there 
anymore? 


A Yes. Let me just review then, since there's 
interest in this, what has happened, to bring you up to the 
current point. 


First, we were never officially notified of their 
detention, notification which is required under the Vienna 
Counsular Convention by which both the U.S. and Nicaragua are 
bound. And we have not been granted permission to go to 
Bluefields to obtain counsular access to the Lajeunesse's 


We protested the lack of notification on August 73, 
and continue to press the Nicaraguan Government for an 
explanation of the detention and permission to visit Bluefields 








I think that covers the relevant details. 


Q We don't know who these people are or why they 
were in Nicaragua? 

a To the best of our knowledge, they were sailing 
-- are sailing -- they were in a ship, a boat, called the 


Wahini which was anchored in the vicinity of Corn Island off of 
Nicaragua. And apparently around August 8, the Nicaraguan 


authorities detained them and towed the sailboat to the Port of 
Bluefields. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q They are not employees of the U.S. Government, 
are they? 


= No, they're not. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on reports that the 
Soviet Union has closed its airspace around Afghanistan to 
foreign commercial airliners? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the agreement signed 
between political parties in Chile for the next steps in the 
next transition for democracy? 


a Yes, I do. We can confirm that a number of 
political parties in Chile, representing a broad spectrum of 
political views from the left to the moderate right, have 
agreed on a common political accord as a result of a dialogue 
actively encouraged by Cardinal Fresno. 


We don't want to comment on the specifics of the 
proposals in this agreement since the details of an arrangement 
for a transition to democracy are for Chileans to resolve. 


However, in more general terms, we find the proposals 
in the accord to be positive, pragmatic and forward-looking. 
They appear to provide a basis for a broad-based consensus 
among all groups committed to a peaceful political solution to 
Chile's problems. 


As we have said many times in the past, we welcome 
serious efforts by those in an outside government in Chile to 
reconcile political differences and negotiate an orderly and 
peaceful transition to democracy. We hope this new political 
accord results in concrete progress toward achieving that goal. 


Cardinal Fresno should be applauded for the critical 
moral leadership he has provided in encouraging the development 
of such a process of dialogue which we hope will receive a 
constructive response from other Chilean leaders 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 

a Yes. 

Q Is there any reaction to statements from Ramirez 
that the U.S. has been plotting to assassinate Nicaraguan 
leaders? 





ll 


= The charges are false. The Sandinistas have 
consistently engaged in making false charges of this kind 
against the United States over the past few years. 


It would be more productive if the Sandinistas would 
engage in serious efforts to achieve national reconciliation 
and to resolve their differences with their neighbors. 


Q Just to follow that, in -- could I ask you about 
a story in The New York Times this morning? Is it the view of 
the United States Government that if the Contras can't prevent 
the Sandinistas from consolidating their regime, that the 
dispatch of American troops to Nicaragua is then necessary? 





a No. I'r + 93t going to comment on that particular 
report, which, as I recall, is the result of leaks from 
classified testimony on Capitol Hill -- 


Q No. 

Q It was made in public. 

a Published testimony? 

Q Yeah. 

iz) In any case, I don't have any comment, other than 


to say -- (laughter) -- 


Q Without grounds You have no grounds for having 
no comment. 


a Other than to say that in response to other 
charges in recent -- more recent weeks that the United States 
somehow intended to invade Nicaragua that we responded those 
charges were without any foundation whatsoever 


Q That has nothing to do with the particular 
question in this case 

a It has something to do with it 

Q No, it does not, because the question involves 


testimony by the former Assistant Secretary of State for 
Inter-American Affairs that aid to the Contras is necessary in 
order to prevent the use of US. troops to stem a larger 
problem further down the road in Nicaragua and Central 

America Therefore, the question is, is this the opinion of 
the State Department that if the Contra movement does not 
continue and flourish, it may very well indeed be necessary to 
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use U.S. troops. Is this our position as stated by Secretary 
Motley in testimony before the Congress? 


a I have no -- ° 
Q That's the question -- 


a -— further comment at this point, but I'd be 
happy to look into that. 


Q Would you do that? 
i) Will do. 


Q I mean, it's rather odd for the Spokesman not to 
have a comment on -- 


a You're referring to the statements, of course, 
made many months ago, and as a consequence -- 


Q Not many months ago. 


a -- I'm not prepared to explicate for you what may 
or may not have been intenced then or now. 


Q Well, that's true. We have a different Assistant 
Secretary of State. Perhaps there's a change of policy 


Q Any comments on the situation in -- between 
Tunisia and Libya? 


a Nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q Could I ask you before we leave Nicaragua for 
good, is there any response to charges by the Costa Rican 
President that the Contadora process is protecting Nicaraguan 
interests but not those of Costa Rica? 


i) No. I have nothing specific on those comments. 

Q Has any -~ have any visits or other cooperative 
efforts between West Germany and the U.S. on the SDI subject 
been affected by the spy scandal in Bonn? 


3) No. They haven't. In particular, if you're 
referring to -- 


Q Well, there's a delegation supposed to come, I 
think, next month or late this month. 
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- I assume that's what you're referring to. That 
delegation is still coming. We are engaged in close and 
continuing discussions with a number of allied governments 
regarding their potential participation in the SOI research 
program. 


The meeting planned with FRG officials and industry 
representatives in early September is part of that process 
There is no connection whatever with the recent West German 
intelligence defections 


Q Aare you concerned about the fighting in southern 
Sudan, the escalating of the fighting? 


a I have nothing I can give you on that 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:42 p.m.) 
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Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing, August 27, 1985 


NICARAGUA: U.S. MILITARY INTERVENTION? 





Q: ...Is this the opinion of the State Department that, 
if the Contra movement does not continue and flourish, 
it may very well indeei be necessary to use U.S. 
troops? Is this our position, as stated by Secretary 
Motley in testimony before the Congress? 
Ai -- The Administration has no intention of 
introducing U.S. troops into combat in Central America. 
Our policies of support for democratic government, 
equitable economic development, a more secure environment ° 


and negotiations among countries, as well as internal 


dialogue, are achieving results that mi-e this issue an 


increasingly hypothetical one. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon [ 
have no announcements Questions? 


Do you have anything on the two Americans who are 
being held by the Nicaraguans? An update today?’ 


By Yes, I do. We still cannot confirm Nicaraguan 
Government claims that the couple, Lee and Dolores Lajeunesse, 
departed Bluefields, Nicaragua, in their sailboat on August 
24th That's what the Nicaraguan Government had claimed 


There has been no contact with the Lajeunesses since 
the morning of the 24th when they advised both our Embassy in 
Managua and their daughter that they were still being detained 
by Nicaraguan authorities 


Our checks with Costa Rican and Panamanian port 
authorities along the route the Lajeunesses would presumably 
take. if released, have also been negative 


On August 27th, our Embassy in Managua requested from 
Nicaraguan authorities information about the condition of the 
Lajeunesses' boat at the time of their alleged departure and 
their radio frequency 


The Nicaraguan Foreign Ministry replied that we should 
be “content™ with their assertion that the Lajeunesses departed 
the country and advised that corcerned relatives would have to 
contact the Nicaraguan Embassy in Washington if they wanted 
more information 


We will continue to press the Nicaraguan Government 
for ioaformation and for permission to travel to Bluetields to 
verify to our own satisfaction that the Laleunesses have 
departed 


) 





The Government of Nicaragua still has not responded to 
our diplomatic notes of August 23, requesting an explanation of 
the detention and permission to travel. 


Our Embassies in the region will remain in contact 
with the port authorities of Costa Rica and Panama until we are 
able to determine the Lajeunesses whereabouts. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the arrests or the 
announcement of the arrest of three suspects in the shooting of 
Marines in £1 Salvador? 


a Yes, I do. The Salvadoran Government is 
responsible for the arrests made in connection with the June 19 
murders of four Marines, two other U.S. citizens, and seven 
others. 


The investigation which led to the arrests announced 
by President Duarte was one carried out by the combined efforts 
of Salvadoran investigative units 


We congratulate President Duarte and his government 
for the speed and efficiency of their work against the 
terrorists responsible for those brutal murders. 


Q The Salvadoran Government said the FBl assisted 
in the investigation with information and equipment. Can you 
tell us any more about the U.S. role in the investigation? 


a I have no specific comment on the FBI. I'd have 
to refer you to the FBI itself 


To the more general question, the Salvadoran 
Government's effort to find the perpetrators of the massacre in 


which citizens of both our nations were killed has had our 
active support 


In the weeks following those killings, we have been in 
regular contact with members of President Duarte's Government 
and provided information available to us which could be of use 
in the investigation of this crime 

Q Only information, though? 


a That's right 


Q No equipment or other technical assistance 
provided by the US. to &€1 Salvador? 





is) To the question of training or assistance to the 
Salvadoran Government, our understanding is that the actual 
arrests were made by members of the Salvadoran National Guard 
in one case and Treasury Police in the other. We have provided 
no training or assistance to these forces. 


However, the head of the investigative unit of the 
Special Investigative Commission has been appointed the 
coordinator of the Multi-Agency Task Force investigating this 
case and gathering evidence for prosecution. 


The U.S. has provided both training and assistance to 
the Commission's investigative unit and continues to do so as 
part of our effort to support the Salvadoran Government's 
program of judicial reform. 


Q What sort of assistance and training? 
I don't have any further information. 


Q Do you believe there is any connection between 
the raid that was launched last month, about a month -- two 
weeks after the incident, and these --— the announcement of 
these arrests? 


a I see no specific link other than the raid which 
you refer to was launched against the PRIC, the organization 
which had taken credit for the murders. And, as I think we 
spelled out at that point, it was in that context in which 
retaliation was characterized as having been carried out 
against those who perpetrated the murders. 


In this instance, we're talking about, to the best of 
our knowledge in any case, the actual people who carried out 
the assassinations 


Q Meaning on the basis of what you know, you think 
that the people arrested were the people who actually 
perpetrated the murders? 


A Our understanding is that at least one of those 
under arrest has made a detailed confession concerning his 
participation, and at this point there appears to be little, if 
any, doubt that his confession is truthful, and that he was 
involved in the killings June 19 


- MORE - 





Q Chuck, just one -- don't I recall that Duarte 
said that one suspect was dead? Do you happen to know what the 
circumstances of that were? 


a No, I don't, other than what I saw in the press, 
which I have no reason to quarrel with, which was that he 
appears to have been shot in the exchange itself. 


Q Any idea how long these guys have been held by 
the Salvadorans? Have they been in their possession for weeks, 
days? 


A No, I don't have any information on that. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the future 
prosecution of this case? 


“ Not yet, not at this point. 


Q El Salvador's past record on that score is not 
exactly exemplary, and in the past, the United States has urged 
El Salvador to take strong steps to prosecute any criminals or 
alleged criminals, that is suspects, that it's able to 
arrest. But you are not doing that at this time? 


Aa I would only say that I think we are confident 
the Salvadoran Government will pursue prosecution of these 
individuals in a vigorous manner. 

Q South Africa? 

A South Africa? 

Q What have you got? 

4 Any questions? 

Q Yes. Do you have any particular response that 


you have ready to the rioting that went on today, the 
crackdown, the violence? 


A Well, in response to a rather open-ended question 
(laughter) in response to the rioting, I have nothing in 
particular other than, as we have always said, we don't believe 
that repression is the way out of the problem that South Africa 
faces today, and that we very much hope that the government 
will see fit to launch a meaningful process of negotiation 
which will lead to an ending of apartheid 








You may have noted that the government announced the 
banning of the Congress of South African Students today. That 
is an action which we deplore, which can only make 
reconciliation between the government and its opponents more 
difficult. Banning individuals and organizations from 
political activity is one of the most odious practices of the 
South African Government. It offends the democratic values of 
free speech and assembly, and accentuates the anger and 
frustration felt by all the opponents of apartheid. 


The South African Government's contention that it 
upholds Western values is belied by such actions. A society 
can never effectively come to terms with its problems by 
repressing dissent. We call on the South African Government to 
honor its commitment to democratic values, and to show respect 
for those who have legitimate grievances against the system of 
apartheid. 


Q Copy? 
A No. 


Q What about the march itself, the banning of the 
march that was attempted this morning? The police used 
considerable force to break it up. 


a Once again, [I think the same response applies 
that I attempted to give earlier, in response to Marvin's 
question, which is that repression, the banning of dissent, is 
not the way out of this problem; and as a consequence, it is 
not the kind of measure which we see as useful in resolving the 
problems which South Africa faces. 


Q Any plans for Ambassador Nickel to return to 
South Africa? 


ms Not to my knowledge 

Q Do you have any comment on the apparent - on the 
Prime Minister's statement yesterday that in effect, “You ain't 
seen nothin’ yet. We've got lots more force where this came 
from and we're prepared to use it," in response to 


demonstrations of the type that he was addressing yesterday 
when the arrest of Mr. Boesak was made? 


Do you have any comment on that sort of attitude or on 
the South African Government's response to these statements 
made by the United States? 





a Without commenting specifically on any one 
person's particular remarks on our diplomatic exchanges, I 
believe that the remarks that have been made at this podium and 
elsewhere by the Administration make it clear that we very much 
hope that this problem is going to be resolved peacefully, that 
violence should be avoided, if at all possible; that that's not 
the way out of the problems which South Africa faces; and to 
reiterate our very strong hope that the South African 
Government is going to clarify its intentions so that we can 
begin a process which will avoid exactly this sort of violent 
confrontation of action and reaction which various statements 
by people involved in this problem would tend to imply. 


Q [I guess what I was trying to get at is, whether 
the Administration is able at the present time to continue 
believing that its policy of constructive engagement is having 
any positive effect -- is continuing to have any positive 
effect. There doesn't seem to be any visible sign of any 
positive effect Perhaps you can correct my impression if I'm 
wrong 


a Clearly, there has not been as much visible 
effect as we would like to have seen [I believe that's 
obvious But at the same time, we believe that our policy of 
constructive engagement is one -- this has been characterized 
as rolling up our sleeves, of getting in there, and working on 
this problem, of using the influence which we do have in order 
to bring change, and hopefully, to bring change in a way that 
does not impact most severely on those who are struggling for 
change, 1.e. minorities, black South Africans - minorities of 
other sorts, black South Africans being a majority in the 
country 


Our policy remains valid, and that's exactly what 
we're pursuing 


Y Do we have any indication that, as you say in 
another context, that there is anybody at the other end of the 
phone line, that anybody is listening to what Washington is 
saying on this score? 


a 1 would simply say, it is not so much a matter of 
listening as of acting 


Q Do you have any indication of it? 


a We would clearly like to see more action 








Q Chuck, there have been reports that a group of 
white South African businessmen plan to travel to Zambia to 
meet with some of the leaders of the ANC as a preliminary step 
to try and set up talks between the ANC and the South African 
Government. Would the Administration support such a plan? 


And as part of that plan, would they ask that those 
talks also be held with Mr. Mandela? 


a Once again, it's always been our position that 
we're not going to try to prescribe to the South Africans 
themselves the process, the exact specifics of the process 
which they should follow, who should talk to whom, where, and 
in what time frame 


My answer would be limited to a general one, that any 
move which leads us toward this hoped-for process of 
negotiation, we would obviously be favorable to. 


Q Do you have any comment on the economic aspects 
of the South African situation since yesterday, the shutting 
down of the markets by South Africa, for example; the decline, 
the sharp decline in the value of the rand The Administration 
has opposed economic sanctions -- there are no sanctions in 
effect, at least by the United States anyway; yet some of the 
same effects seem.to be taking place. The government there has 
been forced to take economic steps that governments rarely have 
to take in that position. Do you have any comment on Lhat? 


a It's a very good question, but in fact, at this 
point, ['m not prepared to offer any detailed comment on those 
measures 


Q Would you take that question?’ 

2) ['ll be glad to look into it Yes, I will 

Q You talked about the importance of actions on the 
part of the South african Government Could you point to a 


single action that the South African Government has taken to 
move it in the direction that the United States would like to 


see? 


a You're speaking of the very recent period or 


Q Since the imposition of martial law 


a Over the last 5S or 6 weeks 





Q Since the imposition over the last 5 or 6 weeks, 
yes. 


“ Once again, I don't want to get into particular 
details. I would characterize our reaction very clearly as one 
of not being satisfied with what has been done. We've seen 
some words which appeared to contain some promise We've said 
a number of times that those words need to be turned into deeds 
and clarified. I think that is probably the furthest [ can go 
in characterizing our overall reaction 


-- MORE -- 








Q You haven't seen an action that they have taken, 
though, that would “be satisfied?" 


i) That would be satisfied? 
Q Yeah, because you said you're not satisfied. 
“ In reality it's going to take more than one 


action. It's going to take, clearly, any number of actions 
Most important among those actions would be getting a process 
started In the meantime, there have been some negative things 
that happened which, clearly, we've not been happy with. 


Q But have they taken any action yet? 


fo I'm not in a position in any case to identify 
that action. 


Q They've taken actions? 


oe As I say, other than -- it depends what you 
define as an “action.” I would say there have been some 
statements that are interesting, need to be explored, and 
hopefully will be implemented, but it's not being done fast 
enough. 


Q Do you have any comment on a report in Jack 
Anderson's column this morning about the existence of hit 
squads in South Africa, and the report or a complaint which was 
filed with the State Department about the existence of such hit 
squads? 


A There have been allegations for some time that 
the South African Government was behind the deaths of several 
black leaders and activists through these so-called death 
squads These allegations have always been flatly denied by 
the South African Government 


We have no independent basis for determining whether 
there is substance to the allegations These murders are part 
of the cruel cycle of violence in the country, violence that 
must be brought to an end for peace to take permanent hold in 
the townships and throughout the nation 

Q Another subject? 


Q Same area or 


a Outside of South africa? 
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Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli incursions 
in south Lebanon? 


a In response to a question concerning both the ’ 
Israeli raid in south Lebanon and car bombing, which also took 
place in south Lebanon, as we repeatedly said, the United 
States deplores the violence in Lebanon that has resulted in 
death and injury of innocent people of all communities 


We would welcome agreed-on security arrangements that 
would bring an end to this tragic violence throughout Lebanon’ 


Q You mean security arrangements between Israel and 
Lebanon? 


a Security arrangements that would bring an end 
throughout Lebanon with whatever parties may be involved 


Q But you don't have any specific comment on the 
Israeli incursion into south Lebanon and destroying houses, and 
other --— like something like that? 

a I have nothing further than what ['ve said, which 


is that we deplore this violence 


Q Do you have any comment on yesterday's question 
about the communique of Damascus? 


a No, [I don't No 

Q Do you have anything on the recent attacks on 
Israelis on the West Bank, and especially PLO claims of 
responsibility for some of those attacks? 

i) Well, [ have really reothing on the claims there 
have been claims on both sides, both from Israel and, as you 


say, from the PIO 


As we have said before, we deplore these acts of 
violence that have occurred in the West Bank? 


Q But we don't know if they're part of any 
orchestrated campaign? 


a I have no further information as to their nature 
Q Chuck, do you have 


a I think Deborah had @ question 





il 


Q The delegation that is in Hanoi has had its first 
meeting, and afterwards the Deputy Foreign Minister said that 
they could resolve that issue of Missing-in-Action sooner than 
two years if we'd just resume trade witht them, and start giving 
them some aid Do you have any reaction? 


fs No Only to say that this question of POW/MIA is 
obviously a very important one to us, particularly from a 
humanitarian viewpoint, that we have agreed to work with the 
Vietnamese on that basis and that the remainder of our 
relationship and any prospects for a significant change or 
improvement are tied to the question. Most importantly to the 
question of Cambodia and the Vietnamese presence there 


Q Do you have any reaction to the deadlocked South 
and North Korean Red Cross talks that they're holding in 
Pyongyang? 


a Yes, I do We understand that »oth sides have 
overcome some bruised feelings over the conte.:t of a gymnastics 
display yesterday The important thing is that the Red Cross 
representatives on both sides have agreed to meet again in 
November, and that the exchange visits by separated family 
members and art troupes go ahead late next month. 


We view continued dialogue and realization of such 
exchanges as key to reducing tensions on the Korean penisula 


Q Is the U S. Government engaging in any other 
diplomatic activities to soften, moderate both sides positivon 
ever hardening now? (sic) 


Aa I have no comment on our particular diplomat ic 
initiatives [ would only reiterate that it's our hope that we 
will see continued dialogue 


Q Just wait and see?” 

Q Getting back to South Africa for just @ momen! 
Do you have any news on the state of the negotiations with the 
mine workers, and is there a position of the US on that 


particular issue? 
A No, | don't 


*) Ihere are reports 


is) There are some other people who haven't asked a 
question yet 
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Q Do you have any comment on the New York Times 
report this morning that the State Department has told the 


Soviet Union that it's willing to negotiate an air agreement? 


a The U.S. has informed the Soviet Union that it's 
prepared to begin discussions on civil aviation matters, 
including the question of resuming direct air service between 
the two countries. fhe date has not yet been agreed. 


Q The date for resumption of traffic or talks? 
“ The talks. 


Q You expect that date to be -- to occur prior to 
the November summit? 


“ Can't give you a firm prediction, but 1 would 
think it would occur prior to the summit 


Q What were the factors which influenced the 
Administration to decide that this was a good time to propose a 
new round of negotiations on this subject? 


A As our statements made clear, we continue to push 
ahead with important aspects of our bilateral cooperation with 
the Soviet Union regardless of problems we may have in other 
areas This is a problem that's been with us for some time now 
which both sides would like to solve 


In conjunction with the reference you made to the 
meeting between President Reagan and Secretary General 


Gorbachev, I would add that our negotiators aren't working 
under any artificially imposed deadlines That we intend to 


assure that any agreement to resume service contains an 
equitable balance of benefits for the US. carrier, which is 
designated to serve the Soviet Union, and for US. charter 


carriers 

Q You haven't mentioned Poland That's when the 
direct flights were stopped Have there been any change in 
Poland that would -- that prompted this thing, or is it 


basically decided that Poland is no longer a factor in ceasing 
of direct air flights between the two countries? 


A [I really couldn't speculate on any links there 
might be between the subjects you've brought up 


Q Well, [ didn't make the link That was the 
original 
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4 I would limit my answer to what [I said. That 
there are valid rea_ons. We have interests. the Soviets have 
interests in these direct air links, and we're proceeding on 

‘ that basis 


Q Are there other areas aside from direct air links 
such as cultural and consular agreements in which you have also 
either begun or proposed that talks for reaching agreements 
should begin prior to the summit meeting in November? 


oo Once again, I answered your question as to 
whether or not they would begin prior to the November meeting 
only because you phrased it that way But 1 would emphasize 
that we re not working under deadlines of that meeting 


Q Even without deadlines. have you informed the 


Soviet Union of your interest in resuming negotiations on some 
of those other subjects? 


A I'll have to look into that 


Q There are reports that the arm sales to Jordan 
and Saudia Arabia are being put on hold as a result of the 
failure of Mr. Murphy's last mission in the region, which is 
the meeting between Mr. Murphy and joint Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation Do you have any comment on these reports’ 


“ I have nothing on that 


Q Do you have anything on the death of a li-year 
old American girl who wrote a letter to Soviet leader Andropov 
and was regarded as a@ peace ambassador to the Soviet Union? 


a [ would simply refer you to the statement that 
President Reagan -- the message of condolence that President 
Reagan sent to the family of Samantha Smith, and those 
sentiments are shared by all of us in the United States 
Government, including the Department of State, if I need to say 
that 


Q Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 17 47 pm ) 








Posted: Avy. 24,1925 


. -S7TONM TAKIN A TID SuscT7. 26. 1965 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
STATUS OF CULTURAL AND CONSULAR TALKS WITH THE SOVIETS 


Q. Save we informed the USSR of USG interest in resuming talks 
on cultural or consulate agreements? What is the status of 
any negotiations currently in progress? 

A. <--MNEGOTIATIONS FOR A NEW US-SOVIET GENERAL EXCHANGES 
AGREEMENT HAVE BEEN UNDERWAY FOR ONE YEAR. THEY HAVE BEEN 


PROCEEDING IN A BUSINESSLIKE MANNER. 


--WE ALSO CONTINUE TO RAISE WITH THE SOVIETS OUR INTEREST 
IN THE POSSIBILITY OF OPENING CONSULATES IN NEW YORK AND 
KIEV. PROGRESS HAS BEEN HELD UP BY THE SOVIET SIDE. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #154 


THURSDAY, AUGUST 29, 1985, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement There will be a BACKGROUND briefing this 
afternoon on recent developments in South and southern Africa 
here in the briefing room The Press Office will be informing 
you as soon as possible as to the exact timing. 
Unfortunately. because of (Senior Official's schedule). we 
can't do it at 2 o'clock. How soon thereafter we'll be able to 
do it. I can't tell you right now. but hopefully we'll have 
that announcement on the timing imminently 


Q What are you talking about. a delay of 5, 10, 20 
minutes, that sort of thing? 


a It could -- I can't predict, but it could be 
certainly more than a few minutes; it could be an hour or so 

Q Is that still to be on BACKGROUND did you say’ 

” Yes, it as 

Q In light of what's happened in the last 24 hours. 


do you think that any longer makes sense? And couldn't we just 
urge you to consider putting that ON-THE-RECORD? 





Q Yes 

Q Or just putting the whole Washington Post 
interview ON-THE-RECORD? 

“ That question has been addressed 

Q I'm sure 

At this moment. the briefing will be ON 


BACKGROUND. however 


Q Are you saying that you might get us word while 
this briefing is still going on as to when that one is going to 
be scheduied”? That would be nice -- 








a Yes, it's possible. 
Q -— if we could know before we leave here. 


a It's possible. We'll get it to you as soon as we 


have it. 

Q O.K. 

Q The briefing will be today? 

(Laughter) 

A Yes, it will be today. 

Other questions? Or the first question? 

Q What do you have on a planned visit to the United 
States by the head of the South African Central Bank for talks 
on debt? 

A I can confirm that indeed he is coming to the 


United States, to be meeting with Mr. Volcker but I don't have 
any further information at this moment as to the timing of that 
meeting. 


Q He 1s coming today apparently. Do you think it 
would be this week or next week? 

a At this point, I don't know. I'm looking into 
it. but I don't have the answer to that 

Q Why is he going to come? 

a I have no further information on that 

Q Could you address the genera] question of whether 


the United States is prepared to assist South Africa in its 
problems in sustaining the value of the rand and also 
preventing capital out-flight? 


i) No, I really don't have any comment on that 
question 


Q Is his presence here the reason (Senior Official) 
is going to be late with his briefing? 


a I don't believe so 








Q Do you have any additional information on Ellen 
Johnson-Sirleaf, an update, or on the Liberian election? 


A We have no further information on the trial of 
Miss Johnson-Sirleaf. As I said on previous occasions, we 
continue to monitor that closely, but because it's a closed 
trial, it's difficult to know what is going on; but I have 
nothing, no further light to shed cn that situation. 


Q Anything since the trial resumed, since last 
Friday, which was the last session, I think? 


a The last information I heard was that the session 
scheduled for Monday had been postponed. Beyond that, I 
haven't seen any more recent information. 


Q Has the State Department got any comment on the 
proposed miners' strike proposed Sunday for South Africa? 


a No, I don't. As everyone knows, the issue is 
basically one of pay, as we understand it. But I have no other 
comment on that 


Q Do you have any comment on Mexico's decision to 
renew -- 

Q Can we stay on South Africa for a second? 

A All right We'll stay with South Africa. We'll 


finish that up, and then we'll go to your question next. 


Q Since you spoke to us yesterday, it is evident 
that the manner in which the South African police halted the 
march in Cape Town was a lot more severe and a lot more violent 
than we thought at the time, do you have any further comment on 
it? 


A I would say, as I have said many times here, that 
we have consistently condemned the violence in South Africa, 
whatever its cause. Yesterday's tragic events indicated how 
Quickly confrontation between police and demonstrators can lead 
to brutality and bloodshed. We appeal to all sides to avoid 
such confrontations. 


We also reiterate our call to the South African 
Government to ensure that its police force respects the rights 
of all South Africans 





Q On behalf of the United States, you're accusing 
the South African Government of police brutality, is that 
correct? 


a I'm saying exactly what I said, which is that 
there was confrontation -- 


Q But it -- 


A -- which leads to brutality and bloodshed, and 
that we call on the South Africans to ensure that its police 
force respects the rights of its citizens. 


Q Do you have anything on reports that have been 
floating around to the effect that the U.S. and other 
commercial banks have begun calling loans on South Africa? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Could you say, in light of the fact that in the 
last 24 hours there have been 16 people killed and 110 
arrested, that the policy of the U.S. of constructive 
engagement is succeeding? Does it require change? 


fs) It goes a bit to your question of yesterday -- 

Q Yes, it does. 

a -- and as I said -- and I won't go much beyond 
that -- we are certainly not pleased with the course of 


events. There certainly has not been the kind of progress that 
we hoped there would have been by this puint. We have made 
clear our concerns to the South African Government. We remain 
hopeful that those concerns will be fully taken into account, 
and more importantly, acted upon. 


The policy of constructive engagement, as a number of 
Administration spokesmen have said, is not one, if you will, of 
quiet diplomacy; it's one of very active diplomacy -- of 
engaging the resources that we do have in trying to move 
forward the process of change that we believe is necessary in 
South Africa, while at the same time, of course, respecting the 
rights of South Africans to decide their own future. 


So, to answer your question in the most direct 
fashion, no, we're not pleased that progress has not been more 
forthcoming, and we hope that the pace of change, the pace of 
reform will accelerate. 








Q But the question was, “Does the policy need 
changing?" 


Q The question was about constructive engagement, 
which you did not address. 


Aa What I have just reiterated is a reaffirmation of 
our policy of constructive engagement. That's what it's all 
about It is not ignoring that problems exist; it is not 
accepting apartheid; but it is working actively to the best of 
our ability to see apartheid ended, and to see change and 
reform instituted 


Q But it is not something that allows for sanctions 


or other active steps outside the diplomatic realm? That's 
what you're saying now? 


“ On the question of sanctions, I can't go beyond 
what the President has said, which is that he will look at that 
question when it comes to him in the form of a congressional 
bill next month. His position on punitive sanctions remains as 
always. which is that first and foremost, it would harm those 
who need help the most 


To say that constructive engagement is limited to 
social, political, economic or any particular category, I 
think, is not a very useful characterization We have many 
means at our disposal They can be used as necessary 


-~- MORE -- 





Q Could you tick off some of the means that are at 
your disposal that have been used successfully? 


a well, as you're aware, there are a number of 
changes tnat have occurred in South Africa over the past years 


Q But that wasn't what I was asking about. I was 
asking about the means that you've used that have -- 


a But constructive engagement is not something that 
was developed ten days ago. 

Q Right. 

6 It's a policy that we've been following now for a 


number of years. Constructive engagement refers not only to 
South Africa but to southern Africa, and there we have seen 
some progress. Once again, not as much as we had hoped 6ut I 
think there, there is a record of some progress in bringing 
some stability, in bringing some positive steps toward a 
solution of some of the regional prob lems in the area as wel) 
as those involving some of the other actors in the region 
outside of South Africa. 


Q Chuck, just to clarify what you've said. The 
Administration still does not plan to examine the issue of 
sanctions until the bill arrives from the Hill which you seem 
fairly certainly that it will? 


That's right. 


Q Are you worried about -- that the banning of the 
Congress of South African Students yesterday may set the stage 
for the banning of the entire UDF? And has the United States 
protested to the South African Government about the COSAS 
banning at this point? Then I have a follow up? 


A The South African Government is well aware of our 
concerns on that as well as all of the other issues to which 
you've made reference. We don't believe that repression is the 
answer to the questions that face South Africa today, and that 
banning dissent is not going to get at the root problems and is 
not an approach that we believe is going to lead to results 
that everyone should be seeking 


Q Have you told them not to ban the UDF? 


fe I don't know the answer to tnat specific 
question I can be very categorical, however, in saying to the 
general question of banning organizations, our views are quite 
well known. 








Q Are you still optimistic that there's grounds for 
black/white dialogue in light of the fact that they are 
chipping away at the organizations that might be willing to 
negotiate with the government at this time? 


o I don't want to characterize our position as 
either optimistic or pessimistic. I would go back to what I 
said in answer to Marvin's question, which is that we hope we 
will begin to see some sort of a process of change. 


By the nature of our engagement there, in order to 
carry through with a program that we've established in trying 
to work with the South African Government, a certain optimism 
is necessary That doesn't mean by any stretch of the 
imagination that we're pleased with what's going on. But we've 
got to roll up our sleeves and continue to work at it. 


Q Chuck, you suggest that some progress is made 
from the policy of constructive engagement in southern Africa 
generally What remains of that progress in the light of 
recent events in South Africa itself? 


i well, I'm not quite sure what you're getting at 
I think some of the gains remain in place in the region. 
Obviously. some of them have been eroded by what has happened 


Frankly, you're going to have another briefing in a 
few hours, and I think on those kinds of questions they would 
perhaps be best directed at that point 


Q Can I go back to the meeting with Mr. Volcker for 
@minute? Is the Administration taking a position with Volcker 
prior to that, the meeting that he's going to have with the 
South African bank official? And is the Administration taking 
@ position? Can you describe that position to us. What views 
does the Administration have about how Volcker should handle 
that meeting with the South African? 


“ The answers to your first question are, no, I 
don't, and, no, I couldn't. 


Q Is he meeting with anyone else? 
oe If you remember your questions? 
Q Is he meeting with anyone else in the 


Administration as long as we're talking about the banker? 


A I don't know 





Q Can you take the question? 
a I'll look into it. 


Q Are there any other economic ‘fficials from South 
africa planning to come? 


“ Not that I know of? 


Q Any other high-level South African officials 
meeting with any U.S. Administration officials at the level of 
Ambassador or above? 


a Not that I know of. 
Q Could you take that question? 


Q There's a combat around Kost in Afghanistan thar 
appears to be intensifying? 


a We have seen reports which indicate heavy 
fighting in Paktia Province. Those reports include streams of 
helicopters and extensive convoys which have been observed 
moving in a southeasterly direction, and there are reports of 
heavy casualties. 


Without commenting further on the specific situation, 
I would say this new bloodshed, at the same time that renewed 
peace talks in Geneva are getting underway, underscores anew 
the need for a negotiated political settlement. 


The United Nations General Assembly has overwhelmingly 
passed six resolutions which call for a negotiated political 
settlement based on four principles: Complete withdrawal of 
Soviet troops, restoration of an independent and non-aligned 
Afghanistan, self-determination for the Afghan people, return 
of the refugees with safety and honor. 


We voted for these resolutions and we support the 
U.N.-sponsored indirect negotiations which have just resumed in 
Geneva 


Q While you're on the area around Afghanistan, 
there are reports today that the Pakistani police have moved 
into Ms. Bhutto's house, cut her off and said she's got to stay 
there for a month? Do you have any reaction to it? 


“ We have seen those reports with dismay Pakistan 
has taken encouraging steps toward the restoration of 





constitutional government based on representative institutions 

during the last six months. And the Prime Minister endorsed by 
an elected national assembly has committed the government to a 

lifting of martial law by the end of the year. 


On the surface, the martial law authorities’ action in 
putting Ms. Bhutto under house arrest would appear to be 
inconsistent with this process 


Q Can I have a copy, please? 
o No. 
Q Do you see that General Zia-ul Haq went back on 


his promise that he will allow the burial of Bhutto, you know, 
freely, and the reception of the Bhutto family. Do you see it 
as going back on his promises? 


a No, I have no further comment on the situation in 
Pakistan 


Q What about the Middle East, since you are in the 
area? Do you have any comment (Laughter) -- do you have any 
comment on the Israeli Ambassador's statement to the Israeli 
radio that -- quoting him -- “There is no chance for the peace 
process to continue in the Middle East?” 


i) No, I don't. The Israeli Ambassador is certainly 
free to express his own opinions We continue to actively look 
at the question of where we go next in the peace process 


Q So you see that there is a chance for the peace 
process to the contrary of what he said -- to continue? 
“ I'm not commenting with respect to his remarks 


I'm simply saying that following the mission of Ambassador 
Murphy that we're examining the situation, as we know it today, 
in order to determine where we go from here. 


~-MORE-- 





10 


Mexico? 


> 


Mexico? Yes. We never did. I'm sorry. , 


While we're in the area. 


~ 

i While we're in the area? 
Q While we're in the area. 
= 


Right. 
Q Do you have any comments on Mexico's decision to 
name an Ambassador to £1 Salvador and renew full diplomatic 
relations? 


i) We welcome the restoration of full diplomatic 
relations between Mexico and £1 Salvador. The designating of a 
Mexican Ambassador to £1 Salvador underscores the fact that the 
situation in £1 Salvador has markedly improved in recent years. 


Q Two boat questions? Have we found the 
Lajeunesses, number one? And, number two, do you have anything 
on an American taken off an apparent PLO boat off the coast of 
Israel? 


“ I'll answer the second one first. We have seen 
those reports, but at this point I don't have any further 
information on that story But I'll be looking into it and 
should have something. 


Q You don't have an idea’ 


a Not yet. Meanwhile, moving back to Nicaragua. 
This is the latest information on the case of Mr. and Mrs. 
Lajeunesse. Our Embassy in Managua interviewed a civilian 
Nicaraguan seaman who was employed by the Lajeunesses to help 
repair their yacht in Bluefields. 


The seaman, who came voluntarily to the Embassy, 
reported that the couple left Bluefields at 2:30 p.m., August 
24th, bound for Colon, Panama. He said the sailboat was 
seaworthy, but neither the engine nor the radio were working. 


The seaman's report appears credible, but we still 
have had no direct contact with the Lajeunesses nor any 
indication that they have put into Costa Kican or Panamanian 
ports The Nicaraguan Government still has not provided 
satisfactory responses to our request for an explanation of the 
detention and lack of notification of the detention, nor to the 
Embassy's request for permission to travel to Bluefields 





il 


Concerning what other information the seaman may have 
given us about their detention, he basically corroborated the 
report Leo Lajeunesse gave in his August 22 telephone call to 
the Embassy. The seaman said that Nicaraguan authorities 
detained the Lajeunesses on suspicion that they were engaged in 
anti-government activities, held them in communicado in a 
hotel, and later on their yacht for ten days in Bluefields 
after several days under guard in the Corn Islands 


Even after the authorities cleared the Lajeunesses of 
the suspected activities, they allegedly refused to authorize 
departure until the Lajeunesses paid the $100 a day hotel bill 
for the period in which they were detained under guard 


(Laughter) 

Q Could we have copies of those two statements? 

“ Yes 

Q Just the status report on the Lajeunesses 

4 Yes 

Q Can we stay with this On Honduras, do you have 


any comment on Paz Barnica’s statement yesterday regarding a 
provision of US. assistance to the Contras through Horduras? 


a A short answer: As we have stated before 
concerning the question of assistance, plans for implementation 
for the humanitarian assistance program have not been 
finalized The United States fully respects Honduran 
sovereignty and are sensitive to the concerns of the Honduran 
Government 


Q Could I go back to Afghanistan? 
“ Since we were in the region 


Q You alluded to reports of intensified fighting 
Could I ask whether they are press reports or official reports 
that you're alluding to? 


A I really can't give you anything further on the 
source My own impression is that that does not go beyond what 
I have seen in press reporting as well 


Q I'd like to come back to a question we asked 
yesterday I don't think you had anything on it yesterday 
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Has New Zealand indicated to the U.S. through any official 
channels, any change or impending change, in its policy on 
nuclear ships? 


a I said that it would be premature to speculate on 
what the New Zealand Government might be proposing That 
continues to remain the case. 


Q Congressman Mica was briefed this morning by 
State Department officials and then held a press conference at 
which he said that this spy dust appeared to have been used 
against the British and German Embassies. Can you fill us in 
on that? 


a I can't confirm that at this time 


Q He also said that the current medical opinion is 
that the spy dust did not pose any major health threat to 
people against whom it was used 


oe That is consistent with what I said from the very 
first day, that based on the information available, we did not 
believe that it should pose a serious health threat, but that 
is exactly the reason that we're dispatching the NIH/EPA team 
to determine exposure levels; and that secondly is why we're 
launching a more detailed, exhaustive clinical investigation 
using animals in order to determine what effect this chemica)] 
might have 


Q Chuck, do you have any reports you can give us -- 
a And I said earlier many times -- I hope that 
point hasn't been lost -- that the question here, the crucial 


question, is not whether or not it turns out to have caused 
cancer but the mere fact that the Soviet Union, KGB, should 
have used this sort of a chemical agent, which is a mutagen, 
which could be carcinogenic, against our employees 


Q But that sounds like you have a health concern 


a We do! And if you were the person who had lived 
there, who had been exposed to this, there is a possibility 
One can't say whether it's a probability. We can't put a 
percentage on it That goes to the question of why our Embassy 
employees are interested, are very interested, in 
Gecontaminating their homes 


It will take some months to know whether this poses a 
threat to health, but one has to presume that there could be 
some danger and therefore take measures against it It's the 
same reason we had to brief them about it 
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Q Do you have any report you can give us on the 
state of the discussions between the United States and Vietnam 
over the MIA question? 


ra I don’t have any detailed comments. We have 
received only a very preliminary report from our delegation 
They described the talks as “forthcoming and productive,” but I 
would prefer to say no more until we've received a full report 
and had a chance to study it 


Q What are their plans now, the delegation's 
plans? Are they out? Are they coming back directly to 
Washington? Do they have other stops in the region? 


a I'll have to look into that 
Q Could you? 
Q Thank you 


Q One final question: representatives of the 
separatist organizations have been negotiating with the 
Government of Ecuador for recognition as a government in 
exile They are claiming that they are getting support both 
from Ecuador and from Elliott Abrams Can you first comment on 
State Department policy with respect to that type of activity? 


a I'll have to look into both questions 


Q Second, can you answer whether or not Elliott 
Abrams’ meetings with Balbir Singh Nijjer of Toronto discussed 


this issues in particular, and did he meet with Nijjer in his 
capacity as Inter-American affairs -- 


o I have nothing on that 
Q Will you take that as a question? 
a I'll look into it 


(The briefing concluded at 12:57 p.m.) 











QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 29, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


SOUTH AFRICA: DE KOCK'S VISIT 








Q: Is the South African going to see other officials in the 
U.S. Government: 





A: YES, HE WILL ALSO MEET WITH DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


FRANK WISNER. 


Q: Are there other high-level SAG officials traveling with 
Governor de Kock? 


A: NOT THAT WE ARE AWARE OF. 


Q: When will Gov. ‘de Kock meet with the Mr. Volcker? . 


A: ALL QUESTIONS ON THIS SUBJECT ARE REFERRED TO THE FEDERAL 


RESERVE. 








QUESTION TAKEN AT THE AUGUST 29, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


POW/MIA TALKS IN HANOI 





Q: What are the delegation's plans? Are they staying in 
Hanoi; 2re thsy coming straight back to Washington; do they 
plan other travel in the region? 

A: -- THE DELEGATION IS AT PRESENT IN BANGKOK. THE 

wASHINGTON BASED MEMBERS OF THE DELEGATION (MESSRS. 
CHILDRESS AND BRECKON AND MRS. GRIFFITHS) WILI. BE 


RETURNING TO WASHINGTON DURING THE WEEKEND. LT. COL. 


MATHER IS STATIONED AT OUR EMBASSY IN BANGKOK. 
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FRIDAY, AUGUST 30, 1985, 12:11 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN: I know you're all anxious to get off on 


your Labor Day vacation. I have no announcements. I'll take 
questions. 
Q We have no questions. 
) And you have no questions? 
(Laughter) 
Q I have one. 
4 Okay. 
Q Diego Cordovez said in Geneva today that the 


United States and the Soviet Union had been asked to provide 
Quarantees for an Afgiian settlement, and that both had 
expressed interest. 


n I don't have anything specific for you on that 
report. I would reiterate what I said yesterday, which I'll 
do. The United Nations General Assembly has overwhelmingly 
passed six resolutions which call for a negotiated political 
settlement based on four principles: Complete withdrawal of 
Soviet troops, restoration of an independent and non-aligned 
Afghanistan, self-—determination for the Afghan people, and 
return of the refugees with safety and honor. 


We voted for these resolutions, and we support the 
U.N.-sponsored indirect negotiations which have been going on 
in Geneva 


Q Can you deny that such an offer has been sent to 
Washington? 








A At this point I[ have no further comment on that. 


Q The Soviet Union has accused the U.S. of making a 
mockery of the tragic position of the African majority in South 
Africa and said that apartheid could not stand without U.S. 
support. Any reaction to that? 


a) Only to say that the true nature of our policy is 
well known to the American people and to the world at larcge. 
That policy is as we have described it on many occasions, and I 
think it speaks eloquently for itself. 


Q Can I ask you on the Middle East then, unless -- 


Q Can we stay with South Africa for a minute? 
Anything you can tell us about the Government's position on Mr. 
de Kock's visit? In particular, do you have specifics on times 
and dates for his meetings with U.S. officials, including Mr. 
Volcker and - 


A No. I have no specifics whatsoever. All 1 can 
say is that he's here for discussions of the economic and 
financial situation. 


Q What is the Administration's view of what steps 
should be taken to assist the South Africans in their financial 
troubles. Should there be steps taken? 


a As the Administration made clear yesterday, we 
really have no strong views on what should be done. As the 
briefer who talked to you yesterday said, the private 
institutions -- financial and economic institutions --— are 
making their own decisions. That's not -- those are not 
decisions in which the United States Government has been 
playing a role. 


Q I want to ask you about the reports from the West 
Bank of Israeli deportation of Palestinians and then placing 
Arabs under house arrest 


Do you see that as a -- | mean, first of all, do you 
have any comment on it, and then do you see it as a departure 
from previous announced policy of the Labor Government in 
Israel -- that is, not to deport Palestintans? 


A We have seen the reports but can't confirm them 
If true, we would regret these decisions As we've said in the 
past, we consider such measures as likely to foster further | 
tensions As to whether or not that's a departure for the 
Labor Government, I can't answer that question 


-- MORE - 














Q One more thing, please, on the Middle East: Are 
consultations continuing with Mr. Murphy? And are there any 
planned visits by any other official to the area? 


“ On your latter question concerning other visits, 
at this point [I know of no plans. Concerning our overall 
strategy toward the Middle East, that strategy remains 
unchanged. The strategy is to help regional parties 
themselves, in whatever way we consider appropriate, to move to 
direct negotiations. This involves a process, and we wiil 
remain engaged with the parties in that process as long as we 
believe it can lead to direct negotiations. 


This process, if it's to be successful, will involve 
difficult decisions and political risk by all parties. 
Progress, therefore, will inevitably be incremental, and it is 
unlikely that there will be dramatic breakthroughs. 


The process continues, however, and we are confident 
it can lead to direct negotiations. [That remains our sole 
objective. 


Q Was there any difference in your statement now 
from previous ones? You're kind of leaving it to the parties, 
although you said the U.S. would help, but I thought there was 
something new in your statement now -- I cannot rephrase it. 


Is there? Was there? 


is) As I said, our strategy remains unchanged That 
was my opening remark. (Laughter) 


Q Can I have a copy? 
a No 
Q There are all kinds of speculations that you are 


just “waiting in the wings" for the meeting between Gorbachev 
and the President, in order to decide about your next plan of 
action in the Middle East as a result of the stalemate 


Do you have anything to offer on this subject? 


A No, [ really couldn't speculate on that link, as 
you describe it. 








Q Will there be a discussion of the Middle East in 
the upcoming summit between the President -- both leaders? 


Aa As you know, on our normal agenda, in talks with 
the Soviet Union, one of the issues or one of the agenda items 
is normally regional questions; and [I would assume that the 
Middle East would be a high-priority candidate for that 
category. 


Q May I take you back to South Africa for a moment 


Q May we stay on the Middle East? 


a O.K. We'll stay on the Middle East for two more 
questions. 


Q Anything on the seven Americans? 
a On --? 
Q Anything on the seven Americans? 


4 On the hostages? 
Q Yes 
a No, I have no new information on that. 


Q Anything concerning the boat that was seized by 
the Israelis, and there was an American in it? 


a We can confirm press reports that an American 
citizen has been arrested by Israeli authorities The American 
was on a charter boat which Israeli spokesmen claim was trans - 
porting suspected terrorists from Cyprus to Sidon, Lebanon A 
consular officer From our Embassy in Tel Aviv visited the 
American citizen on August 29 


The American has not waived Privacy Act rights, so we 
cannot provide any information about the individual other than 
that which is in the public record 


Q May we have a copy of that? 


a No. 








Q No 


Q With whom will Mr. de Kock meet in the 
Administration while he's here? 


o I have no information whatsoever concerning his 
appointments or his schedule 


Q He will meet, apparently, with Paul Volcker on 
Tuesday Would he meet with anybody else before that time, 
during the Labor Day weekend? 


i) I have no further information The South African 
Embassy would be the only reference I could give you 


Q But he's meeting with Wisner, according to the 
Department When is that set for? 


A I don't have the time for that meeting yet 
Anything else? 


Q One more over here Do you have anything on 
reports this morning that the State Department is preparing to 
develop a new office to administer humanitarian aid to the 
contras, through this agency? 


2) I would refer you to the announcement that will 
be made at the western White House on that subject later today 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the arrest, or 
placing under house arrest of the daughter of former Pakistani 
President Bhutto? 


A Nothing beyond what 1 gave you yesterday 
Q Oh, there was something yesterday?’ 

A Yes 

Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:19 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1985, 12:26 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon [ 
have one brief announcement 


AID Administrator M. Peter McPherson has just returned 
from Sudan and Ethiopia Reporters interested in an update on 
U.S. famine relief efforts are invited to an informal 
ON-THE-RECORD, of f -camera briefing in his office, Room 5942 at 
11:00 A.M. on Wednesday, September 4 To confirm attendance, 
reporters should call Paul Olkhovsky, at 632-4274, in the ALD 
Press Office 


Questions? 


Q Do you have any new situation report on what's 
going on in South Africa and what the talks with the South 
African financial adviser produced this week? 


i) You're referring to which talks, here in 
Washington? 


Q Mr. de Kock, K-o-c-k 


is) Let me start by saying that Governor de Kock met 
on Sunday with Acting Secretary Michael Armacost and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Frank Wisner Any other questions about 
meetings elsewhere would have to be addressed to the 
institutions in question 


Concerning the South African measures that were 
announced at about that time, the South African statement 
speaks for itself ihe South African Government 16 in the best 
position to explain the measures taken 


As to the implications for U.S. banking and financia! 
institutions, that question should be addressed to the 
Department of the Ireasury and the tederal Reserve 


Q That sort of clears everything off your plate, 
doesn't it? (Laughter) 


JU 

VJ 

C~ 
-_-~ 





Let's try something maybe you won't be able to shift 


some place else There's a story that Pol Pot has decided to - 
Q Can't we stay on this? 
Q Are we going to fish this? It sounds like - 
Q Yes, ['d like to stay on this subject 
Q Well, go ahead 
Q Can you tell us anything about what Messrs 


Armacost and Wisner told the South African Government official 
about extension of credit or other financial questions he might 
have had? 


a No, I can't 


Q Can you characterize that the U.S. Government 
(was) reassured by what they were told? 


a No, IL have no comment at all on the meetings of 
Governor de Kock 


Q Do you give up guys? 
(Laughter) 


Q All right Pol Pot apparently is retiring at an 
early age, 60 (Laughter) -- early for an Asian leader and [I 
wondered if the State Department had any notion whether this 
would facilitate information on the MIA's, produce the type of 
coalition, opposition, you find less trouble supporting more 
overtly? Do you have any observations on this astonishing 
development? 


(Laughter) 


A Yes, I do 


In a September 2nd broadcast, both the Voice of 
Democratic Kampuchea and the Voice of the National Army ol 
Democratic Kampuchea announced that Pol Pot was retiring lhe 
Statement was attributed to the Office of Khieu Samphan, the 
senior Khmer Rouge official in the resistance coalition 
lhe U.S. has no independent contirmation at this time of the 
broadcast report 














The United States regards as a positive development 
anything which moves toward the return to the Canbodian people 
of control over their own destiny 


As the leader of the Khmer Rouge from before 1975 
until 1979, when they were responsible for the deaths of at 
least one million of his countrymen, Pol Pot could obviously 
have no future in Cambodia His departure from the scene, if 
true, would be a positive step toward a political settlement of 
the Cambodian problem along the lines suggested by AS: AN and 
endorsed by six successive UN. General Assemblies 


Q Would you recall for us the extent and type of 
U.S. support for the two non-communist members of the 
three-headed opposition, in other words, Son Sann and 
Sihanouk's people? What kind of support does the US 
Government give the people attempting to overthrow the 
Government of Cambodia?’ 


A l'll have to look into that one for you 


Q While you're looking at that. there was a report 
in the Christian Science Monitor about a week ago saying that 
the U.S. is considering giving military aid to those two rebel 
factions instead of strictly humanitarian, as part of the aid 





approved by Congress this summer If you could look into that 
as well? 

a I will In fact, 1 had the answer to that at the 
time and -- so that's easily had 

Q Just to go back I'm sorry to be so persistent 

a Uh-huh 

Q - but could you give us your readout of whatever 


success may have been achieved in the talks in Hanoi? 
a Yes, 1 can 1 can do that right now 


I'm pleased to state that the talks were very 
productive Our delegation, led by Richard Childress of the 
NSC staff, met with Deputy Foreign Minister Hoang Bich Son and 
Acting foreign Minister Vo Dong Giang Ihe meetings took place 
in a constructive atmosphere and were confined entirely to the 
POW/MIA issue 


We had already conveyed to the Vietnamese our outline 
of a process designed to resolve the POW/MLA issue in Vietnam 
within two years ihe Vietnamese, at ‘his meeling, presented 
their own plan to resolve the issue . hort time there are 
aonumber of common elements between the ««. concepts 








We will now study each other's proposals, and our 
technical experts will be meeting soon in Hanoi for further 
discussions. 


The two sides also discussed the possibility of a 
high-level meeting at a later date, but no date has yet been 
set. 


In sum, we believe the talks were the most positive 
step yet in the ongoing process toward resolution of this issue 
in which we have been actively engaged for over four years 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

“ O.K 

Q On New Zealand -- 

Q (Inaudible) of the TWA hijack -- 

Q Wait a minute. I was recognized 

Q I have a question on the same subject 


All right. 


Q Does this Department have a different idea on 
Khieu Samphan than its idea about Pol Pot? What's the 
difference between the two? 


A What's the difference between the two? 
Q Yes 
a L'll iook into that I'm not prepared to 


characterize the difference at this point 


Q lf you consider Khieu Samphan as one of those 
responsible for the atrocities committed against the Kampuchean 
people, or is it only on the shoulders of Pol Pot? 


a ['ll look into it 


Q Back on Hanoi? What about the higher-level talks 
that were postponed? Is there a new date four Lhem? 


a No As | said, no date was discussed But no 
date has been set yet 








Q [Is it possible there might be a meeting with 
Foreign Minister Thach at the U.N.? 


“ [t is our understanding, in fact, that Foreign 
Minister Thach will not be going to the UNGA in New York we 
expect Vietnam's chief representative to be Deputy Foreign 
Minister Vo Dong Giana 


Q New subject? On New Zealand, Prime Minister 
Lange made several statements over the weekend He said he 
would invite another U.S. ship to come in again At the same 
time, the Labor Party voted against having ship visits, 
although that's a standard vote 


Does the U.S. have any comment on these two actions? 


A No Once again, I believe it would be premature 
to speculate on what the New Zealanders are going to do, 
particularly as you indicate this is a matter of debate stil! 
within the party 


Q Is the U.S. considering sending another ship in 
in the near future? 


“a Il have no speculation 


Q Chuck, I don't think you ever answered the 
question that was asked earlier on the Pol Pot story of whether 
or not the positive step that you called it would clear the way 
for some new developments on U.S. aid Will there be a review 
of the nature of U.S. aid that is supplied to the resistance? 
And does this clear the resistance of the tainted element which 
prevented the U.S. from supplying other kinds of aid? 


a 1 said I would look into the question of what 
kind of aid we are preparing, or prepared, to supply But | 
think you're reading a bit much into what 1 said about Mr Po | 
Pot's retirement [I said, if that story is true, and if it 


leads to the kind of developments to which we're looking, then 
it might be ripe to say that there have been some developments 


Hanoi and its Phnom Penh clients have said that Pol 
Pot cannot be a part of any discussions about Cambodia's 
future lf his departure would remove that obstacle, then it 
could improve the prospects for a settlement 


Q Could we qo to the Soviet Union? Are there any 
Amer*can reactions to statements by Gorbachev such as saying 
that the United States is attemplina to set up a confrontation 
at the summit? 





D549 








A No. I would refer you to what our own spokesman 
said over the weekend as well as to what the White House press 


conference, I believe, said this morning 
reiterating at the noon briefing. 


Q There are reports that the 
airliner hijacked to Beirut in June have 
the killer of sailor Robert Stethem. Is 
aware of this? Do you have any plans to 


and which they will be 


crew of the TWA 
positively identified 
the State Department 
ask authorities there 


to try to capture this person and extradite him, in view of the 


fact that the reported identification is 
shot? 


very good from the mug 


- The killing and hijacking are criminal acts which 
are under investigation by the FBI. We've been in close touch 
with the FBI, and the investigation is continuing Because it 
is an ongoing investigation, we can't comment further at this 


time 


-- MORE - 
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Q Do you have any situation report on conditions in 
Libya? Over the weekend there was a coup d'etat or attempted 
coup d'etat and subsequently to this a threat -- Syrian or 


Libyan threat to Tunisia? 


A Concerning the reports of either a coup d'etat or 
a pending invasion of Tunisia, we do not have any direct 
information about those subjects as alleged in Cairo's Al Ahram 
newspaper. The indirect information is very sketchy and has 
not been confirmed 


Q Do you have anything on the latest offense from 
Iraq against Kharg Island? 


“ No, I don't. 

Q There has been a delegation from Amal movement, 
the Lebanese Amal movement in this country. Have there been 
any contacts with them, official contacts? 


a [ have no information. Not to my knowledge. 


Q Will you take the question, please? 


a ['ll look into it. 
Q Chuck, has the Administration any evidence that 
Cuban military personnel are being used in - against contra 


rebels and fights inside Nicaragua? 


a ['ll have to look into that for a detailed 
answer My recollection is that we have had evidence and have 
made statements concerning Cuban involvement in these 
activities 


Q But beyond just advisers? 

2) {'ll look into that 

Q Is Murphy going back or 18 it being discussed 
that Murphy will go back to the Middle East soon? 

a At this moment | wouldn't speculate on any plan: 
that Ambassador Murphy may have [ would reiterale what L've 
said before, which is that concerning next steps in the peace 
process, that those are under active consideration; and that 
would include, as always, the possibility of a meeting with a 


joint Jordanian/Palestinian delegation 


YP 





Q Would -- let me follow that a minute. Would the 
name Nabil Sha‘at, a PNC member, have come up in these 
considerations as someone that Murphy might meet with? 


A I have no comment at all on any specific names. 


Q Chuck, did the U.S. at any time give the 
Jordanians or the Palestinians a promise to meet with the joint 


delegation, with Murphy? 


Aa If I can clarify once again, we have said from 
the start before Ambassador Murphy went out, that we were 
prepared to meet with such a delegation if -- as we said, the 


modalities, and people questioned what “the modalities" meant 
-. but if arrangements, mutually acceptable arrangements could 
be worked out and if those talks would lead to direct 
negotiations 


Q But before those, was there any promise that we 
will meet? 


a My answer, I think, covers your question 
completely. 


Q So does that - 
Q (Inaudible). 


Q Does that also then cover -- is that a direct 
response to the statements by Arafat lately that the U.S. broke 
promises made to King Hussein? 


A Yes, it 1s 


Q Do you have any comment on the story run by the 
New York Times yesterday about the United States Lrying to find 
out a way of a new initiative to keep alive King Hussein's 
attempt at peace talks in the Middle East? 


A Only to say again that we are actively 
considering what the next steps might be We're in touch with 
the parties to the process, and that that's the state at thi: 


moment of the negotiations 


Barry? 
Q Do you have anything new - 
Q) [ take it you are confirming the information in 


the same story? 








o 
should take 


Q 


asked for a 
Middle East 


a 


description 


Q 


a 
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~ 
Q 
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sovereignty 
security in 
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Q 
brieted the 
a chance to 
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on vacation 
Beyond that, 


Q 
y 


mentioned 





You shouldn't take it to confirm anything. You 
it for what I said. 


Can I follow this, please? Is it true —— I mean, 


follow on the same story that there is -- the Secretary has 


review -—- a new review of the whole thrust of the 
policy now on the peace initiative? 


I have no comment on the -- on that particular 


story. I would just focus your attention on what [ just said 
about the process as it stands now That is an accurate 


of where we stand. 


Will King Hussein visit Washington soon? Do you 


have any information on that? 


lL have no information on that. 


Chuck, do you have anything new and revised on 


Guidance regarding Syrian moves in Lebanon? 


{ tried -- [ was -- 


There was another report again that Syria would 


like to play a peacemaker role, would like to be represented in 
security measures I wouldn't put you through your old 
guidances, but if you have something new? 


It's -- very simply it's one sentence Ihat we 


would welcome any measures consistent with Lebanon's 


that would lead to or bring a return to peace and 
Lebanon. 


What's the status of Secretary Murphy? Has he 
President, the Secretary, and are we going to have 
speak to him? 


lo the latter question, L'1ll look into it again 
he did see the Secretary, while the Secretary was 
now - what? Some weeks ago or ten days ago 


[I have no information as to his other 


consultations 


Thank you. 


Is this an active consideration that you've 
that phrase you used a couple times today? Dovs 


that include anything by the Secretary at today's cabinet 
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meeting or any meeting between the Secretary and the President 
in the near future, in the next few days? 


A I'm not going to go into any details of the 
process. 


Q Do you have any guidance on the U.N. High 
Commissioner for Refugees' statement that Honduran troops went 
into Salvadoran refugee camps and killed a number of people and 
wounded others? 


o Yes. Concerning that story, which concerned a 
Salvadoran refugee camp near Colomoncagua, Honduras, the latest 
reports from our Embassy in Honduras indicate that last week a 
Salvadoran guerrilla who had been visiting his family and 
resting in Colomoncagua surrendered to the Honduran military. 
After taking them to the location where he had hidden his 
weapon and anmunition, he offered to identify guerrilla leaders 
in part of the Colomoncagua refugee camp. 


On August 29th, after informing the UNHCR, 
approximately 80 Honduran soldiers entered the refugee camp to 
search 1or suspected guerrillas. When they attempted to detain 
an identified guerrilla, they were assaulted by camp residents 
who freed the detainee. A riot ensued, during which a 
suspected guerrilla took a weapon from a Honduran soldier and 
shot him, whereupon he was himself shot by the Honduran 
soldiers. Altogether the soldiers detained ten residents whom 
the captured guerrilla identified as guerrillas An infant was 
killed and several persons were injured in the melee. 


We understand that representatives of the UNHCRK's 
Geneva office have arrived in Tegucigalpa to investigate the 
incident 


~¢ 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A No. 
Q Can you when you have a chance, when it's 


taking shape, can you give us a rough idea of who the Secretary 
will see in New York and how much time he'll spend there? 


A Yes 

Q And L've been away awhile, but it's been a long 
weekend too, has the State Department addressed the New York 
limes piece about his unwillingness to meet with the Polish 


leader? that somehow Poland is in a different category from 
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other East European and, of course, the Soviet Union? That 
you're shunning Jaruzelski, and he will not see any Pole while 
he's in New York? 


A The question, to my knowledge, has not been 
addressed. 


. All right. Do you have it -- 


a The Polish authorities have not asked for a 
meeting. 
Q The Poles have not asked for a meeting? 
“ I think that's the short answer to your question 
Q Wouldn't it be useful to see him? 
4 [I have no comment. 
Q Is there anything new on the LaJeunesses? 
fs) No. [I have nothing new beyond what [ gave you 


last week, which is that they were -- 
Q They've still not turned up. 


A The latest information I had was that they had 
been taken into the Port of Colon, Panama. 


Q There's a report - 
A [I'd be happy to look into that if you find out 
it's otherwise 
o lhere's a report that one of the querrillas that 
President Duarte identified as having taken part in the killing 
of the Marines - Jose Antonio Ramos - has actually been in 


jail for more than a year Do you have any information about 
that? It was on National Public Radio this morning 


A No, [ don't 
Q Could you look into it? 


A [ will 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
Soviets are putting more troops into Afghanistan? 
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a Reports continue to indicate that a major 
offensive is underway around the beseiged town of Khost in 
Paktia Province. There are also reports of heavy fighting in 
Nangarhar and Lowgar Provinces. 


This is the third major Soviet military operation in 
Afghanistan this summer. In the previous two operations in the 
Konar and Panjsher Valleys, Soviet military gains, if any, were 
limited and of a temporary nature. Bloodshed on both sides was 
high. 

This new offensive highlights once again the high cost 
of the Soviet venture in Afghanistan and underscores the need 
for a negotiated political settlement to get the Soviet forces 
out and to end the suffering of the Afghan people. 


Q Are there more troops than intelligence estimates 
have indicated over the last year or two? Are there more than 
105,000? 

is) I have no information on that specific question 

Q Do you have anything new on the new helicopter 
that the Russians have been using in this latest offensive in 
Afghanistan? They say that there's a new helicopter which will 
pick up all the installations of -- 

i) I'd refer you to the Pentagon on that. 


Q Chuck, did you already have the question about 
Gorbachey earlier? Was that asked? 


u Yes. 

Q Okay And do you have any comment on - do you 
have anything on Shays travel pians to the Soviet Union in 
advance of a summit?. 

A No, I don't 

Q lhank you 


Q 1 just want to make sure you're not saying, 
then, that the Soviets have put more troops in Afghanistan? 


i) No l answered a question concerning the 
offensive 


Q Okay 


(ihe briefing concluded at 12°46 pm) 














TAKEN QUESTION 
PUSTED: September 4, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 3 BRIEFING 


CAMBODIA: U.S. AID 





Could you recall for us the extent and type of U.S. support 
for the two non-communist mempers of the coalition? 


-- THE UNITED STATES PROVIDES MORAL AND POLITICAL SUPPORT TO 
THE NON-COMMUNIST RESISTANCE GROUPS, AS REFLECTED IN THE 
PRESIDENT'S MEETINGS WITH PRINCE SIHANOUK AND MR. SON SANN 
IN 1983 AND 1984. THE U.S. ALSO PROVIDES HUMANITARIAN 
ASSISTANCE THROUGH THE UNITED NATIONS BORDER RELIEF 
OPERATIONS (UNBRO) AND THE INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE OF THE 
RED CROSS (ICRC), TO THE APPROXIMATELY 225,000 KHMER 
CIVILIANS WHO HAVE SOUGHT REFUGE NEAR THE THAI-CAMBODIAN 
BORDER. THIS ASSISTANCE TOTALLED MORE THAN $15 MILLION IN 
CASH AND FOOD IN FY-1984 AND NEARLY $16 MILLION IN THE 


CURRENT FISCAL YEAR, 


-~- WE CONSULT WITH ASEAN ON HOW WE CAN MOST APPROPRIATELY 
ASSIST FURTHER. WE DO NOT PROVIDE WEAPONS TO ANY OF THE 
KHMER RESISTANCE GROUPS. THOSE NEEDS ARE BEING ADEQUATELY 


MET BY OTHER COUNTRIES IN THE REGION, 


-- WE WELCOME INCLUSION IN THE FUREIGN ASSISTANCE 
AUTHORIZATION BILL OF A PROVISION AUTHORIZING UP TO $5 


MILLION IN ECONOMIC OR MILITARY ASSISTANCE TO THE 


NON-COMMUNIST KHMER RESISTANCE GROUPS HEADED BY PRINCE 











SIHANOUK AND MR. SON SANN. THIS PROVISION SENDS A POWERFUL 


SIGNAL TO HANOI OF AMERICA'S DETERMINATION TO UPPOSES ITS 


AGGRESSION IN CAMBODIA. 


~- AN A.I.D. TEAM HAS RECENTLY STUDIEvD THE SITUATION ALONG 





THE THAI-CAMBODIAN BORDER AND REPORTED ITS FINDINGS. BASED 
ON THAT REPORT, WE BELIEVE [HAT ANY FUNDS MADE AVAILABLE TO 
CARRY OUT THIS AUTHORIZATION SHOULD BE USED IN A WAY WHICH 
WILL CONTRIBUTE EFFECTIVELY TO THE RESISTANCE'S EFFORTS 
WITHOUT UNDERMINING ASEAN'S LEADING ROLE. WE HAVE NO PLANS 


TO USE THESE FUNDS TO ARM THE RESISTANCE FORCES. 


-- WE GIVE NO SUPPORT OF ANY KIND TO AND HAVE NO CONTACT 


WITH THE KHMER ROUGE, WHOSE PAST ATROCITIES WE CONTINUE TO 


ABHOR. WE HAVE NO INTENTION OF ALTERING THAT POLICY. 





TAKEN QUESTION 


Posted: September 4, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 3 BRIEFING 


U.S. ATTITUDE TOWARD THE KHMER ROUGE 





What is the -iftference between Pol Pot and Khieu Samphan? 

Do you consider Khieu Samphan one of those responsipble tor 
the atrocities committed against the Cambodian people, or is 
it only on the shoulcers of Pol Pot? 

-- THE U.S. IS NOT IN A POSITION TO JUDGE THE DEGREE OF 
GUILT BORNE BY INDIVIDUAL KHMER ROUGE LEADERS FUR THE 
ATROCITIES COMMITTED BETWEEN 1975 AND 1979. THE KHMER ROUGE 
LEADERSHIP SHARE [TO ONE DEGREE OR ANOTHER RESPONSIBILI2Y For 
THOSE EVENTS AND KHIEU..SAMPHAN HELD A PROMINENT POSITION IN 
THAT LEADERSHIP. 

-- THE UNITED STATES DUES NOT REGARD THE REPORTED RETIREMENT 


OF POL POT AS ALTERING THE NATURE OF THE KHMER ROUGE AND 


WILL NOT CHANGE ITS POLICY OF HAVING NO CONTACT WITH THEM. 





Posted: September 3, 1985 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 3, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


CAMBODIA: ASSISTANCE TO REBELS 





Q: What does the U.S. Government intend to do with the money 
voted for aid for the non-Communist Cambodian rebels? Is 
the U.S considering giving military aid to the two rebel 
factions instead of strictly humanitarian? 


A: ALTHOUGH THE AUTHORIZATION BILL PASSED BY THE CONGRESS 
LAST MONTH INCLUDES “UP TO $5 MILLION FOR THE NON-COMMUNIST 
CAMBODIAN RESISTANCE FORCES", NO MONEY HAS YET BEEN 
APPROPRIATED FOR THIS PURPOSE. 


IN ORDER TO BEGIN TO LOOK AT POSSIBLE ECONOMIC REQUIREMENTS, AN 
A.I.D. TEAM TRAVELED TO THE BORDER AREAS SEVERAL WEEKS AGO. 
THE TEAM'S FINDINGS -AR& STICL UNDER - REVIEW. 


~, 


WE DO NOT NOW AND WE HAVE NO PLANS AT THIS TIME TO “PROVIDE 
WEAPONS TO THE NON-COMMUNIST CAMBODIAN FORCES. 





Posted: September 3, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 3, 1985 


LEBANON: US VISIT OF AMAL DELEGATION 





Q: There has been a delegation from Amal movement, the Lebanese 
Amal movement, in this country. Have there been any contacts 
with them, official contacts? 


A: --WE ARE AWARE THAT SUCH A GROUP IS IN THIS COUNTRY ON A 


PRIVATE VISIT. THEY HAVE NOT MET WITH STATE DEPARTMENT 


OFFICIALS. 





POSTED: September 4, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Brie.ing, September 3, 1985 


EL SALVADOR: SUSPECT ALREADY JAILED? 





Q. Do you have any information about a report (National 
Public Radio) that one of the guerrillas that President 
Duarte identified as having taken part in the killing of 
the Marines, Jose Antonio Lemus, has actually been in jail 
for more than a year? 

A. ~~ THE SALVADORAN GOVERNMENT HAS ARRESTED AT LEAST AE 

CONFESSED MEMBER OF THE SQUAD WHICH COMMITTED THE JUNE 19 

MURDERS, HAS ARRESTED TWO OTHERS WHO WERE AWARE OF THE PRTC'S 

ACTIVITIES, HAS IDENTIFIED THE LEADER OF THE ZONA ROSA 

OPERATION AND OTHERS INVOLVED AND HAS ALSO IDENTIFIED THE 

LOCATION WHERE THIS AND OTHER CRIMINAL ACTIONS BY THE PRTC WERE 

PLANNED. 
~~ WITH REGARD TO THE “WALTER® NAMED BY ONE OF THE 

PARTICIPANTS, SOME CONFUSION MAY HAVE RESULTED FROM THE FACT 

THAT THE ALIAS “WALTER® WAS USED BY MORE THAN ONE MEMBER OF THE 

PRTC. 

-- THE INVESTIGATION IS CONTINUING TO CLARIFY THE ACTUAL 

NAMES OF PERSONS IDENTIFIED WHO WERE USING ALIASES. 

-- WE REITERATE OUR CONGRATULATIONS TO THE GOVERNMENT OF 


EL SALVADOR FOR THE SUCCESS OF ITS INVESTIGATION. 

















Posted: Septemper 3, 1938s 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 3, 1985 NOON PRESS SRIEFING 


NICARAGUA: CUBAN TROOPS FIGHTING? 





QO: Does the Administration have any evidence that Cuban 
military personnel are being used against contra rebels in 
fights inside Nicaragua? . 


A: we believe that the Cubans are performing an advisory role 


with units of the Nicaraguan armed forces. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #157 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 1985, 12:08 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have two announcements. 


First, concerning the Secretary's trip to New York for 
the United Nations General Assembly. The Secretary will be in 
New York City in connection with the United Nations General 
Assembly from Sunday, September 22, to Thursday, September 26, 
and from Sunday, September 29, to Friday, October 4. He will 
address the General Assembly the morning of Monday, September 
23. 


At the U.N., he will be meeting with senior United 
Nations officials and various visiting foreign dignitaries, 
including meetings with Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in 
New York and in Washington. 


As you've been informed, the New York meeting will 
take place the afternoon of September 25th. The Washington 
meeting is on Friday, September 27th. 


On Wednesday, October 2nd, the Secretary will address 
the National Committee on American Foreign Policy -- that's ON 
THE RECORD but with no questions and answers -- and will 
receive its annual Hans J. Morgenthal Memorial Award at a 
dinner at the New York Hilton. Or. Henry Kissinger will make 
the presentation. For those who wish to cover the event, the 
organization's contact is Or. George Schwab, (212) 724-2469 


Q Could you give that number once more? 


i (212) 724-2469. Dr. George Schwab. 


Second announcement Tomorrow morning at 8°30 the 
Secretary will brief the House Republican Conference on the 
Administration's anti-terrorism policy. The briefing will take 





place on Capitol Hill. It is closed, and therefore no press 
coverage will be allowed. Consequently, we will have our usual 
daily press briefing here tomorrow. 


Other questions? 


Q That's it? Do you -- have you seen the Israeli 
Cabinet decision to ask the United States to tell Jordan that 
it must remove terrorist bases from its territory? 


a I've seen reports of it. ['m not in a position 
to give you a definitive response to it, in the sense that we 
don't have any, if you will, official request to do so. 


On the question of PLO attacks which may be 
originating from Jordan, I would say, as we've noted before, 
that Jordan is firmly opposed to terrorism, indeed has suffered 
greatly from it, and has played a positive role in preserving 
security in the area. 


Q Well, without reference to the specific Israeli 
request, if and when it comes, do you have -- does the United 
States Government have any policy about whether these bases 
should be permitted to be on Jordanian territory? 


A I have no specific comment beyond what I just 
gave you concerning the Jordanian policy as we know it 
concerning terrorism. 


Q Some time ago, I believe it was from that 
rostrum, it was said that from the U.S. understanding, that 
there are PLO offices in Jordan but not any bases in Jordan. 
Is this still the understanding of the Administration or the 
United States? 


A Yes, it is 

Q Chuck, PLO, Yasser Arafat, reiterated again that 
the United States reneged their promises to Hussein about -- 
certain promises about the peace process Do you have any 
comment about that? 


A I think you could give me the answer as easily as 
[ can give it to you. 


Q Iry me. 


A Which is simply that our position on the peace 
process concerning this potential meeting with a joint 
Jordanian/Palestinian group has been and continues to be that 











if suitable, mutually acceptable arrangements can be made, and 
if it will lead to direct negotiations, then we were prepared 
to consider such a meeting. That was, and that remains, our 
position as concerns that meeting and its relationship to the 
peace process. 


Q So can you -- can we say there is no promises the 
Administration gave to King Hussein toward PLO? 


i) Our policy, as I have explained it, has been well 
known to those of you here in this room as well as to those in 
the region. 


Q Chuck, when you say, “if it will lead to direct 
negotiations," is this a guaranteed outcome the United States 
is seeking before the meeting can be held? Do we have to have 
some kind of a guarantee that it will lead to direct 
negotiations? 


A I wouldn't want to get into a debate as to 
whether or not the word “guarantee” is applicable, only to 
emphasize once again -- and which I think was quite clear ina 
statement which [I made last Thursday or Friday -- which is that 
direct negotiations are the object, and I said at that point 
the sole objective, which we are seeking in this process. 


Q That's slightly different than the way it sounded 
to me like you phrased it this time. You say, “if it will lead 
to direct negotiations." That seems to indicate that if 
anything could stop direct negotiations, there wouldn't be a 
meeting, including Israeli reluctance to meet with the 
Jordanians later. 


4 The criteria for the meeting have been, as I 
stated them, that mutually acceptable arrangements be worked 
out and that they lead to direct negotiations. 


Q Chuck, do [I understand you correctly as saying 
you do not believe that there are PLO terrorist bases in Jordan? 


a I would refer you to a statement [ made soe 
weeks ago on that particular subject, which I believe Don was 
correct in characterizing as saying that while there are PIO 
organizations which have headquarter facilities in Jordan, that 
concerning terrorism, the Jordanian position has been one of 
opposition quite consistently 


Q But nothing has changed in the meantime regarding 


a 


that? 


) 





a No. 

Q Has the arrangements you are seeking been met yet? 

A Excuse me again? 

Q The arrangements you are seeking, have they been 
met yet? 

A If you're asking me, has there been a meeting, 


no, there hasn't. 


Q Well, because there is some indication that Mr. 
Murphy will be going back again. 


“4 As I said yesterday, the next steps are under 
active consideration. Beyond that, I'm not in a position to 
speculate as to when that might occur or what those steps might 
be. 

Yes? 
Q Do you have anything on a plot to -- 
Q On the same subject. Do you mind? 


a All right. 


Q The Jordanians, I understand, they understand the 
direct negotiations as any negotiations taking place between 
them and the Israelis under the auspices of the five permanent 
members of the Security Council. Would you be kind enough to 


give us your understanding of “direct negotiations," if it is 
similar or, if not -- if it's not, how do you define it? 
A "Direct negotiations" are negotiations between 


the parties to the conflict. 
Q Under whose auspices? Nobody's auspices? 


A [I think the question stands -- [ mean, the answer 
stands by itself. 


Yes? 

Q This is a completely new subject, but do you have 
anything on a plot to blow up several foreign embassies in 
Bogota, Colombia, perhaps including ours and the Chilean 
Embassy, [ believe? 


A Nothing at all. 


Q Just happened earlier today. 











A No. 


Q The UNHCR is now saying that it appears an 
American soldier or soldiers took part in the raid on the 
refugee camp in Honduras last week. Yesterday you appeared to 
indicate that was not true. [ just wondered if your position 
stands. 


A That is not true. There was no American 
involvement in that raid that you're referring to. 


Q Do you have anything on the Government of Chile's 
criticism of the U.S. concerning the statement made from the 
podium last week or so? 


2) Let me see. Nothing more than to reiterate that 
the Administration has repeatedly stated its position favoring 
a peaceful and orderly transition to democracy in Chile. 


We have also repeatedly said, as [I did on August 27, 
that the details of a transition, such as timing and 
modalities, are best left for Chileans to resolve. Our policy 
is to encourage the growth of democracy on terms worked out by 
the people of each country. 


Q Isn't that the South Africa crisis? (Laughter) 


Q In the last guidance you said that you hoped that 
there would be a constructive response to the proposals put 
forward by these parties. Do you consider the government's 
response to be constructive? 


A Well, we understand that the government did 
release a statement yesterday which responded to the national 
accord, to which you're referring. It is encouraging that the 


government has not rejected the accord out of hand, as was 
suggested by at least one press report, but in fact did find 
some positive elements in the agreement 


We hope that the willingness to compromise ref lected 
in the new accord will contribute to concrete progress lLoward 
reconciling political differences in Chile and producing an 
orderly and peaceful transition to democracy, a process which 
requires the cooperation of all responsible sectors of Chilean 
society. 


MORE 





Q Any comment on the criticism by the Polish 
spokesman of the State Department's announcing that nobody 
would meet Jaruzelski when they say nobody asked to? 


I'm not sure what announcement you're referring 
to. 


Q Yesterday's -—- 


” It certainly wasn't made here. In fact, if 
you'll look at the record, I was asked yesterday that question, 
and I said the Polish authorities had not requested a meeting. 


Q Well, they are criticizing public statements from 
the United States Government officials about Jaruzelski when 
they say he hadn't requested a meeting either, and the U.S. is 
saying, well, we aren't going to meet with him. 


A I didn't make those statements; those statements 
were not made at this podium so I can't speak to that question. 


Q So you don't have any -- 
a I can only say what I said yesterday. 
Q You don't have any comment on what they had to 


say in Warsaw? 
A No. No. 


Q And how about the story in a famous column that 
the Secretary of State has told the Refugee Coordinator to find 
something else to do? 


is} [I have no comment. 


Q Chuck, The Pakistani Foreign Minister said that 
Pakistan has decided against buying the U.S.-made F2-C Hawkeye 
surveillance aircraft because it doesn't meet Pakistan's 
defense needs. This is in spite of Pakistan expressing a very 
keen interest on these planes earlier. He has denied that the 
U.S. decided against selling Pakistan these planes because of 
pressure from India. 


Is the contention by this Minister correct, or was the 
U.S. swayed by some concern expressed by Mr. Gandhi when he was 
here? 














o I have nothing for you on that particular issue. 
Q You don't want to comment on it at all? 
a I have nothing on it. 


Q But Pakistan has decided -- 


I I have nothing on that, on your question 
whatsoever. 
Q Any response or comments to Mr. Arbatovu's remarks 


about U.S. policy leading up to the summit? 


A Only to say that perhaps this is simply a more 
detailed playing out in some ways of the reporting, which was 
already evident yesterday, based on the Time Magazine article 
and the network coverage from Moscow. 





I would simply reiterate the key point, as Larry 
Speakes stated it yesterday, that we are serious about the 
November meeting and prepared to meet the Soviets half way, and 
beyond that, we believe it's important to avoid a daily debate 
in the media on issues that are better addressed through 
diplomatic channels. 


Q Have you seen the accounts of the meeting with 
Senator Byrd, et al, and Mr. Gorbachev? 


A Accounts in what sense? 


Q Well, they met with him yesterday in Moscow and 
relayed an offer he made that the Soviets would be prepared to 
make deep cuts in their offensive missiles in exchange fur some 
modification of Star Wars. 


A Well, we've seen those reports We don't have a 
detailed readout on what the actual content of the discussions 
in Moscow were. I could comment on that particular issue which 


I believe was put another way, perhaps in that same interview, 
that they would make a proposal for reductions one day after 
the United States would agree, in effect, to stop its strategic 
defense research. In that sense, the Soviets are still posing 
pre-conditions for serious negotiations over reducing the 
weapons that exist today. 


As one of the Senators reportedly pointed out, such 
pre-conditions are inconsistent with the January agreement 
establishing the Geneva negotiations which called for 
negotiating all such issues simultaneously. 











In any event, as we've emphasized repeatedly, what is 
needed is for the Soviets to translate their many public 
statements into actual negotiating proposals at Geneva. The 
U.S. has already placed serious reduction proposals on the 
table. We are prepared to enter into a give-and-take in 
negotiations over these proposals, as well as to give a full 
hearing to any serious Soviet proposals. 


Q Where does the January agreement call for it to 
be all negotiated simultaneously? 


* That's a reference to the famous remark on the 
inter-relationship of the negotiating groups. 


Q The U.S. interpretation is that means 
simultaneously, right? 


i) That's right. 


Q Wasn't there subsequently, though, some kind of 
discussion about whether or not this was indeed the case, or 
whether the Soviets had the same understanding of this? 


A Our position has been clearly that no one group 
should be held hostage to any other group, and that we should 
proceed to make progress where progress is possible, and that 
particularly, in the critical field of making deep reductions 
in offensive nuclear weapons, to our mind is a place where we 
could have that kind of progress. 


In the back. 


Q Do you have any comments on press reports of 
increased Cuban military participation in Nicaragua? 


A To the best of our knowledge, the Cuban role in 
Nicaragua is an advisory one with the Nicaraguan armed forces. 
Beyond that, I have no other specific information. 


Q There was an article in the Washington Times this 
morning by the Associated Press saying that two Nicaraguan 
defectors from the State Security Agency had revealed new 
information about the Cubans' role in Nicaragua, saying that 
they, in fact, are the ones who were responsible for the 
strategies, the tactics, and so forth, and that they have taken 
on an increased role in actual combat in the field. 


A On the last question, I have nothing for you, but 
[ think my answer to your first one, which is that the Cubans 








serve in an advisory capacity with units of the Nicaraguan army 
could very well translate into the same kind of information 
that you're referring to. But I have no specific comment on 
those two reports that you refer to. 


Q Do you have anything today on those New Zealand 
questions I asked yesterday -- apparent changes in Lange's 
position? 

a No, I don't. 


Q Could you please take them and look into them? 


I always look into them. 


Q Do you have anything on the violence in Sri Lanka? 
a No. 
Q Chuck, do you have anything on a West German 


delegation coming here to look into SOI? 
A In what sense? 


Q I think they've accepted the American offer, and 
they are actually sending a delegation to take part in whatever 
we've done on it. 


A That delegation has been known for quite some 
time, in fact. 


Q ‘es, but that it's coming this week or - 


A That's right. I[t is coming this week. [ believe 
it's stay in the United States is approximately ten days 
perhaps, and this is part of the ongoing series of 
consultations and discussions we've had with our allies 
concerning possible participation in the SOI research program. 


Q Chuck, I just wanted to pin down on the previous 
issue the meeting between Senators Byrd, et al, and Mr 
Gorbachev Summing up what you said, would it be correct to 


say that you see nothing new or interesting in the reports that 
you have seen of their conversation? 


A [ think it's generally true to say that we don't 
see, at this point in any case, anything which would appear to 
us to be a serious breakthrough. The story which has gotten 


the most attention, which has to do with SDI research, | 
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believe is covered by the statement which I did give to you a 
few minutes ago, and that seems to be the most frequently 
high-lighted aspect of the encounter --— as we know it at this 
time, in any case. 


Q Do you -- does the State Department or the White 
House have any plans to meet with the Senators to get their 
first-hand account? 


fo) I don't know what the specific plans are, but I'm 
sure that we'll have close consultations with the Senators. 


Q Chuck, any more details on the so-called “foiled” 
Libyan coup and whether or not any of that information has been 
confirmed from Al Ahram? 


a No. The information remains just as sketchy as 
it was yesterday. To our knowledge, as I said then, we have no 
information which would confirm those stories. 


Q Chuck, apparently, there are some new allegations 
by military men claiming that there are live MIAs in Vietnam, 
and I just wondered if there is any new information on that. 


a I can give you some more detailed guidance, but I 
think I can summarize the essence of it, which is that the 
United States Government at this moment does not have any good 
evidence that there are, in fact, live Americans still 
remaining in Southeast Asia. We continue to investigate all 
such reports of sightings of live Americans, to the best of our 
ability. 


We certainly continue to operate on the assumption 
that there could be, and that therefore, that's the reason we 
investigate them -- we don't dismiss them out-of -hand But at 
this moment, we don't have evidence which would confirm those 
reports. 


Q (Inaudible) detail the guidance available in the 
Press Office, please? 


a Yes. 


Q Has any decision been made as to who is going to 
be the staff of the Nicaraguan Humanitarian Assistance Office, 
or whatever it's called? Or do you have a timetable for when 
there is likely to be staff named? 





li 


A No, no decision has been made yet as to the 
staff I don't have a timetable I would expect that it won't 
be too long. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:28 P.M.) 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. The plane was 


a little late getting back from Mexico. I have one or two very 
brief announcements. Just to do a little housekeeping thing to 
begin with, there will be an ON-THE-RECORD session here Monday, 
at 2:00 in the afternoon. Deputy Assistant Secretary of State 
for African Affairs Princeton Lyman will be discussing the 
visit to the United States by the Vice President of Botswana, 
Peter S. Mmusi. For additional information, you can pick it up 
at the Press Room outside. 


Now, Chuck, I understand, promised the more specific 
language dealing with the question of live prisoner sightings 
in Indochina, and we have gotten that, and I'll read it to you 
very briefly. It's about seven or eight lines: 


"The United States Government has investigated every 
report of live sightings of Americans. So far, we have not 
been able to prove that American prisoners of war remain in 
Indochina. We cannot rule out the possibility that there are 
live American prisoners there, however, so we proceed on the 
assumption that some Americans may be held. Should any report 
prove to be true, the United States will take the necessary 
action to ensure their return." 


Now, with those two as a starter, we'll go to the 
questions, if we can. 


Q Bernie, can you confirm the Times report today 
that the United States has an arrangement with Saudi Arabia for 
the use of their military bases in time of crisis? 


“4 Let me begin by way of a preface, to say that L'a 
not going to get drawn into any discussions on anything that is 
described as a classified or a secret report Having said 
that, let me say in a general way that Saudi Arabia has no 
agreement with the United States on the use of Saudi military 
facilities. However, we have longstanding relationships based 
on mutual interest in the stability of the Arabian Peninsula 
region. 
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When U.S. assistance has been requested and provided 
in response to specific threats, the facilities necessary to 
support such assistance have been mace available. 


Q Is that the end of it? 
i) That's what I have on that, yes. 
Q Well, it sounds then that, although there is no 


formal agreement, there is an informal working arrangement 
which you would expect to continue, is that right? 


A Well, the phrase that has been prepared is 
"longstanding relationships," and I think, for example, you 
might think, say, of the request by the Saudis for the AWACs, 
at the time of the outbreak of the Iran/Iraq war. So that 
while I do underline the fact that the Saudis have no agreement 
with the United States, I did note, however, that there are 
longstanding relationships based on mutual interests. 


Barry. 


Q Bernie, has the United States ever tried to 
exercise that longstanding arrangement, and what were the 
results? 


vs Well, I thought I just gave you an example of 
that, that -- 
Q No, no. You're giving us an example of selling 


weapons to Saudi Arabia, [I'm asking you -- 
A No, no. No, no. 
All those in favor. (Laughter). 


No. My example, Barry, in fact, had to do by way of 
amplifying what I had here in this language of diplomacy, that 
is, at the outbreak of the Iran/Iraq war, when there was a 
request for AWACs on the part of the Saudis, the U.S. AWACs, in 
fact, arrived on the scene, and that would appear to be an 
outgrowth of what I describe here as “Longstanding 
relationships." 


Q What I'm interested in -—- and I think what most 
of us are interested in -- is how the relationship works in the 
other direction. The gist of this report, or the gist of these 





stories, is that if the United States needs Saudi installations 
in the event of Soviet aggression or threats to oil supplies, 
that the Saudis will make their bases available to the United 
States. 


So my question is, has the United States ever, based 
on what you say is a very longstanding relationship, ever asked 
the Saudis if they could use Saudi facilities in the event -- 
and there have been many crises in that area over the last ten 


years or 12 years -- and what has been the Saudi response? 
= I don't have anything on that. 
Q You're just giving me an example of how weapons 


sold to the Saudi -- 
i No, no, I'm not talking about selling. 


Q The use of the AWACs was for the Saudis' 
benefit. I'm talking about things that were done for the U.S. 
benefit by virtue of that longstanding relationship, and you 
can't give me an example 


a I -- That is correct. 
Q Can I follow on that -- 
Sure. 


Q -- with a related topic? Can you tell us 
anything about the Administration's plans to sell weapons to 
Saudi Arabia? 


a Well, on that particular question, the 
Administration has refrained from submitting any major new arms 
sales notifications for the Middle East until completion of the 
Middle East arms transfer study. This study has been 
completed Briefings are continuing before Congress. 


I would, therefore, expect that a number of prograins 
which have been on hold to go forward shortly. The Congress 
will be fully consulted in accordance with established 
procedures. 


Q Can you be any more specific about the number of 
programs involved or who they involve? 


a) Ralph, I can't be specific on numbers or nations 
-— nation or nations. 


> SY 





Q Have you let the Saudis know what the study 
states? Have you communicated it to the Saudis? 


A I'm going to pass on that question because it 
would be being drawn into confidential diplomatic discussions. 


Q Bernie, a relaced subject: There were - 


4 Just wait a minute in case somebody wanted to 
stay on this. 





Q «On this subject -- 
2) Please. 


Q These programs, does this include sales of arms 
to Jordan? 


A Well -- 


Q There are reports that now Jordan's arms sales is 
an integral part of the whole peace process in the Middle East, 
and the Administration wants to push through the sale of arms 
to Jordan to strengthen the position of King Hussein in the 
peace negotiations. What do you have on that? 


4 Well, Ralph just asked me a variation of that 
question, linked to a different country, and my reply was that 
I could not get involved in the nation or nations that would be 
affected by the number of programs I referred to, that these 
programs would go forward shortly. So I have nothing by way of 
national identities and specific calendars other than to 
emphasize the word “shortly." 


Q Has the active consideration of the next steps in 
the Middle East process been concluded? And have any decisions 
been made about whether Murphy will return to the Middle East, 
or any other steps in that process? 


A I don't have anything on that, Ralph 
Q Related to Murphy perhaps: Is the U.S. now 


prepared to have Murphy talk to a joint Jordanian/Palestinian 
delegation that would include a known member of the PLO? 


A I think I'll have to refer you back to language 
that the Secretary has used. The readiness of the United 
States to hold a meeting with a joint Jordanian/Palestinian 
delegation, such talks leading to direct discussions between 
the two sides, remains constant. There has been no change on 
that. 








Insofar as your specific question, as to whether the 
Palestinian component of such a delegation would include a 
known PLO member, was that the way you phrased it? 


Q That's right. 


A I think I'd have to refer you back to some 
observations made by the Secretary of State on that, and ['ll 
have to leave that at that. And we can help find that language 
for you. 


Q What you said earlier on is that it “remains 
constant and there has been no change." If that is the case, 
and to be read literally, then the United States could not meet 
with a delegation containing a known official member of the 
PLO. Is that correct? 


A Well, let me put it this way, Marvin. Many, many 
times, there has been a description of the definition of the 
composition of the Palestinian element of the joint . 
Jordanian/Palestinian team, delegation, or group. And I have 
nothing to add to that that would, in any way, redefine what 
has been said at the outset as to the makeup of the Palestinian 
component. 


Q Hasn't there been an effort within the last 
couple of weeks to do precisely that, that is to redefine what 
the U.S. position would be on that question? 


A I have nothing to add to that. 
Q Bernie -- 
A Just a minute, Jim. Let me try over here, please 


This is still the subject of American use of 
bases, but a different country. A British magazine comes out 
today with a story saying that in 1983, the United States and 
Great Britain signed an agreement giving the United States use 
of a number of bases and hospitals in Britain under emergency 
conditions. 


Do you have anything on that? 


AQ I don't. I'll take a look; and if there is 
anything forthcoming, you'll hear about it. 


Q I want to follow that previous question. Was it 
significant in your answer that you said, in talking with the 


r 
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joint delegation “leading to direct discussions between the two 
parties" rather than “negotiations?” 


(Laughter) 


A No, I think you may make of it what you will. As 
you know, I've been away for a couple of weeks, and I doubt 
whether I'm going to have anything that's going to be a blast -- 
newsbreak for today. 


~~ MORE -- 














Q Can I follow this, please? 
Huh? 
Q Can I follow this? 
A Yeah. 
Q There is a report in -- 
A In other words -— just let me go back to that. 


In other words, I was running through my own archives prior to 
my departure to come up with the language that has been used 
before and, in fact, that Chuck has used for the past few weeks 
and that may be around for awhile. Altogether, what I said [ 
hope was a fixed reiteration of what has been policy right 
along through the calendar. 


Q There is a report in a weekly magazine published 
in London in Arabic that Mr. Murphy met with Or. Nabil Sha'‘ath 
and Mr. Salah Altaamari with the presence of the Jordanian 
Ambassador in Washington prior to his last trip to the Middle 


East. Do you have -- can you confirm, deny, or comment on such 
reports? 

a What I can do is take a look and see what there 
is to it. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie, about the effect on bases in the Arab 
Peninsula, what about the negotiation about renewing the access 
or facilities in Oman, the American access and facilities? 


A I have no status report on that. If you'd Like, 
I'll take a look and see what's possible. 


Q Can you take the question? 

a I'as find out what's possible Yes. 

Q Bernie, just to complete the picture, if I[ may, 
on informal relationships, if you will, would it be -- 

A Informal with -- 

Q You know, these -- the Saudi type of 
relationship. Could you, or could somebody, tell us or get 
together for us which countries in that area -- both Middle 
East and Persian Gulf -- have this sort of informal 








relationship with the United States. Oman comes to mind, and [I 
suppose perhaps Oman and Israel are a little more formal about 
their -- but, in any event, is what Saudi Arabia is doing 
something that Egypt and everybody else does, or is there 
something special about it? 


Let me take a look and see what is possible -- 
Q Okay. 
a -- and I inevitably would encourage you to get in 


touch with your friends at the Defense Department. 





Q No problem. 
is Filing break? 
Q Can I change the subject, please? (Laughter) 
4 You astonish me. Can you hold off? 
Filing break. (Laughter) 


+ 

Q Bernie -—- 
A I'm just testing to see who's listening. 
) 


(Laughter 


Q Bernie, any comment on the seizure of a Kuwaiti 
ship in the Persian Gulf? 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q On South Africa, Bernie? 
fa South Africa. 


Q Do you have any comment on the South African 
Government's warning today on application of American sanctions 
or any comment on the movement of the rioting to white 
residential neighborhoods today? 


A Well, I do have something in the entire context 
of what might be called the rising violence. The United States 
has consistently condemned the violence in South Africa, 
whatever its source. Violence and repression will not solve 
the fundamental political problems of the country 


The situation in South Africa is so tense that it will 
take bold and courageous moves, both on the part of the South 











African Government and representative black leaders, to create 
circumstances in which common ground can be found and 
negotiations can begin. 


As for charges of police brutality, we have previously 
stated that the South African Government must act with the 
greatest restraint in protecting the rights of all South 
Africans. The use of excessive force has contributed to the 
increased level of violence. Violence in South Africa is at 
such a stage that the use of force is, unfortunately, more and 
more common. These acts must stop. 


For this reason, we condemn the ANC's calli for greater 
violence. Such an attitude is irresponsible in the tragic 
circumstances existing in South Africa. We urge all parties to 
this political crisis to take actions that will reduce violence 
in South Africa, not heighten it. 


Now, you asked about sanctions as well in the earlier 
part of your question, and I think there it's the position that 
I think you're quite familiar with on the part of the 
Administration. I think the position is well known that we 
believe that sanctions will be counter-productive, hurting 
blacks in South Africa and stiffening white resistance to 
change. 


Q Anything on the status of the review of that 
policy? 


A In -- the review of policy vis-a-vis South Africa? 


Q Vis-a-vis the sanctions bill on the Hill. 


A No. I think it's been made clearly repeatedly, 
and [I got echoes while [I was away for a couple of weeks, that 
with respect to the sanctions legislation that is pending in 
Congress, it's been said before that the President will make 
his decision once the legislation reaches his desk, taking into 
account the situation in South Africa at that time. 


Q May we have a copy of that language you used - 
at the beginning there, referring to violence and bold 
courageous deeds and -- 


A You want a copy of that? 


Q Yes. 


A Yeah. Sure. 
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Q In that last statement, Bernie, did you mean to 
suggest that the President might not make a decision -- 

4 No. 

Q -- today or tomorrow regarding how the 


Administration is going to deal with the bill -- 
“ No. I -- 
Q -- and what he'll do about it? 


m No. I can't reinterpret this carefully crafted 
sentence. If you want, ['ll run it past you once more. 


Q Are they not having a meeting today to decide 
what to do? 


A On that, we are continually assessing the 
situation in South Africa in light of events there, remain 
concerned over the violence and unrest, and believe that the 
South African Government must urgently begin negotiations with 
the country's black leaders, leading to meaningful change and 
an end to apartheid. 


Q Is it true that Secretary Shultz told Republican 
members of Congress this morning that one man/one vote was not 
a practical policy? 


A That was a closed session, so I'm not in a 
position to be of any help on that. 


Q Well, does Secretary Shultz believe that one 
man/one vote is a practical policy in South Africa? 


mn I don't have anything to help you on that 
immediately, Don. 


Q Any change in the U.S. Government's attitude on 
the Nelson Mandela? 


A I know of no change. 


Q Bernie, back on the Middle Fast for a moment, 
Defense Minister Rabin of Israel has repeated his warnings 
about the use of Jordanian territory for any acts of 
terrorism. He apparently does not agree with the statements 
made here yesterday that the administrative offices are not 
connected with terrorism. He -- in a television interview, he 
said they were extremely dangerous and appeared to once again 
warn Jordan. Do you have any comment? 
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A Your narrow -—- the narrow part of that question 
is the comment on Rabin. 


Well, we understand Israel's concern about the move of 
PLO administrative offices to Jordan, particularly in light of 
the recent increase in the number of terrorist incidents on the 
West Bank that have resulted in a tragic loss of life. 


The United States, Israel and Jordan all share a 
common concern about terrorism. All three governments have 
condemned its use. All three are dedicated to the proposition 
that conflicts in the region can and should be resolved only 
through a peaceful process. 


The continuing violence underscores the need to move 
forward to negotiations. And I might add that we believe that 
the President's September 1, ‘82 initiative remains the most 
viable means of addressing this question. This is the position 
that the United States will support when negotiations begin, 
and meanwhile we encourage all parties to make every effort to 
reduce tensions and to seek ways to advance the peace process. 


Q The Israeli spokesmen say that Ambassador 
Pickering was called in and was asked to convey a warning to 
Jordan about this question of the use of Jordan by terrorists. 
Was such a message conveyed, in fact, to Jordan? 


f I don't have anything on that, Jim. 
Q Could you look into that? 


A Well, I could take a look, but I think [I'd 
probably be shot down on the basis that it's in the context of 
confidential, diplomatic exchanges, but we'll take a look and 
see what is possible. 


Q Do you have anything further to say today 
regarding the Soviet announcement that they're going to feel 
free to go ahead with anti-satellite tests? 


A Well, [I think you got the statement ~-- further 
beyond what was said yesterday? 

Q Yes. 

A Very little, Don 

Q Bernie, on that point, the TASS statement 


yesterday said that the United States, both at Geneva and in 
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diplomatic exchanges, has refused -- flatly refused to study 
any measures regarding banning and limiting ASAT weapons. Is 
that true or false? 


A Let me take a look at that. I can't help you on 
the spot on that. 


Q Bernie, has there been any progress on the 
setting of a date either for the return of technical 
specialists or for the high-level meeting with Hanoi on the 
question of MIA's and POW's? 


A Nothing has passed my desk. I'll take a look if 
you'd like. 


Q Do you know anything about a Honduran nurse named 
Rosa Amalia Almendares who says she was tortured by American 
soldiers for allegedly subversive activities? 

a Hmm? 


MR. REDMAN: There was no American involved. You can 
check in the Press Office. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:56 p.m.) 








Posted: September 6, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the September 5, 1985 Press Briefing 


VIETNAM -- MEETINGS ON POW/MIA'S 





Q: Has there been any progress on the setting of a date either . 
for the return of technical specialists or for the high-level 
meeting with Hanoi on the question of MIA‘s and POW's? 


A: Wo date has yet been set for either meeting. 








Posted: September 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 5, 1985 


GULF SECURITY ACCESS AGREEMENTS 





Q: With which other countries in the Gulf do we have 
long-standing relationships similar to that with Saudi Arabia? 


A: WE HAVE MAINTAINED SECURITY RELATIONSHIPS OF VARYING 
CLOSENESS WITH ALL THE GULF STATES SINCE THEIR 


INDEPENDENCE. THE ONLY COUNTRY WITH WHICH WE HAVE AN 


ACCESS AGREEMENT IS OMAN. 





Posted: September 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 5, 1985 


OMAN: STATUS OF ACCESS AGREEMENT . 





Q: What is the status of our basing rights agreement with Oman? 
A: WE DO NOT HAVE BASES IN OMAN OR A “BASING RIGHTS" 
AGREEMENT. IN 1980 WE CONCLUDED AN AGREEMENT FOR U.S. 
ACCESS TO OMANI FACILITIES UNDER SPECIFIED CONDITIONS. THE 
AGREEMENT IS IN EFFECT FOR TEN YEARS AND WE ARE JUST 
COMPLETING A REQUIRED FIVE YEAR REVIEW. THE RESULTS OF 
THAT REVIEW WILL BE NOTIFIED TO THE CONGRESS UNDER THE CASE 


ACT. 
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Posted: September 5, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 5, 1985 


PEACE PROCESS: MURPHY CONSULTATIONS 





Q: There is a report in a weekly magazine published in London 
in Arabic that Mr. Murphy met with Dr. Nabil Sha'‘ath and Mr. 
Salah Altaamari with the presence of the Jordanian Ambassador 
in Washington prior to his last trip to the Middle East. Can 
you confirm, deny or comment on such reports? 


A: THERE WAS NO SUCH MEETING, 





Posted: September 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 5, 1985 


ISRAEL: WARNING TO JORDAN? : 





Q: The Israeli spokesmen say that Ambassador Pickering was 
called in and was asked to convey a warning to Jordan about the 


use of Jordan by terrorists. Was such a message conveyed in 
fact to Jordan? 


A: WE DO NOT DISCUSS OUR DIPLOMATIC EXCHANGES. 





Posted; September 5, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 5, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


PEACE PROCESS: CRITERIA ON PALESTINIAN PARTICIPATION 





Q: Has the U.S. changed its criteria for Palestinian participa- 
tion in the delegation--that is, to allow for more direct PLO 
participation? 

A.: -- We are still considering the list of potential participants 


provided to us by the Government of Jordan. 


-- Our policy on recognizing or negotiating with the 


Palestine Liberation Organization is well known and has not changed. 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 5, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


ARMS CONTROL: ASAT WEAPONS 





Tass said yesterday that the U.S. both at Geneva and in 
diplomatic exchanges has flatly refused to study whatsoever 
any measures regarding banning or limiting ASAT weapons -- 
is that trye or false? 


The statement is false. There have been discussions on ASAT 
arms control in the Geneva negotiations. The U.S. position 
on anti-satellite arms control in these discussions has been 
consistent with the President's 31 March 1984 Report to the 
Congress on U.S. Policy on ASAT Arms Control in which he 
reaffirmed the long-standing U.S. approach to space arms 
control in previous agreements. It states: 


"The United States will continue to study space arms control 
options. The United States will consider verifiable and 
equitable arms control measures that would ban or otherwise 
limit testing and deployment of specific weapons systems, 
should those measures be compatible with United States 
national security.” 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1985, 12:34 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. Regards. A few 
announcements. Let me start off with this one first, if I may: 


The Department of State has learned of the death of 
Ukrainian human rights activist Vasyl Stus -- V-a-s-y-l S-t-u-s 
-— in a Soviet labor camp on September 4. He reportedly died 
of general emaciation following a long history of stomach and 
kidney problems. A well-known poet, Stus was serving a 15-year 
term in connection with his participation in the Ukrainian 
Helsinki Monitors Group. Stus was 47 years old. He is the 
fourth Ukrainian human rights activist to die in a Soviet labor 
camp in the last 18 months. 


The Department of State deeply regrets the death of 
Vasyl Stus which appears to have occurred as a direct result of 
the harsh treatment he received during his imprisonment. We 
deplore the systematic persecution of courageous human rights 
activists such as Vasyl Stus and the inhuman treatment they are 
subjected to in labor camps which so often leads to serious 
illness and death. We call on the Soviet Union to end its 
disregard for human rights and human life. Vasyl Stus referred 
to the harsh treatment he and his fellow prisoners were 
receiving in his last message to reach the West. 


A statement -- some of you here may have heard the 
Secretary in the lobby this morning after his meeting with the 
Economic Finance Minister, Mr. Modai, and let me just add to 
that that the Administration has decided to make an initial 
apportionment of $1.08 billion in supplemental economic 
assistance for Israel, Egypt and Jordan. These funds, part of 
the FY 1985 supplemental foreign assistance appropriation 
approved in August by the Congress, were used as follows: 


Israel: $750 million for a cash transfer. 


Egypt: $250 million for a cash transfer. 








Jordan: $50 million for a commodity import program, 
and $30 million for school construction. 


In addition, $3 million will soon be apportioned for 
projects to assist Palestinians living in the West Bank and 
Gaza. 


The total amount of economic assistance for the Middle 
East provided under the supplemental appropriation is $2.258 
billion and is provided on an all-grant basis. 


Another announcement: -- 


Q Can we have a copy of that one, Bernie? 

“ Yes, of course. 

Q Can we ask on this, Bernie, or should we wait? 
i) Let me go through, and I think on any specific 


questions I may have to refer you to what the Secretary said 
out front earlier today. 


This announcement, as I say -- the President has 
designated Ambassador Robert Werner Duemling -- D-u-e-m-l-i-n-g 
-- career member of the Senior Foreign Service, as the Director 
of the Nicaraguan Humanitarian Assistance Office. He will head 
a new office established under Executive Order 12530, signed by 
the President on August 29, 1985. And he will be running the 
$27 million humanitarian assistance program voted by Congress 
for the Nicaraguan resistance. 


And let me finally read the final announcement I have 
here today. Some of you here may have seen the announcement in 
connection with the Budapest Cultural Forum. That has a list 
of the participating delegates. That list -- press release 
with the names of the delegates is available at the Press 
Office, and anybody who would care to attend the forum, you can 
pick up credentials for applications, and so forth, at the time 
you may pick up the press release. 


And that is what I have under these headings. And now 
I can go to your questions. 


Q Is Ambassador Murphy going to the Middle East to 
meet with the joint Palestinian-Jordanian delegation any time 
soon? 


A To begin with, I have nothing on that. 
(Laughter) To supplement that declaration of generous 











information, I'm going to have to ask that -- you may want to 
scan, read, what the Secretary and visiting Israeli Minister 
said in the lobby at about 11:00 o'clock this morning. 


What they said -—- what the Secretary said at that 
point in reply to several questions that he took will stand for 
anything I could say, and I'm not in a position to amplify or 
circle dates or whatever. So you'll either find your answers 
there or you may have a problem. 


From what he said today, should we infer that the 
Administration's ruling out any PLO members or people closely 
associated with the PLO as members of that delegation? 


A Well, in connection -- what precipitates that 
question? 


Q In connection with what the Secretary said about 
the PLO. 


A Well, the only thing I would introduce on that 
point is that I would not rule in or I would not rule out -- I 
think you're making a reference there to violence, the allusion 
that the Secretary had made, and I would simply say in the most 
general terms that if the shoe fits, wear it, but I'm not 
ruling in or ruling out. 


Q What? What are you not ruling in or out? 
‘ That's -- 

Q You lost us. 

fa 


If 1 lost you, I may have been triumphant, but 
that -- 


Q Can we get back -- there seems to be something 
between the question and the answer that didn't quite mesh. 


A Uh -- (Laughter) 

Q Somethina's missing. 

ig That's as far as I'll take it, John. 

Q Yeah. But what was -- I mean, what -- let me put 


it this way. Maybe we can get the question again, so we know 
what the answer was to. (Laughter) 





ts Yeah. I heard the question very carefully, and I 
prefaced what I had to say, or maybe my preface was my entire 
reply. But in response to his question about a rule out, that 
I was ruling no one out and no one in. 


Q You're not ruling out PLO members or -- 


a I -- no, no. The ground rules -- and I think the 
Secretary made that clear about what whom the United States 
would talk to -- and the question of the U.S. position on the 
PLO, it is here. I have just received a transcript, but I 
haven't had time to go through it. I think that all stands, 
and I think the Secretary made that clear, and I will have to 
stay with what he said. But there is no change on the U.S. 
position vis-a-vis the PLO. 


—- MORE -- 








Q Whose shoe were you talking about when you said, 
"It fits." 

ra Ah -- 

Q People engaged -- I mean, you made a reference to 


violence. The question didn't say anything about violence; 
the Secretary did. 


“ That was implicit; that was the genesis of the 
question. 


Q Right. So my question is, when you talk about 
shoes, are you talking about shoes of members of the PLO who 
may or may not be engaged in violence, or are you making a 
distinction between members who are not engaged and members who 
are, so if the shoe of violence fits, then you have to wear it? 

3) I'm going to leave that last stand as I said it. 


Q Bernie, isn't the ground rule still that the 
Palestinians are men of good will, whatever that formulation is 
that the Secretary used? Isn't that regarcless -- 


a The Secretary used that. I know of no indication 
that anything along those lines has changed. 


Q I mean regardless -- 


6 You're talking of the news conference sometime 
ago, yes. 


Q And that applied regardless of whether they were 
members of the PLO or not, did it? 


Q No, not in the context of -- 
Q Oh, PNC rather. I'm sorry. PNC members. 
Q Bernie, have you got anything on -- 


a Just a moment. Has the transcript been 
distributed yet? 


STAFF: Wo. 


MR. KALB: Not yet It's ready? 


STAFF: Yes. 





MR. KALB: Right. O.K. 
Excuse me, 6ill. 


Q Bernie, have you anything on the Iranian seizure 
of the Italian ship? 


‘ No, I don't. 


Q Is the U.S. policy on keeping the Strait of 
Hormuz open still in effect? 


4 I know of nothing that changes that. 

Q Pardon me. May I ask you something? 

‘ Sure. 

Q You mentioned there that $3 million will go to 
Palestinians on the West Bank and Gaza. How will this money be 


disbursed? 


i I don't have any specifics. Let me take a look 
at that and see if we could help. 


Q Bernie, you don't consider in two days the 
seizure of two ships in the Strait of Hormuz is obstructing 
navigation in that Strait? 


‘ I don't have anything on that, and that's about 
all I can say. 


Q Will you look at it? I mean is it serious or not? 
A Yes, I'll take a look at it. 
v Bernie, -- 
‘ Just a second, John. 
~~ back on your announcement on the Middle East 
funds, where shall we go for details on the money for Jordan, 


the Commodity Import Program? 


a What I have is the $50 million for a Commodity 
Import Program, $30 million for school construction. 


Q Right. You don't have any more details on whet's 
involved in that program? 








‘ No, but if I can get any, we can make those 
available. 

Q O.K. 

‘ John? 


q Do you have anything on the scheduling of another 
session between the Americans and the Russians in the set of 
regional talks on the Far East? I understand that the dates 
have been agreed upon. 


‘ I don't have anything on that. 
Q You don't have anything on that? 
Can you take the question? 


be I'm not sure. I'm not sure that I would be of 
help to the degree that I might prefer and you might enjoy. 


Q Do you have any comment on the continuing 
violence at the refugee camps in Lebanon, including 39 reported 
deaths? 


ig I think you've heard it often stated from the 
rostrum here that the violence that you're alluding to is to be 
deplored and only underscores the necessity to move forward on 
the peace process. 


Q Bernie, when Secretary Shultz said that those who 
perpetrate violence deal themselves out of the peace process, 
is that a warning to the PLO to stop attacks, or what? 


& I regret that you missed the first part of this 
briefing. 


Q I know, but -- 


A We dealt with that at some length, and I had 
reached the outer corner of my abilities to talk about that. 


Q Bernie, just a quick housekeeping question. Is it 
possible to get some sort of bio information on this new 
Director for the Nicaraguan Humanitarian Assistance Of fice? 


A Yes, I think without question you could pick it 
up right after the briefing. 





Q Do you know anything about a conflict, Bernie, 
between State and the Pentagon over new instructions to the 
MBFR delegation in Vienna? 


a You want me to talk about a conflict -- 
Q Yes. 
o -~ between the State Department and the Pentagon 


over new instructions? (Laughter) Thank you. 


(Laughter) 
Q Do you have any additional guidance about the -- 


ia You have not lost your touch. 


Q ~~ additional guidance about the Humanitarian 
Assistance Office there, about the kinds of aid which -- 


A I think -- in addition to the biographical 
information, I think you will find additional information 
available in the Press Office. I can read you some bits and 
pieces of that if you'd like that. 


Like the Agency for International Development and the 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, the Nicaraguan 
Humanitarian Assistance Office will operate under the policy 
guidance and general direction of the Secretary of State. It 
will be headed -- I gave you the officer's name. 


Logistical support and funds for the office will be 
provided through the Department of State. Section 722(G) of 
the International Development Security and Cooperation Act 
lists items which are to be considered humanitarian assistance 
and items which are to be specifically excluded. This issue 
was discussed at length during the debate on the measure. 


We are mindful of Congressional concerns and will 
consult with the Congress on assistance to be offered t*rough 
the office. Once the office is organized and staffed, an audit 
mechanism will be developed that will ensure full compliance 
with the law. 


There is some specifically additional information that 
you can raise and will be available at the Press Office, if 
you'd like that. 


Q When Ambassador or Secretary Murphy -- 





rs Ambassador -- I beg your pardon. 


Q Murphy -- 
os Yes. 
Q -~- returned from the Middle East, we were told 


that there were consultations underway on the West Coast and 
here. Have these consultations finished, I mean, or are they 
still underway, or what? 


i I can't help you on that. I think -- earlier 
this week, I think Chuck talked the subject that you are 
discussing, and there is really nothing that I could add at 
this point. 


Q Do you have anything new to tell us about South 
africa and sanctions? 


is I think that the President earlier today had some 
brief exchange, and that's what I'll have to refer you to 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 P.M.) 





Posted: September 10, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 6, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


JORDAN: COMMODITY IMPORT PROGRAM 





Q: How will the Jordanian CIP, announced Friday, September 6, be . 
spent? 


A: -- THE JORDAN COMMODITY IMPORT PROGRAA IN THE AMOUNT OF $50 
MILLION POR FY 1985 WILL FINANCE A VARIETY OF U.S. IMPORTS 
AND RELATED SERVICES WHICH WILL BE USED BY ITS PUBLIC AND 
PRIVATE SECTOR. THESE IMPORTS ARE EXPECTED TO GENERATE 
ADDED REVENUE FOR THE JORDANIAN ECONOMY. PUBLIC SECTOR 
IMPORTS ARE EXPECTED TO FOCUS ON CAPITAL GOODS AND EQUIPMENT 
AND RAW MATERIALS OR INTERMEDIATE GOODS REQUIRING FURTHER 
PROCESSING IN JORDAN. PRIVATE SECTOR IMPORTS WILL RESPOND 


TO MARKET DEMANDS AND WILL BE COMPOSED OF SEVERAL ELIGIBLE 


ITEMS. 





POSTED 
September 6, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 6, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
IRAN: FREEDOM OF NAVIGATION IN PERSIAN GULF 





Q: Has there been any change in U.S. policy on freedom of 
navigation in the Persian Gulf? 

A: --NO. THE UNITED STATES IS CONCERNED ABOUT ANY CHALLENGE 

TO THE PRINCIPLE OF FREE NAVIGATION IN INTERNATIONAL WATERS. 

WE HAVE IN THE PAST DEPLORED ATTACKS ON NEUTRAL SHIPPING IN THE 

INTERNATIONAL WATERS OF THE GULF AND NOTED THAT WE CONSIDER 


MAINTAINING ACCESS TO THE GULF TO BE A VITAL INTEREST. 


--THE CONTINUING FIGHTING BETWEEN IRAN AND IRAQ IS THE 
CAUSE OF THE GULF WAR. WE HAVE REPEATEDLY CALLED ON IRAN TO 


JOIN IRAQ IN AGREEING TO END THE FIGHTING AND TO SEARCH FOR A 


PEACEFUL RESOLUTION OF THEIR DIFFERENCES. 





Posted: 
September 6, 1985 


WEST BANK/GAZA SUPPLEMENTAL 





Question taken at noon briefing on September 6: 


Q: What mechanism will be used to distribute the $3 
million in the supplemental to the Palestinians? 

A: The U.S. Government will provide grants to three U.S. 
private voluntary organizations (PVO's) for projects 


in the occupied territories previously approved by 


USAID and the Government of Israel. 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1985, 12:43 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: O.K., everybody, good afternoon. Summer is 
over. A couple of announcements -- a housekeeping thing or 
two: Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs Michael 
Armacost will give the keynote luncheon address at the Regional 
Foreign Policy Conference in Kansas City, Missouri, Wednesday, 
September 11, at the Western Crown Center Hotel. The 
conference is co-sponsored by the Department of State and the 
International Relations Council of Kansas City. The title of 
Under Secretary Armacost's address is “Foreign Assistance and 
the U.S. National Interest." Luncheon begins at 12:50 p.m. and 
will be followed by Q&A. For further information, please 
contact Or. Elliott Berkley of the International Relations 
Council, 816-531-0089. 


Available in the Press Office now is the prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary of State for Consular Affairs 
Joan Clark before the House Judiciary Committee, Subcommittee 
on Immigration, Refugees, and International Law. Topic of her 
testimony, “Immigration, Refugees, and International Law." She 
appeared as of 9:00 a.m. this morning. 


Announcement: Assistant Secretary of State for East 

Asian and Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz and two other members 
of that Bureau will be in Moscow, September 12-13, to exchange 
views on East Asian/Pacific issues with Soviet Foreign Ministry 
officials. This meeting is the latest in the series of 
regional experts' discussions that we've held with the Soviets 
in recent months. The earlier talks concerned the Middle East, 
Afghanistan, and southerry Africa. 


And finally, a reminder on a brief announcement we 
made last week: ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the Botswana Trade 
and Investment mission headed by Botswana Vice President Peter 
Mmusi this afternoon 2:00 p.m. The briefer will be Deputy 
Assistant Secretary Princeton Lyman. 


With that as the opening comments, disclosures, et 
cetera, we could go to questions. 





a a a A SC CO me - EY ae ~~ — - — ~_—- = — - - -— ~ 





Q What does the State Department hear from Thailand 
and what does it do to you? 


a What does it do to us? 
Q Yes. What kind of emotion does it evoke in you? 


a Well, it's our understanding that the attempted 
coup against the Government of Thailand has failed and that the 
situation throughout the country has returned to normal. The 
United States policy of support for democratic government and 
constitutional processes is well known. The U.S. strongly 
supports the legally constituted government of Prime Minister 
Prem, and is pleased by reports that the royal family is safe. 


We regret that a small group attempted to overthrow 
the government. We extend our condolences to the families of | 
those who lost their lives in the attempted coup, and are 
saddened by the deaths of newsmen Neal Davis and William Latch, 
whom I'm sure quite a few of us in this room have worked with 
over the years. 


Q Is the coup now over, as far as you know-—-or the 
attempt? 


a So far as I have any information, I'm saying that 
the situation has returned to normal, and that the coup attempt 
has failed. 

Q Friday we were told that -- 

“ Is it the same? 

Q No, no It's different 

“ Another? 

Q -~ Mike Armacost was going to deliver a speech 
this evening, and somebody reported abcut the possibility of a 


prepared text I understand he is going to speak tonight on 
the subject of Soviet Jewry 


a Let me take a look at that and we'll see what's 
possible Absolutely 
Ralph? 
Q Can you tell us anything about Secretary Abrams ' 


visit to Central America the purpose of that mission, and 
where the U.S. stands now on the Contadora process, where that 
should go? And also, if you have any comment on the report 
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that Secretary Abrams wants to go for the full funding of the 
' Kissinger Commission for economic aid and military aid to 
Central America. 


4 You're taking the blanket approach. 
O.K.. Do we have 20 minutes? 


The reference first, Ralph, to the Chiefs of Mission 
Conference that you're referring to. It's one of a series of 
routine, periodic, regional meetings held to allow an exchange 
of views between our Chiefs of Mission and appropriate 
Washington officials. The meeting is timely since it involves 
several newly-appointed Chiefs of Mission. A meeting, for 
example, of all Bureau of Inter-American Affairs Chiefs of 
Mission was held in May, in Florida. There will be future 
meetings for Chiefs of Mission in other regions. Panama was 
chosen for the meeting of Central American Chiefs of Mission 
because its location was convenient for all participants. 


It would not be, obviously, appropriate to discuss the 
details of the conference. However, among the topics covered: 
U.S. policy, developments in the region and in Washington, and 
administrative matters. 


Now, on your question about the Contadora, the U.S. 
remains fully committed to the 2l-point document of objectives 
as the basis of any regional agreement in Central America. 
We've made clear our view that a successful regional agreement 
must be comprehensive and fully verifiable. We believe our 
general policy of opposing bad agreements is a sound one. 


And finally, Ralph, you asked about money, and let me 
say on that that there has been--is--no decision on whether to 
request a supplemental appropriation for Fiscal ‘86. It will 
be -- 


Let me try that again so that even I undenstand, that 
I have this absolutely clear: No decision on whether to 
request a supplemental appropriation for Fiscal ‘86 will be 
made until the legislative process is completed The 
Department would prefer not to seek a supplemental, and urges 
the Congress to grant the assistance levels requested by the 
Administration 


I think that took care of your three points, Ralph 


Q There was, [ think, a short response yesterday 
to Arafat's speech that was given by satellite to Washington 
over the weekend Do you have anything yet in addition to that’ 








a No, I have nothing extra to add. 


Q Have you seen anything about it? Did you see the 
text or have you seen accounts of it? 


a My understanding is no. I have not seen the 
text, and insofar as being able to say authoritatively whether 
anybody who follows this very carefully has seen it, I can't 
say that; but I think if there is going to be a comment at all, 
there won't be any until, in fact, there is a text, and it has 
had an opportunity to be studied. 


Any travel plans for Secretary Murphy you care to 
talk to us about? 


” I have nothing on any travel plans, John. 


Q Can I go back to your announcement about Mr. 
Wolfowitz in Moscow to discuss with the Russians, the Middle 
East, Afghanistan and other areas, that this is in preparation 
for the summit between Mr. Gorbachev and President Reagan that 
the Middle East issue is going to be among the topics discussed? 


a Start again, start again. You're talking about 
Wolfowitz and the Middle East? 


Q Yes, Wolfowitz in Moscow. You said that he is 
going to be in Moscow, right? 


A  —s- Right. 


Q And other topics will be discussed -— the Middle 
East and Afghanistan? 


a I didn't say that 
. Yes, you did. 


” I said the previous -— there had been three 
previous rounds, one dealing with the Middle East, one dealing 
with afghanistan, and one dealing with southern Africa I 
don't think I said he was going to deal with the Middle East on 
this -- not at all. 


Q Well, it sounded like you said that, but -- it's 
not important The most important thing that you just 
mentioned, the Middle East, it's going to be that the Middle 
East is going to be a topic in a discussion between the two 
leaders? 





a Shall I try again or do you want to try again? 
Q No. You try again. 


4 All right. I've tried twice. The third time you 
get a cigar! 


There will be no discussion of the Middle East in 
Wolfowitz’ discussions with Moscow because Wolfowitz deals with 
Asian affairs. 


Let me try somebody -—- 


Q Is the State Department aware of discussions 
between the Government of Yugoslavia and the Boeing Company in 
regards to the possibility of Boeing designing and building a 
fighter plane for Yugoslavia? and if so, what would the 
Department's position be on that? 


a What I've got simply is one sentence on that, 
that we are not opposed to Boeing exploring participation in 
the Yugoslavia jet project. I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have anything on Nickel's travel plans? 


4 Only the references made by the President. If 
you're asking me, Marvin, about time of departure, et cetera, I 
have nothing on that. 


Q Could you take that question, please and -- 
a Let me try. 


~ -- see if there is an answer forthcoming before 
he leaves? 


“ You try to be generous: it just doesn't work. 
Let me take a look, Ralph. 


TO STAFF Could you take a look sf that now, and tell 
me what plane he left on? 


(Laughter) 


a I really don't have the exact -- 


-- MORE -- 
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io) Can I ask another one on the South africa thing? 

a Yeah. 

Q The restrictions on sale of nuclear — of certain 
nuclear materials and nuclear-related equipment and technology. 
and so or, have been in effect at least — 


a Ralph, would I be a gentleman by waiting or by 
interrupting politely to say that I'm going to refer -—- 


Q That everything was answered at the White House. 
a Yeah. 


Q But this one wasn't answered at the White House, 
and -- 


a Well, then I would advise you to read the text 
more carefully. (Laughter) B8ut I -- 


Q well, let me -- 
a That's going to be my answer, Ralph, on that -- 
~ Okay. 

a -- on South Africa. 


Let me go ahead and ask the question anyway -- 


> 


But, please. 


-- just for the hell of it. Okay? [he 
restrictions that I've been able to look up go back at least to 
1982, and my question is simply, are there any additional or 
new restrictions that are being placed in effect beyond the 
ones that have already been in effect for at least three years? 


a I think I've answered it midway in the course of 
your putting forth your question. 

Q Okay 

Q Do you have anything there, also on South africa. 


relating to this Administration's attitude toward the ANc? 


a Uh -<certain specific questions? 








OO ee ———— 
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I'm going to get that for you not long after this 
briefing. You're asking for what? An assessment of position, 
is it? 


Q I would like to know whether the Administration 
would like to open talks with the ANC. I would like to know 
whether it is the view of this government that Sotha's 
Government should begin to talk to the ANC? Whether the ANC, 
which was described here by a senior official, as an important 
political party is important enough for it to be a major 
— in any kind of dialogue that takes place in South 
africa 


a All right. I'll get you a guidance on most of 
those things, and possibly all. 


Q Bernie, is there any indication of a new list, a 
Palestinian list -- 


a A new what? 


Q A new Palestinian list will be submitted soon? 
Can you, I mean, confirm that, deny that? 


4 I have nothing on that. 


Q There are reports that Iran is preparing another 
offensive against Iraq in the region called Oshnavieh in the 
northern sector of the front. Do you have any reports to -- as 
to the preparation by Iranians to send more people there?’ 


“ I have nothing on that 


Q Also on Iran-Iraq, the Iraqis have had a series 
of attacks going on Kharg Island for almost a month now, at 
least they claim Oo we have any assessment on whether the 
Iranians’ ability to export oil has been seriously damaged? 


a No 

Q Can you look into that? 

a I'll try, But I can't assure you of an answer 

Q When Iran strike -- when Iraq strike first Khare 


Island, you have an assessment, and now no more assessment 
why -— [| mean, why this restriction? 











a I have nothing beyond what might have been 
offered while I was away. 


. I see. 


Q Any comment on a Boston sobe repens the 
specific Soviet offer for 40 percent nuclear arms reductions in 
some areas in return for an agreement on strategic defense 


research? 


“ I do have something on that. It may take me a 
moment. 


The negotiations -- Geneva negotiations, as you know, 
resume next week. We hope the Soviets will be ready to make 
progress. We will reserve any judgment about their ideas until 
they put specifics on the table, and if they are serious, they 
should do so. 


Toward the end of the last negotiating round in 
Geneva, the Soviets put forward some vague and imprecise ideas 
for possible reductions in strategic forces. So far they have 
been unwilling to be more specific or to table concrete 
proposals. 


As we have made clear, our negotiators have a broad 
mandate. They have made concrete and constructive proposals 
for reductions. With a comparable Soviet attitude, much could 
be accomplished. 


Now, as to your specific -- I forget exactly how you 
phrased that question, Ralph, in connection with the 40 
percent, and so forth. 


Q Yeah 

“ Let me just say on that, the Soviets have not put 
forward such specific proposals, only concepts for reductions 

Q So you're not going to respond to those concepts 
because you want them to put the specifics on the table in 
Geneva 

a I think it has been said on more than one 


occasion that the proper address is the Geneva negotiating 
table That there is the question of what is rhetoric that is 
enunciated, and what takes the shape of a formal policy that is 
placed on the table 
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This Administration has called repeatedly that 
rhetoric or articulated positions, if they are to be taken 
seriously, must be addressed directly to the table in Geneva 
and seen and offered as @ proposal. 


Q What do you mean by “concepts"? I don't quite 
understand what a “concept” is in arms reduction. 


a Well, I made an allusion, drew a distinction, 
Don, between an idea and a proposal, or a concept and a 
proposal, and I'm talking about the formalization of ideas so 
that they are embraced, incorporated, into proposals set forth 
on the table rather than what might be offered or alluded to as 
an idea, as a thought, as a concept. 


Q Well, did they use the phrase "40 percent"? 
a I'm not going to be drawn into that. 


Q Well, to follow that up—-when you talk about a 
"concept" and you use the word in response to a question about 
the 40 percent -- 


a That is right. 


Q Were you intending to say that you would like the 
Russians to come forth with specifics, such as, for example, 40 
percent, or any other figure, but that since they've only come 
forth with concepts, that has excluded specifics like 40 
percent? 


a No. I think, Marvin, it has been made repeatedly 
Clear that there have been offerings that have been set forth 
that have fallen short of being incoporated into specific 
proposals. and I think I, among others, have stated that the 
process calls for a proposal -- not just an idea or a thought 
or : passing thought -- a proposal should be placed on the 
table. 


The negotiators for both sides are in Geneva, and that 
is the place where the discussion should be taking place in 
proposal form 


Q Well, you seem to be focusing so heavily on the 
form, and so lightly on the substance, that you're leaving open 
the impression that -- or at least in me anyway --— that you're 
very interested in the concept that they have suggested, if not 
proposed, but what you want is a piece of paper that says it in 
a certain specific way, to be presented in a certain specific 
place Maybe the Soviets don't want to play the game that way 
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= Well, the two sides agree that Geneva was the 
address, and Geneva still remains the address. An idea or a 
thought or a concept that has not formally been ckaged into a 
proposal remains that. It could be a talking potnt. It could 
be more than that if it in fact takes the shape of a proposal. 


Q Aare you talking about concepts which are advanced 
during “walks in the woods," as opposed to specific proposals 
offered at the negotiating table? 


a I suppose I'm talking in a broad way of what 
falls short of being a proposal. 


Q Bernie, the concept, just to be clear, on the one 
side the idea is that the Russians would reduce, by whatever 
figure, offensive long-range missiles. And on the other side 
the United States would do something drastic in cutting back on 
SOI. That is a concept. 


Do you accept that as a concept, as a basis, for a 
negotiation? 


a No. I'm talking about proposals -— and so far as 
your invitation to discuss what you're talking about, a concept 
or a trade-off, whatever, I'm not getting involved in that. 


Q Bernie, could you put on the record what would be 
the specific issues on the agenda of the upcoming Moscow 
discussion between the United States and Soviet Union, and who 
will be on the -- Wolfowitz's delegations? 


a As to the other members on the U.S. delegation: 
Robert Orexler, Director of Regional Affairs, Bureau of East 
Asian and Pacific affairs; Robert Downen, Director of Special 
Projects, Bureau of East Asian and Pacific affairs. And these 
two gentlemen will accompany Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz. 


As to the agenda, I may not be -- cannot be as 
specific, perhaps, as you would like, other than to say that it 
will predictably include discussion of a broad range of issues 
involving Northeast and Southeast Asia. 


(Mr. Martinez hands paper to Mr. Kalb) 


Well, I have an answer on Ambassador Nickel that is 
distinguished by the fact that it is a concept rather than a 
specific reply. (Laughter) It says, “Ambassador Nickel is 
returning today." And there are what? 11 more hours left to 
the day, and beyond that -- 
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(To staff) Can we do better than this? 
MR. REAP: (Indicates in negative) 


MR. KALB: 5O lashes. 


That's all I have so far. I'll take another crack. 


Q Any comment on the Afghan report over the 
weekend, the claim of -- by the Government of Afghanistan that 
a U.S. missile -- a U.S.-manufactured missile was involved in 


the downing of a plane? 


4 Other than to say that we've read the same 
reports that you have about who might be responsible, and as to 
the character of the airliner, et cetera, but the bottom line 
is that there is no independent confirmation. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


4 Thank you. 


(The brief:.ag concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 
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SOUTH AFRICA: ANC 


Q: Does the USG have a new attitude toward the ANC? 


A: NO. 


Q: Does the USG wish to open talks with the ANC? Does 
the USG feel the South African Government should 
begin talks with the ANC? 


A: WE ARE IN INFORMAL CONTACT WITH ALL THE PARTIES IN 
THE SOUTH AFRICAN PROBLEM. IN OUR VIEW, IT IS THE 
SOUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT THAT MUST BEGIN NEGOTIATIONS 
LEADING TO MEANINGFUL REFORM AND A‘) END TO APARTHEID 
WITH CREDIBLE BLACK REPRESENTATIVES AND ORGANIZA- 


TIONS, INCLUDING THE ANC. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon. A couple of announcements. 


(To Mr. Anderson) How do you explain those empty 
seats? 


MR. ANDERSON: De Cuellar is at the Press Club. 


MR. KALB: Oh. Okay. In that case, nobody will get 
demerits. 


The Center for the Study of Foreign Affairs, a part of 
the Foreign Service Institute, and the new Bureau of 
International Communications and Information Policy are jointly 
sponsoring a one-day symposium on international communications, 
technology and foreign policy, Wednesday, September 11. That's 
tomorrow. 


Secretary of State Shultz, Congressman Dante Fascell, 
Chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
Ambassador Diana Lady Dugan, Director of the Bureau, will be 
featured speakers during the morning session. The Secretary 
will give welcoming remarks at 9:00 a.m. in the Dean Acheson 
Auditorium. Anybody wanting additional information on the 
Symposium, the contact --— two contacts Charles Loveridge or 
Clark Norton, 632-3405 And you can pick up a schedule on the 
Symposium speakers in the Press Office 


On the KAL Litigation, some questions have come up off 
and on in connection with the Soviet shoot-down of the KAL-OO7, 
and about the litigation concerning the event Let me just say 
that the Department of Justice has today filed its reply brief 
in that litigation which addresses a variety of questions, some 
of which you may have raised Copies of the brief are now 
available 





Number three: Equally available, (in the) Press 
Office today, copies of the as-—delivered version of an address 
by Under Secretary Michael Armacost before the International 
Council of the World Conference on Soviet Jewry. The topic of 
the speech: Human Rights and U.S.-Soviet Relations. [That 
speech was delivered last night, as you may know, at the 
Capitol Hiltor. 


And, finally, the Secretary will testify before the 
Senate Committee on Labor and Human Resources in open session 
tomorrow, Wednesday, September 1i. I have here 11:00 a.m.* 
Has there been a time change on that? I was under the 
impression it was 10:00. Let's just check that. I have 11:00 
here in this announcement. And because of open testimony, 
public testimony, there will not be, in keeping with usual 
practice, any briefing here tomorrow. 


Q What's the subject? 


a Labor and Human Resources is the name of the 
Committee We'll try to get that as well. 


Q Is that it? 
a That is it in the way of what I have. 
Q Do you have any comment on the release -- the 


Israeli release of the last of the Shi'ite prisoners from 
Atlit, the camp? 


a Nothing than what I have said and has been echoed 
here in the past, that Israel has consistently maintained its 
intention to release the Atlit prisoners, and we welcome the 
release of all the remaining prisoners 


Q One more question on the Middle East Can you 
confirm reports that the Administration has decided to delay a 
decision on whether to sell the Saudis and the Jordanians 
aircraft? 


f\ (1) cannot comment, Jim, on contents of arms 
packages until final decisions have been made and the Congress 
has been notified Other than that, on that subject that 
you've just raised, ['m not going to have anything to say 


Q What is Mr. Murphy's testimony all about, the 
House Foreign Relations? 


A I don't have anything for you on that I'll try 
to find something for that 
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"NOTE: [t was announced after the briefing that the Secretary's 
testimony on the Hill would begin at 10:00 am 








Q Bernie, now that all of the other prisoners have 
been released from Atlit, is there anything that you know fresh 
on what is happening to the seven Americans still being held in 
Lebanon? 


A No I don't have anything that would go beyond 
what has been said here But as a general observation, let me 
make a statement that in fact has on more than one occasion 
been reitereated from the lectern That there is in our view 
no relationship between the release of the Atlit prisoners and 
the continued detention of American hostages 


There has never been any justification for the 
detention of Americans or other innocent civilians in Lebanon, 
and they should be released forthwith 


Q Copy? 
i) Copy’? Yes 
Q Bernie, can I come back just a second to the 


notification to Congress? Are you notifying Congress today of 
any sales regardless of whether or not they contain aircraft? 


a I can't get involved in anything along those 
lines 
Q Will you let us know when the notification takes 
place? 
a I will keep the request in mind 
But on that also, is there any time limit by 
which the Administration should submit -- to notify Congress? 


) I have nothing to offer you on the question of 
time limits 


Q On the peace process, have you recieved the full 
text of Mr. Arafat's remarks? 


fs) Mr who? 

Q Arafat 

4 L'm unaware of it 

Q You said the other day you are still waiting for 
the full text 





) Yes But ['m unaware that the full text is . 
available 

Q Oh 

a I simply haven't checked 

Q I see 

Q You said last week that it would go forward -- 
these requests on the arms shipments -- shortly Has there 


been a change in that timetable? 


a [ think that when I used the timeframe of 
“shortly.” I did not circle any dates on the calendar, and my 
inclination is to stand with what I[ did say last week by way of 
expectations and leave dates uncircled 


Q But still leave it at “shortly " 


a "Shortly" is a very elastic word 
Q Have you ever circled a date on any calendar’? 
a Have I ever circled a date on any calendar? | 


wish I could take you into my confidence. 


Q Can 1 ask something about Armacost's speech last 
night? He, in the course of that speech, mentioned that the 
regional talks with the Soviet Union -- the ones on Afghanistan 
and the Middle East and southern Africa, and so on -- have not 
yet met our expectations 


My understanding of the U.S. expectations of those 
talks was that the expectations were fairly low, that it was 
more a matter of discussing these things than it was having any 
great expectations. Can you help me understand what he meant 
by that or what the U.S. has by way of expectations’ 


A I don't know whether [I could do it in a way that 
might satisfy you other than to note what I think in one way or 
another has been echoed in the past when these series of talks 
have taken place That these are not negotiat.ons, that they 
are a sharing of perceptions. In a sense they are an attempt 
on the part of the United States and on the other side to set 
forth their views on issues that contain at times a great deal 
of controversy, and at times a great deal of tension 


[I'm not going to be in a position where [I'm going to 
paraphrase what Mike Armacost said or implied, or whatever, in 
his comments of yesterday 








Q Well. if he says that they didn't meet our 
expectations, that means that there was no sharing of views’ I 
mean, what -- 


p No, no, no I can't help you on precisely what 
Mike Armacost may have had in mind in that context, other than 
to underline what I have just underlined in fact, and that has 
to do with the general approach with which -- that the United 
States utilizes in approaching these discussions, as it will in 
the discussions that are about to take place in a couple of 
days in Moscow 


Q Bernie -- 
“ Bill? 
Q Is there any reaction or comment on Gorbachev's 


espousal of a chemical weapons free zone in Europe? 
i) (I) don't have anything on that 


Q Back on the Saudis’ sale, can you tell us if the 
Saudis in fact have requested to purchase F-15's, and when was 
that? 


6 If I didn't make my reluctance to be drawn into 
that conversation as clear as I would have liked to a few 
moments ago, let me reiterate that I really have nothing to add 
to what I -- 


Q But, Bernie, I'm not asking about informing the 
Congress -- 

is) Yes, I -- 

Q L'm asking about, have the Saudis asked to 
purchase weapons from the United -- this used to be available 


immediately to us 


a All right Well, if it was available in the 
past, I -- all I can do is congratulate you for having wrested 
out that information I have nothing I can share with you 


Q Norway today had an election or the returns were 
in, which the Government has a one-vote majority, very 
precarious Does the United States have any comment on their 
election results? Do you think it will affect the U.S 
relations or NATO's? 





a Well. just let me say in the most general of ways 
that we are very pleased to have the opportunity to continue 
our close and productive relationship with Mr. Willoch and his 


government 

Q Bernie -- 

” Yeah 

Q Do you think the narrowness of the margin is 
going to affect what they are able to do in Europe? 

is (I have) no observations to make on that point 

John? 

v In re the -- 

a In what? 

Q In reference to the apparently aborted coup in 


Thailand, have any of the people involved in it asked for 
asylum or visas to the United States? 


a The understanding here is that three -- three 
Thai military personnel in Singapore have applied for visas to 
enter the United States The Department will review their 
applications in accordance with the relevant law Il have no 
idea how long that process takes, nor do I have anything else I 
could share with you on that question 


Q Do you have their names’ 
Q Was Manoon -- 

a I don't heve any names 

Q Was Manoon one of them? 
a Don't have names 


MORE 








Q Were they involved in the shooting of the NBC 
people yesterday? 


a I -- Nothing I can help you with: that's all I 
have I don't have anything that -- 


Q Could you check whether these are three people 
who were in Singapore at the time of the aborted coup? 


6 In Singapore at the time? 


Q At the time of the coup, or did they go to 
Singapore afterward? Is that what you said, that they are - 


i) Let me check that and clarify that so you have it 
as you like I'll take that one for you 


Q What is the US. attitude about people who try 
coups, and then want to come on to the United States? 


A Well, but you know that [ have not, in my remarks 
a@ moment or two ago, stamped their passports, have 1? I said 
that these applications would be reviewed, and I -- in 
accordance with relevant law -- and 1 left it at that point 


Now, if you want to expedite the process, as your 
question seems to imply, it's a journey that you can take alone 


Q But I don't imagine there is any law that says 
something about a coup 


) well -- 


Q It's a question of the Administration's attitude 
about it 


i) I said that the applications would be reviewed 
and ['m going to have to leave it at that You're asking me 
what they may enter under the question of profession I have 
nothing to add there 


Q No, no. no What are the relevant laws? 


A What? 


Q What are the relevant laws?’ 





a I'm sorry. I have to refer you to the Department 
of Justice or INS. one or the other. has the relevant laws 
Don't they, John? 


Q They do 

Q Il was asking you. what is the Administration's 
attitude, not what are the laws or review or whatever 
Yesterday. you didn't seem too enchanted with the idea of some 
coup-plotters overthrowing a government which the United States 
has close relations with 

o Correct 

Q and your -- 


Q So the question is, what is your attitude towards 
those who do it, and then want to come here in refuge’ 


a Well, I think that you'll have to examine each 
one of the cases and each one of the individuals on their 
merits, anc beyond that -- I don't see really how I could take 


it beyond that point 


Q Well, you could give some idea of what the 
Government thinks about it 


a That the US. takes a dim view of the coup is the 
right thing to do ['ll let it go at that 

John? 

Q This segues nicely into my questions about a 


group that's attempting a violent coup now in South Africa 
I'd like to ask you a couple of questions about the South 
African policy 


About 12 days ago here, a senior State Department 
official urged the South African Government to include in its 
negotiations the African National Congress The African 
National Congress, of course, favors violent revolution and is 
supported militarily by the Soviet Union 


A few days after that, Secretary Shultz said that we 
would not negotiate with the Palestine Liberation Organization 
because it is a group that favors violence 


My first question is, why do we refuse to negotiate 
with an organization that is pro-violence, yet we urge the 
South African Government to include in its negotiations an 
organization that favors violent revolution? 








a what I would have to refer you to is the profile, 
the assessment that was issued yesterday. on the part of the 
United States. of the ANC There you will see the US 
characterization of the ANC I don’t know whether you've seen 
it. but I would have to offer that up as the basis of my reply 
to your question 


Have you seen that. John? 
Q No Is it at odds with my characterization of -- 


a Well. you may want to take a look at it I don't 
think it shares yours 


Q Is it the position of our -- 

4 It was put out shortly after the briefing 
yesterday 

Q Are we including -- are we urging the South 


African Government -- 

a If you'd take a look at that -—- I don't know that 
I have a copy here with me, but, “What is the US. Government 
view of the AaNc?” -- 


Q Is it urging the South African Government to 
include them in the negotiations? 


“ No, no I'm giving you -- My reference there is 
to a U.S. Government view of the ANC §- 


re) Raght 


A it does not share your (inaudible) you mean to 
say your blanket assessment of the ANC 


Q What about the other part of my question 
A -~ which is? I don't think LI heard 
Q Are we urging the Suuth African Government to 


include the ANC in its negotiations with various groups? 


A We would approve of talks between leading South 
Africans and the anc 
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Q Let me ask you about Mr. Mandella’? Why do we 
want -- Why does the government say. our government say that we 
want him freed? 


o I think the position of the Administration has 
consistently been calling for the release of Nelson Mandella 

. Exactly 

a If you want the specifics, I'll try to find them 
for you 

Q You don't now why they want him to be freed? 

a Wo I don't have them at hand. I'll get them for 
you 

Q When Anita Stockman characterizes him, as she did 
-- she was quoted in The New York Times -- as a political 





prisoner, is that the way our government views him?’ 


“ If that was the language that Anita offered, [I'm 
sure it was authorized, and I'll have to stay with it.......-—-—- ne 
———e—"? That means that he would be held in prison 
because of his politics, wouldn't it? 


a The fact is, John, that I do not have the 
information immediately available to me 


Q Why wouldn't you be able to say generally -- 
since you called for his being freed, me wouldn't you say. 
generally. why you think he ought to be Freed? You're familiar 


generally. with the charges - 

a Yes 

Q ~— with the fact that he reiterated his views a 
few weeks ago in an interview? Why wouldn't you be able to 


Say, generally. why you think he ought to be freed? 


a I will provide the guidance for you at the 
conclusion of the briefing 


Ralph? 
Q Just out of curiosity, does “leading South 
Africans” include members of the South african Government. of 


are you referring to the business leaders who have said they 
would talk to the ANC? 














a I think it is no secret that the Administration 
has consistently called for negotiations as a way of ending any 
sort of violence and sense of crisis. 


Q Negotiations with the ANC -- between the ANC and 
the South African Government? 

“ In the terms of a dialogue, yes. 

Q Something else on South Africa: The reaction 


from some of the black leaders in South Africa, including 
Bishop Tutu, to the package of sanctions announced yesterday, 
was, if to understate it, unenthusiastic; and some accused the 
U.S. Administration of supporting racism with that package. 


Do you have any comment? 


fs) Yes. On the idea of your assertion, on the 
accusation of the President's supporting racism, we 
categorically reject any such characterization of the 
President's views The President's goal is to promote change 
in South Africa. 


Q Bernie, how do you expect this package wil] 
promote change when the President said it was not sanctions, 
McFarlane said it was not sanctions? What is it “i:pposed to do? 


4 I'm going to have to refer you to the statements 
that were issued at the White House yesterday by the President, 
by the Secretary, and by others speaking ON BACKGROUND. 


Q Bernie, wouldn't you say it's racism if you say 
there can be no loans to the South African Government unless 
they go to help blacks? Isn't that racism? 


4 I think -- 

Q That's illegal in this country, by the way If 
you had federal money earmarked “just for blacks," that would 
be illegal 

A I have answered the question to the degree that 


I'm going to answer those questions 


Q Help me on the thing about the ANC which 1 have 
not seen Does it say, to paraphrase it generally, that the 
ANC 1s not an organization that's advocating violence? 


a) Why don't you take a look at the 











Q Iwill. Iwill. I haven't seen it yet 


a Take a look at that, or we can pick it up 
tomorrow. 


But I won't be here tomorrow 


Q Have you seen the -- 

(Laughter) 

Q Have you seen the stories in the -- 

4 I won't be here tomorrow, not -- for no other 


reason than what I offered at the outset 


Q Have you seen the stories recently in The 
Washington Post and The New York Times, the interview with Mr 
Tambo, in which he was advocating a stepped-up campaign of 
violence in South Africa? 








- What is your question? 
Q Have you seen these? 
a There's no necessity for me to reply to that 


What 1s your question. 


Q My question is, what do you think of his calls 
for a stepped-up campaign of bloodshed and violence? 


4 I think that from this rostrum, although you have 


not been here regularly, there has been a condemnation of calls 
for violence; and you can find that in the record if you - 


Q Why would this government, as you said then 
earlier, approve of including in the negotiations a violence- 
advocating organization? Why would you approve of that? 


4 Because if you would read what I've asked you to 
read, the U.S. view of the ANC, you will see how the United 
States sees the ANC and how it sees it playing whatever 
possible role may be necessary in the context of a dialogue 
And that's where I'm going to leave it, John 


Q Bernie, can we invoke a time limit or a dialogue 
here and have you continue it afterwards? 


A Yes 











Q Do you have something on the letter from the 
. Secretary of State to the EEC about the possible concerted 
measures against apartheid? 


A No, I have nothing on that 

Q Has Japan been approached by the U.S. on joining 
in on the sanctions? And has a date for talks about that - 

= Don't have anything cn that 

Q O.K Have you been in touch with the Thatcher 


government about today's riots, or yesterday's riots too?’ 


A I don't know anything on that, and I think - 
I just have nothing to offer you on that 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:44 P.M.) 











Posted: September 10, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the September 10 Press Briefing 


THAI COUP ATTEMPT ' 





Concerning the three Thai military personnel who have 
applied in Singapore for visas to the United States, were 
they in Singapore at the time of the attempted coup d'etat? 
TO THE BEST OF OUR KNOWLEDGE, THE THREE THAI MILITARY 
PERSONNEL WERE NOT IN SINGAPORE AT THE TIME OF THE 


ATTEMPTED COUP v'ETAT IN THAILAND. 


Were these three individuals active participants in the 
coup attempt? 

SO FAR AS WE KNOW, THE THREE INDIVIDUALS WERE INVOLVED IN 
THE COUP ATTEMPT. IT IS NOT CLEAR WHAT ROLE EACH PLAYED. 
WE UNDERSTAND THAT THE ROYAL THAI GOVERNMENT IS IN THE 


PROCESS OF INVESTIGATING THE COUP ATTEMPT. 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. 


There are a few prepared statements by Department 
officials before Congress. One deals with nuclear energy 
cooperation with China; the second deals with the very same 
subject; the third, with international narcotics control in 
South America. These are all available in the Press Office, 
and I've just abbreviated this so that we can move to the 
questions. 


Q Do you have any comment on the British 
announcement of a KGB defector in London? 


2 Nothing at all on that, Matt. 
Q Nothing. 


Q Anything on the explusion of a Newsweek reporter 
from South Africa? 





7 To the extent that press freedom is curtailed 
anywhere, the United States can only be displeased. Our 
concerns have been made clear to the South African Government. 


Q Do you have any comment on the decision -- the 
recommendation -- to do away with the pass laws? 

A As it‘s understood here, the President's 
Commission -- President Botha --his commission has not yet 


formally presented its report to the State President. 


We would look to the South African Government's 
response to this report with the hope that freedom of movement 
could become a feature of South African society. This is very 
important to black South Africans, and we find it encouraging 
that the South African Government is apparently reviewing its 
policies in this area. 


Other than that, I'm going to withhold any further 


comment. 











hw 


Q One more. Do you have any comment on the Senate 
action or non-action regarding South Africa? The votes that -- 


2 Oh, yeah. We believe that the President's 
Executive Order presents the best way to change apartheid 
Without hurting the African economy in general. We are pleased 
that the Senate has again voted in a way that allows the 
Executive Branch to continue a responsible and flexible 
application of U.S. foreign policy objectives towards South 
Africa and southern Africa. 


The Administration wants to work closely with the 
Congress. Our hope is that the concerns of all Americans can 
be reflected in a unified sign’. as we seek to help in the 
resolution of this tragic prob! 2 in South Africa. 


Q Bernie, do you feel that the -- 
Q Copy of that, Bernie? 
2 Copy? Yes, Ralph. 


Q Do you feel that the pass law blip of today and 
the homeland citizenship possibility announced yesterday are 
Steps that the Department sees leading to <=he dismantlement of 
apartheid? 


a I don't want to make any sweeping assessments 
that you seem to be suggesting, other than to note, as I did 
just a few moments ago, about welcoming the latest development 
and really not wanting to become engaged in any specifics about 
cause and effect or any overall assessments about specific 
developments that are taking place. 


Matt? 


Q Any plans for the appointed South African 
Ambassador to present his credentials? 


A Nothing on that. And so far as I know -- at 
least as of now I'm told -- no date has been set. 


Q Bernie, do you know whether there's still 
consideration in the Administration about appointing a special 
envoy, Presidential envoy, to South Africa? 


a I don't have anything on it, John. 


Q Do you know whether it's still being considered? 











a I have nothing on that. 
Q Bernie, do you have any indication that as part 
of this -- part of the moves that it‘s been announcing or 


talking about in the last couple of days, that South Africa is 
moving any closer to lifting the state of emergency or ending 
the police attacks on demonstrators, including the ones in Cape 
Town, Or anything -- 


A I don’t have anything along the lines you're 
suggesting about any lifting of states of emergency. 


Qo Bernie -- 


A That is, I don't have anything on it, and so 
there's no way I can signal anything. 


9 Can you bring us up to date on the peace process 
a Could I just -- just in case there -- 
Q One little one. On Mandela‘’s medical condition, 


should ne be released for medical attention, do you think? 


a Let me take that and see what I can get for you 
on that. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the peace process 
involving Mr. Murphy? 


x I don't know the area that you want -- 
Q The Middle East. 
4 -- to move in the direction of. 


Q The Middle East. 


a I know you're talking about the peace process in 
the Middle East, but --. 

Q Between Israel and the PLO and -- 

a Other than to say -- thanks for the contributions 


-- other than to say what you've heard from here, that the 
Administration remains engaged, other than that, I have nothing 
new to tell you. 


Q Bernie, can you update us on the renewed 
hostilities between Iraq and Iran, especially that attack 


> 


against Iragi territory? 








A Let me take that for you. 


Q And a.so, can you give us any assessment about 
the mew attacks against Kharg Island? 


A Let me take that, if I can, please. 
Q Has Murphy left yet? 


A I beg your pardon? 


Q Has Murphy left yet? 

+ No. Are you testing me or -- 

Q Is he leaving soon? 

Q Any comment on Pete Rose breaking the record? 


(Laughter). 
Q Send him to the Middle East. 
Q What country is -- (laughter) 


Q On the peice process, Bernie, do you have any 
response to Prime Minister Peres saying that Jordan is going 
about it the wrong way, it’s too slow? Does the U.S. have a 
contrary view? 


a Nothing by way of a specific reply to the way you 
have very specifically phrased your question. But in more 
general terms -- 


Q In more general terms, how -- 


a -- to say that we welcome Prime Minister Peres’ 
reaffirmation of his desire to move forward to negotiations for 
peace as expeditiously as possible; that we share his 
assessments. And as 1 noted to Ralph a moment ago, we are 
engaged in a process looking toward the initiation of direct 
negotiations between Israel and credible Arab interlocutors. 


Q Do you share his assessment? Is that right? You 
said you “share his assessment?* 


7 I'm sorry. I should say we share his sentiments, 
and I thank you for the correction. 


Q That would be a big story! 








Q Do you share his sentiments about how long it's 
gOing to take to -- what is it that you share? 

o Of a desire to move forward on the negotiating 
front -- 

Q kay -- 

A -- aS expeditiously as possible. We share his 


sentiments, thanks to a correction by a carefully listening 
correspondent. 


Q Are you suggesting the others don’t have this 
same desire to go -- 


7 I'm not making any suggestions along those lines, 
and you have an opportunity to withdraw that question if you 
want. 


--MORE-- 











Q Bernie, what's the obstacle forbidding the peace 
process to go ahead? 

2 I have nothing beyond what we have said in the 
past. 

Q Bernie, can I put a question that you may have to 


ask the lawyers on? But in the Foreign Aic Bill that was 
Signed by the President last month, there is a provision which 
reguires that before the President -- that when the President 
notifies Congress of a pending arms sale to Jordan, he has to 
certify that King Hussein has recognized Israel's right to 
exist and is ready to move promptly and directly to 
negotiations under 242. 


Can you -- can we get a statement on whether the State 
Department feels that that is a -- under the present 
circumstances would be a prohibition on such an arms sale, or 
what is your analysis of that? 

x Let me take that, Bern. 


Q Bernie, can you also take a guestion on whether 
the Secretary's going to meet Hussein on, I guess it's next 
Thursday in New York? 


. Let me see what's possible on that. 

Q New Zealand? 

7 New Zealand. 

Q Do you have any readout on the appointment 
between Mr. McLay and Secretary Shultz? And the opposition 
leader just said that the Secretary told him U.S. officials 
Will undertake another major review of America's defense 


commitment to New Zealand if the port access problem is not 
resolved. 


4 I don’t have anything on New Zealand. 
Q All cight. Can you take it? 


a Let me take a look without giving you any 
assurances on any lines, Connie. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the deliberations 
at the World Court today concerning Nicaraguan allegations that 











the United States has not been in compliance with the Court's 
ban? Also, the comments published in the Times today of Edgar 
Chamorro? 


o Let me -- insofar as the World Court -- well, let 
me do the second question, if I may, first, George. 


Q Uh-huh. 


a To begin with, we cannot respond to the specific 
charges since we do not have the details of the alleged 
incidents. We do not believe that the armed opposition 
deliberately or systematically inflicts injuries on civilians. 
The leadership has made an effort to prevent improper conduct. 
It has expelled or punished individuals responsible for such 
acts and has promulgated a code of conduct for its members. 


I think it might be worth keeping in mind that the 
opposition depends upon civilian good will for manpower and 
other support which they have been receiving. The 
Administration's clear policy is to neither support nor condone 
attacks on innocent civilians. 


And one final point: The charge that the U.S. knew 
about or acquiesced in any killings of civilians is untrue. 


Q Anything on the first part? 


x On the first part I really don’t have anything 
specific above and beyond what was said by -- at the time of -- 
when the United States presented its case for not joining in 
the litigation. 


Q On the kidnapping of Duarte’s daughter, we've 
offered assets to the government to assist in the solution of 
that case. What have we offered? What have they accepted? 
What have they requested? 


x I think you will understand that, given the 
Situation, we're not going to be in a position to provide any 
specific details other than to say that we have consulted with 
the Salvadoran Government and, pursuant to the President's 
offer, we wili try to be as helpful as we can. 


But to repeat, and I think it is a circumstance that 
you all can recognize, in the interest of seeking the safe 
return of President Duarte's daughter, I'm going to be pretty 
much on hold insofar as details are concerned. 


Q Can I -- 





m Mike? 


Q -- follow that subject for a second? Yesterday 
the State Department announced in connection with the Duarte 
kidnapping that it was going to present a program of 
counter-terrorism -- kind of offer a military and civilian 
program of counter-terrorism to all of Central America, or at 
least all of the democracies in Central America? 


Can you flesh out any of the details of that progran, 
such as how much it will involve, whether the military portion 
of it will involve any U.S. military advisers traveling to the 
rejion or training here in the U.S.? Any of that sort of 
detail? 


A I don’t know that I could flesh out. I may be 
able tc put you on a calorie-free diet by way of information to 
say that this bill that would authorize a counter-terrcrism 
program should be ready for submission in the comparative near 
future, possibly next week, and that there are consultations 
under way at the present time with Congress. And beyond that, 
there are no other details that are available. 


Q Bernie, on another subject? 
a Mike wanted a question. 
Q Yes. Has a decision been made on whether to 


grant a visa to Manoon Rupekachorn? 


nN No decision has been made on visas. 
Q Has the Thai Government requested that such visas 
be issued? 
4 (I) cant get involved in any possible exchanges. \ 
Q Bernie, do you have anything on stepped-up 


Mujahedeen casualties in Afghanistan? 
a No, I do not. 
Q Stepped-up fighting? 


A I do not. 


Q You haven't had anything in the last couple of 
days on it? 








7 Well, no, I haven't. 

Q Can you take a question about -- 

a Let me take a look at it and see and see what's 
possible. I think -- 

Ralph? 

Q Do you have anything on the Soviet -- Supreme 


Soviet delegation in Washington and its scheduled meeting with 
Secretary Armacost? 


a Excuse me. (Staff hands paper to Mr. Kalb) 


No. No, I don't. 


Q Was the meeting held? 


4 My understanding was that it did not take place 
today. 

Q Has it been rescheduled or -- 

4 Don't have anything more on that. Let me take a 
look at that, Ralph. 

Q Okay. And one more on a similar subject: Any 
comment on the Pravda and TASS replies to President Reagan's 
comment on the state of Soviet-American relations? 

No. I have nothing on that. 

Q What was discussed at the Wolfowitz-Kapitsa 
meeting in Moscow? 

x That meeting, as you know, is still under way. 
This is the first of a two-day session, and I certainly have no 
interim report. 

Q Do you have any comment on the North Korean 
scholars -- the possibility of North Korean scholars 


participating in the U.S. academic meeting? 


oN Yes, I do have something on that. We are 


that the Mid-Atlantic Conference of the Association for 
Studies and American Academic Organization has extended 
invitation to North Korea to send qualified scholars to 
group's fall meeting here in Washington. 


We understand 


aware 
Asian 
an 
the 
that 





10 . 
the conference organizers have received a response identifying 
three potential participants in the conference. 

Q Is that it? 
o Yeah. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing ccacluded at 12:39 p.m.) 














Posted: September 12, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 12, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


SOUTH AFRICA/NELSON MANDELA 





Do you have any information on Nelson Mandela's medical condition, 
and should he be released for medical treatment? 


WE HAVE NO INFORMATION ON NELSON MANDELA'S MEDICAL CONDITION 


BEYOND WHAT IS IN THE PRESS. WE HAVE REPEATEDLY CALLED FOR MR. 


MANDELA'S UNCONDITIONAL RELEASE. 








Posted: September 12, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the September 12 Press Briefing 


Q: Can you provide any read-out on the Secretary's meeting with 
Jim McLay? What about McLay’s comment that the Secretary tola 
him the US would review its defense commitment to New Zealana 
if the port accéss issue is not resolved? 


-- DURING THE MEETING BETWEEN THE SECRETARY AND MR. MCLAY, 
WHO IS THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION NATIONAL PARTY IN NEW 
ZEALAND, THE TWO MEN NATURALLY DISCUSSED ISSUES INVOLVING 


RELATIONS BETWEEN THE US AND NEW ZEALAND. 


--REGARDING THE ISSUE OF SHIP VISITS, THE CONSISTENT Us. 
POSITION HAS BEEN THAT RESTORATION OF PORT ACCESS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH OUR “NEITHER CONFIRM NOR DENY® POLICY IS 


ESSENTIAL TO THE ALLIED RELATIONSHIP WITh NEW ZEALAND. 











TAKEN QUESTION 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 12, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


JORDAN ARMS CERTIFICATION 





Q: In the foreign aid bill that was signed by the President 
last month, there is a provision which requires that before 
the President notifies Congress of a pending arms sale to 
Jordan, he has to certify that King Hussein has recognized 
Israel's right to exist and is ready to move promptly and 
directly td the negotiations under 242. Can we get a 
Statement on whether the State Department feels that under 
the present circumstances that would be a prohibition .on 
such an arms sale or what is your analysis of that? 


~ 


The question inaccurately quotes the foreign aid act. The 
act requires that any 36(b) notification of arms sales to 
Jordan be accompanied by a Presidential certification of 
Jordan's “public commitment to the recognition of Israel 
and to negotiate promptly and directly with Israel under 
the basic tenets of UN Security Council Resolutions 242 and 


338.° 


The law requires that the certification accompany any 
Jordan arms notification under Section 36(b) of the AECA 
and a definitive determination can therefore only be made 
at that time. However, I would draw your attention to the 
President's comment on the certification requirement when 
he signed the foreign aid bill. He said, “I believe that 
this requirement is unnecessary and inappropriate in light 
of King Hussein's recent public statements confirming 
Jordan's commitment to the recognition of Israel and to 
negotiate promptly and directly with Israel under the basic 
tenets of United Nations Security Council Resolutions 242 
and 338. Furthermore, the King has made and is continuing 
to make significant and courageous efforts in putting these 
principles into practice by moving Jordan toward direct 


neogtiations with Israel.* 








Posted: September 12, 198: 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 12, 1985 


APGHANISTAN: RECENT PIGHTING . 





Q: Do you have anything on the stepped up mujahidin casualties 
in Afghanistan and on the stepped up fighting and have you had 
anything in the last couple of days? 

A: --REPORTS INDICATE THAT THE SOVIET OFFENSIVE IN PAKTIA 
PROVINCE MAY BE WINDING DOWN. THERE ARE UNCONFIRMED 
REPORTS THAT THE SOVIET/AFPGHAN FORCES SUFFERED OVER 1000 
CASUALTIES AND LOST SEVERAL AIRCRAFT. BASED ON REPORTS 


FROM HOSPITALS IN PAKISTAN, THE RESISTANCE HAS ALSO 


SUFFERED NUMEROUS CASUALTIES. 














September 12, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: PORT ACCESS 





Q: What do yqu shink of New Zealand Pm Lange's statement that 
Deputy PM Palmer will tell the U.S. next week that the GNZ 
will not ask whether U.S. ships are nuclear-armed but will 
mot admit any ships believed to carry nuclear weapons?. 


A: -- WE WILL WAIT TO SEE WHAT DEPUTY PM PALMER BRINGS. THE 
U.S. WILL CONTINUE TO ADHERE FULLY TO OUR “NEITHER CONFIRM 
NOR DENY” POLICY WITH REGARD TO THE PRESENCE OR ABSENCE OF 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS. WE CONTINUE TO BELIEVE THAT RESTORATION 


OF PORT ACCESS IS ESSENTIAL TO THE ALLIED RELATIONSHIP 


WITH NEW ZEALAND. 








Posted: September 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 12, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


U.S.S.R.: ARMACOST MEETING 





Will the meeting between Armacost and the Soviet delegation 
be rescheduled? 


‘) 


A: SCHEDULING PROBLEMS PRECLUDED THE RESCHEDULING OF THE 


SOVIET DELEGATION MEETING WITh UNDER SECRETARY ARMACOST 


AS THE DELEGATION DEPARTED WASHINGTON THIS MORNING. 











Posted: Sept. 13, 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 12, 1985 


GULP WAR: RENEWED HOSTILITIES 





Q: Can you upGate us on the renewed hostilities between Iraq 
and Iran, especially the attacks against Iragi territories and 


also can you give us any assessment about the new attacks. 
against Kharg Island? 


A: -- WE ARE AWARE OF REPORTS OF INCREASED FIGHTING IN THE 


IRAQ, BUT ARE NOT IN A POSITION TO GIVE CONFIRMATION OR 
FURTHER DETAILS. IRAQ HAS CONDUCTED AERIAL ATTACKS ON 
THE IRANIAN OIL EXPORT FACILITY AT KHARG ISLAND ON SEVERAL 


7 =e _— pe wd *-* ** . + - ll al nT Ae aed 
OCCASIONS SINCE AUGUST 15; WE UNDERSTAND THAT OIL LOADIN 
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 1985, 12:34 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB Good afternoon everybody I've got one 
announcement 


The Department of State is releasing today a report 
that sets forth Nicaragua's record of aggression in the form of 
armed subversion against its neighbors and the collective 
response to that aggression. The report is embargoed until 
2:30 p.m. today, at which time Assistant Secretary Elliott 
Abrams will given an ON-THE-RECORD briefing here in the Press 
Briefing Room A summary of the report has been provided 


This carefully researched, extensively documented 
study demonstrates the vast gulf between Sandinista claims and 
the reality of the situation in Central America. It 
establishes convincingly the pattern of Sandinista 
intervention, legitimacy of the collective response and 
essential need for internal reconciliation within Nicaragua 
based on democratic principles as called for by the Contadora 
Document of Objectives if there is to be a just and lasting 
peace in Central America. 


Today's report draws on the record of the past six 
years, using newly declassified materials and the substantial 
volume of information that has become available from Salvadoran 
guerrilla defectors, recent captures of guerrilla documents and 
recent interviews of former Sandinista officials as well as 
information already in the public domain. Much of the 
documentary evidence used in the paper has been declassified 
for this purpose. It's available to scholars and other 
interested analysts 


To repeat 2:30 this afternoon here, Elliott Abrams, 
ON-—-THE—RECORD. 


That is all I have on that; and other than that, we 
can go to questions. 


Q On the subject of Nicaragua, there is testimony 
in the World Court today, from a former CIA analyst, that in 








1981 the CIA prepared, at the request of che Administration, a 
plan to destabilize Nicaragua's government which was then 
approved by the President? Do you have ary comment? 


= No. I don't have anything on that 


Q Will Mr. Abrams be willing to comment on anything 
like this? 


oy It's an ON-THE-RECORD session, Jim, and it's wide 
open for any questions you would like to put to him, obviously 


Q Since this case is now open in the World Court 
and this is going to be coming up, maybe you can tell us how 
you're going to handle it from now on? Are you going to not 
comment at all? 


fr.) I can't give you any kind of blanket position on 
that. I think that you're familiar with the statements that 
were made when the IC] case came up early this year. I have 
nothing new to add to that Feel free to raise it when you 
want, and you'll have a shot at 2:30 to raise it in any 
Gimension you so choose 


Q Are you bringing this report out now, sir, as a 
response to what's happening in the World Court? 


A Fair question, but I'm going to defer those 
questions until the 2:30 session 


Q New topic? Do you have anything today on Prime 
Minister Lange's reported statements that he will not ask the 
U.S. to specify whether the warships are nuclear armed or 
powered? 


rs) Well, as you know, the Deputy Prime Minister, Mr 
Palmer, will be arriving. I think there is some sort of 
get-together set for some time next week, and we will wait to 
see what the Deputy Prime Minister brings. 


Against that background, I will reiterate what you've 
heard before, that the United States will continue to adhere 
fully to our neither-confirm-nor-deny policy with regard to the 
presence or absence of nuclear weapons We continue to believe 
that the restoration of port access is essertial to the allied 
relationship with New Zealand 


That's about where I'll end it, Connie 


Q Are you encouraged, though, by any of the 
statements coming out of New Zealand? 








“4 I prefaced my remarks by saying we would wait and 
see, and I took no -- made no value judgments and took no 
position 

Q when is the meeting scheduled, and with whom, 
please? 

a Let me just leave it loosely I think it's 
sometime next week 

Q Can I ask on a different subject -- 

a Let me -- let me -- 

Q Go ahead 

Q Armacost's visit to India and Pakistan, and 


whether you have new problems with Pakistan's nuclear program 
that has caused this trip? 


a Let me give you some general information in 
connection with the itinerary and something about the agendas 
I take it that most of you know that Under Secretary Aarmacost 
(and) Deputy Assistant to the President for National Security 
Affairs Donald Fortier will visit Pakistan and India September 
14 to 19 


In Islamabad, they will review the full range of our 
bilateral cooperation They will also exchange views on 
prospects for achieving progress in the search for a political 
solution in Afghanistan 


In New Delhi, they will discuss follow-up actions on 
the full range of issues discussed during the visit of Prime 
Minister Gandhi to the United States They will also review 
topics that have arisen since the Prime Minister's visit, all 
with a view to keeping the momentum going in the Indo-U.S 
relationship 


I don't have much by way of specifics that go beyond 
the general headings that I have just itemized 


Q Does the US. feel that a confrontation between 
the two countries is imminent? 


i) No, I have -- I'm not getting involved in any 
speculative discussions about speculative questions 


Q What are the problems -- 








“ I beg your pardon? 


Q What are the problems (inaudible) since the Prime 
Minister's visit? 


“ I'm not in a position to run through, as I 
suggested a momert ago, any itemization at all. 


Q Can you go into the nuclear aspect of Pakistan 
relations, whether something new in that? 


“ Nothing beyond what has been said before. 
Obviously, we would expect the nuclear issue to come up in 
conversations in both capitais. But beyond that, I really have 
nothing by way of specifics 


Q Will a continued -- 
oe I beg your pardon? 
Q Will the continued house arrest of Benazir Bhutto 


figure in the discussions, too, since the State Department has 
expressed its dismay over it? 


4 As I say, I'm not in @ position to itemize the 
particular subjects that may come up for discussion 

Q Would you be willing to say whether the subject 
you just did itemize, the nuclear issue, is the primary focus 
of the visit? 


a Il referred to it in answer to Bill's question, 
and I'm going to leave it at that point without offering a 
roster of priorities 


Q Do you have any comment on the sales of 
helicopters to Iraq? 


a To note that there have been comments from here 
earlier this year dealing with the very same subject, and that 
was indicated when the story first came out, and I think that 
reference to that earlier reference goes back to the early part 
of this year -- I think it was to February -- that this is a 
commercial transaction and not a government—to-government 
transfer 


Q Bernie, do you have anything about the expected 
next trip of Mr. Murphy to the Middle East? 


A Nothing at all on that 














Q Can you tell us anything about a meeting between 
Assistant Secretary Abrams and a group of Chilean opposition 
leaders yesterday, I believe? 


“ Yes, that he met yesterday with six leaders of 
Chilean political groups. The leaders reviewed the development 
of the “National Accord for Transition to Full Democracy,” 
which, as you know, is a proposed framework for return to 
elected government worked out under the auspices of Cardinal 
Juan Francisco Fresno, head of the Chilean Catholic Church. 


Mr. Abrams reiterated the U.S. view that the Accord 
represents an important and positive advance in the process of 
dialogue and reconciliation that Cardinal Fresno and many other 
Chilean leaders have encouraged, and expressed the hope that 
all Chileans who sincerely wanted to restore democracy would 
contriosute to the process. 


Mr Abraws emphasized that the U.S. supports a peaceful 
and orderly transition to democracy in Chile 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
‘ 
oe Copy of that, yes, and there are -- the six 
leaders are itemized, and you can have that as well 


Q There are a number of confusing reports about 
Israeli officials coming to the States and Mr. Mubarak, the 
President of Egypt, coming to the States also. Do you have 
anything about that, what they are planning to do? 


is) No, nothing beyond what I understand was offered 
at the White House earlier today that had to do with visits by 
King Hussein and President Mubarak 


Is that about where it ended? 


STAFF Yes 


a I have nothing beyond that 

Q How about the Israeli visit? 

a Don't have anything on that 

Q On the question of the helicopter sale. did the 


State Department, at any point while this was being considered 
at Commerce and Defense, or anywhere else in the 
Administration, raise objections, or is it just a matter that 
you were kept informed that this thing was being considered’? 








A I don't have the specifics on that, but it's my 
understanding that there was no requirement for State 
Department licensing since the point I made earlier was that 
this was a commercial transaction. 


Q You're not saying that the helicopters can't be 
used to transport troops, for example? 


‘ Well, on that -- excuse me, Jim -- let me say 
that the helicopters are civilian configured, that there have 
been several sales of U.S.-made civilian aircraft to Iraq since 
the war began in 1980, and that there is no evidence that any 
U.S.-made aircraft delivered to Iraq have been used in the war 
against Iran. 


Q Bernie -- 


Q Bernie -- wait a minute -- still on that --— even 
as transport for troops? 


A I can only refer you to the specifics that were 
set forth to me -- no evidence, et cetera -- in the sentence I 
, ust read you. 


re) Yes, but what I'm saying is that when you 
transport a soldier from Point "A" to Point "B" or his 
ammunition, is that not a military use of a civilian helicopter? 


fs Can't answer this as specifically as you are 
putting it, nor am I sure that I could get an answer for you on 
it , Jim. I'm prepared to take a look without any assurance 
that I'll get anything forthcoming. 


Q Bernie, the answer that you just read, if I hear 
it correctly, seems to deal with that question. Are you -- 


A Still what? 


Q Seems to deal with that question. It says that 
they were not used “in the war against Iran." 


A That's right. 


Q Now, are you leaving open the possibility that -- 
I mean, that they were in some way -- 


A No. I'm not leaving it open. Jim asked me a 
specific question. I, in good faith, want to be able to answer 
that with the specificity that he's suggesting -- that his 














question calls for. What I have read, that there is no 
evidence that any U.S.-made aircraft delivered to Iraq have 
been used in the war against Iran. Jim divided that word “war" 
into several categories, and what I offer him is what I have. 
I'm prepared to take a look to make sure what he suggests falls 
under, but I have no assurance, as I say, that I can provide an 
answer. 


Q Bernie, have you got any reaction from the Saudi 
Government to the decision taken by the Administration to hold 
the F-15 aircraft to Saudi Arabia? 


o Not going to get involved in any discussions on 
any diplomatic exchanges. I say that as a general cover, but 
above and beyond that, I have nothing specific on that. 

Q Do you have anything to tell us about the 
Tunisian Ambassador having met with officials twice during this 
week? 

me No. 


Q Is there any concern about Libyan provocation 
against Tunisia, or anything like that? 


fe I don't have anything on that. 


Q Is the United States now in favor of a 
nuclear-free zone? 


A I have no new guidance on that subject. 

Q Bernie, back to India for a minute. 

A Yeah. 

Q Indian Ambassador Bajpai was in the building this 


morning. Did he meet with fr. Armacost? Was it a sort of 
prelude to the Indian trip? 


f Let me check that. 

Q Do you have any comment today on the British spy 
case? 

A Nothing today, as well as yesterday. 

Q Bernie -- 


fo Sorry. Yes? 





Q The Washington Post reports today that France has 
warned the U.S. about possible damage to bilateral relations if 
a contract with the U.S. Army goes to a British firm, and Paris 
has denied it. Do you have anything on that? 





6 That I am not in a situation where I can comment 
on the report that you're alluding to, and just to add that 
consideration of this sensitive issue is still under way. 


Q Bernie, the Pentagon -- or Pentagon officials are 
saying that two Mexican destroyers are expected to make a port 
call in Mexico and Caribbean ports for the first time. Do you 
have any confirmation of this, and, if so, is this interesting 
or true? 


. Mexican ships will make -- 

Q No, no. Soviet -- sorry -- 

A -—- port calls in Mexico? 

Q Soviet ships about to make port calls in two 


Caribbean ports and Mexico. 


is I don't have it as hard as you're putting it to 
me now, Jim. With regard to what you're saying on reports of a 
possible Soviet port call in Mexico, we are not aware that any 
such visit has been agreed to. I had a couple of other 
points: that Mexico is a sovereign nation. The Mexican 
Government can make its own decisions about such matters, and, 
may I add to that, the Soviet Union has a long-standing 
practice of trying to increase the projection of its naval 
presence worldwide. 


Q Bernie, would you be concerned about such an 
event? 


a The Mexican Government and other governments in 
the region are aware of our concerns about Soviet naval visits 
to the area. 


Q Does that mean we have made them aware of it in 
the last -- 

fs I beg your pardon? 

Q Does that mean we have made them aware of it in 


the last few days again or -- 


is) Good try, but can't get into it. 





Q Bernie, any response today to the South African 
Commission's report on passes, pass laws in South Africa? 


6 Well, I think we said something about that 
yesterday, Ralph. 


Q Yeah. But I thought the Commission had become -- 
the Commission report had become more firm than it was 
yesterday when you were asked about it. 


oa You thought or you know? 
Q I thought it had become more firm. 
q No. I don't mean to get into a debate. I -- are 


you saying that has been ratified and pushed through? 


Q I thought the Commission has formally recommended 
it to the President. 


é Yes. And that's where -- and I think I dealt 
with that yesterday, and I know of really no change on that. 

Q Okay. 

Q Any comment on the meetings between South African 


business leaders and leaders of the ANC? 


6 No. But I simply refer you to the President's 
remarks earlier this week when he discussed the question of his 
favoring of dialogue 


Q I haven't seen it, but I've been told that 
Israeli Defense Minister Rabin today strongly criticized the 
proposed U.S. sale of arms to Jordan. Have you seen that, and, 
if so, do you have any comment? 


o No. No. 

Q Bernie, do you have anything on the asylum 
request of the Thais -- the Thai coup plotters? 

A That is, do I have anything new on visas? 

Q On visas or asylum? 

ba No, I do not Nothing on visas. 

Q Some of the more astute people in this room will 


undoubtedly notice that you are not wearing an orange tie 
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today; that you're wearing a tie of a different color. Does 
that have anything to do with Friday the 13th? 


(Laughter) 
a Uh -- uh -- uh -- (laughter) 


Q Nonplussed. 


- I could either take the question or confess that 
my orange tie got caught in a Cuisinart and came out paler. 


(Laughter) 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 








Posted: September 12, 1985 


INDIA: AMBASSADOR MEETS ARMACOST 
TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at Noon Briefing of September 13, 1985 


7 


Q: Did Indian Ambassador Bajpai meet with Under Secretary 
Armacost today and what did they discuss? 


A: --AMBASSADOR BAJPAI MET WITH UNDER SECRETARY ARMACOST TODAY 


TO DISCUSS THE UNDER SECRETARY'S UPCOMING VISIT TO INDIA. 








Question Taken at Noon Briefing of September 13, 1985 


Q: Do we have any indication that the civilian helicopters have 
been used to ferry troops or materiel in Iraq? 


A: --NO. 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #164 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 1985, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several announcements, beginning with several upcoming 
Hill appearances for Secretary Shultz this week. Tomorrow, 
September 17, Secretary Shultz will testify before the Senate 
Judiciary Committee regarding refugee policy. The hearing is 
at 9:00 &.M. and is an open session. Consequently, we will not 
have a press briefing tomorrow. 


At 9:00 A.M. on Wednesday, September 18, he will 
discuss general foreign policy topics with the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee. This meeting is closed. We will have our 
usual press briefing here on Wednesday. 


Finally, on Thursday, September 19, the Secretary will 
appear at 9:30 A.M. in closed session before the House 
Judiciary Committee. The subject -- refugee policy. We will 
have a press briefing on that day. 


Secondly, there will be a BACKGROUNDER on the upcoming 
official working visit of Mozambican President Samora Machel in 
the White House press briefing room tomorrow morning at 10:00 
A.M. For your information, and not for publication, the 
briefer will be Assistant Secretary of State for African 
affairs Chester Crocker. 


Finally, the Department is releasing today the text of 
the affidavits from the six United States Air Force officers 
who were on duty at two air bases in the Philippines on August 
21. 1983, the day that Benigno Aquino was assassinated at 
Manila International Airport. The affidavits contain 
information about a highly unusual degree of activity by the 
Philippine Air Force that day. 


These affidavits were provided to the Philippine 
prosecutors in the ongoing Aquino assassination trial on August 
30. On September 13, it was announced that the prosecutors do 
not intend to use the USAF affidavits, and consider this matter 
closed. 





You will find additional information in the 
accompanying Department statement and in the affidavits 
themselves. 


Questions? 


Q Is the Department satisfied with the way the 
Philippine inquiry handled it? 


4 I believe, if I could simply refer you to what is 
really quite a long statement that I just referred to --— some 
five pages long -- you will have in some detail our feeling as 
to the handling of those affidavits and the consequence of the 
trial. 


Q Were these affidavits made public in Manila at 
the time, or is this the first time you're making it public? 


a This is the first time the affidavits themselves 


are being made public. And you can have -— as I say, you have 
copies available in the Press Office of the affidavits 
themselves. 

Q One question -— it may not Be answered in the 


material. At least, it's not reflected in the AP story about 
it. The Philippine Government evidently said, or the inquiry, 
that it could not consider this material because it had not 
been authenticated somehow by the Philippine Embassy in 
Washington. 


Did the Philippine Embassy, in fact, make some request 
to authenticate it in some way? 


a That question is, in fact, answered in detail -- 
Q All right. O.K. 


A -— in the material available in the Press Office 
on pages 3 and 4. 


Q Secretary Weinberger referred yesterday to 
another incident between members of the U.S. Military Liaison 
Mission and Soviet troops in East Germany. Can you tell us 
what happened? Has there been a U.S. protest? Has there been 
a Soviet apology? 


() I won't go much beyond, I believe, what Secretary 
Weinberger has already said. According to reports we have 
received, two members of the U.S. Military Liaison Mission -- 








that's what is referred to as the US/MLM -- based in Potsdam, 
East Germany -- were detained for approximately nine hours by 
Soviet troops in southwestern East Germany after their vehicle 
became stuck at the side of the road. 


The Mission members were forced at gunpoint to remain 
in their vehicle. They were not physically mistreated. The 
Mission tour was in an area where it is legally entitled to 
be. They were not either permanent or temporary restricted 
areas. 


The Soviet military telephoned our MLM Chief, and 
stated that a small problem existed, provided details and 
assured him that the problem was under control. In fact, the 
Soviet military at one point did help disentangle our vehicle 
from the barbed wire. 


We immediately protested this Soviet incident, and we 
will continue to work to improve the safety of the MLM Mission. 


Q What was the U.S. vehicle doing getting caught up 
in Soviet barbed wire, if it was in an area it was allowed to 
be in? 


(Laughter) ° 


i) I think the assumption of your question is that 
the Soviets place barbed wire only where there are restricted 
areas of one sort or another; and as I clearly said, the tour 
vehicle was not in either a permanent or a temporary restricted 
area 


Q Has there been an apology for it, or what has 
been the Soviet response? 


a I really have nothing further concerning the 
Soviet response other than what I gave to you. 


Q Will this affect the summit? 


a Obviously, we have to wait and see. at all 
levels, we do expect our relationship with the Soviets to be 
guided by certain rules and principles, and, therefore, to be 
lived up to. But beyond that, I have no further commen. 


Q Can I come back to the barbed wire, oecause I 
think the story yesterday was simply that the venicle had 
stalled, and that the Russians really weren't very helpful. 
Now it turns out we were, I take it, on Soviet territory -- if 
the barbed wire is set up -- I mean, if you see barbed wire, 
that generally is an indication you're not supposed to 
intrude. Is there any further explanation on what type of 
place it was at? 











a Without going into the kind of details which I 
really believe the Pentagon is in a better position to answer, 
it remains true that there are very clearly-defined restricted, 
permanently restricted, and temporarily restricted areas in 
East Germany; that those are the ground rules under which our 
respective missions operate , i.e., the Soviet mission in West 
Germany operates under the same sort of ground rules; and that 
we adhere to those ground rules. And in this case, the tour 
vehicle was in compliance with those ground rules. 


Q Were either one of the two occupants of the 
vehicle involved in the past incidents with the Soviets? 


‘ I don't know. I'd have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. 


Q The reason I asked is that the sergeant who was 
involved in the last incident of bumping was also the sergeant 
who was driving Major Nicholson. 


i And in this case I don't know, but I'd refer you 
to the Pentagon. 


Q Without reference to the nature of the area it 
was in, can you simply tell us how the vehicle came to get 
entangled in barbed wire? 


i) I can't go any further than what I have. That's 
simply the extent of my information. 


Q Was this a bumping incident? Was there physical 
contact between the U.S. vehicle and the Soviet vehicle, or 
other vehicle or people? 


a I think those questions have been answered by 
either Secretary Weinberger ..- by the Pentagon press spokesman 
following that. 

Q You say the Soviet military chief, or whatever he 
was, telephoned the United States chief of the survey team. 
When did he telephone? 

a I don't have that detail. 


Q Could you find out? 


a I can look into it, but once again, I think these 
kinds of questions could more aptly be referred to the Pentagon 








Q The Associated Press quotes an Administration 
official, unnamed, yesterday, saying Weinberger may have 
over-dramatized what happened: “'‘It's not clear if the truck 
was in a place it was supposed to be,” said the official, 
speaking on condition that he not be identified.“ Do you have 
any comment on that? 


“ I have no comment on your unidentified official. 
I refer you to the remarks that I just made. 


Q And also the AP quotes the official as saying, 
"'The Soviet commander apologized profusely.'" Was there such 
a profuse apology? 


i) I have no information beyond what I've given you 


-MORE - 








Q Chuck, after the Nicholson incident, there were a 
lot of contacts, military-—to-military contacts, aimed at 
preventing similar things happening, and I wondered what your 
assessment was in the way that the military-to-military thing 
proceeded after this incident occurred in terms of the 
communication and how helpful the Soviets were, and so on? 


i) I really wouldn't want to speculate. I'd refer 
you to the Pentagon again. 


Q One other question. How is the car detained if 
it was, in fact, stuck? I mean -- in other words, they were 
not taken out of the car, right? 


“ My information is that they were detained for 
approximately nine hours by Soviet troops. They were forced at 
gun point to remain in their vehicle. I think it's clear that 
they could have disengaged themselves had they been given the 
opportunity to do so. 


Q They could have gotten out of the car? 
“ Right. 


Q Reaction against -- reaction. of the State 
Department to the Soviets expelling the British? 


2 No, we have nothing on that. 


Q Chuck, do you -— what do you read into the 
seeming rapprochement between Jordan and Syria, especially the 
meeting over the weekend between two senior officials from both 
governments? 


a As you say, those meeting are allegedly occurring 
today, J believe, according to some reports But, in any case, 
no, T have no comment at this time. 


Q Do you have any comment on the British sale of 
Tornado aircraft to Saudi Arabia? 


uo Yes, I do. We have seen reports of the Saudi 
purchase of British aircraft. We have been aware for some time 
of the Saudi interest in up-grading its air force Since we 
have not made a decision to make available additional F-15 
aircraft, in which Saudi Arabia has been interested, we are not 
surprised that Saudi Arabia, in light of the escalating 
hostilities in the Gulf, would meet its defense needs from 
other Western sources. Any confirmation of the reported sale 
would need to come from the governments concerned 











We believe that Saudi Arabia continues to be 
interested in more F-15s but no decision to sell these aircraft 
is likely in the near future. 


If current reports about the Saudi purchase are borne 
out, we see no significant effect on the Middle East arms 
balance. 


We anticipate continuing to maintain our long-standing 
security cooperation with Saudi Arabia in light of our 
important interests there and in the Gulf, including support of 
U.S. weapon systems sold to Saudi Arabia in the past. for 
example, sale of parts, services and munitions, but there is no 
sale of a major new weapons system under consideration at this 
time. 


Q Copy of that, please? 
Yes. 


Q Chuck, can I follow on this? There are reports 
in the New York Times front page story that President Reagan 
cleared the whole sale with Margaret Thatcher, Prime Minister 
of England. Do you have any comment that-you already knew 
about it and you facilitated this sale? 





is I have no comment on any alleged communications 
between the United States and any other country. 


Q How does this look now in the area since you are 
rejecting sales of F-15's to the Saudis with the whole posture 
of your approach to selling arms in the area? Now, you have 
also the Jordan arms sale. Is it getting things complicated 
that you've given a message to other people to go somewhere 
else? 


fs I wouldn't want to lead you to speculate on what 
implications this might have for other areas. I've given you 
what we believe concerning this reported sale between Saudi 
Arabia and the British, but I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have any word on the timing of the message 
to the Hill on arms sales to either Jordan or Saudi Arabia? 


is) No, I don't. 


Q Do you have any comment . the draft issued by 
the Contadora group on Friday calling ror a withdrawal of the 
American forces from the region? And also any comment on the 
reunion that took place in Panama between Abrams and the 
American ambassadors in the region? 





A On the latter question, no, I have nothing for 
you on that meeting. On your previous question concerning the 
new Contadora draft, it wouldn't be appropriate to comment 
publicly on what is a negotiating text. 


We understand that negotiations on the new draft will 
begin next month in an intensive effort to reach agreement 
before the end of November. 


For our part, we have consistently supported efforts 
to implement the September 1983 Contadora Document of 
Objectives in a comprehensive and verifiable manner. The 
Secretary publicly reaffirmed our support of Contadora July 26 
in Mexico City. 


Q Chuck, there is a contract to be let soon for a 
new battlefield communications system, the choice between a 
French and a British system. 


There have been those who believe the French offer was 
better but that the United States has succumbed to pressure, 
political pressure, from the British to delay the decision and, 
in fact, to be inclined toward buying the British system. 


Can you comment on that? Will this be a politica] 
decision on which system to go with, and what's the status? 


fe No, I have no comment on that question. In fact, 
I th.nk the Pentagon is, in fact, a better source on that. 
questiun than we are here. 


~-MORE-- 











In the back -- someone who hasn't -- 


Q Chuck -- yes -- can you comment on the latest 
border incidents between Nicaragua and Honduras, and Managua's 
charges that Honduras is being pressured by the United States 
to engage in war with them? 


“ I assume you have seen our press statement from 
Saturday. Maybe not? 

Q No. 

é Just a few words, then, to recap. We understand 


that the Sandinista armed forces attacked a Honduran military 
outpost near the town of Quebrada Espanol near the Honduran 
border with Nicaragua. The attack reportedly consisted of 
rocket and mortar fire and possibly helicopter strafing and 
resulted in civilian and military casualties, including an 
eight-year-old child. 


In a defensive response on Friday, September 13th, the 
Honduran Air Force attacked the Sandinista mortar emplacement 
that was believed to have carried out the September 12 attack 
against Honduran territory. 

The Government of Honduras claims to have damaged the 
Sandinista mortar emplacement and to have destroyed one 
Nicaraguan helicopter. 


We are not aware of any further confrontations since 
that time. 


Concerning the Nicaraguan claim that the U.S. was 
somehow responsible, as we made clear in our press statement on 
Saturday, we totally reject Daniel Ortega's irresponsible and 
inaccurate charges. The September 13th Honduran military 
response was the direct result of the September 12th Sandinista 
attack and followed repeated Sandinista military attacks over 
the past several months against both civilian and military 
targets in Honduras. 

We hold the Government of Nicaragua fully responsible 
for this escalation of the level of violence in Central 
America. The United States again calls on the Government of 
Nicaragua to negotiate in good faith with its neighbors in 
Central America and to accept the repeated calls by the 
democratic opposition for a church-mediated internal dialogue. 


Nicaragua could in this way help to achieve a 
comprehensive, verifiable structure for peace in Central 
America, including internal reconciliation based on democratic 
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principles as called for by the Contadora Document of 
Objectives. 


Q Can you comment on the reports over the weekend 
of the release of Reverend Weir in Lebanon and what you know 
now about that? And in a more general way on the difficulty 
that you seem to have in nailing down whether or not these 
reports are true? 


it No. I have no comment whatsoever. 


Q Do you have any comment, Chuck, on Israeli 
expulsion and deportation of scores of former Palestinian 
prisoners in the West Bank and Gaza? 


os Yes. I can give you something. 


We consider that deportation is likely to foster 
tension in the area. We also regard it as contrary to the 
Fourth Geneva Convention. 


Q Is this -- could this be interpreted as a protest 
by the United States State Department against this action? 


6 I'm not putting any interpretation on it. I'm 
simply saying that we consider it likely to foster tensions, 
and to be in violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention. Those 
positions have been well known'to the parties in the region for 
quite some time, and to you as well, I believe. 


Q To avoid another -- can you give us any more 
legal backing up on the Fourth Geneva Convention violation? 
Having gone through this before over the expulsions from 
southern Lebanon, it would save us some -- 


A Well, if you want to check in the Press Office, I 
have here in fact copies of the relevant portions of the Fourth 
Geneva Convention which you're certainly free to take a look 
at, if you want, in the Press Office rather than me trying to 
pick out those particular articles which you might find more 
relevant. 


Q Yeah, but you have your language on why it's in 
contravention of the Fourth Convention? 


a Well, for example, if I could just cite article 
49: “Individual or mass forcible transfers as well as 
deportations of protected persons from occupied territory to 
the territory of the occupying power or to that of any other 
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country, occupied or not, are prohibited regardless of their 
motive.“ I would cite that as simply one example. 

Q Can we have copies of that? 
A Of what? 

Q Of the first statement? 

6 No. 


Q Isn't there also an article in there which is 
cited by Israel, which allows such deportations under certain 
circumstances? 


6 I'll have to look into that, Bernie. I don't 
know the answer. 


Q Do you have a -- 
Q Can you confirm -- 
= Okay. Your hand was up before -- 


Q -- a report -- the report that the Salvadoran 
Government is ready to negotiate with the -- one of the leftist 
-- or with the leftist coalition in Mexico about the release or 
exchange of Duarte's daughter for a couple of the captured 
guerrilla commanders, and has the U.S. had any role in that? 


a As a general rule, because of the sensitivity of 
this particular case, we will not have any comment on what is 
happening in the kidnapping case, and I would in fact refer you 
to the Salvadoran Government which will be in the best position 
to speak on these kinds of questions. 


Now, your -- 


Q The South African army went into Angola again 
today. Do you have any comment on that? 


is We've read the reports of this pursuit of 
guerrillas into Angola, and we're looking into them. If the 
reports are true, we would be deeply concerned about such a 
cross-border raid, but it would be premature to go any further 
at this point. 


Q Do you have any comment on the resignation of 64 
senior Chinese officials? 
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“ No, I don't. 


Q Any further comment on the Soviet ship visit to 
Mexico? Any further details? 


a I in fact have no further details other than what 
we've seen in the press concerning the visit. Let me see if I 
have something else. 


Basically, a repetition of what we said before, that 
we're concerned about Soviet efforts to expand their naval 
presence in the region as well as the fact that Mexico, of 
course, is a sovereign nation which can make its own decisions 
on such matters. 


Q Chuck, are any arrangements being made for a 
meeting between families of the remaining seven hostages in 
Lebanon and anyone in the building this week? If you don't 
know, could you look into that? 


Q I'll look into that. 


Q Chuck, by now probably you have received the full 
text of the PLO and Arafat news conference on Sunday -- last 
Sunday, September 8. Does the Department “have any assessment 
or -- besides the statement that you made immediately on his 
proposal about land for peace and how to achieve it? 


6 No. I have nothing further. 
In the back? One question? 


Q What is the current status of Benjamin Weir, or 
is there any change in his status from -- ? 


a That question was asked, to which I said I had no 
comment. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 











QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 16, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 
LEBANON: AMERICAN HOSTAGES 
Be Are any arrancements being made for a meeting for the 
families of the remaining seven hostages in Lebanon and 
anyone in the building this week? 


> wee 
* 


A: -- AS PART OF OUR CONTINUING EFFORTS TO MAINTAIN CONTACTS 
WITH CONCERNED FAMILY MEMBERS, WE HAVE BEEN WORKING CLOSELY 


WITH THEM IN ARRANGING MEETINGS WITH SENIOR ADMINISTRATION 


OFFICIALS THIS WEEK. 


we * > 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1985, 12:45 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. A couple of items that are 
available in the Press Office. The following prepared 
statements: 


Department officials before Congress this morning: 
Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs Dick Murphy, 10:00 
a.m., before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee 
on Europe and the Middle East. The topic of his testimony. 
"Recent Developments in the Middle East." 


Two: Ambassador Vernon Walters, 11:00 a.m., before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee. Subcommittees on Human 
Rights and International Organizations. The topic of his 
testimony: “U.S. Policy in the United Nations." 


Q Is that tomorrow? 


a Also today. Also available in the Press Office, 
a statement on the meeting of the Nicaraguan Humanitarian 
Assistance Office Director and leaders of the Unified 
Nicaraguan Opposition. That meeting, as you know, took place 
this morning There are some remarks that the Press Office 
transcribed. They're available. 


A couple of other things here, please AID 
Administrator Peter McPherson will hold a press briefing today, 
2:00 p.m., in this briefing room He'll announce a joint 
initiative By U.S. AID and the Live Aid/Band Aid Foundation for 
continued famine relief efforts to Ethiopia and the Sudan 
Press conference ON THE RECORD, here, 2:00 p.m 


Another one Ambassador Dean Burch, Chairman of the 
U.S. Delegation to the World Administrative Radio Conference on 
Space ON THE RECORD press session, 3:30, Room 2118 That 
conference, to which he's Chairman, concluded in Geneva Sunday 
morning, September 15 





That takes care of what I have by way of what is 
available, and on we go. 


Q The President announced that Benjamin Weir had 
been released. Can you give us any further details, and can 
you tell us anything about efforts to release the rest of the 
American hostages? 


a I don't have anything that I could add to what 
was announced at this point. It is my understanding that there 
will be a BACKGROUNDER on that whole event, and it's my 
understanding that that will be taking place up there with the 
traveling White House, and so that I have nothing that I can 
add, Matt. 


Q There are a lot of unanswered questions from that 
BACKGROUNDER, from what I heard this morning. 


a Let's -— I don't have anything else for you on 
that Can't help. 


Q Can you say at least whether the State Department 
knew that he was released earlier, and why no one said anything 
about it? 


a I think you could take it for granted that people 
knew But, beyond that, I am not in a position to be 
forthcoming on this. I hope you'll understand 


Q Did the State Department play any role in his 
release? 

a I can't help 

Q Bernie, what about the six others? What is the 


State Department's notion of whether they're dead or alive, and 
what is being done to try to get them free?’ 


a [ would imagine that has been taken up during the 
BACKGROUNDER, but, obviously, you've heard it reiterated from 
this lectern on more than one occasion that we are interested. 
and that there is no justifiable reason to hold any of the 
Americans or other other hostages We would like to see them 
released forthwith 


Q And, of course -- 


a I think you've heard that before, and I'm simply 
reiterating what you indeed have heard 











Q Of course, you've heard me ask before. That 
wasn't the answer to my question. My question was, what do we 
know about what condition they may be in. 


a I think you've heard that we have no indication 
that would lead us to believe anything but that they are all 
alive, and that we are pressing on a variety of fronts, 
obviously, to bring about their release. 


Beyond that, there is nothing I can say, and again I'm 
going to have to refer you to the BACKGROUND session. 


Q Do we hope for a release in connection with the 
Weir release, but it's not imminent? 


a Sorry, Matt. I, at this point, really am going 
to hold off 


Q Did Syria play a critical role in release of Weir 
or not? 


a I'm going to retreat to what I've said at the 
outset, and I'm afraid at this point [I'm really going to stend 
by that 


Q Bernie, you said that you can take it for granted 
that people knew about it. When -- we can take it for granted 
that people knew about it when? 


a The question was -- did the State Department know 
about it or was it some slight of hand carried out by another 
branch of the government I've answered the question, and 
that's all I'm going to say about it, Ralph 


Q Do you have any information on his route from 
Lebanon? 

a Nothing on it to help you I had said “no 
comment," and you could come at me in 19 different ways, and at 


this point I'm going to have to stick with thet 


Q Why -—- why so much secrecy surrcunding this, 
particularly in view of the -- all the publicity given Jerry 
Levin? 

a There's a BACKGROUNDER that has taken place. and 


you'll have to make an assessment, and once you've read the 
transcript as to whether you think it qualifies forsso much 
secrecy [I can't help you I'm going to reiterate “no 
comment,” and that's all I can do 








Q On the Paul Wolfowitz trip, back from Moscow he 
visited Japan and apparently indicated that when the Japanese 
asked him about what was discussed in Moscow, he said it was 
confidential. And I was wondering what part of the -- since 
this was an exchange of views, what part of the discussions in 
Moscow were confidential? 


a Can't help you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment about what the 
government's position is regarding the ABM Treaty, and whether 
the United States continues to plan to adhere to that Treaty. 
in view of the remarks of President Reagan last night? 


“ Let me make some comments on that, but 
essentially the position is that [I'm not going to be ina 
position to interpret the President's remarks; that the 
President's remarks, obviously, stand on their own. 


But in a general way, may I just make a point or two 
SOI is a research program that is fully consistent with the AsM 
Treaty and our other international obligations A ban on 
research into defensive technologies is neither feasible nor 
desirable The Soviets, of course, have their own very active 
strategic defense programs. 


We are continuing to press the Soviets for serious 
discussions of deep reductions in offensive nuclear arms 
There is no reason why this process cannot begir now 


We hope the Soviets will be prepared to address the 
full range of issues in a constructive and concrete way when 


the negotiations resume this week in Geneva We will, of 
course, consider any serious concrete proposals the Soviets may 
present 


~~ MORE - 











Q Bernie, when you say you hope they will discuss a 
full range, the full range, you mean the full range of 
offensive issues, or do you mean the full range of defense base 
systems, space-based defense systems and all the other 
defensive means that the United States agreed would be under 
negotiations last January when these talks were set up? 


a I think that by “full range,” I think there is a 
working appreciation of what we mean by that 


Q I don't know what you mean by it. I don't know 
if the President has taken all of defense off the board and out 
of Geneva or not, so -- 


a You have -- 


Q So when you invite them to discuss a full range 
of issues, do you mean offensive weapons, or do you mean all 
the issues, defense and offense? 


a They, under the agreement that was reached with 
the United States in Geneva in January, set up what amounts to 
three different categories Under those three categories, they 
can bring up whatever they choose to. 


Q Bernie, the narrow question is, whether it is the 
view of the Secretary, and I suppose of the President, that 
testing the so-called “demonstrations” called for in the $26 
billion research program, are permitted under the ASM Treaty? 


) The ABM Treaty clearly permits certain kinds of 
testing, and allowable testings Allowable testina, is what 
the President was referring to last night The President has 


Girected that the SOI research program be conducted in full 
compliance with the AGM Treaty 


Q Bernie, if you would, if comebody afterward could 
Give us the part of the Treaty that permits certain kinds of 
testing so we can have it as a referen.e point -~- what 


provision you see in the Treaty that permits you to test, 
because as a general feeling, the AJM Treaty prohibits the 
testing? 


a Let me try to see if I can't get anything for you 
on that question 


Q Bernie, the Treaty, as I understand it, permits 
testing from fixed land—base sites at agreed-upon locations, 





but “Star Wars” involves air-based— and space-based weapons. 
Was the President saying that it is our view, or ic it the 
government's view that testing in space, in air, of ABM systems 
under the SOI program is legal under the Treaty’ 


a Barry, has asked a broad spectrum or narrow 
spectrum question. I don't have any exact answer for you. I 
obviously encourage you to take another look at the President's 
remarks; but to the degree that I can be helpful in response to 
Jarry's question, [ will try to be. 


“Allowable testing,” if you could get a 
definition of that, we'd -- 


a Let me see what is possible 
Q What about development? The President also spoke 
about development -- he'd rule out anything on that. Do you 


think that's allowed under the Treaty? 


a I don't have anything beyond what I have shared 
with you at this point. Anything other in the way of 
additional questions that I can succeed in getting some replies 
to, [I will set forth 


Q Bernie, do you have any -- 


eS) I can't assure you -— [I cannot assure you that I 
will bat 100 percent on my efforts, but I will make a try. and 
let's see what's possible 


Q Can we get your statement’ 


es) I'm afraid if you do get it, it's going to take a 
little time because it's all a series of hieroglyphics I'm 
reading from 


Q May I ask another question on an unrelated 
subject on the Middle East? 


a Unrelated 


Q Unrelated Do you have anything about a plane, 
identified as an American plane, that landed in Tel Aviv 
yesterday -- identified as an American plane where the crew 
went directly from the plane to the American Embassy? Anything 
about whether that plane was aU S$ Government plane, what it's 
mission was? 


a lL have nothing on that 








Q Could you take that question? 


a) Not sure. Not sure I will take it, but let me 
review your question, and see what is possible. 


Q Do I need to be more specific about the question, 
or something? 


A No. I think you've outlined what you wanted to 
say. 

Q Since we are in Israel ~- 

A Since we are where in Israel, yes -- 

Q --— do you have anything on the deportation of 18 


Palestinians from the West Bank? 


- No, I don't have anything on that. Had that come 
up in the past two days or not? 


Q No. 


A Let's take a look at that, and see what we can 
get for you. 


Q Bernie, does the United States clear tourism 
flights to Iran? Does the United States allow Americans --- 


A In connection with what? 


Q In connection with a plane which is registered 
apparently to some air tourism organization. 


a Let me throw it under the heading of Ralph's 
question. 


Q But Ralph -- 

a Is that what you're alluding to? 

Q I am. But Ralph is asking the same thing I'm 
asking. Do we have to sharpen the question to get what you 


have, or can -- 


A You can sharpen it -- 


Q -—- can we assume that you will go out with a net, 
and get what you can on this mystery plane? 








a No, but I mean, sharpen it. That's fine. Do it. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Is the United States aware of tourism flights to 
Iran, and is the United States clear --— does the government 
clear tourist flights to Iran? 

= From? 

Q From America, I guess -— American tourists. Do 


American tourists go to Iran on American airplanes? Can you 
try to find that out? 


a I'll try to find something out. 


Q And to sharpen it one step further, were any of 
the personnel on the plane U.S. Government employees? 


a Okay. 

Q Back to the Benjamin Weir story -- 

* Back to where -- yeah? 

Q Why was the announcement made only today if he 
supposedly was released on Sunday, as I understand it? 

a I have no comment, as I indicated clearly before. 

Q Where is he today, and what is his condition? 

ms I have no comment on that. 

Q Do you have any comment on a meeting that's being 


set up between the families of the hostages, the remaining 
hostages, and Vice President Bush? 


is) I have not had a chance to hear or read or even 
be certain that the BACKGROUNDER, that I understand was taking 
place in New Hampshire, has in fact taken place But I do know 
that I am not in a position to be able to respond to the 
questions that you're putting to me, and I'm simply ina “no 
comment" stance on that and refer you to the BACKGROUNDER 


Q Can I try South Africa, please? In light of the 
Secretary's announcement yesterday about krugerrands, could you 
Give us a summary or an analysis of how the U.S. Government is 
now relating to the South Africa Government, and why did the 
Secretary choose to make that announcement yesterday’ 


fs) Well, on the krugerrands, he made it clear that 
it is the firm intention of the U.S. to ban the importation of 
krugerrands and that we expect to take action on this shortly 
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I may add just one other thing to this, that the 
Executive Order that you're all familiar with refers to 
consultations with the parties to the GATT, not consultations 
with a formal GATT organization. These individual bilateral 
consultations are underway, and as soon as they're concluded we 
expect to proceed with a ban. 


Q Bernie, also on South Africa? 
a Yeah. 
Q I believe the Ambassador was called in here 


yesterday. Since we weren't here yesterday, can you give 
anything on his being called in? Was there a formal protest 
over Angola? 


I don't have anything on that, but I'll take a 
look at that, totally recognizing that it'll probably be in the 
nature of a confidential diplomatic exchange and I may not be 
able to be very helpful. | 


Q On Angola, the criticism was very mild from the 
State Depertment? Is there any rage behind the scenes? 

a About? 

Q The Angolan raid. It was very mild criticism 


issued yesterday. 


a Let me offer this to you. All states have a 
right to defend themselves in response to armed attack or the 
imminent threat of attack. However, any use of force, even in 
self defense, must be reasonable and proportionate to the 
threat posed. We have no reason to believe that South Africa 
faced such a threat. 


We must emphasize that it is the long-standing 
position of the U.S. Government and the international community 
that South Africa's presence in Namibia is illegal We are 
consequently not sympathetic to South African assertions of any 
right to conduct military expeditions into Angola under the 
theory of defending its illegal presence in Namibia. We 
believe that such acts are harmful to the process of 
negotiating Namibia's independence and peace in the region 


We urge immediate South African defense force 
withdrawal and all parties in the border area between Namibia 
and Angola to act with restraint We reiterate our call for 
negotiated political solutions to the region's problems 











ll 


Q May we have a copy of that, Bernie? 
a Yes, you can, Ralph. 
Q Back on Israel, do you know anything about a 


message from Shultz to the Israeli Foreign Minister on Taba 
praising his stand on the issue? 


=) I don't have anything to deal with specifically 
in keeping with the diplomatic exchange that you're referring 
to. But on the general question of Taba, obviously we would be 
pleased by any progress in the relations between Israel and 


Egypt. 


Q Are you against arbitration or whose arbitration, 
because of the split now between Egypt and Israel about 
arbitration before or after the reconciliation about this? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything there on whether the 
State Department or Mr. Shultz has a position on support for 
international agencies -- referring to the Post story today -- 
that are involved in abortion or coercive abortion? Even just 
abortion? I know U.S. policy is against it, but the State 
Department, Shultz --— you know the story I mean? 


“ I do, and -- 

~ (Inaudible) 

2) -- what I have is simply that the whole issue is 
under consideration, under discussion, review, and beyond that 
I have nothing to add 

Matt? 


Q Do you have anything there on the Secretary's 
meeting with the President of Mozambique’ 


“ No 

Q Anything changed on the status of your answers on 
where the U.S. and New Zealand stand on the -- no? Okay 

a No 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 























TAKEN QUESTION 


QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 18, 1985 NOON PPESS BRIEFING 


TRAVEL TO IRAN 





Does the Administration allow tourism by Americans to 
Iran? Can-U.S. tourists go to Iran on U.S. airplanes? 


-- THERE aAS BEEN A TRAVEL ADVISORY IN EFFECT FOR TRAVEL BY 
U.S. CITIZENS TO IRAN SINCE FEBRUARY 11, 1981. THE STATE 
DEPARTMENT “STRONGLY URGES ‘UNITED STATES CITIZENS TO AVOID 
ANY TRAVEL TO IRAN....TRAVEL TO IRAN IS EXTREMELY HAZAROUS 
BECAUSE OF THE CONTINUING ANTI-AMERICAN ATMOSPHERE, THE 
VIRULENT ANTI-AMERICAN STANCE OF THE IRANIAN GOVERNMENT AND 
THE PRESENT CONFLICT BETWEEN IRAN AND IRAQ. * 

-- THERE ARE NO REGULARLY SCHEDULED U.S. AIRLINES SERVING 
IRAN AT PRESENT. OTHER THAN THE TRAVEL ADVISORY, THERE IS 


NO IMPEDIMENT TO FLIGHTS TO IRAN BY NON-SCHEDULED U.S. 


AIRLINES. 





-_ ~— = © 


SDI Development and ABM Treaty 





0 What kind of development is allowable under the Treaty? 


A. The Treaty allows the development as well as testing of 
fixed land-based ABM systems or components. The treaty 
places no research or limits on the development of devices 
that are not ABM components or are not capable of 
substituting for ABM components. Article V of the ABM 
Treaty prohibits the development of ABM systems or 


components which are sea-based, air-based, space-based, or 


mobile land-based. 














What party of the ASM Treaty is it that permits certain 
kinds of testing? What kind of testing is allowable under 
the ABM Treaty? 

The Treaty permits the testing of fixed land-based 
systems or components at agreed test ranges. The treaty 
also places no limits on testing of devices that are not ABM 
components or are not devices capable of substituting for 
ABM components. Article V of the Treaty prohibits the 


testing of ABM systems or components which are sea-based, 


air-based, space-based, or mobile land-based. 











SDI Testing and ABM Treaty 





Testing of fixed land-based systems is permitted under 
the Treaty. Is it the President's view that testing from an 
air- and space-based platform is also permitted under the 
treaty? 

The ABM Treaty has no restrictions on research. The ABM 
Treaty permits testing and development of fixed land-based 
ABM systems and components, but prohibits the testing and 
development of sea-based, air-based, space-based, and mobile 
land-based ABM systems and components. The testing of 
devices that are not ABM systems or components and are not 


devices capable of substituting for such components is not 


limited. The President has directed that the SDI program 


will be in full compliance with the ABM Treaty. 








QUESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 18, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


~~ 


* 


SOUTH AFRICAN AMBASSADOR-DESIGNATE 





Q: Can you confirm that tne South African Ampassadorc-designate was 
called into tne State Department yesterday and was it to discuss the 
raid into Angola? 


A: Y®S, WE CALLED IN THE SOUTH AFRICAN AMBASSADOR-DESIGNATE TO 
EXPRESS OUR CONCERN AND DISPLEASURE REGARDING THE LARGE-SCALE SOUT# 


AFRICAN DEFENSE FORCE INCURSION INTO ANGOLA. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


INOER 
THURSOAY,. SEPTEMBER 19. 1985 


BRIEFER BERNARD KALB 


SUBJECT PAGE 
JAPAN 
Briefing on U S$ -Japan Subd-Cabdinet meetings I 
Cabinet decisions on defense. foreign aid 13-14 
LE®@ &aNON 
Release of Reverend Benjamin Weir: US. policy on 
release of 17 Kuwaiti prisoners; Other six 
American hostages. etc 1-9, 13, 14-16 
MEXICO 
Earthquake 9-12 


UNITED NATIONS 
Travel of @ambassador Walters 12-13 


aRMmS CONTROL 
Proposals at Geneva 16-17 


NEW ZEALAND 
Visit of Deputy Prime Minister Palmer 17 











DEPARTMLNT OF STATE 
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DPC #166 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 19, 1985, 12:47 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR KALB Good afternoon One brief press 
announcement 


Under Secretary of State for Economic Affairs. Allen 
Wallis, and Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister, Reishi Teshima, 
will hold a press conference, ON-THE-RECORD, 2:30 tomorrow, 
here, September 20. press briefing room, to discuss the results 
of the semi-annual U.S.-Japan economic sub-cabinet 
consultations, and that is all I have on that 


And with that as a starter, it's open 


Q Reverend Weir has conveyed a demand from his 
kidnappers that Kuwait release the 17 prisoners or the other 
Americans will be killed Should Kuwait take that step’ 
What's the current position of the Administration’ 


a Ooviously, the Reverend Weir's news conference 
generated a good deal of interest, sympathy What he and his 
family as well as the other hostages and their families have 
been put through cannot be justified in any way 


We will review the Reverend Weir's suggestions 
carefully and will continue to do everything possible 
consistent with US. policy to obtain the expeditious release 
of the remaining six hostages This is one of the highest 
priorities of the administration 


We will not have any detailed comment on the Reverend 
Weir's press conference at this time I would obviously like 
to take the opportunity to reiterate from this podium the 
pleasure and satisfaction of the release of the Reverend. his 
reunification with his family, and reiterate our call for the 
release forthwith of the American hostages 


Q On May 17, you read a statement that said you 








supported the position of the Kuwaiti Government that those 
prisoners were being held in keeping with their laws Is that 
still your position? 


a well. I'm not going to get involved with the 
question of our exchanges, for example, with the Government of 
Kuwait I think their position on this matter is wel! known 
As a matter of policy. let me add that this Administration will 
not pressure other governments to make concessions to those 
holding hostages 


Q Are you having consultations with Kuwait on this 
very topic in regard to the Weir -- 


“ I am not going to get drawn into that 


Q Bernie, could you tell us again what the policy 
is concerning the release of people to get hostages back?’ 


a [ think that you are quite familiar with the US 
policy on this entire issue 


Our policy with regard to making deals is wel] known 
[It has not changed Wwe. of course, are always willing to 
discuss the safety of American citizens, but to give into 
demands would only encourage further acts and lead to the 
taking of additional hostages 


Q Reverend Weir said he had seen four of the other 
Americans Do you still think that all six are alive’? 


a I think what I said yesterday and what was said 
on BACKGROUND by a senior official still obtains 


Q How about Carol Weir's comments, that she feels 
the US. Government could have done more’ 


a I have nothing to say on that issue 
Q Bernie -- 
4 lL think in my opening remarks on this very 


question, t noted that there would be careful consideration 
Given to what the Reverend had put forth in the way of 


suggestions, and that [I think at this particular moment [ am 
not in @ position to take a broad range of possible and 
anticipated questions for a combination of reasons that [| think 


you understand 





and so I'm working off a very. very narrow agenda. and 
I have sought to be responsive to some of the questions that 
have been put forth to me now And, essentially. I may have 
just about exhausted what I can say by way of responses to 
questions that I, had I had my old seat. could imagine 


Q I have a few related questions. please One is, 
Reverend Weir referred to --~ several times to -- that the 
Administration ougnt to negotiate, ought to get started with 
negotiations, or something P 

The Administration, up to now, Nas taken the position 
that there hasn't been anyone to negotiate with directly. and 
that even if there were we would discuss their safety but we 
would not make any deals 


My question is, is there anyone at the other end of 
the phone now as a result of the Weir release’ Or in the wake 
of the Weir release, can you tell us whether there is anyone 
with whom to discuss the safety of American -- of Americans who 
are held hostage’ 


4 we are now, we have been, and will continue to be 
in touch with numerous individuals and governments in the area 
in an effort to obtain the release of the hostages 


Those holding the hostages are well aware of our 
position, and we continue to believe that quiet diplomacy is 
the best way to proceed 


Q Lf ] ac* my auestion again | presume I won’ * get 
adefinite answer’ 


i) No But it =—- well, let me hold off lL have 
nothing beyond that by way of what you may regard 


.) fernie - 
a lust a4 minute | hear the imperiou’ mmnand 
O6snra 
augqgnter ) 
| realize that you are under restraint and that 
you Nave t95 in tre ircume tance be very circumspect 
i. je that a lt May however 


suanter ) 


@ “owever aha t you are ayving doe ral ' 


ir po ibis sages? r hat ne iL ‘he oact Le jan wl) 





both in regard to hostage -- dealing with people holding 
hostages, in general and the expression of support for the 
stand of the Government of Kuwait which was alluded to earlier. 
may be, at least in part, no longer operative. 


Would that be -- would you steer us away from that, or 
is that a misapprehension on our part? 


a I would think it is both. I'm prepared to do 
some diplomatic chauffeuring and steering-away because, as you 
noted, [ did make the point “consistent with U.S. policy.“ And 


I think that some of the observations that I have shared with 
you are, in fact, consistent with US. policy, and that [ do 
not, in contrast to what you say, see any -- what was your word? 


Q Softening 


A Softening 
Q Partial change 
A I think I have said what I've had to say on this. 


and I think that [I simply don't subscribe to that assessment 
Q Bernie, following up on that? 


“ Just a second, just a second 


~-MORE-- 





Q Is the May 17th statement still -- 
- Just a second, just a second. 


Q Bernie, following up on that, please, you said 
that you would give very careful consideration to what the 
Reverend said, and among the major points he made was that he 
wanted a change in U.S. policy in the Middle East, and he 
wanted the beginning of a creative effort on the part of the 
U.S. Government to negotiate with the seople holding the six 


Do you give careful consideration to both of those 
two? You leave open the possibility of considerable shifts and 
a “softening” as John indicated. 


a Well, as I say, I can't look over your shoulder 
as to how you put stories together. I steered John -- 


Q You have in the past 
a What's that? 
(Laughter) 


is) This briefing may not continue (Laughter) But 
I did say that while I made the point about consi‘eration of 
what the Reverend had suggested, I let it stand at that, and I 
didn't take you in any known direction beyond that other than 
"consideration." You seem to suggest that there is some sort 
of leap into a possibly different direction I am not at all 
suggesting that 


Q (inaudible) I think you used the word 
“careful” consideration and not leave open the possibility that 
you would accept some of those suggestions In effect, you 


seem to be saying today that while you will think seriously 
about what Reverend Weir has to say and what he has to suggest, 
you're not planning to adopt or seriously consider adopting any 
of those suggestions 


A I am leaving it at “careful consideration,” as I 
said in my opening remarks, you, understandably, would like to 
have the conclusions I don't have those for you at the 
present time, and so I am going to have to leave it that way 
If this produces mass frustration, then so be it I can't help 
that 





I am trying, in the context of the particular moment, 
to be as forthcoming as I possibly can. I think you understand 
various reasons that may be part of the mix at the present 
time, and I have set forth essentially what I can and I 
think, certainly, you may continue with your questions, but I 
think that, essentially, I will get caught in a very powerful 
paraphrase mode. 


Q Bernie, do you have any indication who is the 
group holding these hostages now? 


A good try, but I can't take it any further than 
that general description. 


Q Are they -- Which segment of the -- are they 
Shi'ite? Are they not Shi'ite? What are they?’ 


a I think I just responded by saying I cannot take 
it beyond the generalized characterization. You would enjoy if 
I could be specific I cannot 


Q Bernie, if I may try once more on this I mean 
in the past, even during the TWA hijacking thing, your 
statements of U.S. policy in this have been in a manner that 
could be characterized as “forthright, vigorous, and 
unequivocal.“ I do not have the sense that what you're telling 
us today really could be characterized in that way, and so it 
seems to be a lot fuzzier around the edges. and contains 
things, as Marvin pointed out, that seem to be ambiguous, and 
possibly even contradictory Why is that? 


a All [ can say is that that is a summary of your 
interpretations of what I said I would like to think that a 
rather careful rereading of your notes may lead you to a 
somewhat different, and less softer, conclusion 


(Laughter) 

Q Is it still - 

a Just a second Let me go to Semaan 

Q Did Berri have any role - 

a Did what’ 

w Did Berri, Nabih Berri, have any role in getting 


the release of 





= Haven't anything for you on that 


Q Is it still the position of the Department to 
support the position of the Government of Kuwait in holding 
these 17? 


o I think I said what I have to say about Kuwait 
Q Reverend Weir gave us the impression there is 
some time frame involved in freeing the hostages Have you 


intensified your efforts? Would you characterize it as that? 


A I think at one point I talked about 
communications under way with numerous individuals and 
governments, and beyond that insofar as you're suggesting, I 
really have nothing to say at this point 


Q Are these individuals Lebanese individuals or 
Arab individuals? At least, give us a hint of the -- 


“ Can't 

Q Iranian individuals? Who are they. I mean? 

a Can't This is your ninth try at the same 
question Ten and you get a cigar 

’ How about Iran? 

a Iran 

Q Are you senaging any messages to Iran since they 


are demanding the release of their prisoners in Kuwait?’ 
a I don't have anything for you on that 


Q Robert McFarlane said last night, in Colorado - 
he said there were a half-dozen avenues that have been 
approached, used to approach this problem, and he said they 
haven't worked 


Are there new avenues’ 1 don't want to use Weir 
phrase “creative” avenues, because you, obviously, don't want 
to respond to Weir But are there new avenues other than the 
Six that McFarlane made reference to that are now being used in 


the wake of Weir's release’ 


fs) No statistics I can help you with Ralph 


Q Is there any reason at all for any greater 
optimism today abdout the release of the other s¢1« 


» 





a You know, we have said on more than one occasion 
-- different voices in the Administration --— that we would like 
to see the hostages released forthwith Insofar as your 
question is concerned, I cannot be drawn down a speculative 
route about optimism or pessimism. 


Q well. can I follow that up? Does the situation, 
in view of the fact that it is now a more public matter than it 
was, and you said you wanted quiet diplomacy. is the situation 
somewhat more difficult now because it has become a more 
public matter? 


a Can't get involved in an assessment on that 


Q Did the Administration think that the Reverend 
Weir was speaking dispassionately. or was there any feeling 
that he was too sympathetic to his captors’ 


a No I think at the very outset. I talked about 
the fact that his news conference, obviously. generated a great 
deal of interest and sympathy And I'll just have to let it 
stand at that 


Q You have already repeated from this podium that 
Syria has a role in releasing the hostages, but apparently 
today. Weir said that Syria has no control at all of these 
people who hold them hostage So is there any contradiction 
between your understanding of these groups and Weir's 
understanding? 


“ I have nothing that I can help you with on that 
Marvin 
Q Is there any irritation in the Administration at 


what might be seen as the captors’ manipulation of the media 
for their own purpose’ 


“ I have nothing for you on that 


-) Some of the hostage families say that their loved 
ones are essentially prisoners-of-war, and that in 
prisoner-of-war situations it 1s common for us to swap 
prisoners 


Can you at least address yourself to the question ' 
whether or not the State Department considers the hostages 
that they have a kind of POW status’ 





me a, 


- I don't want to be drawn down into any 


speculative routes on that These are hostages There is no 


justifiable reason for taking these people as hostages. 
and these hostages should be released 


Q Another subject? 

a Yes. please 

Q Anything on Mexico’ 

- Yes. I do as a@ matter of fact Now. [ got this 


as I came out here. literally thrust into my hand. so let me 
run through what I do have And we're talking there Mexico’ 


What. Marvin?’ 


Q well. the earthquake. the cut-off the ontacts 


and the people (inaudible) -- 


Just wanted to be sure we're on the same 
Q The coup d'etat. anything else 
(Laughter ) 
a (Inaudible that this was the Mexican apor 
~ Soviet shies 
“ Soviet ships Let's get them all at one 
auagnter ) 
a You ii @ 3e¢t the same answer reaardie 
es Ff } 
ee 3 [') , , , ’ he s” ’ ’ , ¥ 
; 77 rer 
% a - , , ~ 4 ‘ 4 ; 5 
ory hy ry in re 4 rm * antar ’ es ar? } ske 
ast -‘ Michoaca ‘ tate i*+ hwe | Mex d 
Richter ale ’ 8. timing of the earth ake 5; aM 


subdie 
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From the U.S. Embassy in Mexico City. Dy radio. 
apparently for the moment. some form of telephone service is 
out And let me just run through what I do have in this note 
form. Significant damage in the old section of the city Many 
buildings in the city have collapsed No count -- I repeat. no 
count of casualties as of yet 


Q You're talking about Mexico City or Michoacan’ 


In the old section of the city we're talking 
adout Michoacan 


Q On 
Q Michoacan i$ a@ province 


- Wait a minute Let me tidy that up to see how 
far the tremors went. and let's get that clarified as to 
whether we're talking -- 


STarr Mexico 


o we're talking now about Mexico we do not have 
specifics on Michoacan at the present time. notwithstanding 
tmnat treat was the epicenter 


STarr The Duildings are -- 


” Oo. So let me re-run Significant damage in 
the old section of the city Many Duildings in the city have 
collapsed No count of casualties yet Some damace in the 
Zona Rosa. where American tourists are - an area they find 
very popular 


The U S Embassy Pas offered its assistance to the 
Mexican Government and to US citizens in the ity 
ambassacor Gavin. who at the present time happens to be out of 
the wntry has Deen informed of the situation ihe airport 
1s pen The Embassy Duilding 1 » « That about exhaust ny 


nores 





Ll 


Q what is the level of U.S. assistance that the 
Embassy has offered” 


- I beg your pardon’? 

Q How much -- 

- I don't have anything These are really quick 
notes on the run which Pete was able to get just before [ came 
out. and. as I say. put into my hands I Rave nothing by way 


of amplifying information 


Q Coulc we get some more specifics on it later in 
the day’ 


- Yes I think we should We should certainly 
make an effort to get you whatever information we can get 


Q Disaster relief? 

- Disaster relief’ 

Q Whatever disaster relief - 

a Let me get -- well. let's get the questions. and 
then we can run them past the -- disaster relief 

= Damage assistance 

~ Contacts 

+ Jeay 

Q Sernie is there a Fotline or something set uo in 


the Department for relatives’ 


a lL just don't tnow adout that 

< any hance 

a ¥ ij, Mean » ace , “ ~ and " ; a 
2 ‘ean 
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Q Can you check that? 

3 Yes we can check that 

. Bernie -- 

io Yeah 

Q Different subject Can I ask about Ambassador 


Vernon Walters’ travels”? He was not at the opening session of 
the U.N. General Assembly. and he told reporters in New York 
today that he was assigned up to another mission at that time 


Can you tell us where -- 


+ He told reporters at the UN. that he was 
assigned to another mission?’ 


w Another job. as opposed to the mission -- 
government mission 


“ You mean -- are you suggesting that he no longer 
is the ambassador’ 


Q No That he was assigned to do something else 
during the opening of the UN General Assembly session. to 
which he is the US. representative 


4 He is quoted to that effect’ 

= That's correct 

“ Ana your question is - 

Q The question is 

a How old is he?’ 

- [am you tell us where he was’ 

a L don't Rave anything on it 

Q -Ould you check on it? 

a ['ll take @ peak to see if it's within the 
Forthcoming range. and we'll let you tnmow if it is 

~ “e@ 16 the representative to the U WN and one 
wouid assume that he would be there for that pure 


wou id Aine ’‘*e rf & ugnt ak De an ®a0D i. anart Ts s4 >” shere aa S 








ee 
a 


. He's wearing @ sign (Laughter) 

- L'm sorry Let me -- 

=) He's with Gavin (Laughter ) 

* In Mexico 

Q Do you Nave anything on -- 

Q where was he’ 

Q where was Gavin’ 

+ He was out of the country at the present time I 
Gon't Pave anything on Fis whereadouts Aambassacors »me and 


go on their posts 


Q Vo you Nave anything on Deputy Prime Minister 
Palmer's -- 


a No 

= - meeting’ 

“ No No 

~ Will you Nave @ readout later’ 





a I don't tnrow we'll see what's possible 

. lL want to go back to Weir for tust «4 second 
: tu@liy "ot weir dDut trat jenreral tool nec the 
AcGministrati a" save any feeling >a. - 4 jiew on wt 4 _ 
thought the release of other hostaces was imminent and 


nothing happened’ 


a NO ; > | an) : "ave , v eat . s’ ; ” e at 
read ‘os ‘ a. 7 ‘rat ine p 7 ‘e ’ . ra 
i ‘erdcay ol? he save » a ‘ at 

. jernie 

a Nn rry 

~ ne pane ernment ant i « : 
n ‘ary pend yesterday ana thf . . ed 





~~ which was urged by the U S. Government to Japan 
any comments on that. 
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- 


Cadinet decisions 


dbudget 


The 
target figure 
~~ in defense 
decision as a 
[Ommitment to 
defense roles 
adjacent seas 
miles 


Full 


defense and foreign aid 


i4 


Are there 
on this decision’ 


You're raising the question of whether the new -- 


The military -- 

The new numbers may exceed one percent 
Yes One percent of GNP 

The Government of Japan has informed us of 


affecting two very important parts of its 
we welcome both 


1986-1990 Japanese defense program identifies a 


of 18 & trillion yen -- that's over $76 billion 
spending over the five-year period we see that 
further indication of Japan's continuing 
acquire the capability of fulfilling its agreed 
and missions The defense of its territory 

and skies. and sea-lanes out to 1.000 rautical 


implementation of the five-year defense program 


will enable Japan to make significant strides toward 


accomplishing 


its defense goals 


The United States also welcomes Japan's decision to 
increase its foreign assistance outlay to over $40 billion 
juring the period of Detween 86 and 92 Jjoubling its annual 
foreign assistance to over $8 Billion By the time of 19927. and 
sees it a6 another indication of Japan meeting its 
responsibility as @ world leader 

Now insofar a6 @y getting lose to your soecif 
juestion in addressing the sublect of Japan's seit -detense 
errorts we “ave focused nm tre "portance of japan fui} 1 ; 

saqreeq defense roies and Wission ratrver than Qn 
ercente@ge of GNP of specifi ipendina levels ihe issues 
Der entace 1, NP ’ \pe i? i ipendinag level ire iterna 
matters for the Japanese oOveroment » Gec ide 

* an. eave «a ov Slease’ 

a ves ‘a 

. ye - , we ae etur : nayde a mtiy ' 

: ; 2 fever ‘' weir oa ” ‘ 
Save ” ‘ c ’ ’ Te se y at 
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mentioned that he had seen four of the six Americans recently 
There was no mention of Buckley or Kilburn The traditional 
question we ask you, but it's more pointed today What does 
the State Department know about their condition’ 


7 took that. among other questions, during your 
absence, and wiat I said was that this question was addressed 
by me yesterday and was -- 


~ Yeah 

“ -- addressed as well by a senior State Department 
official yesterday evening, and whatever was said then stiil 
stands 

Q So we can assume whatever you and that senior 


official said -- 
a That is correct 


Q ~~ @lready had subsumed Mr Weir's contact with 
the four others and lack of contact with the two 


+ I'm going to let it stand as I put it 
~ Let me ask you something else One of the 


networks yesterday, and this is secondhand. was reporting a 
very active role by Ambassador Bartholomew in obtaining the 


release As ™r Weir described the situation, it sounded like 
mice he had been released then the Embassy reasonably enough 
arranged his return to the United States In other words, he 


spoke of Sartholomew or the Embassy's activity a6 a procedura| 
activity. not @€8 @ negotiating activity 


an you say whether Bartholomew or the Embassy was 


involved before Weir was released or was there involvement 
you «now arrana@ing “is sate return’ 
a | understand you juestion in all its 
imPiicat ions and i. Nave nothing for you on that farry 
. And you are looking into 
a | here sere? , yariety »? tues? ions and ny jenera| 
reviy aad. i wa » . ort he ming ’% ] wid poss ibl ¥ ne liven 


“ee Doundaries in which 


1th ? 
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“ -— have to function and [I took a number -- I 
made it clear in response to a number of questions that I could 
not go beyond Your question falls into that same category 
I'm not taking those things because I feel confident, at least 
at this particular point, that I could get nothing So ['ll 
have to let it go at that 


Q Bernie, could I go on with the Weir thing for a 
moment? 

“4 Yean 

Q You said earlier on that you would do what you 
can, consistent with US. policy in the past you had stated 
that the U S does not negotiate with terrorists Is that 


still consistent with US. policy’ 


a I am saying that our policy -- and I'm really 
reiterating, Marvin, what [I had said earlier -- with regard to 
making deals is well known and has not changed 


Q Okay 

“ Wwe are willing to discuss the safety of American 
citizens, but -- you're familiar with the rest of it 

Q Yeah Ll was just going to pick up that point 
When you say. “discuss the safety, But you won't give in to 
demands” -~— that was the next part of that. right? 

a Uh-huh 

Q Does that mean that the U 5S would talk if you 
defined it as the safety of the six - talk with the people 


holding them hostage’ 


a Let me just leave it the way I put it, that the 
_ is prepared to discuss the safety of the hostages You 
know the other part of that statement and that is the way | @ 
joing to leave it 

~ There's a CBS report I think iat is that the 
Soviets Nave come up with a new proposal - laid mething of 
the table in Geneva 4 specific proposal ls there any 

a [ don't have anything at all on that [ think 
you *now what we Nave said heretotore in the past that «a 
proposal in effect is a proposal when the proposal 1 jet torth 
on the table at Geneva where the negotiators are Proposal 


that are piaced in mid-air are may be found to be 
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interesting and may generate a variety of stories But I think 
it has been made repeatedly clear that the address for a 
proposal is the Geneva negotiating table 


Ss Bernie. can you stay whether the Soviets nave 
brought to the table in the two previous rounds -- or maybe 
even in this round if there's been time -- their desire to 


limit the Strategic Defense Initiative? Have they put it on 
the table’ 


“ I don't have anything for you on that 
= Then what leads you to define a “proposal” 
“ I understand clearly what you're saying Let me 


take a look at that. and [ will see if something is possible 


Q Okay 

Q On the question of New Zealand - 

“ New Jealand 

~ [ heard the answer a minute ago about the 


par liament ~ 


7) Yean 
Q The Parliament has been talking about the 
possibility of compromise is there any hint that there may de 


ompromisce on the american side 


“ L'm not going to get involved in @ speculative 
run-around abdout Nints et $+ see what trere | to tay i? 
there's 4 readout at the conclusion of the session Sut 
oviousiy L'm not 901ng@ to Get involved in Hint 

@ i tnis dDeing Nearacterizeqd 444 "ew tar? ' 

sme or? 

a NO | have no Naracteri\ zat f 

‘ “”) , tne ecrertary es ir? ‘ne eputy 4 "e 
“ini 'ar 1? be 

2) jon t #n0Ow Nad “ear” * a? ‘ 


Hu? i had mee Nearad ’>hae 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #167 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1985, 12:42 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB Good afternoon, everybody Let me do a 
couple of quick little details by way of announcements, if I 
may 


A BACKGROUND briefing on the visit by the Egyptian 
President, Hosni Mubarak, to Washington, 2 o'clock this 
afternoon in the White House briefing room 


Two -- this by way of a reminder: today, 2:30 in the 
briefing room here, Under Secretary of State for Economic 
Affairs Allan Wallis and Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister 
Reishi Teshima, ON-THE-RECORD press briefing on the results of 
the semi-annual U.S.-Japan Economic Sub-Cabinet Consultations 


Three available in the Press Office, prepared 
statement by Assistant Secretary Murphy testifying today, 10:00 
A.M., before the Senate Foreign Relations Subcommittee on Near 
East and South Asian Affairs Topic of his testimony, “The 
Middle East Arms Iransfer Study." 


That is what I have by way of announcements and so 
forth, and we can go to questions 


Q Can you bring us up to dace with the latest on 
Mexico? 


i) O.K Let me tell you what I have here on that 
I was just told when we came in here that after a breakdown in 
communications between radio and telegrams, that just a few 
moments ago has been restored Now, let me sort of take you to 
the broad picture of what has been put together here 


The full extent of the damage is still not known; 
telephone links continue to be disrupted; U.S. Embassy working 
round the clock to locate American citizens to relay messages 
from them to their families in the United States. So far, the 
Embassy reports that there are no confirmed deaths or injuries 
among American citizens -- that includes American citizens who 
may be resident, American citizens who may be visiting, and the 
U.S. official family So far, no confirmed, as I've just told 


you 





Embassy officers are moving through Mexico City 
streets looking for American citizens, should any be there. 
They are visiting various tourist hotels where Americans might 
be staying to check on welfare, offer any assistance that may 
be necessary. 


Acapulco: Embassy officers have been dispatched to 
Acapulco to check on the welfare of American citizens who may 
be visiting. We have no report on that yet. 


Here at the State Department a 24-hour Task Force has 
been established to monitor the situation, provide information 
on welfare/whereabouts of American citizens. The Task Force 
has so far relayed over 600 messages from Americans in Mexico 
City, located by the Embassy, to their families here in the 
United States. The Task Force maintains lists of Americans 
here -- the Task Force here -- lists of Americans who have 
contacted the Embassy so that names are available in the 
building of those who, in fact, went through the procedure of 
contacting. 


To contact the Task Force to inquire about Americans 
presently in Mexico City, the number that family members may 
call: 202-653-7959. 202-653-7959. 


Now, in connection with telephones: The Task Force is 
doubling the number of phone lines to handle the enormous 
volume of telephone calls. The expectation is that there will 
be about 30 phones in at about this time, but they can only -- 
members of the Task Force can only say whether or not an 
American in Mexico has contacted the American Embassy, 
obviously, to confirm any sort of message or any sort of 
presence. The Task Force cannot take messages, and then, for 
example, in a subsequent list that may come in later during the 
day, make follow-up calls to people who may be inquiring about 
"Mr. or Mrs." and so forth 


There has been received at the Task Force a heavy 
volume of calls from individuals and institutions seeking to 
volunteer assistance to Mexico, and these callers are being 
referred to Dr. Claude de Ville at the Pan American Health 
Organization. And that number is 202-861-4325. 


The U.S. Mission in Geneva reports that the 
International League of Red Cross Societies has dispatched 
several teams to Mexico to assess the situation there. An 
American Red Cross team has been sent with medical, logistics, 
and communication specialists equipped with a satellite dish to 
permit direct communications with Geneva. 





I think a question came up somewhere along the line as 
to the population, the U.S. population, in Mexico. According 
to the latest figures -- and these go back to the top of the 
year; I see 1984 is marked here. There are approximately 
280,000 American citizens resident in Mexico, and of that 
number about 160,000 reside in Mexico City. That is what we 
have put together. 


I was told as we came in here that within -— this 
information, by the way, if I did not mention, was of about as 
of 10:30 or so, and we're leaning on the Task Force to see 
whether we cannot expedite another situation report within a 
reasonably short period of time 


Q Bernie, has there been request of assistance from 
the Mexican Government? 


A I have no report of any formal request by Mexico 
for U.S. assistance, although it's my understanding that the 
United States has made clear its readiness to offer assistance, 
in view of the disaster 


Q What kind of assistance do you have ready? Do 
you have anything specific? 


A I don't have any breakdown on that, Matt. 


Q Is any kind of an airlift under consideration? I 
understand the airports are jammed and -- 


f I don't have anything on that, John, but I think 
by way of a preface, even to your reply, I'd have to reiterate 
what I just said a moment ago, that so far as I know up until 
now, there has been no formal request by Mexico for assistance 


Q What do you have on the status of the airport and 
flights, commercial flights, in and out? 


A Well, my understanding was that the airport was 
open as of last night I spoke to Ambassador Gavin several 
times, and he was on his way to Europe on a scheduled visit but 
cut it off in New York late yesterday, and told me that he was 
on his way back to Mexico. He is there, as you know, now; and 
he was due to arrive before midnight, so we know that the 
airport was open at that time. 


Q Good 





Q Any attempt to keep track of any other 
nationals? Is the U.S. coordinating with other countries? 


o I don't think that that is the situation -- on 
the general question of other nationals, the United States is 
not maintaining lists of other foreign nationals As to 
coordination, I would expect that's underway, but I don't have 
any details. I think -- I would imagine that every Embassy 
that's following through has its own hands full in trying to 
keep up with numbers and names 


Q Lacking a formal request from the Mexicans for 
help, is there anything the United States can do or will do to 
aid people? 


A Well, Matt asked me that question, and 1 had 
nothing by way of specifics 


Q Bernie, is the Mexican Ambassador coming to the 
State Department today to see anyone? 


A I don't know, but let me check that Maybe we 
can find that out while the briefing is under way 


Q Could you also inquire as to at whose request 
that meeting was made? Whether we asked to call him in to 
inform him of our willingness to provide aid or whether he 
asked for the meeting? I think that's a legitimate question 


a That's fair enough Let's -- maybe we can get 
that as well while we're here. 


Q Thank you 

Q Bernard, you said something about the phones 

A The phones? 

Q They are back in, you say? 

A Yes. I was told a little while ago, earlier this 


morning, that both phone communication and radio communications 
were cut off because of problems with the ground station But 
just as we entered here, I heard that these things have now 
been resumed, so apparently that problem, to some degree at 
least, has been taken care of 


Q On another subject -- 





Q You wouldn't want to venture, would you. any 
explanation for why we seem to be in a situation of being 
poised on the doorstep of Mexico with all of this assistance 
none of which can be actually utilized by the people who need 
it in Mexico’ 


Il have nothing beyond what I've already said 

Q On another subject. you said two days ago the 
President directed that work on SDl be done within the confines 
of the ABM Treaty’ 

(Mr Martinez hands Mr Kalb a note) 

a txcuse me I don't understand this message 


MR MARTINEZ The Embassy phones went up 


MR KALB Embassy phones went up rather than 
commercial lines’ That's an important distinction Okay 


Q You referred to the ABM Treaty, keeping within 
it Yesterday a statement was posted, I think it was 
yesterday, about what the Treaty requires Is the United 
States giving consideration to getting out of the ABM Treaty’ 


a I don't have anything on that at all, Don 

. Can you amplify at all on the remarks of a White 
House official quoted today about the difficulties of the ABM 
Treaty in the long run? 


No 


q Have you got anything on the question on 
Allowable tests that was asked here a couple days ago? 


A No I think there was something put out on that 
Q Nothing more -- 

Nothing beyond that 

Q Anything on the apparent breakdown of the talks 


yesterday between Secretary Shultz and Minister Palmer? 


p My understanding is that there was some statement 
or some information was put out late yesterday l'l] run 
through it -- that Secretary Shultz met Thursday with 





New Zealand Deputy Prime Minister Geoffrey Palmer to discuss 
the ship visit issue 


The discussion was thorough and friendly and tey 
issues were addressed The sides did not arrive at a mutually 
agreeable solution but continued to hope that one is possible 


The United States and New Zealand remain as friends 
despite the difficulties with regard to cooperation with New 
Zealand under the ANZUS Alliance 


x Copy’ 
“ Copy’ Certainly 
Q Any predictions what the United States will do 


then, when New Zealand codifies this into law? And any further 
talks that Mr Palmer has with Secretary Wolfowitz and so 
forth? Are they likely to change the situation? 


A Without getting involved in a speculation abdout 
change, and so forth, insofar as additional talks, Assistant 
Secretary Wolfowitz will be hosting a departure luncheon for 
Mr +ralmer and his party Saturday, September 21 That is 
tomorrow 


And insofar as your question goes as to the 
codification on the part of MNew Zealand, I think the Secretary 
addressed that question during the ASEAN trip in July. and I 
think it came up in Australia He said in Canberra that if New 
Zealand legislates the port ban, we will have to review our 
obligation under the ANZUS Alliance 


+ 


Q How “review” 


. (Inaudible) 


n Just a moment Connie has asked me about the 
definition of some sort of extrapolation of the word “review, " 
and I have nothing I can offer you on that 


Q Where does this leave the ANZUS Alliance now? 
What's the status of the alliance’ 


a I think the status is what it was even prior to 
the meeting - 


Q What -- 








a anc : THAink '*he cer ini?) - ; that has Deer 


> > > 
naracterivzecdc mor .< tnrar . rasion tra obviously ‘he 
New Jealand action has affected the operational status - the 
Alliance anc that 18 where it stands 
Q ls American going to seek to strengthen ties wit? 


Australia and ftreerve New Zealand out somewhat 


. l have nothing to offer on that The ties . th 
Australia. you know are strong. and. as 1 reiterated a few 
moments ago the mMviction remains Pere that the United States 


, 


anc New Zealand remain and are friends despite the difficulties 
over tne port access i188uUue 


“ Palmer i 3u0ted on New Zealand radio 4$ saying 
r quoted by wire service from a New Zealand radio interview 
as saying that New Zealand is flexible but the United States 1 
not tlexible D you have any comment?’ 
“ wel. L'm mot going ¢t romment on the New Zealand 
position Sut there were negotiations tmnere were ciscussions 
yesterday anc beyond going what 1 read you just @ few moments 


ago ['m not going t 7e¢t involved in characteri zations anc $ 


’ Iher really the Palmer trip was @ waste of tim 


on their part 


Q Can you understand why Mr. Palmer actually came 
to Washinaton t talk to the Administration’ 


. I think you better check with the New Zealand 
mission 

Q What's your view of the trip?’ 

“ l have nothing to offer beyond what I've said 

Q You said the statement was made available last 


night 





- I heard that it was I don «= know to what degree 
there was @ distribution, and 1 thought I would enter this as 
Quickly as I could here 


Q Bernie, Ddack on Mexicc Back in ‘82. when Mexico 
had a financial shock, the U.S. stepped in very quickly with a 
financial aid package You're giving me the impression that 
there is mo such package ready to go this time 


Is it simply too early? Aare there discussions with 
the Mexicans on this? 


a I don't know how you leap to that impression lf 
I have conveyed that or you have made that assessment. that is 
mot the case 


I think the point | made wa that it has Deen mace 
clear that the United States stands ready to assist Mexico, but 
it is my understanding that there has been no formal request on 
the part of Mexico for any such American assistance 


Q Bernie, would the United States offer assistance 
or surgical supplies, something like that, to an agency like 
the Red Cross working in Mexico’ 


+ I don't have anything specific I don't know 
what would bar that, because there is a readiness to help But 
I don't know what the channels are, and so maybe I ought to 
steer clear of any technicalities that may be involved 


Q What's the hourly volume of calls this hotline is 
receiving’ 


a I don't have any gauge of that We'll try to get 
that for you 


Q Do you have any comment on the IMF action 
regarding Mexico’ 


s Only, Ralph, that it's the feeling here the 
question of Mexico's IMF program will undoubtedly be held in 
abeyance until Mexico can have a chance to assess the economic 
implications of the disaster 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the reports 
from the Philippines that somewhere between 14 and 20 
demonstrators have been killed by Philippine police today’ 


“ Nu, I don't Rave anything on that 











Q Do you have anything on the stories in the last 
several days that the trial of people accused of killing 
Senator Aquino is going to end up shortly without any of the 
most important evidence being presented’ 


“ I don't have anything. but let me take a look at 
that question, if | may. Don 


Q You had a figure on US. residents in Mexico Do 
you have any way of estimating how many US. tourists could 
have been there at the same time’ 


- NO I don't have that number 


Q Back on your IMF answer is that a decision 
that's been taken by the IMF to hold that in abeyance’ 


" No. no, I didn't put it that way. did 1’ I said 
that the feeling here is that that question of IMF - the 
Mexican program -- would undoubtedly be held in abeyance. and |! 


would have to leave it at that 


Q lt's the American feeling that that would be 
re Yean 
Q Bernie, do you have an assessment of damage t 


| 


Khara Island 


a No, I do not 

. Nothing on the Iran-Iraq war today’ 

“ N 

Q Bernie 

4 Let me go back, way in the back, please 

Q I just wanted you to clarify about the phone 
lines Now, it's my understanding the hotline people have 


been, or rather the Task Force, has been talking by phone to 
the Embassy since yesterday afternoon Dut there are now many 
phone lines coming out the Embassy that are up’ 


“ No lL didn't have - lL did not have a number on 


. 


the number of phone lines out of the Embassy what we received 
from the side was a ciarification., that when 
before to a resumption of telephone linkage to Mexico it's my 


7 
> 


mace a reference 





understanding that that linkage is confined to the narrow ban 
at this time of the tmbassy Deing able to commnicate here by 
telephone 


Up until that point. it was my understanding that 
there had been a breakdown on international lines. and that's 
where it stood 1 don't know whether there's been any 
rectification of that process while we've been here 


Q Anything on visas for the Thai 
a Let me just go here. please 
Q ls there any change by the U S Administration t 


sell arms to Jordan after the announcement that the United 


:? : > 


Kinedom will agive Jordan $360 million of arms sales 


a I know of nothing along those lines 
Q No’ 
Q isas”’ Wave there been any visas for the Thai 


coup plotters 


a Visas for the Thai coup’ I'm out of touch with 
visas for the Thai ouPp Let me take a look 
Q Bernie. has there been a policy decision that 


nodody in the administration whatsoever accompanying Secretary 
Shultz next week in New York, or anyone else, will meet with 
the Polish leader Mr Jaruzelski where he's here’ 


a 1 don't have anything on that lt was my 
understanding as of a few Gays ago there had been no request on 
the part of the Polish leader for any sort of meeting with U § 
officials But I don't have anything along those lines 


Q On the U.N will Secretary Shultz still meet 
with Prime Minister Lange eventually when he gets there’ 


A lI have nothing for you on that 
Q Could you let us know’ 
a l'll steer clear of that I think these thinas 


will evolve 


Q Thank yOu 


(Press orie? ing con iucecd at iZ Ss Dp mm 





Posted: September <:, 1985 


UESTION TAKEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 20, i985 NOON PRESS SRIEFING 


PHILIPPINES: AQUINO TRIAL 





QO: Do you have anything on the stories in the last several 
jays that the t »>f people accused of killing Senator 
g to end up shortiy without any of the most 


Aguino is goin 
important evidence being presented? 


A. WHILE THE TRIAL [IS IN PROGRESS WE WILL NOT COMMENT ON 
QUESTIONS OF EVIDENCE UNLESS THEY DEAL DIRECTLY WITH THE U.S. 
GOVERNMENT, AS WAS THE CASE WITH THE AFFIDAVITS OF THE U.S. 


AIRMEN ABOUT WHICH WE ISSUED A STATEMENT ON SEPTEMBER 16. 


THE CONSISTENT POSITION OF THE UNITED STATES SINCE THE i983 
MURDER OF BENIGNO AQUINO HAS BEEN TO SUPPORT A THOROUGH AND 
IMPARTIAL INVESTIGATION OF THE CRIME. iE UNITED STATES 
SOVERNMENT BELIEVES THAT THOSE RESPONSIBLE, NO MATTER WHO THEY 
MAY BE, SHOULD BE BROUGHT TO JUSTICE AND PUNISHED TO THE FULL 
EXTENT OF THE LAW. THE UNITED STATES, FURTHERMORE, SELIEVES it 
[S IMPORTANT THAT THE OUTCOME OF THE CURRENT TRIAL IN MANILA 3! 


SEEN SY THE PHILIPPINE PEOPLE AS THE RESUL? OF A THOROUGH, 


-OMPLETE CONSIDERATION OF ALL PERTINENT iNFORMATION. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #168 


MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 23, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have two announcements. 


First, there will be a readout on the meeting between 
President Reagan and Egyptian President Mubarak today, 
September 23, at about 3:CO p.m. in the White House Briefing 
Room. The readout will be ON BACKGROUND. 


Secondly, Ambassador-designate Beukes (of) South 
Africa will present copies of his credentials to Deputy 
Secretary Whitehead today, 3:15 p.m. The decision to accept 
Mr. Beukes' credentials at this time reflects our views that 
the gravity of the domestic situation in South Africa and 
continuing regional violence mandate that the United States 
utilize all possible channels of communication to convey to the 
South African Government the need for immediate domestic reform 
and progress toward regional peace. 


Our relations with South Africa remain troubled. 
Events in South Africa, increased violence in the region, 
including South Africa's military involvement in Angola and 
violations of Nkomati, are issues of deep concern and are at 
the center stage of our diplomacy with South Africa. 


Questions? 


Q Does he not have to present his credentials to 
the President to make the process complete? 


a Aas -- for all practical purposes, once he has 
presented his credentials to the Deputy Secretary -- which is, 
by the way, routine for all newly arriving Ambassadors -- he 


will be able then to function as the South African Ambassador 
The customary meeting with the President then will follow as 
the President's schedule allows, which, again -- 


Q He will have -- 














2 
a Yes, that will happen as is customary. 
Q There's no snub on that, or anything? 
No, no. 
Q This suggests that a decision had been made 


beforehand not to receive copies of his credentials. Was there 
a deliberate decision in the weeks that he has been here not to 
receive him here for this purpose? 


a It was our feeling, I think, that as long as 
particularly our Ambassador -- Ambassador Nickel -- was back in 
this country for consultations as a result of certain actions 
which had been taken by the South African Government, that we 
did not believe it was appropriate to receive Ambassador- 
designate Beukes' credentials. 


Q How long, in fact, has it been since Beukes was 
appointed, or whatever you do with Ambassadors? 


a He arrived in the U.S. on April 3, 1985. 


Q As Ambassador-—designate? 

a As Ambassador-—designate. 

Q When will he go to see the President? 

a That hasn't been scheduled yet. 

Q Do you have any assessment of the new attacks 


against Kharg Island by the Iraqis? 
Q Can we stay with South Africa? 
A Let's finish South Africa first. 


Q We have this team of foreign policy experts 
arriving from Johannesburg today. Can you tell us who they are 
and who they're going to see and when? 


a No, I can't give you much help on that at all. 
Only to say working-level South African officials -- government 
officials -- will arrive this week for an exchange of views on 
the southern African situation, on the region. 


Q What's (inaudible) 








a I have no further information, in fact. 


Q Do you have a comment on the reported end of the 
raid into Angola? 


A Yes, I do. To start with, as we've said, South 
African forces should not have entered Angola. We would, of 
course, welcome their being withdrawn as quickly as possible, 
but we are not in a position to confirm the announcement that 
they have done so. 


The only permanent solution to the problem of foreign 
forces in the region is a negotiated agreement on Namibian 
independence and Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola. 


Q Do you have any comment on the talks which were 
started in Esypt -- in Cairo -- between the Israelis and the 
Egyptians on the Taba dispute? 


A Only to say that we understand, as you have 
indicated, that Egypt and Israel plan to meet later this week 
to begin or to resume discussions on Taba and that, as in the 
past, the United States would be pleased to take part. 


Q What about my question? 
A Yeah, okay, your question? 


Q Do you have any assessment of the new attacks by 
the Iraqis against Kharg Island? 


) No, I don't. 


Q What about -- have you anything on the Gulf war 
in general? I think, as the New York Times this morning 
estimated, that there have been a million dead during the five 
years of fighting? 





What's the State Department's assessment of the 
Situation at the moment, including that casualty figure? 


A Let me see what I have. As you all know, this 
war has been going on for some five years as of this month. 
There is, in fact, no reliable estimate of deaths, casualties, 
and other losses in this tragic and wasteful war, but it's toll 
has been very high. But beyond that, I have no specific 
information. 


In the back? 








Q On the matter of Kharg Island -- this question 
has been asked a couple times in recent months -- is it a 
matter of not having the information or not wanting to talk 
about the information for fear of jeopardizing sources or 
something like that? 


The New York Times had a story this weekend saying 
that this time there looked like confirmation from the Gulf of 
about 90 percent destruction. Can you comment on that? 





a Our policy has been, in fact, not to get into, if 
you will, estimates of damage that have been inflicted at one 
point or another in this particular conflict. I suppose, for 
the United State and the West, in many ways the more important 
question is, what's happening to oil supplies. And the answer 
to that question, I think, is that there is still certainly a 
considerable surplus capacity in the Gulf. 


Q Do you have a status report on Mexico casualties? 


A Yes. First, let me say that the Secretary has 
asked Deputy Secretary Whitehead to oversee and coordinate our 
efforts in connection with the Mexican earthquake. This 
continues to be a terrible tragedy, and our hearts go out to 
the Mexican people who have suffered in this tragedy. 


We have the highest regard for the courage, skill and 
dedication which the Mexican Government and the Mexicar. people 
have displayed during this ordeal. They have made an 
impressive effort under difficult circumstances. 





The focus of rescue efforts continues to be on 
locating any remaining survivors under the rubble and removing 
bodies and providing shelter for the homeless. 


Most of the details are well known to you. I can give 
you a few up-dated statistics as of this time. 


The official count of the dead stands at 3,461, 
according to the Mexican Government. The number injured 
remains unknown, but about 6,700 have been treated for 
injuries. Five Americans have been confirmed dead; seven 
Americans have been confirmed injured, two of whom are 
seriously injured. 


About 4,500 Americans have notified our Embassy in 
Mexico City and our Consulates that they are safe, and we have 
advised their relatives in the U.S. in almost all of these 


cases. 





The number which persons can call to check on the 
welfare of Americans in Mexico is Area (Code) 202 653-795°, and 
I would ask you to print or broadcast only this number, 
please. The Mexican Task Force in the Department has many 
other things to do, and publicizing other numbers associated 
with the Task Force does not help either the people seeking 
information or our Task Force in trying to provide that 
information. 


I can give you a bit more information, to say that 
immediately following the earthquake, officials from our 
Embassy began visiting the sites of destroyed and damaged 
buildings -- hospitals, hotels, stores, particularly -- in 
search cf any Americans and to render them appropriate 
assistance. This is one reason we have been able to confirm 
the safety of so many Americans. 


The Mexican Government has requested, and we have 
promptly provided personnel, equipment and supplies to help 
with rescue and relief efforts. The Office of Foreign Disaster 
Assistance has spearheaded this effort with the assistance of 
the U.S. military and other agencies. 


Among the assistance provided has been specialized 
search and rescue teams with dogs, demolitions teams, 
helicopter firefighting equipment, and heavy construction 
equipment such as bulldozers and cranes to help clear the 
wreckage. We have also provided, in response to Mexican 
requests, a limited amount of relief supplies. 


The Red Cross and some other voluntary agencies and 
other nations have also provided rescue and relief personnel, 
equipment and supplies. 


Q Where are these casualty figures coming from, 
because there are lower figures that are being publicly 
announced in Mexico? 


i) Well, as you were told, for those of you who were 
here on Saturday, we are not really in a position to speculate 
knowledgeably, more knowledgeably than those on the scene, as 
to casualty figures, so the figure I am citing for dead, for 
example, is that which has been given by Mexican Government 
sources. 


Q Do you know which Mexican Government agency or 
can you be any more specific about where they are coming from? 


a No, I can't tell you that. No. 








Q Mr. McPherson and Mr. Abrams went with Mrs. 
Reagan this morning to Mexico. What's going to be their role 
on this trip? 


a I think their role is simply -- because they are 
the two principal people who are coordinating in many ways the 
relief effort, their role is to be there with her to advise 
her, to brief her on the way down, I am sure, as well as to be 
there on the scene to make an estimate of the situation. 


Q Have there been any new requests from the Mexican 
Government for assistance, technical or more broad American 
Government assistance since the Saturday briefing? 


a The information I gave you is the most up-dated 
information I have. I am not sure whether the AID people are 
providing more details on the actual specifics, but in general 
terms, I think we are still talking about the same kinds of 
general areas of assistance. 


Q Do you have a dollar figure? 
a Do I have a dollar figure? The answer is no. 


Q Is that Mexico City, or does that take in the 
whole country? What information do you have of the situation 
outside Mexico City? 


a Well, again, I don't have all that information, 
but the people on the Task Force have been providing that to 
next of kin or people who have been calling in inquiring about 
relatives. So it is possible to sort of give you a run-down of 
what is happening in other regions of the country, but most of 
our effort and information has been focused on the Mexico City 
area. But I should add that those who have relatives or other 
people in whom they have an interest outside of Mexico City 
should also call that same number because we can help them. 


Q Do you have any assessment on the new strategy on 
dealing with the debt which will give the World Bank a major 
role and that has been apparently approved by the Secretary of 
State? 

a No, I don't. Anyone else? 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:36 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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DPC #169 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 1985, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. A couple of 
announcements. 


I would like to introduce another new member of the 
Press Office -- if he's come here; there you are -- Grant 
Skabelund, who joins the staff as a work-city intern. Grant is 
a graduate student at Brigham Young University. And football 
fans will recall that Brigham Young won the national 
championship last year. His area of study is international 
relations. And you'll be interested to know that as an 
undergraduate student, he minored in journalism and has 
supplemented his income by writing for various newspapers in 
the Utah valley. We are pleased to have you with us. 


I thought I would begin by giving you what information 
I have from the working group on the situation in Mexico. I'll 
start by reiterating that the Secretary asked Deputy Secretary 
Whitehead to oversee and coordinate our efforts in assisting 
the Mexican Government. 


Mexican and internationai rescue and relief efforts 
continue in full force with additional international relief 
teams and equipment still arriving. Althouch severe damage was 
sustained by some areas of Mexico City, and parts of other 
population centers of central and southern Mexico, most of 
Mexico City continues to function as normally as possible under 
the circumstances and most of the country was unaffected. 


I should note that Mexican officials have stated that 
travel within Mexico by air, rail and highway is unrestricted 
and that buses and the subway in Mexico City are operating near 
normal. 


The U.S. Government is providing assistance which 
includes cash contributions, relief, supplies and equipment, 
the loan of special helicopters for fire-fighting and 
damage-assistance teams. So far U.S. Government assistance, 








. 
” 





following the priorities in every instances established by the 
Government of Mexico, has concentrated on immediate rescue 
needs. 


Food is not needed and available temporary shelter 
appears to be more than adequate. But the distribution of 
water to affected areas remains a problem. The United States 
Government has air-shipped four water trailers and 24 
3-thousand gallon capacity water tanks along with other needed 
equipment, all of which had arrived in Mexico by mid-day 
yesterday. 


Some examples of successful rescue work efforts 
yesterday: AU.S. seismic and camera team, using sounding 
equipment and a snake camera, identified the precise location 
of a couple buried deep in the rubble of an apartment 
building. A camera was also used to lower a water-soaked 
swatch of cotton to them. In another case, U.S. dog rescue 
teams have been successful in detecting nine separate locations 
where survivors are likely to be found. 


An updated list of specific U.S. relief actions is 
available in the Press Office, and if you have any specific 
questions as to the items that have been requested and sent, 
please come by to see us. 


The Mexican Government's official death toll remains 
at yesterday's figure of 3461, and the figures for American 
citizens killed and injured also remains unchanged. That is to 
say, there are five confirmed American citizen deaths and seven 
American citizens have been injured, two seriously. Next of 
kin have been notified in all cases. 


Okay. 
Q So will the rescue effort then continue? 
6 Yes, it will. We're continuing to focus, as Mr. 


McPherson and Mr. Abrams said Saturday, on immediate problenis 
in trying to get as many people from out of the rubble as 
possible. 


Q Do you have anything at all today on the -- 
relating to the six Americans held hostage? 


a Specifically what? 


Q Are you aware of Shi'ite proposals for a 
compromise? 








i) I have a little bit on that. Well, there have 
been, as you know, some stories concerning a proposal for a 
compromise concerning the hostages which remain in captivity 
What I have to say is that we have received no such proposal. 
And I should add that our policy in making deals with 
terrorists is well known. Namely, that we will not give into 
terrorist demands nor will we ask third parties to do so. 


We do have a regular dialogue with Kuwait on terrorism 
-- on the general subject of terrorism -— but I will not get 
into the substance of this dialogue. 

Q There was a story that the U.S. Ambassador to the 
United Nations, Vernon Walters, was in Damascus and he met with 
Assad for four hours, the President of Syria; and subsequently 
Reverend Weir was released. 

Do you confirm, deny or comment on such stories? 

A On General Walters travel, I will have no comment. 

Q While on the subject of terrorism, the -- 


Q Wait a minute. Following on that, how about -- 
did any U.S. official meet with Assad? 


i I have no comment. 


Q Why? Would it be @ secret mission that he 
carried? 


i] No comment. 

You had a question? 

Q Yes. The Secretary of State yesterday talked 
during his speech to the United Nations General Assembly on the 
subject of state-sponsored terrorism. 

In view of the French admission that its agent blew up 
Rain rrior, is the United States now prepared to put 
France on its list of those countries which sponsor terrorism? 


i?) I have no comment on that. 


~-MORE-- 





Q Does that then mean that the State Department 
condones the French action? 


a I have no comment. 


Q But, seriously, on that point, actually 
Greenpeace said they would ask the United States formally to 
condemn the French act as an act of terrorism. Do you have a 
response to Greenpeace? 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q In other words, the United States is not prepared 
to condemn the action of the French in blowing up a civilian 
ship. 


‘ In other words, I have no comment. 
Q Does the United States approve the action? 
No comment. 


Can you tell] us, then, what did the Shiite group 
that came here about two weeks ago and met with senior 
officials of that state, what did they talk about? What was 
the purpose of the visit? 


iJ I have nothing on that now. I would be happy to 
see if there is something on that. 


Q On these American hostages in Lebanon, you say 
that we have received no such proposals. How about John Weir, 
the son of Reverend Benjamin Weir, saying that he had discussed 
such proposals with U.S. officials several times? 


a Il said we have received no such proposals from 
people who -- from whom you would expect to receive proposals, 
given the logic inherent in the stories that were in the media 
in the last couple of days. 


Q In other words, are you saying you received no 
such proposals, period, or you received no such proposals from 
terrorist organizations? 


a No, I don't want to mislead you by what I have 
just said. We have received no proposals, period. 


Over here. 


Q I was going to change the subject. 








Q I want to stay on this. You said that there is a 
dialogue with Kuwait. 


ra I said there was a dialogue with Kuwait on the 
general subject of terrorism, yes. 


Q You agree to the statements which are printed in 
the last few days by the Kuwait Ambassador in Washington, that 
they will not also give in to terrorists, and this is a 
different subject, separate subject, from the subject of the 
American hostages in Beirut. 


o Are you saying that the Kuwaiti Ambassador said 
that Kuwait would not give in to terrorist demands? 








Q Yes. 

io Yes, we agree with that principle. It is our own 
policy. 

Q Also he said that this is a separate subject from 
the subject of the hostaces in Beirut. 

a (To another reporter) Yes? 

Q Besides Kuwait, who else are you -- 

id Just a minute. You are referring to a general 





statement of policy by the Kuwaiti Ambassador apart and beyond 
the immediate situation concerning the six hostages in Lebanon, 
and in that context you say that the Kuwaiti Ambassador said 
that Kuwait does not give in to terrorist demands, and my 
response was that that is our own position, we do not give in 
to terrorist demands. 





Q And he considered that the matter that, you know, 
the hostages in Beirut are a separate, completely separate, 


story from the seventeen Shiites that are in -- a separate case 
-— in Kuwait. 
Q Who else are you discussing the issue with 


besides Kuwait? 


i) Well, you know, we have said in the past several 
times that we are in touch with numerous governments and 
parties in the region, and I am not going to go beyond that. 


Q Can I just ask you one more question on the 
Rainbow Warrior? 


=, 


ms 





“ Sure. 


Q I am a bit puzzled as to the no comment, because 
from this podium we regularly get condemnations of violence, in 
general terms we deplore violence, etc., etc. In this case, 
can you give me a clue as to why there is a simple no comment? 


‘ No, I cannot give you a clue as to why I am not 
commenting. 


Q Is it possible to look into it and reconsider? 
ra I will look into it, but I won't promise anything. 
Q Can I, on a related tough subject? 
6 all right. 


Q The New Zealand situation. Prime Minister Lange 
is now saying that, yes, the U.S. is reassessing the general 
defense to our commitments to New Zealand, but doing so in a 
positive way, which seems to contradict what his Deputy Prime 
Minister said after the Shultz meeting, when he said Secretary 
Shultz would not accept any American conditions. 


Do you have anything on that? 
a I have nothing on that. 
Q Could you please look into that? 


a I will look into it. 


We have two South African Foreign Ministry people 
in the building this morning. Can you give us anything on 
their talks? 


& I have nothing in addition to what we said 
yesterday, I believe, namely, that working level officials from 
South Africa would be here to discuss Southern Africa. 


That is all I've got. 


Q On U.S/Soviets, has the Soviet Union passed on 
the essence of proposals to the United States as reported in 


the Washington Post this morning? 


bs I've got nothing on U.S./Soviet discussions of 
arms control matters today. As you know, the Soviet Foreign 
Minister is speaking even as we meet here today, and we will 
have to see what comes in the days ahead. 








Q Do you have any comment on the statement also in 
the Post story quoting a Soviet official as saying, “We have to 
be out front and on the record so that if this fails, the blame 
will not be placed on us?" 


6 No. I have no comment on that. 


Q Peter. is Murphy going any time soon back to the 
Middle East? 


a On the subject of the Middle East peace process, 
and particularly on the subject of meetings with the 
Palestinian-Jordanian group, I believe a senior Department 
official has briefed on background extensively, Friday last and 
yesterday. so I won't have anything to add as to such questions 
as timing. 


As you know, the Egyptian President has been here. 
The Jordanian King will come, and we will just have to see how 
things look in the next couple of weeks. 


Q Do you have an extra read-out on the 
Mubarak-Shultz meeting yesterday at the State Department after 
the White House? 


a No, I do not. 

Q Do you have also anything on the issue of -- you 
talked about Taba yesterday and the briefer said something 
about Taba, but there was no specific comment or proposal by 
the United States to participate in the meeting which will be 
held Thursday. the 26th, the day after tomorrow. 

a On Taba? 

Q Yes. 


a I think we said that we would be happy to 
participate in those discussions, as we have in the past. 


Q But there was a point of arbitration, 
international arbitration, of the Taba conflict. What is your 
position on arbitration? 


a I have nothing to say on the issue of arbitration 
or conciliation and the other aspects that are being discussed. 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:29 p.m.) 











Posted: september 24, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of September 24, 1985 


SEIITE VISITORS TO DEPARTMENT 





Q: The Shiite group that came here about two weeks ago and met 
with senior officials at State: What did they talk about 
and what was the purpose of the visit? 

A: WHILE ON A PRIVATE VISIT IN THE UNITED STATES, SEVERAL 
LEBANESE BELONGING TO AMAL MET WITH NEA DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY ROSCOE SUDDARTH ON SEPTEMBER 1] REGARDING THE 


SITUATION IN LEBANON, 











Posted: September 25, 1985 


NEW ZEALAND: PORT ACCESS 





TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the Sept. 24 Press Briefing 


PM Lange is now Saying that the U.S. is reassessing the 
general defense or security commitments to New Zealand, but 
doing so in a “positive* way. This seems *o contradict 
what Palmer said after the meeting with Secretary Shultz, 
when he said the Secretary would not accept any American 
conditions. Any comment? 
-- AS WE HAVE SAID REPEATEDLY, SHOULD NEW ZEALAND ENACT 
ADVERSE LEGISLATION AND PORT ACCESS IS NOT RESTORED, 
WE WOULD REGARD THIS AS A STEP BACKWARD. THE U.S., IN 
SUCH CIRCUMSTANCES, WOULD REVIEW ITS SECURITY 
OBLIGATIONS UNDER ANZUS TO NEW ZEALAND. THIS MEANS 
THAT THE UNITED STATES WOULD REVIEW, IN LIGHT OF THE 
PORT BAN, WHETHER IT COULD AND SHOULD CONTINUE TO 
MAINTAIN THE SECURITY OBLIGATIONS OF AN ALLY UNDER 
ANZUS TO NEW ZEALAND. THE UNITED STATES HOPES THAT 
SUCH A REVIEW CAN BE AVOIDED THROUGH RESTORATION OF 


NORMAL ALLIED PORT ACCESS WITH NEW ZEALAND. 
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WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. I have a couple of 
statements to make. 


Concerning, first, the killing of the Israeli citizens 
in Cyprus, the United States strongly condemns this vicious act 
of terrorism. It is especially tragic that these killings have 
occurred at a time when so many others in the region are making 
a major and sustained effort to further the search for peace. 


Our deepest sympathies go out to the families of the 
victims. 


Secondly, on the situation in Mexico, I have a brief 
update. Mexican international efforts to rescue people trapped 
under rubble continue, although the hopes for more survivors 
are slight. 


The Mexican Government's official death toll remains 
at 3,461. Confirmed deaths of American citizens due to the 
earthquake remain at five. 


Our Embassy is working closely with Mexican 
authorities to identify the areas in greatest need of 
assistance, as private and government aid from the United 
States and other nations continues to pour into Mexico. A 
Mexico City Municipal Government spokesman said that at least 
65 aircraft carrying 1.4 tons of medicine, food and relief 
equipment from foreign countries had landed in Mexico City 
since last Thursday. 


The latest information on aid from the United States 
is in a situation report from the Office of Foreign Disaster 
Relief, in AID, and that is available in the Press Office. 
It's quite detailed, and you're welcomed to come by and take a 
look at it. 


The situation on the ground is about as we 
characterized it yesterday: unrestricted travel within Mexico 








by air, rail and highway while buses and subways operate 
normally in much of Mexico City. International telephone 
communications with Mexico City, however, continue to be 
disrupted. 


Q Do you have anything about the defection in July 
of a high-ranking KGB official? 


a No, I do not. 


Q Pete, do you know if those P+ ‘tinians that 
killed the Israelis, to which party do the: ««'‘ong to or 
organization? 


a We have no information on who is responsible for 
this terrorist act. We have seen press reports which indicate 
that the PLO office in Nicosia denied any connection between 
the PLO and the incident. 


Q Do you know anything about a Taiwanese having 
been arrested in Brazil and whose extradition is being sought 
by the United States in connection with the killing a year ago 
of Henry Liu? 


A I have nothing on that, George, but I think we 
may have some guidance in the Press Office on that that we can 
help you with later. 


Q Australian Prime Minister Bob Hawke today said 
that Australia and other countries in the Pacific region would 
be extremely disappointed if the United States did not condemn 
French nuclear testing at Mururoa. Has the United States any 
intention of protesting, objecting or condemning those tests? 


A The United States is aware, obviously, of the 
French nuclear testing program in the Pacific which goes back 
many years and has taken place underground since 1975. 


The United States notes French Government statements 
that the underground testing program is essential to the 
modernization of the French nuclear deterrent. We are also 
aware of Australian Government statements regarding French 
testing in the Pacific. France has an independent nuclear 
force, however, and it regards these matters as French 
decisions. 


Beyond that, we have no further comment. 


Q Pete, anything today, any comment today, on the 
French admission that its people blew up the Greenpeace boat? 








a Yes, I think I have something on that. This is 
concerning the Greenpeace vessel. 


I would say the following: This is a matter between 
France and New Zealand. Both countries are investigating the 
matter. It is highly inappropriate for us to comment at this 
time. Our position on violent action resulting in the loss of 
innocent lives is well known. 


Q In the past, countries that have been proven to 
have taken part in acts of international terrorism have been 
put on the State Department list. Is there any consideration 
of putting France on such a list? 


7 No, there is not, and I have nothing further to 
add along those lines. 


Q When you say the position is well known, is that 
your way of condemning it? 


4 It is just my way of recalling what we have said 
previously when, as a result of violent action, innocent lives 
have been lost. 


Q Which is? 


4 Which is that we regret and we consider it an 
unfortunate thing when these things occur. 


Q Let me follow that -- and I am not trying to be 
cute here -- but at the top of this briefing, in regard to 
another incident in which innocent persons were killed on a 
boat, you said the United States strongly condemns this vicious 
act of terrorism. 


Should we draw the inference that what you have just 
said, that your position on such actions is well known, means 
that language is transferable, or is there a distinction we can 
draw between the two incidents? 


A I can't go any further than I have already in 
answering the question concerning Greenpeace. 


Q Let's go back to Mururoa then for a second. The 
Australian Ambassador last night said that if the United States 
wished to give the Soviet Union an opportunity to increase its 
influence in the South Pacific, then it would not condemn the 
underground testing. Does the United States see the position 
in the same liaht? 











Aa I have read to you what we have on the subject of 
nuclear testing in the Pacific. 


Q So the United States will not condemn French 
testing at Mururoa. 


- You have what I said on that. I would be happy 
to repeat it if you missed a phrase or two. 


Q The Ambassador last night also linked the fishing 
policies -- 


a I'm sorry. Linked? 


Q -- linked the fishing policies of the United 
States with perhaps a lack of understanding in Washington of 
the problems of the South Pacific. 


Do you have any comment on U.S. fishing policies in 
that area? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that now. I would 
be happy to look into that. 


Q The U.K. announced today that they were 
withdrawing their Defense Attaches from Pretoria. What is our 
situation on that? Do we have Defense Attaches there? 


a Let me look into that for you to determine what 
the staffing of our Embassy is with respect to Defense Attaches. 


Q And if so, why, and if not, why not? 
is) Let me look into it. 


Q Peruvian press reports have indicated that there 
was some requests by the Peruvian Government for U.S. military 
assistance in their anti-drug actions, which were turned down. 


Can you comment on whether those reports would be 
accurate? Do you know of any such requests, or do you expect 
any? And what is the status of our cooperation with the 
Peruvian Government at this time in their anti-drug efforts? 


a I have nothing specific on that particular 
story. I would point out that available today in the Press 
Office is a report which we, the Department, published 
September 10 on our efforts with numerous countries to control 
the drug traffic, and there may be something in there that 











bears on what you are interested in. That is available in the 
Press Office this afternoon. 


Q Could you take his specific question? I think 
that this probably post-dates the publication of that report. 


a All right. I will look into it. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 








Posted: September 25, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the September 25, 1985 Noon Press Briefing 


‘ ‘BRAZIL: EXTRADITION REQUEST ' 


7 





Q: Do you know ‘anything about &@ Taiwanese having been arrested 
in Brazil whose extradition is being sought by the U.S. in 
connection with the killing a year ago of Henry Liu? 


A: -- THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE TRANSMITTED TO BRAZIL A 
REQUEST FOR THE PROVISIONAL ARREST OF PAUL TUNG (TUNG 
KUEI-SEN). WE ARE ADVISED THAT HE HAS BEEN ARRESTED. WE 
MADE THE REQUEST ON BEHALF OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Anv 1 REFER YOU Tu THAT DEPARTMENT FOR ALL FURTHER EN- 


QUIRIES. 








POSTEC: September 25, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the September 25, 1985 noon press briefing 


AUSTRALIA: U.S. FISHING POLICY IN PACIFIC 





Q: “The Australign ambassador last night linked the fishing policies 
of the US wifh perhaps @ lack of understanding in Washington of 
the problemas of the South Pacific. Do you have ary comment on 
the US policies in that area?” 


A: WE ARE AWARE OF PROBLEMS INVOLVING FISHING POLICIES IN THE 
SOUTH PACIFIC. THE CRUX OF THE PROBLEM IS THAT, PURSUANT 
TO U.S. LAW, THE U.S. DOES NOT RECOGNIZE CLAIMS OF JURISDIC- 
TION OVER HIGHLY MIGRATORY SPECIES OF TUNA BEYOND TWELVE 
MILES, WHEREAS ALL OF THE PACIFIC ISLAND NATIONS CLAIM SUCH 
JURISDICTION OUT TO 200 MILES. U.S. TUNABOATS FISH IN THE 
REGION IN ACCORDANCE WITH U.S. LAW. NEGOTIATIONS ARE UNDER- 
WAY TO CONCLUDE A FISHERIES AGREEMENT WEICH WOULD RESOLVE 
THIS PROBLEM, AND WE ARE HOPEFUL THAT AN AGREEMENT CAN BE 


REACHED BY NEXT SUMMER. 














Posted: Sept. 25, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the September 25, 1985 noon press Briefing 


SOUTH AFRICA: UK WITHDRAWS DEFENSE ATTACHES 


a 


Q: Amy comment on the UK's decision to withdraw its military 
attaches? 


A:--THE DECISION BY THE UK TO WITHDRAW ITS MILITARY ATTACHES 
IS IN LINE WITH THE EC'S POSITION DECIDED UPON EARLIER 
THIS MONTH IN BRUSSELS. WE HAVE LONG MAINTAINED THAT 
EACH WESTERN PARTNER SHOULD MAKE ITS OWN DECISIONS ABOUT 


HOW TO EXPRESS ITS REJECTION OF APARTHEID. 


--POR OUR PART, WE MAINTAIN A SMALL OFFICE OF DEFENSE 
ATTACHES IN OUR EMBASSY IN PRETORIA. GIVEN OUR ROLE IN THE 
NEGOTIATIONS OVER NAMIBIA'S INDEPENDENCE AND IN OTHER 
REGIONAL SECURITY MATTERS, WE INTEND TO MAINTAIN THAT 


OFFICE. 
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Posted: September 26, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


QUESTION T*‘KEN AT THE SEPTEMBER 25, 1985 NOON PRESS BRIEFING 


Q. 


PERU: U.S. REFUSES ANTI-DRUG ASSISTANCE? 
Peruvian press reports have indicated that there were some 
requests by the Peruvian Government for U.S. military 
assistance in their anti-drug actions which were turned 
down--can you comment on whether those reports would be 
accurate? Do you know of any such requests, or do you 
expect any, and what is the status of cur cooperation with 
the Peruvian Government at this time in their anti-drug 
efforts? 
We have not seen the Peruvian press reports. Although 
there might be such a request in the future, the USG has 
not had any requests by the Government of Peru for U.S. 
military assistance specifically tied to their anti-drug 
actions. U.S. military assistance is provided to the 
Peruvian armed forces to strengthen Peru's military 
Capacity. USG narcotics assistance has been provided by 
the Department of State for a number of ye ~3 to law 
enforcement agencies in Perv for anti-narcovics 
operations. However, we have reimbursed the Peruvian Air 
Force for use o their helicopters in support of 
anti-narcotics enforcement operations in the Upper 
Huallaga Valley. For the current FY 1985 we are providing 
a total of approximately $2.5 million in narcotics 


assistance to Peru. 


We have enjoyed excellent cooperative relations with Peru 


in anti-drug efforts. We are especially pleased with 














Peru's recent highly successful enforcement Operation called 
Condor in northern Peru, in cooperation with Colombian National 
Police, in which three cocaine base complexes have been seized 


and some 10 clandestine airstrips destroyed to date. USSG 


narcotics assistance has been providing operational support. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE —Siex [Rectir 


DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
; INDEX 


Thursday, September 26, 1985 
Briefer: Charles Redman 


SUBJECT PAGE 


ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Schneider before Congress on Foreign Military 
Fimancing Proerams.... 2... cc ccc ccc ccc ccc ccs 1 
Thomas before Congress on Colombia and Peru 
Ce ae 1 
U.S.-—Vietnamese meeting on POW-MIAs in New York 1 


SOVIET UNION 


Soviet journalist Assaulted in Kentucky........ 2 
TUNISIA 

i i. «. steed Seb eebe bbeed bes oe seen oe 2-3 
SOUTH AFRICA 

_f §& Fl Ree ee ee ee 4 

Court's Rule on Police Brutality............... 4 
ANGOLA 

Soviet advisers leading Angolan forces......... 4-5 
NEW ZEALAND (FRANCE) 

GPUS BRON. cc ccc ccc ccccccececeesscese 5-6 
LEBANON 

. B tl Be a ee ee 6 
AUSTRALIA 

Complaints on US tuna fishing.................. 6 
JORDAN 

ee Gs os 64-666 08Gb 66s 660 604666606600 608004065 7 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


oPc #171 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Two announcements. First, available at 
2:00 p.m. today in the Press Office will be the following: The 
statement of William Schneider, Jr., Under Secretary of State 
for Security Assistance, Science and Technology, before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The subject is “Foreign 
Military Sales Financing Programs.“ Also available will be the 
statement of Assistant Secretary for the Bureau of 
International Narcotics Matters, Jon R. Thomas, before the Task 
Force on International Narcotics, House Committee on Foreign 
affairs. The subject is “Columbia and Peru: International 
Narcotics Affairs." 


Secondly, U.S. representatives will meet to discuss 
POW/MIA matters with the head of the Vietnamese U.N. General 
Assembly Delegation, Minister of State for Foreign affairs Vo 
Dong Giang, in New York, Friday, September 27. Richard 
Childress, a member of the National Security Council staff, Ann 
Griffiths, Executive Director of the National League of POW/MIA 
Families, and Lyall Breckon, Director of Vietnam, Laos and 
Cambodian affairs in the Department of State will participate 
in the talks. 


The meeting in New York will be a follow-up to the 
POW/MIA discussions held in Hanoi during the August 28-29 visit 
of a delegation lead by Mr. Childress. 

Do you want me to spell the name of Mr. Vo Dong Giang? 

Q Pronounce it. What's his title, again? 

i) Minister of State for Foreign Affairs. 

Q (Inaudible). 

a Right. Questions? 


Q A location on that? 


- 





In New York? 

Yes. 

No, I don't have the location in New York. 
Anything on a Soviet defector today? 


No, I don't. 


oD > & FP © ®P 


(Inaudible) the Soviet journalist beat up in 
Kentucky, or there was an incident in Kentucky? 


A Yes, I have something on that. The story 
concerns Mr. Iona Andronov, the New York-based correspondent 
for the Soviet newspaper, Literaturnaya Gazeta, who was 
attacked on September 24 by two unidentified men while he was 
visiting a site near the town of McCarr, Kentucky, where we 
understand a coal strike is in progress. 


The Soviet Embassy here informed us about the incident 
immediately after it occurred. We expressed our regret about 
the assault and immediately informed the appropriate police 
authorities about the incident. Our understanding is that Mr. 
Andronov was badly shaken up but did not request medical 
attention. 


As far as we are aware, Mr. Andronov did not press any 
charges and no one has been arrested in connection with the 
incident. 


Q Did he need permission to go there? 


A He had requested -- he had filed the required 
request for travel permission, and the incident occurred in an 
area which is open to the travel of Soviet citizens. 


Q Chuck, there is renewed tension on the border 
between Libya and Tunisia. Do you have any comment on that? 


A We have seen reports that on September 23, four 
Mirage jets overflew southern Tunisia. Within the week, the 
car of a Tunisian diplomat in Libya was burned, and 
anti-Tunisian slogans appeared in Tripoli. On September 23 and 
24, the Libyan press called for an internal uprising in Tunisia. 


The United States Government condemns these actions by 
the Qadhafi regime which violates all norms of international 
behavior. 











During President Bourguiba's June visit to the United 
States, President Reagan noted that the United States is firmly 
committed to the sanctity of Tunisian territorial integrity and 
to the principles of non-interference of its internal affairs. 
Tunisia can rely on the continuing support and friendship of 
the United States. 


Q What support will you give? Will you send 
possibly -- the possibility could be that you will send the 
AWACS to monitor the movement of the Libyan forces, possibly 
incursions, because this has been an incursion; and like, for 
instance, which happened between Sudan and Libya before and you 
sent it to Egypt? 


A I'm not going to engage in public speculation on 
that particular subject. As noted, Tunisia can rely on the 
continuing support and friendship of the United States. 


Q You have nothing specific on the question of 
support? 


a No. 


~-MORE-- 


) , 





Q Chuck, has the United States completed 
consultations through the GATT on the question of banning the 
krugerrand, and is the U.S. ready to announce that it will ban 
the sale of krugerrands in the United States? 


Q As to whether or not the consultations have been 
completed, I don't know. I can look into that. But, as the 
Secretary said -- I believe last week or week before -- we are 


moving toward that decision. 


The exact timing of that decision I'm not in a 
position to tell you right now. 


Q Can I get a copy of that statement that you read 
on Tunis, please? 


a Yes. 
Q Thank you. 


Q On South Africa -- if we can stay there for a 
moment -- a police surgeon filed a report with a court 
yesterday alleging that South African police systematically 
torture and beat people arrested. Does the State Department 
have any comment on that? 


A We have consistently expressed our concern over 
the treatment of South African citizens in detention. The 
judge's ruling lends credence to the many allegations over the 
years that prisoners have been mistreated while in detention. 


Such actions by South Africa's police call into 
question the government's commitment to protect the rights of 
its own citizens. 


We should also acknowledge that South Africa's 
judiciary in this case has obviously acted in accordance with 
Western standards of due process and humane treatment for 
prisoners. An independent judiciary is one of the best 
guarantors of human rights in South Africa and elsewhere. 


Q In the same area, there is a report that the 
Soviets are now taking control of the Angolan forces. Do you 
have anything on that? 


A The presence of Soviet and East Bloc military 
 forces' advisers in Angola is a long-established fact. The 
Soviet Union has been involved in the Angolan conflict for 
better than a decade. 











The Soviet role in Angola stands in sharp contract to 
the role the United States is playing. We are seeking a 
peaceful negotiated settlement which would end the conflict in 
the region, the militarization of Angola's countryside, and the 
presence of foreign forces in Angola. The Soviets are fueling 
that conflict. 


The recent escalation in fighting should have made 
clear to all parties that a military solution to the region's 
problems is not possible. The only permanent solution is a 
negotiated agreement on Namibian independence and Cuban troop 
withdrawal from Angola. Intensified Soviet involvement in 
combat operations in Angola is a matter of concern to the 
United States. It is important that the Soviet Union 
understand that such actions could have an effect on our 
relationship. 


Q To balance it out, is South Africa still in 
violation of the Nkomati Accords? 


A I have nothing new on that, but I believe we've 
made statements on that in the past. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 

a O.K. 


Do you have any more specifics on Soviet moves in 
Angola? 


A No, I have nothing more in terms of specifics. 
Q Or participation? 
a No. 


Q New Zealand Prime Minister David Lange said he 
couldn't understand why the United States was maintaining a 
silence over the French action in sinking the Greenpeace 
flagship, the Rainbow Warrior. Can you enlighten him? 
(Laughter. ) 


A Well, the United States Government views with 
deep concern the sinkina of the ship Rainbow Warrior and the 
loss of life involved Of course, we deplore such acts 
wherever they may occu... 


We have no further comment, however, while this matter 
is under investigation by the French Government. 





Q Do you agree with the assessment by Jeane 
Kirkpatrick yesterday? 


A I have no comment. 

A question in the rear? 

Q Yes. Do you have any reaction to The New York 
Times story this morning that said the United States Government 
has identified and has the names of the three hijackers 
responsible for the TWA incident but is not moving on that? 


a I have no direct comment on the report other than 
that the matter is being pursued. 


Q Isn't it unusual? 

a I have no further comment. 

Q Anything today on the complaints of the 
Australian Ambassador regarding tuna fishing? Is there a 
reassessment on that? 


a No. We did post a taken question, which you've 


seen -- 
Q On tuna? 
-- from yesterday? 
Q I didn't -- 
A On fishing. 


Q Oh did you? Sorry. 
Q Nice try! 
is) 


You've got to check that bulletin board. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have a situation report on the Taba talks 
that took place in Mena House today in Egypt? 


a No, I don't. 
Q Because they ended. They said that they will be 


meeting after lunch, and it's now 7:00 o'clock p.m. in Cairo. 
Do you have any assessment? 











A You expect me to know instantaneously and tell 
you everything I know. 


No, I have nothing. 
Anything else? 


Q The last question: When will the United States 
Government submit the request to sell arms to Jordan? 


A The announcement will be made when notification 
has been made to Congress. I don't have any details on timing 
for you. 

Q No date? 

A I have no details for you on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:35 p.m.) 











Posted: September 27, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the September 26, 1985 noon press briefing 
SOUTH AFRICA/KRUGERRANDS 


Q. Has the US completed its consultations with major trading 
partners on its ‘intent to ban krugerrand imports? What is the 
state of play on the ban? 


A. THE CONSULTATIONS HAVE BEEN COMPLETED. IT IS OUR INTENTION 


TO MOVE EXPEDITIOUSLY TOWARD A KRUGERRAND BAN. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon. A couple of things: 


(At) 2:15 today, in the White House Press Briefing 
Room, Secretary Shultz will do a readout on the meeting between 
the President and the Soviet Foreign Minister. 


Q On the record? 

a 2:15, yes. That is my understanding. 

A brief announcement here, that the U.S. response to 
the Mexican earthquake disaster from both the government and 
the private sector will be the subject of a news conference at 
AID's Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance, Room 1262A of this 
building. On hand, the Director of the OFDA -- the Office of 
Foreign Disaster Assistance -- retired General Julius Becton. 
He'll be there to take any questions between 1:00 and 2:00. 

Q This is today? 

a This is today 


And, with that, that is really all that I have by way 
of announcements. , 


Q Do you have anything by way of (inaudible) -- 


Q Bernie, what about the Jordanian weapons sale? 
Is the Administration going to go ahead with that? 


a I might have something for you later in the day 
on that. 


Q Well, can you answer that question now? That is, 
if you can -- 


Aa I can't. I just answered it the way I can answer 
it as of now. 


Ww 


j/ ™ 
¢ 





Q How about putting it in the non-classified 
terminology, Bernie -- that is to say, can you confirm that an 
arms transfer to a Middle Eastern country is going to be held 
today? That's unclassified. 


“ I'm not os to get involved in a theoretical 
debate now, and so I'll pass on the invitation. 


Q Now, Bernie, just for a technical -- 
Q Can you tell us -- 
rs) Huh? 
Q So we know where to be. 
Q Are you going to do it or are they? 
“ Huh? 
Q Are you going to do it or are they? 
i) When the time comes, you'll have the information; 
and I think you're quite familiar with it. So let me not get 


involved in geography and exact timing, etc. 


Keep your ear close to the ground, and, as I said, I 
expect to have something later in the day. 


And, beyond that, you're just -- 

Q Another mechanical matter: What about the 
Shultz/Shevardnadze meetings over here? Is there likely to be 
a briefing on that -- 

a I haven't heard -- 

Q -— tomorrow or today? 

a I haven't heard anything as of now about any 
briefing that would follow the meeting between the President 
and the Soviet Foreign Minister. 


Q How about the social event tonight, Bernie? Do 
you have anything on that? 


i) I have no specific details for you now. 


Q How about some non-specific details? (Laughter. ) 











A Non-specific details? 
Q Yes. 
s I'm afraid I'm bankrupt there as well. 


Q I don't want to accept the terminology of a 
social event. Mr. Shultz had dinner in New York with King 
Hussein, and I don't consider that a social event, although 
they probably enjoyed each other's company. 


That's part of public diplomacy; it's part of the 
United States trying to do something in the Middle East. 


Will Mr. Shultz and Shevardnadze discuss U.S./Soviet 
relations tonight in some setting? 


a I think it doesn't take any particular act of 
genius, Barry, to recognize that when the two are together the 
agenda can be extremely interesting and not exclude the very 
general subject that you just listed. 


Q Well, what I'm trying to -- 
oo You're fighting the phrasing on “social event"? 


Q No. I'm not fighting a colleague's phrasing; 
I'm fighting the State Department's secrecy about meetings 
between the King of Jordan and the Secretary of State. And 
evidently you're preparing the same setup for this evening when 
most people think Shultz will be seeing Shevar :xadze. 


fs Well -- 


Q And those of us who have to cover these events 
don't consider them frivolous social events; we consider them 
part of foreign policy and the public's business. 


So cloaking them as “social events,” when they're 
discussing such awesome matters as peace in the Middle East and 
the future of the nuclear arms race -- I think we ought to be 
at least told when there's going to be a meeting, even if you 
can't tell us what they said. And I really don't care what 
they ate for dinner. 


a All right. Your question is noted. 


Q Bernie, is there a possibility of a readout 
either this evening or tomorrow on the meeting? 








a John, I really don't have anything on that. As 
of now, I have what I shared with you at the very outset -- the 
2:15 get-together at the White House Press Briefing Room. 


Beyond that I know of nothing at this point that would 
suggest that there wovld be an additional briefing. 


Q Just on a mechanical issue, what about a briefing 
on the visit of King Hussein here? 


Q Just what I was asking. 

Q Is there a briefing set here today? 

“ I don't -- was there anything? 

MR. REOMAN: No. 

os No. 

Q Bernie, why are you not having a briefing? 
Because last week when Mubarak was here, there was a briefing 
prior to his visit and prior -- you know, the day that he met 
with the President. Why is there no briefing, a special 
briefing, for King Hussein's visit? 


a I don't know that there's a contrast -- excuse 
me, I'm sorry. 


Q Why there is no briefing for King Hussein's visit? 

a That's what I'm about to answer or try to answer. 

I don't know that there's a contrast in the “why.” 

Let me check to see if, in fact, a briefing is 
scheduled. I just don't have that here with me immediately. 
Could we check that -- 

Q Could it be -- 


a Just a second, please. 


(TO STAFF): Can we check to see whether there is a 
briefing? 


MR. REOMAN: There is not. 
a There is no briefing on that. 


Q Could we assume that, because you are going to be 
announcing today about the arms sales to Jordan, that 








you're going to make the briefing together so they will not 
take the story out? 


A Is there a period or a question mark there? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q I'm assuming -- I mean, you know, I just ask you 
if you can comment on that. 


a Aan interesting question. It may be a question 
with a future. 


Q Do you have any reaction to what the King said 
this morning at the United Nations? 


A Nope, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Will there be a briefing on the arms sale, or 
just an announcement? 


A I have in 19 different ways answered that 
question. 


Q No, I don't think so. 
Really? 
Q Yeah. 


. A Then, we'll have a special briefing when this is 
over. I have said several times that I expect something 


* possibly later today. Keep your ear close to the ground. Let 


me add keep in touch. If I have anything to say, I will do 
it. Don't go too far away. Now, what else? 


Q I'm just asking whether it's going to be in the 
form of an announcement or a briefing, or both? 


A Well, you know that if there is an announcement, 
you know the usuai route. It goes from the White House up. So 
let it move in that direction. 


Q So the briefing will be at the White House, if 
there is one? 


rs) I did not say that. 


(Laughter). 


Q Are there any briefings that are still held here? 





a I don't know -—-— (Laughter) 
With the exception of the noon briefings? 


Foreign policy matters are done at the White 


House! 

Q Bernie, do you have anything on a further meeting 
between -- 

a That's your Ph.D., John? 

Q Bernie, can I follow up on the arms package, 
please? 

a Yeah. 


Q Has the components of this proposed arms package 
to Jordan been decided yet or agreed upon by the two countries? 


a Take a pick of some of my previous answers. 
Q No, no, Bernie -- 
a No, I'm serious. 


The U.S. suggested F-20s and the Jordanians want 
F-16s. Has it been agreed on either item? 


a Can I suggest we go on to another subject? 

Q Bernie, back on Shevardnadze for just a second. 
Do you have anything to say about an additional meeting beyond 
today? 

A As of now, I don't have anything -- 

Q As opposed to a briefing? 

A As opposed to a briefing. I don't have anything 


as of now as to whether there will be an additional meeting. 
You mean between the Secretary and the Foreign Minister? 


Q Between the Secretary and the Foreign Minister, 
or between the Foreign Minister and anybody else in the 
Administration. 


a Okay. I don't have anything to add to that. 





Q On another mechanical thing. The thing over here 
this afternoon is going to take about two hours, right? Is 
that the plan? 


a That's the understanding that I have -- 4:00 to 
6:00 this afternoon. 


Q And are they going to come down together after 
that? : 


a That's my understanding. 
Okay. 


Do you know if the Secretary will speak? 


> © 


That will depend on your talent. 
Q Blame it all on me, guys. 
(Laughter) 

Q They're both coming down? 

A That would be my guess. 


Q Bernie, has the United States asked Mexico for 
any hurricane relief? ; 


(Laughter) 
Q Will McPherson brief? (Laughter) 
Q Thank you. 


Q Hold on a second. New Zealand: David Lange said 
this morning that he was quite happy to give up the ANZUS pact 
if it meant -- if keeping it meant that relations would 
continue to be bad, and he wasn't going to keep the ANZUS 
alliance. if it meant having to accept nuclear weapons. 


Does that mean that the talks, the negotiations, on 
the ships dispute is now over and we can look forward to the 
end of the ANZUS pact? 


A ANZUS has been a major element in promoting 
security cooperation among the United States, Australia and New 
Zealand in the interests of maintaining peace and security in 
East Asia and the Pacific. 





New Zealand's port ban has degraded this cooperation 
and the effectiveness of ANZUS. Removal of the New Zealand 
port ban, which we earnestly seek, would eliminate the major 
source of tension within the alliance. Should removal of the 
port ban not be possible, and should New Zealand enact adverse 
legislation, we will have to review New Zealand's continued 
status as a U.S. ally under ANZUS. 


We would regret such a potential downgrading in New 
Zealand's relationship with the United States considering New 
Zealand's long-standing tradition of full and vigorous 
collaboration with the United States and other Western 
democracies. 


We continue to regard New Zealand as a friend but 
regret that the New Zealand Government has not yet undertaken 
actions to restore its traditional cooperation with the United 
States. We hope that New Zealand will avoid action such as 
legislating the port ban that would cause a deterioration in 
the long-standing close ties between our countries. 


Q Can I have a copy of that? 
A Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on Oman's 
restoration, or establishing diplomatic relations with the 
Soviet Union? And do you think that this act will affect your 
relationship with the Gulf States? 


A I'm not going to get involved in any 
characterization of that relationship. And I would add, 
essentially in response to your second question, that 
U.S.-Omani relations are excellent. 


Q Bernie, Kuwait has refused again to give up the 
jailed terrorists as a condition for securing the Americans' 
release. Do you have any comment on the Kuwait announcement? 


A No, but I would refresh your memory in connection 
on the U.S. position, on its response to that question. 


Q Bernie, anything that you can say now on the role 
of Vernon Walters in that hostage Presidential mission? 
Anything -- 


A Nothing -- 


Q -- about the timing of the mission? 











A Nothing that would go beyond what Chuck -- it was 
Chuck? -- Chuck:shared with you the other day. 


Q He met him on the 15th -- Assad -- in Damascus. 
What's the big -- 


a You want a guest-shot up here? 

Q It's been published all over the place. 

Q But, why at this point, Bernie, are you -- 
A Some questions have their own answers. 


Q If Tunisia will lodge its complaint against Libya 
to the United Nations and other international agencies, what 
position will the United States be taking? 


A I have nothing to share with you on that. 


Q Are you ready to confirm the Soviet defection 
that has been so widely reported in the last couple of days? 


A Nothing on that. 


Q Thanks. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 1985, 12: P.M. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Several announcements. 


First, Secretary Shultz will address the North 
Atlantic Assembly in San Francisco, on Monday, October 14 at 
10:00 A.M., Pacific Daylight Time at the St. Francis Hotel. 
Organization press credentials will be necessary to cover the 
Secretary's speech. To obtain credentials, please telephone 
Bob Peterson of the U.S. Senate press gallery, or Thayer Islley 
of the U.S. House press gallery, at the Hill telephone number: 
224-0241. Messrs. Peterson and Islley will be in San Francisco 
beginning October 9, with an office in Parlor A of the St. 
Francis Hotel. 


Secondly, there is a press release on the panel that 
the Secretary is appointing to review the Indochinese refugee 
situation, and to make recommendations on necessary changes in 
U.S. policy. The panel will be headed by former Governor 
Robert D. Ray of Iowa, and includes Mrs. Lane Kirkland, former 
Senator and Ambassador Gale McGee; Jonathon Moore, who directs 
the Institute of Politics at Harvard; and Edward C. Schmults, 
Deputy Attorney General from 1981 to 1984, who is now with the 
GTE Corporation in Stamford, Connecticut. Additional 
information is in the press release. The panel will be sworn 
in by Acting Secretary John Whitehead tomorrow, October 1 at 
12:15 in Mr. Whitehead's office on the seventh floor. 


That is available for photo and film coverage, but 
there will be no statement or questions and answers. If you 
have any questions, you can call Frank Sieverts on 632-5075 who 
will be the panel's rapporteur in addition to his duties as 
Public Affairs adviser for the Bureau of Refugee Programs. 


Questions. 


Q Do you have anything on the six hostages in 
Lebanon since the Secretey addressed the issue 24 hours ago? 


a No, I don't. I have no further information. 





Q Do you know what deadline the-Islamic Jihad may 
have been referring to in their latest communication? 


A No. As I said in response to the previous 
question, no further information. I think it's worth 
repeating, however, what the Secretary did say, which is that 
we have made clear repeatedly our concern that the hostages 
come to no harm, and that we hold the kidnappers fully 
responsible for the well being of the hostages. 


-~ MORE -- 





Q Do you have anything on negotiation between the 
U.S. Administration and the kidnappers? 

A I have no comments on any other aspect of that 
situation. 

Q Do you have any comment on the various remarks 


made by Mr. Jaruzelski in his interviews with The Washington 
Post and New York Times over the weekend where he talks about 
U.S. policy and its deficiencies and so on and what his view of 
the situation in Poland might be? 


f°) No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on the Pravda editorial 
signed by Mr. Zhukov saying that the U.S. position is still not 
realistic? 


6 No. At this point I don't, Marvin. I believe a 
number of people have been speaking over the weekend, again 
this morning, on news programs; and, of course, we're waiting 
in Geneva today for the Soviet proposals. So rather than 
continue to engage in speculation or charges and 
counter-charges via the media, I prefer to wait and see what we 
have on more substantive grounds. 


Q Has the Department reevaluated its policy of not 
responding to Evans and Novak? (Laughter. ) 


4 I have no comment on that. 
Q Any comment on the demise of Roberto D'Aubuisson? 
a No. 


Q Any update of the Iraq-Iran war -- especially the 
bombing of Kharg Island? 


A No. I have nothing beyond what l've said before. 
You're batting a hundred today. 
Q Anything to tell us about the meeting President 


Reagan is going to have in New York with Western leaders just 
at the time of the UN meeting? 


A I think, as some of you may know, the White House 
has announced that the President will be hosting a luncheon on 
October 24th for the leaders of the seven of the Economic 





Summit countries. He attaches great importance to close 
consultations with our friends and allies in preparing for his 
November meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev. 


He will be in New York in late October to participate 
in the anniversary session of the United Nations, and he will 
use that opportunity to consult on his plans for his meeting 
with Mr. Gorbachev. He wishes to share his personal views with 
other heads and to benefit from their counsel and suggestions 
as to how best to pursue our common interests. 


Q Do you have any details on the U.S.-Soviet 
meeting regarding Latin America which Secretary Shultz 
mentioned yesterday on television? 


4 We've agreed in principle with the Soviets to 
exchange views on Latin America through regional experts 
talks. Although we hope to hold these talks in the near 
future, details have not yet been worked out. 


As you're aware, we have held similar regional expert 
talks with the Soviets concerning other regions of the world. 


Q Where will this be? 

a I have no other details at this point. 

Q Do you confirm the 50 percent figure? 

a Do I confirm the 50 percent figure? 

Q Yes. 

i) I believe if you look at remarks made by other 
senior officials you'll find that figure referenced, but I 
would also refer you to the other remarks that have been made 
by those officials at the same time concerning the necessity to 


look at those remarks. 


Q All right, thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 1985, 12:53 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon I 
have several announcements to begin with. First, I would like 
to introduce the newest member of the Press Office staff. He 
is Daniel Herman, who has joined us as a public information 
assistant. Dan received his bachelor of science degree in 
community development from Penn State University. for the past 
three-—and-one-half years he worked in the Visa Office of the 
Consular f¢ffairs Bureau responding to inquiries from Congress 
and the public. In the private sector, Dan served as a 
counselor for youth in Maryland for two-and-one-half years, 
with part of this time spent working at a youth detention 
facility. Presently, he volunteers in community service 
organizations sponsored by the United Way in Washington. We 
are pleased to have Dan with us, and I know you will make him 
feel welcome. 


Q With a background like that, he sounds like he is 
made for us. (Laughter) 


MR. REOMAN: Secondly, a reminder: Tomorrow, 
Wednesday, October 2, the Secretary will address the National 
Committee on American Foreign Policy --— ON-THE-RECORD, but with 
no questions and answers -- and will receive its annual Hans J. 
Morgenthau Memorial Award at a dinner at the New York Hilton. 
Dr. Henry Kissinger will make the presentation. For those who 
wish to cover the event, the organizations contact is Dr. 
George Schwab (212) 724-2469. 


Q Do you have a topic on that speech? 


2 We can get that for you in the Press Office. 


Finally: The United States condemns the kidnapping of 
Soviet officials in Beirut. We have no confirmation of the 
reported killings. If the report is true, that is even more 
abhorrent. Terrorism has no place in international discourse. 
Kidnappings and other violence are outside the bounds of 
civilized behavior. This highlights even more the urgency of 
concerted action to fight international terrorism. 








S Copy? 
4 Yes. 
Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the Israeli 


raid on the PLO headquarters in Tunisia? 


‘a We deeply deplore the rising pattern of violence 
of which this latest incident is a part. It underscores the 
need to work on the peace process. 


Q Do you know if American aircraft were used? 


i) We understand that U.S.-supplied equipment was 
used. Our understanding is that this action was not intended 
as an offensive act against Tunisia. 


Without all the facts, I will not make a judgment on 
this specific act. As a matter of principle, it is our view 
that it is legitimate self defense to respond appropriately to 
acts of terrorism. 


Q And what is that? Would you repeat that last 
part? 


6 It is our view that it is legitimate self defense 
to respond appropriately to acts of terrorism. 


Q Pit it did not originate from Tunisia, the act of 
terrorism against Israel. So wouldn't you consider that a 
violation of international law and the sovereignty of an 
independent state? 


a I can only repeat that, as a matter of principle, 
it is our view that it is legitimate self defense to respond 
appropriately to acts of terrorism. I said, without all the 
facts, that I can't make any further judgments at this point. 


Q On September 25, Chuck, you put the statement 
about the incursion by Libya on Tunisia, saying, “During 
President Bourguiba's June (inaudible) visit to the United 
States, President Reagan noted that the United States 
Government is firmly committed to the sanctity of Tunisian 
territorial integrity and to the principles of non-interference 
in its internal affairs. Tunisia can rely on the continuing 
support and friendship of the United States." 


Don't you consider the Israeli raid as an incursion 
and interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign country 
that you promised that you will defend and you will protect? 











a I believe I've answered that by saying, our 
understanding is that this was not intended as an offensive act 
against Tunisia. 


Q How can you evaluate that this was not intended 
as an offensive act by going into a country 1500 miles and 
using your airlines and using your equipment, and the reports 
say that the (inaudible) dropped the bombs, and the F-15 was 
hovering around giving them cover? How could you define that? 


“ I think my statement still stands, regardless of 
how you define the question. It's clear, I think -— you've 
sien other reports —-— that this has been defined, or the 
Israelis have portrayed this as an attack, as a retaliation 
against the PLO. I've said it is our understanding that it was 
not intended as an offensive act against Tunisia. 


Q Was the U.S. notified in advance of this action? 
And/or was it detected at all as the planes were crossing the 
Mediterranean? 


be We were not informed in advance, and were not 
involved in any way. We have seen a wire service report 
claiming that the Israeli planes flew off a U.S. carrier. That 
is absolutely false. 


Q Are you saying, Chuck, that this Government 
considers that that was conducted in self defense? 


a I could read my statement for you again. 
Q What would you -- 


A I said without all the facts, I will mot make a 
judgment on this specific act. As a matter of principle, it is 
our view that it is legitimate self defense to respond 
appropriately to acts of terrorism. But I can't go further at 
this time. 


Q Yes, but when you say that in the same breath as 
the other, it obviously draws a link there that you are 
apparently intending to draw without coming right out and 
saying it. Is that a fair assessment? 


A I leave you to your conclusions. I think the 
words speak very clearly for themselves. 

Q Could you be more specific about the extent and 
details of the use of American military equipment in this 
operation? 








A No, at this time, I have no other details. 


Q You can't say, for example, whether the American 
equipment that was used actually conducted the raid, or was 
involved in refueling, or anything of that sort? 


a No. I have no other details. 


Q On that point, does not the Ambassador have a 
full report on the possible use of American equipment -- or the 
Defense Attache? 


6 We are in contact with all the parties in the 
region and involved, and we will have fuller details, yes. 


Q Has Mr. Pickering had an interview with the 
Defense Minister or the Prime Minister? 


Q We have had contacts -- I won't specify at what 
level or by whom -- but, as I said, with all the parties. 


Q Does that include Egypt? Did the Egyptians 
protest to the United States in Cairo? 


a Without specifying the nature of the exchanges, 
yes, we have had contacts. 


Q Do you have any -- Aside from this particular 
act, is the United States satisfied that the PLO wing under 
Arafat has been responsible for this rise...in what the 
Israeli's have said is a rise in terrorism attacks in Israel, 
in particular the killing of the three Israelis at Cyprus? Do 
you have any information that this has all been directed by 
Arafat's headquarters? 


) No. I have no answer specifically to that 
question. The only remark I would make is that all of these 
events are clearly part of what I described as a rising pattern 
of violence in the region. 


Q Yes, but it's one thing -- Chuck, I think this is 
very important because we went through this in Lebanon also. I 
mean, there have been attacks which the Israelis immediately 
have alleged were directed by the PLO. Later, it turned out, 
in fact, it wasn't; and the U.S. in this case, seems to be -- 
as I read you this time, you seem to be supportive of the 
Israeli attack, or at least you have no objection to it or no 
doubts about it. 








6 Once again, I can only refer you to the words 
which started by saying, without all the facts, I will not make 
a judgment on this specific act. 


Q But wasn't that a judgment that you made that it 
was in self defense or whatever “legitimate self defense 


action?" 

A If you'll please note my words, I said, as a 
matter of principle, it is our view. I've repeated that three 
times. 


Q Following (inaudible) question about if it was 
originated by the PLO or not, I understand there were reports 
that Mr. Thomas Pickering requested from the Israeli Government 
a report, a specific report about that all actions of terrorism 
were originated from Arafat's people, and he could not get a 
specific report from the Israeli Government about this. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


a No, I have no comment. 


Q And this was published last week in the Middle 
East Policy Survey Report here in Washington. 


(2) I have no comment. 
Q No comment. 
Q Can you give us your understanding of the 


casualties involved in the attack? 
a No, 1 have no other details on it. 


Q Just as a matter of principle, Ariel Sharon 
believes that he should be able to engage in limited military 
actions in Jordan. Would you issue a similar statement should 
Sharon take those threatened actions, as you have issued in 
this case? 


i) I am not commenting on any hypothetical situation. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything further on your 
assessment of the impact on the peace process? 


A No, I don't. I wouldn't go beyond what senior 
officials have said in the last several days, which is that we 
continue to work on the peace process, and hope that headway 
can be made. And we're not alone in that; there are other 
actors in the region who have continued to work with us. 





Q Does the State Department have anything on the 
death of an Arizona Republic reporter in Afghanistan? 


Q No, No. Let's stay on the subject. 


Q To use State Department terms, would this attack 
be helpful or unhelpful? 


(Laughter) 


a I'm not going to characterize this particular 
incident in one way or another in describing the peace process, 
except to draw your attention once again to my opening remark, 
which was that we deplore the rising pattern of violence, of 
which this latest incident is a part, and that it underscores 
the need to work on the peace process. 


Q But Chuck, the statement you made and the one 
particularly just a minute ago, about referring to what senior 
officials have said in the last few days, suggests that what 
you would like to happen is for the Arabs, in particular, to 
ignore the fact that this ever happened, and continue to do 
what they've been doing. I mean, you would like King Hussein 
on the Hill today to keep making the same statements about 
talks by the end of the year, despite the fact that a colleague 
country has been attacked by Israeli and U.S. equipment? 


ia What we're saying is that this is part of a 
pattern. It is this pattern of violence which has continued 
over the years, which continues today, and which is one of the 
major obstacles to the peace process. And until we can try to 
break that pattern of violence, then we're going to have great 
difficulty in moving the peace process forward. 


That is why I say that we deplore as part of that 
rising pattern of violence. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information on any 
originated attacks against Israel from Tunisia? 


i) I have nothing on that. 


Q To justify your understanding for legitimate 
defense as a principle. 


A I have nothing on that. 








Q Chuck, if I could just follow this -- the thing 
that I don't understand of what you're saying, deploring this 
rising pattern of violence, as it comes down to the key 
partners in the peace process, among them Egypt, are bowing out 
from even limited talks with Israel on settling Taba, because 
of this particular event. 


Couldn't you be a little bit more forthcoming in 
saying how this will directly affect the kinds of negotiations 
that you've been trying to get underway now, since -- well, 
surely since last May? 


A I think you'd agree that the honest answer is 
that it would be impossible for me to make an on-the-spot 
judgment several hours after the event as to what the 
long-term/short-term implications might be. But the fact 
remains that this is not the only event; there have been other 
events. And all of these events are contributing to what is an 
unhelpful atmosphere; and that's why we deplore this one and 
them all. 


Q This is the first time, to my knowledge, there 
has been an Israeli attack on Tunisia, a country which among 
Arab states is not in a state of war with Israel. 


Your statement, however, begins in the same routine 
fashion, as every one of the statements for the last two 
years. You find nothing different or particularly noteworthy 
about a friend of the United States having its sovereignty so 
violated? 


fa I can only say -- repeat what I've said before. 

Q Have you had any contact with the Tunisian 
Government? 

i) We've had contacts with the Tunisian Government, 
yes. 

Q Can you tell us about it? 

A No, I can't. 

Q Have you had contacts with the Egyptian 
government? 


a Yes, we have. 


Have you had contacts with King Hussein's party 
here? Today? 


a Yes, we have. 


As I said earlier in response to a question we've had 
contacts throughout the region with the major parties. 





Q Can you consider this raid as a warning to Jordan 
in light of the fact that the Israelis repeatedly are saying in 
the last few months that terrorism activities and acts inside 
Israel, inside 1948 territory and occupied West Bank, have been 
originating from Jordan and other frab places, or the rise of 
terrorism due to the fact that Arafat has headquarters in 
Jordan? 


ft I have no further characterization or explanation 
to offer you at this point. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to the President's statement 
during President Bourguiba's visit here when he said that the 
United States Government is firmly committed to the sanctity of 
Tunisian territorial integrity. 


Do you, does the Government, this Government, fee] 
that Tunisia invited an Israeli attack by being host to the 
Palestine Liberation Organization? 


Is it entitled under the terms of sovereignty to be 
host to the PLO? 


2 I am simply going to have to go back to my 
general statement at this point, which is, we don't have all 
the facts, and I really can't comment any further on these 
various sorts of hypotheses or speculation. 


Q Chuck, can I clear up a couple -- 


Q Can you tell us why your statements would not be 
read as a green light to Ariel Sharon to engage in the actions 
that he threatens to engage in in Jordan? 


a I think the statement stands by itself. 
Q In which case it is a green light to Ariel Sharon. 


6 I am not going to characterize it one way or 
another. 


Q Chuck, can I clear up a couple of points. First 
of all, you said the United States was not informed in 
advance. That would include any elements of the Sixth Fleet 
were not told in advance that those planes flying overhead were 
Israelis. 


i The answer is very clear. We were not informed 
in advance and we are not involved in any way. 








Q What you are saying is that when you say we you 
are referring that -- 


is That is the United States Government in all its 
entities. 


Q Also you say “without all the facts." Can we 
deduce from that that the United States is going to look 
further into this and if it is found that it was not an act of 
legitimate self-defense, that there would be some action 
forthcoming from the State Department on the use of American 
equipment? 


6 No, I can't speculate on further actions at this 
time. 


Q I started to ask you, last week, I think it was, 
early in the week, or perhaps late the week before, the State 
Department condemned a couple of Libyan overflights of 
Tunisia. Overflights. There was no attack -- at least to my 
knowledge there was no resultant attack. 


Do you have any comparison to make between the matter 
of principle, the judgment of principle, that you are making in 
this case, without all the facts and the almost 
instantaneouscondemnation of a couple of overflights by Libya? 


i) No, I don't, but I think the answer is inherent 
in the words that I have given you previously 


Q There were reports that the Cypriot Government, 
Chuck, arrested the three Palestinians who took part in the 
killing of the three Israelis, or whoever they are, and that 
could have been ways to extradite into Israel or to the 
International Court of Justice. Could you consider that this 
act was a hasty act that was done before the Court of Cyprus 
and the International community will judge all the acts of the 
Palestinians in Cyprus? 


a No, I have no comment on that. 

Q Do you have any comment on Saudi Arabia's call at 
the United Nations this morning for the U.S. and other Western 
Allies to halt their aid to Israel? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Does the United States have a position on a 
meeting of the United Nations Security 
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Council? Are we in favor of that? Will we attend it? Are we 
informed of consultations on that source? 


a As always, within the UN process, I am sure there 
are informal consultations going on, but I can't at this point 
enlighten you as to our position. 


Q One more question, without dealing with whether 
it is an act of self defense or offensive, would you agree, 
would the State Department agree that the raid was a violation 
of Tunisian sovereignty? 


i-] I have no further characterization. 


Q Chuck, on the Soviet shooting of an American -- 
shooting at an American helicopter that was reported on at the 
Pentagon today that occurred on Saturday, do you have any 
comment on that? Have we issued any -- can you give the 
wording of any communications with the Soviets on this matter, 
and where does it stand? 


6 My understanding is that that subject was 
discussed in exhaustive detail at the Pentagon briefing. I 
have no other details beyond those which were offered at that 
time. I believe the statement which was read included the fact 
that we have strongly protested, as I recall, to the 
Czechoslovak authorities -- you referenced the Soviet 
authorities, but in fact it was to the Czechoslovak authorities 
-— the U.S. Government has strongly protested this 
irresponsible act which endangered the lives of the U.S. 
crewmen. That was done, I can tell you, yesterday here at the 
State Department. 


Q Does the State Department have anything on the 
death of a U.S. reporter in Afghanistan, any details on that, 
or anything on the three people that he was travelling with? 


a We have seen the same reports that you referred 
to about the death and possible wounding of U.S. citizens in 
Afghanistan, but have no confirmation. If the reports are 
true, we lament this further bloodshed, and in particular the 
possible death of one and wounding of another American. 


As you know, there is a State Department travel 
advisory in effect against travel by Americans inside 
Afghanistan because of the dangers and because of our inability 
to provide Consular services outside of Kabul. 


We are checking for any further details that may be 
available. 
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Q Chuck, I want to go back to that issue of Tunis. 
In light of the stipulation of the strategic agreement, or 
cooperation agreement, between the United States and Israel, 
does consultations and coordination of everything in the 
military field on all operations, to my understanding, can we 
consider that, since the United States was not consulted, if 
you say that, and we want to believe you, that the United 
States will hold Israel responsible for this act that it was 
done without the consultation with its ally and its agreement? 


I have no comment on your interpretation of the 
agreement. I hope you do believe me when I say that the United 
States was in no way involved and had no knowledge. 


Q Chuck, was there any reaction to Prime Minister 
Botha's speech? Is it a step forwards or backwards? 


& It is too early to assess the significance of the 
speech or to draw sweeping conclusions from it. The State 
President has reiterated his Government's commitment to 
reform. He has spoken about the goals of common citizenship 
and universal franchise in a united South Africa, and has 
expressed his willingness to negotiate with a broad range of 
black leaders over these and other issues. 


We welcome these aspects of his statement because they 
touch on central issues of political reform, although it 
remains unclear how they are to be negotiated and implemented. 


We must note, however, that the political dialogue 
that the State President seeks will be difficult so long as 
many leading blacks are in jail, and as long as perceptions of 
the Government's sincerity in pursuing reform remain clouded. 


Q Anything on the situation in Angola, the various 
troop movements there? 


A I have only one comment in response to some 
reported air strikes yesterday, I believe. We cannot confirm 
these reports, though we note that the fighting in Angola 
appears to have escalated. 


We believe that this latest escalation in the fighting 
clearly demonstrates that there are no military solutions to 


the conflict. 


We continue to believe that a negotiated agreement on 
the independence of Namibia and Cuban troop withdrawal from 
Angola is the only way to bring peace to the region. 
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Q Charles, on the kidnapping of the Soviet 
employees in Lebanon, do we know anything about the group that 
claims responsibility and what kind of relationship does it 
have with those who hold the six U.S. citizens? 


a No. In fact, we have no information on that 
group. 


And, how do we read the possible implications of 
this kidnapping on future Soviet involvement in the area? Will 
it draw the Soviets further in the game, or what will happen? 
How do we see it? How do we assess it? 


) I really have no speculation in response to that 
question. No, I really have nothing I can give you on that. 


Q Can you tell us whether you have been in touch 
with the Soviets, either to discuss the substance of the 
kidnappings or to express --— for lack of other words -- 
solidarity on the subject of hostage-takings in Lebanon, and so 
on? Can you tell us anything about the dealings with the 
Soviets on this subject? 


A Well, in fact, I think our expression of 
solidarity is fairly evident, or totally evident, in what I 
just said, as well as our emphasis on the necessity for 
concerted action. We stand ready to help in any way that we 
might be able to in the event itself. 


Q Can we assume that those expressions were 
delivered in forums other than the State Department briefing? 


id If not, they will be. 


Q Have the Soviets been in touch with us with 
regards to this case? 


2 I have nothing on that. 


Q Chuck, the MULT wasn't on when you read the 
statement at the very beginning. Could you read it again, 
please, for the cameras? 


a The United States condemns the kidnapping of 
Soviet officials in Beirut. We have no confirmation of the 
reporting killings. If the report is true, that is even more 
abhorrent. 


Terrorism has no place in international discourse. 
Kidnappings and other violence are outside the bounds of 
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civilized behavior. 


This highlights even more the urgency of concerted 
action to fight international terrorism. 


Q Have you anything today on the U.S. hostages in 
Lebanon, any further word on whatever happened to the 
mysterious news conference? 


a No, nothing whatsoever. 


Q Have you ever confirmed that that phone call came 
from people holding the U.S. hostages? 


a To the best of my knowledge, we have had no 
further confirmation of that original story. 


Q Chuck, some people want a filing break. Why 
don't we have one? 


i Are there any further questions, in fact, or are 
we at the end of this -- 


Q Do you have anythingon the Soviet proposals at 
Geneva, any comment? 


6 As you all know, our delegations met today again 
in Geneva. The Soviets continue to lay out elements of their 
counterproposal. We are analyzing their proposal carefully and 
are not prepared to comment on the specifics. 


I will say, however, that we are assessing the Soviet 
proposal in the context of the essential U.S. criteria which we 
have consistently stressed. 


The U.S. has carefully considered far-reaching 
objectives that would result in a stable strategic relationship 
with the USSR. Any arms control agreement must involve 
strategically significant reductions, increased stability, and 
provide for an outcome of equivalent levels of forces. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
a No. 
Q You were probably asked about this before, but I 


may have missed it, do you have any comment on the removal of 
the civilian President in Panama? 


i We have had comment. There has been comment by 
the Press Office and the Department on that question. I1 would 
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be happy to provide it to you after the briefing. 


Q Chuck, just to follow up on this arms contro] 
thing, having looked at the elements that they brought forward 
and the fact that at least the thrust of those elements were 
made public in Geneva by the Soviet delegation, is it the 
American assessment that these proposals can serve as a basis 
for negotiations however tough, or that they are so lopsided 
that it precludes serious negotiation? 


a I can't go any further than what I have said 
already, which is that we have certain criteria by which we 
will assess these proposals. They are still being laid out for 
us and therefore I don't want to get into any further 
speculation or into any further details. 


We do hope that we will have a serious process of 
confidential negotiation in Geneva, and that we will have a 
serious, productive give and take on these proposals. But 
beyond that, I think it is not profitable to speculate at this 
point. 


Q Well, just that last thing you said, I mean, is 
it correct to read in that when you say that we hope that we 
will have serious give and take on these proposals, that those 
proposals do in fact have elements that make serious give and 
take possible? 


i I have no further comment at this point. 

Q Chuck, do you have any comment on reports that 
Mitterrand has rejected a Soviet proposal for a joint 
communique on SDI? 

a No, I don't. 

Q Can you give us any comment about the Salvadoran 
Government turning down the latest proposal for peace talks by 
the FMLN? 


a Once again, if I could refer you to the Press 
Office, I can give you some commentary prepared on that. 


Q This is in the news today. 


a In that case, it is new and I have nothing on it. 


Q Today is the day, I believe, that the State 
Department has to report to Congress on progress in £1 Salvador 
and various things, including the peace talks, is that right? 
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” I don't know. 

Q What a cop out! 

Q Do you have any comments on rumors that arturo 
Cruz plans to leave UNO because he is upset that he is not 
being taken into account, his opinions, and so forth? 


o No, I have nothing on that. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements: 


Available in the Press Office is an advanced text of 
the Secretary's remarks before the National Committee on 
American foreign policy on the occasion of receiving the Hans 
J. Morgenthau Memorial Award. The topic of the speech is 
"Morality and Realism in American Foreign Policy." This speech 
will be delivered tonight in New York at approximately 9:30 
P.M. Easte: 1 Daylight. Embargoed until delivery. 


Also available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Deputy Legal Adviser Michael Matheson, who 
testified today at 10:00 A.M. before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, Subcommittee on Security and Terrorism. The topic 
of his testimony was “Mercenary Counter-terrorism Training 
Camps." 


In case any of you missed it, I would note that the 
President signed an Executive Order yesterday that prohibits 
the import of South African Krugerrands into the United States 
as of October 11. Copies of the White House announcement are 
available in the Press Office. 


Questions? 

Q Is that it? 

a Yes. 

Q In the wake of the statements that you made 
yesterday and the White House made yesterday, some countries 


are criticizing the United States, including the Soviet Union. 
Do you have any response to that criticism? 


a In response to -- 





Q Well, some of them are describing the Israeli 
raid on Tunisia as an American/Israeli operation, and the 
American support amounts to being an accomplice. 


6 I will give you some general remarks on that 
situation. I would start, however, by responding to your last 
remark about the implication of any United States involvement. 
I answered that categorically yesterday. That answer stands. 
There was no American involvement; there was no forewarning of 
any sort concerning that raid. 


Let me start by first extending the sincere 
condolences of the United States Government to the Government 
of Tunisia over the loss of life of its citizens in the raid. 
Our sympathies are with the people of Tunisia. 


Yesterday we noted -- and the Secretary of State 
reiterated at the Gulf Cooperation Council luncheon in New York 
-- that we deeply deplore the rising pattern of violence in the 
region, including the latest incident of the attack on PLO 
headquarters in Tunis 


While resort to violence is deplorable, it is useful 
to recall the antecedents to this attack, which included 
repeated attempts to infiltrate terrorists into Israel, and the 
outrageous murder of three Israeli civilians at Larnaca. 
Against this background, the air strike is understandable as an 
expression of self-defense. 


Our distress is especially acute, however, since one 
act of violence touches off another, and a pattern of 
escalation is established. Such acts of violence are contrary 
to our overall objective of a peaceful, stable Middle East, and 
cannot be condoned. 


The Secretary of State also reaffirmed that we are 
clear in our opposition to acts of violence from whatever 
quarter they come. Of equal importance, our opposition to 
terrorism is well known and unswerving, and the international 
community must be able to defend against such acts. Without 
such defense, the practitioners of terrorism in the Middle East 
will move closer to their goal of stopping efforts toward peace 
in the region. 


We must not allow this violence to harm or hinder the 
efforts we and other parties are exerting to bring peace to the 
Middle East. 





I don't have any further comment on this specific 
action. As I've said previously, however, as a general 
principle, while we deplore the resort to violence, those who 
practice terrorism cannot assume that they are immune from 
retaliation for their terrorist acts. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
be Yes. 


A couple of specific points on the statement: 
Does the United States Government have any evidence linking the 
PLO to the murders in Cyprus last week? 


f I have no comment on that one, Jim. I don't have 
anything I can give you. 


Q Well, do you have any public statements to point 
to of them claiming credit for it? 


& No, I don't; but I'm not saying there are not 
any. I'm simply saying I don't have anything. 


Q In the statement today and the statement 
yesterday, you seemed to give a generic defense of such acts in 
response to acts of terrorism. Would you, then, alse say that 
South Africa, for example, would be justified in attacking 
terrorist bases in Angola? 


6 I'm not going to go into any hypothetical 
situations, Jim. The statement speaks for itself. It 
addresses a particular set of incidents, and I would let it 
stand on its merits. 


Q Well, the South Africans don't think that 
terrorism is hypothetical, and they think that there are bases 
outside of South Africa. In such a case which is not 
hypothetical, are they justified, then, in going to the source? 


6 I'm not going to make any judgment or speculation 
on particular cases. I said, as a general principle, those who 
practice terrorism cannot assume they are immune from 
retaliation for their terrorist acts. 


Q Chuck, has there been a decision on the part of 
the Administration, the Department, as to whether the use of 
American planes in yesterday's incident is a violation of the 
Export Control Act? 
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fs No, I have no judgment or determination, as you 
phrased it. I could add, however, that the Israeli Government 
has confirmed that the mission was carried out using 
U.S.-manufactured aircraft, the F-15. 


Q Chuck, you mentioned -- you offered at the 
beginning of your statement your condolences to the Government 
of Tunisia, and you didn't offer anything to the Palestinian 
families who had lost their children in school when it was 
bombed, and you didn't offer any condolences to the Palestinian 
people; and the statistics were that at least between 35 to 50 
children and adults, Palestinians who were living in the 
neighborhood, were killed. 


A I have nothing beyond my statement. 


Q You do not offer condolences to the Palestinian 
people? 


Aa I'm simply saying I have nothing beyond my 
statement. 


Q Do you have the number of Tunisian citizens 
killed or wounded? 


a No, I don't have any figures on that. 
Q Any approximation? 


A I've seen an approximation of some 50, but that's 
very much an approximation. 


Q Going back to Marvin's question on the Arms 
Export Control Act, since the Israelis admitted the use of 
U.S.-manufactured aircraft, would you be looking into the 
violation if there is any? I mean, will it be followed up with 
the legal authorities within the Department and elsewhere in 
the U.S. Government? 


a I have no really specific comment in response to 
your question. Until the facts are in and are fully known, 
those kinds of determinations can't be made. I think it is 
fair to assume, of course, that we will look into the facts. 


Q Can I follow up Abdul Salam's question? There 
was a very valid point. It gives the impression that the U.S. 
doesn't care about the Palestinians. 


A I simply said that our statement stands. 








Q Would you care to look into it perhaps and add to 
it later on? 


A I really have nothing further to add to that. 


Q These are human beings who were killed chere -- 
children in school. You cannot be callous and not say that you 
also offer condolences to the Palestinian families? I'm not 
talking about the PLO, supposedly terrorists. I'm talking 
about the families of the children who lost 50 to 60 kids 
between wounded and killed. 


Can you look into your position? 


A As I said earlier, I have no detailed information 
which would confirm, for example, your statements as to the 
nature of the people who were killed, so I would start by 
saying, by reiterating that one fact, and then conclude by 
saying I will not have anything further than what I've said. 


Q And also you mentioned that the three were killed 
in Cyprus, and you have no evidence, and you're including this 
in your statement to corroborate that they were because of 
this, while the Cyprus Government, which I asked you yesterday, 
is saying that they said they have no connection with any PLO 
organizations, they belonged to the Palestinian people. And 
there was also a British guy inside there. So why don't you 
make yourself clear on that matter? 


a I believe, in fact, the statement was clear. It 
did not imply the things that you would allege that it did 
imply. It said it is useful to recall the antecedents to this 
attack. That was one of them. 


Q Sir, could you correct me if I am wrong, 
particularly in the matter of geography, but the Eastern 
Mediterranean has an awful lot of intelligence and 
radar-gathering sites, such as the mountains in Cyprus have 
very extensive radar installations; so does, I think it is, 
Sueda Bay in Crete. Also, I believe these warplanes, or the 
F-~15s, would have almost had to pass almost directly over the 
Sixth Fleet of the United States Navy. 


Could it be possible that these planes would pass 
undetected over such installations? And if so, I mean are we 
really doing a decent job there? And if not, doesn't this mean 
that in fact we knew, or that at one level it was known that 
these planes were headed out obviously to the west, and we did 
nothing about it? 
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7 I'm not really going to confirm any of the 
various assumptions and hypotheses that you've made, a number 
of which I think, on closer examination, probably would not 
hold up. But without getting into a point-by-point challenge 
of your assumptions, let me say that my statement, which I made 
a@ minute ago, stands completely. 


Q Sir, I don't think I made any assumptions. I 
believe that those radar installations are there for anybody to 
see. Either those installations picked up the information that 
the F-15s were passing there, or they didn't. 


é If you want me to read my statement again, I 
will. I believe I answered your question fully. 


Q I would like to have a copy of it, if you can get 


one. 

i Yes. 

Ralph. 

Q Does the statement say you were not informed or 
does it say you were not aware in advance -- the one that you 
just referred to that you wanted to read again? 

A It says we were not informed and we were not 
aware in advance, nor were any U.S. forces involved. 

Q O.K. So “not aware in advance” answers the 
question of whether you knew that these Israeli planes with 
American-manufactured collcagues -- you were not aware that 
they were enroute -- 

6 That answers that question. 

Q -- 1500 miles away from Israel? 

fe That answers that question. 


Q Chuck, mid-air refueling is not an inconsiderable 
task, and that has to be accomplished with some pre-planning 
and creates quite a large radar image. I wonder what kind of 
equipment was used to do the refueling? Was that 
American-supplied equipment as well? 


a I don't have an answer to that. 


Q May I ask whether you were not aware in advance 
of the strike itself or of the operation? 











i The answer is the same for both questions. 


Q May I ask another question? Is it correct to 
assume that the Secretary was not apprized in advance before 
the White House framed its response yesterday morning to the 
attack? 


és I'm not going to go into the details of who was 
consulted, when and where, but I would not want to mislead you 
into thinking that senior policy officials were not involved in 
all aspects of this particular considered response. 


. Q But, then, why did they answer in two different 
ways? 


I) I believe my position today, which I have 
reiterated in some detail, draws upon elements of what everyone 
said yesterday, which all went to basically the same points. 

My summary sentence, if you will, was that as a general 
principle, while we deplore the resort to violence, those who 
practice terrorism cannot assume that they are immune from 
retaliation for their terrorist acts. 


Q Does that mean that you'll stand by President 
Reagan's statement that the U.S. has great faith in the Israeli 
intelligence capability when asked about whether the Israelis 
had picked the right target? 


‘& Ralph, I'm not going to -- 
Q -~ not going to dispute the President's statement? 


6 I'm not going to put words into the President's 
mouth nor to dispute what he says. 


Q Now, doesn't that general principle have any 
element of proportionality in it? You said that those 
responsible for terrorism should not be free from retribution. 
But these Palestinian civilians as well as these Tunisians who 
were killed didn't take part in this, did they? 


6 The first part of my statement goes to at least a 
portion of your question. 


Q Are you saying, from your statement, that the 
Israeli attack on the PLO headquarters in Tunis was an act 
against a terrorist place? Are you saying that the PLO 
headquarters there was a terrorist target? 





A I would quote once again the one statement which 
I just read to you, which was, “Against this background, the 
air strike was understandable as an expression of self 
defense.", if that's in answer to your question. 


Q So that place was a terrorist target, is what you 
are saying, right? 


= The target in question was a PLO headquarters. 
Q Is it a terrorist target? 
‘ Beyond that, I simply rest with the statement. 


Q May I ask you to explain this principle again, 
the principle that those who practice terrorism should not 
think they can do so with impunity. 


At the time of the air strike, the Cypriot Government 
had in its custody the three alleged terrorists. Why would the 
Israeli Government then not try to strike at those 
practitioners of terrorism? Isn't the proper place for the 
retaliation against the practitioners? 


6 I think you'll have to address that one to the 
Israeli Government. As I said earlier, I have no comment -- 


Q But you've given your chit: you've sanctioned 
the Israeli raid. What I'm wondering about -- and also, there 
is a PLO office in Nicosia. As an alternative Israeli target, 
would that not have served better? 


i. I'm not going to get into speculations as to what 
the Israelis may -- 


~~ MORE -- 





) Q I want to see if there is a double standard on 
the part of the Administration, for American forces and the 
American Government and another one for the Israelis, because 
as the Secretary has said, “We won't strike unless we have got 
the right people in the right place, and we hope to limit the 
casualties among the innocent, and therefore we have not 
struck.” 


Can you explain this seeming gap between the American 
policy toward its own behavior and that of the Israelis? 


“ I can't do any better for you than I have done 
already, which is to reiterate a number of times the principle 
that is involved here. 


Q Let me follow up on that question about the PLO 
headquarters being a terrorist target. What is your definition 
of a terrorist target, and what is your understanding of the 
Israeli definition of a terrorist target? 


& I am certainly not prepared to give you the 
Israeli definition. 


Q Well, then, what is your definition? 


a And even in the context of the United States, I 
don't believe it serves anyone's purpose at this point to try 
to define for once and for all what a terrorist target might be 
or might not be. 


Q Well, because that has been used as the measuring 
mark, if you will, for this attack. 


a 1 think it goes without saying that a terrorist 
target could vary with the situation, and therefore I am really 
don't see that it serves any purpose to try to give you some 
sort of a definition into which you could fit any particular 
action. 


Q Then was that headquarters building seen as a 
terrorist target by the Administration or by officials in this 
building? 


a I have to remind you that this was not an attack 
launched by the United States Government, and that I am not 
sure what relevance the question has as to whether or not the 
United States saw it in one way or another. 
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Q If you approve of what the Israelis did in, 
presumably, self-defense, then you are recognizing the fact 
that they -- of their statement -- you are agreeing with their 
statement that that was a terrorist target. I am just trying 
to see if there is parallel thought on that. 


7 I believe if you read what I have said, you will 
find the answers to all of those questions, and I won't 
reiterate it once again for you. You can draw your conclusions 
as you will, and I think if you draw them on the basis of what 
I have given you, you will come to the correct ones. 


Q Can you tell us what the U.S. has been doing with 
regard to Tunisia? President Bourghiba expressed his deep 
regret over the incident. Has a protest been filed by Tunisia 
with the U.S.? Has President Reagan communicated in any way 
with Bourghiba, any of those details? 


7 As a standard, I won't get into the details of 
our diplomatic exchanges. We have been consulting with a wide 
range of governments, including the Tunisians. President 
Reagan did send a personal message to President Bourghiba of 
Tunisia in which he expressed his condolences to the government 
and people of Tunisia. 


Q Chuck, at the time that you were briefing us 
yesterday at one o'clock, at 1:10 p.m., exactly, in the opening 
sentence of Mr. Shultz, he said, “But we certainly deplore acts 
of violence in the region, including this act of violence." 


Whom do you want us to believe, your statement 
yesterday or the Secretary deploring the act of violence which 
took place yesterday? 


a If you will check the transcript from yesterday's 
briefing, the very first thing I said was that we deplore the 
rising cycle of violence and the acts which are part of it. If 
you will check the transcript, you will find that this is the 
very first thing I said. I have that reiterated today. The 
Secretary was saying the same thing. 


Q On the Russians, do you have any statement about 
the Russians killed by extremist elements? 


a the killing of the Soviet diplomat is abhorrent. 
The United States condemns this barbaric and criminal act. As 
we have said from this podium in the past, there is no place in 
international discourse for this kind of act. 
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We call upon those who are holding Soviets, Americans 
or other nationals as hostages in Lebanon to release them 
immediately. We urge all civilized states to join us in this 
call. We believe this underscores the urgency and importance 
of concerted action to combat international terrorisa. 


Q Chuck, you seemed to use the singular there. Is 
it the Administration's understanding that one, the body of one 
Soviet diplomat has been recovered? 

be When I came in here, we had no further 
information than that which is generally available to you, 
which is that one was apparently confirmed as killed. 


Q Has the United States been directly in touch with 
the Soviets on the subject of the kidnappings? 


a Yes, we have We have been in contact 


Q In the past day? 


‘ Yes. 
Q Can you give us any more details? 
a No. 


Q Can 1 ask you, please, about a person named 
Edward Howard who is being investigated by the FBI for 
allegedly being a KGB agent in the United States? Supposedly 
he worked for the State Department at one time. I am trying to 
find out when he did, what he did, and supposedly he also had a 
State Department clearance, security clearance. I am trying to 
find out if he still has that, if it is still active, and what 
it would entitle him to. 


a No, 1 have no comment on this particular case 1 
would refer you to the Department of Justice. 


~ Wait, wait. You can't confirm that whatever -- 
his association or non-association with the State Department? 


a 1 have no other comment 


Q Why? Wait, why? 


a It 18 @ case under investigation That is why I 
referred you to the Department of Justice 
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This has nothing -—- 
This is a question about a former employee. 


But it is a case under investigation. 


oD es» © ® 


But the records of his employment are not 
involved. Maybe they are involved in this, but they are public 
records. 


a I will continue to look into that, but for the 
moment I have no comment on that case. 


Q I think that you will find it in the record when 
there have been cases similar to this in the past, you have 
been able to provide certain information about the matter of 
his employment, and things of that nature, but in terms of what 
he is being charged with, that is something that you have not 
been able to address. And over here, you seem to be 
eliminating everything as though he never worked for the AID or 
anything of the sort. 


i I am hopeful in referring you to the Department 
of Justice that you will have your wishes fulfilled in terms of 
this other information. 


Q I have one other question. When you were saying 
@ moment ago that you were in touch with the Soviet Union about 
the killed Soviet diplomat, you also earlier talked about 
concerted action. In specific connection with the U.S. 
conversations with the Russians, did the question of concerted 
action against terrorism come up? 


a No. I am not in @ position to comment on any 
aspects of diplomatic exchanges. The most I can say is what I 
said yesterday, that we stand ready to help in whatever way we 
can in this particular question. 


Q Chuck, I want to go back to the question about if 
this Tunis PLO headquarters is considered as a terrorist target 
or not, the PLO has headquarters in just about half a dozen 
Arab countries and on the top of the list is Jordan. 


Could we consider that the PLO headquarters and 
offices and the Palestine National Council offices are now 
targeted for terrorist attack by Israel, by such act which was 
taken yesterday? 


a 1 hope I made it clear that I am not going to 
enter into discussion of what qualifies as a target or not - 
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Q Could you, please, look -- 


i -- nor speculation as to what other targets might 
be or could be, or anything else of that nature. 


Q Could you look into it -- 
“ No. 


Q ~~ what is considered a terrorist target in the 
United States? 


be No. 


Q The President apparently told Bob Michael this 
morning -- or perhaps it was MacFarlane, I am not quite clear 
-- but during this discussion that they had that there were a 
couple of busloads of Palestinian terrorists headed for Israel 
who were intercepted by the Israelis that led to the Cyprus 
murders which led to this. 


Do you have anything about that, the busloads of 
terrorists, or any -- 


a No, I don't. 


Q Do you have anything on Kampelman's return? Is 
he returning to brief the President? Is he returning for other 
reasons? When is he coming back? 


“ He is coming back. I believe his return is for 
today, and he will be having consultations. Beyond that, I 
have no other details on his program. 


Q So you can't tell us whether those consultations 
will include a meeting with the President. 

2 I don't know at this moment. 

Q Any comment on Mitterrand's decision not to 


attend the summit in October? 


) A number of Western leaders plan to be in New 
York in late October to participate in the U.N. 40th 
Anniversary commemoration. The idea behind the President's 
October 24 luncheon for the leaders of the economic summit 
countries is to use this opportunity to consult with those who 
come on preparations for the President's upcoming meeting with 
General Secretary Gorbachev. 
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President Mitterrand does not plan to be in New York 
at that time and the French have informed us that he will not 
be able to attend the resident's working luncheon. 


While the working lunche . provides for more give and 
take among the heads, we have a variety of other channels of 
communication with the French Government and other allies which 
we intend to use fully in preparation for the President's 
November meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev. 


Q Will there be a meeting between Mitterrand and 
Reagan any time before the summit meeting? 


a I have no further details on potential meetings 
at this point. 


Q How does the State Department plan to address the 
complaints of other NATO countries who weren't included in that 
luncheon invitation? 


6 Foreign Minister Tindemans' -- the Belgian 
Foreign Minister -- suggestion for a special meeting of NATO 
Foreign Ministers is under consideration. We are engaged in a 
full program of intensive allied consultations in preparation 
for the November meeting. For example, both the President and 
the Secretary have sent letters to Allied leaders regarding 
U.S. planning for the November meeting, and our assessment of 
our recent discussions with Soviet Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze. 


East-West issues have also been a principle topic of 
the Secretary's bilateral meetings in New York with Allied 
Foreign Ministers. 


We intend to continue to use all available 
opportunities to keep our friends and allies posted on our 
thinking and to seek their views and comments. 


We fully recognize that a constructive outcome in 
November will dep« | heavily on such consultations and Western 
solidarity. 


Q Do you know whether all of the other Western 
leaders are going to show up at that lunch? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the sentencing 
of that woman from Los Angeles and Taiwan that you commented on 
when she was arrested last week? 
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o I have nothing since the guidance that was 
developed at that time. 


Q Yes, but she was sentenced today. I just 
wondered if you had any comment? 


“ No. I can look into that. 


Q Chuck, anything on a reported decision to 
withdraw our recognition of the World Court's jurisdiction? 


i Last January, we announced the President's 
decision not to participate further in the proceedings brought 
by Nicaragua, referring to the World Court. We indicated at 
that time that the U.S. would be considering steps to address 
the concerns raised by the Court's unprecedented effort to 
extend its authority into areas of collective security and 
self-defense, subjects properly reserved by the UN Charter to 
resolution through political processes. 


That review is continuing, and I would not wish to 
speculate as to what steps we may ultimately decide to take. 


Q In view of the information in this New York Times 
story about Panama, which has been in the Panamanian press and 
the FBIS report for some time, I wonder, is the United States 
still determined to give $6 million in anti-terrorist money to 
General Noriega, who seems to be the source of a lot of 
terrorism, if these charges are correct? 





a I am not exactly sure what funds you are 
referring to by the $6 million figure. 


Q Well, there is some anti-terrorist money that is 
being distributed to a lot of nations in Central America, and 
Panama is supposed to get $6 million of it. That has been in 
the United States papers for some time and discussed here. 


a I will have to look into that. I don't have an 
answer for that. 


Q Have you got anything on Panama at all? 
a Have you got any questions on Panama? 
Well, yes. Is this true, that Ambassador Briags 
advised the President not to return to Panama and face the 


army, and the President -- apparently if Ambassador Briggs is 
in touch with him to that extent, he must have known whether 


3¢07 
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the rest of this was true, that when he returned, he was 
threatened for fourteen hours, and he finally resigned. 


‘ My answer is simply that it is not our practice 
to discuss the content of diplomatic discussions. There were 
clearly conversations between Ambassador Briggs and President 
Barletta. Barletta was at the UN General Assembly in New York 
on September 26th. Ambassador Briggs was present. They also 
attended a signing ceremony for an agreement on the 
alternatives to the present Panama Canal. But as to he nature 
of those exchanges, no, I have no comment. 


Q Let's get to a non-diplomatic exchange. Did 
Ambassador Briggs go to La Prensa and advise them that the army 
might close them up? 


ic) Rumors that the Government of Panama intended to 
move -- intended some move against La Prensa, whose editorial 
policy is opposed to the present government, have been 
circulating recently. 


We strongly support freedom of the press in Panama and 


elsewhere. We have no reason to expect any Government of 
Panama effort to close La Prensa. 


Q But would you look into that $6 million? 

i) I wil] look into that. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Secretary of State Shultz met with the Thai 
Premier this morning. Do you have any read-out on that meeting 
or is that all being done in New York? 

i) The latter. It will be handled in New York. 


Q What about Botha's speech? Are you still 
analyzing that, or is there just yesterday's guidance? 


6 Nothing beyond what I gave you yesterday. 
Q Nothing. 


A Be happy to look into it, but I haven't seen it 
yet. 


Q Chuck, a lot of people seem to think that the 
United States is going to the Seoul meeting with some new plan 
for bailing out the debtor nations. Is this a correct 
impression? 
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A I have no impression to share with you on that. 
Frankly, I think you would be better addressing that to the 
Treasury. 


Q Chuck, do you have any new information on the six 
remaining hostages in Lebanon? Is there any -- 


i] No. Unfortunately, there is no new information. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:33 p.m.) 








Posted: October 2, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at the October 2, 1985 Press Briefing 


TAIWAN -- SENTENCING OF LEE YA-PING 





Q: Does the Department of State have any comment on the 
sentencing in Taiwan of Ms. Lee Ya-p'ing? 


A: AS WAS REPORTED ON SEPTEMBER 26, MS. LEE YA-P'ING WAS 
RELEASED ON BAIL BY THE TAIWAN GARRISON GENERAL HEADQUARTERS 
(TGGH) ON SEPTEMBER 25. ON OCTOBER 1, THE TGGH ASNOUNCED THAT 
MS. LEE HAD BEEN ASSIGNED TO TWO YEARS OF PROTECTIVE CONTROL. 
UNDER TAIWAN LAW, PROTECTIVE CONTROL MAY BE EXERCISED BY 
RELATIVES OF THE DEFENDANT. WE UNDERSTAND THAT, AS IN PREVIOUS 


SUCH CASES, MS. LEE HAS BEEN RELEASED TO THE CUSTODY OF HER 


FAMILY. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #176 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER 3, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have a number of announcements: First, Secretary Shultz will 
travel to Calgary, Alberta, on October 27-28, to meet with his 
Canadian counterpart, Foreign Minister Joe Clark. The meeting 
is one of the regular four-a-year exchanges between the 
Secretary and the Foreign Minister and will provide an occasion 
to review a wide range of bilateral and multilateral issues of 
interest to both countries. 


A signup sheet has been posted in the main Press 
Office for those of you wishing to apply for a seat on board 
the Secretary's plane. The list will be taken down and 
applications closed on 12 noon on Friday, October 18. 


Secondly, there will be an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
tomorrow, Friday, October 4, at 10:30 A.M. in this briefing 
room. The briefers will be Ambassador Paul Nitze and Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for International Security Policy Richard 
Perle. The topic of the briefing will] be Soviet Strategic 
Defenses. 


Thirdly, NATO Secretary General Lord Carrington will 
give a brief press conference on October 7 from 11:15 to 11:30 
A.M. in this briefing room. The press conference follows Lord 
Carrington's meetings with President Reagan and Secretary 
Shultz earlier that day. Lord Carrington's meetings with 
President Reagan and the Secretary will focus on the 
preparations for the Geneva meeting between President Reagan 
and General Secretary Gorbachev. 


Q What time is that? 
A That begins at 11:15. 


Q Thank you. 


be And finally, following up on some of your 
questions yesterday concerning allied consultations before the 
Geneva meeting, as 1 said we are committed to using every 








possible opportunity for the closest possible consultation 
among all NATO Allies. Belgian Foreign Minister Tindemans, in 
a letter yesterday to the Secretary, called the President's 
proposed luncheon a useful contribution, and proposed further 
consultations among NATO Allies. 


Secretary Shultz believes that a meeting of the North 
Atlantic Council would provide another opportunity for a 
thorough discussion of plans for the President's November 
meeting, and would further strengthen Western solidarity. He 
is prepared to travel to Brussels to participate in such a 
meeting at a mutually agreed time. We are exploring at NATO 
the issue of dates. 


That's all I have. 
Questions? 


Q What is the situation in Tunis? Has the United 
States taken extra security precautions to protect its 
personnel? 


i) As you know, we don't comment in detailed terms 
on security measures at any of our missions abroad. I would 
limit my remarks simply to saying that we have taken measures 
appropriate to the circumstances. 


Q Has there been any threats, or singular, has 
there been any threat to any American personnel since the 
bombing? 


i I would limit my remarks to what I've said, which 
is simply that we are taking the appropriate measures. 


Q Yesterday you seemed, or you didn't answer the 
question of whether the U.S. considered the PLO headquarters in 
Tunis a terrorist headquarters. Can you answer that today? 


i) I have nothing on that beyond what I said 
yesterday. 


Q Can you clarify in any way the President's 
statement in July that the PLO was a vicious terrorist 
organization? Are we clarifying the President's statement? 
Did he misspeak with that categorization? 


Aa I'm not sure what the relevance of that is to 
your previous question, or why I should reclarify what the 
President said. 





Q I'm trying to determine whether a PLO 
headquarters is synonymous with a terrorist headquarters-- 


& I'd refer you -- 
Q -- in our view? 
“ I'd refer you to my statement of yesterday. 


Q Do you still stand by what you said the other day 
that the U.S. had no prior knowledge, or that the U.S. fleet in 
the Mediterranean detected the Israelis in the air? 


ia Yes, 1 do. And for the record, let me read you 
the entirety of that statement once again Concerning the 
question of any U.S. involvement, these charges are completely 
without substance, and we deny them categorically. The U.S. 
was not informed in advance. We were not aware of the attack 
until it was over, and U.S. forces were not involved in any way. 


Q There is a question (inaudible) prior knowledge 
~— were they able to detect the presence of the Israelis in the 
area? 


ts My statement is inclusive. 

Q Does the question of Israeli use of American 
military equipment arise in view of the restrictions on arms 
transfers? 

a The answer to that question is the same as 


yesterday, which is that we are still looking into the facts, 
and that we are not in a position to make a judgment. 


Q Chuck, there was a PLO news conference today 
alleging direct U.S. involvement to the extent, I think, of a 
refueling operation -- cooperation in refueling the Israeli 


planes. 


Now you've said there is no involvement. I just want 
to make it clear that this is in response, as well, to today's 
PLO's charges. 


a That is absolutely in response to that, and I 
think those of you who may have done further research will have 
determined that it is no secret that, in fact, the Israelis 
themselves have a refueling capability. 





Q (Inaudible) make a determination about U.S. 
weapons being used? What is being determined. if U.S weapons 
were being used or if they were used in accordance with the 
U.S. Arms Export Act? 


“ The answer to the first question, whether or not 
U.S.-manufactured equipment was used, I answered yesterday in 
the affirmative -- yes. Therefore, the answer I gave today 
refers to the second part of your question. 


Q On previous occasions, Chuck, about the use of 
U.S. weapons by Israel in offensive or defensive cases, the 
judgment came, or the resolution was, that Israel may have 
used, in the past -- and this was established by the use of 
cluster bombs and others, in the Congress; but now since the 
Israelis admitted loud and clear and you affirmed that they 
used the weapons, U.S.-made weapons, will this enhance or 
expedite your investigation into their use of U.S. - made 
weapons and your determination if they were violating the Arms 
Export Act or not? 


be 1 can't give you any more on that other than to 
say that we're still looking into the facts. 


Q New subject? 


The Soviet leader, Gorbachev, today went through a 
public display of what the proposals are that have been made in 
Geneva. What is your response? Do you find anything new in 
what he said in Paris? 


fe No, I have no response to what the General 
Secretary said today in Paris. As we've said before, Geneva is 
the place to conduct negotiations, and we hope it will be done 
there and done in a serious manner. 


Q Does the U.S. have any view of the Soviet 
suggestion that they deal directly with Britain and France on 
their intermediate-range missiles? 


a No. Today, I have no comment on any aspect of 
the General Secretary's statements. 


Q What about the seriousness of this 
confidentiality plea which comes forth from both sides? When 
Gorbachev does his number, and tomorrow there is going to be a 
news conference here with Nitze and Perle, when I assume the 
question of the negotiating strategy on both sides will arise, 
haven't both sides really departed from the effort at 
confidentiality? 





o Without denying in any way that there have been 
certain aspects of one's position which have leaked on both 
sides, nonetheless, I would only emphasize that it is our 
intention to conduct these negotiations seriously; anc to the 
extent that that can be done in the confidentiality of the 
Geneva negotiations, that's our intention to do it. 


Q Tomorrow's briefing is ON-THE-RECORD? 

4 Yes, it is. 

Q In his Paris remarks, the General Secretary 
mentioned that the Soviet Union is going to unilaterally 
Gismantle some SS-20s. One, have you had any notification of 
that, and do you have any comment on that? 


te No. I have to go back to my original statement, 
which is, that I have nothing on the General Secretary's 
remarks. 


Q Does the fact that the Secretary did “go public,” 
does it hurt, do you think, the negotiations? 


if I really have no comment on that at this point. 


Q Can you give us an accounting of what the U.S. 
total is of Soviet SS-20s currently both in Asia and in Europe? 


A The total number is 441. 
Q 44]? Do you know how many are European? 


i) There is no geographic breakdown in order to 
protect intelligence sources. 


Q The press conference here tomorrow, is that in 
response to what Gorbachev is doing in France today? 


i) No. I don't think you should link it in any way 
to what the General Secretary is doing in Paris today. 


Q Because -~- 


2 I gave you the subject of the briefing to the 
best of my ability -- and that's Soviet Strategic Defenses. 


Yes? 
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You said that the total SS-20 global number is 441. 
He has said that there has been some dismantling done already 
Have we seen any dismantling anywhere? 


A No, as I said, I prefer not to get into any 
commentary on what he has said. I can refer you to previous 
press conferences that have been held in the wake of the 
Special Consultative Group, for example, most recently I 
believe in August in London, when it was pointed out that there 
has been a vigorous construction program in both East and West 
since the moratorium, unilateral moratorium, was declared. 


Q I am recalling reports several months ago that 
there was some dismantling of SS-20's, but perhaps it was in 
anticipation of deploying SS-25's. 


So, are you saying that we have never seen any 
dismantling of SS-20 sites at all? 


oe No, 1 am not. 
Q No, you are not, or -- 


2 I am not saying that. 


Q You are not saying one way or the other, or -- 
‘ I am not saying that there has never been any 
dismantling. 


Q Couldn't we get a clarification -- 

A You have seen these statements before, and I 
believe if 1 could simply refer you to the record of previous 
briefings, that is a better alternative than me trying to 
resurrect all of this from my memory. 


Q Can you pull it together for us, or do we have to 
go --? 


A I'll take a look at it. 
Would that be possible? 
Okay. 


New topic? 
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New topic. 





Q Anything today on Botha's rather harsh statements 
about the United States and President Reagan? 


és Aa very short comment. We believe this 
Administration has made plain its rejection of apartheid. The 
President has done so on numerous occasions as has Secretary 
Shultz, most recently last night. 


While we shall not engage in ad hominem dialogue with 
State President Botha, we reject his criticism of race 
relations in this country. 


Botha's comments on segregation were disappointing and 
clearly at odds with our own history and principles. 


Q Are you going to give him an education about the 
Indians in this country? 


2 1 have nothing further. 
Q Do you have anything on Botha's comments that 


there would still be segregated schools and segregated living 
areas in South Africa? 


a No, 1 have no further commentary. 

Q Do you have anything today on Mr.Howard's 
background? 

A Edward L. Howard was never an employee of the 


Department of State, and he never worked in Embassy Moscow. 
All other questions concerning the issue should be referred to 
the Department of Justice. 


Having said that, I have arranged with AID to give you 
information on his employment at AID in order to save you all a 
telephone call there, as well. 


Edward .. Howard joined the U.S. Agency for 
International Development in September 1976. He was in 
training as an intern in Washington and later was assigned to 
Peru as an Assis «:\* Project Development Officer. 


Mr. Howard resigned from AID in March 1979. 


Q Was he in Moscow for AID, or was he never in 
Moscow, are you saying? 


i The statement says he was assigned to Peru. 





Strange. 
Did he ever serve in Moscow? 


Not to my knowledge. 
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Did he ever turn down -- 


i I can only speak for the Department of State. 
That was clear. The AID statement says he was later assigned 
to Peru. He was an intern in Washington. 


Q Well, if he worked for some other branch of the 
U.S. Government, if he is still in the Embassy anyway, he would 
be under the direct authority of the Ambassador. That is 
correct, I think. 


6 That's your statement. 


Q Well, I am asking you a question. Just to be 
clear, what you are saying is he has never served in Moscow, 


period. 

i That's right. 

Q In any capacity. 

That's right 

Q Was there ever an intention to send him to Moscow? 

a I have no further comment beyond what I have said. 

Q Is there an active KGB in Peru? 

Q Did he ever work for any branch of the U.S. 
Government? 


fe I have no further comment. The Department of 
Justice will handle all the rest. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the visas for the 
coup plotters in Thailand? 


a In what sense? 


Q Have they been granted visas to come to the 
United States? 








“ The Department has determined that Manoon 
Roopkajorn is ineligible for a U.S. visa under Section 
212(a)(28)(f) of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 
as amended. 


The U.S. visa issued to Manoon prior to the September 
Sth coup attempt has been invalidated. 


Q Why, because of his involvement? 


& That Section 212(a)(28)(f), which you can look at 
in detail, but basically it refers to those who advocate 
violence and defiance of lawful orders. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything to say about the 
coming meeting in Seoul, any plans the United States has to 
perhaps double the capital of the World Bank, or anything like 
that? 


& No, I don't. I refer you to Treasury, as 
yesterday. 


Q Can I pick on this that you just mentioned about 
this gentleman? By the same breath, can you consider if Meir 
Kahane will drop his U.S. citizenship and he will apply for a 
visa to come to the United States? 


Since he advocates violence inside occupied Palestine, 
will he be denied an entry visa to the United States to collect 
money for his organization? 


a I'll look into that. I don't have the current 
status. 


Q 1 want to ask you, Tunisia is requesting Security 
Counsel condemnation and imposing econcemic sanctions on Israel 
and compensation for the families. What will the United 
States’ position, when the issue comes to vote at the United 
Nations Security Council will be? 


a In fact, as you have implied in your question, it 
has not yet come to a vote. Negotiations are ongoing in the 
Security Council context. As a consequence, it would be 
premature to comment on what the U.S. action might be at this 
point. 


Q Do you still decline to offer condolences to the 
Palestinian civilian families who lost children and loved ones 
in the Isreeli raid on Tunisia? 
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a I would add, in addition to the condolences that 
we expresed to the Tunisian people yesterday, that the United 
States does deplore the killing of innocent victims under any 
circumstances. 

Q Of Palestinians, innocent Palestinians, too? 

A Of innocent victims. 


Q Can I say that this is your offering of 
condolences to the Palestinian civilian families in Tunis? 


I want to be clear on that. 


A My statement is clear. 

Q Innocent civilians? 

A Innocent civilians, yes. 

Q Palestinian innocent civilians? 
A Yes. 


I am trying to pin down what exactly the U.S. 
policy is on this counter-terrorism. On June 14th when the 
South Africans made an air raid on Botswana in response to what 
they said was terrorist attacks in South Africa, the United 
States grew very exercised, even called back its Ambassador. 


Can you define the difference between these two 
events, the Tunis event and the Botswana raid? 


A No. I am not going to enter into that. We have 
a policy. It has been applied in various cases. I have given 
you the rationale to the best of my ability in the current 
incident, and I am not going to get any further into making 
cross-country comparisons. 


Q Well, the reason I am asking, of course, is that 
there appears to be an inconsistency in the U.S. policy which I 
am trying to understand or clear up. 


A I believe if you look at the U.S. policy that the 
elements to explain your questions are there. 


Q Yesterday, Mitterrand indicated that he would not 
be coming to the summit in New York, and now Thatcher is 
indicating that she may have some problems attending that, too. 


Is that New York summit going to go on no matter what, 
or is there a chance that the NATO Foreign Ministers meeting 
which is under consideration might supercede the meeting? 
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A I would refer you to the White House for a 
definitive answer, but to the best of my knowledge, yes, the 
luncheon is going ahead. 


Q Back to Bill's question, you referred to one of 
the coup plotters from Thailand. What about the others? 


A I have nothing on the o-cher ones. 


Q Do they still have pending applications, as far 
as you know? 


a I will have to look into the status of the 
applications. 


Q Do you have any information about the American 
journalist killed in Afghanistan? 


A We have no further details on him. 1 can only 
assure you that our people are continuing to look. 


Q You said that you would take a look at my 
question about aid to Panama yesterday. 


A Yes. That has not heen posted yet? 
Your question concerned? 


Q Whether there was a review of the terrorist aid 
to Panama, or whether it has been suspended, or --? 


A The proposal made to Congress concerning the 
counter-terrorism program is for a regional program. There is 
no specific allocation for any country at this time. The 
timing and content of any proposal for any individual country 
would be affected, of course, by our general bilateral 
relations. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 








Posted: October 3, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the October 3, 1985 noon press briefing 


THAILAND: VISA APPLICATIONS OF ALLEGED COUP PLOTTERS 





Back to Bill's’ question, you referred to one of the coup 
plotters in Thailand. What about the others? Do they still 
have pending applications, as far as you know? 


--The Department did not make a tinal decision on their 
visa eligibiiity because they subsequently returnea 
to Thailand and appeared to have abandoned their visa 
applications. Preliminary stuay of their 


applications indicateuw they coula be ineiigibie 


unger one or more provisions of the INA. 








Posted: October 4, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the October 3, 1985 noon press briefing 


KAHANE: LOSS OF U.S. CITIZENSHIP, VISA ELIGIBILITY 





Q: ...Cam you consider if Meyer Kahane will drop his U.S. 
citizenship and he will apply for a visa to con= to the 
United States? Since he advocates -violence inside occupied 
Palestine, will he be denied an entry visa to the United 
States to collect money for his organization? 

A: THE DEPARTMENT ISSUED A CERTIFICATE OF LOSS OF NATIONALITY 
FOR MR. KAHANE ON OCTOBER 2, STATING THAT HE EXPATRIATED 
HIMSELF EFFECTIVE AUGUST 13, 1984 BY ASSUMING HIS SEAT IN 


THE KNESSET. 


MR. KAHANE IS FREE TO APPLY FOR A VISA TO VISIT THE UNITED 
STATES AS AN ISRAELI CITIZEN BUT WE CANNOT SPECULATE ON THE 
OUTCOME OF A FUTURE APPLICATION. ALL VISA APPLICATIONS ARE 
ADJUDICATED ON A CASE-BY-CASE BASIS ACCORDING TO THE CIRCUM- 


STANCES AT THE TIME OF APPLICATION AND THE PURPOSE OF THE 


VISIT. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #177 


FRIDAY, OCTOBER 4, 1985, 12:52 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. I've got one 
brief announcement: 


Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead leaves this 
weekend to preside at a conference of Chiefs of U.S. Missions 
in South Asia, to be held October 10-11 in Kathmandu, Nepal. 
During his trip, Mr. Whitehead also will visit New Delhi and 
Dhaka for talks with government leaders in India and Bangladesh. 


4nd just one other thing, if I may: Available in the 
Press Office, limited copies of Foreign Re ns of th n 
States: 1951, Volume IV, Europe -- embargo date, October 7, 
1985, 6:00 P.M. Usual distribution, one copy per 
organization, and there will be a summary that will go along 
with each of the volumes. 


And that's what I have by way of brief announcements. 


Q Bernie, a couple of things in Lebanon: One, have 
you had any indications that the threat against Mr. Buckley 
might he carried out or has been carried out? 


Also, do you know anything about another American 
listed as missing, Steve Donahue? 


A Let me, if I may, deal with the first question 
first, Jim. Obviously we have seen the reports, the same 
reports, that you have, but we have no confirmation of these 
reports, and we are urgently seeking additional information. 
And I might add something that you've heard before from the 
lectern, that we are operating and we continue to operate on 
the assumption that all the hostages are alive. 


Now, in response to your second question, what I could 
say is the following: The Department was advised in early 
August by Mr. Donahue's wife -- we're talking here, Jim, about 
Steven John Donahue -- the Department was advised in early 
August by Mr. Donahue's wife that he was being held against his 
will in Lebanon. Since then, our Embassy in Beirut has been in 
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contact with a variety of organizations and individuals in 
trying to ascertain his whereabouts and his status. We still 
cannot confirm either, but our understanding is that this is 
not a political situation and is in no way comparable to that 
of the other American hostages. 


Mr. Donahue has been in frequent telephone contact 
with his wife in the United States. 


Q Can you offer any further explanation as to the 
distinction, or is the telephone contact your reason for making 
the distinction? 


A On that, Ralph, he does not appear to be a 
political hostage. There have been no demands made of the 
United States or any other government. And as noted before, we 
are trying to determine exactly why he is being held. 


Q Why does he say he is being held? 
a I beg your pardon. 


What does he tell his wife about why he is being 
held? 


Q Is he being held? 


a In connection with that, the Department does not 
have a Privacy Act waiver from Mr. Donahue or his wife, and we 
have not been at liberty to release any information from our 
records about his case. And under that heading, I find myself 
in a position where I can't take your question. 


Q You can't say who is holding him? 


a No. As I said at the outset, we could not 
confirm either his whereabouts or his status. At this time, we 
do not know who exactly is holding Mr. Donahue. Our Embassy is 
trying to find out who has him and to obtain his release. 


Q But you think he is being held? You think he is 
there against his will? 


a Well, what we're saying here -- yes. We said 
that at the outset, that the Department was advised by his wife 
that he was being held against his will in Lebanon. 

Q That's what his wife said? 


a That's where I'll stand on that one. 











Q What was he doing in Lebanon anyhow? 

a I don't have any information for you on that. 
Q Was he a USG employee? 

) We understand that he is a private citizen; and 


due to the restrictions of the Privacy Act, we cannot prowide 
any personal information about him. 





Q Since Mr. Buckley isn't a private citizen and is 
a 28. Government employee, can you provide any details about 
him 


a I have nothing for you on that. 


Q What about the reports that he is being held by a 
Rami family, a Christian Rightist group? 


a I sought to answer that question a few replies 
ago. 

Q What's his profession? 

a I don't have anything, for reasons I've just told 
you. 


Q Do you have anything on Mr. Gorbachev's speech of 
yesterday, or his press conference today? 


a We have sought every opportunity and demonstrated 
great flexibility in attempting to conclude equitable and 
verifiable agreements. We have tabled sound proposals in 
Geneva which could provide the basis for such agreements, which 
would reduce the levels of existing nuclear stockpiles, and do 
so in a manner which enhances stability and security for all 


concerned. 

Q What does that have to do with it? 

(Laughter) 

q Well, you've asked, if I understood you 
correctly, Bernie -- I took it that you were asking for some 
sort of a general response. 

Q Yes, but this is a statement that we're good guys. 


Yes, and did you have a follow-up question? 
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I just want to know -- I mean, he's given a long 
speech outlining a Soviet approach to arms control. 


a All right. 


Q He talks about the future political situation in 
the world; he's talked about the summit. Do you have anything 
you'd like to say? 


a Well, I do have some things, but had I known that 
you were going to start off in such an ambitious menu, I would 
have gotten down to business just a touch faster. 


Q We'll take everything you have on your menu today. 
(Laughter) 
A All right. Get your knives and forks ready! 


Let us take, for example, one question that I think 
you may have alluded to, about whether it is possible to reach 
a separate Soviet-U.S. accord on the reduction of medium-range 
nuclear missiles in Europe without a direct link with the 
problem of space and strategic armaments. 


It is still unclear what the Soviets may have in 
mind. What we really need is what the Soviets have to say in 
confidential negotiating channels. However, while recognizing 
that the subjects being covered in the nuclear and space talks 
are certainly interrelated, we have long held the view that 
progress in one area should not be held hostage to progress in 
another. 


If Mr. Gorbachev's remarks indicate that the Soviet 
Union is prepared to join us in this view, that would be a 
positive development. If they are going further and suggesting 
that they are ready for a separate agreement on long-range INF 
missiles, independent of agreements concerning the START and 
defense and space areas of the Geneva talks, we would welcome 
their tabling a specific proposal for such an agreement in the 
appropriate negotiating channels. 


On the other hand, given what we already know of the 
most recent Soviet counterproposal, we have questions. The 
Soviets have indicated that they want to include within the 
base line of their proposed 50 percent “reduction scheme" .-- 
that last phrase in quotation marks -- all systems which can 
reach the homeland of the other side. This approach, of 








course, would limit U.S. Long-Range INF systems that are 
deployed at the request of our NATO Allies in Europe in defense 
of NATO, while excluding under such limits Soviet systems like 
the SS-20 which threaten the Allies. 


Besides being an inequitable approach, this also 
causes us to question what kind of a separate agreement on 
Long-Range INF missiles the Soviets could have in mind. 


Q May we have a copy of that, please? 
a Yes, you can. 


Q On that point, Bernie, does the United States 
have a view as to whether separate negotiations on INF should 
be continued or not at Geneva? 


a I don't think I have a specific reply on that, so 
I'll pass that, but let -- 


Q Can you talk about his statement that they've 
withdrawn some SS-20s from Europe -- set a number of 241 or so? 


a 243, I think, was the number that was used. 
Q 243, excuse me. 


a I'm not sure it was in precisely that context, 
but I have a sense of what I think you are alluding to, and it 
is essentially dealing with the 243. 


Q Yes. 


a Mr. Gorbachev implies that some regional limit 
for highly mobile SS-20 missiles would somehow change the basic 
situation or improve the security in, as they term it, the 
"European zone." However, the global Soviet Union SS-20 force 
has grown to 441 SS-20 launchers, each with 3 warheads. The 
Soviet assertion that certain SS-20s have been removed from 
standby alert ignores their Asian building program and the 
overall increase in SS-20 launchers. 


Since the SS-20 is highly mobile, all elements of this 
force can be a threat to Europe; and it is for that reason that 
we have consistently sought reductions in the global limit of 
such missiles. 


We also seek a global elimination of Long-Range INF 
missiles because we do not think it is a stabilizing situation 
to export any immediate and direct threat from Europe to our 
Asian friends and Allies. 
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Q May we have a copy of that, please? 

A Yes, you can. 

Q On that point, he says in his press conference 
today, as I read him, that the SS-20s being removed from the 
area around Western Europe are going to be shown to the world 
as to their destruction, and so on, that they are not just 
simply being moved. 

Do you have a comment on that -- 

A I don't have any comment. 

Q -- or a response to that? 

4 No, I do not on that, Don. 


Q It seems to be the opposite of what President 
Reagan suggested yesterday. 


-- MORE -- 











Q Do you have a sense, when Gorbachev talks about 
taking these SS-20s and taking them off -—- what is that phrase, 
"standby alert"? -—- 


a Yes. 


Q -- that that is the same as dismantling the 
missile? ) 


a No. I don't know. I cannot give you anything 
specific on tnat beyond what I have said here. 


Q Does the United States believe that a substantial 
number -- I believe 27 --— have been moved from the western part 
of the Soviet Union in the past several months? 


a Don't have anything for you on that, Don. 


Q What about his proposal to negotiate directly 
with Britain and France about reductions in their nuclear 
systems? 


i) We're certainly interested in understanding what 
Mr. Gorbachev has in mind, but questions about British and 
French forces are not a matter for U.S.-Soviet negotiation. 


Q Bernie, can I ask more of a -- this is not a 
substantive question as much as a question of the form in which 
the Administration is doing this. 


Earlier today, maybe an hour or so ago, the chief U.S. 
arms adviser was standing at the same podium and was asked, was 
given an opportunity to make the same statements you just 
made. Can you explain -- I mean, is there something about the 
level at which these statements are being made that I'm 
missing? Why would Ambassador Nitze not respond to those 
questions from the same podium but the Department is choosing 
to do so through the Spokesman instead? Can you offer any help 
on that score? 


a No, but I'll choose not to take that question 
personally. (Laughter. ) 


Barbara? 


Q Could I just ask you a question? It's still a 
bit unclear if the United States considers this proposal that 
we've seen in some detail here, some detail in Geneva and 
outlined broadly by the Russians in Paris, as a tough opening 

















position -- but a serious propcsal, nonetheless -- or if in tne 
bottom line, we see that this is lopsided and full of old ideas 
and so unworkable as to preclude serious negotiation on it? 


A I'm not sure I followed your question, but -- ; 
Q In our view, is this a serious proposal from the 

Russians or do we feel that this is just thinly veiled 

propaganda? 


a I'm not going to get involved in any 
characterization. 


Q Do you have a characterization of the speech in 
general at all, .Bernie? 


a No, I do not. 
Q You do not. 


Q The United States has been calling consistently 
for a Soviet proposal for deep reductions. Now Mr. Gorbachev 
has proposed a plan which he says calls for 50 percent 
reductions, which would seem to be deep. What is the U.S. 
reaction to his announcement that his plan calls for a 
reduction of 50 percent in strategic nuclear devices and 
nuclear charges? 


a I think to the degree that I have replies here, I 
have given you -- shared some some of them in some of these 
statements that I have shared with you. 


Do you have anything more on the Gorbachev 
statements that you can tell us? 


A Well, let's see what there is. 


I think I may have, in the course of possibly a reply 
to Bernie's earlier question, dealt with whether the Soviet 
move to withdraw missiles from standby alert is a positive 
step; and to that the response is that the Soviet assertion 
that certain SS-20s have been removed from standby alert 
ignores their Asian building program and the increase in 
overall SS-20 launchers. 


I think there was an allusion I may have made before 
to the fact that since the SS-20 is highly mobile all elements 
of this force can be a threat to Europe, and it is for that 
reason that we have consistently sought reductions in the 
global limit of such missiles. 





And I think I was asked before about estimates of 
numbers -—— I think from somebody here. As I noted, I did not 
have anything specific on that other than to note what I 
already have about the high mobility of the SS-20 missile and 
that we do not think that talking about the number in the 
European zone is meaningful at all. 


Q How about their proposal with regard to strategic 
arms, their overall proposal? You're addressing the question 
of moving the -- 


“ Yes. 


Q -- INF missiles, but would you address the 
question of their overall proposal which was also announced by 
him yesterday? 


a I don't have anything beyond what I've shared 
with you, aside from one or two other items that do not deal 
with that. 


Q Do you fird it interesting that in his proposal 
he does not call for a ban on research into the SDI. 


a I think the position of the Administration is 
clear. But beyond that, by way of any specific response to 
what was said in Paris, I have nothing for you. 


Q Do you find anything new or interesting about 
what he said about verification? 


i) Don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you give more specifics on when the Secretary 
might or might not go to Brussels to -- 


a I don't have anything by way of being able to 
share any sort of date at this point. 


Q Has he invited the -- no, never mind. 

a No. 

Q Sorry. 

a But we are engaging in an intensive program of 
Allied consultations -- bilaterally, multilaterally -- in 
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preparation for the President's meeting with the General 
Secretary. We intend to use for this purpose such 
opportunities as this month's meeting of the NATO High Level 
group, Secretary Shultz's participation in the meeting of the 
North Atlantic Council, NATO's Special Consultative Group, and 
the Ministerial meeting of NATO's Nuclear Planning Group. 


And, as I noted a moment or so ago, no date has been 
set for the Secretary's trip to Brussels to participate in the 
meeting of the NAC, the North Atlantic Council. 


Q Bernie, can we go back to Mr. Buckley for just a 
minute? 

A Yes. 

Q The message that was passed to news agencies in 


Beirut said that he was to be executed in retaliation for the 
U.S. involvement in the Israeli raid on Tunis. Do you have any 
response to that kind of connection? 


A We have said repeatedly that these hostages -- 
the American hostages being held-- should be released, that 
there's no justification for holding them, and we hope that 
release in fact becomes a reality. 


Q What about the question? 
A That's what I've said on that. 


Q No, no, no. I mean, are you backing away from 
your denial of the past couple of days? 


A No. Anything that has been said by Chuck while 
I've been away still is operative, obviously. 


Q Bernie, a senior U.S. Government official 
established the fact yesterday that the Israeli use of F-15 
U.S.-made planes in the raid against Tunisia was an act of 
self-defense. Therefore, he implied that no investigation or 
question will be asked further from the Israelis about their 
violation of the foreign arms sale act. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A No. I'll just let the statement speak for 
itself, and I have nothing to add to it. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything to tell us on the 
meeting of Ambassador Bar-On with -- 
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() I beg your pardon. Ambassador -—- 

Q Israeli Ambassador Bar-On -- 

a Yes. 

Q -—— with Armacost? Is he carrying any messages -—- 


a No. I don't have anything, and I have a feeling 


that that would come under the heading of diplomatic 


conversations and that I could get nothing anyway. 


Q Does the situation with Mr. Buckley in any way 
change the level of concern over the other hostages or the 
activities that you're undertaking to really get the release of 
the other hostages? 


a I think that the level of concern is always 
there; and it is always urgent, obviously. 


Q Like when Mr. Weir was released, there was a 
statement made by the White House that at the time there was a 
feeling that this might suggest a hopeful sign as to the 
release of the others. I'm wondering whether you consider this 
to be a situation that reflects a further or more grave 
situation for the others. 


A Nothing for you on that. 


Q Bernie, are we having any contacts with the 
Soviets over our common hostage problem in Lebanon? 


a I think there was a reference that Chuck may have 
had to that the other day. 


MR. REDMAN: Nothing beyond that. 

A And there's nothing beyond that. 

MR. REDMAN: There have been some contacts. 

A There have been some contacts. 

Q Bernie, does the Buckley note in the paper or 
anything about this current situation lead you to change your 


assessment, if any, of who is holding the hostages, whether 
they're being held together, or any of those sorts of things? 


LAL 
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A Don't have anything on that, Ralph. ie 


Q Bernie, do you have any stand -—- the United : 
States Government -- on that Syrian attack against Tripoli and . 
killing civilians and all this? Do you have any stand on that? 


A The United States has deplored the loss of life 
in Lebanon and would obviously welcome any reconciliation among 
the communities that results in an abatement of the violence. 


Q Bernie, do you mean Tripoli when you say that? 


A Yes. In connection to the reports of the 
cease-fire. That's what you were talking about, is that 
correct? 

Q Yes. 

Q Bernie -- 

A Yes. 


-— there is a statement in here that the possible 
killing of Mr. Buckley would have been in revenge for the blood 
of the martyrs. Looking in retrospect, could it be -- 


A I'm sorry, I lost you. 


Q Looking back, could our statement on the Israeli 
raid on Tunisia have been a mistake insofar as endangering the 
lives of the hostages? 


A No, I don't -- I'm not going to accept the 
premise, and I'm not going to speculate on that question. 


Barbara? 


Q Could I just go back quickly to this U.S.-Soviet 
stuff? 


In the consultations that have gone on with the 
Allies, has there been any indication from the Dutch Government 
that they were prepared to delay consideration on November 1 of 
whether or not to accept U.S. missiles, in light of the 
statements? 


A I don't have anything I can share with you in 
specific terms, but we are fully confident that the Dutch will 
fulfill their commitment as our other Allies are doing. 
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id Q Bernie? 
° A Yes. 


Q At the present time, with the state of affairs in 
the Middle East, what are the actions that are to be taken by 
King Hussein in order to enter direct peace talks with Israel, 
in light of his statements and in light of Mr. Peres' 
statements replying to his statements? 


A I cannot set forth what you're asking for, a 
specific series of steps that might be taken. 


I will make a general observation that King Hussein 
has taken bold steps toward peace. 


We believe that both the King's and Prime Minister 
Peres' interests in peace are genuine. We will continue to 
work with them and other regional leaders in our continuing 
effort to achieve our overall objective of a just and lasting 
peace in the Middle East. 


Q How are you going to work with him? Through a 
joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation -- or has this been 
forgotten completely, rubbed out? 

No, it has not. 


a 
Q It has not? 
A 


No. 
Q Anything on Peres' comments that he is now ready 
to consider peace talks with Jordan under international 
auspices? 


A I don't have anything on that. 
Q Thank you. 


a You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have one statement, to begin with -- a rather long one. 


Q Will there be a copy available? 
A Yes, there will be. 
Q (Inaudible) 


A Please listen, (Laughter) even if you're not 
writing. 


In accordance with the instructions of the President, 
on October 7, the Secretary of State deposited with the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations formal notice of 
termination of the United States declaration, deposited on 
August 26, 1946, accepting the optional compulsory jurisdiction 
of the International Court of Justice. This action will become 
effective six months after the deposit of that notice. 


This decision is fully compatible with the Statute of 
the ICJ, which leaves it to the discretion of each state to 
determine its relationship with the World Court. That Statute 
also explicitly refers to the right to condition acceptance of 
the Court's compulsory jurisdiction on the principle of 
reciprocity. 


When President Truman signed the U.S. declaration 
accepting the World Court's optional compulsory jurisdiction on 
August 14, 1946, this country expected that other states would 
soon act similarly. The essential underpinning of the U.N. 
system, of which the World Court is a part, is the principle of 
universality. Unfortunately, few other states have followed 
our example. Fewer than one-third of the world's states have 
accepted the Court's compulsory jurisdiction, and the Soviet 
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Union and its allies have never been among them. Nor, in our 
judgment, has Nicaragua. Of the five Permanent Members of the 
U.N. Security Council, only the U.S. and the United Kingdom 
have submitted to the Court's compulsory jurisdiction. 


Our experience with compulsory jurisdiction has been 
deeply disappointing. We have never been able to use our 
acceptance of compulsory jurisdiction to bring other states 
before the Court, but have ourselves been sued three times. In 
1946, we accepted the risks of our submitting to the Court's 
compulsory jurisdiction because we believed that the respect 
owed to the Court by other states and the Court's own 
appreciation of the need to adhere scrupulously to its proper 
judicial role, would prevent the Court's process from being 
abused for political ends. Those assumptions have now been 
proved wrong. As a result, the President has concluded that 
continuation of our acceptance of the Court's compulsory 
jurisdiction would be contrary to our commitment to the 
principle of the equal application of the law and would 
endanger our vital national interests. 


un January 18 of this year, we announced that the 
United States would no longer participate in the proceedings 
instituted against it by Nicaragua in the International Court 
of Justice. Neither the rule of law nor the search for peace 
in Central America would have been served by further United 
States participation. The objectives of the ICJ to which we 
subscribe -- the peaceful adjudication of international 
disputes -- were being subverted by the effort of Nicaragua and 
its Cuban and Soviet sponsors to use the Court as a political 
weapon. Indeed, the Court itself has never seen fit to accept 
jurisdiction over any other political conflict involving 
ongoing hostilities. 


This action does not signify any diminution of our 
traditional commitment to international law and to the 
International Court of Justice in performing its proper 
functions. U.S. acceptance of the World Court's jurisdiction 
under Article 36(1) of its Statute remains strong. We are 
committed to the proposition that the jurisdiction of the Court 
comprises all cases which the parties refer to it and all 
matters that are appropriate for the Court to handle pursuant 
to the United Nations Charter or treaties and conventions in 
force. We will continue to make use of the Court to resolve 
disputes whenever appropriate, and will encourage others to do 
likewise. Indeed, as we have announced today, we have reached 
agreement in principle with Italy to take a longstanding 
dispute to the Court. 





And you will find copies of this announcement in the 
Press Office. 


Q A couple of questions of clarification. 


a Let me finish by saying that you will have an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing in this room at 3:30 today, on the 
President's decision on the ICJ. The briefer will be Abraham 
D. Sofaer, Legal Adviser of the Department of State. 


Q O.K., but pending that briefing, if you can help 
us with a couple of points of clarification: There is no 
distinction in the statement between political and other cases, 
so that I understand this decision applies across-the-board -- 
commercial, political, legal disputes. You're not carving out 
an exception for political cases, as one newspaper reported 
today, is that correct? 


a I would, of course, refer you to Judge Sofaer as 
the ultimate source on this, but all I can say is that as I 
finished up here, that we will continue to make use of the 
Court to resolve disputes whenever appropriate, and they are 
announcing today an agreement in principle with Italy to take a 
longstanding dispute to the Court. 


Q The other question, also perhaps a fine point -- 
that goes to accepting the authority of the Court. Does this 
mean the U.S. will not participate in certain cases, or will 
participate in the case but will not consider itself bound ty 
the Court's ruling if the other party similarly is not bound? 
In othe’ words, do you go to the case, or do you just not 
answer to a charge brought by another country, which doesn't 
accept compulsory jurisdiction? 


A I'll give you one answer I do have. 
Q O.K. 


A We still support, as a matter of principle, the 
peaceful settlement of disputes. We also support recourse to 
the ICJ in appropriate cases. But we do not believe that all 
disputes are appropriate for judicial resolution. The Central 
American dispute, for example, is one that is not. 


One could compare the situation to cases involving the 
political question, doctrine, in our courts. When we argue 
that our courts should not rule on a case because it presents a 
political question, that certainly does not imply that we are 
opposed to judicial determinations in appropriate cases. 
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One should not equate acceptance of compulsory 
jurisdiction with adherence to the rule of law. Are other 
countries, such as the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy or 
Spain, less committed to the rule of law because they don't 
accept the Court's compulsory jurisdiction? 


Q Could you tell us a little bit -- What is the 
Italian case, just a little bit about it so we can -- 


a Could I -- 


-- MORE -- 











Q Well, is it a border dispute? Is it a -- no, it 
can't be a border dispute. (Laughter) Is it a maritime 
dispute, or a -- 


a Very briefly, it involved a claim between 
Raytheon Company and Machlett Laboratories against the 
Government of Italy regarding their wholly-owned susidiary, 
Raytheon ELSI -- right. (Laughter) Without getting into 
detail at this point -- is that enough? 


Q Yes. 
a Okay. 


Q You said in there that something -- I didn't -- 
could you go back and clarify this statement about "The Court 
has not, in the past, accepted jurisdiction over a case 
involving on-going hostilities," or something? Could you 
clarify just what is meant by this, and what case you're 
referring to at the present about “on-going hostilities?" Does 
this mean Central America in some way, or what? 


a Well, when you read the statement, you'll see 
that it is in the same paragraph in which I talked about 
Central America. 


Q Well, where is the “on-going hostilities” exactly 
that you're referring to? I mean, who is involved in these 
on-going hostilities? 


a Let me refer those questions to Judge Sofaer. I 
can get stats, but they're just perfectly that, they're stats 


Q I mean, you read the statement. It seems to me 
you should be able to say what the statement means. All I'm 
asking you is who are the parties involved in on-going 
hostilities? 


) I'll refer you to Judge Sofaer. 

Q Chuck, can you explain the timing of this -- 

Q It sounds to me what you said in the statement is 
that you will continue to take part in World Court cases but 
only when the two parties agree beforehand that the dispute 
should be submitted to the World Court. Is that accurate? 


i.) Let me read my various answers and see if they're 
any that fit. (Laughter) 
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Q I mean, you cited the Italian case as an 
example. It sounds to me like you've decided not to accept 
compulsory jurisdiction unless -- and it wouldn't be compulsory 
then. You're agreeing to voluntary jurisdiction when both 
parties submitting the dispute agree on that? 


a Let me add what I can, which is that -—- a 
somewhat different form of what I've already given you, which 
is that we continue to support the Court as a means for a 
peaceful settlement of the kinds of disputes it was intended to 
handle, such as the recent Gulf of Maine case between the U.S. 
and Canada submitted by agreement and decided by a 5-member 
Chamber of the Court, and the recent agreement in principle to 
submit a long-standing expropriation dispute with Italy to such 
a Chamber. 


We will use the Court whenever appropriate on issues 
properly before it. 


Q Chuck, can you explain the timing of this 
decision? Is this a direct result of the Nicaraguan affair? 


A No, I can't. I can, if you're interested in the 
Nicaragua case -- 


Q Sure. 


a -~- our decision does not address the case before 
the Court and has no legal effect on that case. It is the 
Court's responsibility to not let it influence their decision. 


As we said in January, the Court lacks jurisdiction 
and competence over the case. Although we did not participate 
in the proceedings on the merits before the Court, we do not 
believe that Nicaragua has established its case before the 
Court. 


Q One more question. Does the presence of an 
American judge on the panel, on the Court, depend on U.S. 
acceptance of the Court's jurisdiction to blanket acceptance? 
In other words, from now on will an American judge no longer be 
part of the Court? 


a I don't have the definitive answer on that. 


Q Chuck, wouldn't this be a bad omen that the 
United States might behave the same way with other . 
international organizations if it sees that it is going to be 
held at fault in some cases or circumstances? Like other 








agencies of the United Nations that the United States has been 
threatening to withdraw from, if Israel possibly will be 
exgtlled or some other things which are not coming to the 
understanding of the United States? 


a I think it's our -—-— as my statements on at least 
three occasions now have made clear, we still support the Court 
as a means of peaceful settlement of the kinds of disputes it 
was intended to handle. We'll use it whenever appropriate on 
issues properly before it. That's the nature of the statement 
and the action we're taking. 


Q Do we continue our financial support of t.e Court? 

Q Mr. Redman, when you say you continue to support 

a On the question of “Do we continue financial 
support,” I don't know. I refer you to Judge Sofaer again. 

Q When you say you continue to support the Court -- 
use of the Court -- on the kinds of disputes that it was 
intended to handle, would you put Iran's seizure of the U.S. 
Embassy and the taking of Americans as hostages in that 
category? 


i) I can't speculate on that. I'll refer you to 
Judge Sofaer. 


Q Well, I mean -- 


a I'm in the fortunate case of being able to offer 
you -- 

Q I mean it's on record the United States -- 

a -- perhaps the United States Government's leading 
expert on this subject in about three hours. I can't often do 


that on other questions, and so I would -- 

Q I understand. But the United States did take 
that to the Court. Do we still stand by the fact that that was 
an appropriate action on our part? 


a I can't answer that. 


Q In other words, you don't know if our policy 
changed on it? 








Q You say you still subscribe to the objectives of 
the Court. 


Does the Department believe or worry thet this change 
could cause any long-term damage to the Court or to 
international law since so many countries look to what the 
United States does on these matters? 


A I don't believe I can help you beyond repeating 
various forms of what I've already given you. 


No, I'd leave it at that. 
Ralph? 


Q Just out of curiosity, to follow up on a 
colleague's question, this is the second major world 
organization, part of the U.N. which the U.S. during the Reagan 
Administration has decided to withdraw from, at least, 
partially in this case. 


Is there an on-going review in the Administration of 
any other organizations that we might expect decisions on in 
the next year or so to withdraw from? And, if so, is there a 
sort of broad policy involved here of withdrawing from these 
kinds of organizations? 


6 If there's any broad policy involved, it's simply 
looking at each of these cases on their merits and making 
decisions on their merits. And I think in both cases to which 
you're referring, that has been the case. I can't help you 
beyond that. 


Q Could you tell us how the State Department's 
advisory committee, or the Secretary of State's Advisory 
Committee on International Law, what they advised on this? 


& No, but I can invite you to ask Judge Sofaer. 


Q There is a collision course between the Kassebaum 
Amendment regarding the United Nations financing and the U.N. 
Charter. 


Can you tell us what steps the United States 
Government intends to make at the U.N. in order to accommodate 
this contradiction? 


a Well, I'll take a l:iok at that. We have had some 
material prepared in the past which I'm not sure has ever been 
used which may already be able to respond to your question, but 
I don't have it with me. 











Q Can I try on some other subject? -- fallout from 
the Israeli bombing of the PLO headquarters in Tunis. There 
was a story in the Post on Saturday from Tunis with a long 
os +p of what allegedly was going on at the AID Mission 
in Tunis. 


An unidentified Foreign Service Officer is quoted as 
saying “Many officials in the U.S. AID Mission, they were so 
dismayed by Reagan's statement Tuesday” -- parenthetically, 
that's the statement understanding or sympathetic to Israel's 
reprisal -- “that they want to quit or retire. 


I have a follow-up. But have people lined up in 
droves at the AID Mission in Tunis to quit because they're 
dismayed and shocked by the President's statement? 


“a I have no information that would in any way 
re-enforce you on that. 


Q Alright. It also talks about an event that 
either occurred or didn't occur. This isn't peoples 
intentions; it's something that allegedly happened. 


The official said “The AID Mission spent three and a 
half hours on the roof burning documents because ‘we didn't 
know what would happen.'" Presumably, they'd been overrun by 
angry mobs. 


Were documents burned for three and half hours or five 
minutes, or whatever? Was there a burning of State Department 
and AID documents on the roof of the U.S. Embassy in Tunis, for 
whatever reasons? 


a I can't go beyond what I've given you previously 
on measures that were taken in Tunis or elsewhere, which is 
simply that in such situations one takes appropriate measures. 
But beyond that, I have no comment on any specific -- 


Q Burning of the files would be appropriate or 
would be hysterical? 


6 I'm not going to characterize it one way or the 
other. 


Q In that same story, another ~~ or maybe the same 
official -- is quoted as saying that from the public evidence 
he deduced that the United States did have some advance 
indication or knowledge of the raid. Do you have any comment 
on that? 
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A The United States was not informed in advance. 
We were not aware of the attack until it was over, and the U.S. 
was not involved in any way. We simply had nothing to do with 
it. 


I hope I can ... I can make that clear. I don't think 
I can. 


Q Did the U.S. provide Israel with satellite photos 
of Tunis? 


A I can repeat what I simply said: We simply had 
nothing to do with it. 


Q Will Judge Sofaer, in addition to accepting 


questions on the World Court, accept questions on the legality 
of the U.N. vote on Friday? 


A That's not his intention to come down here, no. 
His intention is to answer questions concerning the ICJ. 


I might, for your purposes, recall, in fact, what did 
happen on Friday. The United States abstained, as you know, 
because, as Ambassador Walters had noted in his statement and 
explanation of the vote, the Resolution failed to give due note 
to the broad context of violence in the Middle East and 
assigned blame to only one party -- Israel. 


We could not vote for a resolution which 
disproportionately blames one side of a dispute and ignores the 
central issue which is terrorism. 


Moreover, we believe it is our collective 
responsibility to see that terrorism enjoys no sanctuary, and 
that those who practice it have no immunity from the responses 
their acts provoke. 


We thus find understandable Israel's response to the 
recent pattern of terrorists attacks on Israeli nationals. At 
the same time, we regret the loss of innocent life and extend 
our condolences to the government and the people of Tunisia. 


In addition, we concluded that a veto would not have 
advanced the peace process which is central to our policy in 
the Middle East, nor would it have accurately reflected our 
regret for the loss of innocent life and our concern for the 
government and people of Tunisia. 


Q Can you confirm that the Tunisian Government told 
us that if you will veto the resolution, that they will break 
diplomatic relations with you? 








ll 


a No, I have no comment on any diplomatic 
exchanges. But, of course, as with other countries involved, 
we were in close touch with the Government of Tunisia 
throughout this debate. 


Q Did the Secretary of State call Foreign Minister 
Shamir on Saturday night to explain all this to him? 


A Yes. The Secretary talked to him. 


Q And did he also say that there's a determination 
now made that there was no violation of U.S. law in the bombing? 


A On that particular question, I can't go beyond 
what has been said from this podium on Friday and by other 
Administration officials. I think the answer was as clear I 
could make it. 


Q There was some very angry initial reaction in 
Tunisia. Can you tell us if that action, or that reaction has 
been muted by the decision at the U.N. and various statements 
about -- even “anti” statements? 


A No, I can't. 

Q Because you don't comment on -- 

A I simply have nothing -- 

Q I mean, the Tunisians are more understanding -- 
fa -~- at my disposal -- 


Q Do they -- you know, do they appreciate the way 
you've toned down your view of the situation? Do you get any 
-- are they less angry? Are they going to stand with the 
United States and not break relations? 


A I think all I could say is that one of the 
principles which we considered in making our decision was that 
which I read to you, which has to do with our support for the 
sovereignty and territorial] integrity of Tunisia, and that our 
action in the United Nations was an accurate reflection, as I 
said, of our regret for the loss of innocent life and our 
concern for the government and people of Tunisia. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


Q Let me try something -- may I try one quick 
thing, and if you covered it last week -- 


i) Of my original points. Yes. 


Q If you covered this last week, skip it, but some 
of us didn't have the benefit of Mr. Shultz's interview with 2 ( S¢ 
i\é 
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The New York Times, so we haven't been able to ask on the 
record, the Secretary of State, whether the United States 
played a role in the shifting of the PLO headquarters to Tunis 
when they were bombed out of Lebanon or forced out of Lebanon. 


Did the U.S. facilitate the, you know, placement of 
PLO headquarters in Tunisia? Is that -- does the United States 
accept some responsibility for that? 





A Your rephrasing of what the Secretary -- 
Q Told The New York Times -- 
A -- told The New York Times, I can't comment on, 


because I'm not sure whether that is an absolutely accurate 
rephrasing. I would simply leave it with what the Secretary 
said. I can't do better than that. 


Q So you can say that you did -- the Secretary 
asked Tunis to accept the PLO in 1982, after their moving from 
Beirut. 


A I'm simply telling you what the Secretary said. 


Q No, no. I'm -— I want you to put it in -- you 
know, that this is what the condition was, because, you know, 
you don't want to -- you know, you say, as he said -- 


a What I'm telling you is I'm not going to 
elaborate on -- I can't take it further for you than what the 
Secretary of State himself has said concerning that question. 


Q On the other side, if you ask someone to be a 
host to someone for a temporary basis, will you accept 
responsibility for your asking that someone to take the host in 
his house or his country for awhile? Do you carry any 
responsibility -- do you hold yourself responsible or do you 
take any responsibility of having the PLO being situated in 
Tunis? 


A No. I really have no comment on that, other than 
what the Secretary said, which -- and I would refer to the 
record, which I'd look up for you, but I believe the 
Secretary's words were that we had been active in working with 
the Tunisian Government, as with other governments, at the time 
the PLO transfered out of Beirut. But that's a paraphrase, and 
I emphasize that. 


Q Based on what the Secretary said in his speech in 
New York the other night, and what Ambassador Walters said, and 
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other statements given both [N BACKGROUND and ON THE RECORD by © 
various officials, I'm left with confusion with one thing I 
hope you can clarify: Is it the opinion, or does the United 
States Government consider that terrorists of some sort were 
given sanctuary within Tunisia? 


And, if not, what was being referred to by the 
Secretary when he prefaced -- when he followed his remark about 
the Israeli bombing of the PLO headquarters with the statement 
that terrorism should be given no sanctuary. Just what's being 
referred to? 


A Well, frankly, I think if you heard the third 
point which I just made, which said, “We thus find 
understandable Israel's response to the recent pattern of 
terrorist attacks on Israeli nationals." 


Q In other words, you consider -- 

A I can't do any better than that. 

Q Does this -- but that --— the implication of what 
you're saying, and I'd like you to be more specific so I don't 
draw the wrong implication, is that you feel that terrorists 
were given sanctuary within Tunisia. Is this true or not? 

A I can only refer you to my words which you're 
going to see. They also said, “We believe it's our collective 
responsibility to see that terrorism enjoys no sanctuary, and 
that those who practice it have no immunity from the responses 
their acts provoke." 


Q But you're talking sort of like in the ether. 
Where are terrorist being given sanctuary in regard to these 
statements that are being made? 

A I can't help you any further on that. 


Q I mean, you don't know, or -— I mean, are -- what 
are these statements meant to apply to? 


A I believe the statements are perfectly clear. 


Q Do you have anything today on William Buckley's 
status or Peter Kilburn's status? 


A No. We have no new information. 


Q No new information. 


2653 
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Q So you're currently still operating on the 
assumption that he is -- that all of the -- that all six 
hostages are still alive? 


A That's correct. 


Q Have you been able to --- do you know whether the 
U.S. or any other authorities have been able to date the film 
of the photograph or cooperate with the newspaper at all to 
determine when that photograph was taken, or anything that 
would lend more recent information about Buckley's status? 


a No. I can't help you on that. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to your understanding of 
Israel's response to terrorism to protect its citizens? Does 
the United States Government have any understanding also for 
Palestinian citizens under Israeli occupation in the West Bank 
and Gaza who respond to Israeli violence and terrorism in the 
West Bank by all vigilante groups and by Kahane's people and 
others by more violence and terrorism? 


A As with questions that have been posed concerning 
other parts of the world, I have no comparisons to draw for you 
between this particular incident and any other hypothetical 
situations or situations that you might claim. 


Q It's -- 
A No. I have no comment. 


Q It's important that you look into this because, 
according to the information, about 16 or 12 Israelis were 
killed in the West Bank and Gaza, and the majority of the 
people were killed or wounded or, you know, hurt by Israeli -- 
Palestinian citizens under occupation as a result of the 
reaction to violence perpetrated against them from killing and, 
you know, attacking homes and taking property and all kinds of 
things. 


So would you make yourself clear on that matter, too, 
because violence breeds violence and, you know, you are giving 
the Israel -- sanctioning Israel's violence in Libya, or in 
Tunisia -- possibly Libya could be next -- that you are not 
giving yourself the situation, or making it clear about the 
violence in the West Bank. 
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a I'd just like to point out, I think when you say 
that we're “sanctioning violence," I think as you phrased it, 
that we have made clear from the very beginning that we deplore 
this entire cycle of violence and all the incidents that have 
been part of it. And that is as much a part of the principles 
on which we're operating as others. 


I'm sorry, but you have been deploring it on one 
side only. You have not been deploring the other side too, 
because if you say that violence breeds violence in your . 
statements and the cycle of violence, you are one-sided and you 
are only deploring the violence which comes from the Arab side, 
if there is any violence, and it looks like there was 
violence. But you are not saying anything about the Israeli 
violence in the West Bank and Gaza and other areas too. 


A I believe you'll find any number of occasions on 
which we have deplored the cycle of violence in many parts of 
the Middle East. 


Q Do you have any comment on the alacrity with 
which the Syrians were able to shut down the factional fighting 
in Tripoli compared -- where Soviet hostages were involved, 
seupered to the paralysis that seems to have seized them in 
Beirut? 


A No. I don't. As you know, the cease-fire that 
was arranged in Tripoli seemed to have been more effective up 
until now than the most recent cease-fire in Beirut. Of 
course, that cease-fire, I think, for a certain period of time 
was effective too. One can only hope that it holds. But I 
can't explain to you, no, why it should be more effective in 
one place than in another. 


Q Chuck, Tony Lewis in his column this morning in 
The New York Times says that the United States Government, 
while asking the South Africans to negotiate with the American 
-—- I mean, the African National Congress, ANC, refuses to talk 
to them itself. Is this correct? And, if so, why is it? 





A U.S. diplomats have indeed met with the ANC from 
time to time. It is our intention to continue this contact as 
and when both sides find it appropriate and useful. 


Q Is it true that when Tambo came here, as he says, 
no one would see him? 


A I don't have any specific information on specific 
members of the ANC. Only to reiterate, as I have said, that we 
do have contact with the ANC. 


LbY 
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Q And one other question, hanging over from 
yesterday: Can you explain whether, in the view of the U.S. 
Government, the ABM Treaty in some way authorizes testing and 
development of ABM's based on so-called “other physical 
principles"? And, if it does, where does it do so? 


A No. I have no comment on that. I think, as 
everyone realizes, that's a highly complicated legalistic 
question that's been addressed by other Administration people, 
and I believe will continue to be addressed. 


Q But could you take the question and see if you 
can get some answers? 


) I'll look into it. 


Q Do you have any comment -- anything on a Brussels 
trip by the Secretary as a result of the meetings today with 
Lord Carrington? Any date set for the trip? 


a My latest information is that no date has been 
set, but I'll have to look into that and confirm that that's 
still the case. 


Q Okay. And one more minor thing: Do you have any 
comment on an incident in the Sinai today, an Egyptian soldier 
apparently shooting some people there? 


a The shooting incident which occurred in the Sinai 
on Saturday was tragic and regrettable. We extend our sincere 
condolences to the families of all the victims. We understand 


that the person responsible has been arrested and will be dealt 
with according to Egyptian law. 


Q Question, please: Do you have any information on 
an explosion that took place today in Jerusalem? 


a No, I don't. 

Q Thank you. 

Q On Brussels, this trip would be pre-summit and 
would not be a substitute for the regular December NATO Foreign 
Ministers’ meeting in Brussels? 

A That's correct. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:51 p.m.) 











POSTED: October 7, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the October 7, 1985 noon press briefing 


IMPLEMENTATION OF KASSEBAUM AMENDMENT 





There is a collision course between the Kassebaun 
Amendment regarding the United Nations financing and the 
UN Charter. Can you tell us what steps the United 
States Government intends to make at the UN in order to 
accommodate this contradiction? 


WE ARE CONCERNED ABOUT THE BUILT-IN LACK OF FISCAL 
RESTRAINT INHERENT IN CURRENT UN AGENCY BUDGET 
PROCEDURES WHICH ALLOW THOSE WHO PAY PRACTICALLY NOTHING 
TO VOTE EQUALLY WITH THOSE WHO PAY THE MAJOR PORTION OF 
THE BUDGETS. 


THE ADMINISTRATION SEES THE KASSEBAUM AMENDMENT AS AN 
OPPORTUNITY TO ACHIEVE BUDGETARY REFORMS THAT WE AND 
OTHER MEMBER STATES HAVE BEEN SEEKING. WE CAN USE IT 
CONSTRUCTIVELY TO FOCUS ATTENTION ON SOME OF THE SERIOUS 
PROBLEMS IN THE OPERATION OF THE UN AND ITS AGENCIES. 


WHILE WE DO NOT RULE OUT THE NECESSITY FOR A CHARTER 
AMENDMENT TO ACHIEVE WEIGHTED VOTING, WE BELIEVE THERE 
MAY WELL BE OTHER MEASURES OR CHANGES IN UN AGENCY 
BUDGET PROCEDURES THAT COULD ACHIEVE THE INTENT OF THE 
LEGISLATION. 


WE ARE EXAMINING WITH OTHER DELEGATIONS POSSIBILITIES 
FOR BUDGETARY REFORM WHICH WOULD PROVIDE MORE 
PROPORTIONATE INFLUENCE FOR THE MAJOR DONORS IN UN 
AGENCY BUDGET DECISIONS. WE BELIEVE THIS IS A PROBLEM 
FOR ALL MEMBER STATES TO WORK ON TOGETHER. BUDGETARY 
REFORM TO MAKE THE UN AGENCIES MORE EFFECTIVE IS IN THE 
INTEREST OF ALL MEMBER STATES, NOT JUST OURS. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. I 
didn't realize I had shortened during the night. (Cranks up 
podium) Now that I'm taller again, we'll begin the briefing. 


Let me begin, if I may, with two announcements, and 
then we'll take up the subject with the highest priority, about 
the hijacked ship. 


First, Ambassador Paul Nitze is traveling to Europe 
for an exchange of views with the allies on the recent Soviet 
arms control counter-proposal. This continues the program of 
close contacts with our NATO allies in preparation for the 
President's meeting with Soviet leader Gorbachev in Geneva in 
November. 


Ambassador Nitze left today. He'll] return on Friday, 
October 11. In Brussels he will participate in a meeting of 
the North Atlantic Council, and during the trip he will also 
meet with the government leaders in Brussels, Bonn and Rome. 


My second -- 


Q Bernie, on that, does that now take the place of 
the meeting that Shultz offered? 


a No. It will not. 


Did you hear the question? (No response) Sorry. 
Okay. Everybody did. The answer is no. 


I'm pleased to announce that this morning in Tokyo, 
the United States, Japan and the Soviet Union exchanged notes 
which will bring into force a trilateral agreement for the 
enhancement of air safety in the Northern Pacific. 


-_—-s 


ACIS 








We reached agreement in principle on the terms of this 
agreement in July, 1985. This agreement provides for a new 
communications network between Anchorage, Tokyo and Khabarovsk 
Air Control Centers to coordinate action to assist civil 
aircraft in emergency situations. 


Important details concerning the implementation of 
this agreement still remain to be worked out. These will be 
the subject of discussions between the U.S., Japanese and 
Soviet technical experts to begin in Moscow this week. 


Now -- 
Q Bernie, on this? 
a Yeah. 


Where does that leave Aeroflot with its landing 
rights and offices, and so on? Does it change that status at 
all? 


a This agreement opens the door for discussions on 
all aspects of our civil aviation relationship, including a 
resumption of bilateral air service. 


Of course, any agreement that would permit Aeroflot to 
resume service would have to contain a balance of concessions 
for U.S. air carriers serving the Soviet Union. 


In addition, we would need to finalize procedures for 
implementing this agreement before we could agree to a 
resumption of bilateral air service. Our technical experts 
will be meeting in Moscow this week for the first round of 
discussions on implementation. 


Q Copy, please? 
a Yes. Of course. 


Q Have you got a time for the beginning of the 
civil air talks? 


i) Yes, I do, Bern. The talks -- October 15th, 
Washington. And any of this information, I think, we'll have 
available in the Press Office after the briefing. 








Now, to get to the ship. Let me give you what I have 
by way of -- to begin with, the information that I have here. 


Let me deal, if I may, in connection -- to begin with, 
as I say, about the American passengers still on board the 
hijacked passenger liner. 


Let me confirm that the vast majority, in fact, is 
safe in Cairo, and that as far as we know most of the 70 to 860 
Americans who boarded the ship in Genoa disembarked in 
Alexandria to join a bus tour of the Pyramids. 


Our Embassy is in contact with these passengers, and 
Consular Officers here in the Department are contacting their 
relatives. 


While there are few Americans remaining on the ship, 
for obvious reasons we cannot be absolutely certain as to the 
exact number, and the best estimate right now is that there are 
perhaps a dozen Americans on board the ship. 


Those who have relatives who boarded the vessel may 
call the State Department Task Force for any information that 
is available and is becoming available and as the information 
begins to accumulate. The telephone number is Area Code (202) 
653-7959. (202) 653-7959. 


Now, in the meantime we are in close contact with 
various governments. Nothing I can say, obviously, about the 
contents of any of these diplomatic exchanges. We deplore this 
terrorist attack and the cycle of violence that continues 

against innocent victims. 


Now, as to the position of the ship, I'm not in the 
position to be able to pinpoint the latitude and the longitude 
of the vessel, (It's in) international waters, Eastern 

Mediterranean. & 0d let me take any questions that I may have 
missed. 


Q Do you know who this -- who the hijackers are 
connected with? Are they connected with the PLO? 


a Well, the answer to that, Jim, is that -- we 
believe that it is a radical group. Insofar as relations with 
the PLO, that seems to be unclear, but it appears to be a 
splinter group of the PFLP General Command.* 


Q Have you -—- has the United States seen any 
demands that they have made of the U.S. Government? 


*Remark was subsequently clarified to refer to PLF. 
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A I don't have any information on that. 


Q Can you confirm a Reuters story that says that 
the ship actually is nearing the -- what's the name of the port 
in Syria? 


Q Tartus. 


Q -- Tartus, and that the U.S. and Italian 
Ambassadors are enroute there to begin discussions with the 
hijackers? Have -- has the U.S. authorized our Ambassador in 
Syria to talk to the hijackers? 


a I have nothing that I can share with you on that, 
Bern. We are in close contact with various governments, as I 
indicated before: Italy, Egypt. Also in contact with Israeli 
and Syrian Governments, Britain, Lebanon, and others. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Do you have anything on the report that two 
Americans already have been killed by the hijackers? 


a No independent --— we've seen those same reports, 
but we have no independent confirmation of those reports. 


Q Bernie, you seemed to say a minute ago that in 
effect you're in contact with governments only, is that 
correct? That means you are not in contact with, or you 
haven't authorized any contact with the hijackers? 


i I have nothing on that. I did, in fact, as you 


suggest, list governments, and I have no information about any 
U.S. contact with hijackers. 


Q Bernie, do you know what government is taking the 
lead in trying to resolve this problem? Is it the United 
States or another government? 


és Can't help you on that. 

Q Bernie, how close is it to the Syrian coast? 

a I gave you a rather generalized, geographic fix 
on where the ship might be, so there's nothing I can do to help 
you the second time around as well. 


M Do you have now any idea -- 


Q Are you saying the ship has stopped moving any 
longer, that it -- 


ta I'm not saying that at all. I'm saying that I 
cannot give you -- I'm not in a position to give you a hard fix 
on latitude and longitude other than to give you a general 


geographic area where the ship is, and have to let it go at 
that. 


Q Bernie, do you have any idea now from where, how 
they got into the ship -- from Italy or Egypt? 


°) No. No, I don't have that plan at all. 


Q Bernie, do you have any change of position 
regarding negotiating with them? 


A No. 


Q What is your position? 
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Q Would you restate what your position is? 


A Our position is well known; I think you're all 
familiar with it, and I'm going to let it go at that. 


Q Anything on the death -- 
A I beg your pardon. 


Q Anything on the supposed death of one of the 
hijacked passengers? 


A No. I was asked that question, in fact, times 
two, but my reply to that is that we have no independent 
confirmation of those reports. 


Q Bernie, can I just narrow it down a little bit, 
because there have been different versions of what our policy 
is. As I recall, during the TWA crisis, the policy was, we 
would not give in to terrorist demands, but we will talk to 
them. Is that the policy? 


A Well, I'm going to answer you this way, Bern, 
that the U.S. policy that has been reiterated from here more 
than once has not changed, and I think it has been made clear 
and I'll just have to let it go at that. 


Q Could you iterate it again, please? 


A Just a moment. No. I have said what I'm going 
to say on that. I think you're all familiar with it. You are 
welcome to look it up, and we'll help you look it up, if you 
want it. 


Q Do we have a position on whether or not the ship 
should be prevented from landing at any port -- it should be 


kept at sea rather than a chance for the passengers to be taken 
of f? 


A No. I'm not going to get involved in that 
question now. 


Ralph? 


Q Any requests for action or diplomatic activity 
from Italy regarding this ship? 


A I have nothing that I could share with you that 
falls under the heading of “diplomatic exchanges," so I will 
have to pass on that, Ralph. 








Q Have you received any requests for military 
activity? 


A Pass on that as well. 


Q Bernie, do you take into consideration that the 
PLO condemned the hijacking of the ship in an unequivocal way, 
and do you take this into consideration in light of the fact 
that they did condemned also the killing of the Israelis in 
Larnaca, Cyprus, and nobody paid attention to them? 


A I don't know what you mean by “take it into 
consideration." I'm sure it will be read here. 


Q Could you tell us if Secretary Shultz has been in 
touch today on this subject? 


A Well, I cannot give you any itemized list on 
that. He was in the building ahead of his usual time, 
somewhere in the neighborhood, I would think, of about 6:30, 
and proceeded to the Task Force room on the seventh floor, 
spent a short time there, and has devoted a good deal of 
attention to this subject, as you might imagine. 


Q What about special meetings today? Can you tell 
us anything about that. 


2) I don't have anything on that now. 
-~- MORE -- 





Q Bernie, is it correct that the Palestinian group 
that's claimed this action is based in Damascus? 


A Don't have any info on that. 


Q Do you have any view of Syrian influence or 
control over this event? 


A No. 


Q Bernie, do you know who is heading up the Task 
Force? 


A I'll get those names for you. There are a couple 
of people up there. We'll provide them shortly. 


Q Can we get back to the question -- 
A Just a second, Ralph. 


Q Can we get back to the question of the 
Ambassador? Is it your understanding that the U.S. Ambassador 
to Damascus remains in Damascus? 


A It is my understanding that I have nothing on 
that, so which is not the clearest answer I can give you. 


Q You can't say whether the Ambassador is at his 
post? 


fs No, I cannot say that. 
Q Can you take the question? 
A Yes, I can; absolutely. 


Q Do you know anything else about this splinter 
group besides what you've given us? 


a No, no. That's about what I have here to share 
with you. 


Q Bernie, getting back to the policy question, and 
this may be answered by your previous question, but I just need 
to know if it is. The last time, during the TWA thing, you not 
only expressed the U.S. policy on talking with terrorists and 
so on but you also said you would not encourage others to give 
in to terrorists' demands or to negotiate with terrorists. 


Is that included in your general statement of 
“everything stays the same?" 











A That's right. 


Q You're not encouraging the Italians to negotiate 
or to give in? 


A I think, as I told you, perhaps twice, in the 
last few minutes, U.S. policy has not changed. 


Q Is there any indication that this group might 
have any ties to other than Syria, such as Libya? There was 
some reference to it yesterday. 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Bernie, on another subject. Do you have any -- 
can you explain the impact of the order announced by the White 
House today restricting Cuban entry into the United States? 


a I beg your pardon? No, I can't. I don't have 
anything on that. Sorry. 

Q On the other hostage issue, Bernie, do you have 
anything more today on -- any update on Buckley? 


A Nothing beyond, I think, what Chuck shared with 
you yesterday. 


Q And any of the other hostages? 
A No. 


Q Bernie, there were reports that the Soviet Union 
is providing arms, supplies and spare parts to Iran to try to 
gain favor with the Ayatollah because of apparently the 
increased Muslims in the Soviet Union who may be a potential 
threat to the regime there. 


Do you have any comment or any confirmation of these 
reports at all? 


A Neither. 


Q Bernie, can you say anything about the Sixth 
Fleet, or is it going to be referred to the Pentagon? 


A How nice of you to take my answer from me. 


(Laughter) 


1UGb 
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Did the State Department receive a request from 
the United Nations General Assembly, or the Secretary General, 
to offer and provide the facilitation and security for Yasser 
Arafat who will be attending the General Assembly the 24th of 
this month? 


A I have nothing on it. 
Q Can you look into this? 


A Let's see what's possible, but I'm not going to 
promise you an absolute reply because I'm not sure what will be 
forthcoming. 


Q Bernie, do you have any number on the hijackers 
on this ship? 


A No, 1 do not. 


Q Does this incident cause any changes in the 
Secretary's schedule with regard to the Minister of Singapore? 


A I'm sure -—- 


Q Will the dinner go ahead as scheduled, and so 
forth? 


fa At this point, I know of no cancellation. But 
I'm sure, as I indicated before, that there is a great deal of 
focus and energy going into this very issue and subject. 


Q I've got to take another stab. Do you have 
anything by way of explanation of what President Reagan meant 
when he called the incident "ridiculous?" 


A I think the President has made his point of view 
very clear, and I have nothing to add to it. 


Q Can you characterize the feeling, or the amount 
of work -- people here on this incident compared to the TWA 
847? More people, more hours, more interest, less? 


A I really don't have any information. I don't 
know of anybody who's put a stop-watch on this story except 
that there is a group of people who have been there, working in 
the Task Force who are keeping and cataloguing the information, 
and carrying out some of these specifics that I talked to you 
about, about communications, and so forth. 
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Q What happens to those who are safe on the ground 
and -- 


A I beg your pardon? 


Q What happens to those that you mentioned that are 
safe on the ground now? Is the U.S. taking any steps to bring 
them back, or do anything for them; anything of that sort? 


A Well, I mean -- you mean those who are in -- 


Q Those who are in Cairo. Is anything being done 
about them at this point? 


& Obviously, the Embassy will help make any 
arrangements that it can to facilitate the decisions of any 
Americans who may decide to stay on for a while or proceed 
home. But, obviously, these are private American citizens and 
the calls they make about what they plan to do with their 
itineraries is their own. 


Q Bernie, do you know whether Yasser Arafat is in 
Cairo? 


a I have no information on that. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:55 p.m.) 
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Posted: October 8, 1985 

TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the October 8, 1985 noon press briefing 
Can you tell us who is heading up the (Italian liner 
hijacking) Task Force? 
THE TASK FORCE COORDINATING UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
RESPONSE TO THE ITALIAN LINER HIJACKING IS A JOINT OPERATION 
OF THE BUREAU OF NEAR EAST AND SOUTH ASIAN AFFAIRS, UNDER 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY RICHARD W. MURPHY, AND THE OFFICE OF 
COUNTER-TERRORISM AND EMERGENCY PLANNING, UNDER DIRECTOR 


ROBERT B. OAKLEY. 





Posted: October 8, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the October 8, 1985 noon press briefing 


UNGA: PROTECTION OF YASSIR ARAFAT 





Q: Did the State Department receive a request from the United 
Nations General Assembly, or the Secretary General, to offer . 
and provide the facilitation and security for Yassir Arafat 
who will be attending the General Assembly the 24th of this 


month? 
A: THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE HAS NOT RECEIVED ANY REQUEST FOR 


SECURITY OR FACILITATION FOR YASSIR ARAFAT FROM THE UNITED 


NATIONS. 
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DLPARTMEN!] OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #180 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1985, 1:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several announcements. 


First, Secretary Shultz will be appearing before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee tomorrow morning, October 
10, at 9:30 in open session regarding Jordan arms sales. 
Because of the Secretary's appearance, there will be no daily 
press briefing tomorrow. 


Secondly, the Secretary has invited leaders of 
non-governmental organizations to a day-long conference on 
major U.S. foreign policy issues. The meeting will] be held on 
Thursday, October 10, in the Loy Henderson Conference Room. 
There will be a copy of the proposed program posted in the 
Press Office. Approximately 400 representatives of 
non-governmental organizations are expected to attend. Foreign 
policy issues of special interest to the private sector will be 
discussed at the conference. 


The conference ground rule is ON-THE-RECORD for all 
speakers. The Secretary will speak from 5:30 to 6:00 p.m. 
Media representatives accredited to the Department and the 
White House will be admitted. 


This conference is one of a series of conferences 
organized by the Bureau of Public Affairs for major leadership 
groups to broaden public understanding of U.S. foreign policy 
issues. 


And now moving onto the hijacking, 1 have some very 
brief remarks in the way of information to share with you. 


The Government of Egypt says that the hijacking 
situation is over. The Government of Egypt has also stated 
that the passengers are all safe. We have no independent 
information, however, on the condition of the hostages. 
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Our position on hostage-taking is clear: We believe 
those responsible should be prosecuted to the maximum extent 
possible. Beyond that, I could only tell you that the Achille 
Lauro is still some distance from Port Said. It should be 
arriving perhaps in an hour or so, and it is under the command 
of its captain. Again, information which we have from Egyptian 
authorities. 


Questions? 
Q Do you have any idea of who the hijackers were? 


A No, I have nothing further to share with you 
other than what you've been given before. 


Q Who were the negotiations conducted through? 


6 The decision -- the details were arranged 
strictly by the Egyptian Government. The decision on resolving 
this crisis was an independent Egyptian decision. 1 guess 
that's the answer. 


Q And did the PLO, as some say, play a part? 


A I have no information on what role other people 
may have played. 


Q Did the Egyptians say that, as far as this, 
they've agreed to let the hijackers go to some other country? 


A We do not know the details of the arrangements 
which the Government of Egypt may have made to end the 
hijacking. As 1 said, it was an independent Egyptian 
decision. In any case, we've made it clear to all concerned 
that we will do everything possible to see that those 
responsible are brought to justice. 


Q Did the U.S. play -~ can you tell us anything 
about what role the United States has played over the last 48 
hours in this episode? 


ia You're aware, of course, of previous statements 
concerning the coordination that's been on-going with a number 
of governments. 


At this point, the story, as I think 1 made clear now, 
is still breaking, in fact. We don't know all the facts. We 
haven't even seen the passengers yet. As a consequence, | 
prefer not to attempt further comment at this point but we 
expect to have more for you later. 








Q (Inaudible) today, later? 
io Yes, hopefully. 


Q What do you mean by “we'll do all we can to bring 
those people to justice?" Are we going to swear warrants in 
absentia and go after them once they're someplace else, if 
that's the deal? 


a No, I'm not in the position to speculate any 
further on what we might do. 


Q Can we understand that you're asking -- 


Q I'm not sure I -- you have the responsibility to 
explain what you meant by that. You've been going out of your 
way to say this is an independent Egyptian decision; the 
Egyptians did this; the Egyptians did that. We don't know 
anything about the details. And all of a sudden the U.S. is 
going to do everything within its power to see that these 
people are brought to justice. 


How does the U.S. become involved in that ai all if 
you're saying it's an all-Eagyptian show? 


b I stand by what 1 said about this being an 
all-Egyptian show. I think you've correctly highlighted that 
point. 


It's also our own policy, concerning acts of 
terrorism, that we'll do what is necessary to see that those 
responsible will be brought to justice. The two are not 
contradictory. 


Q Was our Ambassador spending the morning in the 
Foreign Ministry while the negotiations, or the discussions 
were going on with the Ambassadors of the other interested 


countries? 
a I don't know where Ambassador Veliotes was. 
Q Chuck, you said you have no information about PLO 


involvement in any negotiation. Can you confirm or deny the 
report that a PLO delegation went on the ship or not? 


a I have no information. 


Q Chuck, can you explain, as a general policy, what 
is the U.S. attitude towards one country that releases 
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terrorists in a negotiation that involves releasing hostages? 
What is our general policy towards a country that does that, as 
this would seem to be the case? 


6 You're asking me to make a hypothetical judgmen: 
and the facts related to this particular case -- 


Q No, l'm asking you as a policy? 


i -- and I'm not prepared to do that. As we've 
said before, U.S. policy concerning terrorism is well known, 
and that hasn't changed. 


Q Chuck, on that same point, on the TWA hijacking, 
the United States Government criticized the Greek Government 
for engaging in negotiations that sprung some Greek passengers. 


Here we have the Egyptian Government springing the 
hijackers, it looks like. What's the difference -- 


bs I can only draw your attention to what, I think, 
some of you have overlooked which is, as l've said, we do not 
know the details of the arrangements that ‘he Government of 
Egypt may have made to end the hijackine. and 1 believe that 
makes then, perhaps more clear, why I'm refusing to go into any 
speculation on hypothetical cases. 


Q Chuck, the Egyptian Foreign Minister is quoted as 
saying that the hijackers would not have left unless they had 
been guaranteed safe passage out of Egyptian waters. And that 
sounds like they're free and clear. 


Are you not getting this kind of information from the 
Egyptians? 


a You say “it sounds like,” but I stick with what 
I've said. 


Q Chuck, part of U.S. policy, too -- and 1 think it 
was brought out in the TWA situation -- was that while the 
United States says it doesn't negotiate with terrorists, you've 
also taken the position, at least twice, that the United States 
is prepared to have discussions with people when the safety of 
Americans are at issue, or at risk. 


Did the United States have those sort of discussions 
in this crisis? 


6 At this point, 1 have no comment on what the 
various roles of various participants may have been 





Q When you say it was an Egyptian decision, and 
then you said there was a throw-away line about, you didn't 
know about what other governments might have done, we're asking 
about the U.S. Government. 


Did the U.S. Government play a role in ending this 
hostage crisis -- you know, an active role besides -- 


ia 1 have nothing for you except what 1 said 
yesterd>y or what Bernie said yesterday, which was that we 
obviously had a great number of contacts and a great deal] of 
coordination with the other governments. 


Q Well, the crisis wasn't over yesterday. Whatever 
Bernie said yesterday, of course, was before the solution, the 
resolution. 


a 1 think it's fair to assume that those contacis 
continued. 


Q Chuck, to follow on that, did the United States 
Government have contacts -- direct or indirect -- with the PLO 
on this issue? 


is 1 have nothing for you on that. 


Q You indicated b fore that you'd have more 
information for us later. In what form will this take? A 
briefing, a statement, or -- 


id We'l] have to decide. As 1 say, our basic 
difficulty right now is because the story is still breaking 
We haven't seen the passengers; we don't know what condition 
they're in. Everything that we do know we cannot independently 
confirm It comes to us through other sources. And until 
we've gotten beyond that point, it does not seem to us to be 
the wise thing to do now, to speculate on what is, for us, 
unconfirmed information. 


Q Does the U.S. have a delegation at Port Said’ 

a Ambassador Veliotes will be going up to Port 
Said I believe there will probably be an Embassy medical team 
which will be up there in case anyone should require assistance 


Q Chuck, when you say “other sources," you mean not 
through regular diplomatic channels? 


if l'm sorry, I'm not sure -- 





Q When you say “other sources," -- that you're 
getting your information from other sources that's not through 
diplomatic channels? You're talking about news reporis? 


é As 1 said several times, our information comes to 
us from Egyptian authorities in many important areas. That 
information is coming to Egyptian authorities fron the ship's 
captain; and, as a consequence, we are not in a position to 
independently confirm the nature of those reports. 


Q Chuck, getting back to the PLO question. You're 
not suggesting by saying that you have nothing for us on that 
that there's any change in the U.S. position on talking to the 
PLO, are you? 


A Not at all. 





Q So there were no talks with the PLO, because you 
don't talk to the PLO, correct? 


& You can draw what conclusions you want. I simply 
have nothing more than what I said. 


Q Well, wait a minute. But your policy is that 
you're prepared to talk to people if the safety of American 
hostages is at risk. Presumably -—- 


a Ralph -- 
Q -- those people include the PLO, don't they? 
é Ralph is making a statement about -- 


Q l‘'m not - 


‘ - about contact with -- you're going into 
another question  - 


Q Well, Ralph is asking about one side of the US. 
policy, of this terribly, you know, consistent policy of 
neither -- of not, on the one hand, negotiating with 
terrorists, but, on the other hand, being willing to talk about 
the safety of Americans. That's setting aside whether those 
two things can be squared. 


He asked you about the negotiation side. I'm asking 
you about the discussion of the safety of American side of this 
complicated policy you have Did you discuss with ine PLO the 
safety of Americans? 

id l'm not going to comment on specific details - 

Q This isn't a specific detail. 


6 -- concerning this case. You're saying, did we 
talk to the PLO -- 


Q I'm not asking something about -- 

i) -- on the safety of these Americans. 

Q -- Joe Smith or Eddie Jones; I'm asking you -- 

6 I'm telling you that the various policies of the 


United States Government, which have been reiterated by both 
you and Ralph, are the policies of the United States Government. 
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Q Well, then I've got to do what Ralph does, then, 
I got to assume that you're prepared to talk to the PLO about 
safety of Americans. 


A 1 have no specific comment for you on that. 


Q Chuck, the family members of the hostages, those 
deemed to be hostages, almost universally say they get very 
little information out of the State Department Task Force that 
is helpful or useful or consoling. Is that part of a 
deliberate policy for fear of compromising people who are held 
hostages, or is it that we don't have information, or what is 
it? 


ia 1 think, as we've said concerning other hostage 
situations, it's understandable that people in those situations 
have anxieties. They'd like to know everything. It is the 
policy of the State Department to tell them as much as we can 
tell them, to be as helpful as possible. That has been the 
case in this incident, as well as in others, and I can assure 
you that our Task Force has been in -- not constant, but 
considerable contact with the family members involved, and I 
think you're aware of a lot of that. 


It is clear, however, I think to the family members as 
well as to all of you, that when you're involved in a situation 
like this, there are limits on what one can say, and I think 
the family members understand that -- we hope they do - 
because those reasons have to do with the safety of those 
people involved in the incident. 


Q Are you still speaking of the numbers 10 and 4, 
the confirmed Americans -- 


a 1 have no reason to change those numbers. 

Q Chuck, you seem to have studiously avoided saying 
“thanks” to Egypt in your prepared statement which you 
volunteered at the beginning. Do you -- are you grateful to 


Egypt, and are you grateful to any other parties who may have 
played a role in securing the release of the American citizens 
on the ship. 


a My answer to all of those questions is, once 
again, the story is breaking, we don't have all the facts, and 
until we do, we're not going to be commenting on those kinds of 
questions. 


Q Chuck, you say that we've been in contact with 
the Egyptian Government all through, so haven't we learned any 
of the details of the Egyptian plan for resolving the crisis 
throughout the days? 








& I think I've answered that question. We don't 
know the details of the arrangements which the Egyptian 
Government may have made. 


Q Can we set a date for your answering some of 
these questions? (Laughter) It seems everybody but the State 
Department has details. Do you want to go over this again, 
what, in about a week from now or later today, or what? 
(Laughter) 


A We hope to do it sooner than that. 


Q When do you expect to get the details, or are you 
basically saying that Egypt is saying, “It's none of your 
business, we'll worry about it, and you can find out about it 
through the media," or something? 


fe We would hope to have more to say later, and I 
hope that by “later,” I mean still today. 


Q Do you know yet if you're grateful to the 
countries such as Syria and Cyprus -- (laughter) --~ which 
didn't permit the ship to take refuge in its port? 


ia Later today. 


Q You don't know yet if it's a good thing that they 
didn't let the pirated ship docked? You haven't decided that 
yet? 


é Until we know the details, to see what has 
happened, until we've seen the passengers, until we know -- 


Q (Inaudible) -- cables went out yesterday. 


A -- until we know what has happened, we're not 
going to have any further comment. 


Q When later today -- 


fe You can keep trying, but 1 mean, I think you've 
just about exhausted everything that I'm going to say. 


Q At my broadcast at noontime, some of the hostage 
families came out and said that a person from the Task Force 
had called them and told them that this was all over. Is what 
the Task Force was giving them what you just gave us about what 
the Government of Egypt says? 


fe That's right. 
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Q In other words, you still had no independent 
confirmation when that person was called? 


f That's right. 


But you felt confident enough to call the 
hostages’ families to tell them that it was over. 


fs Apparently so. 
Q So we don't know the condition of the hostages? 


A I'll have to ask someone from the Task Force who 
was making those calls as to what the nature of that message 
was. 


Q This seems to contradict your whole position 
right now. Can you not explore that if Egypt has let the 
hostages -- the kidnappers go without any chance that they 
would be brought to justice? Have you no comment on that 
whatsoever, on that kind of a situation, if not on this 
specific incident? 


fs No. I have no -- I'm not goina to comment on 
hypothetical situations. 


Q Could we respectfully request when later today 
you do provide additional information, if you are able, that it 
also be an ON THE RECORD sort of forn? 


fa All right. 


Q You're not -- you haven't even expressed any 
pleasure at it being over. I take it that's -- (laughter) -- I 
take it that's because you don't have the details, right? 1 
mean, you don't know that it's over. 


ia All 1 can say is, and I can't say it any other 
way, I suppose -- I mean, we have not seen those passengers. 
We don't know what's happened to them. We hope that everything 
is all right, as we've heard through secondary sources. But it 
would simply be premature for me at this point to rush 
forward. Ina short period of time, they'll be in port, and 
all these things will become very much clearer. 


Q How about a new subject? 


fs New subject. 








Q Is Shultz going to a NATO Ministerial meeting 
next week? How long, is he taking press, and so on? 


a I saw the reports of that meeting just as I came 
in here, but I'll have to look into it and -- 


Q If you would take that -- 

7 I'll take that. 

Q Can you confirm reports that the Administration 
has -- or the Congress has released $200 million in funds for 
Afghanistan. 

‘ 1 have no comment on that story. 

Q Can you comment on another story, saying that the 
United States has decided to approach Mexico first in the new 
debt restructuring plan involving IMF and the World Bank? 


6 1 can take a look at that one, but I think 
Treasury is going to be the relevant agency on that one. 


Q Chuck, there's a report from ACAN-EFE on the FBIS 
wires, citing Panamanian Intelligence Chief, saying that the 
U.S. has a plan to destabilize the Panamanian Government. Do 
you have any comment on that? 


“ To that one I have an answer. There is no 
foundation whatsoever for such a charge. 


Q Okay. What about -- 
Q What charge? (Laughter) Just kidding. 


Q That's great. (Laughter) That will -- 
(inaudible) 


Q Is there something there you want to read us 
before we go to lunch? It's getting late. 


A It' up to you. 

i.) Chuck, on the -- 

Q Do you have anything on -- 

Q Do you have any comment on the stories about 


Angola and Savimbi's request for U.S. aid? 


2 
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ra Concerning the request for aid, the U.S. policy 
on how to resolve the problems of southern Africa is wel] 
known. Unlike others, particularly the Soviets who are fueling 
violence, we are seeking a negotiated settlement. We believe 
there are no military solutions. The only permanent solution 
is a negotiated agreement on Namibian independence and Cuban 
troop withdrawal from Angola. And to answer your specific 
question, there's been no change from the policy that you've 
heard before concerning aid. 


Q Chuck, would it be fair to say that we now do not 
have a policy on negotiating in terrorist hostage situations? 
Has there been some sort of subtle or not so subtle change in 
American policy? Is our policy now one of not having a fixed 
policy? 


‘ 1 would steer you away from thinking there's been 
any change in U.S. policy. 


Q Can you just run down the scenario for this 
afternoon as far as readouts, if any, are concerned on the 
Tunisian meeting, the Iraqi meeting, and the Arab League 
meeting? Will the Secretary accompany any of those people oul 
of his meetings, or wil] there be any sort of readout after 
that? 


és Not to my knowledge. None of the above. 


Q I have two on New Zealand, naturally. Would you 
please tel] us whether Secretary Shult7 is going to meet with 
Prime Minister Lange when they're both in New York together? 
Nobody seems to be able to answer that. 


ep I'll look into it. I don't know the answer. 


Q Okay. The second one, 16 former New Zealand 
military chiefs have criticized their government, said that ile 
ban will lead to a complete breakdown of relations with the 
United States. Are we pleased by that? Do we have any 
statements to make on that? 


6 1 have nothing on that. That's an internal New 
Zealand affair. 


Q Do you care to look into that one and take it? 


i) No, I wouldn't. 


Q There's a story from Bonn, suggesting that an 
East German lawyer, Vogel, has been engaged to try to negotiate 
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the release of Shcharansky, and there's also a story from 
Paris, suggesting that the Soviets may be more flexible on 
Sakharov's release. Do you have any reason for any optimism or 


6 1, as you might imagine, don't have any specific 
comment on the reports you cite of the East German lawyer. Our 
position on these cases is well known. We remain deeply 
concerned about Soviet treatment of both Andrei Sakharov and 
Anatoly Shcharansky. We will continue to press the Soviet 
Government for their release, and we will not cease our efforts 
until these cases have been resolved. 


Your other story concerning reports out of Paris, the 
answer to that is we cannot confirm reports that the Soviets 
might free Dr. Sakharov, and, as I said, our position on the 
Sakharov issue is clear. We have repeatedly called on the 
Soviet leadership to resolve the case of Dr. Sakharov and his 
wife, Elena Bonner. We would welcome any news of procress. 


Q Thank you. 


(lhe briefing concluded at 1:39 p.m.) 








a Posted: October 10, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 





Mexico and the U. S. Debt Strategy 


Q: Can you comment on a story saying that the United States has 
decided to approach Mexico first in a new debt restructuring 
plan involving the IMP and World Bank? 

A: -- SECRETARY BAKER'S ADDRESS TO THE JOINT IMP/IBRD BOARD 

OF GOVERNORS INDICATED THAT THE UNITED STATES WOULD 
ACTIVELY BUILD UPON THE EXISTING CASE-BY-CASE APPROACH 


TO THE PROBLEMS OF THE HEAVILY-INDEBTED COUNTRIES BY: 





-- PURTHER ENCOURAGING THE ADOPTION OF APPROPRIATE 
MACROECONOMIC POLICIES BY DEBTOR COUNTRIES; 


-- BOLSTERING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
PINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS; AND 


oo URGING AN INCREASE IN COMMERCIAL BANK LENDING. 


-- MANY DETAILS “° THIS APPROACH REMAIN TO BE WORKED 
OUT. IT WOULD BE PREMATURE TO CITE ANY COUNTRY FOR 
WHICH THE NEW APPROACH WOULD BE APPROPRIATE. THE 
UNITED STATES WELCOMES THE SUPPORT OF ALL ELEMENTS OF 





THE INTERNATIONAL PINANCIAL COMMUNITY IN DEVELOPING 
THESE COMPONENTS OF OUR APPROACH. WE INVITE OTHER 
COUNTRIES TO WORK WITH US CONSTRUCTIVELY IN MOVING 


PORWARD WITH THIS INITIATIVE. 

















-- THE UNITED STATES CONTINUES TO STRONGLY SUPPORT 
MEXICO'S EPPORTS TO MANAGE ITS ECONOMIC PROBLEMS AND 
PURSUE POLICIES CONDUCIVE TO SUCCESSFUL GROWTH © o> 
DEVELOPMENT. OUR TWO GOVERNMENTS ARE IN CLOSE AND 


PREQUENT CONTACT ON ECONOMIC MATTERS. 

















Posted: o-tober 9, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the October 9, 1985 Press Briefing 


NEW ZEALAND -- POSSIBLE SHULTZ - LANGE MEETING 





Q: Would you please tell us whether Secretary Shultz is going 
to meet with Prime Minister Lange when they are both in New 
York together? 


A. AM appointment is not on the Secretary's schedule. 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 11, 1985, 12:59 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


This session today will cover all subjects except one 
-- (laughter) -- and in view of the Press Conference which the 
President has just had and the ongoing session which Bud 
McFarlane is doing, I think it's not of any utility at this 
moment for me to try to go any further on those kinds of 
questions. You are, of course, free to come by the Press 
Office if there are things you still think you would like to 
have looked into, and we'll be happy to take a look at those 
questions so that at the next session, they can be taken into 
account. 


I have a couple of announcements in beginning: 


First, a reminder Secretary Shultz will address, with 
questions and answers, the North Atlantic Assembly in San 
Francisco on Monday, October 14, at one o'clock Eastern 
Daylight Time at the St. Francis Hotel. Barring technical 
difficulties, the speech will be piped in live to the State 
Department briefing room At this time, the topic of the 
speech is still unknown. Please check with the Press Office 
this afternoon for status concerning the prepared text. 


Organization press credentials will be necessary to 
cover the Secretary's speech. Further information can be 
obtained from the North Atlantic press office in San 
Francisco. The contact is Bob Peterson, at Area 415-39]-68644 


The Press Office will be closed on Monday, October 14, 
because of the Columbus Day holiday 


Renewal of State Department press passes is scheduled 
to begin Tuesday, October 15, and run through November 29 rs) 
current letter from your organization is required for the 
renewal. On the bulletin boards in Rooms 2310 and 2109 are 
posted schedules for renewals 





Finally. Secretary Shultz will travel to Brussels next 
week to participate in a meeting of the North Atlantic Council 
on October 15. The Council is meeting to exchange views on 
President Reagan's upcoming meeting with General Secretary 
Gorbachev. The Secretary will brief Allies on our preparations 

and seek their views. This meeting is part of our ongoing 
effort to consult fully with the Allies. 


Those of you who are interested or who may be 
interested in applying for a seat on the Secretary's plane 
should contact Sondra McCarty in the Press Office before 3:30 
this afternoon. We expect at this point to have about eight 
seats going to Brussels, but only two coming back. (Laughter) 


Sondra can give you all of the details, but in fact, 
this would require, I believe, leaving on Sunday to go out to 
San Francisco, to overnight out there, waiting for the 
Secretary's departure on Monday for Brussels. 


Q And are all expenses paid in Brussels by the 
government until the return flight is -- ? 


a Ralph, I wouldn't want to encourage you along 
those lines. (Laughter) 


Q Is he going over the Pacific, or is he heading 
back across the United States and going across the Atlantic? 


a The former. Well, I guess -- 
Q The latter? 


The closest route. 


Q The Polar. 
i) The Polar. 
Q Well. which one is it? 


Oh, I mean he's not going to be in -- the plane 
isn't going to be in this area where these poor, bedraggled 
journalists could be picked up, right? 


a No 


Any other questions? 


Q Yes, a technical one On Monday, the Press 
Office will be closed Will there be a briefing’ 








2) No, there will not. 


Q On that trip, is the return the same day, the 
15th, for those who «et the two seats on the Secretary's return? 


A Sondra can fill you in, but it's my understanding 
that although the Secretary will hold a press conference in 
Brussels on Tuesday, “e will leave immediately thereafter, 
meaning no filing time, in order to come directly back to 
Washington. 


Q You don't have to put yourself out like this to 
accommodate the press. (Laughter) 


A It's all for you. 


Q But you go ahead and make your own plans. 
(Laug*ter) 


Q You're going to pipe in, but going to be closed 
on Monday, is that right? 


a That's right. (Laughter) 
Q But you'll be here, right? 
A Our policy on that is well known. (Laughter) 


Q I didn't hear what you had to say at the 
beginning, but can you tell us what the state of play is on the 
extradition request? 


A No. That's the one subject area that I said 1 
was not going to address in this briefing. And that question 
was answered a number of times by Larry Speakes and other 
people today. 


Q Okay. One more thing on the intercept. 
According to the Egyptian Foreign -- 


6 You should have been here at the start of the 
briefing, obviously. 


Q Yeah. Incidentally, there's a problem in 
notifying us out there. Sometimes that system works, and 
sometimes it does not It's kind of an osmosis process by 
which we learn. 


Anyway, on the intercept, the Egyptian Foreign 
Ministry says in their statement of regret about the U.S. 





intercept, that the plane was headed back to Cairo when it was 
intercepted by the American jets. 


A Before you go too far, Jim, let me say that, 
given the fact that there's another briefing ongoing on that 
subject, that we checked around and the reason I came on out 
here to do this is simply to address other subjects, given 
what's been said -- and particularly I don't want to be doing 
the same briefing in two places simultaneously. I said we'd be 
happy to look into these kinds of questions, that we'll make a 
list of them and see what we can do to provide answers to those 
the next time that we have a chance to get together. (Laughter) 


Q Tuesday! 


a So, if there are any other questions, other than 
the intercept. 


Q Do you have anything on an agreement in principle 
with Vietnam to allow for joint excavations? 


a Now there's a question. The question concerns 
whether or not the Vietnamese have agreed in principle to a 
joint survey and excavation of a crash site near Hanoi. That 
would thus allow for a U.S. excavation team to work in Vietnam. 


I can confirm that they have so agreed. We must now 
translate that agreement in principle into real activity on the 
ground. We are highly gratified by Hanoi's agreement, however, 
and are encouraged by the cooperative and businesslike 
atmosphere which has characterized our recent meetings: the 
two meetings with Minister of State Giang in Hanoi on August 28 
and 29 and in New York on September 27, and the technical 
meeting in Hanoi September 25 through 28. 


I could add, before you ask concerning future 
meetings, that no new dates have been agreed to, but we expect 
to hold further meetings soon. 


Q Is that the -- 


) That's the technical level we're talking about, 
as well as the level at which we've had these previous meetings 
with Giang. 


Q Is that the first for location in Vietnam? I 
think there was one in Laos. 


a I can't answer that one. 








Q Are we talking near Hanoi or near Haiphong? I 
know they're fairly close together, but one of the main 
, subjects --— one of the first possible sites under discussion 


was in fact near Haiphong. 


a We have discussed a number of possible sites for 
a joint excavation with the Vietnamese. The site actually 
selected would, obviously, depend upon joint agreement. That 
leads you to believe that we have not yet reached that point. 


Q Will you take questions on the Middle East other 
than the whole matter of the interception? 


a Yes. 

Q Do you have any reaction -- 

A Excuse me. 

Q Okay. 

Q Excuse me. Could we finish Vietnam just 


quickly? Does this have any implications for the permanent 
presence of a technical team in Hanoi, which was one of the 
things that was being discussed? 


A To the best of my knowledge, although the two are 
related, I still don't believe there's any direct link, but 
I'll look into that to see if we can get something more 
definitive. 


Q Did you say that future meetings had not been 
scheduled, including not scheduling a high-level delegation 
meeting? 


Sy That's right. 
Q Okay. 


Q On the San Francisco speech Monday, did you say 
copies would be made available of the speech? 


a I said Please check with the Press Office this 
afternoon for status of the prepared text. 


Q But you're going to be closed on Monday. 


A If we're going to pipe it in here, we'll have to 
have someone here at least to turn on the machine 


Q What about the distribution? 





a There will be a duty officer here. 

Q At 1:00 p.m. -- is that San Francisco or -- 

a Eastern Daylight. 

Q Okay. Do you have any comment or reaction to a 
statement recently by Syrian Defense Minister Talas that, if 


Syria requested them, the Soviet Union would provide nuclear 
weapons or -- nuclear weapons to Syria? 


A No. 
Q Did you see that? Did you take note of that? 
A Nothing whatsoever. 


Q What are the chances of getting Judge Sofaer or 
someone from the Legal Adviser's Office down here for a 
briefing later, because the way the Speakes' briefing was 
going, there were a lot of questions that weren't answered. A 
lot of them are just background questions. They don't even 
pertain to this specific request. 


Q Or to get a copy of the U.S.-Italian Extradition 
Agreement. 


a Well, that's probably simpler, but if there is 


interest -- is there interest? -- 
Q Yes. 
Q Yes. 
a -- in these kinds of legal] questions? 


Can we get a copy for sure and then hope that -- 
we really do want a briefing. 


a I'l] check and see if that copy can be made 
available. I don't know what its status is. But concerning 


Judge Sofaer, we'll address that question to his office and see 
if we can arrange something. 


Q Will you take my question? 


) Which one? 


Q The one about the Syrian request for Soviet 
nuclear weapons. 








a I'll look into that only in a very general sense 
because I'm not optimistic that I'm going to get anything at 
all on that. 


Any reaction to the Nobel Prize announcement this 
morning? 


A No. 
Q I was asked to ask that, by the way. (Laughter) 


Q And you're winging it when you say “no?" 
(Laughter) 


A I'm winging it. (Laughter) 


Q This morning John Reinlander, who was the General 
Counsel, when they were drawing up the ABM Treaty, said he had 
been told that the Legal Advisor -- the present Legal Advisor 
-- of the State Department had what he called “signed off on a 
document" that says the Russians never agreed during SALT I to 
the interpretation of the ABM Treaty that the negotiators had 
given to Congress, they had put on it, and which they thought 


‘was locked in when they thought the Reagan Administration 


agreed to it. That is, that each party undertakes not to 
develop, test or deploy ABM systems or components which are 
sea-based, air-based or space-based or mobile landing. 


My question is -- 
a Do you have a copy of that? (Laughter) 
Q ~- did the Legal Advisor sign off on this? 


ne l'd begin by saying I'm not going to have any 
comment on alleged internal State Department documents. On the 
substance of the question, as U.S. policy becomes known, or any 
changes on that, I'm sure you'll become aware of them. But at 
this point, I'm not prepared to make any comments on those 
kinds of substantive statements. 


Mr. McFarlane going on television and saying this 
and we don't know whether the State and Defense Departments 
agree, and Justice Department agree to this? 


a We'll keep looking at that, but for the moment I 
have nothing I can help you with on that 


Q And we're month away from Geneva 








Q Can't you try to get an answer to a question? 
Reinlander was the legal beagle in the treaty. 


A I could try to get an answer. I said we'll 
continue to take a look at that. 


Q This guy wrote, helped write the treaty. And 
he's saying that the folks here say the Russians didn't sign 
on. That's kind of a large question. 


a That's the problem I have with it, exactly -- 
that he is quoting from alleged internal State Department 
documents. And, as a general rule, I'm not going to get 
involved in the discussion of those; but, as I said, on the 
principle of the ABM Treaty, I'll take a look at the substance. 


Q Can you discuss arrangements for return travel of 
the Americans who survived the incident we can't discuss? I 
mean, are they coming back today, tomorrow, do we know? 


a No. 
~ You can't? 
a No I don't have anything on that story 


Q Can you give us rundown of Secretary Shultz's 
activities last night and this morning? Was he here all night, 
or what? Was he at the White House? Was he on the phone with 


bs No, I can't 
Q Do you have anything to say? 
a Do I have anything to say? 


Q Would there be anything on his activities that we 
would want to report? 


a I don't believe so, no 


Q Did he simply go to a reception and, you know, 
head for the hills?’ 


a He did a number of things A lot of those things 
were on his public schedule And, clearly. he was heavily 
involved in the major story that was developing last night 
But beyond that. as to whom he may have spoken or with whom he 
may have spoken on the telephone, I really have nothing 





Q Do you know if he worked late? Did he roll his 
sleeves up? (Laughter) 


a I can wing it and say it's a fair assumption that 
he probably worked late; but he always does, on the other hand. 


Q Before yesterday, the Arab League Committee of 
Seven -- 7 Arab Ministers -- met about the Iraq-Iran war, and 
we didn't have any feedback from the Americans about what was 
the subject, what they want from the Americans toward the 
Iraq-Iran war. Can you look at this question? I know you 
don't have any answer for that now. 


a But particularly, if you're asking what they 
want, then I would suggest you also talk to them. 


Q We talked to them but -—- 


A Then you know the answer to that question, I 
would assume. 


Q We talked to them but we didn't have any American 
feedback. We didn't have any American feedback, so can you get 
us that. 

i) I'll take a look at it. 

Q Thanks. 


A Thank you 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:14 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. Questions? 


Q How does it stand now with the various 
extradition requests that you have out for Mr. abbas? For 
example, with the Yugoslavs, what's the last word you've had 
from them? 


Alright, we'll start with that one. Although it 
now appears as if Abbas has been permitted to leave Yugoslavia, 
we have not yet received a formal reply from the Yugoslav 
Government to our request that Abbas be provisionally arrested 
pending a formal U.S. extradition request. 


If he has indeed left, we would be extremely 
disappointed with the Yugoslav Government. 


We are aware that Yugoslavia has had close relations 
with the PLO, but we would find it difficult to understand if 
the Yugoslav Government chose to equate its treatment of this 
individual who was clearly implicated in a terrorist plot with 
its relations with the PLO as a whole. 


Q Can we, on that last sentence, was it only Abbas 
who was implicated in it or do you now have evidence that you 
believe that the PLO, as an organization, was involved? 

a I really can't go any further concerning the PLO 
as an organization other than what we have said before, which 
is that the PLO role has been unclear, uncertain. 

Q Could we have a copy of that? 


Q What do you base (inaudible)? Do you have any 
evidence to support that? 


a On Abbas? 


Q Yes. 








a I'll give you what I can. I think a lot of that 
has been covered by Administration spokesmen over tie past few 
Gays. Sut the U.S. attorney presented to the U.S. District 
Court for the District of Columbia evidence that Abu Abbas 
participated in planning the terrorist operation which resulted 


in the hijacking of the Achille Lauro. 


The Court found the evidence sufficient to support the 
issuance of a warrant for Abbas’ arrest. The evidence 
presented to the Court remains under seal and we are therefore 
not at liberty to discuss it publicly. Moreover, we do not 
wish to jeopardize our ability to prosecute because of 
unwarranted pre-trial publicity. 


The warrants were issued for the crimes of 
hostage-taking, piracy and conspiracy. 


(Inaudible. ) 
Q Can we get a copy of that? 
Q All of that language, can we have copies of those? 


fe I prefer not to. There are a whole lot of small 
Q's and A's here that are going to take an enormous amount of 
time to respond to. 


Q Conspiracy to do what? I'm sorry, the last 
charge was conspiracy? 


& And conspiracy. 
Q Conspiracy to do what? 


i I'll have to ask our legal people for further 
information. But, as I understand it, it's with hijacking. 
But let me say there that I prefer the legal expert give the 
full definition oi that, if it's not clear. 


Q Do you have any information on his whereabouts -- 
Mr. Abbas' whereabouts? 


No, we don't. We've seen various reports 
concerning his whereabouts. The most recent one that I saw 
this morning concerns South Yemen, but we cannot confirm any of 
those reports. 


I would only add that we've made clear our 
determination to bring Mr. Abbas to justice regardless of 
wherever he may turn up 








Q Do you have an extradition treaty with South 
Yemen? 


a I don't know. I'll have to look into that. 


Q What about the Iraqi passport? Have you taken up 
with the Government of Iraq the fact that he was, according to 
the Italians, travelling on an Iraqi diplomatic passport? 


a No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any evidence that he transited or, 
indeed, may still be in Iraq? 


a No, I don't. 


Q When you say you're trying to bring him to 
justice no matter where he may be, does that include extra 
legal methods? 


A We've consistently said that we'll take any steps 
that are possible. [I'd leave it at that. 


Q Do you have any positive identification of Mr. 
Klinghoffer's body? 


i) The question concerns any positive identification 
of the body which was found in Syria. 


We are still working with the Syrians to identify the 
body. The Syrian authorities are willing to release the body 
to the American Embassy in Damascus if it is identified as Leon 
Klinghoffer. Beyond that, I have nothing further at this 
moment. But we are working very closely -- and it's been a 
very cooperative relationship with the Syrians -- in attempting 
to make this identification. 


Q C8S is saying positively it is Klinghoffer's body? 
a I can't comment on what CBS is telling you. 
Q Chuck, is the U.S. considering a public apology 


to Egypt as it was requested by the Egyptian President -- to 
the people, actually, of Egypt? 


a I believe that we have explained at some length 
why we felt compelled to take the action. What is important 
now is to put it behind us and concentrate on the larger 
issues, especially our shared commitment to peace in the Middle 
East. 





Q Chuck, there were reports that the United States 
intended to take the Egyptian plane to the United States 
directly. Do you have any comment on such reports? 


o No, I don't, other than statements which were 
made at the start which clearly indicated that we were 
certainly prepared to take the hijackers to the United States 
for trial and prosecution. But concerning the Egyptian plane 
and where it might have actually gone, no, I don't have any 
information on that. 


Q How would you describe relations with Italy as a 
result of this? 


& We have a very broad and deep relationship with 
Italy, an important ally. We want to preserve our good, 
overall relations which are based on shared interests which 
transcend this incident. 


Regular high-level contacts with Italy continue. for 
example, Foreign Minister Andreotti and Secretary Shultz met in 
Brussels today. 


Q Can you just clear up whether you are saying no 
to the question of whether the Administration or the Secretary 
or the President would be willing to give President Mubarak 
something that could be construed by him as an apology? 


a No, I'm not. I'm simply saying that the 
important thing now is to put this incident behind us. The 
United States and Eaqypt share fundamental and durable interests 
which, as I said, transcend this incident. 


Q Has anything gone today to President Mubarak that 
he might be able to construe 4s an apology? 


i I have nothing for you on that. 
Q Chuck -- 


Q Excuse me, do you think the Legal Office would 
allow you to tell us who else is named in this conspiracy? If 
others are named, or if the phrase “others named” appears? If 
it is a conspiracy, it involves parties. I'm interested in 
knowing if Yasser Arafat is one of the named conspirators? 


ia The guidance I have concerns what are we going to 
charge the five hijackers with. So I believe, without being 
able to answer your question specifically, that that very 
clearly refer to these hijackers. 











There may be more you decided not to go after for 
all sorts of political reasons. 


I'll follow up on that. 


Are you considering Abbas as a hijacker? 


The four plus one. 


a 
Q 
Q The four plus one. 
4 
Q Are you calling Abbas a hijacker now? 
a 


We're saying there is a warrant, as I said, 
issued by the District Court for Mr. Abbas. 


Q Right. So who are the five hijackers that you 
referred to? The four that were on the plane, that we all knew 
got on the plane -- 


Q The ship? 

Q No, I'm talking about the plane; the plane that 
went from Egypt to Italy. Those four, whose names I won't try 
to pronounce, but I think we know who they are, and I'd like to 
know who the fifth one is? 

a Mr. Abbas 


Q So you're calling Mr. Abbas a hijacker now? Not 
just a conspirator -- 


a I'm saying that warrants were -- 
Q -- and a planner but a hijacker? 
a Warrants were issued for the crimes of 


hostage-taking, piracy and conspiracy. And beyond that, ['1l 
have to refer to the Legal Office to get you a better -- 


Q So you're accusing Abbas of hostage-taking; not 
just planning it, masterminding it, but taking hostages? 


a I can read the claim again which simply said thet 
the Court found evidence sufficient to support the issuance of 
@ warrant for Mr. Abbas’ arrest. 


Q Okay, can I just ask one more thing, to clean up 
on that? 





Earlier you said that the document is still under -- 
is under seal, under Court seal. It almost sounded as if you 
wish it weren't. I assume that you argued strongly to keep it 
under seal, or would you argue that it ought to be released, 
ought to be made public? 


a I'm not sure what relevance it has at this point 
whether I would argue one way or the other. 


Well, the State Department, I mean. I don't mean 
you. Did the State Department wish to see that material made 
public? 


(7 I don't know that answer, Ralph. 


Q Can I bring my question back and ask if you'll 
take the question whether others, apart from the five, are 
named in the conspiracy in the paper, and see if you can get an 
answer? And if you can get that, if they can tell you which -- 
tell us which others, by name, are named in the paper? 


a I'll look into it. 
Q Thanks. 


Q Can I take you back to the hunt for Abbas? It's 
known that he lives in Tunisia, his office is Tunisia, his home 
is Tunisia. Have you sent a warrant there? 


a I'm not aware as to where the warrants have been 
sent other than in the case of Italy and Yugoslavia where we 
have made specific requests. 


Q Let me just follow that up. Let me just take 
that one step further. 


The United States, pursuant to the law, maintains a 
list of countries that support terrorism. Are we going to 
start now because of the hunt for Abbas in countries like 
Yugoslavia and Italy, and perhaps Tunisia eventually -- giving 
him succor -- start adding countries to that list? Or how 
would we treat countries, friendly or not, that give support to 
the specific terrorist? 


a I really can't speculate on the answer to that 
question for you 


Q Is it possible to take that one? There is a law. 








6 I can look into that, but I really believe that 
that's in the realm of a hypothetical for the moment, and it's 
going to be difficult to produce anything. 


As far as I understand, there was talk about two 
officials from the PLO during the preliminary stage of talks in 
order to free the hostages. And now talk is always 
concentrated on Abbas. Who is the other one? 


A I really have no comment on who the other one is. 

Q His name -- apparently it's this guy, Hani 
al—Hassan. What's the story? Is he not -- we have no interest 
in him? 


a I can't go beyond the facts which I've given you, 
which is that in certain cases we have issued a warrant. That 
is not the case with other individuals. But beyond that, I 
can't draw any comparisons for you. 


Q But that's not the case wit’. him, I take it? 
a That's right. 


Q Has the U.S. requested extradition proceedings to 
begin from Yemen? Have we asked for them to -- 


i) As I said, I can't confirm the whereabouts of Mr. 
Abbas. 

Q But we don't just -- 

A There's only press speculation, which is the best 
I have. 

Q Were you able to confirm that he was in 


Yugoslavia independently? 


A I believe our statement makes clear there that we 
believe he was in Yugoslavia. 


Q There's another report that says he's going to 
Iraq. The U.S. and Iraq reopened diplomatic relations this 
past year, I believe; during the past year. Is the U.S. making 
any requests of the [raqi Government? 


rs) I don't want to speculate in any hypothetical 
situations since we don't know where Mr. Abbas is going to turn 





up. I would leave it with what I said which is that regardless 
of where he turns up, we will take those steps which we can in 
order to bring him to justice. 


Q Chuck, doesn't the diplomatic immunity prevent 
you from prosecuting him if he is carrying a diplomatic 
passport? 


6 I believe the fact that a warrant was issued for 
his arrest on the charges, very grave charges with which he was 
determined to be -- for which the evidence was determined to be 
sufficiently compelling to issue those warrants speaks for 
itself. 


Q Have you asked for the assistance of the Interpol 
to get the man? 


-) Again, we're taking al] steps possible, but I'm 
not going to comment on any specific actions. 


Q Chuck, there are reports that the body of 
Klinghoffer is not -- he was not killed. I mean, would that 
change anything if he was not assassinated, if there was no 
bullet in his body or anything, will that change the whole case 
or not? 


a Well, once again, you're asking me a very, very 
hypothetical question. It is clear from the testimony of a 
number of credible witnesses that Mr. Klinghoffer was murdered. 


Q Chuck, would the release of the evidence that was 
presented to the Court by Mr. Meese compromise your 
intelligence sources if you open the file, or you ask to open 
the file? 


fs I can't answer that. 


Q There were reports of a couple of reported 
terrorists incidents in Italy. Do you have any knowledge as to 
whether or not there is any kind of all-out effort on the part 
of the PLO or other groups to try to commit some acts of terror 
either in Italy or elsewhere? 


fa No, I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on a report of a big mob 
marching on the U.S. Embassy in Khartoum spurred on by Arafat? 


A I can give you a status report of that 
demonstration. As of 11:00 a.m. local time -- that is, early 








this morning in Washington -- several hundred people were 
gathering in downtown Khartoum. Sudanese police provided 
protection for the Embassy, and the street in front of the 
Embassy was closed off. There were no reported incidents. 


We have had preliminary reports that an explosion took 
place at the Hotel Khartoum, but we do not know if it is in any 
way related to this demonstration. 


Q Was Arafat there? 
Aa I have nothing further on that. 


Q Speaking of Arafat, did the U.S. communicate in 
any way with the British Government prior to Britain's refusal 
to meet or prior to the cancellation of the meeting involving 
the two PLO officials who were going to -- did the U.S. try to 
dissuade Britain from holding that meeting? 


a No, it did not. The decision was that of Her 
Majesty's government alone. 


Q But what about the other PLO official who was on 
the airplane? Where is he and why are we so interested in 
talzing to him? 


a I have no information on him at this point. 
Q Who was he? Can you identify him? 
) No, I can't, but I can look into that for you. 


Q Chuck, can I ask this question? As you know, 
last week the President, in discussing the meeting of this 
hijacking incident, used the phrase that -- the message was 
that, “you can run but you can't hide." 


Could one infer from the whole situation that you've 
described here today that the full resources of the United 
States Government both overt and covert will be brought to bear 
to find Mr. Abbas? 


A I believe my earlier statement covers that 
totally when [ said that we'll take all steps possible if 
necessary. 


Q So the answer to that would be yes? 


A I believe my statement speaks for itself. 
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Someone else who hasn't asked a question? 


Q What steps can the United States take to pressure 
other countries to live up to their extradition treaties? Both 
Italy and Yugoslavia apparently have not. Is there any action 
that the U.S. is contemplating against either of those 
countries that would set an example in the future of such cases? 


A No, I have nothing for you on that beyond what 
I've given you already in the case of both Yugoslavia and Italy. 


Q Do you have anything for us about the impact of 
these events on the peace process? 


A No, nothing further. 


Q Can you tell us anything about this meeting this 
morning between Secretary Shultz and the Italian Minister? 


a No, I can't. 


Q Was the State Department being approached by 
lawyers in New York City about the possibility of suing the 
Italian cruise company and some of the governments involved in 
the cruise to regain or take some insurance or some 
compensation? 


A I have no information on that story. 

Q Would you reconsider putting Iraq again on the 
list of states supporting terrorism because Mr. Abbas is 
carrying a diplomatic Iraqi passport, or because Mr. Abbas will 
be back to Iraq some day? 


A As I said earlier, I'm not going to speculate on 
what we might do concerning a list of terrorist countries, in 
any case. 


In the back? 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Another subject, briefly on Central America, is 
there any comment from the State Department on President 
Duarte's family leaving the country, apparently evacuating the 
country, or part of the family? 


a Well. other than what you already know, which is 
that President Duarte did send certain members to the U.S. for 
security reasons. The family did arrive on October 14th, but 
for security reasons we are not going to comment on the 
family's plans or on their housing arrangements. 


. There have been some questions concerning the threat 
to Americans in the wake of this decision. We don't believe 
that President Ouarte's decision about his own family 
necessarily implies a greater threat to official American 
personnel in £1 Salvador. Their security remains, of course, a 
matter of concern and is always under review. 


Q Can you say whether the Ouarte family in the 
U.S., are they under the official protection of the United 
States? 


A No, I am really not going to say anything about 
their arrangements, either for security or for housing. 


Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Kahane's intention 
to sue the Department regarding the withdrawal of his American 
citizenship? 


3) Any specific question? I will tell you, as a 
general answer, that it is the Department's policy not to 
comment on cases under litigation. Mr. Kahane is free to 
appeal his loss of U.S. nationality through the courts, or to 
the Board of Appellate Review within the Department... 


Q Do you think that he has the right to sue the 
Department in this regard? 


A I am not commenting on whether he has the right 
to sue. I am saying he has the right to appeal the decision. 


Q He wants to come personally, the day after 
tomorrow. Will he be allowed to enter the country under this 
situation? 


A As an alien, Mr. Kahane is free to apply for a 
visa to visit the United States as an Israeli citizen, but I 
can't speculate on the outcome of such an application. All 
visa applications are adjudicated on a case-by-case basis 
according to the circumstances at the time of application and 
the purpose of the visit. 
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Q New subject. Last Friday -- 


Q No, on that one, in other words, through the 
appeal process. both administratively and judicial. he is 
deprived of the use of his passport. 


a His nationality has been -- I'@ not sure what the 
technical term is, whether it is revoked -- lost so that he is 
no longer a U.S. citizen. 


Q But during an appeal like this. doesn't burden of 
proof rest with the Government? Shouldn't -- isn't it 
generally the other way. that he retains his passport until it 
is proven by the government that he has taken any action? 


a I will have to look into that, Jim. 


Q But at this point, he is going to have to 
register for a visa as an alien when he arrives whenever. 


a That's right. 
Q Chuck, I've been trying to get a question. 
& Yes. 


Q Thank you. On the Philippines, is Senator Laxalt 
telling President Marcos that he is screwing up the fight 
against the insurgency and his government is too preoccupied 
with financial gain and “tomestic politics rather than combating 
the increasingly powerful new people's army? 


I) Let me begin by saying that the press 
characterization of the Laxalt trip is inaccurate. His trip is 
part of the close consultations which have long existed between 
the United States and the Philippines. 


As is customary, we won't comment on the subdstance of 
our private and diplomatic exchanges. I would only note that 
we have had over the years and continue to have an on-going 
dialogue with the Philippine leadership. As befits friends and 
allies of long-standing, this dialogue is cordial and mutually 
beneficial. 


Q There were three press stories. Which one are 
you talking about? 


Q All of them. 
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Q Sut this is so auch more colorful. 
a The ones which she quoted. 
Q This is so @uch more colorful than yours. 


Q What about the stories that the U.S. has 
contingency plans to shift bases to Australia? 


a While the Philippines is experiencing significant 
political, economic and security difficulties, we do not regard 
the situation as serious enough to warrant the moving of our 
facilities. 


We are working closely with the Philippines, as I 
said, a close and trusted ally, to help it through this period 
of trial. We are confident that with sufficient political will 
and spirit of compromise, the Philippines can overcome its 
difficulties. We do not intend to move our facilities out of 
the Philippines. 


With regard to alternatives, it is axiomatic that a 
great power such as the U.S. develops contingency plans and 
maintains a wide range of options, but there should be no 
mistake about our present resolve to maintain our facilities at 
Subic Naval Base and Clark Air Base. These facilities play a 
key role in ensuring the security and stability of our allies 
and friends in East Asia and Pacific region. 


Q What would it take to make it serious enough to 
consider a move? 


A I have nothing beyond what I have. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

Q You aren't signaling any change in the 
contingency plans that were outlined for the House Foreign 
Affairs Commictee last year by Assistant Secretary of Defense 
Armitage? He said that the contingency plans had been made for 
Guam and Saipan. 

i) I didn't address that question whatsoever. 


Q No, T know you didn't. It was very artfully 
worded, your answer. (Laughter.) I just wanted to make sure. 


A I didn't address the question. 
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Q we have @ newspaper c= Guam. I just wanted to 
make sure. 


Q Back to Kahane please. 


Q Can we stay on the Philippines for a second? 
When you say you are working with the Philippines to make it 
through this period of trial and overcome its difficulties, in 
light of the press reports that you said were inaccurate 
earlier, would it be fair for us to assume that Laxalt's trip 
is part of the U.S. effort to work with the Philippines to 
overcome its difficulties in this time of trial, or you are 
saying that the two things are not related? 


a I characterized Senator Laxalt's visit as 
continuation of the dialogue that we have had over the years 
with the Philippines as one being cordial and mutually 
beneficial. 


The latter statement you referred to is one that we 
have oft addressed from this podium, that ther- »Yave been 
problems in the Philippines -- it is well known ~-- and that we 
have been working with Filipino authorities. 


But I am not going any further with the 
characterization of the visit of Senator Laxalt other than my 
first comments. 


Q Why was Senator Laxalt, in particular, sent? Why 
not Wolfowitz or some senior State Department individual? 


a I can't help you on that beyond what was said at 
the White House concerning the announcement of his trip. 


Q May I follow on that, please? Would this have 
anything to do with the fact that President Marcos lately has 
been complaining that bureaucrats have been bringing all the 
warnings to him? 


fe No, 1 have nothing further for you. 


Q No, I'm serious. He has been saying that 
publicly. 


i No, I have nothing further on that that I can 
help you with. 


Q Can I go to Kahane for a second? Do you have... 
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a We are going to Mr. Kahane again? 
Q Yes. 

a Okay. 
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Do you - w whether he has applied for a visa to 
come to the States ye 


a No, I don't. 
Q Is he still holding a U.S. passport? 
a I don't know that. 


Q Can I ask you about the assassination of Alex 
Odeh, the Regional Director of ADC, in California last Friday. 
of the Arab American Anti-Discrimination Committee? Do you 
have any comment, and what are you doing about this case now? 


a The Department had guidance on that on Saturday, 
I believe, which I would be happy to provide to you afterwards. 


Q Similar, and going off with the answer that the 
JOL spokesman, Jewish Defense League spokesman, in California, 
when he was asked about Mr. Odeh, the late Mr. Odeh, he said 
that he deserves what he got. Do you have any comment on that? 


a Clearly we don't share that view, and if perhaps 
someone could bring the guidance, I would be happy to ready it 
publicly right now, if you can get that. 


Q Please, if you can. 


Q Chuck, did the talks on the civil air agreement 
between the U.S. and the Soviet Union begin today, and who is 
in it? 


a Yes, they did. On October 15th, the United 
States and the Soviet Union began discussions on a civil 
aviation agreement. These talks are being held here in 
Washington, D.C. 


Q At the State Department? 


a At the State Department. 
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Q At what level are they? 
1 don't have anything further. 


Chuck, is it a delegation from Moscow, or is it 
local? 


A I don't inow that. 

Q Is there a duration on it? 
a No, I don't know. 
Q 


Chuck, do you have any comment on the impending 
é<ccution of Benjamin Moloisi in South Africa? 


Q Before you leave the Soviet thing, those talks 
were supposed to begin last month. How do you explain the 
delay? 


a No, Barry, I think you are misinformed. I 
believe I said from this podium several weeks ago that October 
15th was the proposed starting date. I am going by the -- 


' Q Well, I am going by Y T 
Unfortunately, I'm going by The New York Times. 


(Laughter. ) 


I) Let me first answer the question that was asked 
earlier. The Santa Ana office of the Arab-American 


Anti-Discrimination Committee was bombed October lith, killing 
the Center's director, Mr. Alex Odeh. 


The Administration deeply deplores this tragic event 
and condemns in strongest possible terms the criminal use of 
violence and terrorism to achieve political ends. 


To think even for a moment that there exists 
justification for such heinous acts does grave injustice to the 
principles of political freedom upon which this country was 
founded. 


The Administration extends its sincere condolences to 
Mr. Odeh's widow, Norma, and three small daughters, as well as 
to the other members of his family. 


Gg Can we have a copy of that? 
6 Yes. 
Q Thanks. 


6 Concerning Mr. Moloisi, your question exactly? 
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Q Can you comment on the decision that he will be 
executed on Friday morning? 


a Let me start by reiterating what we have said 
before concerning this case, and drawing your attention to the 
fact that we have discussed this matter with the South African 
Government beth here and in Pretoria over many months; that the 
United States voted for U.N. Security Council Resolution 547 in 
January, 1964, which, inter alia, called on the South African 
authorities not to carry out the execution of Mr. Moloisi. 


Our position is well known to the South African 
Government and has been repeated recently concerning our 
request for clemency. 


Q Could you give us any details about it having 
been repeated recentiy, like how recently, and where? 


a No, I can't. Wo. 


Q Chuck, the question was, in light of the decision 
today, to go ahead with the execution. Do you have anything? 
Aare you doing anything new? 


a I have to limit my remarks to simply saying we 
have repeated recently our request for clemency. 


Q Chuck, can I just come back to Abbas for just one 
second? I just want to be sure that I understood you correctly 
in the beginning. 


You are saying, in effect, that the U.S. Government 
today does not know where Mohammed Abbas is, is that correct? 


a That's right. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information about Buckley, 
any more information? 


a No. I have no information beyond what was given 
to you, I believe, early in the weekend. The situation has not 
changed. 


Q In a broadcast with the CBS yesterday, Abbas was 
telling that he is ready to come to the United States if he 
gets the guarantee for his life and for his freedom in order to 
explain to the American people his own cause or his own point 
of view of the events. 





is 


Do you have any comment on this? 


i No. I don't. I would note that there is a 
warrant issued outstanding for his arrest. 


Q There have been press reports in Spain according 
to which the United States would be ready to leave some of its 
bases over there if Madrid asked. Have you got something about 
that? 


7 No, I have no comments on those reports. 


Q On this ABM announcement in the Secretary's 
speech yesterday, do you have the legal -- any paper there that 
was drawn up to support the fact that the Secretary said the 
Administration believes it is fully justified to have this 
broader interpretation? 


a Let me begin with just a more general remark so 
that. for those who haven't followed the question, it is put 
somewhat more in context. The decision to which you are 
referring is based on the agreed interpretation of the treaty 
within the Administration, as well as agreement over the 
ability of our SDI program, as currently shaped, to fill its 
objectives. 


The conclusion that the President has reached is that 
a broader interpretation of the treaty is fully justified. 
However, he has also decided to clearly demonstrate the U.S. 
commitment to fully comply with the ABM. treaty by showing 
restraint in continuing to pursue a detailed US-SDI research 
program which can be accommodated under an even more 
restrictive interpretation. 


Now, to your question -- 
Q Copy, please? 


6 Yes. -- we do not see this interpretation as 
new, but as an interpretation based on a careful reading of the 
treaty text, including agreed statement "0D". 


Without getting into a lengthy legal argument, I would 
simply refer to the plain language of agreed statement "Dd", 
which is the only treaty reference to systems based on quote 
other physical principles unquote. 


It expressly contemplates that future systems would be 
created, and it refers back to Article III limitations. 
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Since these limitations are only in regard to 
deployments, agreed statement “O" does not prescribe anything 
short of deployment. 


What may be mew is the fact that. unlike in 1972, 
there now exists the possibility of applying new physical 
principles in ABM technology. 


Q Can we have a copy of that one? 
A- Okay. 

Q Chuck, do you have a -- 

a Anything else on that? 

Q Yes. Before you leave it... 


Q I have a question on that. Go ahead, John, go 
ahead. 


Q I was just going to say, do you have any comment 
today on the UPI story from -- I think it is dated from Bonn -- 
which seems to attribute to Mr. Nitze the proposition that the 
United States might be willing to trade some yee that we 
would not unilaterally deploy an SOI system if it sparked an 
offensive strategic arms race, a new offensive strategic arms 
race Do you have any comment on that story? Do you know the 
story [I am talking about? 


a I have seen only brief references to it, but I 
don't have any comment at this point. 


Q Is deployment -— well, I quess the President has 
said a number of times -- but is deployment, in your view, 
negotiable? 


Aa That is too broad a question for me to enter into 
in the current context of what I have. 


Q You referred, Chuck, in your discussing the AGM 
thing, to “this decision." What decision are you talking 
about, and when was it made? When was the decision made to put 
this particular narrow interpretation on the observance of the 
treaty? 


a You mean originally? 


Q No The decision that the Secretary mentioned in 
his speech yesterday 
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“ The Secretary. I believe, in questions and 
answers afterwards, referred to a meeting Friday -- Friday, 
last. 


Q Yes, well, he did. He did. He didn't refer to a 
meeting. You said something about the President having done 
something Friday. Was the President's decision to put that 
interpretation -- to accept that interpretation made Friday? 


i I can't put those facts together for you other 
than to say that those are the facts, that the Secretary 
referred to the meeting on Friday, and the President made the 
decision. Whether those two happened simultaneously on Friday, 
I can't answer that directly. 


Q Chuck, when you say the program will continue 
under a more restrictive interpretation than the broader one 
that he had accepted, is that more restrictive interpretation 
the same one that has been the operating interpretation in the 
past, or is there a new more restrictive interpretation that is 
more restrictive than the broader interpretation and less 
restrictive than the former interpretation? If that's clear? 


Q Would you repeat the question? 


Q I don't want to repeat it again. 
a Do I have to answer that one? 
Q Can we have a copy of the question? (Laughter) 


A Well, let me say that I think the simple answer 
to your question is yes. (Laughter) What we are talking about 
is basically the same interpretation under which we have been 
proceeding. 7 


Anything else in another area? Nothing? 


Q On that same one, will this at all set back the 
SDI development effort? 


A There is obviously more that could be done in a 
shorter period of time if we were to reshape the program to 
match a broader interpretation of the treaty, an interpretation 
which we feel is justified. 


However, I don't think it is appropriate to go into 
the details about this. We have decided to clearly demonstrate 
our intent to stay within the ABM treaty's limits by continuing 
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to implement a program initially designed so as co be 
accommodated under a more restrictive interpretation of the 
treaty to achieve the desired research goals. 


This does entail some cost, but at this juncture, and 
as long as we receive the support needed to implement our 


program, we feel these costs are on balance with what we have 
set out to demonstrate by exercising such restraint. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on aid to the Soviet 
earthquake victims? 


a No, I don't. 
g Than* you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:16 p.m.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. One brief 
announcement. 


Secretary Shultz will be testifying in open session 
before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 9:30* tomorrow 
morning, October 17, subject: Jordan Arms Sale. And, as a 
result, in keeping with usual practice, there will be no press 
briefing tomorrow. 


That is all I have by way of any announcements, and we 
can go to the questions. 


Continuing with the case of Mr. Abbas, (1) do you 
know where he is, and (2) have you had any success in trying to 
get him returned? 


A I have nothing for you on the Abbas whereabouts, 
and I have nothing for you in response to your second question, 
which would deal, if I understood you correctly, with 
extradition, and so forth? 


Q The extradition request that was sent to Italy 
deals with all five of the people, right, who were aboard the 
airplane -- the four hijackers plus Abbas? 


a Go ahead, Jim. 


Q I'm just --— that's a preliminary question. Then 
I have a -- what I was going to ask -- when you get that 
answer, I'm going to ask another. 


A All right. The evidence presented to the 
District Court is under seal, and I am therefore not at liberty 
to discuss what is or is not contained in it. Don't attempt to 
draw any conclusions from my inability to answer specific 
questions as to the contents of the sealed evidence. 


*Later changed to 10:00 a.m. 











I can confirm that warrants of arrest were issued 
against Abu el Abbas, Hallah Abdulla Al-Asan, Maged Yussef Al 
Malaki, Hammad Ali Abdulla, and Abdel Atif [brahim Fatayer. 
I'm not preciseiy sure of the exact pronounciations, but that 
is the best, and I'm trying to do my best on that. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 


6 Let me see if I can help you on that, because I 
have a badly marked up page. 


Q And the charges, as Chuck said yesterday, were 
piracy, hijacking and conspiracy? 


4 I think that the way Chuck gave it to you is 
precise. 


Q Okay. Now -- 


6 The provisional arrest request was in the form of 
awarrant, issued by Judge Richey of the U.S. District Court in 
Washington, and here I'm going to narrow it to “for Abbas' 
arrest on charges of conspiracy to take hostages and to commit 
piracy, taking hostages, and piracy." 


Q Could you repeat that? 


‘a The exact language on that, “for the Abbas arrest 
on charges of conspiracy to take hostages and to commit piracy, 
taking hostages, and piracy." 


Q Okay. Now, the hijacking, obviously, inveclves 
the Italian cruise ship, right? No -- this is a serious 
question. 


bo Go ahead, let's move along. . 


Q Why, then, would the United States consider its 
request for extradition would take precedence over the Italian 
decision to prosecute or not prosecute for the seizure of an 
Italian ship? 


is But, I think, Jim, that that has been gone 
through a number of times in the past few days. 


Q Not to our satisfaction. 
i) You're going back, in fact, it would seem to me, 


to be the morning after the episode and event that took place 
on Sicily. 
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Q Right. The point -- 


4 And that as a result of the conversations that 
took place that evening, that night, between the United States 
and Italy, the decision was -- emerged on the basis of the fact 


that the hijackers were retained in Italy. 


Q All right. And then -- but why would the U.S. 
request for Abbas then take precedence over an [talian decision 
to prosecute or not prosecute, since it is an Italian cruise 
ship that's involved? 


A Well, let me try to take on that question, 
dealing with the request that I just gave you for the 
provisional arrest of Abbas at that particular time. 


And this would deal with the cycle of events that 
incorporate the fact that -- of the Abbas departure from Italy 
and on to various other destinations: That our formal request 
for the provisional arrest of Abbas was delivered in Rome many 
hours before he left; that Ambassador Rabb personally delivered 
the request in the form of a diplomatic note to a ranking 
official in the Italian Justice Minister's office at 6 a.m., 
Rome time, Saturday, October 12; that Abbas departed Italy in 
the late afternoon of that day. 


The provisional arrest request was in the form of a 
warrant issued by Judge Richey of the U.S. District Court in 
Washington, and I have just given you the specifics of that as 
I have them; that our request for provisional arrest was 
accompanied by a substantial body of evidence, and we had told 
the Italians that corroborating information was being provided 
on an ongoing basis. 


The substance and sources of the evidence against 
Abbas are under seal of the U.S. District Court -- I noted 
something to that effect a little earlier -- and therefore 
unable, not free, to discuss them publicly at this time; and 
that we believe that if the competent Italian authorities had 
concerns regarding the sufficiency of our request, it was 
incumbent on them to tell us the nature of their concerns and 
to prevent Abbas' departure from their jurisdiction long enough 
for us to respond to any concerns that they may have had. 


~- MORE -- 











Q The Italians are saying that they did tell us 
that he was travelling on a diplomatic passport and apparently 
was under the diplomatic cover of Egypt at that point? 


a I don't have anything further for you on that. 


Q Can you explain one of the things to me, Bernie? 
You're saying that the warrant is against Abbas for conspiracy 
to take hostages and to commit piracy, taking hostages, and 
Piracy. Why the taking hostages when he was physically not on 
the ship? 


a I cannot really break it down in legal terms. 
That is the definition as I have been given that serves as a 
basis for the warrant for the arrest request. 


Q But the assumption is correct, that he was so 
deeply involved in this, from your point of view, that the 
charge can be made against him, justifiably, that he took 
hostages? 


2 I think that while I've been travelling for the 
past few days there have been statements issued by the 
Administration that deal precisely with the question you're 
raising, and I'll just stand on that. 


Q Bernie, can you clear up this thing in the 
Washington Post this morning about some tape being delivered by 
Israeli intelligence that the implication -- after he had left 
-— the implication being-.that that was the American evidence 
and that we had Israel doing our work for us? Your statement 
seems to imply that that's not accurate. 


6 Well, it's my understanding -- it's my- 
understanding that questions along those lines were addressed a 
short time ago by a senior State Department official at a 
briefing here in Washington. And I suppose the abbreviation of 
that -- the best as it has been communicated to me -- is that 
the conversations between ship and shore were out there in the 
public domain and that it is safe to assume that more than the 
Mossad listened to them. Beyond that, I cannot get involved in 
any specifics. 


Q But no, I'm not -- that's not my question so much 
as -- you're saying the warrants for the arrest were 
accompanied by evidence. Do they include transcripts or other 
documentation proving that there was this conversation between 
Abbas and the hijackers? 











A I don't have the specifics of what I read you 
before. It's a substantial body of evidence, so I'll have to 
let that stand for a moment. 





Q Do I understand that -- 
a Let me try to see if I can get that. 
Q why is the evidence under seal? 


eI ['ll have to ask Judge Sofaer for the legal 
specifics on that. I can't help you beyond what I said. 


Q Did the Italian and the Yugoslavia refuse your 
evidence because it was Israeli origin, not American origin? 


4 I tried to answer that as best as [ can. I'm 
going to have to stand on that. 


Q Taking that point a bit further -- 
a Which point? 

Q Of the substantial body of evidence. 
a Yes. 

Q Was that from more than one source? 


4 I think I made a reference to what might be part 
of my answer when I replied to Bernie a moment or two ago. 


Q But it wasn't specific. 
i) But beyond insofar as ticking off the specifics -- 
Q I mean, without -- 


a -- of the corroborating information, I don't have 
that. 


Q Okay. Without obviously specifying what those 
sources are, was there more than one source? 


a I'm not going to get involved in that one. 


Q Bernie. 


i) Let me go to Ralph for a second, please. 





Q Let me follow up Bernie's question with the 
question we were asking yesterday. The statements you made 
today and that Chuck made yesterday seem to suggest that the 
documents are -- that the evidence is under seal in the Court 
and that is not something that you necessarily approve of. 


Why -- can you either take the question, if you don't 
know, or try to find out why -- does the State Department wish 
that the information were made public for some reason -- 


a You're asking -- 


Q -- or did the State Department request that the 
information be kept under seal in order to protect intelligence 
sources and methods? 


‘ My information is that it's under seal. 


As to your specific question as to whether this was a 
State Department request or this is the way the law operates, I 
cannot be specific about that because I simply don't know. But 
there's no reason that we cannot get a quick legal answer for 
you on that by calling up the Judge and getting that done. 


Chris? 


Q The only species of evidence that you hinted at 
are these transcripts of conversations between ship and shore 
which you've just said are in the public domain anyway. So we 
must assume, I suppose, that there's something else in that 
file besides that kind of material? 


a I did not put any parameters o1. the phrase -- 
what is the phrase they're using here? -- “a substantial body 
of evidence” to suggest that it was limited to what you're 
saying. I1 left that wide open, and that is the way I'm going 
to have to leave it. 


Q Since the transcripts are in the public domain, 
can you make them public? 


be Let me go here. 


Q I can't understand from your statement that -- 
have you shared the evidence, this substantial body of 
evidence, with the Italian Government since you requested the 
extradition of Abbas before you sealed this, or before the 
Judge sealed this evidence, that you are relying on, this 
evidence that you are relying on? 














a I'm losing you in the time sequence, please. I'm 
not following you in your time sequence. 


Q Did you share the evidence that you have about 
Abbas’ involvement with the Italian Government when Max Rabb 
requested, or in that diplomatic note, to the [talian 
Government to apprehend him or to hold him there and not let 
him leave the country? 


a Let me review that, because I think I have 
replied to your question. 


Q I want to be sure on that. 


o Yes, alright. I'm saying that the formal request 
for the provisional arrest was delivered in Rome many hours 
before he left. And I went on to say that the U.S. Ambassador 
to Rome, Maxwell Rabb. delivered the request for the 
provisional arrest of Abbas to a ranking official in the 
Italian Justice Minister's Office at 6 a.m. Rome time, 
Saturday, October 12, and Abbas departed [taly in the late 
afternoon of that day. 


Q So can I understand from this that the evidence 
was not strong enough for the [talian Government to respond to 
your request for extradition? 


a That is your call. 


Q What do you have on Mr. Klinghoffer? Is there a 
formal statement on identification beyond what was phoned in at 
3 o'clock this morning? 


a Well, I think that most of you here are familiar 
with what the U.S. Embassy in Damascus has issued: that Syrian 
physicians have made a positive identification of Mr. 
Klinghoffer's remains. The identification was based on 
fingerprint and dental comparisons as well as a physical 
description of Mr. Klinghoffer. 


Our consul in Damascus, an FBI agent from Washington, 
and an Embassy-retained Syrian pathologist witnessed the 
examination and identification by the Syrian medical team. 


Q Do you have anything there that points to a 
bullet hole in the head in the center of the skull? 











A As to the question of the cause of death, that 
cannot be determined without an autopsy. But the body did show 
indications of two apparent gunshot wounds; one in the head and 
the other in the back. 


Q Any comment on the Syrian role in all this? 


a No, I don't have anything on that except -- 
Syrian role? 


Q Syrian role? 


“ Well, to note that throughout, the U.S.‘ attempts 
to identify Mr. Klinghoffer's remains, the Syrian authorities 
have been fully cooperative. 


Q Can you draw any conclusions from this regarding 
the statements made by some Palestinians that Mr. Klinghoffer 
died of natural causes? 


‘ I think I talked to you about indications of two 
apparent gunshot wounds. Gunshot wounds are not exactly 
natural causes. 


Q What about -- when is Mr. Klinghoffer's body 
going to be returned to the United States, and where in the 
United States? 


i I don't have a where. But it's my understanding 
that after the Italian authorities have completed their 
examination. 


Q Do you know how long that will take, Bernie? 

i) The Embassy in Rome will arrange to repatriate 
the remains to the United States. 1 have no idea how long that 
will take. 

Q Will there be an autopsy in Italy? 

) A team of U.S. pathologists will be on hand to 
assist, if necessary, in any autopsy to gather evidence in 
connection with U.S. Government charges against the hijackers. 

Q New subject? 

Q I have one more question, if I may? 


i Yeah. 











Q Do you have a response yet From the Egyptians to 


= From the Egyptians to --? 


Q -~ to President Reagan's letter which Mubarak had 
not opened as of the night before last? 


a I have nothing on that. 

Q Do you have anything on any --— anything you can 
say here about a reported radio communication between Arafat 
and Abbas? ; 

* No. I don't have anything on that, John. 

Chris. 

Q Do you have anything on whether or not Arafat 
might have known in advance, had prior knowledge of the 
hijacking? Anything new today on that? 


‘ No. Nothing that hasn't been said heretofore. 


Chris? 

Q Is that a matter of also sealed evidence? 

a No. 

Q Is there some question about how abwas left Rome 


in the late afternoon of Saturday? I mean, the aecepted thing 
was that he went on a Yugoslav airliner, but there have been 
some reports that he left in some other fashion. 


a I don't have anything at all on that 


Q Does that mean you don't know how he left? How 
do you -- you know he left in the late afternoon, so how did he 
leave? 

a I'm not sure to what degree Chuck addressed this 


specific question, but [ have nothing beyond what I have read 
and seen, and I have no particular contradictions of that as 
well. 


Q Do we know? 


a I have nothing beyond what I've just said, Chris. 
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Can I go back here, please, John? 


Q If the autopsy results establish that Klinghoffer 
died from the gunshot wounds, would there be an additional 
charge of murder against Abbas or against the four hijackers? 


i That's a legal question that I really don't: >; 
the specific answer for. It's my understanding, at least a of 
a few days ago, that the hijacking convention that the United 
States observes does not deal with the cases of murder 
overseas. Is that correct? 


MR. REOMAN: Ships. 


MR. KALB: And so it stands at that point. It stands 
with hijacking and piracy and hostage-taking. Sut I think 
insofar as the U.S. law is concerned, it does not deal with 
murder overseas, but we could run this through some legal mind 
and be positive as to what I'm saying. 


John? 


Q How much concern is there here about the Iraqi or 
purported Iraqi connection to all of this -- the fact that he 
was travelling on an Iraqi passport, the fact that he may have 
transited Iraq, the fact that two Palestinians aboard an Iraqi 
airliner were taken into custody in Italy yesterday with 
explosives? Can you give me some sense of -- 


i) John, I don't have anything that links it to any 
particular country the way you are suggesting Iraq. But I 
think it has been made clear, day in and day out since the 
hijacking, of concern about Abbas and his itineraries. 


~-HORE-- 
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Q But there was a note apparently we sent to the 
Iraqis day before yesterday. Have we had a response from that? 


- I have nothing on that. 


Q A question on Lebanon? Do you have any readout 
on the accord reached among the Lebanese parties? 


rs That the United States obviously welcomes any 
efforts to restore peace and security in Lebanon, and we would 
welcome, as I say, any progress in that direction. 


Q Another subject? 


“ Let me just go over here, please? 

Q A follow up: So you welcome the Syrian 
initiative in Lebanon? 

i) We welcome progress, as I say, that moves the 
Lebanon situation in the direction of peace and security. 

Ralph? 

Q One more? 


a One more? Go ahead. Start at this end. 


Q Can you characterize the relationship between 
Abbas and Arafat? 


a No, I can't -- I don't have the cassette. I 
don't have the -- 


Q No, no. Given the fact that Arafat appointed 
Abbas to the PLO Executive Committee recently or last year? 


a I don't have anything on that, the nature of the 
relationship between the two. 


In the back, please? 

Q Concerning Nicaragua -- 

a No. Hold it just a minute. Let's -- 

Q There have been reports from Beirut that maybe 
the Soviet Unicn is ready to take an armed action in order to 


free their hostages. Do you have your own information about 
that? And how would be the U.S. position in such case? 














12 


A I don't have anything for you on the variety of 
questions you have just put to me. 


Q Bernie, would you like to address the question of 
reports -- 


7 I beg your pardon. 
Q Would you like to address -—- 
ta Would I like to address the question of -—- 

-—— reports that the reason the British Government 
decided not to meet with a PLO delegation or two members 
reportedly from the PLO Committee was due to pressure from the 
United States, that Margaret Thatcher succumed to pressure from 
the U.S.? 

A It's my understanding -—- 


Did you address that yesterday, Chuck? 


Q I'm sorry I wasn't here. 

aq Chuck put that to a complete rest as a report 
that has no validity. 

Q Can I go back to your evidence -—- 

A We can go back to it in a second. Let me try 


somebody else. I thought there was another hand on this side. 
Yes, please. 


Q I was going to ask about Nicaragua. 
A I beg your pardon. 

Q I was going to ask about Nicaragua. 
A Let me hold you, if I may, please. 


Q I want to go back to your evidence that you said 
about the ship-to-shore tape, as reported. Since you based 
your evidence as reported on the Mossad ship-to-shore tape, had 
Israel also given you the irrefutable evidence that Mr. Shamir 
and Mr. Rabin and all of them begin saying lately, that they 
have which implicates Arafat in the whole episode? 


A Part of the premise of part of your question, I 
don't think I said et all. I think you suggested a moment ago 
that since the United States based it all on Israeli reports -- 
if that's what you said -- I never said that. 


Q Just about. 
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a Now, having disputed that aspect of your 
question, let's take your question. 


Q Well, the Israelis have been saying for a long 
time, in the last few days, that they have irrefutable evidence 
that Arafat has been implicated or he has direct involvement in 
the ship hijacking with Abbas. This evidence -—- 

Did Israel share this evidence with you? 


A I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q Let's go to-Nicaragua, Bernie? 
Q Bernie, have you -- 
A George? 


Let's go to Nicaragua? 








~ 
Q hang on. 
fy Ralph? 


Q Is the U.S. using the anti-terrorist reward fund 
in any way to put up a reward for Abbas? 


a Don't know. 
Q Could you take that question, please? 


a Sure. Let's take a look at it and see what's 
possible. If there's a reply, you'll have it. 


Q Nicaragua? 


A Yeah, but George, there are others with Nicaragua 
ahead of you, if I can put you on line. 


(Laughter) 
Q All the same question Bernie. 
f°) Is it all the same question? 


S) (Inaudible) 


2) Do you want to caucus before I answer? 
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Nicaragua. What is the question, George? 
(Laughter) 
Q Comment on the crackdown. 


Q Do you have anything about the Contras. 


a Wait a minute. Those are two questions. 
Q Ah, no, no, no. 
A You're talking about the suspension about a 


variety of civil rights. 
Q You got it! 


é The Sandinista government has taken a further 
step toward imposing the totalitarian regime on the people of 
Nicaragua. This is a clear example of tightening control by 
violating basic human freedoms and refusing to tolerate 
dissent. It goes beyond the previous state of emergency since 
it totally suspends, and not merely limits, basic freedoms. 


The action is the result of the growing 
disillusionment with the Sandinista regime by large sectors of 
the population and reflects the Sandinistas' fear of their own 
people. This, not any action by the United States, is the 
cause of the suspension of civil liberties in Nicaragua. 


The church has been a frequent target of the 
Sandinistas' efforts to stifle dissent. On October 12, they 
seized nearly all the copies of Iglesia, a new Catholic Church 
newspaper and the church's press and printing equipment. On 
October 15, the Sandinistas occupied the offices of the 
Catholic Church's Social Service Agency and refused to let the 
clergy enter. Prior to this, in late September, eleven 
seminarians were forced into military service despite their 
exemption from service in the armed forces. The Sandinistas 
obviously fear the strong support for the Nicaraguan church by 
the great majority of the Nicaraguan people. We condemn these 
repressive moves and call upon all those who support democracy 
in Nicaragua to join us. 


And to a query I heard before, the answer is yes. 


Q On a related subject, are you planning to extend 
a visa to Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega, who has requested 
one to travel to various places including the National Press 
Club? 
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a I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you take that question? 


a We'll take a look at it and see what's possible. 





Q And also in the same area, can you confirm 
reports that the first cargo ship delivering U.S. aid to the 
contras was seized by Honduran authorities? 

a I don't have anything on that. 

Q Would you take that question? 


a Let me take a look and see what's possible. 
Could you be more specific with what you're saying on that? 


Q Well, there are various reports saying that the 
first -- 


a As of, as of? 
Q Yesterday. 
' A Right. 

Q In the press today, there were various reports 
that the cargo ship with the first shipment of U.S. 
humanitarian assistance to the contras was seized by Honduran 
authorities and they found that there were NBC reporters on the 
ship. 

A On the ship? 

Q Plane, plane, airplane -- shipment. 

a I'll take a look. All right. 

8i1l1? 


Q Do you have any word on expert-level U.S./ 
Soviet talks on Central America? 


i) No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Bernie. 
a Excuse me, let me stay over here. 
Q Do you have anything on a change in American 


policy toward aiding the UNITA guerrillas in Angola? 


a I don't have anything on that. Let me see if [ 
can't take that and get something back to you. 
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Q Thank you. 


Q There is a story in the Times today out of the 
Pentagon that says the Pentagon has urged, warned its military 
officers when they travel to use civilian passports purchased 
at their own expense, and so on. Among other things, those 
would be anti-terrorist measures. 


Does the State Department advise its employees to 
purchase civilian, non-diplomatic passports to travel, or has 
there been any new issuance of recommendations on that score? 


6 I don't have anything on that for you, Ralph. 
Q Could you look into that and see if there's -- 


A Let me see, but I'm not going to promise you 
anything because if it falls under the heading of security, 
I'll have a hard time scrambling that information -- 


Q Well, I know you've made statements in the past 
about urging diplomats to take precautions and so on and so 
forth; but suggesting that they purchase civilian passports is 
(inaudible) 


a But you're suggesting under that heading that 
there be a list of specifics that are made public, and I would 
doubt that even I would have luck in getting that. 


Q This is going to be nonpolitical, very easy. 


a Nonpolitical and very easy. Do you want to take 
it, Ralph? 

Q Do you have anything on the Indian request for a 
supercomputer -- 

fe It's a what? Supercomputer. 

Q Do you have anything on India's request for a 
supercomputer? 


is) Supercomputer. This has to do with an 
Administration position on the sale of a supercomputer to 
India? And you said it would be easy -- 


(Laughter) 


A -- and would be nonpolitical, and so in that 
spirit, let me try to answer you. (Laughter) 
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The United States Government has not received a 
license request for a supercomputer for India. In the absence 
of a concrete license application, we're not in a position to 
hypothesize as to how such a request would be handled. If and 
when an application is submitted, the concerned agencies would 
assess it based upon the given facts at that time. 


Q A Follow-up on that. 


a Easy, nonpolitical? 
(Laughter) 
Q Yes. 


a Go ahead. 


Q There is a report in The New York Times today 


that according to the Pentagon yesterday, this request has been 
rejected. On the previous day, there was a report in The 
Washington Post that the chances of getting it are very 
favorable. I don't know which one is correct. 


4 Well, then you have the third option today that 
the U.S. Government has not received a license request, and 
that's about as far as I can take it. 

(Laughter) 


Let me try this side of the aisle. Everybody present? 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports of 
irregularities in the elections in Liberia? 

a Reports of irregularities? 

Q Yes -- extra polling booths in the army barracks 


where people can vote as much as they want to -- 
a Well -- 


-- people being required to shout the name of 
their preferred candidate in the presence of government 
officials, et cetera. 


2) Do you want to elaborate on that, or shall I -- 
(Laughter) Let me tell you what I do have, as a matter of 
fact, on that. The U.S. Embassy in Monrovia sent eight teams 
of observers to polling places around the country. These 
observers were allowed free access to polling stations. In 
addition, other embassies and foreign press reporters covered 
the elections. 
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Liberian election law allows 15 days for the 
vote-counting and announcement of the official results. Thus, 
it would be premature to characterize the elections except to 
note, along with reports of some harassment of opposition 
campaigners and cases of some irregularities, the government 
did go ahead with elections. Four parties actively 
campaigned. Local media gave coverage to all sides, and there 
was a larce and orderly turnout of voters. 


And that's about all I have on that. 





Q Bernie, cam you assess or possibly comment on 
Syria's total cocperation with you, that you said that Syrian 
authorities have been fully cooperative about the whole matter 
of the ship and the victims, whatever? 


6 No. I'm going to decline the opportunity to 
speculate about the Syrian role. 


Q (Inaudible) was there an official “thank you" for 
their prompt decision? 


i Unless I'm up here day-in-and-—day-out in an 
unofficial capacity. 


Q No. You are, in effect -- 


a So what I said before about the Syrian role 
obviously is the case. 


Q Is the Administration considering the idea of 
sending a Presidential or a high-level envoy to Egypt? 


fa I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Bernie, did you take Abdul Salam's question on 
the “irrefutable evidence” in linking Arafat with the Israeli's 
tape? 


A No. I don't think there was a “take” on that. 

Q Will you, then? 

i) I'm not sure that I'm going to take that because 
I think we dealt before on the fact that this information is 


sealed, and I suspect we're not going to be able to crack it 
open. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:25 P.M.) 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 
MR. KALB: Good afternoon. I have no announcements. 


Q That's it? 
s Filing break. 


Q O.K. Now, what are the State Department's 
thoughts about the [talian Government crisis? Is it something 
that the Department finds at all regrettable? 


s One second -- I'm sorry, Jim. 


Obviously, this is an internal political matter, so 
that I have no specific comment on your question. The 
overriding interests between the United States and Italy are so 
important and so basic that we trust that these will not be 
affected. But other than that, I don't have anything for you, 
Jim. 


Q Do you have any specific comment on the events as 
laid out by Mr. Craxi in his resignation speech, particularly 
about the F-14 that followed the Egypt airplane to Rome? And 
-—- well, stop there. 


a Yes. Well, you stop there, and I will be even 
more abbreviated. I've got nothing further to say by way of 
any of the specific elements that you may or may not have 
itemized or alluded to, and have no specific comment on the 
scenario that was laid out in Rome. 


Q Bernie, I understand that you have now received 
the autopsy report on Mr. Klinghoffer. Can you tell us 
anything about that report? 


a Yes. The preliminary finding of the autopsy is 
that Mr. Klinghoffer died as a result of cranial trauma. 
Although the full, official report has not yet been completed, 
we presume that the cranial trauma was the result of the bullet 
wound in the head observed in earlier examinations of Mr. 
Klinghoffer's remains. 





Q Bernie, can you tell us anything about the 
meeting today between the Italian Ambassador and Ambassador 
Ridqway, such as who requested the meeting? 


: I don’t have anything on that. To the degree 
that I can get some information, I'll make an effort and let 
you have it later. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Bernie, can we go back to your question about the 
autopsy? 


a Yes. 


Q Is this the final report about the autopsy, or 
more autopsy report will be coming, because this morning, or 
last night, I heard it on one of the networks saying that there 
was no indication that there were bullet wounds in his body, 
and that further reports will come. (Sic) 


Q The report said no bullets. 

Q No bullets? Bullets, then. 

4 Therefore? 

Q Therefore, I mean, are more reports to come? 

A Well, I think I prefaced my remark by saying “the 
preliminary finding.” I also said that “although the full, 
official report has not yet been completed" -- and [ suspect 
that that composes a reply to your question. 

Q When is the body expected back? 

a Tentatively scheduled for Sunday, and beyond 
that, obviously for a variety of privacy reasons, I have 
nothing to add. 


Q Do you know if the President or the Secretary is 
going to go to the airport? 


A I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Did you receive some notes from the Egyptian 
Government over the last 12 hours, and is there any way you can 
characterize the state of relations or what the notes say? Any 
plan to cancel some exercises? 





a I don't have anything to offer by way of your 
specific questions. Insofar as the cancellation, I have 
nothing on that; you might want to check with the DoD. 8ut I 
think that in the past few days a variety of observations have 
been made about the state of U.S.-Escyptian relations, and I 
have really nothing further to contribute. 


Q Well, what about in the message? [fhere have been 
some reports -- 


“ I don't have anything on that. Bernie's question 
about a message from Egypt to the United States, is that -- 


Q Yes. 
o I don't have anything on that. 


Q Did President Reagan open the letter or not yet? 
(Laughter) 


a You could speak to my colleague, Ed Djerejian, 
over there, who may be monitoring that a little more closely. 


Q Is the Secretary due on the Hill this afternoon 
-- 3:00 o'clock? 


a I don't know that. Let me take a peek Let me 
check that for sure. 


Q The White House has said 3:00 o'clock. 


a If the White House says it, who am I to dispute 
it? 


Q Bernie, when is the formal proposal for the 
Jordanian arms sale to go to the Hill? 


o I don't have anything as to when it may go up to 
the Hill. 


You mean in the follow-up of the informal? 
Q Yes. 


A Don't have a day for you. Don't have a day, or 
when or how, etc. 


Q Do you have any comment on the hanging in South 
Africa today? 
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a Yes, I do. We have made plain our opinion that 
clemency in this case was justified and would have served South 
Africa's larger interests. We made several representations to 
this effect to the South African Government. 


We've also supported U.N. calls for clemency. We thus 
regret that the South African Government proceeded with this 
execution. 


Q Have you got any comment on the effect the 
sanctions, the U.S. limited sanctions, have had on the South 
African Government, bringing them around in the direction that 
we'd like to see them go? 


“ No, I don't have anything to add to what's been 
said. 


Q Bernie, on Nicaragua? The Sandinistas say that 
President Ortega wanted to go to a number of cities beyond New 
York, but that he had to cancel those plans because the State 
Department was so late in getting his visa to him. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a I do; I do, George. We understand that President 
Ortega has cancelled his speaking tour, but we have no 
information about his reasons for doing so. Our Embassy in 
Managua issued President Ortega an unrestricted diplomatic visa 
on October 17, in ample time for him to meet his stated October 
18 arrival date in the United States. And there were no 
limitations on his duration of stay or on his travel in the 
United States. 


Now, you asked me a question, if I heard you correctly 
in that run of questions, about delays and so forth? 


Q Yes. 


a On that general question, George, each visa 
application is considered on a case-by-case basis, depending on 
the circumstances and on the purpose of the visit. Every case 
requires review and administrative processing, and the time 
required varies by case. 


The Department gave full consideration to President 
Ortega's proposed arrival date of October 18 while processing 
his application. 


Q Did you receive anything by way of a protest note 
from the Hondurans over this shipment of humanitarian aid? 








. I don't have anything on a protest note. 


Q Well, now the Foreign Minister says that he is 
going to return the aid to the United States and that the 
United States’ ation in sending the aid injures and offends 
Honduras’ dignity. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


rs I think it's been made clear, or I think that 
you're familiar with the fact, that under the system that was 
established by the Nicaraguan Humanitarian Assistance 
Organization, the shipping from the U.S. was contracted by the 
UNO, the Unified Nicaraguan Opposition, and I have nothing by 
way of any specific reply to your question. 


Q They say that they are going to send the aid back 
to the United States, and presumably -- and that they have 
communicated this to our Ambassador 4° Honduras. 


We don't know? 


a No. I'm saying that I have nothing on that for 
you. 


Q But Bernie, the money for the aid is coming out 
of -- is coming from the State Department. The Administration 
wants that assistance to reach its goal, presumably wants the 
assistance to reach its goal as expeditiously as possible. 


a Yes. 


Q And yet you say that you have no comment on this 
delay in the shipment to the U.S.-supported people? [ presume 
you would then argue that this is an efficient way of spending 
that $25 million? 


a I'm saying that the shipment is contracted to be 
taken care of by the Unified Nicaraguan Opposition. Obviously 
the United States would like the humanitarian aid to get there, 
but the responsibility for shipping it onward from the United 
States is under a contract formed with the UNO, and that's 
about where I can leave it. 


Q Can you take the question of whether we're 
expecting to -- what we're going to do with this aid when it 
gets sent back by the Hondurans? 


i) Yes, let me take a look at that and see what's 
possible. 
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Q Bernie? 
a Yes? 


Q Has the Secretary Shultz received any Egyptian 
official lately -- like yesterday or today? 


” Let me check that. Are you working with some 
information that you have, or is it one of a wild goose 
question? (Laughter) 

There's no wild goose question in this conference. 


No, seriously? 


It's a serious question, yes. 


> © PF? 


Do you know so I can have some specific frame of 
reference when I query -- 


Q Well, there have been some reports suggesting 
that there is an Egyptian emissary in town? 

a Yes, and do you know his name? 

Q No. | 

“a Let me take a look and see what there is on that. 


Q Bernie, back on the Nicaraguan shipment for just 
asecond. Did the Administraticn tell Congress when it set up 
the arrangements for the Congressionally approved money that it 
would be subcontracting and passing off responsibility for the 
shipments to another non-U.S. Government agency, and that 
therefore it would not have to take responsibility when there 
are problems with the shipment of the aid? 


a I don't know, but why don't I take a look and see 
what's possible. 


Q What motivated the United States Government to 
put a quarter of a million dollars on the three hijackers of 
TWA? Is it because you reached a dead end, or because you have 
information and you want to expedite their extradition or 
something? 


a I think the explanation for the offer of a reward 
was contained in the announcement itself, and I would be happy 
to make the whole statement available to you after the briefing. 








Q Bernie, do you have any progress report on the 
civil air talks between the U.S. and the Soviets here? 


fa No, I don't. 


Q Have meetings gone everyday this week, or -- what 
-- any schedule; anything on that? 


a Let me check that to see if they do, in fact, 
proceed day by day. 


Mike? 


Q There have been quite a few reports over the last 
few weeks of allegations of torture in South Korea. Do you 
have any comment on those allegations? Are they consistent 
with the American view of where the Chun government should be 
going? Does the United States appreciate the crackdown against 
dissidents? 


A We are aware of credible reports that three 
Korean journalists were beaten recently by Korean security 
officials, and we have made known to the Korean Government our 
concern about this deplorable incident. 


We are also aware that a youth activist was subjected 
to torture recently. We have made known to the Korean 
Government our serious concern, as I said a moment ago, about 
this deplorable incident as well. 


And on your broader question about crackdowns, let me 
say this, if I may, Mike. 


We believe that in general, Korea has made political 
progress over the past few years. [In 1984, early '85, the 
Korean Government completely lifted the political ban tiat had 
originally applied to 567 politicians. In February 1985, Korea 
experienced one of the most democratic elections in its 
history. Ouring the campaign, candidates were free to 
criticize the government in front of large rallies. As a 
result of the election, new parties supported by leading 
opposition politicians became the largest opposition party. 


All the professors and some journalists who had lost 
their jobs for political reasons were allowed to return to 
their positions. 


On the other hand, as Department officials have stated 
on several occasions, there have been some regrettable steps in 
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recent months which we regard as inconsistent with the real 
progress that has been made. We continue to encourage 
political progress and to urge moderation and dialogue on all 
parties. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
Yes, you can. 


Q Do you have anything on Laxalt --- a progress 
report? I mean, in terms of his return? What -- anything 
beyond what's been -- 


4 Really nothing beyond. I think the White House 
did something on Monday, and that's about where it stands. 


Q Do you have any comment on the head of the 
election commission in Liberia saying that there will be no 
investigation of charges of fraud in voting? 


A Well, I think I did something the other day on 
that. 


Q Right. This is new. 


a Yeah. What I can add today is that -- ['ve got a 
couple of paragraphs here -- that Tuesday's Liberian election 
was remarkable for its voter discipline and participation. 


Our Embassy and those of other Western governments had 
reporting officers out in the countryside as well as in 
Monrovia, and on the basis of their accounts it's clear that 
the barracks incident given so much attention in the press here 
was an exception to the general pattern of behavior. 


Moreover, Liberian officials have stated publicly that 
they are investigating some of the charges of irregularities. 
The election process will not conclude until the results are 
announced at the end of this month. Thus, it is premature to 
characterize the process until we see the final results. 


Q So it's all right with the United States if they 
investigate some of the charges, but not the charges of the 
barracks incident? 


A I don't know which of the charges or which of the 
irregularities they're going to investigate, so I obviously 
cannot specify. 


Q But they say that they won't investigate the 
barracks incident. 





A I have to leave it the way it is here. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 

A Yes, you can. 

Q Bernie, it is reported today that General 


Secretary Gorbachev made a formal proposal now to the British, 
as he did to the French when he was there, to begin two-way 
talks with the British on the missile question. Do we have any 
comment on that? 


a No. I do not. 


Q Do you have anything about the uproar on the Hill 
about the decision on SDI? 


A No. 
Q Do you have anything about a Salvador agreement 
with the government -- agreement of the government with the 


guerrillas for the liberation of Duarte's daughter? 
A No. I do not. No. 
Q Do you plan to seek a reward for Abbas? 
I only have -- 
Q Information leading to -- 


A -- $0 far as rewards are concerned, what was made 
available yesterday, and I have nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have any comment on South Yemen denial. 
that Abbas is not there 


A No. 


Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 
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EGYPTIAN EMISSARY 





Q: 
A: WE KNOW OF NO EGYPTIAN GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL IN WASHINGTON. 


Is there an Egyptian emissary in town? 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 
INDE XK 


Monday, October 21, 1985 





BRIEFER: Bernard Kalb 


Subject Page 

EGYPT/TUNISIA: ACHILLE LAURO HIJACKING: 
Deputy Secretary Whitehead to visit Tunisia....... 1 
CO ME, on tos n ec eeebesacds 1, 4-5, 13 
I Oe ee ee eee eee tee eb bb ee 2 
Decision to send Whitehead to Tunisia............. 2-3 
Whitehead to report to Administration............. 4 
Transcript of Yassir Arafat's London Conversation.9 
Request for U.S. Apology to Egypt...............5.. 11 
U.S./Egyptian Military Maneuvers?..............055. 11 
Egyptian Charges of '.S.-Tunisian Collaboration... .12 
ee ee ee, Se OD C6 no bc eandabbae teres 12 
Whitehead's Visit to Italy/Meeting with Craxi..... 13 
Status of Hijackers of Kuwaiti Airliner........... 14 

JORDAN 
Arms Package Notification... 0.0... eee 2-4 


PEACE PROCESS 
Prior Consultation by U.S. with Britain about 


joint PLO/Jordanian delegation...............05.5., 10 
CHINA 
Cranston's allegations on China's Dealings in Nuclear 
nS 6 & b006.6 6606400060 6006060000605 040408 0660004 5-6, 15-16 
USSR 
Shevardnadze Meeting with Shultz in New York...... 6-7 
U.S-Soviet Experts Meeting on Central America..... 7-9 
U.S.-Soviet Civil Air Talks... .. ccc nes 11-12 
NICARAGUA 
Ortega on Military Victory... 0... eee 9-10, 12 
LEBANON 
Syrian Help to Release Kidnapped Americans........ 11 
SUDAN 
Prime Minister's Visit to the U.S......... 5.5.6 13, 16 
PHILLIPINES 
Laxalt Mission... 6. eee eee eee eens 14-15 
ZALRE 


Visit of President Mobutu to U.S. 2... cee 16 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #185 


MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. For starters, one brief 
announcement. 


Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead will be 
visiting Tunis from Cairo. In Tunis, he will consult with the 
Tunisian Government, obviously. The President has directed Mr. 
Whitehead to assure President Bourguiba of our close friendship 
and determination to strengthen the bilateral relationship 
which has so long and well served our mutual interests. 


Q When will that be, do you know? 
i] I don't have any specifics on that ETA, Barrie. 
Q How did his visit in Cairo go? 


A On the Cairo -- I think some of you may be 
familiar with the statement that he made at the conclusion of 
his meeting in Cairo, and we could get that for you. But above 
and beyond what Mr. Whitehead did say after his meeting with 
the Egyptian President, I can say in general terms that the 
meeting went very well. 


In terms certainly of substance, in terms of 
atmospherics, and what else I can contribute is, as I say, what 
Mr. Whitehead said, and beyond that not much else I can add. 


Q Bernie, can we turn the corner now on -- turn the 
page on whether there's to be any apology? Do you read Mr. 
Mubarak as retreating from his demand for an apology from the 
United States? Il refer, of course, to the "60 Minutes." 


i] I'm not going to characterize or seek to define 
or be precise about what the Egyptian President had to say on 
that particular subject. 





and insofar as your specific question that suggested 
as to whether there had been a U.S. apology, I think that I 
will simply call your attention to the thrust of what Mr. 
Whitehead said on his emergence from the meeting with the 
Egyptian President. 


Q Alright, now let's, if we may for a second 
longer, turn to the Tunisia part of this story. Mr. Mubarak 
had some things to say on that program, that television show, 
about Tunisia. Can you help us as to whether any of that is 
accurate or inaccurate or misconceived, or whatever? 


a I think the only thing I can do here is refer you 
to what was said by a White House spokesman yesterday, and 
beyond that I have really nothing to add. 


Q Bernie, this trip by Mr. Whitehead to Tunisia, 
has it been decided in the light of his talks with Egyptian 
officials? 


A You mean, was the decision to go to Tunis a 
result of the meetings with President Mubarak? 


Q Yes. 
i) I would say no to that. 


Q So why wouldn't -- why it had not been declared 
before? 


a Well, for, I suppose, a variety of diplomatic 
reasons the decision was made to announce on Friday, the fact 
that Mr. Whitehead would be visiting Italy and would be 
visiting Egypt. And there was no official disclosure at that 
particular point as to an additional stop in Tunisia. 


Q Bernie, in Cairo, did the matter of U.S. aid to 
Egypt arise? 


a As I said earlier, Jim, I have nothing to add by 
way of specifics as to what precisely were the subjects on the 
agenda, although, obviously, we're familiar with one of the 
major ones on the agenda. 


Q Bernie, on the Middle East, is the arms package 
for Jordan going up as scheduled today? Do you ave anything 
to say about the fact that in both Houses of Congress there 
seemed to be overwhelming numbers of members opposed to the 
sale? 


. On the arms sales to Jordan going up today, I 
have been guided to guide you in the direction of the Pentagon, 
and I suspect they will have something to say about that later 
today. 


Q That's the -- the Pentagon handles the nuts and 
bolts. They don't handle the politics of it. Do you have 


anything to say about the determination of the Administration 
to -- 


Qa If I were to take your question, I would find 
myself simply echoing what the Secretary of State said the 
other day, that the Administration indeed does plan to move 
forward and the Secretary of State, in his testimony and in 
taking a variety of questions on the Hill the other day, 
emphasized that that, in fact, was the case. That the 
President had so reassured King Hussein and the Administration 
was indeed moving forward. 


Q Can we drift back quickly to Tunisia again? 
‘a To Tunisia, yes. 


Q Yeah. First of all, is this the last stop or 
will you tell us Friday about another stop that you couldn't 
tell us about today? And, secondly, did the Tunisians decide 
on their own not to allow the hijackers to land in an Egyptian 
plane, or were they prompted by the United States? 


A On question two, I have nothing to add beyond 
what has already been said. And on question one, as to whether 
this is Mr. Whitehead's not penultimate or -- but rather 
possibly his final stop, it's my understanding that this will 
wrap up the itinerary, as I understand it, at this point. 


Does that leave an elastic in my reply? I suppose it 
does although I intend it not to be. 


Q Bernie, on this Jordanian arms sale, since the 
Secretary testified, Senator Lugar had some remarks. Do you 
have any response? He said it faces almost certain defeat and 
he'd like to scale it back or change it somehow to improve the 
chances. 


fi As I say, you might want to check with the 
Pentagon, but it is my understanding that the decision to move 
forward, that the Secretary italicized in his testimony last 
week, remains constant. 
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Q Bernie, to just follow that with one more 
technicality, is the announcement or the decision by the 
Pentagon today to go ahead with the sale consistent with the 
Administration's preliminary notification? That is, has there 
been any substantive change in the package itself since the 
preliminary -- 


t You mean the $1.5 to $1.9 billion, and so forth? 
Q That's right? 


‘ I have to tell you to go to the Pentagon on that 
vas well, Ralph. 


Q So, in other words, there's a possibility that 
the Administration had decided between -- 


A No, no. I don't, by walking right down the 
center of the line, mean to do any diplomatic chauffeuring in 
either direction. 

Q Bernie, again, about Mr. Whitehead, is he -- 

‘ Wait, let me -- I'm sorry. Alright, go ahead. 


Q Is he going to report to the Secretary of State 
or to the President about his -- the results of his trip? 


i Well, he went out as a -- on a Presidential 
assignment, so I would imagine he would get the word to the 
Administration when he gets back. 

Q Bernie, do you know what date he expected to see 
Mr. Mubarak, or did he really expect to go sightseeing 65 miles 
from Cairo? 

2 If you mean by that question that -- 

Q No, no; no inference is drawn. 


i No, no. I could amply on what you're saying or I 
could keep it very narrow. 


Q Okay. Keep it narrow. 
is Keep it narrow? 


Q What day did Mr. Whitehead anticipate seeing the 
President of Egypt? 














‘ Since we all talk in a variety of shorthands in 
this room, the answer is no. Now, having said no, what is the 
question? (Laughter) 


Q What day -—— we've all done a lot of sightseeing 
in Egypt, too, waiting on Presidents of Egypt and it's an old 
Giplomatic device to keep American emissaries cooling their 
heels. But the question is, what day did Mr. Whitehead think 
he was going to see the President of Egypt, because I don't 
think he took him by surprise, I would imagine? 


‘ In other words, the question, if I may paraphrase 
you -- 

Q Yes. 

a -~ did Mr. Whitehead know, wher he left 


Washington last Friday that the earliest he could see President 
Mubarak was today? 


Q Yes. 

‘ The answer is yes. 

Q Thank you. 

6 He knew on Friday that he would see him only on 


Monday. 
Q That helps. 


ig And about visiting the pyramids, I don't have a 
fill-in on that. 


Q Everybody does. 
Q Do you have anything on the location of Mr. Abbas? 
is No, don't have anything on that. 


If I can switch subjects. Senator Cranston has 
levied a very sharp attack on the Administration -- 
particularly the State Department -- for not providing accurate 
information on China's dealings in nuclear sales. He is 
claiming that China is not acting in a way consistent with the 
nuclear agreement worked out with the Administration earlier 
this year, and therefore he is opposed to Congress' approving 
this agreement. Do you have anything at all on these 
allegations? 








i I do not. 


Q Do you have anything on a specific time for a 
meeting with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in New York? 


o Well, I think that the fact that the two men 
will, indeed, meet later this week would not exactly come as a 
news bulletin in this room, would it? 

Q Yes, but do you have a specific time? 


“ Well, I don't even think that the specific date 
would come as a news bulletin. 


Q Well, what is it? 

Q Well, what is the time and date? (Laughter) 

te Well, shall we hold a raffle? I mean I have been 
reading a variety of reports that with reportorial certainty 
circle the date on the calendar. 

Q We haven't heard it from you. 


Q What time on Friday will the meeting take place? 


i) See that, Friday. You don't even -- you answer 
your own questions. 


Q What time of day? 
I) There, I may have a problem with you. (Laughter) 
Q That's what I asked you. Do you have a time? 


Q How about our meeting with the Soviets on Latin 
America? 


he Yes, of course. But, wait a minute. Barrie has 
something on that. Oid I say Friday? I said Friday. Was I 
asked what time it was? We can circle the clock. It's a busy 
day. One starts early in the morning on these sorts of 
get-togethers, and I'm going to leave it at that. I don't 
think anybody else needs an additional diagram. 


Q Why are they meeting? 


a Why are they meeting? It's interesting. I'll 
ask -- 








Q Where are they meeting? How many meetings will 
they have? Will they alternate? 

‘ Assuming that everything takes place as I've 
indicated -- 


Q You've indicated very little so far. 

ia As I've indicated, I think I've been doing very 
abundantly today. I think I've step forth there --— how shall I 
phrase it? -- in a robust fashion to provide information. 

I would hope that the usual practice is followed after 
the meeting that takes place, whenever and whatever time and so 
forth. 

Q Can you tel] us where the meeting will be, though? 


a Don't have anything on that for you. 


Q How about New York? 

Q Yes. 

a Did you mean city or place? 

Q Bernie, I think I know it's happening in New 


York. Is it the Soviet Mission at the U.N. or the U.S. Mission 
to the U.N.? 


‘ I really don't have that. 
Q Or at some other location? 


a I don't have that. As to whether there will be 
more than one, I don't have that as well. 


Q Will Secretary Shultz be accompanied by President 
Reagan at that meeting? 


Q How about the Latin American meeting? 


i) Yes, I think it is not exactly a secret that 
there will be a U.S.-Soviet get-together to exchange views on 
Central America and the Caribbean. The dates, October 31 and 
November 1. They're part -- 
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Q Washington? 


S In Washington. They're part of a series of 
regional discussions the U.S. has held with the Soviet Union 
over the past year, as you know. Talks have been held between 
the two countries on East Asia, Afghanistan, southern Africa 
and the Middle East. 


Q Who will take part? 


6 Who will take part? The U.S. delegation will be 
headed by Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
affairs, Elliott Abrams. The Soviet delegation, (will be) 
headed by Vladimir Kazimirov, Chief of the Soviet Foreign 
Ministry's First Latin American Division. The spelling on the 
surname is K-~A-Z-I-M-I-R-O-V. 


Q I'm sorry, could you do that once more? 
6 K-A-Z-I-M-I-R-O-V. 
Q His title, again? 


i Chief of the Soviet Foreign Ministry's First 
Latin American Division. 


Q Have you run out of areas of the world where the 
United States and the Soviet Union will have discussions before 
the summit? Should this wrap it up, do you think? 


a I don't know of any other thing on the schedule, 
but I can't give you an absolute wrap-up. If I want -- anybody 
want the agenda? 


Q Does it involved Latin America? 

A Would anybody -- 

Q Yeah, the agenda, please? 

a It will include a broad-range of issues involving 
Central America and the Caribbean. The meeting will provide 


the opportunity for an exchange of views but is not a 
negotiating session. 


~-MORE-~ 








Q What is the agenda? 

Q Wasn't it supposed to be this week? 

+ October 31, November 1. 

Q Wasn't it supposed to be this week? 

“ I don't know. I don't know. If you're 


suggesting has there been a change, I simply don't know, John. 
I just have these two dates of October 31 and November 1. 


Q According to National Public Radio last Thursday, 
there is a partial transcript of telephone conversations in the 
Administration's possession in which Yassir Arafat was 
overheard ordering leaders of his delegation in London to 
renege on a statement renouncing violence. He also justified 
the plan that went awry in the hijacking of the liner, and 
indicated a decision to return to the policy of armed struggle. 


Is such a transcript in the Administration's 


possession? 

6 I don't have anything on it, and so I can't steer 
you in any known direction. It's simply that I have nothing on 
it. 


Q Can you look into it? 


6 I can, but I suspect it might be in a category 
that I may not be able to get anybody to provide the 
information you want. Let me see what is possible about any 
assurance that I would be able to turn something up. 


Q Could I go back to Central America? 
a George. Yes? 


Q Anything on what Daniel Ortega has been saying 
over the past two days including his speech this morning at the 
General Assembly? 


a In broad terms, we do not believe that the 
Sandinistas are capable of defeating the armed opposition which 
draws its strength from the growing opposition throughout 
Nicaragua to the Sandinista regime. The reason for the 
suspension of civil liberties are clear. I think that question 
was addressed here ~-- last week I think it was. It reflects 
the Sandinistas fear of their own people, and is the result of 
growing disillusionment with the Sandinista regime by large 
sectors of the population. 
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Q When you say “growing opposition," can you supply 
some numbers? Are there more men under arms that want to 
overthrow the Sandinista government? 


a I don't have anything by way of numbers, Barrie. 

Q Do you feel it's an emotional thing when you say 
“growing opposition?" What do you base that on, what 
calculation? 


A I think the Department in reaching this 
assessment has its own information that leads to the growing 
sopposition conclusion, and I'm just going to have to leave it 


there. 
Q Secret information. 
Q Bernie, can we get a copy of that statement? 
A I'm not sure because I've got it marked up. The 


initial one -- yes. 

Q Bernie, on the Philippines, please? 

a Let me -- 

Q Can I go back to London? 

A To London? Yes, please. 

Q What was the scope of the prior consultation 
between the United States and Britain about the joint 
PLO/Jordanian delegation to meet with British officials? Was 
it related to the signing of the declaration or the actual 
meeting taking place? 


i Do you want me to provide if there were in fact 
consultations between the U.S. and Britain on that? 


Q Yes. 


A Well, I'm going to have to fall back on “cannot 
get involved in diplomatic exchanges"; and on the general 
question, I don't have anything for you. 


Q Bernie, on the Middle East, please. 





il 


Q When President Mubarak was asked yesterday, at 
his CBS interview, if he still insists on an apology from the 
U.S. Government, he just replied, “There are so many ways to 
apologize to Egypt. It's not a must or necessary that it comes 
in a public way." 


A Middle East, yes. 


Do you read this as a sort of withdrawal from his 
previous request? 


A A variation of that question came up a little 
earlier, and I had to just let it simply go at that without 
becoming involved in characterizations and so forth. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment about reports 
that Syria will not help any more in releasing the six American 
hostages in Lebanon? 


és Let me say that, in a general way, the United 
States has been and continues to be in touch with a number of 
individuals, parties, and states in an effort to obtain the 
release of our citizens. We have been in contact with Syria, 
and have no reason to believe there has been any change in its 
cooperative attitude on this issue. 


Q Bernie, on Egypt, are the scheduled military 
maneuvers, joint maneuvers with Egypt, still on schedule? 


ia It's my understanding that there is nothing 
absolutely on schedule. 


TO STAFF: Is that about right? 

MR. REDMAN: There is nothing scheduled. 

MR. KALB: What? 

MR. REDMAN: There is nothing scheduled. 

Q For the end of this year? 
I read a report some days ago, by way of registering Egyptian 
displeasure with various aspects of U.S. policy, and that's 
about the best I can do for you, that I know of nothing that 


has been cancelled in the way of any kind of maneuvers, et 
cetera, et cetera. 


MR. KALB: I know of nothing that has been cancelled. 


Q Bernie, are the Civil Air talks between the U.S. 
and the Soviets continuing this week? 


276! 





12 


a No. Those Civil Air talks -- I do have something 
on that. 


Q Could you tell us? 


a Yes. I mean, sometimes it takes another three 
seconds (laughter): Civil Aviation talks, which we have 
referred to in the past, with the Soviets here in Washington 
from October 15 through 18. They ended without an agreement. 
There were considerable differences on the economic basis upon 
which service would be established, and no date has been 
scheduled for the resumption of the talks. 


Q Bernie, could we go back to Nicaragua for a 
minute? 

4 I'm sorry. I lost you. 

Q Could we go back to Nicaragua for a minute? 

a Nicaragua, yes. 

Q You were giving a sort of sit-rep in response to 


Ortega's statements. You said that we don't believe that the 
Sandinistas are capable of defeating the armed opposition. Do 
we believe that the armed opposition is capable of defeating 
the Sandinistas? 


4 I'm not going to go beyond what this guidance has 
offered. 


Q Bernie, may we go back to the Middle East? The 
Tunisians in Washington believe that the charges of President 
Mubarak yesterday, they were outrageous; and they said that it 
is not correct that there was a prior agreement, and no “green 
light" to send the plane to Tunisia was given. 


What do you comment on this? 


a I said earlier, in reply to a question along 
those lines or broader lines, or precise lines, and so forth, 
that I really had nothing more to add at this particular point. 


Q O.K. On a different question -- about Tunisia, 
if I can follow: Is the United States Government considering 
now providing Tunisia with more economic and military aid due 
to many military and political developments in the area? 


A I don't have anything on that, as well. 
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Q Do you have anything on the Sudanese Prime 
Minister's visit? Is he meeting with the Secretary of State? 
Is he going to the White House? What is he doing here? 


4 I don't have anything on his schedule. Insofar 
as meetings are concerned within the context of what you've 
mentioned, let me see if I can't help get something for you on 
that. 


Q Is the United States in contact some way or the 
other with the Egyptian opposition regarding this last crisis? 


fi I don't have anything on that. 


Q Prime Minister Craxi apparently is in the process 
of forming a new government. Do you have any comment about 
that, and overall, whether our relations have improved with 
Italy in the past week? 


fa Well, of course, you had the meeting between the 
Prime Minister and Mr. Whitehead. I think I've referred you to 
the statements he made at Egypt, but insofar as the Whitehead 
meeting with the Italian Prime Minister, that discussion was 
characterized as warm and friendly. He delivered to the Prime 
Minister a letter from President Reagan expressing the 
President's hope that we should now put our recent differences 
behind us. 


Mr. Whitehead and the Prime Minister agreed that 
recent events indicated a need for better coordination between 
all nations in the ongoing fight against terrorism, and they 
agreed that both the U.S. and Italy have an important stake in 
maintaining and enhancing the broad and deep relations which we 
have had in the past. 


Q Bernie, you're disclosing quite a bit of the 
message. What was said to the Egyptians? Were the Egyptians 
told that we hope we could put our recent differences behind us? 


A With the Egyptians I called attention to the 
statement that Mr. Whitehead made at the conclusion of his 
meeting with Mr. Mubarak. And if you haven't read it, I could 
make a copy of that available to you. 


Q I'll catch up with it. 


Q Can we go a little bit back, since we are talking 
about -- 
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A "We can go a little bit back to --" 


Q -- to some hijacking. You always talk about 
prosecuting hijackers. What happened to the hijacker of the 
Kuwaiti airline a couple months ago when two Americans were 
killed, and the plane still being seized by Iran, and the 
hijackers were not prosecuted. Did you do anything to Iran? 
What's happened to it? I mean, do you have any information 
about that? 


i Let me take that question and see what we can do 
by way of updating a reply. 

Q Thanks. 

a Ralph. 


Q On the Philippines, could I ask -- President 
Marcos -—- 


A -- if there is anything at all. 
Yes. Sorry. 


Q President Marcos, on Friday night, said that he'd 
sent a 200-page Memo to President Reagan regarding the 
insurgency in the Philippines. The Philippine Government, 
through its Foreign Minister here in the U.S. over the past 
week or so, has made it publicly plain that the Philippines 
want the U.S. to “bug off," and let them assess their own 
insurgency and handle their own situation. 


Laxalt is back today. Has he reported? Do you have 
any comment on the Philippine Government's statements -- 
anything along those lines? 


A Well, I think I will have to say what is often 
said here, customarily said, that I'm not going to get involved 
in commenting on any private or diplomatic exchanges. 

However, -- 


Q I didn't make any reference to private or 
diplomatic exchanges. I made reference to public -- 


A But you wanted to know about the Laxalt mission? 
Did I push your question beyond your -- the dimensions you 
wanted? 


Q I don't think that's been a private mission, but 
we don't need to debate that. Go ahead. 
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o Well, was it a diplomatic mission? 


Q It's the same as Whitehead's mission, on which 
you just read at great length about statements to the Italian 
Government. 


é But what -- how would you characterize this 
mission? I want to be sure that I'm responding precisely in 
the parameters of your question. 


Q I'd like to know whether you have any comment on 
the Philippine Government's public statements in effect telling 
the U.S. to “bug off" and let the Philippines assess their own 
insurgency. 


a No. If the question is that narrow, no. 


Q Do you have anything on the Laxalt mission, 
however you characterize it? 


6 Both ways, Ralph, both ways. 
Q Bernie, on -- 


6 Let me, let me -- On the Laxalt mission, per se, 
no. I think I made a reference to that before. 


Q Do you have anything at all on the Philippines? 
Q The crackdown on the demonstration today? 
Q Our relations? 


i) All right. Let me collect them all at one shot. 
I have nothing on the demonstrations that took place today. 


On the Laxalt mission, without obviously getting 
involved in any specific details, it has to be seen as part of 
an ongoing, high-level dialogue with the government of 
President Marcos about the problems facing the Philippines. It 
should not be viewed as a “quick fix" type of mission, and we 
will continue to engage in such a dialogue about the problems 
facing the Philippines, an old friend and ally. 


Q Bernie, on Bernie Gwertzman's question, given the 
intensity of the debate over China's nuclear nonproliferation 
policy of the past year-and-a-half, I was wondering whether you 
were just going to let Senator Cranston's charges just sit out 
there unanswered. 
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‘ Well, as I said, I think I said to Bernie, that I 
had nothing right here, but let me take a look and see if a 
reply is -- 


Q It is most urgently required by the end of the 
day. 


a O.K. Let me pick that up and see what we can get. 
Q Before the end of the day. 


Q Bernie, are there any planned meetings here with 
“President Mobutu and the Prime Minister of Sudan while they're 
in Washington? 


A Well, 1 was asked about the President of Sudan, 
and I said I would try to take a look at that schedule, and let 
me do the same for President Mobutu. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Will the Secretary have any bilatevals aside from 
the President's when he is in New York this week and aside from 
the one which you have already discussed today with 
Shevardnadze? 


6 I don't know to what degree the Secretary's 
schedule has been put in final shape, so I'm going to stop 
short of answering that with the precision that you would 
admire. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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Question taken at the October 21, 1985 noon press briefing 


CHINA: SEN. CRANSTON'S CHARGES REGARDING NUCLEAR AGREEMENT 





Q: Given the intensity of the debate over China's nuclear 
non-proliferation policy over the past year and a half, I was 
wondering whether you are going to just let Senator Cranston's 
charges (that the Department did not provide accurate 
information regarding Chinese dealings in nuclear sales, 
activities inconsistent with the Agreement) just sit out there 
unanswered? 


A: WHILE WE HAVE NOT SEEN THE SPEECH, THE DEPARTMENT FIRMLY 





DENIES ANY ALLEGATION THAT IT HAS NOT PROVIDED TIMELY AND 
ACCURATE INFORMATION ON NON-PROLIFERATION MATTERS RELATED TO 
THE CHINA AGREEMENT. 

THE DEPARTMENT HAS TAKEN EVERY APPROPRIATE STEP TO KEEP 
THE FOREIGN RELATIONS AND FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEES CURRENTLY, 
ACCURATELY AND FULLY INFORMED ON NON-PROLIFERATION ISSUES. 
WE HAVE PROVIDED THESE TWO COMMITTEES WITH INFORMATION AND 


HAVE TESTIFIED BEFORE THEM INCLUDING TESTIMONY IN CLOSED SESSION. 














Posted: oct. 21, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 





Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of October 21, 1985 


KUWAITI HIJACKING 





Q: What happened to the hijackers of a Kuwaiti airliner a . 
couple of months ago -- two Americans were killed, and the 
plane is still being seized by Iran, and the hijackers were 
not prosecuted. What happened to them; do you have any 
information about that? 


A: -- THE U.S. GOVERNMENT LAST THURSDAY (OCTOBER 17) ANNOUNCED 
"A REWARD OF UP TO $250,000 FOR INFORMATION LEADING TO THE 
APPREHENSION AND EFFECTIVE PROSECUTION AND PUNISHMENT OF 
THOSE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE HIJACKING OF KUWAITI AIRLINES 
FLIGHT 221 ON DECEMBER 4, 1984, AND THE CRIMES COMMITTED IN 
THE COURSE OF THAT HIJACKING, INCLUDING THE MURDERS OF 


CHARLES HEGNA AND WILLIAM STANFORD. * 


-- IRANIAN OFFICIALS HAVE SAID THAT THE HIJACKERS ARE UNDER 
ARREST AND WILL BE SUBJECT TO IRANIAN JUDICIAL 
PROCEEDINGS. WE ARE NOT AWARE OF ANY TRIAL BEING HELD. 


~~ THE KUWAITI AIRCRAFT REMAINS IN TEHRAN, FURTHER QUESTIONS 


ON THE AIRCRAFT SHOULD BE ADDRESSED TO THE TWO GOVERNMENTS 


INVOLVED. 
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Posted: October 21; 1985 
_ a TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the October 21, 1985 noon press briefing 


SUDAN: VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER GIZOULI 





Q: Do you have anything on the Sudanese Prime Minister's 


visit? Is he meeting with the Secretary of State? Is he 
going to the White House? What is he doing here? . 


A: Prime Minister Gizouli of Sudan is visiting the United States 
in conjunction with the 40th Anniversary of the United Nations. 
During the course of that visit he will meet with appropriate 
senior officials in Washington October 21-23. 

















Posted: Oct. 21, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the October 21, 1985 noon press briefing 


ZAIRE: VISIT OF PRESIDENT MOBUTU 





Q: Are there any planned meetings here with President 
Mobuta while he's in Washington? 

A: PRESIDENT MOBUTU IS VISITING THE U.S. IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE 40th ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF THE UN. HE 
ARRIVED ON OCTOBER 19 AND WILL DEPART OCTOBER 28. HE IS 
A GOOD FRIEND OF THE U.S. OF LONG STANDING AND WE ARE 
GLAD HE IS TAKING ADVANTAGE OF THE OPPORTUNITY TO CONSULT 
WITH APPROPRIATE SENIOR U.S. OFFICIALS IN WASHINGTON, 
OCTOBER 21 TO OCTOBER 23. HIS SCHEDULE INCLUDES MEETINGS 


WITH THE VICE PRESIDENT AND SENIOR OFFICIALS OF THE STATE 


DEPARTMENT AND OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 
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MR. KALB: Let's see whether I have anything. No, 
nothing by way of announcements. Good afternoon. That 
precedes the opening statement. I have really nothing to offer 
in any formal way other than availability. 


Q Okay. Bernie, first, does the U.S. Government 
have any preliminary thoughts about the plan laid out yesterday 
by Shimon Peres at the United Nations? 


‘ By way of a reaction to the Prime Minister's 
speech, it was a statesman-like, thoughtful, forward-looking 
exposition which underscored Prime Minister Peres' commitment 
to the peace process and presented Israeli suggestions for 
getting the parties to direct negotiations, a goal shared by 
Israel, Jordan, Egypt and the United States. 


We welcome the Prime Minister's reaffirmation of the 
urgency of moving forward in a peace process, an urgency 
repeated in recent days by King Hussein, President Mubarak and 
President Reagan. 


Q Copy, please? 
a Copy? Yes. 


Q On the basis of that, what would the U.S. 
Government expect to see happen next? 


Aa I don't have anything by way of particulars that 
I can offer you or share with you. 


Q Does the United States Government intend to do 
anything to follow it up? 


A I think you can rest assured that the United 
States is engaged in the peace process. But, as [ say, by way 
of any particular specifics, I have nothing that I can share 
with you. 


A772. 





Q Can you comment then or characterize on Jordan's 
speedy rejection of the basic outlines of Peres’ speech, the 
plan in his speech? 


o Don't have anything on that. 


Q Bernie, also on the Middle East. Do you have 
anything about five Americans being held in Egypt? 


a Five Americans being held in Egypt? 


MR. REOMAN: The White House covered that maybe two, 
three days ago. 


Q Bernie, to go back to the -- may we go back to 
the peace process? 


a Yes. 


Q Is the old Hussein/Arafat proposal still alive -- 
proposal as far as the U.S. is concerned? 


vs I don't have anything to offer on that, Barry. 


Well, I wondered how you're going to back up the 
fact that you think Jordan, Egypt, Israel and the United States 
are all interested in moving ahead. If Jordan rejected the 
Israeli proposal, and you don't know if their old proposal is 
still good, what is it that you get from Jordan that encourages 
you? 


a I think that there has been an assessment here of 
King Hussein's commitment to peace. 


Q A personal assessment; he seems committed to 
peace? There's no particular plan you're referring to? 


a No. I think that the King has made thet clear in 
a number of ways during the past year, and [ will stick on that. 


Q Bernie, last week, Peres, in a news conference, 
seemed to shy away from a deadline of the end of this year for 
any kind of direct negotiations, much as he's pushing for them 
with King Hussein. Is that the feeling in this building, that 
they need not take place before the end of ‘85? 


a I think that what has been said here is as 
quickly as possible, as soon as possible, and so forth; and I 
don't want to introduce any idea of deadlines at all. 





Q Bernie, are you concerned about the 
Syrian-Jordanian rapprochement -- it will affect movement of 
Jordan toward the peace process or not? 


= I don't know how you're dealing with the question 
in terms of a peace process. Let me simply say, on that 
particular point, that if you want to -—- I suppose you're 


thinking in terms of what sort of impact it would have on the 
peace process. The answer from here is that it would be 
premature to expect or analyze the impact of the reported move 
on the peace process. 


Q Bernie, does the United States agree with the 
hints by Prime Minister Peres that perhaps an international 
conference might be the best way to go, and that perhaps the 
Soviets might sit at that? 


A The Prime Minister's remarks should be viewed 
against Jordan's interest in a supportive international context 
for direct negotiations. His suggestion obviously is designed 
to address this need, and we will study it in that light. This 
has been the focus of recent discussions between the United 
States, Jordan, Egypt and Israel. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
A Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, by rejecting --— by Mr. Peres rejecting 
the PLO to be a participant but he's accepting the Palestinian 
participation, are we to assume that the issue of a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation as was suggested early in the 
ballgame a few months ago, a few weeks ago, is out of the 
question now (inaudible) the new directions of Mr. Peres to 
accept new Palestinians? 


i) No, I don't think so. I think the Secretary has 
addressed that question a number of times in a variety of 
ways. Is it your intention for me to understand that because 
Mr. Peres says no to the PLO that a meeting with a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation --~ is finished? Is that what 
you mean to ask me? 


A No, I know of nothing that has put that whole 
concept to rest. 


Q So can you reaffirm again that the meeting with a 
joint Jordanian-Palestinian is still a possibility? 
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o As I said, I have nothing to say that would put 
that to rest. 


Q Can I go back to the question about the reaction 
to the Syrian-Jordanian agreement to send diplomats and 
Ambassadors? It looks like the statement came only after the 
peace proposal by Mr. Peres was outlined at the United Nations 
and not before. Could we say that this agreement made its 
first victim to reject the proposal by Peres? 


A Could you try that again with me? I didn't 
follow you the whole way. 


Q The agreement -- the announcement by Jordan and 
Syria, through the aegis of Prince Abdallah in Saudi Arabia, 
came after Mr. Peres made his statement about the peace process 
with the new proposals which were made here in his speech and 
at the United Nations. Can we say that this is, as he said, 
premature? That's the first thing that happened, that the 
statement came that Jordan rejected out of hand what Peres said. 


A You are inviting me to deal in motivations as to 
policy, and that's something I'm going to decline. What I said 
before was that it would be premature to speculate on the 
significance of the impact of any rapprochement, if that's the 
word, on the peace process. Other than to add. that the United 
States obviously would welcome any development that reduces 
regional tensions. 

Q Is Mr. Whitehead coming home from Tunis? 

a Yes, he is. 

Q Directly? 

A Directly? Maybe a refuel on the way. 


Q Shopping stops? I mean, he's not going to any 
other country? 


A Well, if you refuel you have to go to another 
country. 


) He's not going to Jordan? 
A I don't have anything -- 


Q How about the Azores? 








4 -— that leads to Jordan or the Azores. 
Q Bernie, do you have anything on a step-up in the 
: blockade of the Straits of Hormuz by the Iranians, and have any 
American ships been stopped? 
. + I don't. I don't have anything on that. 
Q Do you have anything on the arms sale? Do you 


have any assessment at this point now that the sale has 
formally been proposed to Congress as to the Administration's 
view on its likely prospects having been -- presumably having 
consulted thoroughly with Members of Congress on this subject? 


4 I think it's been made clear that the 
Administration is moving ahead on the Jordan arms sale, and 
I'll just leave it at that. 


Q If there is a Jordanian-Svrian rapprochement and 
regional tensions diminish as we wish, does that undermine the 
need to sell arms to Jordan to protect itself from Syria? 


A I think the case that has been made by the 
Administration on a Jordan arms sale stands, and I have nothing 
to add to it. 


Q Any comment, Bernie, on some Members of Congress 
who are continuing to suggest that aid to Egypt ought to be 
reduced or cut off in light of the Achille Lauro incident? 


i) I do have something on that. And insofar as aid, 
any possibility of aid or the idea of aid, of cutting off aid 
to Egypt, we would oppose any thing along those lines. 


Q Bernie, on the arms to Jordan. Is it -- 


a Just a second. I just want to get something 
here. Go ahead; sorry. 


Q On the arms to Jordan, is it the whole package 
inseparable or they're going to be acted on separately, each? 


A I have nothing to add beyond what the 
Administration has presented in putting its case to Congress. 


Q Bernie, on another subject. Do you have any 
comment on President Botha's threat this morning to cut the 
Western countries, including the United States, off from 
strategic metals? 
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A No. 
Q Are you looking into it? 
a I just have no comment on it, Jim. 


Q Can you comment -- there's an AP story saying 
that the -- that Secretary Shultz informed House Minority 
Leader Michel that he's opposed to any proposals for aid to 
UNITA, which goes a little further, I think, than your 
statement last week. Do you have anything new on that? 


a I don't have anything here, Bern. Let me take 
that and see what we can get for you. 


--MORE-- 











Q The Washington Post has a story this morning, 
George Wilson's story, about military aid to Tunisia, which has 
been put on sort of hold as a result of the latest 
development. Do you have any comment on that? All-- I asked 
about this question yesterday. 





I asked this question about aid, military aid, and you 
said you have nothing on that, but it looks like there is 
something on this today. 


A You're sure of that -- that I have something on 
that? 


Q H-mm, h-—mm. 


a Well, let me start by first of all encouraging 
you to get in touch with the Pentagon to see whether they have 
something on that. 


Beyond that, I'll just add some general observation 
without getting involved in any details that over the years the 
U.S. and Tunisia have participated in a number of longstanding 
military cooperation agreements concerning the supply of 
military equipment and combined exercises. 


And to repeat what I started out by saying in reply to 
your question, you'd have to pick up your specific question 
with the DOD. 


Q On the China nuclear accord, Senator Cranston 
yesterday made specific charges that there was knowledge within 
this building that China was dealing with five, what he called 
“outlaw nuclear countries." Your statement, or the statement 
that the Department issued this morning, does not address those 
specific charges. Are you prepared to do so? 


A The statement actually that you're referring to, 
I take it, is the one that was available yesterday evening. Be 
that as it may, let me say, in answer to your question today, 
that the Department would like to deny again categorically 
allegations that it has suppressed any information and has not 
provided timely, accurate and complete information on 
non-proliferation matters relevant to the China agreement. 


Ambassador Richard T. Kennedy and others have fully 
briefed the members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
and the House Foreign Affairs Committee, as is their 
responsibility. He, along with other Executive Branch 
agencies, testified in both open and closed session before 
these committees. 





And let me refer you to the Vice President on one of 
the morning television programs. As he stated this morning, 
“we would not enter into an agreement without appropriate 
controls.” 


I think that the Vice President addressed a variety of 
other questions, possibly the one or two that you alluded to; 
and in response to that, one or two questions of yours and 
others, I would refer you to what the Vice President said this 
morning. 


Q Bernie, on a similar topic, is the U.S. still 
trying to get a ship visit into China? (Laughter.) 


4 I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you -- 


a What's that? 


Q Can you take that, please, and give us an update 
on it? 

‘ No. I can't take that. 

Q Why? 

Q Bernie, in the statement which was issued last 
night, only -- as far as I know -- two newspapers were called 


and it was let go at that. 


a It was not a call-out. At least, the calls that 
were given were calls to people who queried. You cannot simply 
get in the situation if there's a late guidance, in response to 


questions that are proposed -- that there's a total call-out. 
Q Well -- 
A It was there, and the people who called and were 


on a list got a phone. 


Q Well, 1 made a point of following up Bernie's 
question yesterday by insisting that this allegation -- 


a True. 


Q -— by Cranston -- 


i) All right. 





Q -— deserves replying. ; 


a All right. Let's see if we can't expedite that 
to see that that doesn't happen again. 


Q All right. 


Q Bernie, there's a hearing on the Hill today on 
the question that President Reagan raised in a radio address 
last spring about the number of Soviet espionage agents in the 
U.S. Members of Congress have been saying that the State 
Department opposes limits, specific limits, on the numbers of 
Soviet agents in the U.S. Do you have any comment on that or 
why they would be -- 


s No, I don't. 
Q -— making those statements? 
I don't have anything on that. 
Another brief one on the nuclear thing: the 
Indians last week accused China of setting off a nuclear 


explosion on behalf of Pakistan. Is anything known about that 
here? 


iz) I haven't anything on that. 

Q Bernie, do you have anything here on Soviet 
deployment of SS-25s? What have you got? 

a Are you referring to the story in the paper? 

Q No. I'm simply referring to the question of 


whether the Soviets have deployed SS-25s. But if you think 
there's a story in the paper you think is (inaudible) -- 


A Well, there was a story in the paper. And with a 
reference to that story, the article in fact states that the 
April 1985 edition of “Soviet Military Power" noted that bases 
for the SS-X-25 ICBM were nearing operational status; and the 
operational status of the SS-X-25, therefore, comes as no 
surprise. 


The Soviets have informed us of its deployment. The 
U.S. Government, as you know, has judged that the SS-25 [CBM is 
a violation of the SALT II Treaty provision that prohibits the 
parties from testing or deploying more than one new type of 
ICBM. 
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Q Can you say when and how the Soviets informed us 
of deployment? 


A I don't have anything on the specific calendar. 
What I can tell you is that the U.S. finding on the SS-25 is 
contained in the President's February 1985 Report on Soviet 
Non-Compliance with Arms Control Agreements. 


Q Was that finding made to the Soviet Union at the 
time the Soviets told us their missiles had been deployed? 


a I think the Soviets have certainly gotten the 
message about the violation of SALT IT. 


Q Does that message from the Soviet Union trigger 
any action by the United States with regard to either 
compliance or deployment of weaponry? 

‘ I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have any numbers or locations on 
this deployment? 


is No -- 
Q -~- as to what -- 
i) --— no, I don't. I don't have anything on numbers 


or locations. 


Q Do you have any independent confirmation beyond 
the Soviet notification? 


That may be an academic question. 


i) Well, but I don't have anything beyond what I've 
offered you on that. 


Q Bernie, does the Administration consider it a 
first-strike weapon? 


A Don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Coming back to Peres' speech, does the U.S. 
Government have a position on whether an international 
conference would be a feasible vehicle for opening the peace 
talks? 


a I can't provide you with anything definitive. 
The Secretary in the past has talked about his understanding of 
King Hussein's desire for a supportive international context; 
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and I think in my earlier reply I made it clear that we will 
study what the Prime Minister had said, viewed against Jordan's 
interest in that international context, and that this in fact 
had been the subject of recent discussions among the four 
parties. And I'm going to have to let it stand at that. 


Q What has been the U.S. historical position on the 
subject of international conferences to solve the -- 


4 You've got to be careful on whether we're dealing 
with an international conference or an international context. 
And there's been an understanding here of a recognition of the 


King's desire for some sort of international supportive context. 


And, in the past, the position has been of a lack of 
enthusiasm for an international conference. 


But we're talking about a supportive international 
context, and I'm going to have to let it stand on that. 


Q Why has there been a lack of enthusiasm for an 
international conference? 


a I will find the language for you and make it 
available. 


Q Bernie, just to follow-up on that, if King 
Hussein is calling for an international conference -- which is 
pretty obvious -- and the Israelis seem slightly more amenable 
to, perhaps, an international conference, why should there be 
so much reticence on the part of the U.S.? If the main parties 
to the dispute are willing to “go it" in an international 
conference setting? 


a I'm saying that this has been a subject of 
discussion among the parties, and [ realiy have nothing that [ 
can add to that. 


Q Can we understand that you are not opposing it 
completely? I mean, you still ~- it's open for dialogue? 


A No. I said that it's being studied, so I'll have 
to let it stand at that. 


Q Bernie, can I come back to the SS-25s for just a 
secord? I may have missed when you said this. 


Did you say when the Soviets notified the U.S. about 
the operational status? 


TSA 
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a No, I did not. I didn't have that. 


Q Could you? 


No. 
Q Oh, you don't have it. 
A I don't have that. 


Q Could you check on that? Would it be possible to 
get an answer to that? 


a I'll see if they will choose to make that 
available. I don't have the time on that, but I will take a 
look. 

C Okay, thank you. 

> Will the United States Government favor or object 
to any restrictions on arms delivered to Jordan, on to Jordan, 
and to peace by peace negotiations with Israel? 


Q The case has been made for the Jordan arms sale, 
and I'm just going to stand on that. 


Q On the Shultz-Shevardnadze, there the White House 
said Shultz would have breakfast with Shevardnadze. 


a Maybe you want me to provide the menu? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have any idea how long it might last? Are 
there any set times? 


a I think it will be determined by their mutual 
schedules rather than by the menu. 


Q Well, does he have a schedule after? I mean, 
what's Shultz’ schedule Friday morning? 


A He's involved in some meetings as well 
Q Where will the (inaudible)? 

a I don't have anything for you on that 
Q O.K., thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 p.m.) 
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There's an AP story saying that Secretary Shultz informed 
House Minority Leader Michel that he's opposed to any 
proposals for aid to UNITA -- which goes a little further, 
I think, than your statement of last week. Do you have 
anything new on that? 


THE SECRETARY HAS BEEN IN CONTACT WITH REPRESENTATIVE 
MICHEL AND OTHER CONGRESSIONAL LEADERS ON THIS TOPIC. IT 
WOULD BE INAPPROPRIATE FOR THE DEPARTMENT TO COMMENT ON THE 
NATURE OF THE VIEWS EXCHANGED IN THESE PRIVATE 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
I have no announcements. 


Questions? 


Q Have you heard from the Israeli Government about 
Mr. Whitehead's comments in Tunisia yesterday? 


oe I have nothing for you on that, Jim. 


Q Which means that you don't know or you haven't 
heard? 


“ To the best of my knowledge, I don't have 
anything, so I can't answer the question because I simply don't 
know the facts to speak definitively to you. 


Q Does the Department stand by the remarks made by 
Mr. Whitehead in Tunisia? 

a Do we stand by them? 

Q Yes 

a You're awa.e of the statement that we made last 
night. 

~ No. 

a You're not aware of that? 

Q [I called last night, and there were no statements 


a Well, let me just say, then, that Mr. Whitehead's 
statement upon leaving Tunis yesterday is consistent with 
previous Administration statements on the subject, most 
recently by Secretary Shultz in his testimony on the Hill 
on Thursday The Deputy Secretary's statement should be seen 








in the context of the cycle of violence in the Middle East 
which we have deplored. This cycle must be broken if the peace 
process is to move forward. 


Q That’s not the statement you gave us. 


rs I gave that by way of elaboration. The statement 
last night was, very briefly, that the Deputy Secretary did not 
describe the Israeli raid as a terrorist attack; he did not 
intend to imply that it was such an act; and his statement 
should not be read to suggest otherwise. 


Q But it was very, very, very very easy to read 
otherwise 

Q You mean -- 

Q Are you saying that his grammatical formulation 


was clumsy or -- 


‘ I'm not saying anything of the sort; I'm simply 
telling you, I think, in words which are very clear that his 
statement should not be read to suggest otherwise. 


Q But it was very difficult to read any other way. 
1 mean, you really had to search and grope and think about it a 
lot to read it any other way than that the Israeli raid was an 
act of terrorism. 


‘ That's your observation. I can't -- 


Q Chuck, do you mean that all American journalists 
got it wrong, I mean, besides the Arab press? 


be I think those American journalists who had access 
to our statement last night should have gotten it right, which 
is very clearly that it should not be read to suggest otherwise. 


Q Could 1 get your statement of last night and this 
morning, the two statements you just read -- 


a Sure 

Q -— which means that this doesn't contradict with 
the initial reaction of President Reagan to the act of Israel 
in Tunisia? 


a Aas 1 said -- 


Q Does this correspond or -- 








3 
a It's consistent with Administration statements on 
the subject. 
Q I'm asking, not as Mr. -- I'm asking President 


Reagan's statement, first statement, when he said that was an 
act of self-defense and legitimizing the act on Tunisia. 


a I don't think I can be any clearer. It's in line 
with previous Administration statements, anc you cited previous 
ones. I would cite those as recent as those of Secretary 
Shultz on Thursday on the Hill. 


Q But in less than 24 hours, the Administration was 
split. The President went on his way to condemn, and you know, 
to praise it, and the other one said that it condemns violence, 
which is the Secretary of State in New York. 


a I don't accept the premise that the 
Administration was split. I'm sorry. 


Q Can you clarify one thing? Did Whitehead meet 
with Bourguiba? There was an Arab diplomat today in 
Washington, he said that Bourguiba shook hands with him, and he 
refused to sit with him. Can you clarify this, for once and 
all? 


The Deputy Secretary met with Mr. Bourguiba. 
Q For how long? 
A I don't have the details on that 


Q I mean he met him -- only shake hands and gave 
him the message or -- 


i) It's my understanding that the Deputy Secretary 
had a substantive meeting with Mr. Bourguiba, as with other 
Tunisian officials 


Q What car you tell us about Whitehead's meeting 
with the President this morning in New York? 


A I don't have anything on that yet 
Q You've no readout? 
a No 


Q Can we ask for one to be provided to us here? 








A I can see what I can get. 


Q On another matter, can you straighten out what 
the position of the Administration is regarding aid to UNITA in 
Angola? 


rs 1 have nothing new for you on that. 


Q Was the statement you issued last week on behalf 
of the Administration or just the State Department? 


i) (Laughing) Well, it was, obviously, a State 
Department statement. To characterize in other terms, I'm not 


quite sure what you're getting at. 


Q Well, no, there are stories today suggesting, 
one, that a letter Secretary Shultz wrote to Minority Leader 
Michel as well as a statement that was issued here last week 
represented a sort of minority State Department view within the 
Administration. 


‘ I can't help you on that one, Bernie. 


Q Chuck, on the peace process, any moves expected 
by the U.S. Government to be taken soon, or any steps or any 
meetings? , 


A Well, that's a rather broad question. 
Q Choose whatever you -- 


6 In answer to any specifics, no, I have no 
information about any specific steps. We've been talking, as 
you know, about a process and that we believe progress is being 
made in a very deliberate way. 


Q What about the so-called meeting between the 
joint delegation comprised of Jordanians and Palestinians and a 
U.S. delegation? Is that still on the U.S. agenda? 


A Well, as Bernie said yesterday, we consistently 
said that we're prepared to take part in such a meeting if the 
meeting will clearly lead to direct negotiations with Israel. 


Q What's your reaction to the Mubarak/Hussein 
meeting apparently set for tomorrow? 


ia I don't ‘ave any specific reaction. I just saw 
that report before I came into the room. We know that, as I 
think Bernie again said yesterday, that Jordan and Egypt are 





among those in the region who are working, who are dedicated to 
making the peace process work, and that one could only hope 
that these meetings are part of what we hope will be sustained 
momentum in keeping this process moving in the right direction. 
But I say that as a general commentary rather than in reference 
to that specific meeting, on which I have no knowledge. 


Q Do you have any reaction, preliminary reaction of 
the Jordanians on Peres‘ speech at the U.N.? 


a No, I don't. I think I would just say that the 
remarks I just made would cover, I think, that question as well 
in a general sense. 


Q Have you now had a chance to assess the agreement 
to send ambassadors between Jordan and Syria that you said 
yesterday was premature? Do you have an assessment now? 


a No. I have nothing beyond what we had yesterday. 


Q Chuck, since the United States Administration 
ruled out the PLO out of the peace process, as Secretary Shultz 
has said on the Hill last week, on the other hand, there are 
Palestinians who will be ready to come and negotiate directly 
with Israel if the United States and Israel will recognize the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinians for self -determination. 
Will the United States and Israel come to that agreement or try 
to make that declaration, to enable the Palestinians to take 
part in the peace process? 


A I can't answer your question directly. I can 
only reiterate for you, if you want, the basis of U.S. policy 
which we have consistently followed in trying to work toward a 
solution in the Middle East. 


One element of that policy has been the necessity for 
Palestinian participation in the process, as you well know, and 
I really can't go beyond that in answering your question. 


Q Can you take the question and see if you'll come 
back with that declaration? I talked to a lot of Palestinians 
in the United States and overseas, in the West Bank, and other 
places, and this is what they say: “If you don't want the PLO 
participation, will you declare to the Palestinians, whoever 
they will be, credible Palestinians that you are looking for 
throughout the time, to negotiate directly with [srael" -- if 
you will declare that you will respect their rights of 
self-determination to determine their legitimate rights? 





“ I'm really not optimistic that I'm going to 
produce anything that will enlighten you considerably. 


Q They are looking for your declaration, you and 
Israel, about their right of self-determination. That's what -- 


A I'll take a look at it, and then -- 


Q Two on China: Is there anything new today on the 
alleged China-Iran nuclear link? 


i No. 
Q O.K. I'd like to re-ask the question I asked 
yesterday: What is the status of U.S. ship visits? Are we 


still trying to get a ship to visit China, a warship to visit 
China? 


A I stil] don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Would it be possible to take it? 


A I believe that that question was asked and 
answered yesterday. I can't change the answer to that question. 


-~ MORE -- 





Q Chuck, do you have anything on the [talian 
newspaper reports that one of the hijackers is pointing the 
finger at Abbas? Do you have anything to confirm that? 


4 No, I can't confirm any of those reports 
directly. Obviously, from our point of view, because a warrant 
was issued for the arrest of Mr. Abbas for serious crimes of 
conspiracy to take hostages and piracy, hostage-taking and 
piracy, we have believed that he is, in fact, involved in some 
very serious crimes. 


Q Well, do you have any new reaction to this in 
light of U.S. anger at the [Italian Government authorities for 
letting Abbas go? 


a No, I don't. I would put this in the context of 
what we have known the Italian authorities were going to do, 
which was to pursue the prosecution of these four terrorists, 
and I think that these reports you're seeing are, at least, 
said to be the results of that prosecution which we believe 
will go forward. 


Q Any new information on his whereabouts? 

a No, nothing. 

Q Chuck, what is your current view of what the 
hijackers were trying to do? Were they trying to attack Ashdod 
or were they trying to take that ship? 


a I don't have anything new on that. 


Q You're charging these people but you don't know 
what they were really trying to do? 


A Well, I think the warrant, which is as far as 1 
can go, is fairly clear. 


Q It describes -- 
a It describes hostage-taking and piracy 


Q Chuck, do you have anything to comment on 
Arafat's interview with the Wall Street Journal that he 
supplied them with some transcript about the involvement of 
Syria in the hijacking? 





a No, I don't 


Q Is it -- can you look at it? Is it true or not? 





o No. I don't know. 


Q On arms sales to Jordan, this morning Senator 
Lugar proposed that the entire procedure go back to square one 
and that we give it a 120 days as opposed to 30 days are you 
aware of that proposal. and what do you think about it? 


6 I have no reaction for you on that. Really. the 
Administration position on the Jordanian arms sale has been 
stated and restated by any number of people both here and at 
the White House, and I don't have anything to add this morning 


Q New subject? 
a Uh-huh. 


Q Can you confirm the story that the Administration 
has come up with a response on SOI, 4a response to the Soviets, 
which would set up a five to seven year warning period and 
which would cover, if not testing, would cover deployment of an 
SOI system? 


fe I would start by saying that the report you're 
referring to also referred to the senior arms control group and 
its deliberations, and what I'm saying should not be in any way 
meant to be seen as a comment on those deliberations. But, 
however, if the report of a so-called SACG decision on a five 
to seven year notification proposal to the Soviet Union had 
been thoroughly checked, it would have been shown to be utterly 
without foundation. 


Q What is that? So the answer is no? (Laughter) 


Q North Korean scholars who are wishing to attend a 
seminar at the George Washington University, were they granted 
their entry visas to the United States, and what type visa was 
granted? 


a We have reviewed the request for the visas you 
referred to in light of the provisions of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act We have issued visas to three North Korean 
scholars for the purpose of attending this specific, private 
meeting to which they were invited by the organizers 


They applied for visas in Moscow, and the visas were 
issued there today They are single-entry visas valid for a 
stay of seven days They are further annotated to reflect the 





purpose of the travel. That is, to attend this specific 
meeting, and to designate Dulles Airport as the port of entry 
and departure. 


Q Which means that they are not allowed to move 
around the country freely after the seminar? 

a That's my understanding * 

Q Do we see -- this is the First time for the North 


Koreans to be allowed to come into this country as a civilian. 
Do we see any changes in the American Government's policy of 
dealing with North Korea? 


a Our policy of no-substantive contact between U.S. 
officials and North Korean officials remains the same. This 
conference, however, is a non-governmental scholarly meeting, 
and the organizers have expressed to us that North Korean 
attendees, like all participants, would participate as 
individual scholars and not as official country representatives. 


Let me emphasize that there is no official or 
governmental cast to this visit. 


Q Is this the first time? 


a It is the first time for academics 
Q The first time for North Koreans, though? 
a Well, we issue visas to North Korean diplomats 


accredited to the North Korean Permanent Observer's Office at 
the United Nations in New York We also issued visas to North 
Korean sports officials so they could attend official sports 
Federation meetings held on the margins of the Los Angeles 
Olympics 


Q Copy of that? 
a No 


Q Staying on the subject of Korea, | understand 
that Secretary Shultz is meeting with the South Korean Prime 
Minister tomorrow Does he intend to bring up the issue of 
torture of detainees that was denounced from that podium last 
week? 


a lI really can't tell you what he's going to bring 
up 


"Clarification on visa conditions There are io geographical 
restrictions on travel within the US placed on these 
individuals similar to the ones we place, for example, on 
certain diplomats accredited to the United Nations in New York 
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Q Is he not going to bring it up? 


2 I'm saying I can't tell you what he's going to 
bring up or what he's not going to bring up. I haven't seen 
the agenda, so I'm just not in a position to answer the 
question. 


As you know, that in no way changes the thrust of our 
statement and our concern, but I'm only commenting on your 
specific question 


Q Do you have something on -- a reaction to the 
Greek protest about violations of Greek air space yesterday? 


i A very brief reaction, which is to say that 1 can 
confirm that our Embassy was advised by the Greek Government of 
alleged air space violations by US. aircraft The matter 
remains under examination pending receipt of full information. 


Q If 1 may just come back to aid to UNITA Do you 
deny or confirm that Secretary Shultz wrote a ietter to Mr. 
Michel? 


a The answer we posted last night respond to that, 
saying the Secretary has been in contact with Representative 
Michel and other Congressional] leaders on this topic 


Q Actually, Chuck, that answer was in response to a 
question as to whether the Secretary, I think, had spoken to 
Mr. Michel, and didn't go to whether the purported text of the 
letter was authentic. Your answer may very well be the same, 
but - 


a The answer is still the same 
Q Alright 
Q Could 1 ask whether you have any response to any 


of the many assertions President Ortega of Nicaragua made on 
the “Phil Donohue Show” yesterday, which I'm sure no one in 
this room missed? 


ia No, 1 really don't What. in particular, in fact 


Q Have you got anything there at al)? 





ll 


Q Among other things, he invited the President to 
appear on television in Nicaragua. He asserted that this 
government's claim that his government has been drafting 
seminarians is factually incorrect, and a number of other 
things? 


“ No If you have some specific points. I can iook 
into those, though. 


Q Well, the latter, actually -- 

o On the seminarians? 

Q Like on the seminarians. 

a Okay. I'11 look into that. 

Q Can I go back to the UNITA thing again, whenever 
it was -- last week -- when you issued the long statement 
saying no consideration of aid to UNITA was being made, none 
had been made at these several NSC meetings that the Post 
reported it had been, that the State Department opposed any 
such aid and so forth? 

Now, since then. you've been given many opportunities 
to echo these same sentiments and you have had nothing to say 
about it. Do you mean to come off like that? I mean, why 
aren't you saying the same things you were saying last week? 

a I'm simply saying I have nothing new for you 


Q No, but do you have -- we'd like to hear the old 
if the old still stands? 


a Well, you know where to find that (Laughter) 
Q But that is no longer operative? 


a I have no further comment on aid to UNITA at this 
point. That's all [I can tell you. 


Q You want it or you don't want it? 
a I have nothing for you 
C Do you like the bills or you don't like the bills? 


a Sorry. nothing for you on that 
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Q Do you have something in the reports of delivery 
of Soviet tanks to Nicaragua through Cuba? 


a Could I refer you to the Press Office. We had 
Guidance from yesterday 


Q From yesterday 

Q Is the US. still opposed to an international] 
conference -- peace conference? 

‘ You're skipping around the world today The 


question of an international conference has been addressed in 
recent days by King Hussein and by Prime Minister Peres It 
obviously is a matter which is under active consideration by 
the parties 


The focus of our attention, in our discussions with 
the Jordanians, the Israelis. and the Egyptians has remained 
Girect negotiations 

In this regard, all concerned have accepted the need 
for a supportive international context for such negotiations 
A number of ideas have been put forward None has proven 
wholly satisfactory to all the parties So long as the matter 


remains under discussion, we don't believe that public 
examination of the details of these proposals would be useful 


. Copy? 

“ Yes 

Q Okay. thank you 
“ You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded 12 40 pm ) 
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TAKEN QUESTICN 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing on October 23, 1965 


NICARAGUA: DPAFTTED SEPINARIANS 





Q: President Ortega of Nicaragua asserted yesterday that this 
Government's claim that his Covernment has oeen drafting 
seminarians is factually incorrect. Reaction? 


A: -- We stand by our statement. The Sandinistas have 
Grafted seminarians in violation of an informal 
agreement between church and state that those 
Studying for the priesthood would ve exempt from the’ 
Graft. In early September six seminarians from 
Granaca were inducted into tne :rmed forces in spite 
of opposition to this uy the .tch. On September 
24, five seminarians from the .ontales area were 
inducted. The Bishop of Cranaca then issued a forrzai 


communique terming the actions interference with tre 


church and an effort to wlackrail tne church, 
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THURSDAY, OCTOBER 24, 1985 12:37 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Several announcements. 


First, available in the Press Office today is the 
prepared statement by Under Secretary of State for Political 
affairs, Michael Armacost, before the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. Wr. Armacost testified today at 10:30 a.m. on 
House Resolution 3463, the Central American Counter-Terrorism 
Act of 1985. 


Secondly, you will find available in the Press Office 
following this briefing a statement concerning the sixth round 
of the U.S.-USSR consultations on non-proliferation. This 
round has just been completed. It was held in Washington 
October 18 to 23. Ambassador Kennedy characterized these 
consultations as business-like and constructive with both sides 
sharing a common interest in both preventing proliferation and 
helping other countries to enjoy the peaceful benefits of 
nuclear energy. 


The U.S. delegation expressed particular appreciation 
for the cooperative relationship which has grown up between the 
two sides enabling them to discuss productively both technical 
and political matters. That, and more, will be available. 


And, finally, a brief clarification concerning a 
question that was asked yesterday about geographical 
restrictions on our North Korean academics. I had mentioned 
that the port and date of entry and exit had been specified in 
the visas, that they were annotated to reflect the purpose of 
the travel. I would clarify, however, the geographical 
restrictions to say that there are no geographical restrictions 
on travel within the U.S. placed on these individugls similar 
to the ones we place, for example, on certain diplomats 
accredited to the U.N. in New York. 


We normally do not place geographical restrictions on 
non-official visitors’ visas. 





A) 


Questions? 


Q Have you seen the interview with King Hussein in 
which he is responding to Prime Minister Peres? 


- Yes. 
Q And what do you think of it? 


ra By way of a very brief general commentary, the 
events of the past few days, including Israeli Prime Minister 
Peres’ speech at the United Nations and King Hussein's comments 
to which you've just referred, demonstrate anew that Israel and 
Jordan are dedicated to making the peace process work. The 
United States is committed to help. That's the extent of my 
comments. 


Q Are you planning to seize the opportunity in any 
way? Are you -- is the United States going to do anything 
different because of these two statements? 


“ I have no specific answer to that question, Jim. 
I could only add that we do believe progress is being made, but 
that it would be a mistake to look for dramatic developments. 


Q And you would still hope to see some sort of 
face-to-face negotiations by the end of the year? 


be Well, as Bernie said a couple of days ago, we're 
not really talking about deadlines; but, clearly, we hope for 
progress and the sooner the better. 


Q A follow-up to those questions. Despite the 
King's positive tone in the New York Times story this morning, 
Reuters is carrying a report that the Jordanian and Syrian 
Prime Ministers, I believe -- or Foreign Ministers -- not only 
agreed to exchange -- renew their exchange of ambassadors, but 
have agreed not to enter in any separate agreements or separate 


peace agreements. 


Do you read that as ruling out direct Jordanian- 
Israeli negotiations? 


7 I don't have any prepared reaction to that. I 
think what we've said in the last few days makes it clear that 
we believe that progress is moving along deliberately, that 
there is some sustained momentum. It's moving in the right 
direction, and I think that leads you to another conclusion. 





Q Chuck, are you satisfied with King Hussein's 
reaction to Peres by only saying that he's a man of vision? 
That's enough, you think, to the substantial proposal which 
Peres put forward? 


7 No, I have no further characterization of King 
Hussein's comments. 

Q Chuck, do you have any reaction from Jordan to 
the Administration's decision te delay the arms sales? 

a No, I have no reaction from Jordan. 

Q And do you have any reaction of your own to the 


decision to delay the arms sales? 


‘ We are consulting and will continue to consult 
with the Congress regarding the proposed sale of defensive arms 
to Jordan. I can't go further. We cannot comment on proposed 
legislation until we see the actual text which emerges. 


There is no question, however, of our determination to 
help meet Jordan's legitimate defense needs 


Q Does that mean until now we haven't shelfed it 
yet? You haven't agreed to shelf it, or you still want it to 
pass now before the end of the year? 


2) As 1 said, we're waiting to see what actual text 
emerges. 


Q Chuck, if 1 may change -- several South Pacific -- 


Q Could I just ask one more about the Middle East, 
please? Your sanguine view of the events of the last couple of 
Gays is not changed by the statement by Mr. Shamir, who 
described Mr. Peres' statements to the U.N. as not operational, 
since they were not apparently checked with the rest of the 
Israeli Cabinet? 


is No, I've made my statements. 


Q And you have no specific comment on what Shamir 
said? 


a No, I don't 


Q Could we also ask about the -- the question that 
has been on the floor for a couple of days, which is the 








Jordanian-Syrian rapprochement. Mr. Peres is quoted today as 
saying that that would be preferable to the sale of arms to 
Jordan to cefend itself against Syria. Do you have any 
response to that, and do you have any general comment on the 
rapprochement today? 


& No, I have nothing beyond what I've given you. 
and I think on the question of how we feel about the arms sale, 
that that's been answered as well. 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on a Newsweek 
report that King Hussein and Peres had met in Europe? Do you 
give any credence to these reports? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Chuck, one more thing on the Middle East, 
please. You said that progress is being made. Besides the 
speeches of King Hussein and Peres, is there anything that you 
have in mind -- can you tell us about? 


6 No, I can't go beyond what I've given you before, 
which, as you correctly cite, we have made reference to 
statements that have been made by the King, by President 
Mubarak. But, no, I'm not able to go into any other specifics 


for you. 

Q There are other specifics that you're not able to 
go into -- 

& No, I just have no comment on any further 
specifics. 


Q A warm part of the world. Is the u S. 
commenting, first of all, on the boarding of the Greenpeace 
ship by France? 


“ No. 

Q Would you care to look into that? 

a I'll take a look at it. I just saw it when we 
came in here, but I believe that that's something which 


involves another sovereign nation in another part of the world. 


Q (Inaudible) boarding its commandos onto a ship 
six miles into international waters, isn't that -- 


(7 I'll take a look; I'll take a look at it. 








Q Prime Minister Lange has given a series of 
articles and statements, and so forth. Rather than go over 
what he said point-by-point, do you see any softening of the 
situation? Are you reassured by any of his statements? 


a As Secretary Shultz said in Canberra, “If New 
Zealand legislates a port ban, then we would have to review our 
security obligations under the alliance." We would, of course, 
look at what the legislation says. Any potential downgrading 
of New Zealand's relationship with the United States, 
considering New Zealand's long-standing tradition of full and 
vigorous collaboration with the United States and other Western 
democracies, would be regrettable. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q The Prime Minister says that he is not 
non-aligned, New Zealand is not non-aligned. Are you reassured 
by that statement? Does that change it in any way? 


A Well, I can't answer that directly. I can only 
say that we do acknowledge New Zealand's contribution to 
maintain its security in the Southwest Pacific and Southeast 
Asia. However, New Zealand's contribution would be much more 
effective if it restored full cooperation with its ANZUS 
alliance partners. 


Q There is one other issue about the U.S. officers 
charged with boarding a ship, a Navy aircraft, for drugs -- 
that was searched. Do you have anything on that? 


a No. 


Q Are you going to look into that or is that 
(inaudible) - 


a I can take a look at that. 


Q May I go back to the Middle East? Is there any 
planned trip of Under Secretary Murphy or any other official to 
the region in the near future? 


é Well, I could say “no” to that, but in fact, I'll 
tell you that Assistant Secretary Murphy made a visit to Amman 
this week. So if you had said “had there been," not “would 
there be" -- 


He made a visit to Amman this week to continue our 
close consultations with the Government of Jordan on the peace 
process. He returns to the United Statos today. He discussed 
with the Jordanians how to sustain, momentum and move forward in 
the peace process, in light of recent visits of King Hussein 
and Prime Minister Peres to Washington and the strong 
reaffirmation by both the King and Prime Minister of their 
desire to find a way to negotiations. “ 


Q Can we have a copy of that first, please? And 
then I want to ask something else. 


A Yes. 


Q Can you tell us who did he meet besides -- 


) He did not meet with a Jordanian/Palestinian 
delegation. That was not the puroose of this trip. 





Q Did he with the King, though? 
4 He did meet with King Hussein. 


Q What was the wisdom of not announcing his 
departure? I mean, are you afraid for his life, or do you like 
to do a thing away from the press? I mean, what is it? 


6 We believed it would be best for Assistant 
Secretary Murphy to pursue these consultations quietly and 
without publicity. 


Q Was that the only stop he made? 
A Yes, it was. 


Q Can I ask you a question about today, Reagan's 
speech? I mean last year he said that the Middle East is 
included in the regional discussion between the Soviet Union 
and the United States, but in this speech he did not mention 
the Middle East. Can you clarify this? Is the Middle East now 
not included in the regional discussion with the Soviet Union? 


‘ The President's initiative is intended to address 
active conflicts that have disrupted East/West relations over 
the last decade. In all these cases, Marxist-Leninist regimes 
are at war with their own people in an effort to impose 
Soviet-style regimes that are repressive and unpopular, and the 
conflicts threaten to spill, or have spilled, over 
international boundaries. 


In each of these cases, the Soviet Union has the means 
and the responsibility to help bring the conflict to an end. 
The President's initiative, therefore, proposes a comprehensive 
and flexible framework for the Soviet Union to cooperate with 
the United States to deal with these problems -— to restore 
peace, achieve internal reconciliation, reduce external military 
involvement, and foster economic reconstruction. 


The sources of and Soviet roles in other regional 
conflicts are different. Thus, as the President said, other 
recional problems require different approaches. In the 
Arab/Israeli dispute, wars between Soviet-supported 
Marxist-Leninist regimes and their people are not a central 
issue. Other sources of conflict predominate, requiring 
different solutions. Hence, the President's initiative does 
not apply. 


Q May we have a copy, please, Chuck? 








a Yes. 


Q Chuck, on Murphy again, when did he get to Amman, 
please? 


Aa I'm not aware of the exact date. A@s @ general 
rule, I would say it was earlier this week, but I don't have 
that information. 


Q Can I have a follow-up on your statement? 
A Yes. 


Q So the Middle East will not be discussed in 
regional issue terms, or what? I mean, when he said -- 


a I'm not seying that the Middle East will not be 
discussed as a regional issue. I'm talking about the 
President's regional initiative -- 


Q Yes. 


& —- as it was described and outlined at the United 
Nations today. That's what I'm talking about. 


Q But still the Middle East wil] be discussed in 
the summit, right? 


a Yes. 


Q A couple of things on Murphy: Can you tell us 
how many meetings he held with King Hussein? Did he meet with 
any other Middle Eastern leaders in Jordan, other than a joint 
Jordanian/Palestinian delegation, which he didn't meet with? 


a I can't tell you the extent of his meetings other 
than that he met with King Hussein and other Jordanian leaders. 


Q Only Jordanian leaders? 


Q Can you give us any specifics on the purpose of 
the -- Was it prompted by the initiative by Peres, or a new 
American initiative, or what? 


oa I can only add that Assistant Secretary Murphy's 
talks were part of our continuing process of consultations with 
Jordan and Israel on the peace process. All the obstacles to 
direct negotiations have not yet been resolved, although we are 
encouraged by the strong commitment of Jordan and Israel to 
achieve success and by the momentum that has been sustained 
during the recent period. 








Q Chuck, has Murphy made any similar, secret trips 
to Israel? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Would you have a comment on the results of the 
Warsew Treaty Summit in Sofia, namely on the proposal to freeze 
the level of armed forces of the Soviet Union and the United 
States? 


A We have not yet seen the Warsaw Pact communique. 
issued at the Sofia meeting, other than what we've seen through 
press reports. By way of a very preliminary observation, one 
idea, that of a proposal for a freeze strictly on U.S. and 
Soviet forces on a worldwide basis, would be new. If such a 
proposal were made formally, we would certainly evaluate it. 
Beyond that, I could only recall for you what has been going on 
in Vienna, for example, in the MBFR talks on a similar subject; 
but I wont go into all of that unless there is interest. 


Q O.K. Thank you. 


Q Hang on a minute. President Ouvarte's daughter 
was released today. Does the U.S. have any particular comment 
on that? 

“ No. Once again, as we've followed the policy 


consistently through this particular incident -- as you know, 
we've limited our commentary. I could only repeat for you what 
the President tad said earlier, which was that we, of course, 
deplored the kidnapping, and that we had earnestly hoped for 
the safety of all the victims of such terrorist acts, and that 
we stood ready to offer President Duarte all appropriate 
assistance. But nothing beyond that. 


Q But what is the view then, given consistent 
statements from the Administration over the last few months, on 
the necessity of not making deals with terrorists? The deal 
that the Salvador Government has made is a fairly complicated 
one, but nevertheless, a deal. 


Does the U.S. approve of that? 


a As I said, I have simply no other comment on this 
particular case. 


Q Chuck, who initiated the trip of Secretary 
Murphy, the State Department, I mean the U.S. Government, or 
was it Middle East-initiated -- Jordan, I mean? 


2 $C5 
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‘ well, I can't answer that definitively I don't 
know the answer to that 


Q You don't know the answer to that? 


a I beliewe it wes et owr initiative. But 
obviously, wren we initiete such a trip. we do it in 
coordination with the governments in the region with whom we 
are visiting, so it is clearly jointly agreed when we undertake 
such @ mission. 


Q Sorry I was not here the last two days. 


Do you have any comment on the British Commonwealth 
declaration on apartheid? 


(J You should have been here the last couple of 
days. I don't think -- 

Q I was in New York 

) -— that question was asked, but if I could refer 


you to the Press Office afterwards, we have some reaction. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:53 P.M.) 
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TAKEN WUESTION 
REPORTED BOARDING OF GREENPEACE SHIP BY FRENCH NAVY 





Question Taken at the Octoper 24 Press Briefing 


Q: Can you comment on the reported boarcing of& “Greenpeace* 
ship by the French off France‘s Mururoa Atoll nuciear test site? 


A: ~~ WE HAVE SEEN CONFLICTING ACCOUNTS AND HAVE NO [INVEPENDENT 


CONFIRMATION AT THIS POINT UF EXACTLY WHAT MAY HAVE OCCURRED. 
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FRIDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1985, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have two announcements to begin with: 


As you know the Secretary has announced that he will 
be travelling to Moscow November 4 and 5 for pre-summit 
discussions with General Secretary Gorbachev and Foreign 
Minister Shevardnadze. A sign-up sheet has been posted in the 
Press Office for those of you wishing to apply for seats on 
board the Secretary's plane. The sheet will be taken down and 
applications closed at 12:00 noon on Tuesday, October 29. 


Secondly, Under Secretary of State for Political 
Affairs Michael H. Armacost will be leaving Washington this 
Friday, today, to visit Algeria, Greece and Turkey. 


Mr. Armacost's visit to Algeria is at the invitation 
of his Algerian counterpart, Mr. Smail Hamdani, Secretary 
General of the Ministry of Foreign affairs, to continue 
periodic consultations. Mr. Armacost also will see other 
Algerian officials. 


The visit to Greece was agreed upon during discussions 
between Secretary Shultz and Greek Foreign Minister Papoulias 
in New York earlier this month. The purpose of the visit is to 
engage in a systematic and thorough review of a wide range of 
bilateral, regional, and other international issues of mutual] 
concern. 


The purpose of the Under Secretary's visit to Turkey 
is also to engage in a full and professional review of a wide 
range of bilateral, regional, and other international issues of 
mutual concern. His trip to Turkey was agreed to by Secretary 
Shultz and Foreign Minister Halefoglu when the two men met in 
New York earlier this month. 


That's all by way of announcements. 


Questions? 


a 
4 


) 


es 





Q Do you have anything on three Americans kidnapped 
in Colombia? 


“ This is, in effect, a relatively dated piece of 
news. Three Americans associated with the New Tribes Mission 
in Colombia were reported missing in the area of the village of 
Marichal, Maupes, Colombia. The Colombian army had advised us 
that they are being held by the Revolutionary Armed Forces of 
Colombia, the FARC. Yes, FARC, F-A-R-C. 


Our Embassy in Bogota has been in close contact with 
Colombian and New Tribes Mission authorities and has been 
assisting in any way possible. 


By way of background -- and again, I'll look into this 
in more detail after the briefing -- but information I had 
earlier indicated that they were out of contact, as reported by 
the New Tribes Mission, on October 5. This particular locale, 
Marichal, about 250 miles from the Mission headquarters at 
Villavicencio, is only accessible by canoe or plane. In 
addition to that, I guess I have no other details. 


Q Do you have the names of the Americans? 

a No, 1 can't give you the names because of Privacy 
Act requirements. 

Q I understand -- 

i) 1 could refer you to the New Tribes Mission, for 


example, who may have some more details since it's their 
personnel. 


Q I understanding that CNN reported today that 
there were four missing and that one had escaped and got in 
contact with the authorities. Have you got anything on that? 


a Yes. I can confirm that -- and that's why I have 
to look into this -- that the pilot, and I'm not sure why a 
pilot is involved in this at this point, but that the fourth 
person that you referred to, the pilot, did escape. 6ut beyond 
that, I've been informed that the New Tribes Mission may have 
more information that at this point I don't have. 


Q Do you have anything to add regarding the 
a of the Senate yesterday concerning the arms deal to 
Jordan 


" Yes, I do. I would reiterate, basically, what 
Larry Speakes said in New York yesterday, which is that the 








President has not encouraged or supported this development in 
the Senate, but it is the view of the President that this 
resolution clears the way for the proposed advance sales by 
March 1. The matter at hand is the peace process, and the 
President renews his commitment to seeking progress in the 
weeks ahead. 


Q Do you have any comment on King Hussein's saying 
that it's almost blackmail? 


a Clearly the Administration would have preferred 
to proceed promptly with the entire defense package for Jordan, 
which we believe is imminently justified on the merits of the 
case. We are convinced the King's commitment to peace, to the 
peace process, is genuine and solid, and we look forward to 
making material progress in the weeks ahead. 


Q Do you have any comment on Shimon Peres’ 
statement that if King Hussein will not respond positively on 
his initiative, that the coalition will face problems? Do you 
have any -- 


6 No, I don't. 

Q There is an article in Al] axnba , the Egyptian ay 
Akhbar newspaper, which is very close to the government, whic 
carries an open letter to Mr. Veliotes, the U.S. Ambassador in 
Cairo. It is a very critical article written by a very close 
commentator to the Egyptian Government. 


Do you have any comment on the contents of this open 
letter? 


‘ No, I haven't seen it, and I have no comment. 

Q Would you please take the question? 

‘ I'll look at it. 

Q Thank you. 

Q On the question of King Hussein's reported 
response to the Senate action, do we have any official or 


government-—to-government response from Jordan on this? 


That was asked yesterday and you had nothing. Has 
there been anything in the last 24 hours? 


a No, I can't answer your question specifically. I 
think it would suffice to say that we have close and continuing 
contact with the Jordanians, however. 








Q Chuck, do you consider this vote as a setback, 
because King Hussein and others were expecting that before the 
end of this year that talks will resume or will begin somehow, 
and there was sort of a deadline, plan of a deadline, and you 
are stretching this to the spring, March 1. 


Is this going to turn the tables around and possibly 
harm the peace process, if there is such a process, now? 


A I'm afraid I can't help you beyond the same sort 
of remarks that I've made in recent days, that we believe that 
leaders in the area, as well as ourselves, remain committed to 
seeking a negotiated solution and that that commitment, which 
we think has been mirrored by a number of statements by almost 
all parties concerned, is the major factor convincing us that 
progress is possible and is possible this year. 


Q Chuck, as result of Mr. Murphy's visit to Amman, 
has it been decided yet whether the PLO or the Palestinians or 
some Palestinian representatives are going to be in or out of 
whatever is coming next? 


f No, I have nothing new for you on that score. 
Our position concerning a meeting with the joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation remains as it always has. 


Q Leaving that meeting aside, I mean, when we talk 
about a supportive international context, as you've done and 
other spokesmen for the Administration have done, does that 
include the Palestinians? 


6 I fave no details on that particular kind of 
specific question. 


Q Did it make any progress? 
A Pardon? 
Q His talks, did it make any progress, or was it a 


failure or was it a success, or what? 
A Whose talks? 


Q Murphy's. 


A Murphy's talks. I guess the best I could do 
would be to refer you again to what we have said about this 
particular trip by Ambassador Murphy, which has been posted 
here in the Department as well as in New York. We said that he 
was able to discuss -- while in fmman -- he was able to discuss 








the visit of Prime Minister Peres to Washingtor as well as to 
continue discussions begun with the King duriny the King's 
visit here at the end of September, that it's part of our 
on-going effort to advance the peace process. 


We're committed to advancing that process. We're 
going to continue our efforts. I can't give you anything more 
help beyond that. 


Some senior official said, "to remove the 
obstacles from the way he has not made any success with the 
King. " 


A I don't have anything beyond what I've given you 
yesterday and today. 


Q You have been -- I mean, the American 
Administration nad been consulted during the Israeli invasion 
of Lebanon in 1982, regarding the transferring of the P!% 
headquarters to Tunisia. are you being consulted now about the 
same problem that seems being discussed? 


A No, I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q There was some report in Arab media today that 


President Reagan is planning to visit the area in the coming 
March. Do you have any comment on that. 


A Is planning to visit —- 

Q The Middle East in the coming March. 
A The Middle East? 

Q Yes. 

A No, I have nothing whatsoever. 


The day before yesterday I asked you a question 
about the rights of self-—determination. You said you would 
look into this -- if the Palestinians would come to the 
negotiating tables for direct peace talks with Israel. You 
said you'll look into this and -- 


© 


A I have looked, and I, as yet, have nothing. 


Q Nothing? 


Q South Korea? Has the Secretary of State met with 
the South Korean Prime Minister in New York? 











A I don't know the answer to that, but we can 
obviously look into it. 


Q It's the same question as the other day. Did he 
bring up the question of the jailings, the beatings, the 
tortures, etc., that we understand are going on and which 
you've complained about from that podium? 


A We'll look into whether or not he met and, if he 
did meet, whether a readout is possible. 


Q Do you have any guidance in addition to what the 
Secretary said this morning about his trip to Moscow? 


A No, nothing more. 


Q There's a report in the FBIS that King Hassan of 
Morocco has unilaterally ordered a cease-fire in the Saharan 
war. Do you have anything on that? 


a) The United States is pleased by any action which 
might contribute to a political solution of the Western Sahara 
problem. It has long been our policy to encourage the parties 
concerned to negotiate such a settlement which ultimately must 
reflect the preferences of the population of the area. 


Q Can we have that copy? 
A Yes. 
Q Will the Foreign Minister of Morocco, which -- he 


will meet with Whitehead at 3:30 -—- will discuss this 
procedure? Anything about the Moroccan initiative in the 
United Nations about Western Sahara? 


a I don't have any information as to what the 
Moroccan Prime Minister may have -- or Foreign Minister? Prime 
Minister? -—- 

Q Foreign Minister. 

a -- Foreign Minister may have on his agenda. 

Q But, I mean, will you support Morocco in their 


initiative toward Western Sahara in the United Nations? 


A I don't have anything on that. I can only 
reiterate what our position has traditionally be»n concerning 
the resolution of that conflict, which is, in fact, as I have 
just stated. 











Q Is it the State Department's view that a 
unilateral declaration of the cease-fire will help towards that 
goal? 


A I'm only saying that we're pleased by any action 
which might contribute to a political solution to that problem. 


Q Is it our assessment that the King acted out of a 
position of strength because he has areas that he considers 
important under control, or out of a position of weakness 
because he cannot continue to prosecute the war actively? 


A No, I'm not going to engage in that kind of 


speculation. 
Q Aw, come on. 
Q Will Mr. Armacost discuss the issue of Western 


Sahara at least with the Algerians, because they are involved 
in this process? 


A I can't give you anything more than I already 
did, which is he's going to discuss a wide range of regional, 
international and bilateral issues. 


Q Chuck? 
A Yes. 


Q I understand Duarte's daughter and the companion 
that was kidnapped are going to be brought to the United 
States. Can you tell us when and for what? 


ia No, I don't have any information, but I can look 
into that. 


Q Okay. And the other thing is, anything new on 
the hijackers in Rome either from the confirmation of the 
reports of one of them talking about Abbas? Or the second 
question is, some talk that the U.S. is pressuring the Italians 
to have the trial take place in Rome as opposed to Genoa or 
Sicily? 


A I have nothing on either question. 
Q Chuck, is there any particular significance of 


the fact that Mr. Armacost is giving more time to the Middle 
East and North Arab Africa? 


fi And what is your reason for saying that? 





Q It's just an observation. I notice that he is 
travelling more to the area, giving more time of his to the 
Middle Eastern affairs. 


A You're speaking of Mr. Armacost? 

Q Mr. Armacost, yes. 

A I just told you that Mr. Armacost is, in fact, 
going to North Africa. 

Q Yes. 

A And now you're telling me that he's spending more 
time on the Middle East than North Africa. 

Q I'm asking if this has any particular 
significance because -- 

a No, it does not. 

Q -- Mr. Armacost is -- 

A I don't see any significance to be drawn from 


that information. 


Q Just one more thing. You probably won't have 
anything prepared on this yet. But Argentina this morning 
declared a state of seige. Lots of rumors running around about 
an impending coup; twelve senior officers were arrested -- I 
think it was Monday. Do you have anything on that? 


A You're right. I don't have anything yet. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon everybody. I don't have 
anything by way of announcements, so we can go right to 
questions. 


Q Can you tell us what the situation is with that 
Soviet seaman in New Orleans? 


A What I have on that, Jim, is as follows. I don't 
know what precise level of information has been made available 
up to this point, but, as I say, let me share with you the 
various pieces of information I do have here. 


Representatives of the State Department, INS, and a 
U.S. doctor examined the Soviet seaman on the ship on October 
26 -— that is, Saturday. U.S. representatives remain on the 
ship, however, we have not been able to interview him in an 
environment where he can express his will freely. 


We are now seeking to convince Soviet authorities to 
permit this. We are in communication with the Soviets about 
this issue. 


Obviously, I'm in a position where I cannot get 
involved in specific details, but let me say that the Soviets 
fully understand both our desire to end this case quickly and 
how that can best be accomplished. 


Insofar as resolution of this issue, all that is 
necessary is for the Soviets to allow us to interview the 
sailor in an environment in which he can freely express his 
will, as I noted a couple of sentences earlier. 


The ship arrived October 24. It is a grain carrier, 
and it is ‘ree to leave when we have satisfied ourselves about 
the individual's intentions. Insofar as the specific 
identification of the sailor, his name is Miroslav Medvid; 
M—I-—R-O-S-L-A-V, M-E-D-V-I-D, and I have as well the 
identification of the Master of the ship if anybody would like 
that. 





Q Bernie, when you say that you've been unable to 
interview him in an environment where he could really freely 
express his views, have you interviewed him -- spell that out a 
little? Have you been given the opportunity to interview him 
in an environment you don't like -- have you interviewed him in 
an environment you don't like or are you withholding any 
request to interview him again until you have the environment 
you do like? 


A What I noted at the outset that he has been 
examined by a doctor -- 


Q I mean, since then? 
A That was on the 26th. 


Q I'm talking about since then. I'm not asking 
about the 26th. 


A What I said and what I underlined, and the 
question you're getting at -- and I will repeat it -- is that 
we have not been able to interview him in an environment in 
which he cannot -- where he can, in fact, express his will 
freely. 


Q I understand exactly what you said, and maybe fT 
haven't made myself clear. I'm asking if you have made -- if 
the U.S. Government, subsequent to that first event, made a 
request to interview him and the conditions were unacceptable; 
is that what you're saying? 


A That might be implicit in what I'm saying. 
Q Well, I wish you would be a little more explicit. 


A The problem is that I'm working within certain 
constraints that I cannot exceed, and so I really am bound to 
stay within this language. 


Q If you'd step back from the sentence for a 
second, you can see that it is really choked with ambiguities. 
It could mean that you have interviewed him again but you don't 
find the conditions proper, or you're trying to interview him 
and you can't get the proper conditions, or any number of 
possibilities. 


Have you asked the Soviets to permit you to interview 
him in a condition where he could express his desires freely? 











A If I say, as I have said, that we are in 
communication with Soviet authorities, and I say that all that 
is necessary to resolve this issue is for the Soviets to allow 
us to interview the sailor in an environment in which he can 
speak freely, I think the answer is implicit to your question. 





Q Bernie, who or what branch of the Federal 
government or local government was responsible for handing this 
sailor back to the Soviet authorities without giving him a 
chance to freely express what's on his mind, because you had a 
chance? 


A There are a variety of questions which I'm sure 
are prevalent in this room, and my reply will be to offer the 
address of INS, and specifically to that question among 
others. As I noted earlier, in answer to Barry's question, I 
do operate here within certain constraints, and my reply to 
your question, Bill, is INS. You might want to check with them. 


Q Let me follow up ona slightly different 
question, Bernie. Are you saying, then, it is implicit in your 
statement that this Soviet ship will not be allowed to leave by 
U.S. authorities until you are able to interview this sailor in 
an environment that you define? 


i) I don't want to be too specific about that 
point. And by that, I don't mean to duck the question, other 
than to say that what is a priority right now is the 
opportunity for the United States to interview the sailor in an 
environment in which he can express himself freely. 


Q Bernie, the environment -- McFarlane said 
yesterday that the environment had to be off the ship. Is 
there some -- can you offer some clarification as to whether it 


is possible to have the appropriate environment on the ship or 
whether it is a requirement by the U.S. that he be allowed to 
leave the ship, however briefly, for such an interview? 


A My understanding is that an environment that 
would allow an expression of free will is, as McFarlane said, 
“off the ship." 


Q Bernie, is this the sort of incident, do you 
think, which might have wider implications for the U.S.-Soviet 
relationship? 


a Well, it's hard to make a judgment call on that. 
Obviously, the hope is that the issue can be resolved and 
resolved as quickly as possible. 


2G23 





Q Bernie, recalling an incident that is a little 
different, or was a little different, but nonetheless had some 
of the same characteristics -- the Berezhkov case a few years 
ago here -- the State Department and the Soviet Union resolved 
that ultimately by agreeing on a system where the U.S. 
Government would not interview Berezhkov, but the Soviet 
Government would allow the press to interview him in the 
presence of the U.S. Government. 


Do you know if that sort of arrangement -- if an 
interview by U.S. Government officials is a requirement, or -.s 
it possible that some alternative interview -- 


io I have not heard the formula that you're 
suggesting. 
Marvin? 


Q Is it true that U.S. officials have been on the 
ship since Saturday? Is that what you were saying earlier on? 
You said they remained on ship. 


4 That is right. I said they've been on since 
October 26, which is Saturday, and U.S. representatives remain 
on the ship. 


Q Do you know who the reps are -- how many? 
4 I don't have the number for you. 


Q And what is it that you want this sailor to say 
to you in this proper environment? He swam From the ship to 
shore; that was clearly a statement in and of itself. 
(Laughter) What do you expect him to say to you once you have 
him in this right environment? 


A I want -- if I can reply to your question, is 
that the sailor can express himself freely as he so wishes 
without any encouragement by anybody as to what he might say. 


Q But isn't it clear what he has already said by 
his actions, so why is the Department making such a big issue 
about him saying in words what he's already said in deed? 


A I can't help you beyond what I've said. 


Q Bernie, maybe the answer is that it was a mistake 
to let him go back. Is that the point you want a second chance 
to undo, perhaps a mistake about his desires to remain in the 
United States? 








a I pretty much have exhausted what I have to say 
on this subject. 


Cc (Inaudible) Bernie. 

a Let me just pick that up. 

Q Even though there's a restrictive atmosphere, as 
you described it, do the representatives still on the ship have 
contact with the sailor? Are they aware of his condition and 
presence at this time? 

a I don't have anything specific for that. 


Q Do you expect this incident to have any effect on 
the Secretary's trip to Moscuww? 


is I know of nothing that would suggest that 


Q Bernie, you didn't answer the first part of 


Marvin's question -— the names of the American officials there? 
a I don't have that, and let me see if I can get 
that. 
Q Bernie? 
Yes. 


Q Let me have a follow up to the -- in 1970, after 
the fiasco with the Lithuanian who tried to defect and was drug 
back from one of our coast guard cutters, there were guidelines 
set up by the White House. Are you in a position to tell us 
whether those guidelines were violated at this time? 


a I don't have anything on that. 








Q Are those guidelines still in effect? 
6 Can't help you. 


Q Lastly, you said that on Saturday -- correct me 
if I'm wrong -- this gentleman was interviewed in the presence 
‘of somebody from the State Department, the INS, and a doctor, a 
U.S. doctor. 


o Right. 


Are you in a position to tell us anything about 
that? 


a Don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Not even whether he was in good health or -- 


Don't have anything for you, but let me see if I 
can't get any additional information. 


Q In terms of the various agencies that were 
dealing with this guy, I understand that he swam ashore, then 
was driven into New Orleans 45 minutes, and then was shunted 
around to various agencies. When did the State Department get 
into the loop, and did they get in before he was returned? 


i) I don't have that, but I think you should know 
that. Let me try to find it for you. 


Q What if you are able to interview the sailor and 
the sailor says, “I want to stay," what is his legal status 
since he's now on the boat? And I assume that they have 
authority over their own sailors. 


a But we suggested that an environment of free 
expression would be off the ship -- 

Q Did -- 

a -- and when we hear the free expression, the 


determination will be made as to the next step. 
i.) Does that "free expression" -- 


A He will be able to say what he chooses to say in 
a free environment, and at that particular point, on the basis 
of what he chooses to say, we would then decide on the next 
step. 











Q If he were to indicate that he wishes to get 
asylum, what would happen? 


a I don't have anything for you on that. He'll 
have to express what he has to say, ane we would pick it up at 
that particular point. 


Q Do you have any hope for a prompt resolution of 
this matter since you're in contact with the Russians on this? 


o Can't make any guess on time. 


Q What are the Soviet authorities on the ship 
telling you when you asked for this environment of free speech? 


a We have still been asking for it. 


Q Another area, Bernie. 
a Yes. 
Q Have you seen and do you have any comment on the 


statements from Israel by the Prime Minister in which he 
appears to have at least modified the framework that he laid 
out at the United Nations? 


a I don't have anything on it. 


Q France? 
a Yes. 
Q Do you have any comment on the additional French 


nuclear tests in the Pacific? 
a Nope, i don't have anything for you. 


Q Will the United States put any pressure on France 
to stop the tests? 


a Don't have anything for you there. 
Do you have any comment on Jean Kirkpatrick's 


column ine The Washington Post yesterday in which she suggested 


a letter from the Secretary to Congressman Michel really didn't 
represent the Secretary's views? 


a No, I don't. 
Q Any comment on the Israeli attacks in Lebanon? 


AUDIENCE: “Cycle of violence." 3927 


w — 

















a Would you like a guest shot up here? 
(Laughter) 
Q We're not missing anything up there. 


ra) Obviously, we deplore the cycle of violence 
(laughter) that Barrie has just alluded to. 


AUDIENCE: I'd like to give Bill half the credit for 
that. 


“ Sorry ~- which Bill alluded to, and let it go at 
that. 


Q Where is Murpny? 


“ Murphy. Where is Murphy? I did not see him 
today, (Laughter) but I don't know that he's out of town, but 
I'm going to leave that very ambiguous not to suggest anything. 


TO STAFF: Can we find out that Murphy is here and 
satisfy Ralph's curiosity? 


Q Do you have any expectation from the meeting 
between Hussein and Arafat now in Amman? 


a No, no forecasts. 


Q Does the United States Government have any 
comment on a report from Israel that King Hussein is rezady to 
hold a preparatory meeting with Israel and the United States 
over the idea of an international conference without the 
participation (inaudible) Israeli report of the PLO? 


a No, I don't have anything specific, but I think 
anything along those lines, if it falls under the heading of 
movement toward peace, the United States obviously would 
welcome; but by way of a specific reply to what you're saying, 
I do not have any precise comment. 


Q Can you confirm that the first shipment of aid to 
the contras, which was seized by the Honduran authorities, has 
been released? 


A I don't have anything on that. It is my 
understanding, best as I remember, what was said here a couple 
of weeks ago, that when the turnover takes place to the United 
Nicaraguan Opposition, at that point it is their 
responsibility. I don't have anything. 


I could take a flyer and see whether I can get you 
anything, but I'm not sure that I can. 











Q Can you add to the question -- 

A Wait a minute. Wait a minute. 

Q But the Hondurans say that the material is being 
returned to the U.S. My question is, did the U.S. Government 
request the Honduran Government, make any requests of the 
Honduran Government regarding this material? 

A I don't have anything on that, Ralph. 

Q Could you take that question? 


a Well, let me see if it's possible to get anything 


for you. 
Q Bernie could you -- 
A Barrie. 
Q -- spell out, give us a little more on the 


Secretary's trip? Will he see Schevardnadze before Gorbachev? 
How long will it take him to get from Washington to Moscow? 
How many meetings are planned? 


A I think the roster of your questions, at this 
particular point, is a bit premature. As you know, the 
Secretary is in Canada right now, returning later in the day. 


I do not know how the days at this particular point 
will break down, nor do I know at this particular point as to 
the order of the meetings that will take place in Moscow. He 
said, the Secretary, that it would be the 4th and 5th, so there 
will be an airplane flying this weekend enroute to. 


I have nothing by way of any exact reply as to whether 
he would be heading home Tuesday, or whether there might be any 
slippage until early Wednesday morning, et cetera. I think at 
this particular point, at least so far as I know, we are 
working within the context of what the Secretary said after the 
meeting with Shevardnadze -- it would be the 4th and 5th of 
November. 


There's a sign-up list, which I understand comes down 
tomorrow at noon, and this time, in contrast to other times -- 
Well, let me hold it at that particular point. 


Q Bernie, do you know how many seats there will be 
on the plane -- 


~ 
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A Just a minute. 


(Reading note from staff: "Murphy is at work today in 
the Department." 


How many people have signed this? 
(Laughter) 


A All right. If you believe that fellows 
(laughter) -- 


Q ‘Going or coming, will the eeerenery talk to 
officials of any other governments? 


A It is my understanding as of today that this will 
be of a one-destination trip insofar as substance is concerned, 
but obviously, there will be a refuel somewhere along the way. 


Q- Bernie, you referred to U.S. deploring the cycle 
of violence. What other acts were in this latest cycle you're 
talking about? My understanding is that the Israelis said it 
wasn't in retaliation to anything. 


What are you referring to? Maybe we're not aware of 
something that you are. 


A I am referring to it in the broad terms in which I 
talked about deploring a cycle of violence; and if you are 
interested in any specifics -- which you seem to be -- I don't 
have anything to offer. 


Q Do you have any comment on the imposition of the 
state of emergency in Cape Town in South Africa? 


A We continue to be seriously concerned about the 
repressive trend of events inside South Africa, and hope that 
the government will not look for solutions to its political 
problems in increasing repression. 


Q You hope that they don't, but does that mean that 
-- How do you interpret what they've done? 


A By saying exactly what I' ve said here, and 
letting it go at that. 


Walter you seem amused. 
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Q Bernie, do you have any comment now -- I think 
there was none last week immediately -- but do you have any 
comment now on how the Salvadoran Government handled the return 
of President Duarte's daughter? 


i) Not much -- 


Q And the release of the prisoners being held by €1 
Salvador? . 


A Not much with what I understand was the way that 
Chuck addressed the question -- Was it Thursday or Friday? -- 
that we share President Duarte's personal relief and joy at the 
safe return of his daughter. And beyond that, I don't have 
anything to add. 


Q Would it be unfair for me to ask whether you 
counseled £1 Salvador the same way you counseled Middle East 
governments in connection with incidents like these, and said 
you don't ask other governments to give in to terrorist 
demands, and that you would not do so yourself? 


A I, obviously, having been an old-time tenant in 
this room, Ralph, you know that I will not be drawn into 
confidential exchanges. But I will reiterate that our policy 
on terrorism is well known, and it obviously incorporates some 
of the points you mention. 


Q Thanks a lot. 


(The Press Briefing concluded at 12:55 P.M.) 





Posted: October 28, 1985 





TAKEN QUESTION 


Cuestion taken at the October 28, 1985 noon press briefing 


POSSIBLE DEFECTION OF SOVIET SEAMAN 





Q: Im terms of the various agencies that are dealing with this 
guy...when did the State Department get into the loop and did 
they get in before he was returned? 

A: SOVIET SEAMAN MIROSLAV MEDVID JUMPED SHIP IN NEW ORLEANS 
AND WAS RETURNED TO HIS SHIP LAE EVENING OF OCTOBER 24. THE 
STATE DEPARTMENT WAS APPRISED OF THE SITUATION ONLY THE AFTER- 
NOON OF OCTOBER 25 AND HAD OFFICERS IN NEW ORLEANS SHORTLY 
THEREAFTER. 

Q: You said that on Saturday, this gentleman was interviewed 
in the presence of somebody from the State Department, the 
I.N.S., and a U.S. doctor. Are you in a position to tell us 
anything about that? 

A: A U.S. GOVERNMENT DOCTOR EXAMINED MEDVID ON BOARD THE 
VESSEL. ALTHOUGH ANXIOUS DURING THE EXAMINATION, HE HAS ONLY 
A MINOR INJURY TO HIS LEFT ARM. THE DOCTOR FOUND NO EVIDENCE 
THAT MEDVID WAS UNDER MEDICATION OR DRUGGED. THE EXAMINATION 


DOES NOT SATISFY OUR CONDITION THAT HE BE INTERVIEWED IN A 


NON-THREATENING ENVIRONMENT. 
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TUESDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1985, 12:45 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon everybody. One -- a couple 
of very brief things. 


In the Press Office there is an announcement dealing 
with U.S.-Soviet maritime boundary talks. You can pick that up 
later after the briefing. Essentially, it is that there will 
be an inter-agency delegation that will hold discussions with 
the Soviets concerning our maritime boundary in the Bering Sea 
October 29-November 1. There is, as I say, additional 
information you can pick up at the office. 


To call to your attention the: following in response to 
some questions about Harry Shlaudeman and meetings with 
Nicaraguans: Ambassador at Large and Special Envoy for Central 
America Harry Shlaudeman is meeting with Nicaraguan Ambassador 
Carlos Tunnermann today. The meeting is in lieu of a meeting 
that the United States had sought with the Nicaraguan 
Government on the margins of the U.N. General Assembly in New 
York and is to convey U.S. views on the importance of national 
reconciliation to a resolution of the conflict in Nicaragua. 


The meeting also reflects our wish to maintain regular 
diplomatic contact with Nicaraguan Government officials. 


And, finally, Chet Crocker, Assistant Secretary for 
African Affairs, will be testifying today, 2:00 p.m., House 
foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Africa. Topic of 
his testimony is “Recent Developments in Namibia." Nothing yet 
by way of a prepared statement from the African Bureau on what 
Crocker is apt to say. 


Q I'm told it's at 3:30. 


a Let's check that, please. Is there a revision on 
that? Is it 3:30 now? Thank you, Bern. 








What's the time and place on the Shlaudeman 


meeting? 
A Don't have the time or place on Shlaudeman. 
Q It's here. 
Q Here? . 
A (TO THE STAFF) ‘Could we get a time on that, 
please? 


STAFF: (Nodding negatively). 


MR. KALB: We can't? Because? I'm back in my old 
seat. Why can't we get a time on that?! (Laughter) 


STAFF: Let me look into that. (Laughter) 

MR. KALB: Okay. I see. Nothing has changed. Well -- 
Q Bernie, on that subject -- 

A Secondly -- yeah? 


' Q On the Shlaudeman meeting, I think I heard you 
correctly to say that this is a meeting in lieu of one that the 
U.S. sought on the margins of the U.N. Did the U.S. seek a 
meeting with Mr. Ortega at the U.N. or did the U.S. seek a 
meeting with someone else? 


A I think that what has been said about the 
possibility of a meeting with President Ortega that you 
referred to, etc., all that has been said has been said, and 
I've got nothing that would add in any way that would stimulate 
you to take notes. 


Q So your point is -- your point here about wishing 
to maintain diplomatic contact and all of that is only wishing 
to maintain diplomatic contact at the level you wish to 
maintain it, not at the level that the Nicaraguans wish to 
maintain it? 


a You are free, and I encourage you to interpret it 
as freely as you choose. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the New Orleans 
situation? 








a Let me just take care of some of the bibliography 


Q Is the sailor going to defect? 

A -— that I have here. 

Yes, I can. and in saying so, I have very little that 
takes us beyond where it was left with a status report that was 
issued midnight -- around midnight last night. 

When the interview is completed, we will be making a 
statement. But, at least up to the point when I came into the 
room here, that had not yet been the case. And that, in fact, 
being the case, there's nothing I can say at this particular 
point that was not said in the statement that I'm sure that you 
are all familiar with, issued, as I say, at about midnight last 
night. 

Q Where is he? 

a He is there. 

Q Where? 

a He is -- there is another interview that is 
scheduled for today. That is to say, a continuation of the 
interview that was begun last night. 

Q Is he on shore or is he on a ship? 

A My understanding, he's on shore at this point. 


Q What assurances do you have that you're talking 
to the same man? (Laughter) 


You know, there was a man who jumped ship. 


Right. 


Q And he was back on the ship. 


a Right. 
Q Now he's in a naval hospital. 
a Right. 


2) 


How do you know that you're talking to the same 
man? 


a 264¢ 





a I'll tell you how! (Laughter) 
Q I wish you would! 


a It's my understanding that there has been 
somebody aboard that ship since October 26. And beyond that, I 
have nothing by way of a reply except their presence during 
that period of time. 


I don't understand the significance of “there's 
somebody aboard that ship since October 26." I mean, what has 
that got to do with whether you're dealing with the same man 
who jumped ship who's now in the naval hospital? 


A Why don't you, at least for the moment, accept it 
as an act of faith that those who are dealing with him do, in 


fact, recognize him. They have been dealing with him for 
several days now and -- 


Q Well, that's the answer, then. 
A There is nothing beyond that that I can offer you. 


Q The answer then is that you have people who have 
physically identified him on both occasions. 


A Well, they have been dealing with him.. You could 
phrase it any way you like. 


Q Bernie, co you know what time the interview is 
supposed to take place today? You said there was another one 
scheduled today. 


A There was scheduled. The question was, when it 
would be begin; and I do not have any exact time on that. 


Q So it hasn't begun? 

4 I can't say that. What I did say is, I don't 
know when it will end. And when it does end, it is our 
expectation, obviously, that there will be a statement issued. 

Q Where? Here? 


A It certainly will be here. And whether it comes 
at other points north, east and west, I don't know. 


Q What about cameras? 














Q Do you have any observations on the job done by 
the border patrol? 


A I beg your pardon? 


Q Any further observations on the job done by the 
border patrol? 


is) I'll decline that invitation. 


Q On camera -- the statement that you're talking 
about? 


é On camera, I know nothing -- on cameras here, 
will we do it? ; 


Q A statement, yes. I mean, you're talking about 
coming out and doing an on-camera statement, or what? 


A I haven't thought about that. Let me give it 
some thought. 


Q You'll let us know? 
Q Who is doing -- 
a What? I'm sorry? 


Q Who is doing the interviewing? Who's 
interviewing him? 


A We had the statement last night that suggested 
that we had a State Department official, we had somebody from 
INS, there was a U.S. Government physician and there was an 
interpreter. I know of nothing that has changed that cast of 
characters. 


Chris? 
Q When he was interviewed on the cutter yesterday -- 
a Interviewed where? 


Q On the Coast Guard cutter yesterday? 


a Right. 


There were Soviet officials present on the ship. 
Were they present at the interview as well? 








4 I don't have anything specific. Let me find that 
out for you so we can be sure. 


(TO STAFF) Could we get that during the briefing, 
please? 


Q And the second question? 
a Yeah. 


Q Now that he is apparently on land somewhere, are 
the Soviet officials still with him or around anywhere? 


i Let's get that as well. 
What exattly is his medical prodiem? 
I'm sorry. What? 


What is his medical problem? 


> © Pye» 


What is his medical problem? 


Q He was described yesterday by the -— last night 
by the State Department as being ill, under the weather. . What 
is the problem? 


os I have nothing beyond that that would amplify 
that definition. 


Q He's sea sick. (Laughter) 

i) What was that? What was that? 

Q He had been swimming in the Mississippi. 
is) What was that medical analysis? 

Bernie, is there any word from the Soviet 
authorities to confirm Victor Louis' report that Ms. Bonner 
will be allowed to go outside the Soviet Union? 

a It's my information that we have nothing that 
would provide any independent confirmation of that report. And 


if the report, in fact, were true, obviously we would welcome 
it. 


It is also important that Ms. Bonner be allowed to 
return to her husband in the Soviet Union after she receives 
needed medical treatment. That is, pre-supposing the report is 
true. 














Meanwhile, may I add that Or. Sakharov remains in 
internal exile, isclated in Gorkiy. We strongly believe that 
his internal exile should be ended and that he be allowed to 
resume a normal life and maintain contacts with his relatives, 
friends and foreigners. 


¥ Copy? 
“ A copy? Yes. 


Q Do you think if she is released for medical 
purposes, it has any pre-—summit implications? 


A I'm not going to make an interpretation on what 
the action might mean if it, in fact, does happen. 


Q Do you have any indication that she might come 
here for medical treatment? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Have you asked -- I mean, it's a question that 
may seem silly, but has the Embassy in Moscow been asked or has 
it done so on its own -- has it asked the Soviet authorities 


about the story? 
a I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Do you have any statement on the announcement of 
election results in Liberia today? 


a No. That was addressed to some degree the other 
day, and let me take a look into that and see if we can get any 
sort of fresh update. 


Q There's a report that the non-aligned countries 
have offered to monitor the underground test ban by the Soviet 
Union and the United States. Is the report correct, and, if 
so, what is the State Department's reaction? 


i) Just one second, if I can, please. On the 
monitoring: Leaders of six countries who issued the New Delhi 
declaration on nuclear weapons and disarmament earlier this 
year sent joint messages to the U.S. and the Soviets calling 
for a twelve-month suspension of all nuclear tests. 


We are studying the proposal. But let me add that 
U.S. nuclear testing is required to ensure the continued 
effectiveness of our deterrent and to ensure the reliability 
and safety of the U.S. arsenal. 


ASU: 








At the same time, a comprehensive test ban continues 
to be a long-term objective to be achieved in the context of 
broad, deep, and verifiable arms reductions, substantially 
improved verification capabilities, expanded 
confidence-building measures, and the maintenance of an 
effective deterrent. 


The first step towerd this goal --— and the step to 
which the U.S. has given priority -- is the pursuit of 
equitable and verifiable arms reductions in the current Geneva 
negotiations. 


Q Copy of that? 
i) A copy of this? Yes. 


Q Bernie, on arms control, is the U.S. Government 
interested in any kind of a deal that would make unoperational 
or lead to the dismantling of the radar, the Soviet radar, 
facility at Krasnoyarsk? 


a I think you know the U.S. position on 
Krasnoyarsk, and I'm just going to let it stand at that. 


Q Are you -- 


a But you're talking about “deal,” and I'm not 
going to get drawn into a debate on deals. 


Q Are you in receipt of a new Soviet proposal along 
those lines? 


a If you're talking about a published story today, 
let me say that the Soviets have raised the possibility of such 
a trade-off, as reported, in informal discussions and that, 
from the U.S. perspective, such a trade-off is inequitable. 


The Krasnoyarsk radar is a clear-cut violation of the 
ABM Treaty in virtue of its inland siting, orientation over 
more than 4,000 kilometers of Soviet territory and its 
capability for ballistic missile detection and tracking. 


The early warning radars at Thule and Fylingdales, on 
the other hand, were dep.oyed prior to the signing of the ABM 
Treaty. 

Their modernization is not prohibited by the treaty. 


Any formulation that seeks to eguate a Soviet activity 











that is prohibited under the ABM Treaty with modernization 
action by the U.S. that is not prohibited would be inequitable 
and an unacceptable precedent. 


Q Copy of that? 


ra Copy of that? Let me try. That's going to take 
a bit of time. 


Q Bernie, have the Soviets been given the same 
message before your reading this -- 


‘ I'm not going to get involved in how --— at the 
tempo -- I'm not going to get involved in the rate of 
communications. 


Q But since you're confirming that they have raised 
the possibility of, in your words, such a trade-off, does it 
remain any kind of a live topic for discussion or is it -- I 


take it from your answer, shall we read that as a rejection? 


A No, I'm going to leave it stay as is, with the 
description that I have shared with you. 


Q Are you inferring from the offer that the Soviets 
may be preparing to admit that it's a violation? 


“ No. I'm not going to make any inference so far 
as what the Soviets concede. From the United States point of 
view, it is a clear-cut violation, and I think you've heard it 
more than once. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Do the Soviets continue to deny that allegation? 
A You will have to address that question to them. 
Ralph. 


Q Can we assume that the substance of your 
statement has been conveyed to the Soviet Union through the 
same informal channels that the Soviets used to make the offer 
in the first place? 


A That seems to be a variation of a question I just 
heard a moment ago, and my response then remains unaltered 
since it is only fifteen seconds away. 


Q Well, you were talking about the rate of 
communications. 





A That is right. 


Q I am not asking about the speed at which it was 
communicated. 

A You want to know the format. 

Q I am asking about the format. 


A In that context, I will rubberize my language and 
embrace the format. 


The point is, I am not going to get involved, cannot 
get involved, in when and if and how and where. 


Q Okay, but I guess -- I understand that. I guess 
what I am trying to get at is, the Soviet offer, if it was made 
several weeks ago -- I am trying to find out whether it has 
gone unanswered until now, or whether the answer may have also 
gone several weeks ago but because the story is now being 
reported, you are making the answer public. 


A If the question is as to whether the Soviets have 
gotten the sense of an American response from the time the 
informal offer was presented, I think you could take it as a 
given that the Soviets do have a sense of the U.S. position. 


Q Bernie -- 


a) Excuse me. I'm sorry. Do you want to defer, 
Bill? 


’ 
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Q Are you -- putting snide the Greenland and 
British radar facilities which represent an unacceptable trade 
off, is the U.S. then continuing to explore possible Soviet 
flexibility on putting a stop to Krasnoyarsk? 


A That's an item certainly on the agenda, but the 
shape of the U.S. approach on that is something that I don't 
have for you. I mean, they know where the U.S. stands on 
Krasnoyarsk. They have heard it more than once, as you have, 
and that is where I'll have to let it stand. 


Q Did Shultz and Shevardnardze discuss this? 
A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Bernie, does the Administration have a position 
on aid to Angolan rebels? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. The only 
thing that I did flag you on was the fact that Crocker would be 
testifying later today. 


Q If we can just stay with the non-alignment thing 
for just a second. : 


The interest of these countries in having a 
‘ comprehensive ban on tests on their own soil, what is the U.S. 
position on that? Do we welcome it? 


A I don't have anything on it. 


Q Bernie, in reports regarding the meeting between 
President Reagan and the families of the hostages, of the six 
American hostages, it was reported that the U.S. 
representatives are willing to get into direct contact with 
their kidnappers. 


Does this constitute any sort of departure from the 
main principles of U.S. policy towards terrorism? 


A No. 


Q What -- 


A I think what was said -- I don't have the exact 
verbatim -- but it was dealt in the context that to obtain the 
security, the freedom for the hostages, a readiness to talk but 
not to negotiate. I don't have the exact language, but I think 
it was in that spirit. And therefore, I’ have no difficulty in 
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saying to you that if talking, as you may be suggesting, would 
represent a dilution of the known position, I feel very 
comfortable in saying no. 


Q Would this mean that the United States would be 
ready to respond to at least part of their demands? 


A No. I didn't say anything along those lines. It 
is an interesting question. I will let you examine it 
yourself. I have nothing to add to it. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment right now on the 
reports about the meeting between Hussein and Arafat yesterday? 


a No. I have nothing on that. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Arafat statement 
that he has renounced terrorism and violence way back at the 
Casablanca conference which he made after his meeting with King 
Hussein? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 
Q Do you have any fresh assessment -- 
A I beg your pardon? 


Do you have any fresh assessment of the 
Syrian/Jordanian rapprochement? 


a No. 
Q You said it is premature to speculate. 
A I don't have anything that lends sudden maturity. 


Q Bernie, any further information on the five 
Americans who are being held, among others, by the Egyptian 
authorities accused of profiletizing? Proselytizing -— I'm 
sorry. 


A I don't, but let me look into that and see if 
there is anything that's possible. 


Q The Soviet Foreign Minister is in Cuba meeting 
with Castro just a couple of days before the U.S-Soviet meeting 
here on Central America and the Caribbean. Any comment on that? 


4 No, I don't have anything for you. 
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Matt? 


Q Do you have any response to some criticism of 
Ambassador Rabb in the Italian press? 


A As a matter of fact, I do, and I would like 
emphatically to note that Ambassador Rabb did an exemplary job 
in handling the Achille Lauro matter, that he executed his 
responsibilities fully and energetically, carried out the 
substance and spirit of his instructions. And may I add as 
well that Ambassador Rabb enjoys the full confidence and 
respect of the Administration. 


Q Copy of that? 


A I don't really have it in the form that you'd 
want. 


Q Bernie? 
a Yes. 


Q When you were asked the other day about the 
position of the United States about the agreement, or what 
Arafat and what Hussein said and what Peres said about the 
international conference, you said that you are studying the 
whole issue and you did not make any specific comment at that 
time. 


Do you have -- can you spell out your position now 
about the international conference or international auspices or 
forum, or whatever it is? 


A I think that the point that was made the other 
day about the whole issue being under study stands as is. In 
other words, I don't have any new observations or anything at 
all to offer you that would add to what has been said at this 
point. 


Q Still under study. 

Q Bernie, there were press reports today that the 
President has made a decision to respond with a new proposal, a 
new American proposal, prior to the Geneva summit, responding 
to the Soviet proposal for a fifty percent cut. 


Can you confirm those reports? 


A No, I cannot. You are say‘ing that there was a 
Presidential decision? 


254 
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Q Well, I am not -- there is a story in the 
Washington Post which says that. You cannot confirm? 





A I am not going to get involved in what the 
President may or may not do, and it is my understanding that 
the whole question of the possibility of some sort of proposal 
is under review and that the President has made no decisions. 


I think that that matter was addressed as well by the 
Secretary last Friday outside the U.S. Mission, and essentially 
I am reiterating what he said, but that is my understanding of 
where the play is at this particular point. 


Q Is that one of the subjects that the Secretary is 
going to be discussing with the President today, or in fact has 
discussed? 


A I am going to encourage you to speculate about 
that. : 


Q Bernie, anything further you can tell us about 
the Moscow trip? 


a I noticed with barely controlled interest that 
the sign-up list had approached 356, and it is going to be, as 
you might imagine, a rather complicated and emotionally 
wrenching decision-making process as to who gets those two 
seats. (Laughter) Possibly, with good luck -- 


Q I was actually asking about the Secretary's 
meetings or anything of that sort. 


A No. I have nothing beyond that. Irsofar as 
questions dealing with how many hours will they be spending 
together, the order of the meetings, whether he will meet with 
the Foreign Minister first or the General Secretary, and so 
forth, I have nothing on that. 


In reply to some other questions that were asked 
before about the interview with the Soviet seaman, indeed, 
representatives of the Soviet Embassy were allowed to accompany 
Mr. Medvid during the interview last night, and they did 
accompany him to the naval facility where he is currently 
resting. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the arrest of the 
former aide to Rajneesh and the possibility of a U.S. 
extradition request to West Germany? 
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A I don't. 


Q Bernie, just a minute to make clear, was he 
interviewed outside the presence of these Soviet Embassy 
representatives? 


A I think I said he was present. They were allowed 
to accompany him during the interview. 


Q I thought we were operating under procedures that 
required the State Department to not only interview someone 
like this on American territory, but also outside the presence 
of Soviet Embassy officials. 


A Well, we have got a couple of whiz kids there who 
say no. (Laughter) We can take a look at it and see what 
happens. 


Q Has your criteria of yesterday, has that been met 
in these interviews -- that he be in an environment where he 
could express his own free will? Has that been done? 


A Well, I made it clear yesterday that the 
interview had to take place off the ship in a non-threatening 
environment. The fact that the interview started last night 
would seem to me to meet the conditions. 


Q Bernie, on the same subject -- 
A On the same subject. 


Q Yes When it is said that the man is sick, does 
this imply he is mentally disturbed, or what? 


A Well, I don't have anything by way of some sort 
of medical analysis for you. 


Q Does the State Department believe it is possible 
to have a couple of Soviet officials present in the presence of 
a would-be defector who would not have an intimidating effect 
on that prospective defector? 


a I have nothing to add to what I have offered up 
to this point on that. 


Q Bernie, is there any guidance you can offer as to 
why the recuperation is taking so long? It is possible -- 
playing the devil's advocate for a moment, it is possible to 
draw the conclusion that following the intensive grilling by 
U.S. officials last night, the defector needed to have a rest, 
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but one would not want to draw that conclusion, and one would 
require some guidance along those lines in order not to draw 
that conclusion. 


A I don't have anything at this point that would 
explain what you are suggesting is a protracted rest. 


Q Well, it is the middle of the day. He presumably 
did go to sleep last night, or perhaps was allowed to go to 
sleep. 


Q There is a hurricane going on down there. 


A It would just be random ad libbing, and there is 
no point doing that. 


Q Maybe they drugged him. 


Q Well, when do you think you might have this 
statement? 


a I indicated -—- 

Q He is not on a boat. 

Q Sodium pentathal is very good for sleeping. 
Q Right. 


a Do you regard this as a non-threatening 
environment? I regard this as an affectionate environment. 
(Laughter) 


Q Do you have any update on the American or the 
others on that Greenpeace ship that was apprehended the other 
day? 


A No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you look into it? 


A In reply to John's question, it is a call that I 
simply cannot make. There is an interview that will be resumed 
-- or there are interpreters who will be at work, and, as you 
suggest, I suggest you do keep in touch. The expectation is 
when the decision is made, however it comes out, when he has an 
opportunity to express his desire, his intentions, as freely as 
possible, then I would assume we would be getting together once 
the determination is made. 
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Q Who will carry on the medical expenses of this 
would-be defector? Who will pay the bill? Isn't he under. 
medication, or something like that? (Laughter) 

Q Blue Cross. 


A There may have been a reply in that corner of the 
room, but I didn't hear it. (Laughter. ) 


What was it? 


Q I suggested that perhaps Israel had offered to 
make its medical facilities available. (Laughter) 


A I don't have anything on that. 


If the State Department won't pay it, I'll pay it. 


Leave your name and address on the way out. 


Q 
Q Wonderful. 
a 
) And your phone number. 


(Laughter 


Q The Greenpeace folks say they haven't heard from 
him in three days. Could you look into it? 


a Yes, we can take a look at that. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 





Posted: October 29, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the October 29, 1985 noon press briefing 


EGYPT: DETAINED AMERICANS 





Q: Any furcher informacion on che five Americans who are being 
held by Egyptian authorities, charged with proselytizing? ' 


A: -- PIVE AMERICANS HAVE BEEN DETAINED BY EGYPTIAN 
AUTHORITIES SINCE OCTOBER 8 IN CONNECTION WITH AN 
INVESTIGATION INTO ALLEGED ILLEGAL RELIGIOUS 
ACTIVITIES. THE U.S. EMBASSY IN CAIRO IS FOLLOWING 
THE SITUATION CLOSELY AND IS GIVING ALL POSSIBLE 
ASSISTANCE TO THE AMERICANS. THE DEPARTMENT IS IN 


REGULAR CONTACT WITH RELATIVES IN THE UNITED STATES. 


PRIVACY ACT RESTRICTIONS PREVENT THE DEPARTMENT FROM 


OFFERING ADDITIONAL INFORMATIC!’ AT THIS TIME. 








Posted: October 29, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the October 29, 1985 noon press briefing 


LIBERIA: ELECTION RESULTS 





Q: Do you have any statement on the announcement of election . 
results in Liberia today? 





A.: WE NOTE THAT THESE WERE THE FIRST MULTI-PARTY ELECTIONS 
EVER HELD IN LIBERIA ON THE BASIS OF UNIVERSAL ADULT 
SUFFRAGE. WHILE THERE WERE SOME IRREGULARITIES, THE 
POLLING ON THE WHOLE WAS WELL CONDUCTED WITH LARGE AND 


ENTHUSIASTIC VOTER PARTICIPATION. WE HAVE NO INDEPENDENT 





INFORMATION ON VOTE TALLIES. THE LIBERIAN COURTS WILL HAVE 
TO ASSESS CHARGES OF MISCONDUCT IN THE TABULATION OF VOTES 
WHICH HAVE BEEN LEVIED BY BOTH THE GOVERNMENT AND THE 
OPPOSITION. FOR OUR PART, WE HAVE URGED ALL LIBERIANS TO 


TRY TO WORK TOGETHER TO MEET THE CHALLENG:S WHICH CONFRONT 


THEIR NATION. 


U.S. ECONOMIC ASISTANCE TO LIBERIA [S PROVIDED TO HELP 
IMPROVE THE STANDARD OF LIVING OF THE LISERIAN PEOPLE. THE 
MOST RECENT FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT LINKED SECURITY 
ASSISTANCE TO LIBERIA TO THE EXPECTATION OF FREE AND FAIR 
ELECTIONS. WE WILL TAKE THESE CONSIDERATIONS INTO ACCOUNT 


AS WELL AS ECONOMIC AND DEVELOPMENT ISSUES IN CONSIDERING 


FUTURE ASSISTANCE LEVELS. ’ 





Posted: October 29, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the October 29, 1985 noon press briefing 


FRANCE: GREENPEACE--STATUS OF ARRESTED AMERICAN 





Q: Do you have any update on the American or the others on 
that Greenpeace ship that was apprehended the other day? 


A: -- AN AMERICAN WAS AMONG THOSE ARRESTED. HOWEVER, PRIVACY 


ACT RESTRICTIONS DO NOT ALLOW US TO MAKE FURTHER OFFICIAL 


COMMENT . 
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DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #192 


WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 1985, 12:30 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: The briefing now begins. Good afternoon, 
everybody. You may have seen a brief announcement on the board 
about an ON-THE-RECORD briefing tomorrow at 2 o'clock here by 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for African Affairs William 
Robertson on the Cameroon Trade and Investment Mission. 


(Laughter) 


There are in the Press Office available just some 
prepared statements, and perhaps I ought to run through them: 
Paul Wolfowitz, Assistant Secretary, East Asian Affairs, 
testified at 9:30 this morning, Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. Topic of his testimony: “U.S. Policy toward the 
Philippines." 


10 o'clock this morning testifying: Assistant 
Secretary for Near East Richard Murphy before the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and the Middle East. 
Testimony: “Proposed Arms Sales to Jordan." 


10 o'clock this morning, House Foreign Affairs 
Committee, Subcommittee on Human Rights and International 
Organizations, Legal Adviser Abraham Sofaer. Topic of his 
testimony: "U.S. Decision to Withdraw from the International 
Court of Justice." 


That is all 1 have in the way of available prepared 
statements. 


S Bernie, speaking of testimony -- 


A I was going to finish that statement by saying 
that I invite you to ask questions. 


Yes. Speaking of testimony, what was the 
Secretary testifying to the Intelligence Committee today about? 


A Since it was behind closed doors, and since you 
know the name of the group that he testified before, I will 
stop at that point. 


Q Well, do you know the specific subject? 





is No, I'm stopping at that point. 


Q You can rule out Cameroon, I guess. 
What? 
Q We can rule out Cameroon? (Laughter) 


a we can rule out the what? 
Q Cameroon. He wasn't testifying about Cameroon? 
Listen, is there a possibility with all these 


briefings flying about that there could be a briefing, or even 
a news conference by the Secretary of State before he takes off 


for Moscow? , 
c) (I'll) Take it under serious advisement. 
Q Do you have any confirmation that the Soviets are 


going to give a visa to Yelena Bonner? 


a You heard, of course, what I said yesterday. Let 
me say that we have had reliable information that Mrs. Bonner 
has been granted permission to leave the Soviet Union. Having 
said that, let me reiterate what I said yesterday, that it is 
important that Mrs. Bonner be allowed to return to her husband 
in the Soviet Union following her medical] treatment. 


Q How about her husband -- have you heard any 
reports on him, being able to leave the Soviet Union? 


A No, and I think you can recall what I said 
yesterday about the fact that he remains in internal exile, and 
we strongly believe that his internal exile should be ended. 


Q Why do you think the Soviets would allow 
treatment at this time? 


6 I will resist the temptation to speculate about 
Soviet motivations at this time. 


Q Bernie, can we take it for granted that you're 
repeating the statement today that she be allowed to return 
following medical treatment expresses some concern that she has 
not already been given that indication by the Soviets? 


a Can't help you on that, John. 





Q Well, the track --- 
A I understand. 


-~ is that Sakharov, I guess, was told that he 
could go pick up the Nobel Peace Prize but not come back. Is 
there some continuing concern that she might be allowed to 
leave but not return? Is that why you're repeating that today? 


A If you want to read what I said about the 
continuing reference to the fact that she be allowed to return 
as “concerned," be free to read it that way. 


Q Also on the Soviet Union, have you seen any 
indications from anybody that the Soviets are moving towards 


‘setting up some sort of relationship with Israel, either 
‘commercial or full diplomatic? 


A I don't have anything on that, Jim. 

Q Do you have anything on the border talks? 

a) The border talks? 

Q U.S.-Soviet border talks which began yesterday. 
a Oh, no. Nothing on that. 


Q How about Medvid? I see nothing in the record to 
establish that the U.S. Government established positive 
identification to the effect that the defector who jumped off 
the ship was the same man who was interviewed later by U.S. 
officials and given medical inspection. 


A Don't have anything beyond what I said yesterday. 
Q I see, 


A Obviously, we are working in the confidence that 
in fact we are talking throughout about the same individual. 


Q The Assistant Legal Adviser was present 
presumably to represent the United States Government. Did the 
Legal Adviser express any concern or ask any questions 
concerning Medvid's need for legal counsel to insure due 
process? 


fs Don't have anything for you on that. 





Q Did any -- 

A Just a second, just a second. 

Q Sure. 

a Let me -- if I may use your series of questions 


as a point of departure, so that I, too, can get a word in -- 
make a few observations along the lines that you, in one way or 
another, are suggesting. 


The Department of State was extremely sensitive to 
the question of Seaman Medvid's physical and psychological 
condition, and tool every precaution to insure that his 
decision was truly voluntary. The Department of State had no 
intention of returning him to his ship if there was any 
question about his ability to make a clear decision. 


We, obviously, could not keep him against fis will if 
he made what we judged to be a clear decision to return to the 
USSR. We took special measures to insure that Seaman Medvid's 
decision was voluntary, that is by insisting that the interview 
be conducted in an environment controlled by us, by having a 
U.S. medical doctor and interpreter present, and finally, by 
allowing him to spend the night in a U.S. Government shore 
facility so that he would be rested and in a secure environment 
when he made his choice. 


Let me end it at this point, for the moment and -. 


Q Let me ask another follow-on, if I may: Now, 
Medvid, apparently, was Ukrainian. Why was it that he was 
interviewed in the Russian language and invited to sign a 
statement prepared in Russian rather than a statement prepared 
in Ukrainian, his native language? 


A I can answer that by saying that there is the 
confidence that he understood exactly what was being said. 


Q Is there any assurance, or is there any ability 
that we have of, as we did, I think, in the defector in the 
Afghan situation, that he will not be harmed or injured by the 
Soviet authorities? 


fi I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Why is it that the Assistant Legal Adviser, I 
guess he was called, didn't insist that these proceedings take 
place in front of a U.S. Magistrate? 





is I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Are we going to be offered the transcript of 
these proceedings, or are they going to be concealed? 


A I don't have anything on that as well. 


-~ MORE -- 





Q Do you have anything new on the Moscow trip, 
Bernie? 


Q Can we stay on this subject. Do you, Bernie -- 
can you answer the question of whether he told his interviewers 
why he jumped ship in the first place, or was that one of those 
questions that in your statement last night you said he refused 
to answer? 


“ Well, I really don't have any additional 
information beyond the information that was put together in 
that statement of yesterday, where there was an effort to bring 
all the various strands of the story together and present them 
all in one package. 


Q Let me follow up on her question, if I may. I've 
got something that I would have asked. In view of your 
assurances, which I certainly take in good faith, that the U.S. 
Government officials want to see to it that there was an 
atmosphere of no coercion, how in the world could any U.S. 
official feel that there was such an atmosphere if that basic 
question that my lady colleague just put to you wasn't clearly 
and exactly, with precision, answered? Why was it he jumped 
off ship not once but twice? 


A I think the State Department's involvement began 
as of October 25. I think you're alluding to some developments 
that took place prior to that, and you want to get your 
additional information from the INS. 


No, but the State Department was in on the 
quasi-judicial hearing which apparently was not held in front 
of a U.S. magistrate that made the final decision to push him 
back aboard the ship, like Kudirka? 


A I think that there is additional information 
beyond what you're saying in yesterday's two-page statement as 
to the whole process of the final decision. 


Q I'll study it more, and maybe I'1l have another 
question for you. 


Q Moscow trip -- anything? 


A On the Moscow trip. We're talking about the trip 
to the Soviet Union. At this particular point, much more to my 
astonishment than perhaps yours -- did I miss a geographical 
reference here? 


Q We thought he was going to Idaho. 





A You thought he was going to Idaho. Good. Then 
perhaps we can send you there exclusively. Would you like to 
go to Idaho? We can expedite that trip. 


Q It's the same thing. Go ahead; it's cold. 


A Much to my astonishment, as I say, even more so 
perhaps than yours, I don't at this moment have anything to 
tell you about the list of correspondents who will accompany 
the Secretary. It is a process that is being expedited, and I 
hope to have it for you as soon as I possibly can get a few 
things sorted out. 


Q Have you announced the stops? 


A No, not yet. 


Q Today? 

Q And you're not prepared to say -- 

A I will hold off on that at this point. 

Q In addition to the question about a pre-—briefing 


or news conference, can you take the question of whether there 
would be a departure statement at the airport? 


A I'll take it. 


Q Back to the Bonner release. Does it in any way 
diffuse the human rights issue which will be discussed at the 
summit? 


fi I said before that I'm not going to get involved 
in speculating about Soviet motivations that may be introduced 
as a result of our talking here about the possibilities of Mrs. 
Bonner getting an exit visa. But I think the point, for 


medical treatment or whatever -- I don't know the details and 
I'm just talking about reliable information that I alluded to 
before --- but I don't think there is any hesitancy in noting 


that human rights has been listed as one of the four areas that 
will be discussed at the meeting in Geneva. And I did not get 
an opportunity this morning to read thoroughly what the 
President said in an interview that he had with BBC, I think it 
was, and I think you might refer to the President's remarks for 
any additional information you may be seeking. 


Q But does this release help their human rights 
image? 


OQ 


3G I 





a It's a determination you will have to make. 
Obviously, human rights vis-a-vis with respect to the Soviet 
Union is, still remains, a very important element in our 
relations with the Soviet Union. 


Q Bernie, in that interview that you mentioned, the 
President says something to the effect that he doesn't intend 
to press it quite as hard as he originally was going to because 
he thinks it would not be helpful to have a public spitting 
match, or whatever, on this. Does that reflect, in your view, 
any new hope that the Soviets may do something more before the 
Geneva summit? 


fA It's an invitation to prophecy, and I'm going to 
pass, John. I think I'm going to refer you to what the 


President said and just pass the invitation to speculate about 
it or around it. 


Q Well, can you confirm that two lists of 
approximately a hundred people each were given to the Soviets a 
few days ago, a list of divided families and a second list of 
refuseniks who have been held more than ten years? 

ig I don't have anything for you. 


Q Will you take the question? I think the list was 
Given by the State Department. 


A I don't -- I will not take the question. 


Q Anything on the talks on Central America? Will 
it start tomorrow? 


is) I beg your pardon? 


Q On the talks on Central America, when will it 
start -- tomorrow? Central America? U.S.-Soviet talks. 


A Oh, I forget the exact date. 


(TO STAFF) Was it 31 and lst? 31 and 1, isn't that 
the date? Yeah. So then it will -- that's the schedule. 


Q Anything on that? 


a But I don't have anything additional. 


Q Do you know where it's going to be -- here? 





A Yes. 

Q Bernie, do you have anything on a former 
Argentine general being arrested in Miami and held for 
extradition? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the stunning 
victory by Samuel Doe in the Liberian elections? (Laughter) 


a That has been addressed from here, and I think 
there was a posting yesterday on that, and I have nothing to 
add to it. 


Q What is the disposition of the U.S. aid? Is it 
now released? 


A I think the U.S. aid question has as well been 
posted. 


Q Were you able at al] to confirm the reports that 
the three Americans held in Colombia were abou to be released? 


fa 1 have nothing for you on that at this time. 


Q Do you have any evaluation of the meeting in 
Amman between King Hussein and Mr. Arafat? 


A No. I had nothing yesterday, and I'm going to 
pass again today. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on where Mr. 
Cluverius will be based as he travels around the Middle East? 


A Don't have a fix on that, but there will 
obviously be a good deal of traveling in that assignment as his 
schedule and developments would call for it. 


Q Has @ decision not been made, or you're just not 
announcing it? 


A I thin! nat that's a situation where the travel 
schedule will be deiermined to an important degree by 
developments as they unfold in the area. Certainly, you would 
not expect the fact that he's been named would be accompanied 
by a fixed itinerary over the next few months. 


Q We're not asking for itinerary, we're asking 
where he's going to live when he moves out of the big house in 
Jerusalem? 
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& I answered that question, Norm, right at the 
first time. There was a second question that, to me at least, 
suggested itinerary. 


Q No. 


i So 1 don't have a fix on residency, and I cannot 
predict itinerary. 


Q Bernie, do you happen to know if Mr. Shultz will 
be taking Mr. Murphy or any other Middle East specialist with 
him while he goes to Moscow? 


i I don't have yet the exact manifest of names, so 
I don't -- 
n fact, let me expand my request. 
Q In fact, let d t 
a -- I don't want to speculate on that. 


All right. Indeed, that reminds that it's always 
interesting if Richard Perle or NSC people, or whatever, will 
be on the plane. So as soon as you can -- you know, if you can 
keep an eye out for that, we would appreciate it. 

ig Fair enough. 


Q Do you have anything in Argentina, the 
declaration of the state of seige in Argentina? 


a No, I don't. 
Q What about South Africa, Bernie? 


A I don't have anything on that. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #193 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1985, 12:42 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. Just one little 
announcement: 


Guatemala: In view of the elections coming up this 

Sunday, there is a reference, a resource, book that is being 
made available at the Press Office, and you can pick one up 
after the briefing. 


These, I take it, are in fact available. 
That is all I have by way of announcements. 


Q On the summit, can you tell us anything about the 
initial Soviet response to the new proposal? 


A No. 


Q And is the United States prepared to propose 
annual summits or another summit? 


A I don't have anything on the whole thrust of your 
several questions, nothing by way of reaction on the part of 
the Soviets to echo what you've asked for; and also, in 
connection with the proposal for regularizing summits, nothing 


on that. 

Q It was announced in Geneva that the talks would 
be extended until Thursday. 

A Yes. 

Q That's -- 


a Yes. Well, I see that Karpov, if my reading of 
the wires is right, announced that as well. So that there is a 
"yes" to the request for an extension. 

Q Bernie, -- 


a I'm not home. 


Z3EC 





-Q@  =O.K. (Laughter) 


Can you state what the Administration's position is 
regarding the Kemp-—Pepper 81117 


4 I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q No kidding? Can I stay -- just follow that up? 
“ Yes. 


Q " Does the Secretary of State have a position or 
has he changed his position since his letter to Mr. Michel? 


a If I had anything here, I would share it with you 
on that subject. Regardless of how it may be phrased, I have 
nothing on that. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything explaining the 
reports in the Washington Times about Medvid? Do you have any 
guidance which clarifies the confusion brought up by the INS 


translator's comments that to her he said he had wanted 
asylum? Do you have any further information on that case? 


a I do. I do. 


I'm posing this way in case anybody would like a 
photograph. (Laughter) 


Let me borrow Chuck here for a second. (Laughter) 
O.K. never mind, never mind. (Laughter) 
Do you have all the pictures you need? 


O.K. Medvid. I don't know what area, Anne, that you 
want to take your question. 


Q Can you explain the discrepancy that Mrs. -- 
whatever her name is, the translator for the INS -- 


Aa Yes. 


Q -- over the telephone said that he indeed wanted 
asylum, and subsequently the State Department says he did not. 


a O.K. Let me make a try. 


Q Can you expand on what, in fact, he thought he 
was doing when he jumped off the ship? 








iy Well, I think, to a substantial degree, much of 
the information has already been put out. But to make an 
effort at your questions right now, let me add some of these 
other elements, which I suspect to some degree may be echoes of 
what has already been said, but in any case, let's go. 


Mrs. Padoch was retained by the INS, and I can refer 
you, obviously, to the INS for any comment concerning its 
actions in the Medvid case prior to the Department of State's 
involvement which began late Friday afternoon, October 25, well 
after Mr. Medvid had been returned to the ship, the Konev. 


On the basis of our interviews with Mr. Medvid aboard 
the U.S. Coast Guard cutter at an on-shore U.S. military 
facility, we are satisfied that Seaman Medvid wished to return 
to the USSR, that he was competent to make that decision, and 
that he made that decision in a non-coercive environment under 
our control. We were aware of his conversation with INS, and 
we questioned him repeatedly about remarks he made in this 
conversation. 


From the moment we became involved, our operating 
assumption was that Mr. Medvid's behavior in jumping from the 
Soviet ship was a strong indication that he wished to remain in 
this country. That is why we went to such extraordinary 
lengths to interview him in a secure location under our control 
to ascertain his intentions. However, during interviews with 
the U.S. on the U.S. Coast Guard cutter and at a shore Naval 
facility, he stated repeatedly that he wished to return to the 
U.S.S.R. 


Now, that's about where I'm going to leave it and what 
I have by way of response to your question, Ann. 


Q Copy of that? 
a Could you get a copy? Yes, we'll try to help you. 


Q Bernie, that does not address the discrepancy 
between what Mrs. Padoch is saying and what the INS is saying, 
specifically that this young man told her he wanted political 
asylum, whereas the INS says that he never said that -- in 
direct contradiction. 


a Well, I began, at one point of my reply, to say, 
we are aware of his conversation with the INS, so that takes 
care of one part of it. And in that context, being aware, 
going on and continuing the interview in a non-threatening 
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environment, he made it clear in a way that the U.S. could 
determine that he wished to return to the U.S.S.R. And I think 
the other day, a couple of days ago, when we made available to 
you a two-page statement that sought to summarize this entire 
case, there were as well the details that back up precisely 
what I'm saying in a rather expanded fashion. 


Q But, Bernie, just to stay with that question -- 


“ Where are you? 
Q I'm over here. 
ve Yes. 


Q -- on how, when, or rather what he said to Mrs. 
Padoch and then the INS people that night, if we were “aware of 
that conversation,” can you tell us if, in your estimation, 
what he told her was that he wanted political asy!uis" 


i) Well, if I say, “We are aware of his conversation 
with the INS,” you could take it for granted that that was 
relayed to the State Department. Certainly, that was in the 
recognition in carrying out the interview in a non-coercive 


atmosphere. 
Q You're saying -- 
a If you're suggesting -- just a second. If you're 


suggesting that when the State Department interview took place, 
that they went in absolutely blind on the basis -- 


You're not suggesting that? 

Q I'm not suggesting that. 

A What are you suggesting? 

Q I'm not suggesting. I'm asking if in the 


interview that was conducted that you were “aware of," which 
was the INS interview Thursday night -- 


is) Uh-huh. 
Q -~- that Mrs. Padoch was involved in -- 
A Uh-huh. 


-- and based upon which you asked a number of 
questions of this man, if in that interview he said he wanted 
political asylum, which is what the translator says he said. 




















Yes, but I'm saying -- and I think I've answered 
you -— that the State Department was, in fact, aware of his 
interview with the INS which embodied what you're saying, and 
then in the pursuit of additional interviews, as have been 
portrayed here, he made it clear to the satisfaction of the. 
authorities that he indeed wanted to return to the USSR, and 
carried out this interview in what is described in a 
non-threatening environment. And beyond that, I really don't 
get the point of your question or have anything additionally to 
add. 


Q Bernie, can I just ask -- 


Q Are you confirming that in the initial interview 
that he did say that he wanted to stay? 


a I'm telling you what Mrs. Padoch said, and I'm 
telling you what the Justice -- 


Q What did Mrs. Padoch say? Did she say then that 
he wanted asylum? The INS says they understood her to say that 
he did not want asylum. The question is, did he initially want 
or not want asylum, not so much what he later told the State 
Department? 


a I'm saying that whatever he said to the INS and 
to Mrs. Padoch was indeed relayed to the State Department, when 
it carried out -- 


Q What do you understand that to be, that he wanted 
or did not want asylum? 


Q Could we have a transcript? 


a Just a minute. There is no transcript that is 
going to be made available. I think that was made clear 
already. 


I am saying that the summary of Mrs. Padoch's 
interview -- 


Q Right. 


A ~~ with the sailor was indeed made available to 
the State Department. Now, if I remember, there was some 
confusion on the part of the INS about translations, or so 
reported. In other words, what was available up to that point 
was indeed made available to the State Department; and at that 
particular point, when the State Department picked up the 
interview, it had all the information available to it. 
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Q What was that information? 


A I have answered the question the way I can. I 
don't have anything else to add. 


Q (inaudible) 


Q Bernie, you have said explicitly that in the 
second interview he wanted to go back to the Soviet Union. Why 
do you find it so difficult to tell us what he said in the 
first interview -- whether or not he wanted to stay? 


A Because I think we have heard about the first 
interview, and I don't want to misrepresent any of the specific 
words in the course of the first interview. You have heard 
what the initial interpreter said. What was said through the 
INS first round of interview was, in fact, made available to 
the State Department. 


Q We understand that the branches of government are 
in touch with each other. We're asking if the seaman 
explicitly said he wanted to stay in the United States and 
subsequently said he wanted to go home? 


It's quite clear now that he said he wanted to go 
home, or at least, that's what we're being told. We're asking 
you did he say that he wanted to stay? 


Q Earlier on. 


a Mrs. Padoch says that Mr. Medvid said that he 
wanted to stay in this country. I am telling you, we are aware 
of this conversation with the INS, and that is embodied, picked 
up at a point when the State Department moved in and pursued 
the whole interview process. 


Q Is that what she said at the -- Is that what you 
were told at the time? 

A I cannot reconstruct -- 

Q You're citing her comments -- 

fs) Just a second, Matt. I cannot reconstruct this 


on an hour-by-hour basis. I'm giving you what I think is a 
broad summary of information in response to your requests. 


Q Bernie, in the conversation that Medvid had with 
State Department authorities, did he say, in effect, in 
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Ukranian, Russian, pick a language, "I said that, but I have 
changed my mind about asylum." Did he say that? 


A I don't have a transcript, but the central fact 
is that in the course of the interview, what he said was said 
freely, an expression of his own intent. And the United States 
was satisfied that that, in fact, was his decision. 


Q In the Kudirka case, very early on, we had a 
complete list of all the U.S. officials who were involved in 
the interviewing and in any aspect, with, I believe, a 
chronology of their participation. Will that be available in 
this matter? 


A I think that I have answered your question on the 
transcript not being made available. 


Q No, I'm not talking about the transcript, just 
the personae involved. 


A Well, the way I have had it is that the two-page, 
single-space summary tidies up the developments to that point. 
There has been additional information made available , and I 
have nothing that would suggest that any specific chronology 
would be made available above and beyond what in fact has been 
made available up to this point. 


Q A follow-up on that, if I may: It's kind of late 
in the day, I think, to hear some of these details. It gives 
rise to the possibility of terminological inexactitudes. I 
wonder if the State Department had thought -- 


A Let me interrupt you on the first sentence, to 
start out with. You are certainly free to make your own 
editorial assessments -- 

Q Yes. 


A -—- and it is certainly my privilege to say that I 
don't share your assumptions whatsoever. 


Q I appreciate that. 


A But now, let's go on to the second sentence. 


Q Yes. In view of the background and the extra 
information that's available, seems to be available today, that 
wasn't available to the Secretary yesterday at the press 
conference, does the Secretary now have a new assessment of why 
no lawyer was provided to the man, why there was no hearing in 





front of a U.S. Magistrate, and why there was apparent great 
haste in getting him back aboard the Soviet ship? And did 
these have something to do with not wanting to disturb the 
environment in which useful negotiations can proceed at the 
summit? 


“ Let me put to rest your last question, with a 
question mark at the end, as to whether any decisions were 
taken with a view toward the summit. The answer is, "No." The 
handling of this entire issue was based on the ingredients in 
this particular issue; and the prospect of Geneva was not an 
element in the process. 


Insofar as your other questions are concerned, I'm 
going to have to stay with what the Secretary said. It is not 
a question of subsequent catch-up with information. The 
information was made available, and I'm additionally fleshing 
it out in some way; but the basic core of information, in fact, 
can be found in that two-page summary that was put out a couple 
of days ago. 


Let me switch over to this. Maureen. 


Q Bernie, assuming that everybody here is telling 
the truth, it seems obvious that this man changed his mind. 
Does the State Department, the Administration, have a view as 
to why he might have changed his mind? 


i) No, I don't have anything to share with you on 
that. 


Q Do you have -- That question has been addressed 
here. 


A Just a second. All I can say, as I think I've 
said on more than one occasion, that in the course of the 
interview, in the process of a whole variety of questions, what 
he said added up to a free expression, as the U.S. sought, that 
he wanted to return to the U.S.S.R. I said that several times 
today and earlier, and I really have nothing else to add on 
this. 


Q Could you take the question -- 
i] George. Just a second. 


Q Could you take the question as to whether he was 
asked why he changed his mind, and what his response was? 


A No, I don't -- I think I have said what I've had 
to say on this. 








Q Can you take the question as to whether he 
initially, to the INS, said that he wanted to stay? 


A I'm going to ask you to get in touch with the INS. 
Q Will you take the question -- 
A Just a second. 


John, let me go around the table, and then you and I 
can have a two-week talk. 


(Laughter) 
Barrie. 


Q It's not on the same subject. I was going to ask 
about a new subject. 


Q Just a moment. One last question on this: Does 
this statement, the State Department know -- 


i He's giving you some guidance. He said, "One 
last question on this." Go ahead. 


Q Does the State Department know why he changed his 
mind? 


i) I just got asked that a second ago. I want you 
to participate in the discussions. 


Q No, no, no. I didn't ask you to tell us why he 
changed his mind. I asked if the State Department knows why he 
changed his mind -- yes or no? 


a You remember that there were some reports about 
some confusion about translation. To that degree, there may be 
a giant assumption that there could have been a change in 
mind. The extensive interrogation or interview took place when 
the State Department moved into the process with the doctor, 
State Department interpreter, et cetera, et cetera, and I think 
I'm going to have to leave it at that. 


What we have heard up to this point -- and the basis, 
I think, of some of the questions -- is what Mrs. Padoch has 
said. I'm not sure that the INS agrees with everything that 
she has said. And as I indicated before, let me suggest that 
you get in touch with the INS for any tidying up you feel you 
need. 
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Q I do have one last question. 


A I'll give you that last one, John, if I can just 


Q Concerning the Kemp-Pepper Bill again -- 
Wait a minute. That's another subject. 


Q All right. 


Q Would you take this question? Will the State 
Department see that, in view of the confusion, there will be 
yet another possibility for Medvid to change his mind should 
there be a proper judicial hearing, in front of a Magistrate? 


A Let me -- Look. We're satisfied here concerning 
Seaman Medvid's intentions, and that's the way it stands. 
You're leaping into the future tense. I'm saying, there is a 
satisfaction -- and I think it was noted a couple of days ago 
-- that the case is closed. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Bernie, concerning the Kemp-Pepper bill, Mr. 
Crocker said ON-THE-RECORD at the Foreign Relations -- House 
Foreign Relations Subcommittee on Africa on Wednesday that in 
response to this bill-he supported the view that it would, in 
fact, should be discouraged; that, in fact, that it would tend 
to undermine negotiations that have been called for that the 
United States is interested in participating in, and so on and 
so forth. 


Should Mr. Crocker's remarks, ON-THE-RECORD there, not 
be taken as State Department policy with regard to this bill? 


A I think Secretary Crocker has a paramount 
position at the State Department on African Affairs, and I 
would not discourage you from running from it, obviously. 


Q Bernie, can we try -- could you tell us what you 
can about Mr. Shultz' travels that are coming up? Could you 
tell us which day he thinks he will see Mr. Gorbachev, how long 
he will be in Moscow, whether he'll stop in Iceland on the way 
home, for what purpose, and who will be on the plane; and if 
McFarlane is on the plane, why? In other words, whatever you 
can tell us about the travelling, the scheduling and the 
retinue aboard? 


A I have nothing for you. 
Q Could we just go on rumor when we leave tomorrow? P 


a No, I thought I would start that way, but I see 
it didn't work. 


Q Well, it's Friday already. You know, some people 
want to put things in a suitcase, but go ahead, at your own 
pace? 


A Do you know what time the plane is leaving in the 
morning? 


Q It's been rumored that it's leaving at 7:00 a.m. 
That I'm going to believe. But we don't know when he sees 
Gorbachev. We don't know if he'll stay over Tuesday night in 
Moscow; join the November 7 celebration, whatever. Tell us 
what you can? 


A You know when he's going to leave and you know 
when he'll be arriving in Moscow, so there's no point 
duplicating that information; is that correct, Barry? 


Q You want an answer? (Laughter) Why don't you 
tell us? 
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a I don't see any reason why this always has to be 
a one-way street. The answer is yes. You do know those two 
things, don't you? 


Q Well, I've got it on Background, Bernie. I 
really -- you know? It's closely-held information. Why don't 
you tell the people when -- how long he's going to stay in 
Moscow, when he'll see Gorbachev, why he's going to Iceland and 
who will be aboard the plane, and I'll settle for that? 


a The menu between Moscow and Iceland will be made 
available later in the day on a Background basis. 


Q (Inaudible) but I'm asking you about other 
things. 


A Alright. You know that the plane will be 
departing tomorrow, but there will be a one day stopover in 
Finland. That the estimated time of arrival in Moscow is early 
Monday, and that there will be -- the Secretary will be in the 
Soviet Union Monday and Tuesday. 


I cannot at this point be specific about whom he will 
meet on each day or about the duration of time of each 
particular meeting. 


The Tuesday has a bit of a question mark in it, . 
obviously, because you cannot be certain at this point, Friday, 
as to how long the sessions may last. If they last, say, 
through mid-afternoon and a takeoff and a jump-off to Iceland 
works, they will go. If the meeting should go longer, perhaps 
they may stay. I certainly cannot fix a cutoff time in that 
respect. 


Q (Inaudible). 


A I will -- just a second, Ann. If he does go to 
Iceland, that would be on the fifth, and he would overnight 
there, and we would skip out of Iceland on the sixth. And 
while he is in Iceland, I think you would expect that he would 
pay a visit with his Icelandic counterpart. And, Barry, that's 
about all I can give you. 


Insofar as your question about a specific manifest, I 
do not have that at this particular point. 


Q Let me narrow my question, and ask you -- 
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A And I think, in answer to one part of your 
question, if my memory serves me even partially, it is that Bud 
McFarlane, in the course of an interview on Sunday, said that 
he would be on it. He said we would be leaving Saturday, so 
‘you have him on the plane as well. 


Q But I would like, without belaboring it, to ask 
the State Department about this because our experience goes 
back to Scowcroft not travelling with Kissinger and 8rzezinski 
not looking over Vance's shoulder. So is McFarlane's 
participation a show of unity? Is it a reflection of some 
disagreement with the Administration, or is it as if -—- 


A Is it the two of them there a reflection of 


disagreement? 
Q Is it a reflection of disagreement? In other 
words, are you going to have representatives -- NSC, defense? 


What's the point? What's the reason? 


A As I told you, I do not have the manifest, so 
that I cannot satisfy you on that particular point. 


Insofar as people not, or actually flying on the same 


plane, I may prod your memory in noting that in the flight to 
Geneva in January -- 


Q It's been done. I realize that. 


A -- it's a fact that the Secretary and Bud 
McFarlane did indeed fly on the same plane. 


Q I know that. And Rumsfeld flew with Kissinger 
once. But I'm asking you what the State Department -- what the 
State Department's view of the cross-—government retinue is? 


A Insofar as unity, you heard the President put 
forth the U.S. proposal in his own way yesterday. I have 
nothing to add to that, and I'm going to have to let it stand. 
The President speaks -- 

Q Another subject, Bernie? 

i) You want to cut Barry off? 


Q Oh, no, I want -- 


Q (Inaudible) at this point. 
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Q You're not answering his question, so I thought -- 
A I'm astonished. Let me just pass you, Matt. 

Q Bernie, new subject? 

A No. Unless there are others on this. Go ahead. 


Q Bernie, is the U.S. Administration irritated by 
the critical comments made by Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi 
during an unscheduled stopover in Moscow; and also the way he 
rushed back and reported back to Gorbachev? 


4 The interpretation is yours. Our feeling is that 
we have very good relations with India, and I have nothing more 
to say beyond that. 


Q I've got a follow-up on that. While addressing a 
luncheon -- 


fa By what? 


Q Rajiv Gandhi, while addressing a luncheon at the 
U.N. Correspondents’ Association, said that President Reagan 
had told him that regarding the nuclear problems with Pakistan, 
"you will have to take care of it yourself." What did the 
President mean by that? 


A We have some guidance on that. We'll make it 
available to you right after the briefing. 


Q Do you have anything on the Dutch missiles? 
a No, not yet. 
Q Will you? 
) I'm sure we will. 
Do you have information about Ambassador 
Tunnermann, give his reply --— Nicaragua reply to the State 


Department yesterday on the U.S. proposal? Can you confirm 
this, and say what was Nicaragua's reply? 


A Well, you know that there was a second meeting. 
There was a -— we can confirm that Ambassador Tunnermann called 
on Ambassador Shlaudeman on October 31 to follow up on their 
meeting of October 29. 
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In the first meeting, Ambassador Shlaudeman had sought 
to make certain that the Sandinistas understood that their 
acceptance of the proposal of the United Nicaraguan Opposition 
for a church-mediated dialogue in Nicaragua is essential if 
bilateral talks with the U.S. suspended last January are to be 
resumed, a position that the Secretary repeated during his tr. 
to Mexico in July. 


Ambassador Tunnermann rejected this call for a 
peaceful dialogue, and I must say that there was no particular 
surprise here by way of that rejection. 


Q Can you confirm the Nicaraguans' communique on 
the meeting says that the U.S., among other things, demanded 
the immediate dissolution of the Nicaraguan National Assembiy 
for the beginning of dialogue? 


“a In connection with that question, in the 
narrowest of terms, the proposal that you're talking about, 
which goes back to the United Nicaraguan Opposition proposal 
that goes back to March 2 in San Jose, does not contain a 
precondition for the dissolution of the National Assembly. 


Q Bernie, can I ask you, please -- 
“ Yes, Barry. 
-- if the State Department or the government 
knows whether Mrs. Bonner would be permitted back into the 


country? 


a I don't have anything for you on that-- 


. You know, the Secretary -- 
a Just a second 
Q Excuse me, [I just want to explain The 


Secretary, yesterday, said he had heard from a Soviet official 
that she would be allowed out. He wasn't asked if she would be 
allowed back, so I'm trying to amend the question 


Aa I don't have anything on that other than to note 
that what we have been saying here that, prior to what the 
Secretary said yesterday, we would welcome her going out for 
medical treatment but it is important that she be able to 
return if she so desires I made that point, and I think that 
still stands 
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Q I have a follow-up on that? 
A Go ahead. 


Q On visa policy, in general, but specifically with 
respect to this case, I don't understand, and I don't think the 
American public understands, what is the U.S. national interest 
in Soviet issuance of visas. In the case of Medvid, he appears 
to possibly be being forced to go back to the Soviet Union. In 
the case of the other lady -- 


a Do I have to interrupt-again and challenge some 
of your assertions? 


Q You can challenge the assertion, but let me give 
you the dichotomy. 


o No, no. John, I'm going to do something. I'm 
going to ask you to do this. Please ask your question without 
any preface to the degree that -- 


Q Here's the question. 
oo Yes. 


Q What is the interest of the United States 
Government in not only encouraging the issuance of a visa for 
Mr. Bonner to leave the country but also to return to the 
country? We're not in charge of a travel bureau to and from 
the Soviet Union, are we? 


a We have talked -- just a second -— we have talked 
about human rights. We promote it. We seek to advance it. It 
is in that context that we say what we have. 


Q Bernie, can I just -- 


a No. Barry, let me hold you off for a second. 
Can I go back -- 


Q Does the State Department see any relationship 
between the decision by the IMF to withhold $453 million in 
loans to the Philippines, and the trip to the Soviet Union by 
the wife of President Marcos and her public statement coming 
out of the Presidential palace that there may now be Russian 
ship facilities established in the Philippines? 


Do you have any response at all to her trip to Moscow? 
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o I don't have anything on that. But insofar as 
your fast reference to the possibility of -- what was that? -- 
Soviet shipyards, etc., we've see the same reports that you 
have about any possible offer or alleged offer. Don't have any 
details. We would view any scheme that might enhance Soviet 
maritime capability in the Pacific with concern, and we would 
think that such a plan would not be seriously considered by the 
Philippines. 


Q Do you have any comment, Bernie, on -- 

rs) Let me go over here, please? 

Q It's the same subject? 

“ Okay. 

Q On Marcos’ interview with the New York Times 


where he predicted victory in a year over the guerrillas if he 
receives adequate American financial support. 





i) Well, let me just say the following, if I may. 
As befits a long-standing friend and ally, the U.S. is working 
closely with the Philippine Government, as appropriate, to help 
find solutions to their problems. 


In the context of this approach, we have made our 
views known to the Philippine leadership, both publicly and 
privately regarding the need for fundamental reforms -- 
political, economic and military -- to restore stability and 
well-being to that country. 


In this regard, we have not tried to impose our own 
agenda but, instead, we have supported a constructive 
Philippine reform agenda, one that is being pursued by 
responsible, politically active elements of Philippine 
society. It is our conviction that the best means of 
addressing the political problems in the Philippines is through 
the revitalization of democratic institutions and traditions 
and rigorous observance of constitutional processes. 


Q Do you have any comment on the 15 dead Americans 
in the Philippines over the past -- what? -- two years? 
a What Ambassador Bosworth has referred to? 


Q Uh-hum. 
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‘ Well, the Ambassador mentioned the cases of 15 
Americans murdered since January 1984, because of the deep 
concern of the American people regarding these cases. We 
expect that the Government of the Philippines -- we expect the 
government to investigate thoroughly these cases, bring to 
trial those believed responsible and ensure that the punishment 
meted out to those found guilty is commensurate to the severity 
and circumstances of the crime. 


We have provided specific details on those cases to 
the Government of the Philippines, and continue to pursue the 
matter with the appropriate Philippine authorities. At the 
same time, we do not believe it would be appropriate to discuss 
publicly details of these instances. And none of these 
murders, may I add, appear to have been motivated by political 
considerations. 


And the question that you might ask about a lack of 
readiness to step forth with a variety of details, it is 
because some of these cases are currently under investigation 
or trial and/or because possible Privacy Act considerations. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the Senate 
Intelligence Report released today on the Philippines? 


a Not now. Let me see if I can take that and see 
whether it's possible to get something for you. 


Q Specifically, if you want to -- the report says 
that it's very unlikely that the Marcos regime can cope with 
the range of challenges it now faces? 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on the New York 
Times story to the effect that Egypt and Jordan are urging the 
Soviet Union to re-establish diplomatic relations with Israel? 


a Nothing. But [ think you've heard the Secretary 
refer to the fact that that would be a welcome development. 


Q Bernie, can I just ask f€ the State Department -- 
and you don't have it off the top of your head --~ if you could 
see if it's available? 


Does the State Department have a position on 
Jackson-Vanick? 


A Alright, let me take it ant’ see what I can get 
for you. 
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Q Please. Before --— you know, obviously, thinking 
of the trip. 


a Yes? 


Q What do you read into the seeming, smoothing-—over 
of relations between King Hussein and Yasser Arafat? And what 
might that auger for any type of PLO participation or even 
presence in any type of negotiation? 


o On the first one I have been invited to make an 
assessment several times during this past week, and I have 
declined. 


Insofar as the second part of your question is 
concerned, I think that the Secretary addressed that yesterday 
to which I have nothing that I could add additionally. 


Q To follow up with the same question, Bernie? 
a Yeah? | | 


Q Now that time has passed by the crisis between 
Egypt and the United States, how do you characterize the 
relations between the two countries now? 


a Could you try me again on that, please? 


Q I'm saying that time enough has passed now the 
crisis of relations between the United States and Egypt in the 
aftermath of the -- 


a Yes. 


Q ~~ Egyptian airliner. How do you characterize 
the relations now between the two countries? 


a Well, as we characterized them very quickly after 
the events that took place in the wake of the Ach ro 
affair. That our relations with Egypt are strong and that we 
are confident that they will remain so. 


Q Bernie, is the State Department at all concerned 
about the obvious rightward drift evident in South Africa's 
recent bi-elections? 


a I don't have anything on that. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 1, 1985 noon press briefing 


PHILIPPINES: SENATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE REPORT 





Q: Do you have anything on the Senate Intelligence Committee 
Report released today on the Philippines? . 
A: WE SEE NO USEFUL PURPOSE AT THIS POINT IN ENGAGING IN A 


DEBATE OVER DETAILED PREDICTIONS ABOUT THE PHILIPPINE 
COMMUNIST INSURGENCY. WE WOULD ONLY NOTE THAT THERE IS 
BROAD AGKEEMENT AMONG MOST OBSERVERS THAT THE INSURGENCY 
CONTINUES TO GROW AT A DISTURBING RATE AND THAT FUNDAMENTAL 
POLITICAL, ECONOMIC AND MILITARY REFORMS ARE URGENTLY 
NEEDED TO ENABLE THE GOVERNMENT TO COUNTER EFFECTIVELY THE 


INSURGENT CHALLENGE. 


THE AVAILABLE EVIDENCE SUGGESTS THAT THE PHILIPPINE COMMUNIST 
INSURGENCY IS ESSENTIALLY A HOMEGROWN MOVEMENT THAT RELIES 
ON ITS OWN RESOURCES TO OBTAIN ARMS AND SUPPLIES. WE 


CONTINUE TO WATCH CLOSELY FOR ANY EVIDENCE OF OUTSIDE 


SUPPORT TO THE INSURGENTS FROM WHATEVER SOURCE. 
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TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 1, 1985 noon press briefing 


Q. 


JACKSON-VANIK AMENDMENT 





Does the State Department have a position on the 
Jackson-Vanik Amendment? 


ENCOURAGING FREER EMIGRATION AND RESPECT FOR HUMAN RIGHTS 
HAS BEEN A VERY HIGH PRIORITY FOR THE ADMINISTRATION IN OUR 
DEALINGS WITH THE SOVIET UNION AND ITS ALLIES. THE 
JACKSON- VANIK AMENDMENT, WHICH TIES FREE EMIGRATION TO THE 
EXTENSION OF MOST FAVORED NATION (MFN) TARIFF TREATMENT, 


HAS THE SAME LAUDABLE GOAL. 


WE HAVE CONSISTENTLY POINTED OUT THE TIE BETWEEN FREE 
EMIGRATION AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A NORMAL TRADING 
RELATIONSHIP. WHILE THE SOVIETS HAVE PUBLICLY AND FORMALLY 
REJECTED SUCH A RELATIONSHIP, IN THE 1970'S THEY 
SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASED THE RATE OF EMIGRATION IN THE HOPE 
OF OBTAINING MFN. HOWEVER, SINCE 1979 THE LEVEL OF 
EMIGRATION HAS DECLINED SHARPLY FROM OVER 50,000 A YEAR TO 


LESS THAN 1,000 IN 1984. 


WE WELCOME A DIALOGUE WITH THE CONGRESS AND AMONG 
INTERESTED PRIVATE SECTOR GROUPS ON POSSIBLE WAYS OF 
ENCOURAGING INCREASED FREEDOM OF EMIGRATION AND IMPROVING 


HUMAN RIGHTS PERFORMANCE BY WARSAW PACT COUNTRIES, ALL OF 


WHOM ARE SIGNATORIES TO THE HELSINKI ACCORDS. 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 





INDE X 
Monday, November 4, 1985 
. BRIEFER: 
Subject 
| AFGHANISTAN 


Asylum Request of Soviet Soldier 

-— Statement on Denouement of Case ........... 
-— US Monitoring of Soldier's Treatment ...... 
-- US Policy on Offering Asylum at Embassies 
-- US Follow-Up of 1980 Asylum Case .......... 
-— Cut-Off of Electricity of Embassy ......... 
-—- Soviet/Afghan Troops surrounding Embassy 

-- Reported Mistreatment of American by troops 


NICARAGUA 
Increased USSR Arms Shipments thru Cuba ....... 


USSR 
Regional Experts Talks on Central America 
Sailor Medvid Case 

-- Did US Discourage Him from Defecting? 
-- US Officials "“Deplored" Handling of Case? 
-- Making Medical Report Public 
-- Will US Use Force to Get him Off the Ship? 
TASS Reaction to Reagan Interview ("Distorting 

Soviet Foreign Policy") 
Reagan on Soviets Dropping Booby-—Trapped Toys 

in Afghanistan 


*_e, fe © © © © © * © © © © © 


CUBA 
Reports US Spy Plane Shot At ............50 55 
SOUTH AFRICA 
Crackdown on the Press ....... 0... ccc ee eee 
PHILIPPINES 
Marcos Announcement of 1986 Elections 
US Observers at Elections? 
Should Marcos Resign before Elections? ........ 


ee © © © © © © © © © © © © © © © © © 


MIDDLE EAST PEACE PROCESS 
Intense US Efforts 
US Attitude toward USSR-Israeli Relations 
Murphy's Whereabouts 


LIBYA 
Reported US Plan to Overthrow Qadaffi 
US Attitude toward Qadaffi 
Libyan Role in the Philippines 


*_*.*+ © *© *© *@© © @ © 


EL SALVADOR 
New Jersey Mayor on Duarte Requesting Goods 


GUATEMALA 
Presidential Elections 


Gee kar | Herne 


Charles Redman 


Page 


11-12 
12, 14 


13 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #194 


MONDAY, NOVEMBER 4, 1985, 12:58 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


I have a rather lengthy statement on the case of the 
Soviet soldier in Kabul which, because of the interest in the 
case, I will read to you in its entirety. There will be copies 
available afterwards. 


On 31 October 1985, a nineteen-year-old Soviet 
soldier, Private Aleksandr Vasilyevich Sukhanov, who had been 
assigned since August as a guard at the Radio Afghanistan 
headquarters building, next door to the American Embassy, 
entered the Embassy compound in Kabul seeking refuge. He said 
he was unhappy with a soldier's life in Afghanistan. He stated 
his action was something he had thought about for some time, 
but that he had entered the Embassy compound on the spur of the 
moment. Our Charge gave him temporary refuge at the Embassy. 


. Russian-speaking staff members of the Embassy then had 
several extended conversations with the soldier. Their aim was 
to ascertain his desires and to ensure that he had a full 
understanding of the various options to him. He was told he 
could remain in the Embassy and that he would not, under any 
circumstances, be forcibly expelled from the Embassy grounds or 
returned to Soviet custody against his will. 


The Soviet Ambassador in Kabul asked several times to 
meet with Sukhanov following his arrival at the U.S. Embassy. 
We discussed this Soviet request with Sukhanov, who initially 
expressed little interest in such a meeting. 


Our Charge met with the Soviet Ambassador at our 
Embassy at 9:00 a.m. Kabul Time on 2 November, for 75 minutes, 
and relayed to the Soviet diplomat the sense of our discussions 
with the Soviet soldier and his unwillingness up to that point 
to entertain the Soviet request for a meeting. The Soviet 
Ambassador pressed anew for a meeting, and referred to a 
similar circumstance which had occurred in 1980 and which 
resulted in that soldier's decision to return to the USSR. 
This conversation was reported to Sukhanov. The Charge 
emphasized that the decision on whether to have the meeting 
with the Ambassador was one for Sukhanov to make. 
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After further consideration, the soldier said he 
wished to meet with the Soviet Ambassador. At a second meeting 
at 9:00 a.m. on 3 November, the American Charge told the Soviet 
Ambassador that Sukhanov would agree to meet with him. 

An appointment was made for a meeting at 3:00 p.m. the same day 
under ground rules established by the United States -- i.e., 
that the meeting would take place in the American Embassy under 
our complete control, that it would be chaired by the American 
Charge, and that it would be conducted in a non-intimidating 
atmosphere. 


The meeting took place on schedule and lasted 75 
minutes. On the Soviet side were Ambassador Tabeev and a 
note-taker; on the U.S. side were Charge Edward Hurwitz and his 
deputy, Robert Clarke, both Russian speakers, and a U.S. Marine 
Security Guard. Tabeev explained his government's position to 
the soldier, and they had a full conversation, with the 
Ambassador explaining his hope that Sukhanov would return to 
Soviet custody. The result was inconclusive, however, and 
Sukhanov asked for more time to think over any decision. A 
second meeting was arranged for the following day, November 4, 
under the same format. Ambassador Tabeev left the Embassy and 
Sukhanov remained inside. 


The second meeting between the Soviet Ambassador and 
Sukhanov, with the American Charge chairing, took place at 2:00 
p.m. on 4 November and lasted 20 minutes. During the meeting, 
Sukhanov expressed his desire to return to the Soviet Union. 
Our Charge again assured Sukhanov that we would continue to 
provide refuge in the Embassy as long as he desired. The 
Charge also said that if Sukhanov wished, he would make every 
effort to get him into the U.S. in asylum status. Sukhanov 
thanked us for this assurance, but again stated he preferred to 
return to the Soviet Union. 


Our Charce reviewed the assurances which the Soviet 
Ambassador had made to Sukhanov during the previous meeting -- 
namely, that Sukhanov had committed no crime, would not be 
prosecuted, would not be subject to punishment, and would 
return immediately to the USSR. The Ambassador stated that 
these were indeed his assurances. 


Pressed on the question of punishment, the Ambassador 
said he could not rule out the possibility that, as a member of 
the Komsomol -- the Soviet Communist youth organization -- 
Sukhanov might be subject to a reprimand by his Komsomol 
organization, but that there would be no other punishment. Our 
Charge told the Ambassador that we would make public these 
assurances and that we would look to the Soviet Union to honor 
them. 








Sukhanov signed the following statement in Russian, 
and what I will now read to you is the Embassy translation: 


"I, Sukhanov, Aleksandr Vasilyevich, freely, without 
constraint, take the decision to return to the Soviet Union. 
In this connection, I express the desire immediately to: leave 
the territory of the U.S. Embassy in the company of the Soviet 
Ambassador." 


At the conclusion of this meeting, Sukhanov expressed 
his thanks for the Embassy's hospitality. He left the Embassy 
at 2:25 p.m. in the company of the Soviet Ambassador. 


Questions? 


Q How do you intend to monitor this to see that he 
isn't punished? And do you have any information on what 
happened in the previous case? Was that Soviet soldier 
punished, do you know? 


A Clearly, the most I can say is that we will do 
our very best to monitor this, but the best we can do is make 
our best efforts. 


Q If the situation were reversed, though, and an 
American soldier went into the Soviet Embassy, isn't that a 
desertion of his post? And isn't that a very serious military 
crime? 


A I'm not going to speculate on what the case might 
be. I read to you the assurances given to us by the Soviet 
Ambassador in Afghanistan, and we expect those assurances to be 
honored, as [ said. 


Q Chuck, has there been a change in the policy 
regarding people seeking asylum in American embassies? [ had 
understood that the policy was that the embassies were not open 
to asylum—-seekers. You seem to be saying in the statement that 
this one, at least, in this case, at least, it was 


A I can say nothing more than that the statement 
speaks for itself. I'm not addressing a broader policy issue 


Q Isn't it a fact that the same assurances were 
given in 1980 for Ivanhov, and that the U.S. Government has 
made no inquiries whatsoever at any time into the health or 
status of Mr. Ivanhov and whether or not those assurances made 
in 1980 in his regard are being kept -- and this by a 
government which has a record of breaking much more important 
solemn assurances? 
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A All I can reply to you is that the United States 
Government makes its best efforts to monitor these agreements, 
to assure that these assurances will be met. The fact is in 
both cases that you referred to that the individuals concerned 
made a free decision to return under those ground rules. 


Q Would you concede, then, that the best efforts of 
the United States Government in these cases are worthless with 
respect to helping the freedom and civil rights of the 
individual? 


A No, I would not. 


Q Was there a point at which Hurwitz threatened to 
cut off the negotiations unless the power was turned back on, 
and the power indeed was turned back on at the Embassy? 


a I don't have an answer to that. 


Q In the beginning of your statement, you said that 
the soldier had soughc refuge. Later you said that the Charge 
had offered him asylum in the United States. 


Did he ever actually say asylum or was specific enough 
to get to that point, or did he just more nebulously ask for 
refuge? How specific was he? 


a As I said from the beginning, when he entered the 
compound his intention was to return to the Soviet Union, that 
he was unhappy with a soldier's life in Afghanistan. That was 
the soldier's position. We wanted simply to make clear to him 
what his options were, once he had found himself in the 
position he then found himself in. 


Q Did you ask why, then, he came to the United 
States, to our Embassy, to get out of a soldier's life? 


A I think the answer to that is clear. One seizes 
at straws, I suppose, in those circumstances. 


Q Had he opted for asylum, how did the Embassy in 
Kabul plan to get him out of the country? 


a I have no comment on that 

Q Do you have any final number on how many troops 
were around the Embassy during most of this situation, number 
one? And number two, do you have any information -- there have 


been some reports that an American official was mistreated or 
roughed up by the troops Do you have anything on either of 
those two things? 








a No, I have no more details on the security 
measures to which you made reference other than those which I 
believe came from a briefing by the Secretary of State on the 
way to the Soviet Union. 


Concerning your latter story, that's the first time 
I've heard that report. I'll take a look at it, but I don't 
know anything about that one. 


Q The actions that had been taken -- the 
surrounding of the Embassy, et cetera -- are all over now, 
right? 


a That's right. 
Other subjects? 


Q A Soviet related subject: There's a report in 
the Washington Times this morning about Soviet ships apparently 
transferring weapons to Nicaraguan vessels in Cuba. Do you 
have any confirmation or comment on that? 


A I have no more details for you than presented 
already early this morning at a White House briefing, which 
I've seen reported on the wires. We have noted a significant 
increase in Soviet arms shipment to Nicaragua, many of which 
are transshipped through Cuba. This increase is coincident 
with signs of increased oppression in Nicaragua aimed at 
fulfilling the Sandinista's intention of crushing the 
democratic opposition. 


Q Do you have a comment on Marcos' interview? 
Q Can we stick on the same subject? 
Q Another question on that. Do you know what kind 


of weapons are being shipped through there -- what kind of 
tanks, numbers of tanks, whether they are still in the Mariel 
port or not? 


A No, I'm not in a position to give any details on 
this particular shipment. I think all I could add to this 
particular story is that, as you all know, there has been a 
long history of Soviet shipments, Soviet supplies of arms to 
Nicaragua The flow has not been -- if you will, the pace of 
the flow has not been consistent over time, and what we're 
seeing now in this particular report that I just made reference 
to is an increase at this particular point 





Q Why do you think the Soviets are transshipping 
through Cuba now, as opposed to shipping directly to Nicaragua? 


a I don't know the answer to that. I think, in 
fact, I would like to look at the question, in fact, if indeed 
this is something new, to be erties fag through Cuba. I 
believe it has been well established, in fact, that Cuba has 
been a staging point for Soviet and other bloc arms shipments 
for quite some time. 


Q This has been theme of or subject of the 
discussion held between the Soviets and Americans last Thursday 
and Friday? 


a You're referring to the regional experts talks? 
Q Yeah. 
a I don't have a readout on those talks, and I 


don't believe that, as is our case, as is our wont, that we 
normally provide detailed agendas on what was discussed. 


Q Is the Secretary bringing it up with Shevardnadze 
in the Soviet Union? Has he brought it up? 


“ I don't know. 


Q What's the impact on the summit of what seems to 
be an unfriendly act by the Soviets? 


a I have no comment on that specific question. I 
could only reiterate what I said, which is that there has been 
a long history of Soviet shipments. This is part of that 
pattern. It happens to be at this point a high point in that 
pattern rather than a low point. But that's all I would say 
about this particular report. 


Q Chuck, how do we know about this increase, this 
significant increase? 


a You know the answer to that one, I think, as 
well, which is we don't comment on sources, methods or 
diplomatic exchanges 


Q A different subject? If somebody wants to -- 


Q No, Wiley. Let's stay on the same subject. 


Q Okay. 








a Yes. 


| Q While these shipments may be part of a continuing 
pattern, is it not unusual for a U.S. surveillance plane to be 
fired upon, as some reports have said? 


4 As the White House this morning, I have no 
comment on those alleged reports. 


Q Are you familiar with the UPI story out of New 
Orleans on Medvid? And I'm wondering if the State Department 
has any comment on the assertion in that story that it strongly 
recommended that its agents that are in touch with Medvid 
offered him -- were to offer him no encouragement to defect? 
That's the question. 


oa Whose agents are you talking about? 


Q The agents that the State Department was in touch 
with, according to the story. 


“ I can refer you to the considerable detailed 
material that was used from this podium on Friday, which 
indicated exactly the approach we used in doing the interviews 
with Seaman Medvid and in particular the point that we started 
on the presumption -- 


Q I know what you're referring to. 


i) -— that he in fact might have wished to stay in 
this country, and that that was the strong evidence that we 
went into with. That did not turn out to be the case 


Q On the same story -- let me follow-up one moment 
~~ the same story refers to calls from State Department 
officials deploring the way the case was handled 


Would this be the kind of leak that the Secretary of 
State was deploring when he had his press conference? 


a Deploring the way the case was handled by whom? 
In what context? I'm not sure I understand your question 


Q Well, that same story which I[ quess you're 
familiar with 


a No, I'm not 
Q Oh Well, that asserts that State Department 
officials have called the Resistance [International -- at least 





people identifying themselves as State Department officials, 
apparently --— upset over the way the Medvid matter was 
handled. Well, now, I would presume this is a leak. 


a I have absolutely no comment on those alleged 
phone calls. I can only refer you to what the Secretary of 
State has said concerning the handling of the affair as far as 
the Department of State was concerned. And, beyond that. I'm 
not in a position to comment on any other aspects of the case. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on this South African 
press crackdown? 


‘ Is that good enough for -- 


Q I was just going to follow up on Medvid, asking 
about the medical report. Will that be released? 


a I do not believe it will be. No. 


Q The Ukrainian Congress Committee held a press 
conference this morning and said that force should be used to 
take Medvid off the ship now. Can you explain to us why the 
State Department cannot do that? 


a You ask me why the State Department cannot do 
that. I would answer by saying it's not a question of “can," 
but rather that the established process -- that process 
established by law -- has been followed in this case. [fhe 
Seaman has been interviewed in great detail in the 
circumstances which are required He has made a decision. He 
has signed a statement to that effect, that he wished to return 
to the Soviet Union, and, as a consequence, we consider the 
matter closed 


Yes? 
Q Now the South African press crackdown?’ 
a We have stated our views on restrictions on the 


press, both publicly and on several occasions in private 
meetings with senior officials of the South African Government 


We have already expressed our dissatisfaction over the 
new restrictions to the South African Government To repeat, 
we are opposed to any restrictions on the press in South Africa 
or anywhere else 


Q Would that be considered an official protest, 
what you just said? Would that be considered «en of ficial 
protest by this government to the South African Government? 








ra I would leave it with the words I just used, 
which is the South African Government knows of our views, and 
we have expressed our dissatisfaction to the government. 


Q Did you call in the Ambassador to express this? . 
a I don't know whether that was done. 


Q When did you relay this information? Over the 
weekend, yesterday, today? 


“ I don't have the date on it. 
Q New subject? 
a New subject. 


Q The Philippines, reaction to Marcos’ interview in 
which he said he was going to have early elections. Would we 
send observers -- the United States send observers to those 
elections? 


a Would we send observers? 
Q Yeah. And what's the general reaction to it? 


a Let me give you a general reaction in which the 
answer to your observer question is partially answered. 


First of all, on the question of, “Will there be 
presidential elections, can we confirm that?" -- the answer at 
this point from our perspective is no. What we know is that 
President Marcos has stated in Manila that he is now in favor 
of early presidential elections within the next several 
months. The date he has suggested is January 17, 1986. 


The timing of Philippine elections is, of course, a 
matter for the Filipinos to determine. Whenever elections are 
held, our concern is that they be free and fair If elections 
are to re-establish confidence, as President Marcos has stated, 
then it is essential that they be credible to the Philippine 
people, including satisfactory answers to Constitutional 
questions 


A newly elected government would need such credibility 
to be able to resolve the many problems the Philippines are 
facing and to restore stability and growth 


Confidence in the electoral process also requires that 
the Philippine military conduct itself in a professional manner 
during such elections 
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Additionally, a fair election law, a truly impartial 
commission on elections, and an accredited, independent 
citizens’ election monitoring organization are essential. 


Q Copy? 
a Yes. 
Q 


And as to the -- I'm sorry. Did that include 
whether the U.S. would send observers? 


i) It did not. 


Q Would the U.S. be willing to send observers? 
Marcos, I think, said that he would like to have them. 


a I'll look into that and see if we can add that to 
the answer. 


Q Anything on what Senator Durenberger said, that 
it would be helpful if Marcos stepped aside? Do you concur in 
that? 


a Well, all we are suggesting is that we expect the 
Philippine elections to be held according to established 
constitutional processes, that they would be free, fair and 
open. That's necessary if they are to be credible to the 
Filipino people. I think that answers that question 


Q Would him stepping aside be a -- 


Q (Inaudible) because established constitutional 
procedures in the Philippines, the President is obliged to step 
down before the elections. Is that what you're asking 
President Marcos to do? 


a No. The answer to that question is clearly no 
The question of Filipino constitutional processes, I would 
really refer you to the Philippine Government or the Philippine 
Embassy. I realize that there are some considerations of that 
nature I would suppose that amending the constitution is 
another possibility. Sut not being an expert that, I wouldn't 
want to carry that any further. All I'm saying is that we 
expect them to be held according to established constitutional 
processes and that they be free, fair and open 


Q Can we get a copy of your initial statement? 


a I'll patch that together 








il 


Q Chuck, would you say that there's any 
relationship whatsoever between the announcement made by Marcos 
and the recent overtures made to him by people like Senator 
Laxalt and other representatives of the Administration? 


4 No, I wouldn't care to tie any cause and effect 
to any of this. 


Q Is the U.S. commenting on the guilty plea by the 
two French officers in New Zealand? | 


i) No, we are not. 
Q Chuck -- 
a Someone else. 


Q Can you confirm the story in the Post today that 
the U.S. is stepping up efforts to get Israeli-Jordanian talks 
started? 


a I have a very brief comment for you. So brief 
that I can't remember it. (Laughter) 


We are working intensively to achieve the shared goal 
of bringing about direct negotiations, but I have no other 
details to offer at this time. 

Q That's pretty brief. 

Q What about another -- 

On the Middle East. Do you have any details or 


Q 
certification of the story about Qadhafi in the Washington Post 
yesterday? Do you have any new -- 





a No, I have nothing 


Q Is it to conclude that it is lawful to topple a 
government but it is unlawful to assassinate the head of 
state? (Sic) We do not understand the whole story. Can you 
shed some more light about that? 


A No As was made clear, I think at the White 
House over the weekend, we have no comment on these alleged 
intelligence matters 


Q Does the U.S. support the overthrow of Qadhafi? 


a [I have no comment on these particular stories, 
allegations, etc 
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Q Can you, in amore general sense, then, sum up 
the U.S. policy and attitude towards Qadhafi? 


A I can limit my remarks to simply saying that we 
have been concerned for years about Libyan-sponsored terrorism 
and have been working with friends to isolate Libya politically 
and limit its ability to support terrorist activities. 


Q Copy? 

A ‘No. 

Q How can you isolate him -- 
A Someone else. 


Do you have any characterization of the Libyan 
role in the Philippines, since we're talking about the 
Philippines and the article that my colleague mentioned -- a 
clear accusation to Colonel Qadhafi's policy in the Philippines? 


A No, I have nothing on that. 


Q Can you define how can you isolate Qadhafi? I[ 
mean, what do you mean by “isolating him?" 


a) I have nothing further on that. 


Q It's a very flexible word. 


Q Do you have any response to the TASS statement 
that Reagan had distorted Soviet foreign policy in his 
interview with the Soviet journalists? 


A No. 


Q Going back to the Libyan one, there is a report 
in the Post that there was a Presidential finding on Libya. 
Was there a Presidential finding on Libya, and, if so, what did 
it say? 


A I have absolutely no comment on these stories and 
alleged tindings, documents or otherwise. 


Q Could 1 go back to South Atrica tor a moment? 
Obviously, trom what you've said, the Administration thinks 
that control or censorship of the press will have a negative 
etftect or the situation there; is that correct? 
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A I would limit my comment to the words I used, 
which is that we do not favor limitations on the press in South 
Atrica or anywhere else. [ believe it's clear trom those 
comments that we don't believe it's a useful measure to take. 


Q And I hate to press you cn this again, but I 
can't understand why we wouldn't make some sort of official 
protest? 


A This was official. When I say that we've 
expressed our dissatisfaction to the South African Government, 
that is otficial. That is the United States Government talking 
to the South Atrican Government. 


Q The Mayor of Fort Lee, New Jersey, says that -- 

A I knew you were going to ask that. (Laughter) 

Q -- says he received a letter from President 
Duarte requesting material goods. What can you tell us about 
this letter?’ Is the State Department aware of these efforts on 
the President's part? 


A I can't speak for the State Department. I've 
never heard about this.. 


Q Then how did you know I was going to ask? 
(Laughter) 

Q Any reaction to the Guatemalan elections? 

A Yes. We have not yet received the results of the 


elections, ot course. These will be provided when they are 
received. 


On the electoral process itself, as some of you may be 
aware a Presidential delegation, including representatives from 
the Congress, Executive Branch and private sector, observed the 
elections in Guatemala. Copies of their statement will be 
availabie in the Press otfice. 


Our Embassy has indicated that there was no evidence 
of interference in the electoral process by the military or the 
government. We anticipate that a second round of elections 
Will be held on December 8 Leading to the inauguration of the 
new civilian president on January 14. 


We will continue to follow closely the electoral 
process in Guatemala and extend our congratulations to the 
people and Government of Guatemala on the successtul completion 
of the first round of balloting. 
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As part of our intense work to get these 
Jordanian-Israeli talks started, are we suggesting to the 
Soviets that they resume relations, diplomatic relations, with 
Israel as a way to tashion that international umbrella everyone 
is talking about? 


A I have no comment on our diplomatic exchanges, 
what we might or might not be saying to the Soviets. You are 
aware in the past that we have said that we would welcome the 
establishment of relations between the Soviet Union and Israel. 


Q We would welcome them. Do we -- excuse me, do we 
think it's a prerequisite? 


A I have no comment on that. 


Q Chuck, can you take the question about the 
Qadhati involvement in terrorist action? They said he's 
involved in more than 30 places. Can you take a question and 
Give us, you know, your estimate or any apprigal of where he's 
involvea in terrorism? 


A No, I won't. I think you have sufficient 
resources to document that apse. . 


Q Chuek, in the TASS interview, President Reagan 
talked about the Soviets dropping booby-trapped toys in 
Atghamistan. Do you have anything to shed some light on that? 


A In what way could [ shed light on that? 

Q Is 1t true? 

a Yes, it's true. 

Q Do you have any more details on what they're 
doing? 

A I have no more details. 

Q ls Ambassador Murphy in town or he's with 


Secretary Shultz? 


a Ambassador Murphy is at work in Washington. 
Q In the Building in the State Department’? 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1;25 p.m.) 








Posted: November 4, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the November 4, 1985 noon press briefing 


UPDATE ON SOVIET WALK-IN OF 1980, ALEXSANDR KRUGLOV 





Q: Isn't it a fact that the same asSurances were given in 1980 
for Ivanhov, and that the U.S. Government has made no inquiries 
whatsoever at any time into the health or status of Mr. Ivanhov . 
and whether or not those assurances made in 1980 in his regard are 
being kept--and this by a government which has a record of 
breaking much more important, solemn assurances? 

A: -- PRIVATE ALEXSANDR KRUGLOV ENTERED THE AMERICAN EMBASSY IN 
KABUL ON SEPTEMBER 15, 1980. HE LEFT THE EMBASSY ON SEPTEMBER 21, 
1980, WITH SOVIET OFFICIALS AFTER ASSURANCES HAD BEEN PROVIDED TO 
KRUGLOV REGARDING HIS RELEASE FROM THE ARMY, HIS FUTURE EDUCATION 
AND THE ABSENCE OF A PENALTY FOR GOING TO THE U.S. EMBASSY. 

-- WE HAVE PERIODICALLY INQUIRED ABOUT PRIVATE KRUGLOV THROUGH 
DIPLOMATIC CHANNELS. DURING THAT TIME, SOVIET OFFICIALS TOLD US 
THAT HE WAS STUDYING AT A TECHNICAL INSTITUTE IN KEMEROVO, HIS 
HOMETOWN. 


-- MORE RECENTLY SOVIET OFFICIALS SAID THAT KRUGLOV HAD 


COMPLETED HIS TECHNICAL STUDIES AND WAS NOW WORKING IN KEMEROVO. 





Posted: November 6, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at the November 4 Press Briefing 


PHILIPPINES: U.S. ELECTION OBSERVERS 





Will the U.S. government be willing to send observers to 
the early elections which Marcos said he is going to hold? 
Marcos, I think, said he would like to have then. 

--ON THE ASSUMPTION THAT THE PROPER CONDITIONS EXIST FOR A 
CREDIBLE ELECTORAL PROCESS, WE WOULD WANT TO DO EVERYTHING 


POSSIBLE TO ENSURE IT. 


--THE KEY CONSIDERATION IN SUCH A DECISION WOULD BE THE 
DEGREE TO WHICH THE CONSTITUTIONAL AND PROCEDURAL QUESTIONS 
INVOLVED IN CALLING EARLY ELECTIONS ARE RESOLVED INA 
MANNER CREDIBLE AND ACCEPTABLE TO THE FILIPINO PEOPLE. 
AMONG THE ESSENTIAL PREREQUISITES WOULD BE A PAIR ELECTION 
LAW, A TRULY IMPARTIAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION ON ELECTIONS 
(COMELEC), AND, AN ACCREDITED INDEPENDENT CITIZENS' 


ELECTION MONITORING ORGANIZATION. 


--OTHER IMPORTANT ELEMENTS WOULD BE CREDIBLE ASSURANCES 
THAT THE PHILIPPINE MILITARY WILL CONDUCT ITSELF IN A 
PROFESSIONAL MANNER DURING ELECTIONS, AND THAT THE 
OPPOSITION PARTIES WOULD HAVE FULL, UNIMPEDED ACCESS TO THE 


THE PRINT, RADIO AND TELEVISION MEDIA. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have one short announcement. 


Deputy Secretary Whitehead will visit Honduras, £1 
Salvador, Costa Rica, and Guatemala between November 6 and 
November 9 to meet with senior host-government officials and to 
become directly familiar with the region. 


Questions? 


Q Is there any movement on your statement that you 
want to interview Yurchenko before he is allowed to leave the 
country? And is Mr. Isakov, who is in the building now, here 
to discuss the terms of such an interview? 


me We are in contact with the Soviets today 
concerning the arrangements for that interview. I can tell you 
further that we expect, providing the arrangements are made in 
a timely fashion, that interview to take place today or 
tomorrow. 


Q Where will it take place? 

A I can't give you any specifics other than to 
refer you to our statement of last night which said that it 
would be in a non-coercive environment, or an environment free 
of Soviet coercion. The only thing that I think clearly it 
includes is that it would be outside the Soviet Embassy. 


Q The Soviets have indicated their willingness to 
produce him for such an interview? 


a Yes. That's what we're trying to arrange now. 
Q Is that what Mr. Isakov is doing right now? 


a That's what he's doing now. 





Q You do still believe he is in the Soviet 
Embassy? You have him under surveillance? 


A Without commenting on surveillance, I have no 
information that woulo indicate that he's not in the Soviet 
Embassy. 


I might say that we have taken the proper legal and 
security precautions to insure that Mr. Yurchenko does not 
leave. The Soviets have given us assurances that Yurchenko 
will not depart covertly before we've had an opportunity to 
interview him. They understand that we would regard any such 
attempt as a very serious matter. 


I think that's, in addition, Matt, the answer to your 
question of a minute ago. 


Q What are those -- 
A That goes to your question as well. 


Q What are those security measures that you, and so 
forth, that you've undertaken to make sure he doesn't leave? 


A I'm not going to be able to go into detail for 
you on the measures. We have made it clear to the Soviets that 
before Yurchenko leaves this country, we will insist on a 
meeting with him in an environment free of Soviet coercion to 
satisfy ourselves about his real intentions. 


As we have in similar situations in the past, we've 
taken appropriate measures necessary to prevent his departure 
before such an interview has taken place. 


Q Presumably, the presence of Soviet officials at 
that interview would not be excluded? 


A That's correct. 


Q Charles, would it indicate to you that the timing 
of Yurchenko's return to the Soviet fold would indicate that 
the whole thing may be a setup? 


fe) I have no comments concerning Mr. Yurchenko's 
motivations other than to say that it appears that it was a 
personal decision by Yurchenko, and that we will attempt to 
confirm this at a meeting with him. 


Q What about the possible complications -- 








Q May I just follow up on that? How do you know 
that it was a personal decis‘ ‘n? 


fe) If you listen . my answer, it appears that it 
was a personal decision and w. will attempt to confirm that at 
a meeting with him. 


Q Well, I mean, what is the appearance of the 
personal decision? How do you know it appears to be a personal 
decision? How do you know that it wasn't under some form of 
duress in some way or other that we're not aware of, or you're 
not aware of? 


a That's why we're having a meeting with him to try 
to make that determination. 


Yes? 


Q What about the timing insofar as possible 
repercussions or complications in Geneva? 


| We are proceeding in our preparations for the 
meeting in Geneva. We have already stated our desire that 
President Reagan's meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev 
should set an agenda for more productive U.S.-Soviet relations 
in the coming years. We do not believe that the Yurchenko case 
should affect these plans for the meeting. 


Q But what kind of a diplomatic embarrassment is 
this? 


A I really have nothing to offer you other than we 
see no reason that this should affect plans for the meeting. 


Q Since you mention the meeting between Shultz and 
Gorbachev, was this item discussed, and, if so, what? 


A I have no comment on diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Do you have a precise understanding of how Mr. 
Yurchenko got to the Soviet Embassy on Saturday? 


rn Let me answer that in amore general fashion by 
saying that from the moment of entry into the United States, 
Mr. Yurchenko enjoyed all the rights and freedoms guaranteed 
under the U.S. Constitution. 


The U.S. authorities offered him protection at his 
request. Had Mr. Yurchenko expressed at any time a desire to 
return to the USSR, we would not have hindered him from doing 


so. 





Q Chuck, what legal impediment is there to his 
departure? Have you put a block on exit, or is -- does he have 
a valid visa to be here or to leave? 


a The question has been raised not so much in that 
sense but in a sense that, does he have diplomatic immunity, a 
diplomatic passport and the like, the answer to that question 
is, no, he does not enjoy or have diplomatic status or immunity 
in this country. He entered this country under the parole 
authority of the Attorney General. 


In any case, mere possession of a Soviet diplomatic 
passport would not give Yurchenko diplomatic status in this 
country, and we've made it clear that we will insist on 
arranging a meeting with Yurchenko before his departure. 


Q Where is his passport? Does he have custody of 
it or does the United States Government? 


A I don't know the answer to that question. 


Q Do you have any new evidence today to rebut any 
of the many allegations that he made yesterday at the Embassy? 


He made a number of allegations. I just wonder -- 


A I believe that our statement last night answered 
all of those allegations in very categorical terms. 


Q Can you say -- 


A Are there some in particular that you feel 
weren't answered? 


Q Well, there's a lot of doubt about who is telling 
the truth today despite what was said here last night, and I 
just thought you might want to buttress your case with some 
additional evidence? 


a Next question? 

Q Mr. Yurchenko -- 

Q You said he was held in a safe house, and he said 
that he had dinner with William Casey. Are those two 


(inaudible) true? 


a) I'm not going to answer questions on specific 
details of the case, but I would refer you to the answer I made 








a minute ago concerning that he was offered protection at his 
request and, I think, that says a lot about the nature of his 
presence in this country. 


Q He complained that he might be embroiled as a 
witness in some litigation over the death of Nicholas Shadrin. 
Is that a component of the personal reasons that you referred 
to? 


a No, I have no more help I can give you as to what 
his personal reasons may have been. 


Q Who'd Isakov meet with? He's now left. Who did 
‘he meet with -- Whitehead? 


a No, he did not. 
Q Who did he meet with? 


4 I believe he is meeting with officials of the 
European Bureau. 


It is the European Bureau which will be handling the 
interview process. 


Q Who interviewed -- is it the Immigration 
Service? Is it an inter-agency interview or what? 


Aa Assuming the arrangements are made, as we hope 
they will be made, the interview will be chaired on our side by 
a senior official of the Bureau of European and Canadian 
Affairs with the participation of other officials, including a 
medical doctor. 


Q Can you give us a readout as soon as you can on 
this -- if this meeting did set the time and et cetera, can you 
give that to us today? 


A Yes, I will try to get that for you. And, in 
addition, I will try to let you know, if possible, as to when 
that interview might be taking place. 

Q Why will there be a medical doctor? 


a We want to make sure that when he is making this 
decision he is making it of his free will. 


Q Will he be examined by the medical doctor? 


is) I can't go into the specifics of what will happen. 





Q Chuck, who is the acting head of the European 
Bureau at the moment? 


“ The Acting Assistant Secretary is 8111 Woessner. 


Q who? 
Q Woessner. 
Q In @ previous case, press -- there were reporters 


brought to an interview with a Soviet teenager at the Embassy. 
Is any thought being given to that for this one? 


i No, there isn't. The best I can offer you is to 
try to let you know with some lead time as to when that 
interview will occur. 


Q Over the last couple of days we've been given 
statements signed by Soviet sailors and soldiers. Can we not 
get access to the statement that he supposedly signed asking 
for political asylum? 


A I'll look into that. 


~-MORE -- 








Q Chuck, doesn't this action raise some questions 
in your mind about the reliability or credibility of other 
intelligence data that the United States Government is getting 
from other quarters, such as in the Middle East, for instance? 


(Laughter) 


“a Let me answer that in a very general fashion to 
say that intelligence is always a question of nuances, and that 
intelligence data received from any quarter is subject to great 
analysis and interpretation in each and every case. 


Q Has your analysis -— you said last night that the 
information that this man has provided is being sort of 
rechecked. Has your analysis given you any better idea of 
whether he was telling you the truth? 


a No, I can't answer that question at this point. 
I would note that Secretary Weinberger said this morning that 
he saw, from his perspective, that there was no damage to 
national security. 


Q The Middle East, please? You used to 
characterize (Lhe role of the Syrian Government as a negative 
one. Now King Hussein is going to meet with -- 


ia We seem to switching from Mr. Yurchenko to the 
Middle East -- 
Q O.K. 
» A -— very subtly, but. 
Yes. 


Q Since you said that he returned, or you thought 
he returned, or it appeared he returned for personal reasons, 
does that mean you've ruled out the notion that he might be a 
double agent? 


A I'm not going beyond what I said. 

Q Can you confirm that he passed several polygraph 
tests? 

A No I have no information of an operational 
nature. , 





Q Do you have any information on what exactly 
happened on August 1 when he is claimed to have defected? I 
mean, he claims he was abducted. Who did he defect to, an 
Italian agency, an American agency? 


A Once again, I refer you to my statement of last 
night. He defected of his own volition to the American Embassy 
in Rome, Italy. 


Q Does that mean he just walked in to the Embassy? 


Can you tell us something -- Is that true? 
A I don't have any further details on the exact 
circumstances. 


Q Chuck, when did the State Department know that 
this nan had disappeared, so to speak, from where we thought he 
was? 


Aa I can't answer that. 


Q Was it before the phone call that Whitehead got 
last night? 


A Phone call? From whom? 

Q From the Soviets. I mean, the statement 
yesterday refers to, I think, a phone call at 5:30 -- 

Q Visit. 

Q —— or visit. Excuse me. 

i) No. I have no information I can give you there, 


John. 


Q When he finally leaves the country, which I 
suppose will happen some day, if he wishes, and has his 
departure interview in a non-coercive environment, like Sailor 
Medvid, do you plan to have two Soviets present at all times, 
like Sailor Medvid, to fit the definition of the Secretary of 
State's non-coercive environment? 


is) That question has been answered. 


Q I'm sorry I was five minutes late. You don't 
keep a regular starting time here. I thought you were starting 
at quarter of one. (Laughter) 








a I believe that in both of the cases that you're 
referring to, the case of Seaman Medvid as well as this case, 
the interview will, in fact, be in a non-coercive environment, 
and that that environment nonetheless include the presence of 
some Soviet officials. 


Q Have ths Soviets agreed to that element of it, 
the non-coercive environment? 


A In what sense? 


Q Have chey agreed to produce him for an interview 
in a non-coercive environment? 


A Those are the ground rules under which we are 
arranging this meeting. , 


Q But they've agreed to that aspect of it already? 


A I say we're working on the arrangements. I have 
no reason to suspect that that will not be the case. 


Q Can you give us any idea when the arransements 
might be completed? 


Q As I said, the interview could take place today 
or tomorrow. 


Q Any similarity -- 


A I will try to give you advance notice, to the 
extent I can. 


Q Any similarities between this case and the case 
of the Russian soldier in Kabul insofar as somebody comes over 
here to our hands, claims asylum, and then they return? Could 
this be an elaborate attempt at deception? 


A You'll have to try that one again. I don't quite 
see what you're driving at. 


Q If this could be an elaborate attempt at-- 


A I think [I know what my answer is, regardless of 
what you're driving at. 


(Laughter) 
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A Go ahead. 

Q That's fine. 

a O.K. 

Q Thank you. 

A Now, Middle East. 

Q | You used to characterize the Syrian role in the 


Middle East as negative. Now, King Hussein is going to meet 
with Assad. Do you see any change in the Syrian role or the 
Syrian attitude in the Middle East? Do you see some signs of a 
positive attitude of the Syrians? 


a No. I have no information which I-could share 
with you at this point. 


Q Do you have any assessment of King Hussein's 
speech on November 2, especially the Israeli Government -- 
Shamir said he is disappointed by the speech, while Peres said 
that it was a positive speech? Do you have any further 
assessment as an American position towards this speech? 

A No, I don't. 

No? 


Can we change subjects? 


> © 


Yes. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Okay then, we have a report from Bangkok that a 
U.S. team is going into Vietnam next week to take part ina 
joint excavation at Gai Lam. Have you got anything officially 
that would confirm that? 


A I don't have anything here, but I think you 
should have no trouble confirming that at the Pentagon. 


Q Is there anything on the Shultz meetings with the 
Soviet counterparts that -- 


A No. The Secretary, I believe, has already had 
his press conference or-is having it in Moscow, so that will be 
the source of information on those meetings. 


Q Will that -- will a transcript of that press 
conference be available here today? 


A It will ultimately be made available. I'm not 
sure how rapidly we can do that, but we'll do our best. Yes. 


Q When does Shultz get back? When does he -- 


A It depends on when he finally gets out of Moscow, 
but it will be some time tomorrow under the current plan. 


Q So they've overnighted in Moscow? 


A No. I would not lead you to assume that. I 
believe they're following more or less the same schedule with 
perhaps a bit of a delay. 


Q They were supposed to have left Moscow at 5:00 
p.m. Moscow time on the original schedule. That's not quite 
possible. 


A As I said, there may be some delay in departure, 
but still following generally the same time schedule. 


Q Salvador Laurel, one of the opposition leaders in 
the Philippines, has asked that the Filipino elections be 
postponed until March. Does the State Department have any 
reaction to that request on his part? 


A To reiterate what I said yesterday, we have 
stated that the timing of elections is a matter for the 
Filipinos to decide, and that the elections, whenever they 
occur, must be free, fair, credible to the Filipino people, and 
held in accordance with constitutional procedures. 


24! 
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The timing, of course, obviously impacts on the issues 
of fairness and credibility. The holding of an election in and 
of itself will not help to solve thé problems facing the 
Philippines if that election does not meet the standards of 
fairness that the Filipino people expect from their democratic 
electoral process. 


Q Is he having any meetings here -- Laurel? He's 
in town. Is he going to -- is anybody going to see him at the 
State Department? 

A I have no information. 

Q South Africa? 


Q Do you have any confirmation on the incident with 
the missile and the U.S. plane in Cuba? 


a No, I don't. 

Q South Africa? 

Q Charles, is Cluverius active on the Middle East? 
Is he actually at work meeting with people, and so on, or is he 
still setting up an office? What's happening? 


A I think it would be more accurate to characterize 
his current activities as housekeeping. 


Q Housekeeping. Well, where is the housekeeping 
taking place? Is it in Jerusalem or is it in Amman, or where? 


A I don't know where he is at this very moment. We 
have said that he will largely be based in the region, but that 


Q Well, I mean, is he going to have a hotel room in 
every capital? What is -- how is it working? 


A I'm not that intimate with his housekeeping 
arrangements to give you those kinds of details. 


Q But the State Department has to pay for it, so 
don't you think we ought to know? 


A Well, I can't give you any other information at 
this point. 


Q No answer. 
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a Anything else on -- 


Q Please. I have a question on the West Bank. In 
light of Secretary Shultz's public concern for the well-being 
of Palestinians under occupation, does the State Department 
have any comment on Israeli continuous strike-—down on 
Palestinians and repeated cases of detention, deportation and 
house arrest which are going on right now? The State 
Department had a delegation of Arab-American organizations last 
week, and they handed a list of ten Palestinians who were 
detained. Can you look into this, and do you have any -- 


A Our position on those issues is well known and 
has been oft reiterated from this podium. 


Q What is the. position? 
A Yes? Next question. 


Q I'm just wondering -- back to the Yurchenko case, 
how do you feel this case is going to affect U.S. treatment 
towards other Soviet defectors? 


a I can't give you a particularly detailed answer 
to that, because you learn something, I suppose, from every 
case. But, nonetheless, I think as a general rule, everyone of 
these cases is treated on its own merits, and, therefore, you 
apply what experiences you can. But I can't really give you a 
satisfactory answer to that question. 


South Africa? 


Q Yes. The South African Government has overridden 
a court decision giving Reverend Alan Boesak his passport back 
so that he can come to the United States to pick up the Kennedy 
award. 


Does the State Department have any particular comment 
on that? 


A Well, it is our opinion, of course, that all of 
the restrictions concerning Reverend Boesak should be lifted. 
In order to determine the exact restrictions which do remain on 
Reverend Boesak, I would naturally have to refer you to South 
African authorities. 


It does appear that his passport will be held by the 
Ministry of Home Affairs. We would call on the South African 
Government to release it so that Reverend Boesak can travel. 
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Q Do you have any reaction to the possible election 
of Vinicio in Guatemala? 


A I gave a lengthy reaction to the elections in 
Guatemala yesterday. 


Q Yeah. But now it looks like Vinicio is ahead and 
the possible President. 


A I refer you to my reaction of yesterday, which in 
general terms covers our reactions to Guatemalan elections. 


Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. Questions? 


Q No questions. (Laughter) 
i) Michael? 


Q Can you explain why Communist journalists were 
excluded from the Secretary's press conference in Moscow? 


i) No. I cannot, but I can look into that. 

Q If you would 

Q Do you have a characterization of King Hussein's 
speech to the Jordanian Parliament last weekend, along the 
lines of your characterization of Prime Minister Peres' speech 
at the U.N.? 

ig No, I don't. 


Q On the Soviet defector, is there any plan to 
reprimand any U.S. officials or agents for their handling of 


the case? 
A No. I don't have any information on that 
question. 
Q Are you investigating how the case was handled? 
A I have no information on any investigation. 
Q Young sailor Medvid's wrists apparently were 


slashed, according to Bill Woessner's testimony, and yet the 
question that was taken by the Department -- 








6 Could we stop? Could we stop -- 


Q Yes. 

a -- right there -- 

Q Sure. 

“ Since your question is -- 

Q Sure. 

“A -~- considerably inaccurate. First of all, one 

wrist was injured, not both as you seem to imply. 

Q The report 1 saw was plural. 

a Secondly, you used the word “slashed,” and I 


think that that probably is mot the most accurate 
characterization. I could start by referring you to our 
guidance which we posted here in response to a taken question 
on October 28th -- 


Q Yes, I have that in front of me. 


A -- in which we said he has only a minor injury to 
his left arm. 

Q Aan arm is -- 

A That was the injury to which we were referring. 


Q Aan arm is not a wrist, though. Is that a 
terminological inexactitude? 


6 1 don't want to get into an argument with you 
there, but I think some would argue that an arm goes from there 
to there (indicates), but that's your call. 


Q Would you -- 


a Now, let me go on from there. To clarify the 
issue of seaman Medvid's wrist, the medical doctor did report 
to us that seaman Medvid had a superficial two and one-half 
inch laceration on his left wrist which was not health 
threatening and which did nct create any impairment to his 
ability to participate in the interview or to make a decision. 


Of course, we asked seaman Medvid how he obtained the 
injury and whether he had been threatened. However, as we've 








said, he stated that he could not remember events between the 
time he entered the water and when he woke up in the sick bay 
of the M. V. Konev. He gave this same response when he was 
asked about his wrist. 


In addition to that, 1 would add that we were, of 
course, aware of that particular injury, as we reported in the 
taken question which we posted, when we began the process of 
interviewing seaman Medvid, and that that, among other things 
that we've already mentioned, further reinforced the way in 
which we approached the case, which, as I have said several 
days ago, was on the basis that there was strong evidence that 
he in fact did want to defect. 


Taking that as a starting point, then, and if you want 
I'll go again through the details of the interview process, but 
very simply put, he was questioned extensively then at neutral, 
non-threatening locations under our control -- first on the 
Coast Guard cutter, later at the Naval shore facility. He was 
in our custody for over 24 hours, and during those interviews 
he repeatedly expressed his desire to return to the Soviet 
Union, and we are satisfied that he was competent to make that 
decision. 


Q 1 have a follow-up on that: A wrist injury of 
the sort that can be described as a two and a half inch cut or 
slash, whichever you prefer, is very often taken a an 
indication of a psychological state, because that's the way a 
lot of people commit suicide. 


Now, isn't it a little disingenous of the State 
Department now at this late date to tell us details of this 
"arm" injury - 


A first of all, 1 can only repeat what I said 
before, that in response to that question the information was 
made available on October 28th at the time of the incident. 


Secondly, concerning his psychological state, to 
re-emphasize again that every effort was made to be sure that 
he was making this decision of his own free will, of his own 
volition, I can refer you to our statement of October 29th in 
which there are any number of references to the kinds of 
examinations and interviews to which seaman Medvic was 
subjected: A psychological evaluation which laste. 
approximately an hour, an extended interview with oa 
psychiatrist, other medical doctors were present throughout the 
process, another series of physical examinations -~ all of that 
to get at the kind of questions that you are posing -- 


2922. 











Now that's---- 


> # 


Does someone else have a question? 


I was just going to follow-up on that. 


Q 

Q May I follow-up, please? 

a Please, let's let someone else -- 

Q I was going to ask if they considered that an 
attempted suicide. 


o No. 
Q Did you rule that out? 


a As 1 say, we asked seaman Medvid what the story 
was. He says that that was a period in which he was 
unconscious or can't recall anything, so he could shed no light 
on it. And, beyond that, because it was a very superficial 
wound and had a scab, in fact, already forming on it, there was 
no further determination as to its -- the source of how it had 
come about. 


Q Well, passing over whether a two and a half inch 
cut on the wrist is superficial or not, we have seen --— and 
here you are explaining that this is no tip-off to a 
psychological condition, we've seen cases -- 


a Excuse me. Excuse me. Why -- I said exactly the 
opposite. I said in fact we gave him a whole battery of 
psychological and psychiatric tests -- 


Q No, sir. You said one hour. 

A -- for exactly the reason -- 

Q You said one hour. 

a Excuse me. -- for exactly the reason that we 


wanted to try to make those kinds of determinations. 
~~ MORE -- 








Q Well, let me get my question. We take days in 
criminal cases in the United States to determine whether or not 
a person is psychologically fit for trial. Here, you have a 
man with a slash on the wrist who's given an hour by a 
psychiatrist who doesn't even understand his language and is 
pronounced fit to be dragged back aboard the Soviet ship 
because he knows what he's doing after having been intimidated 
for -- how many days aboard the Soviet ship? 


a Let me reiterate finally that the competent 
medical authorities, who had substantial access and spent 
considerable time with seaman Medvid, made their conclusion 
based on their examinations, and they stand by them. 


Michael? 


Q In view of the INS admission yesterday on the 
Hill that serious errors were made in the handling of the case 
before the State Department got involved, does the 
Administration have any intention of reopening the case? 


A No As far as we're concerned, the case is 
closed. 


Q There was some testimony this morning in 
Louisiana in this case where the man who was apparently the 
first to see the seaman come out of the water -- I think he was 
a jeweler -- testified that the person who was then later 
brought off the ship to be interviewed by U.S. officials was 
not the same man. Do you have any response to that or any 
indication that there may have been some sort of a switch made; 
so that the person who later came off the boat to be further 
interviewed was not the origina] man? 


A No. There's no doubt whatsoever that the man who 
came off the ship was the original man. I can refer you to the 
remarks that the Secretary made last week in which we can 
provide in detail to you afterwards. The source of that 
information based, as I recall, on his passport and its photo, 
on photographs taken by the INS during his original interviews, 
and I believe there may have been other sources of information 
as well. 


Q Do you have anything on the Mubarak-—Arafat 
meeting that's taking place now? 


A No, 1 don't. 


Q Are you saying on *his ~—- 
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Q Do you have any information on another defector, 
Sergey Bokhane -- B-—O-K-H-A-N-E -- who was supposed to have 
defected to an American Embassy in Athens in May, and the Greek 
Government has said that he's in U.S. hands? Has there been a 
statement by the State Department that he is, in fact, a 
defector? 


a I don't believe there's been any statement -- 
Q Do we know where he is? 


‘ -- concerning this individua]. I have no 
information. 


In the back? 


Q It now appears the Philippine elections might be 
delayed. Any comment on that? 


a I'm not sure what report you're referring to. 1 
would refer you to my statements of the past several days. In 
both cases, when asked questions about the Filipino elections, 
I have never indicated that they were fixed in any way. I've 
said only that President Marcos has indicated his intentions to 
call early elections. Some dates have been talked about, but 
that the timing is up to the Filipinos, and 1l'm not in a 
position to confirm or to deny. 


Q Back to Yurchenko, any thoughts at all today on 
his motivation to go home? 


a No. 
Q Do you know when he's leaving and in what mode? 
a I'd refer you to the Soviet Embassy now. 


Q Do you have any comment on Craxi's statement 
saying that he does not contest the right of the PLO for armed 
struggle in regaining a Palestinian state? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Without being able to confirm from a top 
Administration official that a Blackbird was fired at by the 
Cubans with missiles last Thursday night, and also the story 
that the Cuban Air Force scrambled several MiGs in a futile 
attempt to intercept the plane, this is an act of war by the 





Cubans. Do you have any reaction? Is it going to affect any 
talks that the President proposed on the Caribbean and Centra] 
America with the Soviets? 





A I believe I've answered that question at least 
two times previously, and I'll give you the same answer which 
is that we have no comment on these alleged reports concerning 
intelligence matters. 


Q The Arab League has sent a letter to the 
Administration, I believe, asking it to stop undermining 
Qadhafi. Does the Administration, in fact, have any intention 
of doing so? (Laughter) 


A I have nothing new on Qadhafi other than what 
I've given you the day before yesterday, I believe. 


Q Do you have any characterization of the 
Secretary's meetings in Moscow other than what was on the plane? 


A No, 1 don't. 


Q Do you have anything? 
A No. 
On the Philippines -- maybe you've answered this 


before, but have you said whether that -- you've said that the 
constitutional requirements should be met. Have you said 
whether the President should step down before those elections 
since that's in the constitution? 


A I answered that question on Monday by saying, as 
I recall, that we had not taken a position on whether or not 
the President should step down, but rather a more general 
statement, as you just referred to it, concerning 
constitutional requirements as well as some other factors which 
we think are important in that electoral process. 


I may even have the gist of that remark here. 
(Checking) Wrong again. I don't. 


Q At the Secretary's press conference, he flatly 
denied that there was a growing body of evidence that Medvid 
was dragged back, the second time, aboard the ship. 


Would he -- has he expressed any indication he'd like 
to revise his opinion of whether or not the evidence is growing 
or was he referring to evidence available to him and not 
available to the public which is now only recently become 
available to the public? 
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Q 


Q 
A 


To start with, I don't know what statement you're 
referring to by the Secretary, and therefore I have no comment. 


Were you at the press conference of the Secretary? 
You're going back to last Thursday? 
That's correct, yes. 


I'd like to look at the transcript. I was there 


but I don't recall the question and answer. 


7 


Would you take the question, then, so you can 


refresh your memory? He said there, he could -- 


A 


Q 
7 


evidence that 


Q 


I'll look into it, John. 
Thank you. 
Anything else? 


This shooting in Puerto Rico, do you have any 
it is a terrorist act rather than a criminal act? 


No, Il have no information on that whatsoever. 


Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 








Posted: November 7, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 6, 1985 noon press briefing 


Secretary's Press Conference in Moscow November 5 





Q. Why were Communist journalists excluded from the Secretary's 
Press conference in Moscow November 5? 


A.--THE INVITATION LIST WAS BASED AS ALWAYS ON LONGSTANDING 


LISTS OF INVITEES OF ACCREDITED JOURNALISTS. THERE WERE NO 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS. 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 7, 1985, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
I have two brief announcements. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
prepared statements by Department officials before Congress: 
First, Assistant Secretary of State for European and Canadian 
affairs Rozanne Ridqway, who testified today at 10 a.m. before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Europe and 
the Middle East. The topic of her testimony was: “The Case of 
Miroslav Medvid." 


At 2:00 p.m. Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for 
Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs Laura Dietrich will 
testify before the House Judiciary Committee, Subcommittee on 
Immigration, Refugees and International Law on legislation 
proposing extended voluntary departure for Salvadoran aliens in 
the United States. 


Questions? 


Q Do you have any word or any information from 
Beirut about the American hostages? 


a We cannot confirm any of the information in the 
telephone calls regarding the alleged execution of the American 
hostages. We hold the captors fully responsible for the safety 
of all the hostages, and call upon them again to release the 
American and other hostages in Lebanon forthwith. 


Q You say you hold the captors responsible. Do you 
know who they are? 


A We've been through that one before, Jim. I have 
no further information for you. 


Q They say -— one of the callers, at any rate, said 
that the Americans would be executed because indirect 








negotiations with the United States had reached a dead end. 
Does the U.S. consider that these indirect talks are at a dead 
end, or do the contacts continue? 


a We have been making, and continue to make, all 
possible efforts to obtain the release of our citizens. By 
their very nature, these efforts must remair .s.1{idential. We 
always, as you know, have been ready to tal’ «* ut the safety 
and release of the hostages. 


Q Do you consider that to be ongoing?’ 


a As I said, we continue to make all possible 
efforts on behalf of the hostages, and obviously the efforts 
are ongoing. 


Q Have you been able to analyze why it was that the 
Soviet diplomats were released, what they dic that the United 
States has not been able to do? 


a I have no characterization at this point that I 
can share with you. I'd be happy to go through our files at 
the time of that and—-see if in fact we have any observations. 


Anything else? 


Q Yes, on the Middle East. Two questions, please. 
There is a statement that we hear today from Cairo by Chairman 
Arafat renouncing what the media reports are calling as “acts 
of violence" outside the “territory of Palestine." 


Do you have any comment on that? 
a No. We have seen only the initial press reports 


that you referred to. As a consequence, I'm not in a position 
to give you any comments at this time. 


Q Chuck, you cannot confirm these reports, or you 
can confirm them but you have no comment on them? 

a I'm not sure why I'm being asked whether or not I 
can confirm press reports. 

Q No, but you said, “We've seen the reports." I'm 

a I've seen press reports. 


-- asking. O.K. Now, is that good enough for 
you to comment if you have a comment on such a report, or -- 








a As I say, these are initial press reports. [The 
information is very fragmentary, and as a consequence, I have 
no comment to offer you at this point. 


Q On the Yurchenko case, can you confirm that 
Yurchenko was taken to Canada? And tell us whether or not 
Canadian authorities were made aware of that. He was 
apparently taken there to meet a woman. 





a I have no information on that. 


Q Can we get back to the Middle East thing again? 
Secretary of State Shultz was at the White House this morning. 
Can you tell us if he discussed that situation there with 
either the President or anyone else? 


A What situation are you referring to? 


Q The status of the American hostages and what we 
know about them. 


a No. I don't know whether or not he discussed 
that. 


Q Do you have anything on the Safire column? 
Do you have a question? 


Q Is it true? 


Q Well, if I ask a question, then I'll be asking 
you about intercepted telephone conversations. So I wanted to 
avoid using that language. Anyway, does this government have 
any information about the contacts between the Soviet Embassy 
and the Soviet vessel off New Orleans concerning the Medvid 
case? 


a I can't help you on that. 
Q Do you have any reaction to moves by Senators to 


subpoena Medvid as a way of keeping him in this country, 
preventing him from leaving? 


a No, I have no comment on that. I think over the 
past few days, I've described in ample detail -- and [ think 





Assistant Secretary Ridgway on the Hill again this morning 
described in considerable detail -—- the efforts that we 
undertook to come to the determination that we came to. So 
that I hope all of you, at least here in this room, understand 
fully the Department of State's position, the Administration's 
position, as to how this case was handled, and why we came to 
the conclusion we came to, and why we believe that that was in 
fact a proper conclusion. 


Q What legal position would the Department be in if 
there were such a subpoena? Would it have to enforce such a 
subpoena, or what -- 


A I think you're addressing that question to the 
wrong person. I'm not a legal expert, and I refer you to 
Senate counsel or to the Attorney General for those types of 
questions. 


Q Chuck, the President reportedly received a 
statement or a report from the Heritage Foundation that is 
supposed to help him out during the summit meeting. Some of 
the topics obviously focus on the Soviet Union, one of which is 
the resumption of relations between the Soviet Union and Israel. 


Did the Secretary of State receive a similar report to 
use as any kind of guidance for the summit? Do you know of any 
such thing? Could you check into it? 

a I don't really see any utility in doing that. 

Q Why not? 

A It's one more report. The Secretary, obviously, 
is fully engaged in preparing for the summit, and [I'm not going 
to go into a review of the papers that he may have received or 
may not have received from every organization -- 


Q So you're saying it's not an important report, 
perhaps? 


a I'm commenting not at all on the report. I'm 
simply telling you [I don't care to look into the question. 


Q (inaudible) 
a Yes. 


Q Do you have anything to say about the granting of 
asylum to the Romanian sailor? 








a Yes, I have something. 


On November 6, a Romanian seaman approached the INS in 
Jacksonville. The Department of State was promptly notified 
through the Operations Center via the INS immediate action 
procedures. . 


As to the question of whether .this individual was 
seeking asylum, it is the well-established policy of this 
Department to neither confirm nor deny the existence of 
individual asylum requests. This policy protects the 
applicants, their families, and the integrity of the asylum 
process. In this case, however, the applicant asked that it be 
made known that he has been granted asylum, and the INS has so 
confirmed. 


Q Was the quick decision to grant him asylum 
influenced at all by the Medvid case? 


a I leave you to draw your own conclusions as to 
whether or not this was a “quick” decision. As our statement 
pointed out last night, there are literally thousands of such 
cases a year. The confidentiality of the process is crucial. 
As a consequence, I believe it would be perhaps not totally 
accurate to characterize any particular one as quick or not so 
quick. ; 


-- MORE -- 
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Q Does the fact that there was immediate 
notification to the State Department indicate that some lessons 
were learned from the other case? 


A I would indicate once again that this is normal 
operating procedure. 


Q Chuck, do you have any report on those trilateral 
talks that began on Monday between the Soviet Union and the 
U.S. and Japan on the North Pacific air routes? 


a I don't believe I can help you on that, Bernie. 
Let me take a look at one bit of guidance I have. 


No. Only -- 
Q Are the meetings still going on, or did it -- 


A No, I can't help you on that. I don't have 
anything that would give you the answer to that. 


Q Chuck, back on the Middle East, there's a report 
in the daily press saying that the military authorities in the 
occupied territories have made TV coverage of demonstrations 
illegal. I suppose you have commented on previous similar 
cases. Do you have anything on this one? 


a On this one I have no comment. 

Q Are you aware of the report? 

a I have no comment. I have not seen -- 
Q But aren't you aware of the report? 

a I have not seen that report. 


Q Okay. That's the answer to the question. 


Q Chuck, on the West Bank, do you have any comment 
on the West Bank whereby settlers are getting ready for what's 
called “civil war” if any territorial compromise would ensue 
between Israel and Jordan? 


a Once again, I can refer you to the Press Office 
[ believe we had something prepared on that when the case was 
-~ when the story was current. 








Q If I might follow up, Yasser Arafat in Egypt 
issued a statement renouncing terrorism outside the occupied 


territories and anywhere against civilians or any other 
parties. What do you comment on that? 


Wasn't I just asked that question? 


a 
Q Yes. 

A I was asked that question. 
Q I was late. 
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When you said -— you said before there were 
thousands of such cases each year. You didn't mean to say 
there were thousands of foreign crewmen whc seek asylum? 


a I can refer you to our statement last night which 
said there were on the order of 15,000 to 20,000 asylum cases a 
year in the United States, hundreds of which involve crewmen 
from ships. 


: Q That means there's an average of what? Fifty a 
day . 7 


Q Back to the defector-of-the-week, can you tell us 
whether or not the State Department makes any connection 
between the wife of a Soviet citizen who killed herself, 
apparently in Toronto, and Yurchenko? 


a No comment on the story. 


Q Did the Romanian defector give any indication why 
he wanted it announced in this case that he had sought asylum 
and had been granted it, if that's so unusual? It's usually 
kept so quiet. 


a I'm not in a position to give you anything 
concerning his rationale. It's not unheard of, as you know, 
that some applicants do choose to have it made public. That's 
their choice. 


Q Do you have any update for us on joint 
excavations in Vietnam, looking for MIA's? 


a Again, please check with the Press Office. We've 
had guidance on that. Basically, however, it refers you to the 
Pentagon for further details. But I think, in fact, they are 
briefing today, and there may be something forthcoming today. 


Anything else? 


Q Do you have any comment --— maybe you were not 
asked this question before; I'm sorry if I ask this question. 
I was late. Do you have anything to offer on the Gulf 
Corporation Council's statement or communique regarding the 
Iran-Iraq war, and the apparent new position of the Gulf States 
towards Iraq? 











“ I'll turn to my guidance, knowing what it. says. 
I have no comment on the communique or on other's 
interpretations of it. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 
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DPC #198 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 1985, 12:38 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. One brief announcement: 


Yes, of course, I guess you're all familiar with it, 
so therefore, maybe I'd better not announce it. Because Monday 
is a holiday, there will be no briefing here, so that on Monday 
the Press Office will operate on the usual Sunday schedule. 

You could check the roster outside to find out which press 
officer is on duty, and feel free to use the phone. 


That being said, that's all I have in the way of any 
announcements. 


Q What's your comment on the letter from the 
American hostages that was received by the AP in Beirut? 


a Just one second, Mike. 


At this point, that letter is only with the AP, is 
that right? That's my understanding, and I don't mean by that 
to broaden in any other way; I just want to be sure that 
we're -- 


Our Embassy in Beirut has informed us that the 
Associated Press, Beirut Bureau, received a packet of letters 
allegedly from four of the six American hostages, Father Jenco, 
Dr. Jacobson, Dr. Sutherland, and Mr. Anderson, early this 
afternoon Beirut time. We note press reports that AP believes 
the letters are genuine. We have not seen them and cannot 
verify either that they are genuine or when they were written. 


We remind the kidnapers that we hold them fully 
responsible for the well being of their captives, including Mr. 
Buckley and Mr. Kilborn, and again call upon the kidnapers to 
release the American and all of the hostages in Lebanon 
forthwith. 
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Q Does the Department plan to analyze them? 
There's something in there about where they're held, in a small 
damp something, and then it's scratched out. Are you going to 


a I don't want to get involved in specifics as to 
what the Department will do, but you can take it for granted 
that there will be all the required follow-ups that the 
Department feels are necessary. 


Q What about the call for negotiations? 


A I think it has been made clear on more than one 
occasion that the United States does not get involved in 
negotiations, but is ready, of course, to talk about the 
release of the hostages and how to get the hostages released as 
quickly as possible. And I think, George, as has been 
reiterated on more than one occasion from the lecturn, we 
remain in touch with a number of parties in the region on this 
whole issue, and that beyond that, I am not in a position to 
comment either on identities, or the parties, or whatever 
exchanges may have taken place. 


Q What are your concerns there are only four 
signatures? 
A We are working on the assumption, as we always 


have, that all six of the hostages are alive. 


Q But how do you differentiate, Bernie, between 
negotiating and talking? 


A That, I think, has been defined on more than one 
occasion, and I just don't care to get involved at this 
particular time in a second round of the definition of 
“negotiations” and “talking.” 


The central point, of course, with negotiations is 
that there may be somehow an implication of concession, or a 
deal. As you know, you've heard me say on more than one 
occasion from here, that is out. Beyond that, I really don't 
think it would be useful or appropriate to get involved in the 
specifics of definitions of the two categories that you just 
introduced. 





Q Bernie, is the Embassy at least making an effort 
to get hold of this? It's been like six hours. 


A As I said before, you can take it for granted 
that what the Department regards as necessary follow-up actions 
will be taking place, or are taking place as a matter of fact. 


Q And you can't tell us what those are? 
a I'm going to pass on that. 


Q Do you have an idea if the letters are dated or 
are without a date or location? 


A I don't have anything on that specifically beyond 
what I have told you at the very outset, in reply to the first 
question on this subject. 


Q Who are the other letters to? 
fi I just answered the question as to what I have. 


Q Do you have anything on the Medvid case today, 
Bern? 


A Well, only in the broadest terms, things that you 
have heard, that the Executive Branch has carried out its 
responsibilities on the Medvid case, and that the view here is 
that the matter is closed. 


Q I have a follow-up on that. 


Q Bernie, the President, this morning, told 
Republican leaders that he didn't believe it was closed and 
that he wanted to give Medvid another chance. The State 
Department is now saying, yes, it is still closed despite the 
fact that the President appears to be saying that it isn't? 


ITA 








a well, I'll have to leave it at where I have just 
put it, and not get involved into any sort of analysis of 
comments from other directions, obviously. 


Q Will Assistant Secretary Murphy or other ranking 
NEA people accompany the U.S. delegation to the summit? 


a I don't have the entire travelling party for 
you. You @ight want to address the White House on that. 


Let me get back to Medvid, if I may. On October 
29, the Department issued a written statement declaring that 
“Upon arrival at the naval facilities, seaman Medvid was given 
a thorough physical examination." Did this thorough physical 
examination include a urinalysis? 


a dtihatever has been said up until this point is 
what has been said, and I don't have anything additionally to 
add to -- by way of reply to your question. 


Q I understand. that would then include a blood 
test response, too? 


fs You'l] have to search the record as to what has 
been released from here to check out what you need. 


Q I don't see those. That's why I asked, but my -- 


c) No, just a second now. 
Q Yeah. 
A Just a second. In fact, a good deal of 


information has been made available from here, and I'm 
suggesting that in reply to your questions that the answer to 
some of those questions may in fact have already been set forth 
on the record for you. 


Q I appreciate that. I do have the entire record. 
what I'm interested in is whether Secretary Shultz was made 
aware of any possible limitations on this thorough physical 
examination when he briefed the President or other people? 


A I will have to say what I said a moment ago. 

















Q Are you able to say whether the Soviet doctor who 
was present objected to taking of blood samples or urine 
samples from Medvid? 


A I don't have anything beyond what I have said on 
the case up until now or what you've heard from here or the 
White House on the case. 


Q I do have one last question which I put two days 
ago and was promised an answer. 


A Let me just say something in response to the 
question on your part that -- after this briefing -- I don't 
know exactly how soon after; it is in the process of getting 
the copies together -- but we will be making available the 
medical reports and the psychiatric reports on seaman Medvid. 
You'll be able to pick those up not long after, as soon as we 
get them altogether in distributable fashion, outside at the 
Press Office. 


Q That's very helpful. Now, on my question -- 
A And you may, in these two -- in this anthology of 


disclosure --- find answers above and beyond what has already 
been set forth here to the questions that you're posing now. 


Q l appreciate that, but I won't find this, I'm 
sure. 


A Yeah. 

Q I asked whether, in view of all the evidence that 
has emerged after the Secretary's press conference, which has 
emerged in public if not already available to the 
Administration, I asked if he wanted to revise his flat denial 
that there was a growing body of evidence that Medvid was 
coerced back on to the Marshal Konev, and I was promised an 
answer. To my knowledge, it hasn't been offered yet? 

A I don't know that I have anything for you now. 

Q Would you take that question? 


A No. I think the Secretary has made his position 
clear. 


Q Do you have anything on Colombia? 


A Colombia? Yes, I do. 


Q Stay with Medvid? 








a Alright. 


Q Does the Department think that the Soviet vessel 
should be allowed to leave? 


A I set forth the general position of the 
Administration at the very outset. That it feels that it has 
carried out its responsibilities, and I'm just going to have to 
let it stand at this particular fashion. 


Q Reagan seens to have contradicted? 


Q What's your view of this subpoena? Should it be 
served? Should it be honored? 


A So far as the subpoena is concerned, we are 
providing the appropriate courtesies to the Senate staffers. 
Customs did escort them, take them to the ship, and I'm going 
to let it go at that. 


Q And will they do the same again today for the 
second effort? 


A 1 know of nothing that changes it in any way. 


Q Bernie, have you seen now Arafat's statement of 
yesterday? 
6 Wait a minute. Just in case there's anything 


more on Medvid. 


Q Are there any discussions with the Soviets on a 
diplomatic level about this? 


A I have nothing specific to share with you on 
that. I think -- let me just say that we have approved the 
travel of a consular officer from the Soviet Embassy to travel 
to New Orleans. It was my understanding, but I don't know how 
erecise the information wat, that he was due in that area early 
this afternoon. ®ut beyond that — and I put that timeframe in 
a rather fuzzy form. 


Q You said fro» Washington to New Orleans? 
i) Yeah. 
Q and what does he intend to do there? 


i) I don't have anything beyond that. You can make 
your own conclusions. 





Q This is one fellow? 


A I am told one. I don't have numbers for you. I 
am told one; a consular officer from the Soviet Embassy. 


Q Is that what happened before? How many went down 


before? 

a I don't know. I can't recall the exact number. 
You'll have to check the record for yourself. 

Q Can we go on Columbia then. 

A Columbia: In a general way -- let me just review 


where the situation stands as we see it here, obviously 
recognizing that the Columbian Government announced the end of 
the terrorist attack and the end of the occupation of the 
Palace of Justice. 


To our best knowledge, there is no official count of 
casualties on either side at this time. An undetermined number 
of hostages were killed by the terrorists. The President of 
the Supreme Court, Dr. Alfonso Reyes, was executed by the 
terrorists in the early morning hours of November 7. 

Eyewitness accounts by other hostages have confirmed his death. 


The damage to the Palace of Justice, as you know, was 
extensive, and on that particular point I cannot make any 
assessment of damage. 


So far as the U.S. Government's reaction: We are 
deeply shocked by this act of senseless terrorist violence 


perpetrated by the M-19 guerrillas. It represents a 
fundamental attack on the institutions of democracy and we 
condemn these lawless attacks. 


Q Copy of that? 
Q & follow up -- 
A 1'll try to see if I can help you, Matt, on that. 


Q President Betancur says that this operations was 
related to the drug trafficking and talked about if files, 
especially from the case of people who was going to be 
extradicted to the United States, were burned. Do you have any 
reaction to that specifically? 
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A No, I do not. I do not. 


Q Do you have any response to the way in which the 
Colombian Government responded to the attack? 


a Well, how do you mean? 


Q Well, within a couple of hours they were 
unleashing their army on the building and apparently ruled out 
a peaceful settlement. 


A Well, it's our understanding that President 
Betancur promised the terrorists free trials if they 
surrendered. He refused to negotiate. His decision received 
expressions of public support from political leaders of all 
major parties in Colombia. And I take it, to distill your 
question, does the -- how does the United States, for example, 
regard or support President Betancur's handling of the 
situation? The answer to that is yes, we do support it. 


Q Have you made that support exclusive? 


a I beg your pardon? 


Q Have you made that support exclusive? 1 mean, in 
communications with the Government of Colombia? 

& I don't have anything for you on communications 
between any -- between the United States and Colombia. 

Q Can we move on to &rafat? 

A Yeah. 


Q Does the United States see Arafat's Cairo 
declaration of yesterday as amplified by senior Egyptian 
officials as a positive step, a major step, on the road to 
peace talks? 


A Let me answer your question this way, Mike. We 
consistently have supported efforts to eradicate the scourge of 
terrorism in the Middle East and elsewhere. 


We applaud the efforts that King Hussein and President 
Mubarak have exerted in recent weeks to remove violence from 
the Middle East equation. Whether this declaration -- that is 
to say, what you're talking about -- in fact furthers that 
objective will have to be judged by the situation on the ground 
— that is, the so-called Cairo declaration as it's being 
called. 








Q What is the situation on the ground? 
a What is it? 
Q Yeah? 


7 I don't want to get drawn into what the situation 
on the ground is now. 


Q What is the -- 
Q Is there anything positive to it at all? 


6 I'm not -- I will stand on precisely what I 
said. I hear you're talking about positive, and someone asked 
me about whether I welcomed it. My response is what I have 
just given you. 


Q How does the United States understand the Cairo 
declaration? Do you have a reading of it? 


fe No. It's -- I think the thing you want to keep 
in mind is the point that I've just made, that whether this 
declaration, this Cairo declaration, in fact furthers the 
objective of removing violence from the Middle East equation 
will have to be judged by the evolving situation on the 
ground. I don't think that really needs any extra dimension of 
definition. I think it's very clear, and if I can borrow an 
Old spokesman's phrase, “it speaks for itself." 


Q Well, let me ask you something else, Bernie. 
You're applauding King Hussein and President Mubarak precisely 


for what? I'm sorry, I didn't get the -- 


) For the efforts that they have made in recent 
weeks to remove violence from what I have called the "Middle 
East equation." 


Q And do you read the Cairo statement, without 
giving it any value at all, as a result of this -- 


i I have -- 


Q Excuse me, Bernie. Do you read it as a result of 
the input of the King and President Mubarak? 


2148 





10 


‘ I'm sorry, I lost that last qualifier. 
Do you read the Cairo statement -- 


Yes. 


oD P 


-—- as a result of the imput of these two heads of 
states? 


a I am making a point of applauding the efforts of 
King Hussein and President Mubarak. I've introduced a kind of 
litmus test as to what the declaration means or doesn't mean a 
couple of times during the course of the last few minutes, and 
I don't have anything that would enable me to go beyond that to 
take it into categories that you are suggesting and that have 
also been incorporated in a couple of other questions put to me. 


Q So can we understand that you are still skeptic 
of arafat's intention, and you need him to really have action 
to support his words? 


a The thing that I want to stress is the opposition 
by the United States to violence, wherever it occurs. We are 
looking for the elimination of all acts of violence and 
terrorism, and I think that you have heard it reiterated on 
more than one occasion from the lectern, and I think certainly 
from the Secretary himself, that those who practice violence 
and terrorism should have no place at the negotiating table. 


Q Bernie, do you regard this as a foreswearing of 
terrorism by the PLO? 


A I am not going to get involved in doing any 
overall analysis. I have been invited -- 


Q Well, I mean -—- 


A Well, John, I've been invited by some of your 
colleagues here in the last five minutes to make an assessment, 
and to the degree that I will make an assessment, I already 
have. 


Q Well, let me put it this way: They're -- in 
making his declaration, what you refer to as the "Cairo 
declaration," Mr. Arafat specifically restated that this does 
not apply to what he called the “occupied territories and the 
struggle to free it." So -- I mean, that's kind of out there 


on its face. 


Is this, in your view, a foreswearing of terrorism by 


the PLO? 
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6 I have given you my reply, John, on several 
occasions in the last few minutes, and I appreciate the 
persistence, and I'm sure you'll recognize my equal persistence. 


Q Bernie, can you bring us up to date on progress 
or lack of progress towards Murphy's meeting with the joint 
Palestinian/Jordanian delegation? 


A I don't have anything that I can share with you. 


Q Bernie, yesterday I asked a question about the 
settlers in the West Bank calling for violence, civil war, if 
any compromises will be made between the United States -- 
between Israel and the Jordanian Government, and there was a 
statement or reaction, which it was sort of hypothetical and 
I'll get it from the Press Office -- it wasn't read -- but I'm 
asking this because in light of the current violence in the 
West Bank between Jewish settlers and Palestinians under 
occupation, and due to the fact that most of these settlers are 
dual citizens, United States and Israel, doesn't the State 
Department see its duty to show concern to the source of these 
threats which these settlers are making, and what steps the 
United States Government intends to follow when these settlers 
will resort to violence against Palestinians? 


6 By way of specifics, 1 don't have anything for 
you. 


Q Can you take it? 


By way of a general statement, you have heard it 
reseoreved on more than one occasion that the United States 


deplores cycles of violence that take place, and I'm simply 
going to have to let it stand there. 


Q Well, it's very important, because -- 
6 I recognize the emphasis and the urgency you're 


putting on the question. The fact is that I don't have 
anything for you. 


AqSC 





12 


Q Well, I would like for you to look into this, 
because, I mean, if Kahane, when he first moved to Israel, and 
he started becoming active in the Kach movement and his Jewish 
Defense League, he made these threats, and from this podium and 
from this place we said several times, my colleagues and myself 
and others, asked a question about Meir Kahane's ectivities, 
and you were evasive most of the time -- not you personally, 
the State Department was evasive. 

Did they make any specifics? I mean, if Kahane was 
stripped out of his citizenship, as U.S. citizen, and now he is 
in Israel. These people who are -- 


b Wait a minute. Wait a minute. When I sat in the 
other desk, I said, “What's the question? 


Q This is the question. 

a Well, I told you — 

Q These are dual citizens. 

id I told you I didn't have anything on this. 


Q Can you look into this? Can you make your 
specifics about this matter? 


6 I will see if anything is possible, but I must 
assure you at the very outset that I cannot say with absolute 
confidence that I will indeed be able to get something for you. 

Q Do you want to formalize the POM/MIA trip plan? 

fe POW/MIA plans in what sense? 

Joint excavation. 


. 
Q The joint excavation plans? 
& 


I think we may have something in t..e Press Office 
on that. We'll take a look at that later. 


Q When -- are these records going to be in there 
right now? The -- 


a We hope to get them out fairly quickly. 
Q What? In an hour, half hour? 
A No, no. Shorter time than that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:03 p.m.) 














TAKEN QUESTION 
POSTED: 


Question taken at the November 8, 1985 NOVEMBER 8, 1985 
noon press aeieting 
SRAEL/WEST BANK: SETTLER VIOLENCE 





Q: What is the USG reaction to the call for armed resistance 
published in a recent Israeli settler newspaper? 

A: WE HAVE REPEATEDLY CONDEMNED ACTS OF VIOLENCE FROM ALL 
QUARTERS. THREATS OR ACTS OF VIOLENCE ONLY SERVE TO 
IMPEDE THE PEACE PROCESS AND TO ADVANCE THE INTERESTS OF 
THOSE OPPOSED TO A NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT. IN THIS 
REGARD, WE NOTE THAT PRIME MINISTER PERES AND OTHER 
ISRAELI OFFICIALS HAVE DENOUNCED THE ARTICLE AND HAVE 


CALLED FOR ADHERENCE TO THE RULE OF LAW. 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 12, 1985, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have three announcements. 


The first: Available in the Press Office today are 
the following prepared statements by Department officials 
before Congress: Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs Paul Wolfowitz testified at 9:30 a.m. before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Subcommittee on Asia and 
Pacific. The topic of his testimony was "The Situation in the 
Philippines." 


Assistant Secretary for International Narcotics 
Matters, John Thomas, will testify at 1:30 p.m. before the 
House foreign Affairs Committee, International Narcotics 
Control Task Force. The topic of his testimony will be “Recent 
Developments in Latin American Narcotics Control." 


Secondly: Secretary Shultz will travel to Brussels, 
Bonn, Berlin, Bucharest, Budapest and Belgrade (Laughter) 


ti eee December 10 through December 18. In Brussels, he 
will attend the Semi-Annual] Ministerial Meeting of the North 


Atlantic Council, December 12 and 13 and will lead the U.S. 
Delegation to the annual Ministerial level consultations 
between the United States and the European Economic Community 
on December 13. 


On the margins of the North Atlantic Council meeting, 
he will also meet with various allied Foreign Ministers. On 
December 13, Secretary Shultz will travel to Bonn for meetings 
with German leaders. On December 14, he will visit Berlin 
where he will meet with the Berlin Governing Mayor and deliver 
a speech to the Berlin Press Conference. 


Secretary Shultz will visit Bucharest December 15; 
Budapest, December 16; and Belgrade December 17 for 
consultations in response to invitations from those capitals. 
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Any questions on that trip before I move on to my 
third announcement? 


Q I presume it's West Berlin he's going to, not 
East Berlin? 


t That's correct. 


Q He doesn't have an aversion to cities that don't 
start with "B," does he? (Laughter) 


A The “C's” will be for the springtime, and we']] 
work on - 


Finally, a third statement: Since Saturday, November 
2, a number of Nicaraguan employees of our Embassy in Managua 
have been summoned to appear before Nicaraguan State Security 
authorities. As of the afternoon of Thursday, November 7, some 
14 employees have been summoned. All have been subjected to 
long periods of intense and often abusive interrogation ranging 
from six to thirteen hours in length. 


All have been subjected as well to psychological 
abuse, by being forced to sit for extended periods of time in 
small windowless rooms, by being allowed to sit or speak only 
at the whim of the interrogator, and by being forced to walk at 
all times with their head down and eyes on the ground 
accompanied by armed guards. 


Their summonses have often come late at night with 
security agents appearing at their homes and ordering them to 
appear at State Security Headquarters early the next morning. 
All have been accused of working for the CIA, and all have been 
told they were “prisoners.” So far, all have been released but 
ye warnings that they will be under surveillance in the 

uture. 


We reject any claims that these employees were engaged 
in espionage activities. All are employed in a normal sort of 
support functions as foreign nationals in any U.S. Embassy in 
the world. We regard these midnight summonses and this 
psychological and verbal abuse of our foreign service national] 
employees as unacceptable harassment. We have strongly 
protested these efforts at intimidation to the Nicaraguan 
Government and call on that government to cease them 


immediately. 


Questions? 








Q Have any of them quit, Chuck? 
Q Can we have a copy? 
Yes, you may. And not to my knowledge. 


Q Chuck, is that a sort of a warning or just an 
appeal to the Nicaraguan Government to cease such behavior? I 
couldn't follow that. 


A What is your question? 


Q Is it sort of a warning statement towards -- 
directed to the Nicaraguan Government in regard to this 
behavior? 


if Well, let me just simply reiterate the last 
statement which was that we have protested these efforts, and 
we call on the Nicaraguan Government to cease them 
yt + geal So I think our demand is relatively clear on all 
of that. 


Q Chuck, your statemerit said that you reject any 
claims that these people were engaged in espionage activities. 
Earlier you said that they were accused of working for the CIA. 


Do you deny that they were working for the CIA? 


A 1 deny that they were engaged in any sort of 
espionage activities. They were in the normal sort of support 
functions that are carried on by foreign service nationals 
throughout the world in various U.S. Embassies. 


Q But they might have been working for the CIA? 
ba I have nothing further. 

Q But not in espionage activities? 

és I have nothing further on that. 


The question that -- let me answer John's question 
first. I can answer that, I think, most directly by simply 
saying that Deputy Assistant Secretary William Walker presented 
a formal protest note to the Nicaraguan Charge this morning, so 
I don't believe we have a response yet. 


Q Can you say how many total employees -- 
Nicaraguan employees -- there are at the Embassy and how many 
Americans are posted there now? 








A No, I can't; not now. 


Q Do these employees normally work, or always work 
in non-sensitive areas? , 


A I really can't go into the details of the 
specifics of where these individuals work, but I think those of 
you familiar with Embassy operations throughout the world know 
the kinds of things that foreign service nationals do and this 
is no different from that. 


Q You mean drivers and such? 


a That's right. Support functions is the genera) 
categorization. 


Q Is there anything in the interrogation, or from 
what the Nicaraguans have said, to explain the timing of this? 


A No, 1 have nothing 1 could help you with on that, 
Jim. 


Q Have there been any specific accusations against 
them that could be explained through the investigation itself? 


A No. I might expand briefly by saying that the 
abuse has been limited to verbal insults, including 
name-calling, the groundless accusations that I referred to, 
and psychological harassment. 


~--MORE-- 








Q Is this the first time this has happened, did you 
say? 


A l'd have to look into that to see if it was the 
very first time. 


Q Chuck, you said that was of the 7th, it had -- 
there were 14 employees involved. Does that mean that nothing 
further has happened in this matter since the 7th with the 
exception of the protest note that was handed today? 


A That's right. 
Q Okay. So nobody else was called in after the 7th? 


a My information is current as of this morning, so 


Q Okay. 


Could you tel] us if the 14 terminated their 
employment of their own volition? 


A I don't believe so. 


Q Chuck, were the accusations general -- as general 
as you gave them to us, that they were working for the CIA, or 
were they accused of specific overt acts? 


A I can't get into the details, as I said earlier, 
as to exactly what the accusations have been. But, suffice it 
to say, that it appears largely to be an attempted intimidation. 


Q Why did you wait til today to respond publicly, 
and is it partially in response to President Ortega's statement 
yesterday that the United States signed the Contadora Treaty? 


A I would discourage you from trying to make any 
connection with yesterday's events. In fact, we've been quite 
concerned about these happenings since they began last week. 
The fact of the matter is, as I noted in response to John's 
question, that we made our formal protest to the Nicaraguan 
Government this morning, and, therefore, we're informing you 
after the fact. 


Q How do you analyze this problem? lis it, for 
example, seen as a further milestone on Nicaragua's march 
towards a typical pattern of a Marxist-Leninist state to strike 
out at defenseless U.S. Embassy personnel in order to 
intimidate them? 





7 I really can't give you any characterization in 
more -- in the broad terms that you're asking for. Clearly, 
it's the sort of intimidation that we have to reject 
categorically, whether or not it's part of a broader process. 
In this case, these are foreign service national employees who 
work for the United States Government, and we're going to do 
our part to make sure that they're not intimidated. 


Q But you do view it as a clear effort of 
intimidation 


“ I think it clearly is that. 


-- and not a -- something within their legal 
structure. 


i) No. 1 don't believe so. 
Q Chuck, can you take -- 


Q Can 1 follow up on what 1 asked before? Do you 
have any response to Oretga's declaration yesterday regarding 
the Contadora Treaty? 


is l can get to that if there are no more questions 
on this particular case. 


Q One question on this, if 1 may: Is -- have -- is 
it only Nicaraguan employees at the Embassy, or have others 
been called in? 1 mean, have they just focused it on the 


Embassy, or to your knowledge have other -- either American 
non-diplomats or other Nicaraguans working there been called in 
and -- 

‘ No. This has been focused on Nicaraguan 


employees of our Embassy in Managua. 


Q Is it only the U.S. Embassy that is concerned or 
other Western embassies? 


if I can ask, but to the best of my knowledge it's 
only the U.S. Embassy. 


Q Chuck, have the threats gone beyond the 
individuals and to their families as well? 


a I don't have the answer to that. 





Q Can you say whether -- can you tell us anything 
further about the contents of the protest, or can we assume 
that the protest note is largely similar to the statement you 
read this morning? 


a You can assume the latter, that those are the 
points that it makes. 


Q And, secondly, can you say whether the United 
States, as a result of this incident or perhaps any other 
recent developments we don't know about, is considering closing 
any Nicaraguan diplomatic facilities or in any way curtailing 
Nicaraguan Government operations in the United States? 


A At least at this time I have nothing that would 
lead me in that direction, Ralph. 


Q Can you explain the functions of -- you said 
“support functions.” What do they do there in the Embassy? 


i) I think Jim alluded to the various kinds of 
support functions such as drivers -- they perform all sorts of 
support functions, largely in administrative capacities around 
embassies throughout the world. There's no difference in 
Nicaragua than in any other country. 


Q Can you take the question, Chuck, of numbers? 

You said you didn't know if this was the total. Can you let us 
know if in fact they have now talked to all] of the Nicaraguan 
employees? 

A 1']] see if 1 can help. 

Q Did you say whether they were threatened, in some 
way in the future, that they should quit the Embassy or else 
they'd be harassed some more? Whether any -- 

fa Did 1 say, or would 1 say? 

Q Did you say? I didn't know. 


a No. I don't think 1 gave you any reason to 
believe one way or the other, other than that they had been 
questioned, interrogated, and intimidated. 


Q Have they been asked to leave -- 


Q Do you know whether it will continue unless they 
quit the Embassy, or -- 


24G6C 





‘ No. I don't have any more details I can give you 
on the specific nature of the interrogations. 


Q Have they been asked to leave their posts or 
their jobs at the U.S. Embassy? 


a No. I don't have the answer to that question. 


Q Is the United States able to offer them any 
assurances at all, other than make the protest to the 
Nicaraguan Government? 


Ga Well, ultimately, of course, they are in 
Nicaragua, so that we will do our utmost, of course, to ensure 
that they are protected to the very best of our ability. 


Have we offered them asylum, or have any of them 
asked for asylum in the United States? 


A We'se not, I think, to that point yet, Ralph. I 
can only say that, as far as 1 know, 1 think 1 believe al] have 
been released, but with warnings that they will be under 
surveillance in the future. 


Q Can we move on to a different subject? 

i) Right. 1 had one question on -- 

Q Contadora -- 

i -- on Contadora. Right. Let me start by saying 


that regardless of that statement, that we hope the Contadora 
process is not dead or not at a dead end. The preconditions 
that Nicaragua has established, however, appear designed to 
make agreement difficult, if not impossible. 


It has for some time appeared that the Sandinistas 
were trying to frustrate the completion of a workable Contadora 
Treaty, and this most recent demand continues their 
intransigence. 


Nicaragua demands that its internal insurgency be 
resolved prior to signature but rejects every offer by the 
resistance for dialogue and interprets Contadora draft treaty 
language on national reconciliation as not requiring dialogue 
with resistance. That refusal and interpretations are, as we 
see it, the real obstacles to peace. 


Q Copy? 











6 Yes. 


Q Chuck, are you saying that you think that if this 
situation remains unchanged, Contadora is finished? 


A We're saying we hope not. We're saying that this 
particular stance on the part of the Sandinista Government is 
not going to help things progress and, in fact, appear designed 
to make agreement difficult, if not impossible. 


Q Does the United States support the draft? 
a On Contadora? 
Q Correct. 


A Our position on the Contadora process hasn't 
changed concerning the particular point at issue in this 
particular case. As President -- as the President said before 
the United Nations General Assembly on October 24th, “America's 
support for struggling democratic resistance forces must not 
and shall not cease" until negotiations between the warring 
parties in Nicaragua result in definitive progress. 


Q So the previous draft a year ago to strong U.S. 
opposition and -- I just wonder whether you have a position on 
the revised version which was issued in September? 


A All 1 could do is reiterate our standard position 
concerning the Contadora process, what it should produce, and 
the elements of a successful agreement as we would see it, and 
I could provide that for you afterwards. 


Q Chuck, on another subject, 1 understand that 
Senator Helms is charging a private arrangement, a private deal 
between the United States and the Soviet Union, if the United 
States would not accept ship jumpers and other would-be people 
seeking asylum in return for additional] grain sales, etc. 


Does the State Department have any response to the 
Senator's allegation? 


A Barry, I have no response to specific allegations 
of such a nature. Let me say for the record once again that in 
dealing with these kind of people who seek or attempt to seek 
asylum in the United States, that we are guided not only by the 
law but with a very strong moral conviction that every chance 
should be made to give those people a chance to remain in this 
country if they so desire. That has been and that will 
continue to be our policy. 
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Q Chuck, can I follow that up, please? One of the 
specific allegations made in testimony this morning on the Hill 
was that the State Department entered into an agreement with 
the Soviet Embassy in Washington, granting the ship -- Medvid's 
ship extra-territorial status, which then allegedly led to the 
scenario that took place. 


Does the U.S. have any comment on that allegation that 
an agreement was reached to grant the Marshal Konev 
extra-territorial status? 


4 First of all, 1 have no comment on that specific 
story. I'm not sure what the relevance of that particular 
story would be, in any case, to the Medvid case since we have 
made it clear that we were prepared to do everything in our 
power to ensure that seaman Medvid was given a chance to 
express his choice in a non-threatening, non-coercive 
environment. 


We did that, first, on board a Coast Guard cutter, 
then on a Navy shore facility, and it's been said if that had 
not been arranged on agreeable terms to all, that we were 
prepared to take other measures as necessary to ensure that 
that interview took place. 


So 1 think al] of that should answer your question 
concerning any such arrangement indirectly. 


~- MORE -- 





1) 


O.K. And another specific question: It was also 
alleged in testimony this morning on the Hill that the U.S. 
issued the subpoena to the Soviets in this case by concealing 
the subpoena in a package of cigarettes which was then handed 
to either the captain or to Medvid. 


Do you have any comment on that allegation? 


A To the best of my knowledge, those were actions 
undertaken by Senate staff. As a consequence, I'd have to 
refer you to them. 


Q Is there a State Department communique of any 
kind to the Government of Colombia supporting the actions of 
President Betancur against the M-19 terrorists this last 
weekend? Do you have also any comment with regard to the 
M-19's role in narco-terrorism to confirm that in fact this was 
a drug-related terrorist act? 


A On the latter question, I can't help you; 1 don't 
have anything on that. On your earlier question, in more 
general terms, as we stated last week, we were deeply shocked 
by the terrorist takeover of the Palace of Justice. The U.S. 
Government condemns the lawless elements that perpetrated this 
act of senseless violence. It represents a complete lack of 
respect for the rule of law and the principles of democracy in 
a free society. 


President Betancur faced an extremely difficult 
situation. We expressed our fullest support to the Colombian 
Government as it sought to bring the Supreme Court takeover to 
a conclusion, and finally we join the Colombian Government and 
people of Colombia as they mourn the tragic loss of innocent 
lives at the hands of the terrorists who are responsible for 
this terrorist incident. 


Q Do you have any news on what is exactly going on 
in Liberia? 


A I']] give you what I have; it's not very 
conclusive at this particular point in time. Thomas Quiwonkpa, 
who was Armed Forces Commanding General in Liberia until 1983, 
announced on Liberian Radio in the early morning of November 12 
that he and forces loyal to him had overthrown Head of State 
Samuel Doe. Subsequently, at 0947 Washington time, Head of 
State Doe announced on the radio that the coup had failed. 

It's not yet clear what forces are in control. 
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Q Can I follow that? Quiwonkpa was in the United 
States apparently between the time that he and Doe had a 
falling out, and he left his position as Armed Forces Chief of 
Staff, 1 believe, when Mr. Doe announced that he was going to 
run for president as a civilian. 


Do you have any information about what he was doing in 
the United States during this interim period and whether any 
U.S. officials met with him? 


Gs 1 can't answer either one of those. I think 
there are many Liberian exiles, if you will, who are in the 
United States because of the relationship of Liberia with the 
United States; and to the best of my knowledge, that was the 
case with Mr. Quiwonkpa. But I have nothing else on any 
contacts he may have had during the time he was in this country 


Q And to that, can you take the question? 

A All I can tell you is that if you're trying to 
imply did U.S. officials and Mr. Quiwonkpa have something to do 
with the coup attempt, the answer is no. 

Q King Hussein is going to Syria and possibly -- 


A Anything else on Liberia before we switch to the 
Middle East? 


Q ] have a question on Africa. 

A All right. We'll stay on Africa and the Middle 
East next. 

Q Anything new on this call for a conference at 


Camp David on South Africa? 

a No. Nothing at all. 

Q Thank you. 

a Middle East. 

Q Yes. King Hussein is going to Syria and just 
like the relations between Syria and Jordan are improving, and 


he made a statement over the weekend that he hopes that soon 
the Arab flag will fly over Jerusalem. 


Do you have any comment on King Hussein's new position 
about the peace process? And will this trip affect the peace 
process at all? 
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ra No, I have nothing I can offer you at this point 
on King Hussein's statemenis. 


Q Chuck, have you been in contact with the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, and do you have any reason to be 
optimistic that his intermediary role with whoever is holding 
the American hostages might be helpful? 


6 Let me give you a few answers which cover various 
aspects of your question. First, concerning the role of the 
Archbishop or his representatives, we welcome efforts by any 
responsible party to obtain the release of the American and a)] 
other hostages in Lebanon. We again call upon the kidnappers 
to release all the hostages forthwith. 


Concerning contacts, as we have said before, we are in 
touch with a number of parties on this issue, but I'm not going 
to comment on their identities or our exchanges with them, for 
tie same reasons which 1 have cited and which Bernie Kalb had 
cited a number of times. 


Q Fine, but do you have any more reason to be 
slightly more optimistic this time around with the Aarchbishop's 
mission or his representative's mission? 


a I wouldn't want to be drawn into characterizing 
the current situation as more or less optimistic. I would 
leave it by saying that we continue to explore whatever 
possibilities may exist in order to assure the release of those 
hostaces as soon as possible. 


Q Do you know whether the Lebanese Government has 
any knowledge of the captors’ whereabouts or the location or 
who they are? 


(2 No. As always, not commenting on any operational 
aspects of the case. 


Q Chuck, to follow that, what about -~ do you have 
any comment on the Voice of Lebanon report that identifies the 
location, where it says the hostages are being held? 


is) The same answer pertains. 

Q Do you have anything on the explosion that took 
place today against the leaders of the Lebanese Front in the 
Awkar area, which is near the American Embassy? 


a We abhor this incident of violence and continue 
to urge al] parties in Lebanon to exercise restraint I can 
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add that the bomb went off about a quarter of a mile From the 
Embassy Annex and the temporary office space. Much glass in 
those buildings was broken, but there were no significant 
injuries involving Embassy American or Lebanese personnel. 


Q The Minister, Nabih Barri, the Minister of 
Justice in Lebanon, accused or charged the U.S. yesterday that 
this is putting pressure to block the Syrian efforts to achieve 
a politica] settlement in Lebanon. 


Do you have any readout or a comment on that? 


Q The United States has done nothing to impede the 
building of a consensus in Lebanon. Our goals have been 
consistent for the past decade, predating the Lebanese civil 


wer. We support a sovereign, independent Lebanon with a 
strengthened central government able to exert its authority 


throughout the country. 


We understand the accord to which you made mention is 
still under negotiation. It would be premature for us to offer 
any comment or to hypothesize on the final form that the accord 


may take. 
Q (Inaudible) you answered the question “yes.” 
A Yes -- pardon me? 
Q You are saying you support the Lebanese 


Government and the accord is against the Lebanese Government. 


A I'm telling you, I'm not commenting on the accord 
because it would be premature to do so. I'm saying that we've 
done nothing to impede the building of a consensus in Lebanon, 
which was in direct reply to his original question. 


Q Can we have a filing break? 


A You need a filing break? (Laughter) I'm not 
sure that we have very much more to go, but -- 


(Laughter) 


Q Do you have a situation report on the conditions 
in Afghanistan, the offensive and the casualties? 


a No, 1 don't 


(Laughter) 
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Q Chuck, do you have any update on the 
investigation that was ordered by the President concerning the 
leakage of information about destabilizing the regime in Libya? 


é No. Nothing whatsoever. 


Q Chuck, any comments on the report yesterday about 
the U.S. intervention in an attempt to arrange an agreement 
between King Hussein and Prime Minister Peres involving a swap 
of agreements for an international conference in exchange for 
Arafat's recognition of Israel's right to exist? 


A No. Nothing, Ralph. 


Q Chuck, an academic report commissioned by the 
State Department appears to blow a few holes in the U.S. State 
Department view on the South Pacific, namely that the alleged 
Russian penetration of the region has been greatly exaggerated, 
that the French are the real problems, along with rigid U.S. 
attitudes. Do you have any conment on the report? 


fa Yes, I do. 

Q I thought you might. 

A It's just that between the South Pacific and the 
Soviets -- I'm just trying to find out what area of the world 
this is in. (Laughter) 

Q You might try Europe 

és No, it's not Europe. 

Q Try peace. 

6 I give up. Anybody got a -- 

Oh, yes, here it is. It's under South Pacific. 

(Laughter) 

fi Yes. The report you're referring to known as the 
Kiste-Herr report -- I didn't make that up, folks -- it's a 
report written by Professors Robert Kiste and Richard Herr. It 
does not “blame” the U.S. and France for instability in the 
South Pacific. Such a conclusion could only be based on a 


selective, out-of-context reading of the document. 


The Department commissioned Kiste and Herr to write a 
report on the potential for Soviet penetration in the South 
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Pacific, in mid-1984. This Commission was part of the 
Department's ongoing external research program and was a purely 
academic exercise, with neither author having access to 
classified government documerits. 


As is always the case in external research program 
projects, the conclusions reached by the authors do not 
represent the official opinion or policy of the U.S. 
Government. The report is unclassified and has been widely 


distributed. 
Q Can 1 have a copy, please? 


‘& Of the report? 


Q Yes, please. 

a I'll see if we can find one. 

Q One question on South Africa: do you have any - 
4 (inaudible) 

Q Do you have any comment on the renewal of threats 


yesterday to expel migrant workers in retaliation for the 
sanctions? 


6 No. 
Q Did that report come in a bottle? 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 P.M.) 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1985, 12:35 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Couple of announcements as to the 
availability of prepared testimony. 


Ron Spiers, Under Secretary for Management, testifies 
3:30 this afternoon, House Subcommittee on International 
Operations. Topic: “Legislative Proposals Regarding 
Diplomatic Security." 


For this afternoon, Assistant Secretary for 
Inter-American Affairs Elliott Abrams, Subcommittees on Human 
Rights and International Organizations, and on Western 
Hemisphere Affairs. The topic of his testimony: “Human Rights 
in Peru." 


As you know, Secretary Shultz will be holding a 
pre-summit news conference tomorrow. The time is 10:15, Room 
450 of the OEFB. And as a result of the press conference 
tomorrow, we're going to scratch tomorrow's briefing, and we 
could do that for today's too if we take a vote. So -- 

Q You better not take a vote. 


A You better not take a vote? Well, I'll take that 
bite, George. I'm prepared to gamble. 


Q That's ON THE RECORD tomorrow, isn't it? 


A It is ON THE RECORD tomorrow. That is right. 
What prompts the phrasing? 


Q Because of the backgrounder this afternoon. 
A Because it -- 


Q He is usually ON THE RECORD. 
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A I see. Okay. 


Q What's the Administration's position on SALT II 
now? Is it willing to continue adhering, and under what 
conditions? 


A I have nothing at all that changes what you've 
heard up until now about SALT IT. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Israeli Cabinet 
situation and -- 


a Nothing at all on that. 


Q Bernie, what's the U.S. view of the Church of 
England's mission to Beirut? 


6 I think that what has been said from here 
yesterday by Dr. Redman was done in setting forth the U.S. 
position in such a way that I would find myself only repeating 


it. That is, I can take you into no new ground, and I'm just 
going to have to stand on that, on what Chuck said yesterday. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on reports from 
Cairo that Egypt is asking the United States to lower the 
number of the diplomatic staff in its Embassy in Egypt? 

fs I haven't heard that, so I have nothing on it. 

Q Would you take the question, please? 

4 I think that's going to fall under the heading of 
confidential diplomatic exchanges, and I think that you can 
save yourself some time, and I equally so, by foregoing the 
invitation. 

Q Thank you. 

A But just let me -- 

Q Please. 


6 Just checking on attendance. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comment on a critical 
report in the last issue of The National Journal about the work 
of the State Department and the briefings at the State 
Department, that it's becoming less and less effective, and 
less and less news that the reporters get out of here? 





‘ No. I glanced at it with a lack of interest. 
(Laughter) 


Q The Nicaraguans have replied to the charges of 
yesterday. Do you have any response to what they've said? 
They've delivered a note to Ambassador Bergold, and they've 
said that whatever they've done was within the law? They've 
denied the allegations of harassment. 


A Well, I may not have anything specific to reply 
to your question, but just let me say in a general way that it 
seems clear that the intimidation and abuse of these Nicaraguan 
citizens is part of the current wave of repression that is 
affecting all sectors of Nicaraguan society not under the 
absolute control of the regime. 


In response to the U.S. protest of these 
unconscionable interrogations of innocent persons, the 
Sandinista regime responds only that these Nicaraguans do not 
enjoy diplomatic immunity, and that the actions are legal under 
the state of emergency. 


We believe that response is typical of the cynicism 
towards human rights characteristic of the regime. 


Q Are you revealing what was in the note, or are 
you commenting on something they said publicly? 

6 I -- insofar as what was in their note? 

Q As far as what your characterization of their 
response -- 

i) Nothing beyond what I have just said. 

Q Can we have a copy of that, Bernie? 

ig Yes, you can. 

Q Bernie, do you have any further incidents since 


November 7th? 
6 I don't have anything on that. 
Q Okay. So that as far as the facts are concerned 
A My understanding as of now is that the figure 


that I think Chuck gave you yesterday, which stood at about 14, 
remains about that. 


aTia 





Q Have any of them quit their jobs as a result of 
the harassment, Bernie? 


é On that particular point, I've been given to 
understand that one senior employee has indicated he might 
resign -—-— has indicated that he might resign as a result of 
threats against himself and his family. 

Q The threats do extend to the families? 


a As I've given it to you now, without anything 
beyond that. 


Q Is that new from yesterday? So that's happened 
since yesterday. 


& I don't think that Chuck had that specific piece 
of information yesterday. 


Q When did that happen? 
Q What do you mean by “senior employee"? 


A Can't help you with specifics, as I simply don't 
have them now. 


Q Are any of the employees to which you refer 
considered senior employees of the U.S. Embassy in Nicaragua? 


a Well, obviously, the people who made the 
evaluation of this particular person used the word “senior,” 
but I don't have anything that in any way could describe 
precisely what is meant by that. 

He's one of the -- 
He still falls in the category of -- 


-- 14 people that you -- 


> © &© 0 


He's one of the 14. Yes. 


Q So that he falls into the category of the 
description of those people -- 


a That's -- 


Q -- as given to us yesterday. 








6 Exactly. 


He could be a senior chauffeur, or something, but 
he wouldn't be a senior employee, or something? 


a I would be speculating and, therefore, 
disinclined to do so. 


Q Do you have anything on the comments of the 
Nicaraguan Defense Minister last night concerning Soviet-bloc 
arms shipments to Nicaragua? 


A No. I don't have anything on that. 


-- MORE -- 








Q Last summer the United States accused the Soviet 
Union of dusting our employees with a potentially harmful 
substance. Do you know over the months that have passed 
whether or not that practice is still being done by the 
Soviets, and have there been any preliminary results from the 
laboratory tests to indicate whether or not the substance is or 
is not truly harmful? 


a Let me take a look at that and see what we can 
get you. 


Q Bernie, can you update us with the situation, as 
you understand it, in Monrovia. 


a Monrovia? 
Q Liberia. 


& Well -- I'll take it up with you later, Mike. 
Our understanding that forces loyal to head of state Samuel Doe 
are now in control. That there has been continued, sporadic 
gunfire in Monrovia but that we are receiving no reports of any 
major fighting in Liberia. That about -- 


. I understand that the Doe forces have been 
arresting rebels. Do you have anything -- 


A No. No authoritative figures on arrests or 
casualties or whatever. We've seen some of those reports that 
have been carried by the press. But by way of authoritative 
figures, nothing. 


Q Has the State Department changed its position in 
any way on aid to Angola in light of Jonas Savimbi's pleas? To 
UNITA -- I'm sorry? 


6 Let me say, in a general way, that the 
Administration shares the American public's sympathy with 
UNITA's resistance to Soviet aggression in Angola. The United 
States is pursuing many sensible goals in southern Africa, 
Namibian independence, Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola, 
reconciliation and an end to apartheid in South Africa; and 
that we are concerting our actions with our allies in the 
frontline states. 


As we proceed to work toward these goals, we want to 
be supportive of UNITA, but the way in which we demonstrate 
that support is important, and we will be working with Congress 
in the coming weeks to meet this objective in a way compatible 
with our broader policy goals. 








Q Does that mean you would approve financial aid? 


A No. I'm going to have to let it stand the way 
I'm saying it now. The way in which we demonstrate that 
support is important; and insofar as unpeeling the word 
“support,” I'm not in a position to do that now. 


Q Do you have any position on the hostages that 
they still hold? 


a No, I don't have anything beyond what I've just 
given you 


i) Bernie, can you be more specific when you talk 
about Soviet aggression in Angola? 


a No, I'm going to let it stand as I've given it to 
you now. 


Q Bernie, do you have any comments on the House of 
Representatives resolution yesterday objecting to arms sales to 
Jordan until the direct peace negotiations between Jordan and 
Israel begin? 


) The Administration would have preferred to 
proceed promptly with the entire defensive arms package to 
Jordan which we believe is eminently justified on its own 
merits. 


Following the Senate vote late last month, the White 
House stated the view of the President that this leaves clear 
the way for the proposed sale by March 1, at the latest, and 
the identical House action leaves the situation unchanged. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
be Yes, you can. 


Q And another question. How does the United States 
Government look at this rapprochement between Syria and 
Jordan? I know that you are refusing, or refusing in the past, 
to say anything about this, but it looks like it's something 
serious is going on -- you know -- in negotiations or talks 
between Syria and Jordan? 


6 Well, let me say that in a general way we would 
welcome any reduction in regional tensions, but it would be 
premature to speculate about developments in Jordanian-Syrian 
relations. Jordan clearly remains committed to seeking an 
early negotiated settlement to the Middle East dispute. 
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Q Can we have a copy of that, too? 

A Let me see if we can help you on that. 

Q Bernie, to stay with the Middle East, does this 
Administration agree with Israel in any extension of a security 
zone in south Lebanon that's being considered now in Israel? 

& I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Be, nie, is the Secretary still going to attend 
the OAS Foreign Minister's Meeting in Uruguay next month? 


a Let me take a look at that and see what we can 
share with you. I want to pass on that for the moment. 


Q Colombia; I'm sorry. 
Cartagena. 
I beg your pardon? 


You don't want to yo to Uruguay. 


oD © PF 


Wrong country; sorry. My mistake. 


Q Jon Thomas, yesterday. from your Office of 
International Narcotics -- 


(. I'm sorry, I lost you. 


Q Jon Thomas, yesterday -- he's from the Office of 
International Narcotics here in the State Department -- he 
presented testimony before the House Committee on Foreign 
Relations yesterday, and he made a very clear link between the 
M-19 terrorist takeover of the justice palace in Bogota and the 
drug runners. Do you have any comments on that? 


is No. Sorry, don't have anything. 
Matt? 
Do you have any comment on the reported 


allegations that a report on Soviet arms control violations is 
being blocked in the State Department? It's in the Washington 


Times today. 


a We were asked yesterday to comment on this report 
that you're alluding to, and we noted that there was no basis 





whatsoever to speculation that any such ACDA publications were 
being blocked by the Bureau of European and Canadian affairs 
"out of a desire not to alienate the Soviets," as the phrase 
went. 


Assertions of such motivations by unnamed critics of 
the State Department are simply not correct. We have made 
clear repeatedly to the Soviets and to the world our views on 
the unacceptability of various Soviet actions. 

Q When are those reports going to be published? 


‘ I can't give you anything by way of a date. I 
have nothing on it. 


Q After the summit? 


‘ I can't say that, although today is what? 
Wednesday? 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:47 p.m.) 








Posted: wovember 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 13, 1985 
EGYPT: U.S. DIPLOMATIC PRESENCE 





Q: Have the Egyptians asked the United States to reduce the 
number of its diplomatic personnel in Cairo? 


A: WE HAVE RECEIVED NO SUCH REQUEST. NOR HAVE WE ANY 
INDICATION .HAT THE GOVERNMENT OF EGYPT IS CONSIDERING SUCH 


A REQUEST. 














Posted: November 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the November 13, 1985 noon press briefing: 
HARASSMENT OF NICARAGUAN EMPLOYEES OF U.S. EMBASSY 





2: Is it only the Nicaraguan employees of the U.S. Embassy 
who are being interrogated, or ace employees of other . 
Embassies also involved? 

A: IT IS OUR UNDERSTANDING THAT NICARAGUANS EMPLOYED BY OTHER 
EMBASSIES HAVE SEEN SEEN AT THE EL CHIPOTE INTERROGATION 
CENTER WHERE OUR OWN EMPLOYEES WERE SUMMONED. WE DO NOT 


HAVE ANY FURTHER INFORMATION. 


Q: Have the threats against the Nicaraguan employees gone 
beyond the individuals and to theic families as well? 
| 


At BOTH THE EMPLOYEES AND THEIR FAMILIES HAVE BEEN THREATENED. 


Q: Is this the first time sucn interrogat ons nave occurred? 

A: THIS [IS NOT THE FIRST TINE OUR NICARAS \N EMPLOYEES HAVE 
BEEN INTERROGATED OR OTHERWISE HARASSE.. IT IS THE FIRST 
TIME THESO ACTIONS HAVE BEEN TAKEN ON THIS SCALE AND AS 
PART OF AN OBVIOUSLY WELL-ORCHESTRATED -AMPAIGN OF 


INTIMIOATION, 


Q: Have the Nicaraguan jovernnent interrovitors talked to all 
the Nicaraguan enployees now? 


A: NO, HOWEVER, WE ANTICIPATE THAT OTHERS MAY BE GIVEN 


SIMILAR TREATMENT IN THE COMING WEEKS. 





Posted: November 15, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 13, 1985 noon press briefing: 


. - USSR: NPPD (SPY DUST) IN MOSCOW 





Q. Last August the United States accused the Soviets of placing 
potentially harmful chemical dust at U.S. Embassy Moscow. Are 
the Soviets still continuing the practice of placing such dust? 
Are there any preliminary results from the lab tests made by 
the EPA/NIH team which might indicate that the chemical dust is 
or is not harmful. 


A: .- WE ARE MONITORING THIS CLOSELY. 


-- SURVEY TEST SAMPLES FOR NPPD TAKEN IN MOSCOW AND 
LENINGRAD ARE UNDERGOING LABORATORY EXAMINATION AND EVALUATION. 


-- WE DO NOT AS YET HAVE THE RESULTS OF THE NIH TESTS ON 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #201 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 15, 1985, 12:29 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon, everybody. 
Q (Inaudible) 
a Thank you. Always ready to take a compliment. 


No questions. No announcements. Shall we break for 
lunch? 


(Laughter) 
Q No. 
A No. O.K. It's all yours. 


Q Can you give us a status report on Colombia and 
U.S. relief efforts? 


A Yes. It's a little sketchy, and I will share 
with you what I do, in fact, have. You may know that President 
Betancur flew over the disaster area Thursday and that he 
subsequently requested U.S. disaster assistance. We are 
responding through AID's Office of Foreign Disaster 
Assistance. Our first step is providing 12 helicopters from 
SOUTHCOM, in Panama, for rescue work and medical support. That 
Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance is also alerting rescue 
teams and material assistance to be ready to respond to any 
request by the Government of Colombia. 


Let me amplify what I have just said with some of the 
specifics, perhaps on arrival times and so forth: 


As of this morning: those 12 helicopters that had 
been arranged for by USAID; in addition, four transport planes 
-- three C-130s, one C-141 -- from the Southern Command in 
Panama, arranged for them to fly to Colombia with relief 
supplies to assist in search, rescue, and evacuation 
activities. 


The transport planes are carrying, the way we 
understand it here, 4500 wool blankets, 500 tents, an 
assortment of repair kits. In addition, AID also is sending 
one of its disaster and relief experts, Paul Bell, to work with 
the Colombians, and our Embassy is assessing damage and relief 
needs. AID has also arranged for Or. Darrell Herd, 
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a U.S. Geological Survey expert on this particular volcano, to 
help the Colombians estimate the risk of future eruptions. 


All of the planes that I itemized just a moment or so 
ago, all of them left early this morning for an Air Force base 
in Colombia -- Palanquero. That apparently is situated about 
10 miles from the volcano. Two of the transport planes arrived 
at 9:30 this morning. Helicopters were due to arrive at 11:30, 
the other two transports due at 1:00, and the second one of the 
two at 3:00. 


Finally, the AID Deputy Administrator, Jay Morris, and 
the AID Task Force are meeting today at the State Department 
with the Colombian Ambassador, Rodrigo Lloreda, and Deputy 
Chief of Mission Humberto Serna to discuss the best methods of 
providing speedy and efficient assistance. 


And that's about what I have on Colombia up to this 
point. If in the course of the day there are any other pieces 
of information that come our way and that we can make 
available, we'll have those on the board. 


Q What time is that meeting with the Ambassador? 
A Don't have the time. 


TO STAFF: Could we check that now, please? That got 
by me at the meeting. I should have had it. 


Q On the Mexican earthquake, the State Department 
discouraged private relief efforts. Are you doing the same in 
this case? 


A I think that what was said in connection with 
Mexico would probably stand the same way, and I have nothing, 
or have been told nothing, that would suggest any variations on 
approach for anybody who would like to make a contribution on 
their own. 


Q Does your -- 
a Mike. I'm sorry. I thought I saw you -- 


Q Does your situation report still indicate there 
were no Americans in the area at the time? 


A No. What I do have about Americans is that there 
are two Americans who may have been in the area. As of now, 
that is the extent of my information in that rather ambiguous 
way: two Americans may have been in the area. But beyond that 











Q Are they still missing? 


a I don't have anything beyond that. I have sought 
to see if there is any additional information, and I have 
sought to see whether in fact it can be made more specific and 
harder, but I don't have that information. You do note that I 
say “may have been," and there is pursuit of that piece of 
information to make sure that it is accurate, hard, and in fact 
followed up 


Q We can assume the Embassy is working on that? 
A One could assume that. 


Q Does the meeting today imply that there may be 
another request and may be more assistance going? Is that what 
you're looking at? 


fs There has been a stated readiness to respond to 
Colombian requests, so you could take it from there that in 
view of the fact that there is a meeting, there is an 
exploration of what may be possible and what may be necessary. 


Q Bernie, can you expand on the rescue teams on 
alert -- who, where, how many? 


te No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Can you say anything about -- I may have missed 
it, but could you say anything else about the U.S. Embassy's 
efforts in Colombia? Did anyone go to that Air Force base or 
to the area near the volcano? 


fe I don't have anything more at this point, Ralph, 
than what I've shared with you. 


Q Do you have any idea how long it is going to take 
Mr. Bell to do his assessment? 


a No, I don't know that. 


Q Bernie, did the helicopters go with U.S. 
personnel to operate them, or -- 


A I would assume so. 
Q Do you show how many? 
) No, I don't have numbers on that. 


~~ 
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Q Could you make available that list? You read a 
list of numbers of choppers and numbers of transports and that 
sort of thing. 


i] Yes. 12 choppers, four transport planes -- three 
C-130s, one C-141 -- all out of the Southern Command in 
Panama. I gave you the assorted ETAs. I do not have numbers 
of personnel on the planes. I gave you some idea of what they 
are in fact carrying, some idea of the people who are aboard, 
and that's about all I have at this particular point. 


If there is any additional information -- 


TO STAFF: Have we found out about the timing or not 
yet? 


If there is any additional information that comes out 
of that get-together, we'll do our best to keep you posted on 
that. 


Q Any dollar amount on the U.S. effort? 


a Don't have anything in the way of doller 
estimates in the form of relief supplies. Sorry. 


Q Another subject? 
& Yeah. 


Q Do you have any comment now on the communique 
issued after the Prime Minister of Jordan visited Damascus, and 
specifically if you can comment on this line, that the two 
parties emphasized that -- rejection of partial and separate 
solution as wel] as direct negotiation with Isreel. It's very 
strong language. Can you comment on that? 


A Let me, if I may come back to you in just a 
second. 


I'm told now that the Ambassadorial meeting with the 
AID Deputy will take place at 3:00 this afternoon here at the 


State Department. 


Could you please pick up the second half? 


Q It is a very strong communique, which said that 
both parties reject a partial and separate solution and direct 
negotiation with Israel. 





A Let me react by saying that obviously we have 
seen the communique as it has been reported in the press, and 
our understanding of Jordan's official position is as King 
Hussein set it forth in his speech September 27 before the U.N. 
General Assembly. 


Q And what about the quotation from it? 
6 Don't have anything more to help you on. 


Q Bernie, can we expect the Middle East conflict to 
be discussed in a major way in Geneva due to the fact that Mr. 
Murphy will be with the President's party in the bilateral 
talks with the Soviet Union? 


‘ I think that the answer that Secretary Shultz 
gave you yesterday would be one that I would not improve on, so 
I would have to refer you to the Secretary's news conference 
yesterday in which he addressed that very question. 


Aas for your question about Secretary Murphy, let me 
just say, in general, that the Assistant Secretaries for the 
different regional] areas wil] be in Geneva for the meeting that 
will take place next week. They will be there with Secretary 
Shultz. They will be present for any required consultations 
and follow-up. They will subsequently be in a position to 
provide the leaders of states in their regions with an 
authoritative assessment of the meeting in Geneva and the 
results of that meeting. So I take you with Murphy as far as 
Geneva, and I leave him there. 


Q You said “leaders of states." Are you talking 
about other heads of government being there in Geneva? 


& No, no, no. I'm talking in the context that to 
the degree that they will spray the regional Assistant 
Secretaries around the world, they will be there. They will 
have a pretty good assessment of what, in fact, took place at 
the meeting, and then they will go off to their various areas. 
How many or all, I can't say at this particular point, but 
that's what I mean to say. Not that the rest of the world's 
leaders will gather there waiting breathlessly for what they 
have to say. 


Q In other words, Murphy will be undertaking a 
mission to the Middle East, then, following the summit? 


a Did 1 say that? 


Q Yes. 





& I did say that, did I? 


Q Yes, you did. You said they would spray out into 
their regions. (Laughter) 

a I made it clear that I could not say absolutely 
whether all would do it, and I didn't cast it in terms, I 
think, that has a reverberation of what you seem to be saying, 
as a mission to the Middle East. I didn't talk about a mission 
to the Middle East. 


saat Q Can we get the text of what you just said, all of 
this 


A No, you cannot because half of it I composed on 
the spot and not necessarily all of it is accurate. (Laughter) 


Q In Murphy's case, then —- 
a In Murphy's case. 


Q -- is he or is he not being sprayed out to the 
Middle East? 


a I'd have to check that to see how Murphy's spray 
powers are doing. (Laughter) 


Q You want to take back that verb? 
Q Is it aerosol or spray? 


Q Bernie, any update on the hostage situation in 
Beirut and -- 


a No. I have read -- 
Q -- any contacts with Runcie and Company. 
In connection with? 


With Runcie's envoy, Terry Waite. 


o 


a I have read what you have read, and I think thet 
I will have to essentially remain in a limited, if not “no |. 
comment,” posture. Obviously -- 20 lashes. Obviously, we're 
following the situation closely, watching it closely. sut 
beyond that, there's nothing I can really add to what has been 
said in the past, and I'm going to leave that stay and really 
not make any additional contribution. 








Q Bernie, would Syria be included in the spraying 
by Murphy? 


A I have nothing to share with you on the specific 
itinerary of any Assistant Secretary of State who may be 
sprayec in any direction. 


G Are they going to be selective, or -- 


A I think that the best thing to do is for you to 
have a serious debate with your travel agent and see whether 
she has or he has any ideas, and we can pick it up again after 
they've come home. 


Q Bernie, let's go back to that issue about the 
Soviet Union and the United States about the Middle East. 


& Yes. 


Q Since the President, in his speech to the United 
Nations, mentioned five tension areas, you know, which he did 
not include the Middle East, was this based on the fact that 
there were prior talks with the Soviet Union last year in 
Geneva between Mr. Gromyko and Mr. Shultz before he resigned 
from Secretary of the External affairs of the Soviet Union, or 
because in fact that this is an issue that the United States 
= el keep it alone and not to touch it with the Soviet 
Union 


‘ I have nothing that I can share with you on that. 
Let me just wander by, Matt, just a second. 
Mike? 


Q Yeah. Could you update us with the situation in 
Monrovia, particularly on which opposition leaders have been 
arrested and any deaths that you know of? 


a Not much that I have that would provide an ample 
update. The irformation reaching us here: Forces loyal to the 
Head of State have overcome the attempted coup. Head of State 
Doe announced on the radio November 15, today, that members of 
the armed Forces had killed former Commanding General Thomas - 
Quiwonkpa who led the coup attempt. There are reports that 
some opposition party leaders have been arrested. We cannot 
confirm news reports of executions of civilian opposition party 
leaders. 








So far as American citizens in Liberia are concerned, 
the information that the Embassy relays to Washington is that 
to the best of its knowledge all Americans are safe, and I have 
been given to understand that the American population, U.S. 
citizen population, in Liberia comes to about 4500. 


What's your reaction to the British-Irish 
agreement signed this morning? 


a Well, let me give you that here. You know, the 
President has already made the opening remarks; and, as the 
President said earlier this morning, we welcome the Anglo-Irish 
announcement. We are aware that the British and Irish 
Governments have been involved in difficult discussions on 
Northern Ireland over the last 18 months. We applaud their 
courage and determination in this constructive effort to bring 
peace to that troubled community. 


Q Is that a repeat of what the President said? 
6 You'll have to check that for yourself. 


Q Bernie, the President and the previous President 
had said that should such an agreement be reached, that the 
United States would, of course, be willing to provide support, 
including financial, to Ireland. 


Is there any kind of @ package contemplated at this 
point? 


‘ The Administration has not agreed to any measures 
of financial economic assistance. You will have noted the two 
governments’ reference to irternational support to complement 
their own pledge to cooperace in the economic reconstruction of 
the parts of Ireland affected by terrorism. 


Now we have consistently said that if agreement could 
be reached between the people directly concerned about Northern 
Ireland, the United States would be prepared to look for 
tangible ways to improve the economy of the region. That 
position has not changed. We wiil be working closely with the 
Congress to determine how best to respond to the two 
governments’ own efforts. 


Q Could we get a copy of that, please? 


7 Can you get a copy of that? Let me try to help 
you on that. 


Matt? 





Q Do you have any comment on the diplomatic 
relations between the Soviet Union and the United Arab Emirates 
that was announced today? 

a No. I don't have anything on that. 

Q Bernie, your favorite Palestinian, Mohammed 
Abbas, is apparently in Baghdad for a PLO council meeting. 
Does the United States have any confirmation of that fact, and 
does it intend to do anything about it? 

a Don't have enything for you on either. 

Q Thank you. 


Q Do you have anything to offer on the conflict 
between -- 


6 What's that? 


Q Anything between -- about the tension between 
Egypt and Libya on the water conflict? 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.m.) 





Posted: November 15, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 15, 1985 
MURPHY TRAVELS 





Q: Is Richard W. Murphy, Assistant Secretary of State for Near 
Eastern and South Asian Affairs, going to the Middle East 
after the Reagan-Gorbachev meeting in Gereva? 


A: YES. AS IS CUSTOMARY, WE WILL NOT BE PROVIDING ANY DETAILS 


OF HIS ITINERARY IN ADVANCE. 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


Let me begin with a few words on the situation in 
Colombia and the status of the relief efforts, since I know 
there's considerable interest in that question. 


The Colombian Government has called a meeting of 
representatives of donor nations this afternoon to discuss 
further efforts and presumably to address long-term plans and 
needs. The meeting was called by Victor Ricardo, who heads the 
National Emergency Committee, which is coordinating Colombia 
relief efforts. We are, of course, prepared to be as helpful 
as possible for both the short-term emergency and for the 
longer term. 


From reports from U.S. officials at the scene and in 
Bogota, the most immediate rescue work -- that is, immediate 
lifesaving activity -- is largely over, although the Colombian 
Government is prepared to continue rescue work as long as human 
lives can be saved. By Sunday, 90 percent of helicopter 
flights were engaged in shuttic and supply missions. 


The U.S. has provided 12 helicopters and over 100 
people for rescue and support work at the scene. Since they 
arrived, they have lifted over 1,000 people and over 400,000 
pounds of material. Two U.S. C-130's are supporting the 
helicopters. In addition, we have sent $00 tents and over 
2,200 blankets. Sesides sending Or. Darrel Herd to the scene, 
the U.S. has sent @ six-person team of seismologists and 
volcanologists to help monitor the volcano. The cost of our 
initial response has exceeded $1 million. 


U.S. officials say supplies are far more than adequate 
to meet foreseeable needs at most locations. They said 
additional supplies can best be used in Bogota where many 
refugees are, rather than at the disaster sites. 








President Reagan called President Betancur late Friday 
to express condolences and make clear our willingness to help 
Colombia in the face of this tragic disaster. We understand 
that President Setancur expressed strong gratitude for the size 
and immediacy of our assistance. 


The U.S. shares the Colombian people's sense of tragic 
loss in this terrible disaster. We ere in frequent contact 
with the Colombian Government, both in Bogota and Washington, 
and by all indications the Colombian Government is quite 
cage yaa the outpourings of aid from the U.S. and around 
the world. 


Questions? 

Q Can we get copies of that? 
a Yes. 

Q Where is the donor meeting? 


is The donor meeting is taking place in Bogota. Is 
that sufficient? 


Q Yes. (Laughter) 
Q Do you have any final -- not on this subject -- 
be Another subject. 


Q The Pentagon has initiated an internal 
investigation of the leaking of the Weinberger letter. Is a 
similar investigation going to be held here? Some officials at 
the Pentagon have suggested that the letter was leaked from 
someone at the State Department. 


A I haven't seen those allegations. I have, to my 
knowledge, no information that this Department was involved in 
any way. 


Q Any investigation planned, as they're doing at 
the Pentagon? 


a I don't know of any. I'll look into that, Matt. 
But, as I say, I don't believe there's any information that 
this building was in any way involved. 


Q How widely was the letter circuleted here. Do 
you know? 








a I don't -- 


Who got it, or how many people got it? 


> 


-~- have anything for you on that. No. 


Do you have any reaction to the Salvadoran 
guerrillas’ new call for a dialogue? 


6 Yes, I do. 
C Timing? 
A Pardon? 
& 


The significance of the timing, seemly Geneva 
summit? 


be As you will see from my answer, I don't believe 
the timing can be said to have very much significance, 
particularly since there appears to be nothing new in this most 
recent guerrilla proposal. We've not seen the full text of 
this so-called new proposal. It was given first to the press 
rather than the Salvadoran Government, which strongly indicates 
that it is just another propaganda ploy. 


The last so-called “initiative” was made by Salvadoran 
Communist Party Chairman Shafik Handel while his organization 
was holding President Duarte's daughter a prisoner under threat 
of her life. This most recent initiative still ignores 
President Duarte's call for dialogue which furthers the 
democratic process in El Salvador and merely reiterates past 
FMLN positions, including abandonment of the national 
constitution and restructuring of the elected government. 


We note that this time the FMLN did not include the 
FOR as a signatory to his proposal. As demonstrated by their 
lack of influence in the Ines Duarte kidnapping, the FOR and 
its leadership have become less and less relevant within the 
guerrilla alliance. This latest initiative emphasizes once 
again that the FOR is an apologist for, not a participant in, 
guerrilla decision-making. 


Q A copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Q On Nicaragua, do you have any reaction to the 
establishment of relations with mainland China? 


A No. 








Q Anything new on the people at the Embassy? The 
workers in the Embassy? Anything more on harassment? 


A No, nothing. 


About Liberia, do you have:anything -- a reaction to 
detentions, reports of executions? 


A We are deeply concerned by the bloodshed which 
occurred in Liberia last week. There appears to have been 
substantial loss of life in the unsuccessful coup, and the 
government acknowledged and called for an end to ethnic 
violence provoked by the coup attempt. 


There have been widespread but unconfirmed reports of 
summary executions of soldiers involved in the coup. 
Opposition politicians and some journalists have been taken 
into custody, and there were unconfirmed but widely publicized 
reports that some of these politicians had been executed. 


The United States Government has conveyed to all 
levels of the Liberian Government the importance we attach to 
its ensuring that due process is granted to all of those who 
have been taken into custody. 


For the past five years, the United States Government 
has encouraged the return to civilian government in Liberia 
with guarantees of the rights of all citizens. We want to see 
that process continue. In addition to urging the government to 
insure full due process to those detained, we call on all 
Liberians to focus on national reconciliation. 


Q Does the State Department have any hopes that 
that will be achieved? 


a You're speaking of national reconciliation? 


Q No, I'm speaking im terms of due process for 
those arrested? 


a Well, I believe that's very much our hope. If 
you're asking me if I'm willing to make a prediction as to 
whether or not that will come to pass, no, I'm not in a 
position to do that. 








Q Would the State Department be satisfied with the 
kind of trial that Helen Johnson-Sirleaf had a couple of months 
ago where I believe she was tried by a military court? 


i) I'm really in no position to make comparisons of 
various instances of due process, or lack therefore, as some 
may see it. I really would reserve judgment, or more specific 
comment, until we have more precise knowledge of the situation 
in Liberia; until we see what actually happens. 


Q What countries other than Jordan will Murphy go 
to after the summit to brief on Middle East developments? 


a As is our practice, we're not going to publish a 
detailed itinerary for Ambassador Murphy. I would leave it 
simply that he'll be visiting a variety of countries in the 
region. 


Q I'm not asking for dates; but can't you say 
whether they're capitals? 


A For the moment I can't, but I'll continue to take 
a look at that to see if we can be of any help. 


Q Any development on the hostages; American 
hostages in Lebanon? 


a Limited remarks. We appreciate the efforts by 
the Archbishop of Canterbury's representative, Mr. Terry 
Waite. As Larry Speaks said today in Geneva, "We welcome 
hearing directly from Mr. Waite about his contacts in Beirut." 
I can confirm that such a meeting has taken place today in the 
U.K. But as Mr. Waite observed, the situation is very 
delicate, lives are at stake, and the less said in public the 
better. 


Q Are you encouraged by the fact that he's heading 
right back to Lebanon? 


A I really have no further commentary, and 
particularly nothing that would answer that question. 

Q Can you give us something more on the meeting in 
the U.K.? 


2) No, I can't. 

Q Can't tell us who he saw? 

a No, I can't. 

Q Is he coming to Washington? 


1 have no knowledge of that. 


WD 
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Q Chuck, do you still hope to have a meeting 
between Mr. Murphy and a joint Palestinian-Jordarian delegation? 


a I think my answer would very simply be that that 
meeting still is a part of the peace process, or potential part 
of the peace process, and that we have not abandoned in any way 
that idea if the modalities and the arrangements can be worked 
out and if it contributes to what is our ultimate goal which 
is, as you all know, direct negotiations. 


Q The reason I'm asking is because there are 
reports from the State Department that this has been scrapped 
completely and this idea of a meeting, and now everybody is 
concentrating if there will ever be convened an international 
conference which King Hussein and everybody else has been 
asking for? 


ra I would ask you to focus on what has always has 
been our final objective in this process, which is direct 
negotiations. The meeting you refer to was always a step 
within that process, and it continues to be a potential step in 
a process leading toward direct negotiations. 


Q One other question: Do you believe that King 
Hussein now is committed to the peace process, or the pursuance 
of peace as he outlined early this year in the February 
agreement between him and Arafat and he said that when he was 
in Washington the last time? 


a Yes, we do. 
Q You do? 


Q Yeah, our Chicago bureau just called me and said 
they had been in touch with an Afghani man there who supposedly 
has shown them a letter he received from Kabul. A friend in 
Kabul says that he witnessed the execution of the Soviet 
soldier who recently took refuge in our Embassy there, and 
supposedly they have been in touch with the State Department 
and have had no response. Do you know anything about this? 


) No, I don't, but I can look into that. 


Q Do you have any reaction to the conviction of the 
Achille Lauro hijackers in Genoa on these first charges? 
a No, for the reason that you mentioned, that these 


are the first charges; that the judicial process will continue, 
and therefore I prefer not to comment at this point. 





Do you have anything on the prosecutor's remarks 
that fighting for a cause cannot be considered devoid of all 
valid reasons even if terrorist methods are used? 

a No, I don't. 
Q Do you have any reaction to that? 
a No. 


Did you have a question, Eric? 


Q That was my question. 
bo Okay. 
Q Any reaction to Marcos' suggestion from the 


government there that Fabian Ver might not be reinstated even 
if acquitted? 


a No. I would only refer you to previous comments 
we've made on that and similar subjects over the past few weeks 
which the Press Office, I'm sure, would be happy to dig out for 
you. 


Q Do you have an update on the ten Soviet citizens 
that are being given exit visas; when they're leaving? 


A No, I have nothing beyond, I think, what you 
already know. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:40 p.m.) 





Posted: November 18, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of November 18, 1985 
AFGHANISTAN: SOVIET SOLDIER 

Q: A news organization in Chicago was told that an Afghan 
there has received a letter from Kabul in which the writer 
says he witnessed the execution of the Soviet soldier who 
recently took refuge in the U.S. Embassy in Kabul. The 
recipient of the letter reportedly has been in touch with 
the State Department but has received no response. Do you 
know anything about this? 

A: <-- THE STATE DEPARTMENT LAST WEEK RECEIVED A TELEPHONE CALL 
FROM AN INDIVIDUAL WHO MADE A SIMILAR STATEMENT. THE 
CALLER WAS TOLD THEN, AND THE DEPARTMENT REAFFIRMS NOW, 
THAT IT HAS NO INFORMATION WHICH WOULD SUBSTANTIATE THE 
UNIDENTIFIED LETTER WRITER'S CLAIM. 

-- THE SOVIET SOLDIER LEFT OUR EMBASSY IN KABUL ONLY AFTER 
HE AND OUR CHARGE RECEIVED ASSURANCES “ROM THE SOVIET 
AMBASSADOR THAT HE (THE SOLDIER) HAD COMMITTED NO CRIME, 
WOULD NOT BE PROSECUTED, WOULD NOT BE SUBJECT TO 
PUNISHMENT, AND WOULD RETURN IMMEDIATELY TO THE USSR. 

-- THE DEPARTMENT HAS SUBSEQUENTLY BEEN TOLD BY OFFICIAL 


SOVIET SOURCES THAT THE SOVIET SOLDIER HAD RETURNED TO HIS 


HOME IN THE SOVIET UNION, 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 19, 1985, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One very brief announcement: Under the law, which appropriated 
$27 million in humanitarian assistance to the Nicaraguan 
Democratic Resistance, the President is required to submit to 
the Congress every 90 days reports covering the administration 
of the program. These reports include such things as 
accounting of disbursements, efforts of the United States to 
help reach a negotiated settlement implementing the Contadora 
Document of Objectives, and other things. 


That report, which was submitted to the Com “ess last 
week, is available in the Press Office. Pick it up afterwards. 


Questions? 


Q Do you have any comment on reports from Israel 
indicating that there might be a softening of U.S. conditions 
for talks with the PLO? 


a Let me answer that in two parts. First, the U.S. 
position on the PLO has not changed. U.S. policy since 1975 
has been that we will neither recognize nor negotiate with the 
PLO until it accepts U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 
338 and recognizes Israel's right to exist. 


Concerning Palestinian participation in talks, we've 
always maintained the policy that Palestinians must be 
represented in every stage of the peace process. The question 
of how they will be involved must be resolved by the parties in 
away that is mutually acceptable. 


So the answer, in short form, to your question is no 
no change. 


Q Can you -- I know you don't like doing this. But 
why would Peres tell other people there has been a change in 


Yd Co. 





the U.S. position if, presumably. in diplomatic exchanges the 
State Department and the other sections of the Administration 
is saying there has been no change? 


a I really can't speculate on that. 


Q The term “Palestinian,” Chuck, remains to be -- 
Just because there is a new story, can you tell us what 
Palestinians the United States thinks should be involved, or 
should take place in the peace process? 


a There's been absolutely no change on that. [ 
don't see any utility in going through that again. And I say 
once again the question of how they will be involved must be 
resolved by the parties in a way that is mutually acceptable. 


Q What about the mission of Mr. Waite? Can you say 
anything more about his talks with American officials, or -- 


a No, I can't. 


Q Do you have a comment on the reports that there 
was an aerial battle today between Israeli and Syrian planes 
over eastern Lebanon? 


a We are obviously concerned by this event, but 
hope it will prove to be an isolated incident. We call upon 
all sides to exercise restraint. 


Q That's it? 
rs) That's it. 


Q Nothing on why suddenly today when these aerial 
surveillance flights are relatively routine and understood by 
both sides; why today there would be a battle? 


Aa I can't help you on that. I'd refer you to the 
people involved, perhaps, for more definitive information. 


Q Is the Administration still considering the - or 
is it all together out -- the list of those Palestinians that 
were submitted by Jordan? 


i) Let me say, in general terms, I answered the 
question yesterday concerning a Murphy meeting and where that 
fits into the process, and in the context of that meeting as a 
potential part in a peace process leading to direct 
negotiations. There's been no change in how we approach the 
Palestinian representation within that process. 





Q Maybe this is the time that you could answer the 
question why there was a change in the consulate in east 
Jerusalem by bringing Mr. Cluverius to Washington and taking 
Mr. Draper to be the Consul in east Jerusalem? 


Does this have anything to do with the intensification 
of their efforts by trying to arrange for such a meeting, or 
something like that? Can you elaborate on this? 


a What are you referring to when you say “arrange 
for such a meeting?" 


Q I'm referring about the change in personnel, the 
change in the consul in, I don't know, what Cluverius is now 
assistant to or dealing with Mr. Murphy, and some reports were 
indicating that there is less concern or less interest now so 
the -- Mr. Murphy almost steering away from it and giving in to 
Mr. Cluverius. (sic) 


Can you put us at rest with these reports? 


a I wouldn't want to encourage you in any way to 
think that Ambassador Murphy is reducing his interest or 
somehow withdrawing from the pursuit of the peace process. 
He's certainly fully engaged. 


The appointment of Mr. Cluverius, as we announced at 
the time, had its specific purpose which was to have another 
emissary who would be available on a more or less full-time 
basis in the region and who would continue with his round of 
consultations with the parties in the region, and that's the 
way it's proceeding. 


—-MORE- 





Q Everybody in the area is saying -- 
A Excuse me? 


Q May I follow up? Everybody in the area is saying ‘ 
that something is happening, something is going to go --— happen 
in the Middle East. 


a You just told me that nothing was happening. 


Q No, no, no. I'm not contradicting myself, but I 
want to get to the bottom of this, because there are a lot of 
contradictory notes here which are coming out: Israelis saying 
something is going to move, the Jordanians saying something is 
going to move -- I don't know, the Palestinians saying 
something's going to move, and we're not getting any indication 
that what -- something is going to happen today? 


a No. I can't help you on that. Sorry. 
Q Has Mr. Cluverius done any of his emissarying? 


a Mr. Cluverius has been in the region, and he has 
done some of that sort of work. If won't try to pronounce that 
word. 


Q Without telling us the contents, has there been 
recently a contact with the Israelis about the peace process? 


a As always, we don't comment on our diplomatic 
contacts, and we have also said that we are in continuing 
contact with the parties in the region concerning the search 
for peace, and that remains as true today as at any time in the 
past. 


Q Can we say that it focuses on how to get an 
international forum or auspices or some sort of an agreement on 
holding such a conference? 


i) Once again, there's been no change on that 
particular subject. 


Q I'm talking about the current efforts 


A There is no agreement, as [ think you know, on an 
international conference We continue to believe that direct 
negotiations are the way to proceed We have recognized the 
need for a supportive international context for these 
negotiations, but the parties have yet to devise a context 
which meets everyone's requirements 





Q Can you make a copy available of your initial 
statement on the PLO? 

“ No. 

Q No? 

ro That one is so well known -- 


Q I just wanted to -- 
“ 


-~ that I see, really, no need for it to be made 
available for, I'm sure -- 


Q Maybe this thing -- 
a -— the 20th, or the 30th, or the 40th time. 


Q Maybe this thing that you just read about the 
international context. Could you have it available? 


a I saw you taking notes here. (Laughter) 
Any other questions? 

Q Change subjects? 

a Yes. 


Q South Africa: Does the State Department see any 
progress toward its goals of encouraging Botha into talks with 
the opposition, reform, ending apartheid? 


a [I'm not in a position to offer you any sweeping 
global characterization of where we stand today 


Q Because there have been a number of developments 
over the last few days, including a speech by Botha in which he 
appeared to suggest that there're changes in his mind. We've 
had Boesak and Winnie Mandela denied visas and all passports to 
travel to the United States. Has the United States’ State 
Department given up on commenting on South Africa? 


i) No. In fact, I believe we have commented. as 
required, on various developments in South Africa, and we'll 
continue to do so. That doesn't mean that every day I'm 
prepared to stand up here and comment on every single incident 
that occurs Our objectives in South and southern Africa 
remain as they always have been We continue to work for those 








objectives, but, beyond that, I don't think I could give you a 
status report, if that's what you're looking for, as of this 
very moment. 


Q So you have no specific comment on Botha's speech 
at the end of last week? . 
A No. 


Q What about the action by U.S. firms in appealing 
to South Africa? 


A Now, there's something. As we have stated 
previously, we regard U.S. corporations as a progressive force 
in South Africa. Capitalism is the natural adversary of 
apartheid or any system that restricts free movement of labor 
and political freedom. 


We strongly support the call by these firms for 
returning the country's educational system to normal. I might 
add that the U.S. Government, however, is in no way connected 
to this entirely private initiative. 


Q Has the U.S. Government taken a position on what 
should happen in the schools? At all? Separately from this 
one? 

A I'd have to look into that. 


Q Anything on the Vietnam -- the discovery in 
Vietnam of remains of some American flyers? 


Aa No. I don't have anything. I, as always, refer 
you to the Pentagon on that one. 

Q Do you have anything on Mrs. Bonner? 

a I have nothing. 


Q There's been an inability to contact her. 


A No. 
Did you have anything on -- in the past or, if 
not, then ['ll ask the question fresh -- on the establishment 


of diplomatic relations between the United Arab Emirates and 
the Soviet Union, and between Oman and the Soviet Union? 


A I don't have anything today, but 1 can check to 
see if we prepared anything at the time. 











Q Okay. 
. A I believe we had somethings. 
, Q Thank you. 

A You're welcome. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:31 p.m.) 











Posted: November 70, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 19, 1985 noon press briefing 


SOUTH AFRICA: THE SCHOOLS SITUATION 





Q: What is the U.S. position vis-a-vis what's happering in the 
black schools in South Africa? ) 


A:--WE UNDERSTAND THE GRIEVANCES OF BLACK STUDENTS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA. AT THE SAME TIME, HOWEVER, THE LOSS OF SCHOOLING 
OPPORTUNITIES NOW WILL NOT SERVE SOUTH AFRICA'S INTERESTS IN 


THE LONG RUN. 


BLACK LEADERS IN SOUTH AFRICA HAVE MADE IT CLEAR THAT THEY 
BELIEVE A HIGH PRIORITY SHOULD BE ASSIGNED 7O INCREASING 
EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES. FOR THIS REASON, U.S. OFFICIAL 
ASSISTANCE TO EDUCATION FOR BLACK SOUTH AFRICANS WILL RISE FROM 
APPROXIMATELY $10 MILLION IN FISCAL YEAR 85 TO AT LEAST $15 


MILLION IN 1986. 
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DPC #204 


WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 1985, 12:27 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with three announcements. 


First, the State Department has prepared a briefing 
book on the upcoming presidential, legislative, and municipal 
elections in Honduras which will take place on Sunday, November 
24th. Copies are available in the Press Office. 


Secondly, today, November 20th, the Department of 
State issued a travel advisory for the city of Khartoum. It 
advises that due to the presence in Khartoum of known 
terrorists and possible threats to U.S. interests, American 
citizens are advised to avoid the Sudanese capital of 
Khartoum. This advisory is in addition to a more general 
travel advisory for the Sudan issued on January 12, 1985. fhe 
expiration date on this recent -— most recent- one is indefinite. 


An’, finally, concerning Colombia, the Administrator 
of the Agency for International Development, Mr. Peter 
McPherson, is in Colombia today, November 20th. For this visit 
the President has designated Mr. McPherson his personal 
representative. Mr. McPherson is President Reagan's special 
coordinator for international disaster assistance. 


While in Colombia, he is visiting the site of the 
Nevado de Ruiz volcano disaster 100 miles west of Bogota and is 


reviewing the efforts made to rescue and aid the thousands of 
Colombians affected by the disaster. 


The United States Government responded quickly to the 
Colombian Government's call for assistance. U.S. personnel and 
helicopters are still on the scene. I might recall very 
briefly some of the most salient points of the assistance which 
we did provide. 12 helicopters, over 100 people for rescue and 
support work at the scene. They have lifted over 1,000 people 
and over 400,000 pounds of materiel. A six-person team of 
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seismologists and volcanologists. And the cost of our initial 
response has substantially exceeded $1 million. 


AID's Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance organized 
and funded the U.S. Government's response to this tragedy and 
has facilitated the contributions of many U.S. private 
voluntary organizations. 


Questions? 


Q Can you elaborate on the known terrorists that 
are in Khartoum? 


a As the advisory says, its reason is the presence 
of known terrorists in Khartoum. Most are Libyans, but there 
are some from other countries and organizations as well. 


Q Was there some reason to believe that Americans 
would be targeted by these terrorists? 


A The advisory again makes reference to possible 
threats to U.S. interests. I might add that the Government of 
Sudan has been very cooperative in providing security forces to 
guard the Chancery and other U.S. Government buildings. 
However, it has not responded to our concern about the presence 
of terrorists. 


Q Does the advisory go beyond the earlier ore in 
terms of warning? What is it telling Americans in addition to 
the other one? 


A The earlier one related to southern Sudan. That 
one remains valid. Conditions in the east, west and north, 
except for Khartoum, still permit travel. 


Q How much focus does this have on the relations 
between the two countries, the United States and Sudan? 


Aa A very brief answer. We have close ties with the 
Sudan and important interests in that country. We want to 
preserve both, and we plan to continue to work with Sudanese 
authorities to do so. 


~~ MORE -- 





Q Does this imply that the terrorists just arrived 
there, or that they were just discovered there? And is there 
any indication that this may be part and parcel of an actual 
threat to the government of the Sudan in terms of a coup, or a 
possible coup? 


A I have nothing at all on the last part of your 
question. As to the timing, the best I could tell you is that 
we have been working on this particular issue with the Sudanese 
Government for some time. That's why I made my earlier 
statement that the Sudanese Government has not responded to our 
concern about the presence of these terrorists. 


Q Are they supportive of the concept of issuing an 
advisory of this type, the Sudanese Government? 


a I don't have anything for you on that. This is a 
decision of the United States Grovernment. It is issued for 
the benefit of United States travelers and citizens. 


Q Do you know how many United States travelers and 
citizens might be involved by this advisory in the sense of how 
many regularly go through there? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Can you provide more detail on the other 
countries of origin or organizations of the terrorists besides 
Libya? 


a No, I can't. 


Q Chuck, are you saying that the Sudanese 
Government is not much in control in Khartoum? 


a I can't give you anything more than what I've 
given you, which is in response to this particular request to 
do something concerning the presence of these known terrorists, 
we've not had a satisfactory response. But beyond that, ['m 
not implying anything wider. 


Q Chuck, can you be more specific at all on who 
these terrorists are and why they might pose a threat to 
Americans, American interests? 

A No. As I said, most are Libyans. 


Q Have there been any specific threats to 
Americans? I mean I'm sure there are, just as a matter of 
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routine course; but there have been threats that make you 
particularly worried, or is it simply the presence of these 
people? 


A I'm not going to go into the operational details 
or any information on specific threats, specific terrorists, 
specific organizations. Suffice it to say that we make these 
decisions on the basis of a wide variety of information, and 
this is the decision that we've come to at this time. 


Q One of the former top aides to Former President 
Nimeiri is now on trial, and one of the charges is aiding or 
participating in the rescue of the Ethiopian Jews. Do we 
consider this trial as a political show trial, legitimate or -- 
Do we consider this a legitimate trial or is this a show trial? 


a I really can't answer that question. That's 
something really which is an internal Sudanese question more 
than anything else. We feel that the trials have distorted 
America's humanitarian motive in the airlift to which you are 
referring as a central issue in these trials, and they provoked 
anti-American feeling in Khartoum. But the basic concern, 
going back to the beginning of all this, underlying the travel 
advisory, is the terrorist presence which I mentioned earlier. 


Q- Chuck, are you counting all the Libyans in 
Khartoum or in Sudan as terrorists, or are you just referring 
to certain groups of Libyans? 


a I don't believe I said either one. I said the 
presence of known terrorists, and the most I can do for you in 
characterizing that group is to say that most are Libyans; and 
I don't believe that that implies, denies or confirms your 
broader definitior. 


Q First, can you give me any idea of the number of 
terrorists involved and how they may be armed or what kind of 
weapons they may have? 


a No. No, I can't. 


Q Secondly, I have a question which is not directly 
related to this, but I wanted to know if there is any 
response: twice now through the pages of Literaturnaya 
Gazeta, the leading publication linked to the KGB in the Soviet 
Union, the Soviets have made the outrageous charge that the 
Pentagon synthesized the AIDS virous for bio-warfare purposes. 
It's something which the -- the second article is written by 
the entire editorial board of this publication and is in the 


form of demanding a response from the media and officials in 
the West. In other words, they have called attention to this 
now twice, the second in editorial form. It's obviously an 
outrageous charge, but could you comment on the implications of 
this and whether or not there is a response from the U.S. 
Government? 


a I think you have correctly characterized it as 
ridiculous, so ridiculous in fact that it hasn't even come to 
my attention. But since they've accused the Pentagon of doing 
it, the easy way out is to refer you to the Pentagon. But if 
you want, I'll take a look at that, but I can't promise any 
response. 


Q Could one properly surmise that insofar as it is 


absurd on the face, that the Soviets might be signalling 
something about their own bio-warfare capabilities in this 
regard? 


a I can't help you on that. 


How many diplomatic personnel do we have in 
Khartoum? 


Aa I don't have that figure for you, and as a 
general rule, we don't give out the number of diplomatic or 
American personnel in a country, for security reasons. 


Q Is there any thought to reducing whatever number 
is there? 


i) Yes, there is. We plan to bring some of our 


employees and their dependents home --— roughly 10 percent of 
our mission. At this time, we do not feel that the situation 


calls for more, but we will monitor developments very closely. 

Q You say that the Government of Sudan is 
cooperating in providing more guards at the Chancery. When did 
they do that? 

a I don't have a date for you -- 

Q Oh, within the past -- 


A But that is not within the last few days or days, 
no 
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Q Chuck, is the implication that Khartoum is 
becoming or has become a center for international terrorism? od 


fi I leave you to draw your conclusions. I have not 
said that, and I'm talking about a travel advisory for specific 


reasons which affect U.S. interests. 


Q What is it that the Administration would like the 
Sudanese Government to do specifically in this? 


a I hoped that that was clear. Our concern is over 
the presence of these terrorists. 


Q You mean, arrest them, expel them, or what? 


a I believe that's not for us to decide. But the 
presence of the terrorists is something that we have to be 
concerned about. 


Q Let me try again on identifying the terrorists. 
Are these people implicated in any specific acts that have been 
performed against the United States or any other country? 


a No, I'm not going to go into any details, 
operational details. 


Q Do you have anything more on the reports of the 
execution of the Soviet soldier after he left our Embassy in 
Afghanistan? 

a The original question several days ago concerned 


a letter, I believe -- allegedly from Kabul, in any case -- 
which said he had witnessed the execution of a Soviet soldier. 


The State Department last week received a telephone 
call from an individual who made a similar statement. The 
caller was told then, and the Department reaffirms now, that it 
has no information which would substantiate the unidentified 
letter-writer's claim. 


The Soviet soldier left our Embassy in Kabul only 
after he and our Charge received assurances from the Soviet 
Ambassador that he, the soldier, had committed no crime, would 
not be prosecuted, would not be subject to punishment, and 
would return immediately to the USSR. 


The Department has subsequently been told by official 
Soviet sources that the Soviet soldier had returned to his home 
in the Soviet Union. 





Q Another subject -- onm the hostages. Is the State 
Department confident that Terry Waite has been in contact with 
the kidnappers of the Americans? 


a I follow our standard policy on the hostage 
situation which is very close to the Geneva blackout on the 
negotiations. 


Q Are you -- you said, in response to my earlier 
inquiry, that you would look inte it. Can I take that to mean 
that you'll take that question and have a written response? 


a No, you can't assume that. But if I find that 
there is something interesting to say, we'll post it up. 


Q Relatives of Andrei Sakharov say they were in 
touch today with he and his wife, and that she said she's going 
to come to the United States about December 7, but she has an 
agreement where she's not to speak to the press during the 
three months that she's in the United States. Do you have any 
comment on that, or do you have any comment on such a 
restriction on it? 


A No. 


Q Can I clarify one point? You said that the 
Government of Sudan had been very cooperative in providing 
extra security at the Embassy, but you also said later, I 
think, that we have not had a satisfactory resporse from the 
Sudanese Government on dealing with the terrorists? Is that -- 


a That's right. 


Q There is no -- it's half a loaf and not half a 
loaf? 


A You can, I think, very clearly see that security 
around the Chancery is not sufficient when you have known 
terrorists at large around the city. 


Q Chuck, two Ghanaians in Accra were jailed for a 
long time today. They admitted working for the CIA. Does the 
State Department have any comment on that? 


A No, nothing. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the -- to comment 
on reports saying that Egypt intends to cancel or postpone the 
exercises, the joint exercises with the United States? 


a 
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, A No, nothing whatsoever; and, again, it seems like 
a Pentagon-related question. I have nothing. 


Q Sorry, just on the Ghanaians again. Is that -- 


4 If you're going back to -- is this the same story 
that we were talking about a month ago? 


Q It's the same but there is more talk about 
postponement than cancellation. Now, the news coming from 
Cairo talk about the possibility of postponing only, not just 
cancellation of the maneuvers. 


i) As I recall the answer to the previous story, if 
we're still talking about the same spate of rumors, is that 
there were no exercises planned in any case. So that -- 


Q If you're talking about rumors, I'm taking some 
statements made by -- 


a Of Ficials? 
Q Like Marshal Abu Gazala; he is talking about -- 
‘ No, I can't help you further. 


Was your “no comment" on the Ghanaians a 
neither-confirm-nor-denying no comment? 


“a That's right. We just have no comment on that -- 
on that story. 


Q Thank you. 
a Yes. 


Q May I? Yes. Do you have any comment on a press 
report in the Middle East today which is saying that the Peres 
Government dropped the pre-condition that PLO do not have to 
recoghize Israel before being involved in any negotiation in 
the future? 


a No, 1 haven't seen that report. In any case, 
you're talking about a decision by the Government of Israel, as 
I take it? 

Q yes. 











7 So that -- I said yesterday what our position was 
concerning the PLO and Palestinian participation in the peace 
process. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:45 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1985, 12:18 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afterncon. 
One brief announcement. Available in the Press Office today at 
2:00 p.m. is the prepared statement by Legal Advisor Abraham 
Sofaer before the Senate Arms Services Committee, Subcommittee 
on Strategic and Theater Nuclear Forces. The topic of his 
testimony will be "The ABM Treaty Limitations Relating to the 
SOI Program." 


Q Can we have it sooner? 
A Questions? 
Q Terry Waite is about to give a news conference in 


Beirut. Do you have any information on the results of his 
meetings over the last few days? Has there been any contact 


with him? 
A No, I have nothing for you. 
Q No comment on whether there's been any contact? 
a No comment. 
Q Chuck, do you have any information on reports 


that Iran seems to be shipping its American-made weapons to the 
Soviet Union? 


A No, nothing. We're off to a good start. 

Q Can I just come back to Waite for a second? 
There are some rumors that he's going to return to London and 
then come to Washington for a meeting. Can you comment on that? 


A I have nothing whatsoever on the hostage 
situation at this point. 


Q Any comments on the report issued in the 
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U.N. about human rights in El Salvador? 


A Sure. We agree with the report's statement that 
the Salvadoran Government's record on human rights has improved 
and that guerrilla violence is a significant problem in £1 
Salvador. The report also is in agreement with the 
long-standing assessment of this Department that the various 
figures genre by different — who claim to monitor 
political violence must be analyzed cautiously. 


The report also confirms widespread, independent and 
official observations that government forces are taking care to 
avoid civilian casualties. The Special Rapporteur's 
acknowledgment of increased casualties among the civilian 
population due to the guerrillas' use of land mines in the 
countryside is consistent with our analysis, which attributes 
increasing numbers of civilian casualties to the guerrillas. 


We find, however, that the report's conclusion that 
the Government of E1 Salvador is still responsible for 
widespread human rights violations and civilian deaths is 
inconsistent with the Special Rapporteur's own observations as 
noted in the report and in conflict with our assessment of the 
situation in £1 Salvador. 


We recognize that there are still human rights 
problems in El Salvador, but President Duarte and his 
government have made dramatic progress and are clearly 
committed to further improvement of the human rights situation. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 


Q Chuck, did you receive any reaction from the 
Sudanese Government regarding the advisory proclaimed yesterday? 


a We reiterated our concerns yesterday to the 
Sudanese Government when the advisory was issued. The 
government is aware of our views and is taking them seriously. 
Our action does not indicate a U.S. wish to diminish 
cooperation with Sudan. We have close ties with Sudan and 
important interests there. We want to preserve both and plan 
to continue to work with Sudanese authorities to do so. 


Q Have those Americans, who you said might be 
brought home, been brought home? 


a] We have begun the process of bringing some U.S. 
Government employees and dependents home, but I can't publicize 
any timetable concerning their travel. 








In response to questions yesterday about general 
numbers of people involved, I can tell you that there are about 
a thousand Americans in Sudan of whom 750 are in Khartoum. 400 
or so are U.S. Government employees and their dependents. 


Q Have there been any threats that you're familiar 
with, Chuck, or did they ask you this yesterday? 


A They asked me that yesterday five, six times. 
And -- and there was -- 
The answer was, I have nothing for you on that. 


(inaudible) actual incidents? 


> © > © 


No, I have no other specific operational details 
as to the background of the situation. 


Q Can I try again on -- I'm not sure about 
“operational details," if that means you can't say anything 
more today about the other countries and organizations to which 
the terrorists might belong besides Libya? 


A That's right. 
Q Does that mean you can't -- 
A I can't say anything further. 


Can you tell us how the Khartoum facility rated 
on the Inman Report? If that was a particularly vulnerable 
U.S. facility? 


A I can't. Has that information been available in 
other situations? I didn't realize there was such a rating 
system in the Inman Report. 


Q I knew they looked broadly at U.S. facilities 
overseas, and they said that a certain number of them were 
vulnerable, so I presume they must have studied them 
individually. 


A Well, I can't answer that. I would only 
reiterate what I said yesterday, which is that in this 
particular case there was a very specific reason for this 
travel advisory being applied to Khartoum which was the 
presence of known terrorists in the city. 
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Q What countries will Mr. Murphy be visiting in the 
Middle East? 


A As always, I can‘t give you any advance 
itinerary. His itinerary will become know, obviously, as he 
advances from point to point: 


Q Has he arrived there gat? 
A He is on his way to ti Middle East. 


Q Do you have anything ow the visit of McPherson to 
Colombia yesterday? 


A Anything on his visit? 
Q Yes. 


A As I said yesterday, Mr. McPherson has been in 
Colombia since Tuesday night, designated as the President's 
personal representative. He has visited the site of the 
disaster. He is reviewing the efforts made to rescue and aid 
the thousands of Colombians affected by the disaster, and he's 
been meeting with senior Colombian officials. 


Q Expected return? 


A Nothing yet. His meetings are still going on 
this morning. 


Q Do you have anything oan the Romanian acrobat? 
A In what sense? 


The fellow who may or may not have been seeking 
asylum here? 


A All I can tell you at this point is that there 
were allegations that this person was being forced to leave the 
country against his will. The authorities of the INS took the 
proper precautions to insure that he was not being forced to 
leave against his wishes, and they are now interviewing him to 
determine his wishes. 


Q Has there been contact with the Romanian 
Government about this? 


A I have nothing further for you. 








Q Excuse my ignorance, but who is he -- this is the 
first I've heard of it -- who is he, where is he, and -- 


a Your colleagues, I'm sure, can f111 you in in 
great detail. 


If you read certain wire services, it's been covered 
in great detail (laughter). 


Q Oh, gee, thanks. 


Q Chuck, I believe today is the 45-day deadline for 
the completion of something in Contadora. Do you have one 
information on what has been accomplished, or any comment 


a No, I don't. As you know, that meeting is going 
on, I believe, in Panama. The United States is not a 
participant in the process, as you know. I can only say that 
we hope that the process will continue, that they'll have some 
success, but, no, I have no -- 


Q Is Harry Shlaudeman there as an observer in any 
-- is someone there? 


A I don't believe there's any U.S. participation in 
it in any way. 


Q Reuters has carried a story today saying that the 
PLO met in Bhagdad overnight and reiterated rejections of the 
U.N. Security Council Resolutions. Do you have anything on 
that, any reaction? 


A Are the other wires aware of that report? 

Q We can get it for you. 

A That's one for you, Michael. 

Q One for one! (Laughter) 

a I've seen, and we have seen in the Department, 


only the press reports which aitribute statements to an unnamed 
PLO spokesman and promise some sort of a more detailed 
statement later on, so that we're in no position to give you 
any comment at this point. 
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Q On the defector, has the Department taken steps 
to see that he's questioned in the non-coercive enviror - rt 
that was sought for the other case? 


A In this case, that certainly is the case. it 
will be a non-coercive environment. 


Q Is the Department involved in it? 


a The Department is not involved in it. The INS is 
prener ae charged with handling these interviews, and they are 
so doing 


Q Are any Romanian Government officials present? I 
assume not. 

a No. This is a standard asylum, or -- excuse me, 
not even asylum yet -- a standard interview to determine his 


wishes. 


Q Chuck, back on Sudan, one more thing please. 
There are many cities or capitals in the world where Americans 
and Libyans are found. What especially brought about this 
advisory? Are there -- I mean, are there named Libyan 
terrorists in Khartoum now, or what exactly brought about this? 


a I believe the statement speaks very clearly for 
itself. There are known terrorists. 


Q Known terrorists? 


Q There's no evidence to back that up, Chuck. Can 
you do that? 


A I can't. But the Sudanese authorities have that 
evidence. 


Q Chuck, does the State Department share the 
Israeli view that the Egyptians are violating Camp David peace 
agreement and the Egyptian/Israeli peace agreement by receiving 
Mr. Arafat and talking about supporting PLO? 


A Let me refer you to the Press Office. We have a 
piece of guidance prepared sometime ago on that particular 
subject. The answer in short is no, we don't believe there's 
any violation. 


Q Do you have anything new on Nicaragua, the 
embassy arrangements there? 





a No. WNothing further on that. 
Q Has it been quiet with respect to our employees? 


a To the best of my knowledge, since our last 
report to you, there have been no significant developments 
beyond what we reported to you at that time. 


Q Have you given this any analysis as a one-shot 
effort to terrorize American sympathizers? Is there any 
general analysis that the State Department has attempted? 


A It's clearly something we continue to monitor. 
There's no doubt about that. As I think I told you at the 
time, what we saw in this particular instance was a concerted 
effort. It was not the first time that such pressure had been 
attempted, but it had not been attempted in such a concerted 
way across such a broad spectrum. But it is clearly something 
we continue to keep a very close watch on. 


Q Do you have any comment on the Doe government's 
plans to put on trial a number of civilians? 


a Our Embassy reports that court-martial for 
military personnel implicated in the November 12th aborted coup 
began on Wednesday, November 20th. We have seen reports that 
civilian trials for detained politicians are to begin 
immediately, but have no information on when they in fact will 
begin. 


We are continuing to monitor the situation closely and 
to urge full due process for those who may be charged. Head of 
State Doe has ordered that those being detained not be 
mistreated. Liberian authorities have stated that civilian 
detainees will be tried in civilian courts, and military 
personnel will be tried by military tribunal. We have no 
independent confirmation as yet, however, of the welfare of the 
detainees. 


Q Do you know their identities? For example, 
whether Ellen Johnson-Sirleaf or Jackson Doe are among the 
civilian detainees? 


a No. I can't help you on that. 


Q Have there been resignations in the U.S. Embassy 
in Managua? You said a while back that there -- one person had 
talked about, as a result of these threats, resigning. Is 
there any update on that? 











a I've seen nothing beyond that, but I'll look into 
that to see if it's been carried any further. 


Q One month > there was a cargo airplane returned 
-- with humanitarian aid for Micaragua returned from Honduras. 
In the report two days ago ums mentioned that incident, with 
the information that this cargo is still in Miami. What 
efforts are made to take these things to the Nicaraguan contras? 


a I'd refer you te the people who are charged, in 
fact, with 7 care of that humanitarian assistance, which 
is te the United States Government, so I can't really help you 
on that. 


Q (Inaudible) office is managing the funds. 


a That's right. We're managing the funds. That's 
exactly the point. We're not managing the equipment and 
materiel. 


Q On your E11 Salvador statement, you talk about the 
Duarte government having greatly improved human rights. Where 
in that full assessment does the trials of people responsible 
for killing Americans fall into that? There was a recent 
setback when a court rejected an appeal based on the Sheraton 
murders. Where do you fit that into this whole picture of 
improved human rights? 


a I'll have to look into that for you. 
Q Would you take the question? 
A I'll look into it. 


Chuck, a procedural question vis—a-—vis the 
agreements announced in Geneva this morning. Do you know if 
they're executive agreements, or whether they are treaties 
requiring Senate approval? 


a No, I don't. 


Q On the questions that I raised yesterday 
concerning the Soviet publication, 
making the allegation twice that the Pentagon and CIA are 
responsible for synthesizing the AIODS virus as a form of 
bio-warfare. 





These have now appeared in the FBIS's. I have a 
couple of questions on this regard. Both of those articles 
also mention the name of Lyndon LaRouche in a very negative 








way. The question is, to your knowledge, did the name of 
Lyndon LaRouche come up at all during the discussions betwee’ 
Reagan and Gorbachev in Geneva? That's my first question. 


a I have nothing for you at all on that. 


Q Secondly, have you any comment now that these 
articles are -—— have been published in the FBIS's concerning 
the Soviet allegations? 


a No. I have nothing beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q and, thirdly, these articles have now deen 
reprinted in the Marke newspaper, which is a leftist newspaper 
in Peru, in full, and the question there being, does this imply 
then that the Soviets are engaged in surrogate warfare through 
terrorist networks in South America? (Laughter) 


a No, I have -- I can't help you on that whatsoever. 
John? 


Q On a like matter, does the State Department issue 
any statistics how many people in the State Department 
hierarchy, Foreign Service or GS, have contracted AIDS in the 
last year or two? Medical reports. Simply statistical. Wo 
names, just numbers. (Laughter) 


A No. I -- 


Q Would you take that question -- that information 
ought to be available. 


a It should be -- 
Q Yes. 


a -— you think? (Laughter) Wo. I really can't 
help you on that one, John. I haven't seen those statistics if 
they're published, and I'm doubtful that they exist or would be 
published. You might check with the Correspondents Association 
and see if they're willing to publish it through their 
organization. (laughter) 


Q Any comments on the latest clash between 
Nicaragua and Honduras? 


A No. We have no confirmation of this incident. I 
really have nothing to offer, other than to say that these 
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sorts of offshore incidents involving Honduras, Nicaragua and 
El Salvador are not uncommon in this area due to disagreements 
over maritime boundaries and general tensions in the area. 


Q Chuck, have you been able to determine whether 
the dogfight between Syrian and Israeli warplanes over Lebanon 
was based on any provocation by any side in terms of chronology? 


a No. I have no way to help you on that. 

Q Chuck, have you amy reaction to the Soviet 
restraint on Ms. Bonner in terms of talking to the press when 
she's over here, or -- 

a No, I don't. 

Q Nothing at all? 

Q Has there been any development regarding the 


harsh treatment to the staff members of the American Embassy in 
Managua, or it has just stopped that way? 


& Wasn't I just asked that question? 
9 
G 
a 
Q 


(The briefing comcluded at 12:36 p.m.) 


Yes. 
Yes. 
Yes. My answer stands. 


Thank you. 














Posted: November 22, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the November 21, 1985 noon press briefing 
EL SALVADOR: TRIALS AND HUMAN RIGHTS 





Q: In your El Salvador statement you talked about the Duarte govern- . 
ment having greatly improved human rights. Where in that whole 


assessment does the trials of people responsible for killing 
Americans fall into that? There was a recent setback when a court 


rejected an appeal based on the Sheraton murders. Where do you 
fit that into this whole picture of improved human rights? 


-- WE ARE CONVINCED OF THE GOOD FAITH OF THE DUARTE GOVERNMENT IN 


ATTEMPTING TO BRING THESE CASES TO JUSTICE. 











Posted: November 22, 1985 


TAKEN CUESTION 
Question taken at the November 21, 1985 noon press briefing 
NICARAGUA: RESIGNATIONS AT U.S. EMBASSY 





Q: Have there been any resicnations in the U.S. Embassy in Nicaragua? . 
You said a while back that one person had talked about--as a result 
of these threats--resigning. Is there any update on this? 


A: -~- A TOTAL OF SIXTEEN NICARAGUAN EMPLOYEES AT THE U.S. EMBASSY IN 





MANAGUA HAVE BEEN INTERROGATED BY SANDINISTA SECURITY OFFICIALS. 


ONE EMPLOYEE HAS RESIGNED EFFECTIVE THE END OF THIS MONTH. 

















— Nae eben 
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(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE WOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
We'll see if we can make it worth your while. Three 
announcements: 


Check your press passes. Starting December 1, the 
guards will begin denying access to those holding press passes 
dated June 1985. If you've not renewed, please do so as soon 
as possible. You can check with the Press Office concerning 
what you need to do in order to do that. 


Secondly, American and Soviet Civil Aviation 
delegations met November 18-22 in Moscow to discuss the 
resumptica of direct air service tetween the United States and 
the USSR. The two sides have reached tentative agreement to 
resume regularly scheduled service between the United States 
and the Soviet Union. Regularly scheduled flights would serve 
Moscow, Leningrad, New York and Washington. It us anticipated 
that service will begin in 1986. Designated carriers for this 
service will be Pan American for the United States, and 
Aeroflot for the USSR. 


Let me come back to questions on that when I finish 
the third announcement. 


The Assembly of the International Maritime 
Organization, the IMO, meeting in London yesterday, November 
21, gave unanimous endorsement to a U.S.-sponsored initiative 
designed to improve security practices on ships and thus to 
guard against further terrorist incidents such as the one 
occurring recently on the Achille Lauro in the Mediterranean. 


The U.S.-drafted resolution calls upon the IMO 
Maritime Safety Committee to draft detailed and practical 
technical measures which may be employed by governments, port 
administrations, shipowners, shipmasters and crews to ensure 
the security of passengers and crews on board ships. The 
Committee will meet in London at the end of January to consider 
proposals that may be considered and adopted by governments and 
interested parties. 
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The Governments of Egypt and Italy were among the nine 
who joined in co-sponsoring the U.S. resolution. We are 
encouraged by the unanimity of the international community on 
the need to take immediate and concerted action to deal with 
unlawful acts against shipping and passengers, and take 
satisfaction in the adoption of this resolution by the 
International Maritime Organization. 


Q Copy? 
A Yes. 
Questions? 


Q What has to be done to make the tentative 
agreement final on the air service? 


A This is fairly complicated. I don't have an 
extremely brief guidance for you, but what will happen next is 
that this Committee on Maritime Safety will meet -- 

No, no. Air. 
What are we on? 
On direct air service. 


Aeroflot. 
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All right. The two delegations initialed an 
agreement on a new civil aviation agreement. The text of the 
agreement will need to be reviewed by both sides prior to final 
approval by the two governments. Re agreement will then be 
available, after signature, by the representatives of the two 
governments. 


Q Chuck, it doesn't have to be submitted to 
Congress, does it? 


A No. 


Q Do we know that Pan American is going to resume 
flights? They had stopped flights for economic reasons, I 
believe. 


A Since the beginning of the negotiations, we have 
insisted that any agreement which would permit Aeroflot to 
resume service to the U.S. would have to provide a fair 
opportunity for a U.S. air carrier serving the Soviet Union, 
and this agreement meets that objective, and Pan Am is the 
airline in question. 


Q Well, do you have the details on the financial 
arrangements that were worked out? 


A No. 





Q Presumably, this includes the opening of offices 
of the airlines in the -- 


A At the Geneva meeting, President -- the opening 
of offices in both countries? 


Q For the airlines. They've been closed since the 


A I don't have that, but I assume that if we're 
going to have regular air service, yes , we have to have 


offices. 

Q What were you about to say? Was there something 
else? 

A I thought you were referring at the time to 
consular -- to consulates. 


Q What do you have about consulates? 


A What do I have on that? At the Geneva meeting, 
President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev noted their 
desire to reach mutually beneficial agreement on civil aviation 
at an early date, and that in this regard, an agreement was 
reached on a simultaneous opening of consulates general in New 


York and Kiev. 

Q Do you know when? 

A I don't have -- well, yes, I might be able to 
help you on that. That's a whole other question on the 
consular agreement. 

Q Yes. 


A If you want to get into that, I'll go to that in 
a second. 


Q Yes. 


ts O.K. Any other questions on the civil air 
agreement. 


Q Yes. Why is it tentative? 
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a I think my first answer answered that. It's 
going to be reviewed by both sides now prior to the final 
approval, and then it will be signed by representatives. 
That's the official signing. 


Q Chuck, one more thing. You talk about -- in 
response to the question by Pan Am, whether they will actually 
want to take advantage of this, you said “a fair opportunity 
for a U.S. airline," so it seems to -- are you saying that the 
terms reached were satisfactory to Pan Am, and Pan Am will be 
flying in there? 


a That's what I'm saying. 
Q O.K. 


Q Do you have other background concerning what 
happened after martial law in '81, what happened after KAL in 
‘83, and --— just make sure we get the record straight on this 
because it is rather complicated. 


In other words, some sanctions were imposed regarding 
air service in 1981; others were imposed in 1983. I just, 
since I'm a little foggy on this and thought you might have it 
there. 


A No. I'm not quite sure what answer you're 
looking for. 


Q Well, just the historical background as to what 
led to the suspension? 


A As to what led te the ecuspension? 


Q Yes. 


A I'll have to look into that, and we'll post 
something as to what led to the suspension. 


Q Chuck, regarding the Maritime Safety Committee, 
are the Eastern bloc countries members of this Committee or 
Assembly, because you just -- 


A I'll turn to my next page: There are 124 nations 
which are members. As to whether or not the Eastern bloc are 
members, I don't have that particular answer, as far as I know. 


Q Can you finish up with what you had on consular 
before? 


fe Yes, we were just getting into that. 





a Consular -- that's a whole other part of the 
book. Your question was timing? 


Q Yes. 


a We will be discussing specifics with the Soviets 
in the coming months. We hope to move the issues forward as 
quickly as possible. Both sides have much to gain in 
cooperating in a timely and fair resolution of these 
administrative details. In keeping with our current -- with 
our policy of strict reciprocity, our consulates will open for 
business simultaneously. That's all I have on timing. 


Q As long as we're on this subject, anything in 
there to amplify on the agreement to have the Secretary of 
State meet with the Soviet Foreign Minister regularly? Are 
there any dates set or what does that mean or how many times a 
year? 


A Nothing further on that particular aspect. 


Q Do you have anything --— there was some criticism 
voiced by arms control groups yesterday about the lack of any 
mention in the final statement, or in any of the briefings, 
about the reaffirmation of the SALT II agreement or even of the 
ABM agreement. Was there any discussion in Geneva on those 
subjects? Do you have anything on that? 


A No, I have nothing in the way of broader 
commentary on Geneva negotiations. I think people have given 
backgrounders, and there will be a number of Administration 
people appearing in various fora in the coming days. That will 
be a better place to answer those questions than I at this 


point. 

Q Does Secretary Shultz plan an appearance in some 
forum today? 

A I don't believe there are any other forum than 
those which you may know about already. 

Q O.K. 

Q Another area? 

a Yes. 


Q Do you have any further information on the case 
of ~ Faas employee of the U.S. Navy accused of spying for 
Israe 
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A On November 21, 1985, a complaint was filed in 
the U.S. Federal court charging an employee of the U.S. Navy 
with a violation of U.S. Code, Title 18, Section 794, under the 
Espionage Act. This Section deals with the passing of national 
defense information to a foreign power or agent. 


In view of the fact that he was arrested leaving the 
Israeli Embassy, the circumstances concerning his presence at 
this location are being actively investigated at this time. We 
are shocked and saddened at the notion that something like this 
might occur. We have been in touctl eith the Israelis to try to 
get to the bottom of this. We don’t have all the facts. 


Since this remains an active investigation, further 
comment concerning the involvement of a particular foreign 
government would be inappropriate until all of the specific 
facts are known. 


Q Are you saying that because he was walking out, 
therefore, we should not -- or nobody should conclude that 
Israel is that foreign government involved? 


A I think my words speak very clearly to that 
question. 


Q Was there a meeting here yesterday about this? 
With the Israelis? 


A I limit my commentary to saying that we've been 
in touch with the Israelis to try to get to the bottom of this. 


Q Do you know if he really tried to get asylum to 
the Israeli Embassy in Wastington? 


A I can't help you on that. 


Q Chuck, is this building working with a specific 
timeframe for the Gorbachev visit to the United States? 


A I don't have anything for you on that, Gene. 


Q Chuck, do you know anything about the meeting 
that was supposed to be held yesterday between the American 
Ambassador in Khartoum and officials in the Sudanese Government? 


A I believe I gave you a general reaction yesterday 
following our contacts with the Sudanese Government, and I 
don't have anything beyond that which would be of help to you. 


Q Do you have anything on -- there are stories from 
the wires about Mr. Murphy's talks in Israel today. Do you 








have anything, yourself, on this subject of the -- of what 
Geneva covered on the Middle East, or do we just have to rely 
on the Israeli stories? 


a I believe that some of those remarks were sourced 
to Mr. Murphy himself -- 


Q Yeah. 
A --— but I have nothing beyond that. 
Q Liberia? 

A Sure. Why not? 


Q I'm told that President Doe has ordered the 
killing of at least one journalist; that another has been badly 
beaten and is known to be near death, if not dead. Others have 
disappeared, gone underground; others have been arrested. do 
you have any information that you could share with us on that? 


A I don't have any specifics. Some of those 
reports are ones that I haven't seen. There have been other 
reports as well that have circulated. I could only repeat what 
we have said before, which is that we're trying to monitor this 
as closely and as best we can, and that, most importantly, as 
we've said, we've made our concern for due process known at all 
levels of the Liberian Government, as well as the importance we 
attach to making sure that due process is in fact granted to 
all of those who have been taken into custody, and that they be 
protected from physical abuse while they are in detention. But 
I just don't have any information on specific cases that I can 
give to you. 


Q Is the State Department, through the U.S. Embassy 
in Monrovia, doing anything specifically to help trace 
journalists to find out if they are being detained and what is 
happening to them? 


A I, again, don't have any specifics on individual 
cases, other than to reiterate that we're doing what we can to 
make sure the Liberian Government understands what our concerns 


are. 


Q Do you have anything today on the PLO meeting in 
Baghdad and decisions taken regarding Resolutions 242 and 3387? 


3] No. 


Q Anything about a jerusalem Post story saying that 
the U.S. is considering an additional -- proposing an 
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additional Security Council resolution which would serve as 
some kind of an invitation to either an international 
conference or an international invitetion to direct 
negotiations -- something to supplement 242 or 3387 


A No. 
i 
Chuck, do you have any@iiieg on the situation in 
Beirut? : 


Q Would you take the question en Liberia? 


a I'll look into it, but F-@uw't believe that kind 
of information is available, frankly. 


Q Do you have any comment on the situation in 
Beirut, and any information if there is a reason that is 
connected to the American hostages that's flared up the whole 
situation in West Beirut? 


A I don't have anything for you concerning the 
current situation in Beirut. I think you have all seen 
basically the same reports that we have available concerning 
the violence and the nature of the violence. I haven't seen 
anything that indicates that there's any connection between 
that violence and the hostage situation. 


Q Anything on the hostage situation? 


A It's one of those open-ended questions. No. I 
have in fact very little, other than, as we've said before, we 
welcome efforts by any responsible party. In this case we 
welcome and appreciate the efferts ef Verry Waite that he's 
been undertaking. 


He is, as you all know, @ private citizen representing 
the archbishop of Canterbury. He has touched base periodically 
with the U.S. and with other governments. I can't give you any 
details, following our normal practice; and, finally, there had 
been reports -- or he had announced that he plans to fly to 
London and New York. At this point we don't know his specific 
plans, but, of course, we're willing to meet with him whenever 
and wherever. 


Q To go back a little bit to that question I just 
asked, do we think that something beyond 242 or 338 is 
necessary to get negotiations going now? Is -- whether or not 
we're working on one, is a supplement desirable? 











A I really have nothing that would lead you away 
from our standard exposition of how we hope to approach, in 
conjunction with the parties in the region, the peace process 
leading to direct negotiations. I have nothing that would lead 
you in any different directions than you've been led before. 


Q Chuck, back to this espionage case. Would you 
say that the Israeli officials are cooperating with the 
authorities, with U.S. authorities, regarding this case? 


A I have no further comment on the Israeli role 
other than to say that we've been in touch with them. 


Q Do you have any -- a rundown on the itineraries 
of the Assistant Secretaries, by any chance? 


a Yes, I do. Talk about an open-ended question. 


Let me start with Europe. Mr. McFarlane and 
Ambassador Rowny are visiting several capitals expressly to 
inform government leaders on the President's meeting with 
General Secretary Gorbachev. Mr. McFarlane went to Rome to 
brief the Vatican. Ambassador Rowny traveled to East Berlin 
and Prague. As you know, President Reagan himself briefed 
leaders of NATO governments in Brussels on November 21. 


Following the President's departure from Brussels, 
Ambassador Ridgway remained in Europe to embark upon a 
previously planned consultations trip. She will discuss a full 
range of issues in France and the Federal Republic of Germany; 


and, of course, We would expect the Geneva meeting to be among 
the topics raised there. 


Among others, I might also note that Ambassadors 
Glitman and Tower are visiting some non-NATO capitals, as well 
as some other officials from our delegation of lower rank. 


In Asia, Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz is now in 
Tokyo. He will go to Beijing tomorrow and to Seoul Monday 
before returning to the U.S. 


The Department's Director of Political/Military 
affairs, Mr. H. Alan Holmes, is meeting with representatives of 
the ASEAN countries in Jakarta today and will go on to Canberra 
tomorrow. His meeting with Prime Minister Hawke in Canberra 
will be on Monday, November 25. 


Of course, other countries are being briefed through 
their embassies in Washington. That is the case, I understand, 
for Assistant Secretary Abrams who is conducting most of his 
briefings here, or all of his briefings, here in Washington. 
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Assistant Secretary Crocker is in Dakar to brief 
President Diouf in his capacity as Chairman of the Organization 
of african Unity. In other African countries the briefings 
will be done by our Ambassadors with their host-country 
authorities. And, of course, as far as Assistant Secretary 
Murphy is concerned, you know that he is in the region and that 


Q I know he's in one country. What other countries? 


a No further comment at this point. 


Q Is his visit solely a Geneva briefing, or might 
he do something else? 


A As Ambassador Murphy himself said this morning, 


clearly, he's out there to brief on the Geneva Summit, but 
he'll be discussing bilateral issues, regional issues as well. 


Q Did Abrams invite in all of the Latin American 
diplomatic corps, or what? 


A I can't tell you if he invited every single one 
in one session or multiple sessions, but he will be doing 
briefings for the Latin American diplomatic corps. 

Q Can we get a copy of that? 

A No, you've got that. 

Do you have anything on the possible -- 


Of the itineraries? 
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No. 


Q Do you have anything on the possibility of the 
release of Mandela? 


A No. We don't have anything concerning -—— we 
don't have any information indicating that the release is 
imminent. I saw reports this morning saying as well that 
neither his wife nor his lawyers, likewise, had received any 
indication that a release was imminent, but, clearly, we would 
welcome his release should that come about. 





Q To follow up on the same question, do you have 
any comment on the reports on clashes and so many deaths in 
some South African cities? 
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A A general remark, that we deplore violence, 
whatever its sources, as a means of solving South Africa's and 
southern Africa's political problems. 


It's not too late for peaceful solutions to the 
region's manifold problems. Resort to force rather than to 
negotiations will provoke and prolong conflict in South Africa 
and the region. 


Q Do you have any comment on the banning order 
imposed today on Trevor Manuel, the anti-apartheid campaigner? 


A On travel -- 

Q Trevor Manuel. 

A Trevor Manuel. 

Q Manuel. 

A No, I haven't seen that report yet. I can look 
into that. 


Q Mr. Holmes is not going to New Zealand, is that 
correct? 


A You have his itinerary. 

Q Why is he not going to New Zealand? 
A It's simply not on his itinerary. 
Q 


What are the non-NATO countries Tower and Glitman 
are going to? 


a Well, I don't want to get into an exhaustive 
rundown of every single country. 


Q Why not? 

a But if they're non-NATO, they fit into the 
neutral, non-aligned category. And these are simply by way of 
example. I don't mean this to be an exhaustive list, but 
Stockholm, Helsinki, Berne, Belgrade. 

Q Are they travelling together? 


A No, they're not. 


Q Doesn't India come under one of these categories? 
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a Pardon? 
Q India. 
a India? 
Q Yes. 

a That falls within Assistant Secretary Murphy's 
region. As I've said, we're not givimg out his itinerary 
except to the extent that he arrives at each destination on a 
point—by-point basis. 


Q So he is not confined to the Middle East, if one 
is to understand? 


a He is Assistant Secretary for South Asia and the 
Middle East -- 


Q I do not understand -- 

A -- he is going to brief on the summit, and 
therefore he can expected to brief throughout his region of 
responsibility. 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 








lle 
Posted: November 22, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 22, 1985 noon press briefing 


U.S.-USSR CIVIL AVIATION RELATIONSHIP 


Q: What led to the suspension of air service between the US 
and the USSR? . 





A: MOST AEROFLOT FLIGHTS TO NEW YORK WERE SUSPENDED IN EARLY 
1980 AFTER THE SOVIET INVASION OF AFGHANISTAN. AEROFLOT 
CONTINUED TO OPERATE TWO WEEKLY FLIGHTS FROM MOSCOW TO 
WASHINGTON. THESE FLIGHTS WERE SUSPENDED IN DECEMBER, 1981 
APTER THE IMPOSITION OF MARTIAL LAW IN POLAND. IN 
SEPTEMBER, 1983, AFTER THE KAL SHOOTDOWN, AEROPLOT OFFICES 
IN THE UNITED STATES WERE CLOSED AND THEIR PERSONNEL 





ORDERED TO LEAVE THE COUNTRY. IN ADDITION, U.S.-FLAG 
AIRLINES WERE DIRECTED AT THAT TIME BY THE CIVIL 
AERONAUTICS BOARD TO TERMINATE THEIR COMMERCIAL 


ARRANGEMENTS WITH AEROFLOT. 

















Posted: NoyvFMBER 22, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the November 22, 1985 noon press briefing 


A: 


LIBERIA NAL 4 ? 
I'm told that President Doe has ordered the killing of at 
least one journalist; that another has been badly beaten 
and is knowito be near death, if not dead. Others have 
disappeared, gone underground; others have been arrested. 
Do you have any information that you could share with us 
on that? Is the State Department through the U.S. Embassy 
in Monrovia, doing anything specifically to help trace 


journalists, find out if they are being detained, and what 
is happening to them? 


WE HAVE SEEN A VARIETY OF REPORTS THAT GIVE CAUSE FOR 
CONCERN, INCLUDING ONE THAT AT LEAST FIVE JOURNALISTS ARE 
BEING HELD IN DETENTION. WE NOTE THAT THE LIBERIAN GOV- 
ERNMENT STATED IMMEDIATELY AFTER THE ABORTIVE COUP THAT 
CHARLES GBEYON, NEWS DIRECTOR OF THE GOVERNMENT RADIO 
STATION, WAS SHOT AND KILLED DURING AN ATTEMPT TO ARREST 
HIM. WE HAVE SEEN NO OTHER REPORTS THAT JOURNALISTS HAVE 


BEEN KILLED. 


WE ARE ATTEMPTING TO OBTAIN MORE INFORMATION ON ALL DETAINEES. 
WE HAVE URGED THE GOVERNMENT OF LIBERIA TO PROVIDE FULL DUE 
PROCESS IN CIVILIAN COURTS FOR THOSE CIVILIANS BEING CHARGED, 
TO RELZASE THOSE NOT CHARGED, TO ENSURE THAT THOSE IN ITS 
CUSTODY NOT BE PHYSICALLY ABUSED, AND TO ALLOW THOSE WHO 
CONTINUE TO BE HELD TO RECEIVE FAMILY AND LAWYERS. THE 
GOVERNMENT HAS ANNOUNCED THAT CIVILIANS BEING CHARGED WILL 


BE TRIED IN CIVILIAN COURTS. 
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Posted: NOvember 22, i985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the November 22, 1985 noon press briefing 


SOUTH AFRICA: BANNING ORDER AGAINST TREVOR MANUEL 





Do you have any comment on the banning order imposed today 
on Trevor Manuel, the anti-apartheid campaigner? 


POR YEARS, THE U.S. GOVERNMENT HAS EXPRESSED ITS STRONG 
DISAPPROVAL OF BANNING ORDERS IN SOUTH APRICA. FROM 198C 
UNTIL THIS YEAR, BANNING ORDERS IN SOUTH AFRICA HAD 
DECLINED. WE OBVIOUSLY REGRET THE BANNING OF MR. MANUEL 
AND OF OTHER OPPONENTS OF APARTHEID. FREE EXPRESSION OF 
VIEWS WILL BE NECESSARY FOR SOUTH AFRICANS OF ALL RACES TO 


NEGOTIATE AN END TO THEIR NATION'S PROBLEMS. 
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 25, 1985, 12:40 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have two announcements. 


First, Secretary Shultz will attend the special 
General Assembly of the Organization of American States in 
Cartagena, Colombia, on December 2, 1985, where he will address 
the first plenary session of the Assembly. Other activities 
include an informal dialogue with the OAS Foreign Ministers, 
and a meeting with the Contadora Group representatives. A 
sign-up sheet has been posted in the main Press Office for 
those of you wishing to apply for a seat on the Secretary's 
plane. The sheet will be taken down and applications closed at 
5:00 p.m. today. 


Secondly, today the United States Government announces 
a reward of up to $250,000 for information leading to the 
apprehension and effective prosecution and punishment of Abu el 
Abbas, as well as any others not yet in custody responsible for 
the terrorist action which resulted in the seizure of the 
Sent lie Laure on October 7, 1985, the taking of hostages, 

nclu ng 4 Americans, and the killing of one American, Leon 

Klinghoffer. 


Those with information in the United States should 
notify the FBI or the Diplomatic Security Service, Department 
of State. Those with information in any other country should 
notify the nearest U.S. Embassy. The information received will 
be handled confidentially and the identities of informants will 
be protected. 


Officers or employees of any governmental organization 
who furnish information while in performance of official duties 
are not eligible for a reward. 

Questions? 


Yes. 








Q On that one, Chuck, the maximum under the law is 
$500,000, right, for a single reward? 


A The maximum under the law, I believe, is $500,000 
for any one incident. Let me see if I have that. Yes, the 
1984 Act to Combat International Terrorism, Public Law 98533, 
contained authority for the Secretary of State to pay awards of 
up to $500,000 for information in cases of international 
terrorism. 


Q Can you give us any guidance on how you arrive at 
the figure of $250,000 instead of something else? 


A As you mentioned, $500,000 is the maximum amount 
that can be paid under the law to any informant. The Secretary 
can, of course, set a lower limit in any particular case. Of 
course, in this case, he has set a lower limit. 


You should also note that the reward money is paid out 
only when we are satisfied that the information provided has 
led to effective prosecution and punishment. The amounts 
announced are the maximum offered in each case. Actual 
payments would be based on our evaluation of the usefulness of 
the information received and any other relevant factors and 
could be less than the maximum in any particular instance. 


I haven't answered your question directly, Jim. 
(Laughter) 


Q I was wondering what question you were 
answering. (Laughter) 


Q Does the announcement today have any 
relationships to the timing, that is, to the Malta massacre? 


a No, it did not. 
Q How does -- 


is) This announcement had been prepared -- this 
reward had been prepared for announcement before that incident 
occurred. 


We've had consistent reports that Abbas is in 
Baghdad at the PLO meeting there, and yet the Iraqi Government 
says that the United States has not approached them for 
information on it; not that it would matter if they did, but 
why not? 


i) We don't have any information as to the location 
of Abu el Abbas other than the press reports to which you have 
made reference saying that he was going to be attending this 
PLO executive committee meeting in Baghdad. 




















Q Chuck, you're saying that the reward can go up to 
$500,000 for each incident. Do you have any information about 
how much is the total -- how much is the total amount for 


different, or for the whole budget allocated for such a reward? 


A I'll look into that. I believe the initial 
allocation was for $1 million, if I'm -—— Mike. 


STAFF: There's $2 million appropriated right now. 
A There's $2 million appropriated right now. 
Q Sorry, I -- 


Q Do you have a list of incidents for which reward 
money has been offered? 


A We can provide that. 


Q Chuck, do you also have any information about 
offering a reward on the Rhein-Main bombing last fall? 


A In all of these cases, including the one you make 
reference to, a reward under this program is always one of the 
potential measures that we have at our disposal; and in that 
case, like others, it's being considered. 


Q Can you take the question, because I gather the 
allies have been informed -- 

A I've jus* given you the answer. It is being 
considered. 


Q Chuck, can I repeat my question as to why the 
United States has not approached the Iraqi Government for 
information on Abbas' whereabouts? 


Aa I'm telling you that we don't know where Abu el 
Abbas is -- 


Q So why haven't you asked -- 


a -- and I'm not commenting on diplomatic 
exchanges, if you're asking me to say whether or not we've been 
in contact with the Iraqi Government. 


Q Why is there a reward now? I mean, why now? 


A I think I've tried to explain this in conjunction 
with other reward announcements. It's one of the tools in the 
fight against terrorism. The decision is made in each 
individual case on the merits of that particular case in order 
to have maximum effectiveness. 


ZsOSY 








It was judged that in this particular case now was an 
appropriate time to do it, and we do that, I might add, in 
close consultation with the Department of Justice. 


Q Did you hear anything from Italy, or did you have 
-- did you need some information that you now have to issue 
such a -— the $250,000? I mean, why wasn't it done two weeks 
ago or three weeks ago? That's what I'm trying to find out. 


A My answer still answers your question. 


Q Are you now in possession of some information 
leading you to believe that --certainly, he is responsible for 


the Achille Lauro hijacking? 


A As you're aware, we sought to extradite him from 
Italy. We're continuing to seek his extradition. 


The key factor, nonetheless, is whether or not this 
reward will have some chance of helping to apprehend him, and 
now was judged to be the time to do it. 


Q What is the current U.S. position and thinking on 
the aftermath of what occurred in Malta? 


A Our thinking is reflected in the statement which 
the Department released yesterday in the aftermath of that 
incident, and that statement stands. 


Q And the U.S. is still fully in support of the 
Egyptian actions despite the fact that 57 people died? 


a Yes, we are. As stated last night, the United 
States fully supports the difficult decision of the governments 
of Malta and Egypt to end the brutal terrorist hijacking of 
Egypt Air Flight 648. 


Rescue operations like the one undertaken at Lugqa are 
risky affairs, undertaken only in extreme circumstances. We 
are, as we said, sadden by the tragic loss of innocent life and 
extend our deepest sympathy to the victims of this ordeal and 
to their families. 


Q Chuck, do you have any information now that there 
is a Libyan link to the terrorists in that incident? 


a We can't confirm the affiliation or the exact 
identifications of the hijackers at this time. I could only 
note that Libya has been implicated in terrorist incidents 














against Egypt which have been reported in the press in recent 
weeks, but beyond that I have nothing that would help you 
because we can't confirm, as I said, the affiliation or the 
exact identification of the hijackers. 


Q Is one hijacker still alive? 
A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Any comment on the Athens Airport and the calls 
by the governments, I believe, to boycott the airport? 


a I think we should start by saying that we do not 
yet know how or where the weapons were placed aboard the Egypt 
air flight. 


Following the TWA 847 hijacking in June and the State 
Department travel advisory, the Government of Greece has taken 
a number of actions to improve security at Athens Airport. The 
airport underwent subsequent inspections conducted by DOT -- 
the Department of Transportation -- and the FAA and the IATA 
and found that airport security procedures had reached a 
satisfactory level -- that of the ICAO standards -~ and 
consequently the U.S. travel advisory was lifted. 


There have been regular follow-up inspections with no 
finding that. overall security standards had declined. 


We know the Greek Government is conducting an 
investigation into Saturday's hijacking, and based on that 
information we'll be examining whether there are additional 
procedures that need to be adopted at the airport. We're 
of ering to provide assistance to the Greek Government for its 
inv_stigation and are also offering to provide further advice 
and assistance regarding any appropriate follow-up action. 


Q When was the last regular follow-up inspection? 


a I believe that an FAA team has been there within 
the past two weeks. 


Q Some security analysts charge that the large 
Greek lobby in the United States might have forced a favorable 
recommendation. Did it have any influence in it? 


i) You're speaking of the lifting of the travel 
advisory? 


Q Uh—-hum. 





A Absolutely not. The travel advisory was based 
originally on conditions at the airport as we saw them, and its 
lifting was based on a thoroughly professional assessment that 
the necessary changes had been effected at that time. 


Q Do you have any information that the hijackers 
have had any demands of a political nature other than the 
already-—known demands of refueling the aircraft and getting 
food, and such things? 


A We know of no other demands put forward other 
than those which you have just made. 


Q IATA is saying that it may not be Athens Airport 
at all that is at fault, that it may be Cairo. Is there any 
checking being done by the Reagan Administration on the safety 
of Cairo? 


A As I said, we don't know where or how the weapons 
got on board the flight. We are in touch and working with all 
of our friends, nations in the region, to determine how it may 
have happened. 


Q No action is being taken at this time on the 
travel advisories or investigations by the United States? 


a I think that it would be more accurate to say 
that we will continue to monitor the situation carefully, to 
assist governments in whatever way we can to investigate, that 
we would certainly want to have the full facts regarding how 
the hijackers were able to get their weapons aboard the 
aircraft, and what is being done to prevent a recurrence before 
we consider any new steps. 


Q What is the U.S. assessment of the Cairo Airport? 
a I don't have any assessment to offer you. 
Q Can you take that question? 


a I can look into that. 


Yes. 

Q Yes. Were the Egyptian rescuers or any 
assistance by any U.S. forces in the area, logistic or 
otherwise? 

a As Secretary Shultz said yesterday, we were in 


regular continuing contact with the Maltese, the Egyptian 
Governments as well as some other interested governments. But 
beyond that general statement of the fact that we were in close 
contact, I have nothing else to offer you concerning our 
particular exchanges or information regarding the kinds of 
questions you posed. 








Q Citizens of different countries were among the 
victims aboard the aircraft. I'm wondering whether the 
government to which those citizens owed allegiance are involved 
in the investigation directly, along with the Egyptians, and I 
presume the Greeks and the Maltese. 


A I think you'll have to refer that question to 
those governments. I can only speak for the U.S. Government. 


Q Well, is the United States directly involved in 
the investigation, or is it leaving it up to those three 
governments -- Egypt, Greece, and Malta -- to investigate? 


a I believe I've answered that in a number of ways 
by saying that, in response to a number of questions --— and 
particularly in response to the question about Athens Airport 
-— that we have offered assistance and will be working with 
them to the extent that we can to try to -- 


Q That's not the same as offering assistance and 
being directly involved. Are we involved or are we not 
involved? 


° A I've given you the answer to that question. 
Connie? 


Q Can we switch to the spy scandals in the Post 
today? 


Q Did the U.S. have prior knowledge of the Egyptian 
attempt? 


A I said earlier, I have no specific information 
concerning our contacts with any of the governments in this 
case. 


Q In the wake of the TWA hijacking, there were news 
stories that a number of Palestinians who had left Beirut in 
‘82 with Arafat had found employment at the Athens Airport. 
Were you ever able to confirm that? Did you look -- was that 
ever investigated? 


fa I don't know whether or not it was investigated; 
I can only stand by our more general statements concerning the 
nature of security at Athens. 


Q Without going through the affiliations of the 
hijackers, do we know anything about their nationality? 


a No. 


30SS 








Q Is there any reaction to the Israeli Government's 
investigation of the Pollard case? 


A A very short reaction. We note that the 
Government of Israel is making a thorough investigation of any 
Israeli involvement in this serious matter. We welcome this 
and hope this investigation will be completed expeditiously. 


Q Is there any way, Chuck, that information or 
memorandums or agreements -- govern the intelligence community 
between the United States and Israel -- can be made available 
for us to look at, because there has been reference to ‘81 
agreements or understandings, or ‘52 or '53. What exactly 
governs the spy or the intelligence communities' relations 
between these two countries? 


A I don't believe I can furnish any such 
documentation for you. All I can do is refer you in the case 
of the Israeli Government to their statement that it was their 
policy not to conduct espionage against the United States, and 
in fact, we've always understood that that was in fact Israel's 


policy. 


Q But wasn't that policy achieved through contact 
with the United States? I mean there were apparently some 
talks and discussions between the leaders of both countries 
that Israel will not conduct such activities in the United 
States. What are they violating? 


A I can't help you any further on 
diplomatic/intelligence type of exchanges. 


Q There have now been, I think, four spies arrested 
in the United States in the last five days. Is the State 
Department concerned about this situation? 

a Let me refer you to what Larry Speakes just said 
this morning, where he addressed that question in considerable 
detail on behalf of the Administration. 

Anybody else? Matt. 

Q Has the U.S. Ambassador to Sudan been recalled? 

3) I think the term “recalled” is perhaps not 
accurate. He's returning to the United States for brief 
consultations. 


Q Why? 


a To discuss the security situation in Khartoum. 








Q What is the assessment of what the Sudan has done 
about concerns expressed last week? 


a I have no further developments since we last 
talked about this on Friday. 


Q Can you confirm the story from Khartoum that one 
of the assassins of the U.S. Ambassador to Khartoum -- when was 
it, '73? -—— was discovered in Khartoum the other day? 


a I can't help you. Again, any questions that have 
an operational nature goes to the question of identifying who 
the other known terrorists were. 


Q There was a report today oag7oF that Cuba was 
asking Soviet approval to declare war formally against South 
Africa to destroy apartheid and secure southern Africa region 
from Marxism. Any comment on that? 


a We've read these reports, but cannot attest to 
their accuracy. Cuba has demonstrated a strong and persistent 
interest in southern Africa, where it has maintained a large 
military presence for a number of years. Cuba often cites the 
proximity of the hostile South Africa as justifying the large 
numbers of Cuban combat forces and military advisers in the 
region. However, we have no evidence indicating that Cuba 
would like to mount a direct challenge to South Africa itself. 


Q Do you have any comment on a report released 
today concerning nuclear proliferation? It says, for example, 
that South Asia is the area of greatest danger based on what 
has happened over the past year. 


a I'm not sure what report you're referring to. 
Q Obviously, you don't have a comment. 

a I don't have any comment. 

Q Do you have anything on the activities of Mr. 


Murphy in the area? 


a The continuing saga. I'll check to make sure I 
don't mislead you. 


He has arrived in Pakistan, following visits to 
Israel, Egypt, and India. 
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Q Do you have anything on U.S. officials meeting 
with Terry Waite in New York? Is there such a plan? 


a Nothing beyond the fact that we have, as you 
know, been in contact with Mr. Waite and we will be in contact 
with him again in New York. 


Q Can you give us any timeframe on that? 
a No, I can't give you any other details. 
Q Can you tell us who will meet him? 

a No, I can't. 


Q On his national radio show Saturday, President 
Reagan specified that the Soviets had violated the SALT II 
Accords 23 times. This is supposedly the first time an actual 
figure, a number, has been given of the number of violations. 
Is a list of those violations available or can one be made 
available publicly? 


a I believe that that information is widely 
available publicly. . There have been reports to the Congress 
which dealt with the question of Soviet violations of the SALT 
II Accord, and as a contequence, I don't believe I could add 
—- to what's already on the public record in considerable 
detail. 


Q You just indicated that the number of 23 had 
never really actually been specified before. 


a I don't know. I've never counted them. 


Q President Reagan said that he supported covert 
aid to the UNITA rebels in Angola, and Shultz mentioned 
something yesterday. Can you make clear what is the U.S. 
policy toward helping UNITA in which way? 


a I think I'd refer you, as you just did, to the 
Secretary's comments yesterday, which I believe make clear our 
policy. 


Q Anything on Honduran elections? 


a Yes. All indications are that the national 
elections yesterday in Honduras were well organized and 
conducted with great popular enthusiasm. Voter turnout is 
believed to have been between 85 and 90 percent. 
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The unofficial vote totals, with about 25 percent of 
the vote counted, show the liberal party total vote narrowly 
leading the National Party total vote. And among the 
individual candidates, National Party candidate Callejas has a 
substantial early lead, while Liberal Party candidate Jose 
Azcona narrowly leads fellow liberal Oscar Arellano. I remind 
you that these are early returns. (Laughter) 


Q Do you have any comment on the report in The New 
York _Tines over the weekend that Honduras is holding up 
virtually all U.S. aid to the rebels? 

a No. 

Q Nothing at all? 

a Nothing on that. 

Q Is the aid getting through? 

a I have nothing on that question. 

Q David Lange said today that Washington had turned 
down the. opportunity to have a look at the proposed nuclear 
“legislation, and is a mite upset. Is that true? 


a Is that your question? I thought Connie asked 
that question. 


Q Oh, no, no. Is it true that -- 

Oh, sorry, Connie, did I ask your question? 

i I can only say that we have said that we will 
receive the draft legislation through normal diplomatic 
channels, just as the British are doing, and I don't have 
anything more beyond that. 

Q O.K. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 








Posted: November 25. 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the November 25, 1985 noon press briefing 
ANTI-TERRORIST REWARD: PREVIOUS OFFERS 





Q: Do you have a list of incidents for which reward money has 
been offered? 


A: -- WE OFFERED A REWARD OF UP TO $100,000 ON JULY 19 FOR 





“INFORMATION IN THE CASE OF THE JUNE 19 ASSASSINATIONS OF 
FOUR MARINES AND TWO U.S. CIVILIANS IN SAN SALVADOR. 
ALTHOUGH THERE HAVE BEEN ARRESTS MADE IN THAT CASE, WE HAVE 
HAD NO CLAIMANTS AND NO MONEY HAS BEEN PAID OUT. ON OCTOBER 
17, WE ALSO ANNOUNCED REWARDS OF $250,000 IN THE CASES OF 


THE HIJACKINGS OF TWA 847 AND KUWAIT AIR LINES FLIGHT 811. 
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TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 26, 1985, 12:22 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. [ 
have one brief announcement. The Governments of the United 
States and Angola have agreed to meet in Lusaka, Zambia, 
November 27-28, to continue their efforts to achieve a peaceful 
resolution of important southern African issues. The United 
States delegation will be led by Assistant Secretary Crocker 
- The Angolan delegation will be led by the Minister of the 
Interior, Kito Rodrigues. 


Questions? 


Q What is our position now on aiding UNITA? What 
is the position? 


A Well, I could repeat, if you want, what various 
Administration spokesmen have said over the past few days. I'm 
not sure that that does you a great deal of good, other than to 
repeat it. The Secretary, on Sunday, made three points -- that 
we support the freedom fighters of Jonas Savimbi and UNITA; 
that we want to support their efforts in a way that is 
effective; and thirdly, that we believe that if there can be a 
political solution, a negotiated solution, then that's the way 
to go, and we're trying to do that. 


We've said that the question of how best to address 
the situation in Angola is under continuing review. I believe 
that has been probably as best a summation [ can make of our 
position as it stands now. 


Q Have you got any indication that the Angolan 
Government is now ready to respond to the March proposals of 
the U.S.? 


a The best I can say is that we do expect Angola as 
well as South Africa to be prepared to respond to our ideas 
constructively and promptly. Both governments have assured us 
recently that they want to work with us on that basis, and 
therefore, we are continuing our efforts. 
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Q Will he go on to South Africa From Zambia? 


a As you're aware, we d« have continuing contacts 
with South Africa, but it is not the Assistant Secretary's plan 
to go on. 


Q Can you tell us who initiated this particular 
set, specific dates of talks? 


a This was by mutual agreement. 


Q Do you have any comment on the letter from the 
hundred Congressmen opposing the aid to UNITA? 


a No. 


Q As I understand it, Chuck, what you're saying 
about all these proposals for aiding UNITA is that that 
question is under review. Is that correct? 


A That question is under review. We have 
repeatedly said that the Administration seeks a negotiated 
solution to the problems of the region which would result in 
South African implementation of the U.N. independence plan for 
Namibia, Resolution 435, and Cuban troop withdrawal from 
Angola. The availability of other options does not preclude a 
negotiated solution. 


Q Is the decision on this on hold until the meeting? 


Aa I have no further commentary on the dynamics of 
the decision-making process. 


Q Wait a minute, Chuck. You just said, “The 
availability of other options does not preclude a negotiated 
solution.” Translated, does that mean the availability of the 
possibility of aid to UNITA would not preclude a negotiated 
solution? 


Aa I think that statement is relatively clear. 
[It says the availability of other options does not preclude a 
negotiated solution. 


Q Well, but does direct aid to UNITA preclude a 
negotiated settlement? 


A I haven't addressed that question. 


Q Would you? 





a I won't. 
(Laughter) 
Q I have a couple of questions for you on Malta, if 


we're Finished with this one. 


Q These are the first high-level talks with Angola 
since when, do you know? 


A Since President dos Santos met with Under 
Secretary Armacost less than a month ago, I think, at the 
United Nations in New York. 


Q The Egyptians are insisting on their own 
explanation of -- 


A Let me ask, first of all, are there any further 
questions on Angola? 


Q Yes. Was that the meeting that decided that 
there was going to be a negotiating session in Lusaka, the U.N. 
meeting between Armacost and dos Santos? 


. A I'm not leading you one way or another on that — 
question. 


Q It seems that the Egyptians are insisting on 
their own explanation of the hijacking of the Egyptian 
aircraft, that the Libyans are responsible for what happened. 
Do you still keep your own explanation that was read to us 
yesterday that you don't have information enough to confirm 
such accusations? 


ns That's where we stand. The investigation is 
still underway, and [ don't have anything further to offer you 
beyond what I said yesterday. 


Q Chuck a couple of questions on this, please: A 
pattern has emerged from the TWA hijacking, the Achille Lauro 
seizure and the Malta hijacking, namely that Americans are 
singled out and murdered first. What does that pattern say 
about the safety of Americans traveling overseas? And what is 
the U.S. Government going to do to reduce the risk to Americans 
traveling overseas? And I have a follow-up. 





A I'm not sure what [ can say in response to your 
first question. I would be tempted to say, “It goes without 
saying; [ mean, Americans are targets." fhat's not new. [t's 


ie Aw, 








certainly regrettable. [t's something, [I think, that anyone 
traveling in any part of the world has to take into account; 
but beyond that, on what we can do in particular instances -- 
and in this particular case -- all we can do, I believe, is 
look at the particular facilities, the particular region of the 
world that was involved, to see if there are any shortcomings 
or lapses that can be filled. 


As I said yesterday, we don't have any information to 
the effect that that is in fact the case. We're continuing to 
look into that and are prepared to be helpful to the 
governments in question. So I suppose one of the things one 
can do is to enlist the aid of all governments around the world 
in the fight against terrorism, so that terrorists know that 
there is no haven, so that the deterrent measures can be as 
strong and effective as possible. 


Q Are we sending back a Department of 
Transportation team to Athens to go into other aspects of 
security that they apparently did not attend to, or may not 
have attended to, specifically the onloading of food and 
baggage? Those areas apparently were not checked the first 
time through. 


A Well, I don't, in fact, have that bit of 
information, so I'm not confirming or denying what you're 
saying. I can only repeat what we said yesterday concerning 
what has been done at Athens since the summer when we had our 
original travel advisory. We do not yet know where those 
weapons used in this most recent incident came on board, so I 
have nothing there beyond what I gave you yesterday, which is 
that that is still under investigation. 


I think beyond that, the most I can say is that, as I 
did, that we will continue to work with all of the governments 
concerned to see if we can fill any holes that still exist. As 
Secretary Shultz said on Sunday, "No system is perfect, 
unfortunately," and that's what we're dealing with. 


Q Do you have any information on the nationality of 
the arrested hijacker in Malta? 


fs No. We understand that one of those injured in 
the rescue operation has been identified as a hijacker. We 
have no further information, specifically no identification or 
affiliation. 


Q To follow up on that, Chuck, is the 
Administration now attempting to determine if there is evidence 
that directly links Qadhafi or his government to the planning, 
direction, or specific support of the hijacking? And if such 
evidence is found, what action will be taken? 











A The latter question is clearly hypothetical, and 
I'm not going to speculate on that. 


In answer to the first, as I've said, we're looking 
into the case to try to determine who is responsible, who 
organized it, and I don't have the answer to that question at 
this point. 


Q Do you find any linkage between them and the 
group of Abu Nidal? 


A I've just told you that I can't tell you at this 
time who is responsible for this. 


Q Do you share the view saying that the Egyptians 
could have done a better job in their assault against he 
aircraft? 


A I would really have to ago back to statements 
we've made before, which is that we fully supported their 
difficult decision that was, from the beginning, a risky 
operation, whenever you use force; that because it is risky in 
cases like this, it is an extreme solution. But beyond that, 
I'm not going to engage in some sort of “Monday morning 
quarterbacking” as to what they should or should not have done, 
no. | 


Q Do you mean that the U.S. support to the Egyptian 
position was taken with such a probability in the minds of the 
Administration? 


a In what sense? 


Q What's happened already. Was that imagined 
before the assault being taken? 


a Well, let me say, emphasize first of all, that 
this was an Egyptian operation. This was mounted by the 
Egyptian Government, with the cooperation of the Maltese -- 
that's the starting point -- and as a consequence, ['m not sure 
what you're trying to imply that the United States had a 
decision to make in this case. [ think if you're interested in 
what the risk assessment was, the Egyptian Government is in a 
better position to respond than I am. 


Q Just to follow up with the came question, 
please: do you have any comment on the Maltese criticism to 
the Egyptian “heavy-handed policy" of asking for the assault to 
take place as soon as they did? 














a I haven't seen that sort of Maltese criticism, as 
you characterize it. As I saw the Maltese statement, it 
expressed regret at the loss of life, which we all do, of 
course; but that's not to imply in any way that we support any 
less the decision that was made. 


Q Chuck, did the U.S. provide or offer to provide 
to the Egyptians -- or to the Maltese -- in this case any 
military equipment or personnel in connection with the storming 
of the plane? 


A I can only answer you in general terms, to repeat 
what I said yesterday that we were in contact and had 
consultation with the governments involved, that we have said 
in the past -- and we said in this case -- that we were 
prepared to provide or to offer appropriate assistance. We're 
not going to go into the details of those kinds of questions, 
and beyond that, to draw attention once again to the fact that 
this was, as I said, an Egyptian operation. 


Q Can we assume from your statement that this was 
an Egyptian operation, that an offer was not taken up in this 
case? 


A No, I don't think you should assume anything. 
I'm just saying I have no comment beyond the fact that we did 
make that offer, as we have in other cases. But I'm not going 
to go into the details. 


Q Chuck, what can you tell us about the reported 
increasing tensions along the Egyptian/Libyan border? Do you 


know about that situation? Are you concerned about it? Are 
you speaking to Egypt, or for that matter, Libya, about it? 


A I have nothing that would help you on that 
We're aware of the reports. Clearly, we have continuing 
contacts with the Egyptian Government; but I'd have to refer 
you to the Egyptian Government for the authoritative statement 
on that. 


Q Chuck, is the State Department going to help get 
the return of the one American person killed in this? Do you 
have any involvement in it? Do you know when the body is 
coming back, how it's coming back? 


a I don't know when, but without question, the 
United States Government -- and in the first instance, our 
Embassy in Valetta, will be assisting with that effort. 





Q But you don't know what any of the plans are? 
A At this point, I don't, no. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q What about extradition of the hijacker, that's 
still alive? Will an effort be made to do that? 


a As always, we believe that all perpetrators of 
terrorist incidents should be brought to justice by a state 
having jurisdiction over the crimes. [fhat's our position of 
principle. I think that covers your question 


Q But they would -- the U.S. anti-terrorism law 
would come into play here, wouldn't it? 


a I do not know whether it would or not. But I 
wouldn't want to lead you to believe that this is a case in 
which the United States is interested in the first instance, in 
any case. 


Q Chuck, in Malta the American people got their 
first real-world look at the risks of using force against 
terrorists. Will that affect U.S. policy on terrorism? And 
has Malta forced a policy review inside the Administration at 
this point? 


a I don't really see what you're driving at. The 
possibility of force, or of using military assets, has always 
been one of the options, one of the tools to be used against 
terrorists along with other bilateral, unilateral, multilateral 
measures. The particular option, or mixture of options, 
depends on the circumstances, and when you use force, or when 
you're forced to use force, by definition, that situation 
becomes more risky and perhaps you're going to have losses. 


Q The point is, in the past -- at Entebbe, or the 
Achille Lauro -- the loss of innocent lives was very small. 
This time around, an allied government used force and the loss 
of innocent life was staggering. 


Will that reality force any kind of policy review 
inside the Administration? 


3) I believe that our position concerning terrorism 
remains just as valid in view of that conciusion as it did 
before. Each case is going to be seen and treated on its own 
merits. The options are going to weighed and evaluated in each 
case, depending on the individual circumstances and a lot 
depends on the nature of the terrorists with which you 
dealing So that there are a number of unknowns in the 
equation in each and every case 


Beyond that, it seems to me that our policy, as it has 
been enunciated, clearly addresses the phenomenon of terrorism 
regardless of the unfortunate result that we may come to in 
this -- that we may have come to in this particular case 





Q Chuck, can you give us any details on the medical 
condition of the surviving hijacker? 


a No. 


Q Will auU.S. air safety team go to Egypt to check 
security there the way it went to Athens in June, or after the 
June hijacking? 


i The FAA conducted a formal evaluation of Cairo 
Airport this summer after the TWA incident. Subsequently, FAA 


and IATA personnel have recently been into Cairo Airport on 
numerous occasions. 


The FAA assessment indicates that security was and is 
excellent. We understand that teams of experts are going right 
now to do checks in both Athens and Cairo. 


Q But, do you have -- 

4 Those teams being IATA teams. 
Q ITA? 
a IATA. 


Do you know the whereabouts of Mr. Abi Nidal, or 
can you confirm reports that he's operating out of Libya? 


i) No. I have nothing on Abu Nidal. 


Q Do you have an exact figure on how many people 
were actually killed by the hijackers? There's been a lot of 
different reports on that number. 


a No. The Maltese authorities are in the best 
position to know that. 


Q Do you have any confirmation of reports that the 
U.S. did offer to intercept the Egypt air jet liner if it had 
left Malta? If that was one of our offers of assistance? 


a Nothing on any of the specifics of any sort 
concerning U.S. assistance or offers of assistance beyond what 
[ said in response to Ralph's question. 


Q Chuck, I'm a little confused about what you seem 
to be saying about the investigation into who's responsible 
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On the one hand you say, yes, we're looking into it, we're 
interested in knowing who's responsible and so on. Obviously. 
you're looking into the Libyan connection, if there is one. 


On the other hand, you seem to be saying, this is an 
Egyptian operation, ask the Maltese about this, ask the 
Egyptians about the Libyan border situation. You seem to want 
to have it both ways. That for the time being, you don't want 
to be seen as being very interested in who is responsible for 
this and on the other hand you seem to be saying, yeah, we are 
looking into it by “he way, and maybe we'll come up with some 
conclusion” later © 


a I don't really see much of a contradiction there, 
Ralph. Clearly, we're all in this together -- ourselves, the 
Maltese, the Egyptians, the Greeks, all of us suffer from the 
scourge of terrorism and we all have a stake in it. As a 
consequence, we are as interested as anyone else in getting to 
ee bottom of this, in doing what we can to deter it in the 
uture. 


In each particular instance, there will be governments 
that are better positioned to answer certain of your specific 
questions. If you had asked me in other cases, I might have 
been more forthcoming concerning various specifics. But when 
you ask me about the Egyptian-Libyan frontier, that clearly is. 
something the Egyptian Government has to address. When you ask 
me about this particular operation and how it was carried out, 
you're going to have to address the Egyptian Government, 
because in this case it was their operation. But on a broader 
scale, and in looking to the future, we are clearly deeply 
interested in this 


Q Chuck, do you have any confirmation of Israeli 
press reports that Peres has sent a personal note of apology to 
Shultz over the espionage, alleged espionage case’? 


a [I'm not going to comment on the substance, or 
even the existence of diplomatic exchanges 


We have requested the full and prompt cooperation of 
the Government of Israel in determining all the facts 
concerning any [sraeli involvement in this case, and the 
Israelis have assured us that they will] cooperate 


Q Did Minister Arens meet with Secretary Shultz 
last week to discuss -- 


A Ll believe there was a meeting, yes. last week 
I'm not commenting on what they discussed, if that was the Last 
point of your question 





Ll 





Q He says they discussed this, and they discussed 
the President's reaction to it, etc. --— Arens said that. 


a I have no further comment on the substance of the 
meeting. 


Q When did they meet? 
a I believe it was on Friday. 


Q Do you have any details on what Terry Waite is 
going to be doing in Washington? Involved with any State 
Department people today? 


a We did, as you know, meet with -- maybe you don't 
know -— with Terry Waite yesterday in New York. I don't have 


any specifics as to further aspects of his program. But, as I 
said, we're prepared to meet with him as necessary. 


Q He's meeting with the Vice President. Is anyone 
else from the State Department going to be -- 


a At this point, I don't know. 


. Q How do we assess the viability of his mission to 
free the hostages? 


a I can't help you beyond what Mr. Waite himself 
has said. 


Q He met with him in New York. 

a Excuse me. 

Q Do you think any progress has been made? 

a [I would leave it with Mr. Waite's comments. It's 
his mission. He has been asked that question; he's commented 
on it, and I can't comment any better than he can. 

Q Are you happy with what he's saying’ 

Q Is he in Washington? 

a I said that we welcome his efforts, and, clearly, 


we'll continue to work with him and we would continue to work 
with anyone who could help to bring this to an end 


Q [Is he meeting with Bush; is that right? 
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s That's your colleague that said that. [ didn't. 
Q So you're unaware -- 

Q [Is he coming to Washington? 

oa I can't confirm that. 


Q why is he coming to Washington? 
4 


who? 
Q Waite. 
a If he's coming to Washington -- and I'm not 
confirming that for the moment -- [I don't know his plans. When 
I walked into this room -- your colleagues are informing me of 


various meetings that are alleged to be on the schedule. 


All I can say is that we're certainly willing to work 
and to talk with Mr. Waite. 


Q Is he in Washington? 
a I don't know. 


Q When you said “We met with him yesterday,” who 
was “we?” 


a I have no further comments on the nature of the 
interlocutors. 
Q Yesterday, you were asked about the Reuters story 


that said the assassin of Cleo Noel in Khartoum in ‘73 had been 
seen again recently in Khartoum. Do we have an idea on this 
person? Will extradition be sought on this individual? 


a No, I have nothing I can give you further on that 
story beyond what I said yesterday which is basically “no 
comment." 


Q There have been reports yesterday that Cuba has 
released some political prisoners in the last days Do you 
have anything on that? 


A That Cuba has released -- 


Q Cuba has released political prisoners? 





a No. 


Q There is a promise with the Bishops here that 
they will release 75, probably during the proceedings, but they 


° released -— one of the wires say that they already released 
some? 
. a I have nothing on that. 
Q Can you take that question, please? 


a I'll look into it. 


Q Are you making any progress on Abu Abbas? 
Yesterday, you said you didn't know where he was despite the 
fact that sources in Baghdad place him there? 


a I have nothing further. 
Q You still don't know where he is? 
Still don't know where he is. 


I need to go back to the espionage case. Is the 
U.S. Government asking Israel for an apology? 


a I'm not saying what we're asking anyone for. I'm 
limiting my remarks to what I've said before, that we want to 
get to the bottom of this, we want the facts out, and that the 
Israeli Government has assured us that they will cooperate 
given the links of their Embassy with this case. 


Q A follow-up on that. Is there any comment on 
reports from Israel that Eitan was the contact? 


a No, I have nothing on that 


Q Chuck, is Terry Waite meeting with Ambassador 
Oakley today? 


a I'll tell you, I have nothing on Terry Waite's 
program in Washington. 


Q Would you take the question of whether -- 
A -— if there is such a program. 
Q Would you take the question of whether Ambassador 


Oakley, or any other State Department officials, will meet with 
Terry Waite today’ 
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a I'll look into it. 
Q Where was Mr. Oakley yesterday? 


a Mr. Oakley was in this building yesterday. 


Q Do you have any information on a reported meeting ° 
between the leaders of North and South Korea? And, if so, can 
you see any -- what the significance is? 

A Your question is -- 


Q A reported meeting between the leaders of North 
and South Korea? 


a We've had no information that such a meeting has 
occurred. 


Q Be you have any information to suggest that such 
a meeting might occur? 


a I don't have any further details. If it's in the 
future, you'll have to address the governments in question. 


Q Chuck, do you have any cemment on the spy case 
involving Ghanaian nationals and U.S. nationals in exchange? 


a We can confirm that the U.S. Government has 
released Michael Soussoudis who pled nolo contendere to two 
counts of receiving classified information. He has been 
released to the Government of Ghana in exchange for certain 
persons of interest to the United States. 


We do not plan to provide any further details on this 
exchange. 


Q Has he left the United States yet? 


Q Has the exchange been completed? 
a I have no further details. 
Q Do you have any comment on the preliminary 


exchanges between Mr. Peres of Israel and King Hassan of 
Morocco? 


A It will be very preliminary We have seen no 
details on this reported initiative and, of course, the 
government in question should be in a position to give more 
information. 





We have encouraged and, of course, would welcome any 
development which broadens Arab-Israeli contacts and advances 
the prospects for peace in the Middle East. 


Q Just to finish up Korea, what is the American 
attitude to a meeting between Chun and Kim [l-song? 


A The question of a meeting is clearly a matter for 
decision by the parties involved. In general, the U.S. has 
favored a continuing dialogue between North and South Korea so 
long as both sides choose freely to enter into those contacts. 

Q Chuck? 

A Yes? 

Q There's a FBIS story today that the Soviets are 
manning new surface-to-air missiles for the Syrians in 
Lebanon. Do you have any comment? Can you confirm that? 

a Nothing for you. 


Q Is there anymore today of the trip of Secretary 
Shultz to Cartagena Monday? 


rs) You have all the details. 


Q Is it going to be more than one day? 


D 


You have all the details. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 











——————————— 
Posted: November 26, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Aneation taken at the November 26, 1985 noon press briefiny 


MALTA: RETURN OF REMAINS OF MURDERED AMERICAN 
Q: Is the State Department going to help get the return of the 

one American killed in this (Egypt Air hijacking)? Do you . 

have any involvemenc in this? Do you know when che body is 

coming back? How it's coming back? Do you know what any 
of the plans are? 

A: SCARLETT MARIE ROGENKAMP, THE ONLY AMERICAN FILLED IN 
THE HIJACKING, WAS A DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CIVILIAN 
EMPLOYEE WORKING AT A U.S. AIR FORCE INSTALLATION IN 
GREECE. THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR 
THE RETURN OF MS. ROGENKAMP'S REMAINS AND OUR EMBASSY 
IN MALTA IS MAKING ARRANGEMENTS WITH THE DOD AND MS. 
ROGENKAMP'S FAMILY. THE PAMILY HAS ASKED THAT NO 


DETAILS BE MADE PUBLIC. 


























Posted: November 27, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the November 26, 1985 noon press briefing 


CUBAN REFUGEES: THE GROUP UF 75 


Q. ‘there have been reports yesteraay that Cuba has 
released some political prisoners in the last 
days. There is a protuise with the Bishops here 
that they will release 75, probably auring the 
proceedings, but one of the wires says that they 
already released some. Do you have any comment 
on that? 


A. -- WITH RESPECT TO “hE STATUS OF THE 75 LONG-TERM 

, CUBAN PULITICAL PRISONERS, WE UNDERSTAND THAT TWO 
OR ThREE OF THESE PERSUNS MAY ALREADY HAVE BEE 
RELEASED FROM PRISON OVER THE PAST FEW MONTHS. 
ThE PREPUNDERANY NAJURITY, ‘0 THE BEST OF UUR 
KNOWLEDGE, REMAINS INCARCERATED. U.S. AND CUBAN 

| OFFICIALS HAVE BEEN DISCUSSIL.. “HE MODALITIES FOR 

PROCESSING THE APPLICATIONS UF THE 75 FOR 
ADMISSION INvU SHE UNIVED STALES AS REFUGEES. WE 
EXPEC? U.S. CONSULAR OFFICERS TU START 
INGERVIEWING “HE PRISONERS ShOkKTLY IN THE 
"COMBINADO DEL ESTE* JAIL LOCATED IN THE HAVANA 
AKEA. ‘HE USG REAFFIRHS ITS CUMMNITMENT TO ADMIT 
INTO ThE UNITED STATES THOSE INDIVIDUALS WHO MEET 


ThE CRITEKIA OF OUR CUBAN REFUGEE PROGRAM ON AN 


EXCEPTIONAL BASIS FOR HUMANITAKIAN REASONS. 
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WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1985, 12:26 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One announcement. Because of the Thanksgiving holiday, the 
Press Office will be closed tomorrow. The office will operate 
on a Sunday schedule during the holiday. Clearly, there will 
be no briefing. 


Q And Friday? 

a Questions? 

Q Friday is a normal work day? 

A Friday is a normal work day. 

Q That's it for announcements. Do you have 
anything on an Israeli diplomat who ‘has been recalled here? 
Have you been notified? 

A We have no information which would support that 
story. We've been assured of the ‘ull cooperation of the 
Israeli Government and expect that the Justice Department would 
have the opportunity to interview any Israelis who may be 
involved. 


Q Have you exercised that offer yet? Have you 
acted on the offer yet? 


A What offer is this? 
Q Full cooperation. Have you made an attempt to 


find out from the cooperating Israeli Government what you can, 
for your own sake, about the situation? 


A As I've said on at least two occasions now, we've 
asked for the complete and prompt cooperation of the Israeli 
Government in determining all the facts in this case, and we 
have been assured by the Israeli Government that it will be 
handled in that manner. 








Q Okay, but that isn't my question. I understand 
what you're saying; they've offered you cooperation. Have you 
done anything about that offer? Are you accepting the offer 
and doing any looking-into of your own? 


a I'm not quite sure --— we seem to be speaking past 
each other. 


Q Yeah, yeah. I think you're sending the message 
to the Israeli Government and I'm asking you the question as a 
newsman. 


a I say that we asked -- we asked for complete and 
prompt cooperation. 


Q And they said, yes, you'll have it. 
A That's right. 


Q And what have you done about it past that stage’ 
Have you ——- 


A Beyond that, I have'no other details on the 
nature of the exchanges but we expect that that form of 
cooperation will characterize the Israeli approach to this 
particular case. 

Q Have you been assured that -— have you been 
assured that no one relevant to the case will be allowed to 
leave the country until the investigation is completed? 

A I just answered that question. 

Q Well -- 


A We expect that the Justice Department would have 
the opportunity to interview any Israelis who may be involved 


Q (Inaudible) hearings taking place? 

Beyond that, I can't help you. 

You're leaving -- I'm sorry, excuse me 

Is your expectation the same as an assurance’ 


It is our strong expectation. 


SBD es» © &O °® 


And you would object strongly -- 





a And we have been assured of the complete and 
prompt and full cooperation of the Israeli Government. 


Q Have any interviews taken place with any [sraelis 
in this city? 


A No, they have not. The answer is, again, | think 
addressed that question. Maybe you have to read between the 
lines to understand that, but we expect that they would have 
the opportunity to interview any Israelis that may be 
involved. Once again, it would be premature, Marvin, to go to 
the stage you're talking about until we have the facts and know 
what the Israeli involvement may have been. 


Q Are those interviews to be carried out in the 
United States or can they be carried out in Israel? 


a I'll leave it at what I've said. 


Q Well, I mean, does the United States have a 
preference? Does it care where the interviews are conducted? 


a I'm not going to go into any further details 
Q Well, it seems you're leaving open the -- 


A In any case, given the position I've stated to 
you which is that we expect the full cooperation of the [sraeli 
Government in determining all the facts, I'm not going to 
speculate what we -- how we might want to handle this once the 
facts have been determined. Just a matter of principle. 


Q Just to be clear then, so that a report that says 
one or three Israelis have left and pulled out of their Embassy 
to go home -- 


a We have no information to support that? 

Q You would also have to be wrong because if you've 
been assured this and no interviews have taken place, then 
nobody has left? 


a I can't help you beyond what I've given you Wwe 
have no information to support that 


Q If it turned out to be true, what would your 
reaction be? 








A I'm not going to speculate on hypothetical cases 


: Q Would you necessarily be informed if they were to 
recall a diplomat? 


A I'm not going to speculate on that either 


Q Well, Chuck, are you denying the report that says 
that they were recalled at the insistence of the United States 
as opposed to “no information to support it?" Are you denying 
that? 


a Certainly, if you want to say at the insistence 
of the United States, then I'm denying that flatly. 


Q Do you know who the diplomat is? 


I'm not even saying there is a diplomat. 


a 
Q Aan official or whatever you want to call him? 
a Or an official. 

Q 


Courier? 


a I haven't said anything that would lead you to 
believe that. I've only said we're waiting for the full facts 
to be established; and that if it is established that there 
were Israelis involved, then we expect to have the opportunity 
to interview them. 


Q Chuck, as a matter of just procedure, when a 
government recalls a diplomat, does it inform the U.S. 
Government on it? Is that how it's done? 


a I don't believe so. In the case of ambassadors, 
I'm sure the State Department would be notified -- 


Q Sure, but -- 
A -- of an ambassador's intent. But for other 


diplomats, I don't believe it would be routine for us to be 
notified because they're coming and going all the time 


Q On another parallel case, has the State 
Department called in anybody from the Chinese Embassy to 
discuss the Chin case? 





a We have stated earlier that we protested to the 
Chinese over the weekend. Let me look that up and see if I can 
give you more. 


As of Sunday, we said we've already protested to the 
Chinese Embassy. 


Q And just to clear up, was there ever a protest. a 
formal protest to the Israelis? 


4 I gave you the reaction to that. I'll have to 
look up the exact words, but, yes, we did have the Israelis 
into the building to talk about this case. 


Q Yeah, but I mean other than Shultz complaining to 
Moshe Arens and other things, was there a formal protest by the 
State Department? 


a Well, once again, you're taking things a step 
beyond the current stage. I can give you the exact language we 
used in the first instance after the case which made clear that 
we were shocked and saddened at the notion that something like 
this might have occurred and that we expected the Israelis to 
‘ take every step to make sure that we got all of the Facts and 
got to the bottom of this. 


So, in that context, I think your use of the word 
"protest" is perhaps not totally appropriate in the context 
you're using it. 


Q Well, Chuck, you seem to be -- in that case, 
you're drawing a sharp distinction between the Chinese case and 
the Israeli case. In the Chinese case you have already -- you 
protested immediately, suggesting that there was no 
investigation required. Either that or the investigation was 
so quick and so obvious cnat you could protest immediately. 

And in the Israeli case, you seem to be suggesting there is 
still to this date some doubt as to whether or not there was 
any espionage activity or any improper activity by any Israeli 
diplomat in Washington. 


Is that the distinction you intend to -- 


a I can't do any better than, [ think, what we've 
already done which is to describe how each of the cases have 
been handled. In the case of Mr. Pollard, it has been handled 
in a way we've now gone over in quite some detail The bottom 
line is there still; we want to get the facts -- 








Q But the bottom line is also that it's only a 
notion, right? That's what you just said 


a That's right. 


Q It's only a notion But in the Chinese case 
it's not a notion, it's beyond that because you've issued a 
protest? 


A That's right. 


Q Just one more question on that. Have the 
Israelis told you that Pollard was not working for regular 
Israeli intelligence? Thet is, that he was not an agent of 
intelligence as opposed to maybe something more freelance kind 
of thing? 


a I think you're leaping off into the blue once 
again, beyond the stage at which I'm prepared to go at this 
point. I can't help you on that. 


Q So they have not said he was not working for -- 


a I'm not characterizing in any way what diplomatic . 
exchanges we've had at this point. 

Q Can we go on to another subject? 

a Yes. 

Q Can you characterize your -- the State 


Department's view of the situation between Libya and Egypt 
right at this moment? 


a I have nothing I think that would be helpful to 
you on that. I've had that question over the past several 
days. I really don't have anything for you, Barry 


Q Is the United States interested in the state of 
play between the two countries and doing anything special to 
keep watch over it? 


a As always, as a matter of principle, you know, we 
don't comment on those kind of operational intelligence 
concerns. 

Q I didn't say anything about intelligence You 


could ask the Egyptian Government how are things going That 
wouldn't be an intelligence operation, would it? It would be 
normal diplomatic discourse 





a I have nothing that would be of interest to you. 

Q Is it sort of a quite. numb, calm situation sort 
of like between Zambia and Tanzania right now, or you have some 
sense of excitement about the state of play? 

a If you sense [I'm excited, ['ll -- 


Q No, I don't mean you. You stand here for the 
State Department. I'm not talking about you; [I'm talking about 
the State Department. 


a I don't think I'm more excited than the average 
State Department employee. 


Q They generally try not to be excited. 


To change the subject -- 


Wait a minute. 


G In the same general area. The Moroccans have 
released the text of a letter that King Hassan has sent to 
President Reagan in which, among other things, he equates the 
U.S. intercept of the Egypt airplane last month to the 
hijacking of the Achille Lauro. Oo you have any comment on 
that? 


a No, I don't. You know our position on those two 
incidents. The Bethea saure hijacking was clearly an act of 
terrorism conducted against innocent civilians on the high seas 

The action involving the Egyptian airliner involved 
precisely the bringing to justice of those terrorists who 
committed that act which included the murder of an American 
citizen. 

Q And have you expressed that view to the King’ 


a I have nothing further on that particular 
exchange. 


Q Has the US. Government responded to his letter 
to President Reagan? 


a I don't know 
Q Can you find out? 


a I'll look into it 


--MORE -- 








Q Do you have any reaction to Mr. Gorbachev's , 
speech today, and specifically his renewed call that the US 
halt nuclear testing? 


a No. I have no reaction at this point. We've 
seen only the press and TV reports that you're referring to 
I think that deserves a more detailec analysis. 


Q Going back to Libya and fgypt for a second, The 
wow York rises reports that American forces in the area are on 
alert. s that true? 


a I have no comment on those kinds of stories and 
on the general question, as I said to Barry's question, 
anything that's of an operational and intelligence nature. 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the post-coup 
trials in Liberia? 


a I've looked into that routinely to see where 
things stand. I really have nothing further beyond what we've 
said before. People have brought to my attention, for example, 
stories concerning very, very large mass executions, for 
example. We have no information which would confirm such a 


report. 


While there have been numerous, unconfirmed rumors of 
some executions after the November 12 abortive coup, we have 
seen no reports which suggest mass executions. We continue to 
emphasize to the Liberian Government the importance we attach 
to due process being granted to all those who have been taken 
— custody, and that detainees be protected from physical 

se. 


Q When you talk of executions, can you give us any 
idea of numbers, circumstances? 


a No, I can't. They all fall in the category of 
unconfirmed rumors. 


Q All executions are unconfirmed rumors? 


a Well, I wouldn't say absolutely every one, but [ 
don't have any specifics I could give you now. 


Q Back to the Libyan situation, The Times, without 
giving any names-—--- 








Q May I ask about Liberia? 
Q Sure. 


Q Any change in the status or flow of American aid 
to Liberia? 


a No. We have given you before the criteria by 
which our AID program is judged, and nothing has -- but no, 
nothing has changed. 

Q Termination? 

No. 


Back to Libya? 


=> © °°? 


Yes. 


Q The Times story, without identifying these 
officials, says there are officials in the U.S. Government who 
would like an opportunity to use some force against Libya. 
They would like an event to occur that they could apply that 
force. 4 


That isn't, I guess, far removed from Mr. Shultz’ 
policy on terrorism. Have you run into officials like that? 
Would the United States like to blacken Libya's eye a little 
bit? 

a No, I have no comment for you on that one, Barry 

Q You can't deny that? 


a I have simply no comment. You're quoting unnamed 
sources, and I'm not going to get into -- 


Q Well, then let's leave them out of it. 


a -—- either speculation or commentary on that 
particular question. 


Q Does the United States consider Libya a terrorist 
country? 


a We've stated our position on Libya a number of 
times. I could have the Press Office dig that cut [ believe 
I did it a week or so ago. 
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Q Yes, I know they do. The second question is, 
would the United States like to use force against Libya? 


A Barry, I'm not sure that that question is of any 
relevance here. I'm not going to speculate on those kinds of 
questions for you here. 


Q Do you have anything on the meeting yesterday of 
the British envoy Terry Waite with the Vice President? 


a Do you have a specific question? I believe both 
the Vice President and Mr. Waite made remarks afterwards. [ 
think they both found the discussion useful, and I certainly 
can't characterize their respective positions any better than 
they themselves did. 


Q Are there further meetings expected between Waite 
and U.S. officials? 


a Not that I know of. 
Q Do you know if he has been able to get to Kuwait? 


a 7, don't know. 


a . — 





Q Is there anything new on the security situation 
in Khartoum? 


a Nothing. 

Q Anything on Angola? 

A No, nothing beyond yesterday. 

Q Well, what happened? 

Aa It's still going on. 

Q What's still going on? 

ie) Oh, are we talking about Angola’? I'm sorry, [ 
was referring to -— I thought you were referring to the meetina 
between Crocker and Rodrigues. 

Q Did that happen? 


a You were referring to that? 


Q Uh-huh. 
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A That meeting started, as [I told you it would, on 
the 27th. Is today the 27th? Yes. And the meeting is for the 
27th and 28th. It is ongoing. 


Q Do you expect that that meeting will result in 
the U.S. functioning again as sort of a mediator between South 
Africa and Angola? 


A I have nothing beyond what I gave you yesterday, 
and I'm not going to speculate on the outcome of that 
particular meeting. 


Q How about Crocker's travel plans? Anything 
bey vad Lusaka? 


A Nothing beyond what I gave you yesterday. 
Q O.K. 


Q Can you say whether you have reached any further 
conclusions today than you were able to reach yesterday about a 
possible Libyan connection to the Egypt Air hijacking incident? 


A I have some words, whether they are further words 
— We have not reached firm conclusions, although some 
evidence points to possible Libyan involvement. We have taken 
note of President Mubarak's press conference statements. As we 
have stated, Libya has been implicated in past terrorist 
activities against Egypt. 


Q What is the evidence that points to it? 

A I have nothing further [I can give you there, Jim. 
Q Can we change the subject? 

a Change the subject. 


Do you have any comment on the CSCE Cultural 
Forum which ended in Budapest without any final document? 


Q What was the question? 


A The question concerns the Budapest Cultural Foruin 
which ended recently after some six weeks of work. Let me make 
a couple of commencs. We came, the United States, prepared to 
discuss barriers to creation, dissemination, and cooperation in 
the field of culture. Those were the questions with which 
Budapest was charged by the 1983 concluding document of the 
CSCE follow-up meeting in Madrid. 
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We found the Soviets willing to entertain questions on 
cooperation, but unwilling to discuss other aspects of 
culture. They sought to exclude from the agenda such things as 
broadened people-to-people contacts, jamming, censorship, and 
the imprisonment of artists and writers for their political 
convictions. 


We also found Soviet insistence on rigid bureaucratic 
rules to be an impediment to open and productive debate among 
the cultural figures in Budapest. They refused to alter these 
rules in the course of the forum. 


We took the same approach at Budapest as at Geneva -- 
a willingness to move forward based on a realistic view of the 
current situation. The Soviet delegation, however, in Budapest 
was not prepared to engage in a constructive debate. We 
couldn't acquiesce in glossing over violations of the Helsinki 
Final Act or enshrining them in a hollow document which did not 
reflect reality, and for that reason there was no finai 
communique. 


Q Copy? 

A Yes. 

Barry? 

Q Back to your new guidance on Libya's possible 
involvement? 

A Yes. 

Q Direct, indirect? Could you care to characterize 


what the evidence points to? 
fi No, I have nothing further. 

All right. And do you have any evidence, some or 
full, or indirect or direct, of the involvement of the PLO 
faction in the operation? 

A No, nothing else. 


Q You have no evidence or you have nothing to say 
about it? 


A I have no other comments on who was responsible 
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Q On South Africa. The Free South African movement 
is marking a year of protest at the Embassy today, and its 
leaders are claiming credit with effecting changes in U.S. 
policy. Do you have any comment on those claims? 


7 Its leaders are claiming what? 


Q Credit with effecting changes in U.S. policy over 
the last year, and vowing to step up this campaign. Do you 
have any comment on those claims, that they have effected some 
changes? 


a Well, I don't know what changes they are claiming 
to have effected. 


Q Sanctions. 


A We are a democratic government, a pluralistic. 
society; and groups and people have influence on our policy. 
So I think it goes without saying that any interested citizen 
is certainly free to, and frequently does, choose to exercise 
all of the means at his disposal to influence policy, and the 
government is responsive. 


Beyond that, I don't know quite what claims are being 
made. 


Q Back on Budapest for a moment. So soon after the 
Geneva summit, do you see any disconnect in Soviet policy 
between their actions there and their actions at Geneva? 


A I can't give you a full-scaled review of what 
happened at Budapest. I think it's important to note, however, 
that that conference had been ongoing for many weeks before the 
meeting in Geneva, and that many of these problems concerning 
the agenda, the procedural rules, the kinds of subjects that 
were going to be debated or not debated, were already well 
debated and probably locked in concrete in many instances 
before the meeting in Geneva ever happened. 


Q One more quick one on Angola again, just for the 
record: Is it still accurate to say that the question of aid 
to UNITA is under consideration, or have any final decisions 
been made on that? 


a What I said yesterday still stands. 


Q Given the first anniversary of the South African 
demonstrations, how does the situation look now, as compared to 
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a year ago, in terms of progress in bringing about some sort of 
resclution of the problem over there? Is it better, worse, 
about the same? 


a Well, that's really a sweeping question, to go 
back a year. I was in a different job, and as a consequence, 
on the spur of the moment, I'm really not prepared to offer you 
a comparison with a year ago. Suffice it to say, you know what 
our objectives have been over that year. We've continued to 
press those objectives to the best of our ability. We think we 
have seen some progress in some limited areas -- not enough 
progress; and we're going to continue to press ahead with our 
efforts to bring an end to apartheid, and hopefully, to do that 
in a peaceful way, without bloodshed. 


Q Someone suggests, though, that you were indeed 
prodded by those very demonstrators out there, that indeed they 
had an influence on your policy, particularly on the 
>: Is the State Department simply denying no influence 
at a 


A I think quite the contrary. I said simply that 
the State Department, as well as the United States Government, 
is subject to many, many influences. Now, our policy, you 
know, I think takes into account the situation on the:‘ground, 
what's happening in the region, the attitude of the players in 
the region. There is a whole variety of factors that go into 
policy decisions, so it would be simplistic to say that this 
one, or this one, or that one -- whether it be public opinion 
here, or the South African Government, or whatever you may care 
to name, played a predominant or decisive role, in one aspect 
or another. 


By the nature of things, policy is dynamic. It 
changes and for a variety of reasons. 


Ralph? 
Q A quick one: Where is Murphy today? 


A He is in Jordan having arrived there from Muscat, 
Oman. Two answers for the price of one! 


Q (Inaudible) 


Q The .ee rent winner in the Honduran elections 
said this morning at he will investigate the presence of 
contras in his country, and if he finds any, he'll throw them 
out. 
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Do you have anything to say about that? 


a No. 
Q Demand a recount! . 
(Laughter) 


(The briefing concluded at 12:48 P.M.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. 


Questions? 


Q On the Israeli diplomats and the associated 
matter, can you bring us up to date? One, have any Israeli 
diplomats been recalled? Two, have you objected to this? 


a Let me start by saying that I want to reiterate 
our distress that this case of espionage against the United 
States, ‘n which Israeli officials are involved, has occurred. 
Our ob, .ctive now is to obtain all the facts promptly so that 
our laws can be enforced. 


We've asked the Israeli Government specifically for 
their full cooperation with our law enforcement officials in 
providing us with all information it has in connection with 
this case, including the return of any documents and access to 
Israeli officials involved. 


The Israeli authorities have assured us of their 
willingness to cooperate. However, they have not yet provided 
the full and prompt cooperation we requested a week ago. We 
regret this delay and are urging the Israeli Government to 
respond promptly. 


Q May we have a copy of that? 
A Yes. 


Moving along to your other question concerning the 
departure of Israeli officials, on November 27 Israeli 
officials informed us that two Israeli officials had left the 
United States on Friday, November 22. We have no explanation 
for that departure; we were not informed. We are dismayed that 
the Government of Israel was not as forthcoming as we would 
have hoped and expected, but the important point now and 
crucial point is that we have prompt access to those involved. 





Q Can you straighten out the chronology? The 22nd 
-- was that, then, after the arrest of Jay Pollard? 


a I believe it was. I don't have that chronology 
in front of me. 


Q Is that also, then, after the United States asked 
for full access to the Israeli officials involved? 


a Let me -- I can't go into e@ detailed chronology 
for you, on the grounds that we don't document our diplomatic 
exchanges to that degree. We had asked for access to the 
people involved, and the Government Of Israeli had agreed to 
cooperate. As I said, it has not yet provided such acc:s. 

The crucial point remaining still is that we have promp: iccess 
to those involved. 


Q In other words, you would be content if you were 
able to interview them in Israel? 


a As I said, that is the crucial point -- to have 
access to them. 


Q In Israel, as well? 
a That goes without saying. 


Q Chuck, was the United STates assured by Israel 
any time after November 22 that no one would be sent home? 


A I'm not going into our diplomatic exchanges to 
any greater degree than I already have. I really can't help 
you any further on that. 


Q Was the United States misIed or lied to in this 
case? 


A I believe the statement speaks for itself. I 
simply said we have no explanation, that we were not informed. 
Regarding other statements made by other participants in the 
case, I'd have to refer you to those people to ask for their 
explanations. 


Q Did the U.S. receive the alleged summary report 
by the Peres government, which appeared in the New York Times, 





which supposedly has been transmitted to our Ambassador? Have 
we received that? The State Department has not received that 
report? 





a I don't have any information on that report. 
Q No information on it? 
a That's the best I can say. 


Q How do you characterize the relations between the 
United States and Israel now, at this moment? 


a I think that question has been answered by a 
number of people including Larry Speakes at the White House at 
the end of last week and by our Ambassador in Israel, and I 
have no reason to change that overall estimate of the nature of 
our relationship. 


Q No. I may make a notice that you were just 
talking about an objective, and you confined yourself to the 
procedures you are seeing as a necessity to get from the 
Israelis, but you are not saying that you have an objective of 
regaining the normal relations between the two countries? 


Aa As difficult as this case may be, I don't think 
there has been any implication that the normal relationship has 
been in some way fundamentally interrupted. 


Q Chuck, if what we're being told indirectly by 
Israeli officials, not in public, which is that, “Well, what 
Pollard did was to get us information that did not in any way 
damage U.S. security interests," if that is true, do they have 
an argument? 


A Let me address that question in several ways. 
First, we don't discuss intelligence matters, as you know. In 
any case, since the investigation is not yet completed, we are 
not in any position to say what Pollard did or did not pass 
on. Obviously, any unauthorized passage of classified 
information by an American to any foreign government is a crime 
against the United States for which there can be no 
justification. So I've given you, in effect, a statement of 
principle to answer your specific question. 


Q Chuck, would that be your response also to these 
allegations in Israel that the U.S. was spying on them so it 
was perfectly justified? 


A Once again, we don't comment on alleged 
intelligence activities. I would note that we're not aware of 
any U.S. officials having ever been expelled for intelligence 
or espionage reasons. In that context, there had been reports 
in the Israeli press that our -- United States' -- assessments 











of Israeli defense -:pabilities have been obtained covertly or 
illegally. That's not the case. Those assessments were made 
in the course of our longstanding defense relationship and 
intelligence exchanges with the Government of Israel. 


Q Chuck, without going into any specifics, have you 
been in contact with any Arab governments about this case 
regarding any secrets belonging to such Arab governments in 
this spy case by Israel? 





a I haven't seen any such implications, even in the 
press; but this is -- 


Q There were implications that -- 


a This is a case between the United States and 
Israel. 


Q To get back to our effort to obtain some kind of 
chronology. can you tell us what the outcome of the meeting 
with Ambassador Rosenne was on Wednesday? And was your 
information acquired in that meeting or subsequent to that 
meeting? 


A No, I can't tell you -- I won't tell you -- where 
that information was obtained or in what particular interview, 
or whether it was a phone call, or whatever. Suffice it to say 
that the general tenor of the conversation is they offered to 
cooperate, and we expect them to be forthcoming in that respect. 


Q Chuck, if the Israeli diplomats are questioned in 
Israel, is there a possibility the United States might ask to 
question additional people who might have information about 
this case in Israel who have not been in the United States? 


A I can't speculate on what we might or might not 
do. That really is a question more relevant to the Department 
of Justice. In any case, as I said, the important point for us 
is that we have access to those involved. 


Q A follow-up on that. The two diplomats involved 
have been identified in the Israeli press as the science 
attaches in Washington and in New York. One, can you confirm 
that? And two, without reference to their identity, did the 
diplomats involved have diplomatic immunity? 


a) I'm not confirming or denying the first part of 
your question, and in that context I have no answer to the 
second part either. 





Q well, without reference to their identity, did 
the two who were called back have immunity? 


a I'm not going to answer that question because I'm 
not telling you who the people may or may not have been. In 
any case, I'm not sure what the relevance of that question is, 
because whether or not they had diplomatic immunity should 
still not interfere with the process of our having access to 
them to determine what we need to know concerning this case. 


Q The Israelis have portrayed this as a “rogue” 
operation, not known by the political leadership, not part of 
the mainstream intelligence—gathering operation. Is that 
version accepted here? 


a I have no comment whatsoever on these alleged 
characterizations of the effort. 


Q You said that the Israelis offered to cooperate. 
What have you requested of the Israelis besides the right to 
speak to these people? Have you requested other things that 
they also agreed to cooperate on? 


a The two things that I mentioned in particular, 
although I don't think you should assume that that necessarily 
is the extent of our request, but nonetheless: the return of 
any documents and access to those officials involved. 


Q Again, are you asking for an apology from Israel 
or not? 


a 1 have nothing further, as I just said. 


Q Has there been a meeting with Israeli diplomats 
in this building this day, I mean -- this morning? 


a I'm not going to get in the habit of confirming 
or denying every single diplomatic contact that we have. 


Q Would it be correct to say that the Reagan 
Administration has been irritated by at least the appearance of 
Israeli foot-dragging? 


a I can refer you again to the statement I read, 
which is that we regret this delay and we're urging the Israeli 
Government to respond promptly. They have not yet provided the 
full and prompt cooperation we requested. That's the extent of 
our reaction. I think you should take it for that. 








Q Chuck, when you say “access to those individuals 
involved,” are we talking about all individuals who might be 
involved or only individuals who have been in the United States? 


a I have really no further definition I can give 
you of that. 


Q Chuck, one other thing. I didn't understand if 
you were denying, directly denying, U.S. involvement in spying 
against Israel. 


a The best I can do is go through that answer again. 
Q But it's not really a derial. 
A I simply have to stand on those words. 


Q I'd like to follow up on the question of the Arab 
reaction. I think the New York Times mentioned that some 
information, military information, pertaining to Arab countries 
was passed on to Israeli officials. Has there been no reaction 
from any Arab country, particularly Egypt and Saudi Arabia? 


I am going into no diplomatic exchanges or 
alleged ghetemade exchanges. 


Q The matter of diplomatic immunity seems to be 
germane here, that if, as you say, a crime has been committed 
against the laws of the United States and it's a serious one 
involving espionage and if people other than Pollard are 
involved, they then are parties to a crime. It would seem that 
the United States would have an interest in either prosecuting 
them or at least seeing if they have in fact immunity. 


Have you determined if they do have immunity? 


A Jim, I'd refer you to Justice on those kinds of 
questions. The best I can tell you is that we want to have 
access to those involved -- that's the bottom line. 
Speculation beyond that, I don't really see what purpose that 
serves at this point. 


Q The possibility of further prosecution. 


a But that takes it another step, and I'm not to 
that point yet. 


Q Have you received any new assurances from the 
Israelis that they will in fact produce these people and these 
documents? 





Q 


I don't know what you mean by “new assurances" -- 
Well, we were assured apparently -—- 


Let me simply say that our assurances are current 


and that we expect the full cooperation that they promised us. 


Q 


Why would you want access to these officials -- 


for what purpose? To make the criminal case against Pollard or 
to assess the damage to the intelligence of the United States? 
What's the purpose? 


A 
Q 
i) 
Q 


So that we can obtain the full facts in this case. 


In the criminal case? 
In all aspects of this case. 
What aspects? 


I leave that to you to determine. I don't see 


that that's any -- 


-~- MORE -- 
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Q Well isn't it a little unusual to request of a 
country that's been spying on the United States that it produce 
their diplomats fur questioning by the FBI? 


A I'm not telling you that I'w telling you 
everything we're telling the Israelis. Let's start there. 


Q But it is an unusual situation, so the question 
seems germane. For what purpose do you want to talk to them? 


A The question may be germane but you're not going 
to get any further answer. Keep trying. 


Q Chuck, is there any understanding between the two 
countries about collecting information about each other in each 
other's country? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Another area. Can we move to Angola? Could you 
-- do you have a date for the second round of talks? And could 
you characterize the talks that just were completed? Would you 
use the word “optimistic” about the possibility of reaching an 
agreement? 


A As Assistant Secretary Crocker said in Lusaka 
November 28, the talks between the Angolan and American 
delegations were useful and full, covering the issues and 
problems of the southern African region with special attention 
to Namibia and Angola. We believe both Angola and South Africa 
recognize the urgent need to inject fresh momemtum into the 
negotiating process. 


For our part, Assistant Secretary Crocker will now be 
reporting to the Secretary of State. We intend to study 
carefully the results of these exchanges in Lusaka as we 
consider next steps and the future course of our efforts te 
help achieve a negotiated settlement. 


Assistant Secretary Crocker also expressed his special 
appreciation to President Kaunda for his leadership and 
counsel, assistance in facilitating this round of discussion, 
and for the President's warm hospitality. 


Concerning your initial question concerning further 
meetings, I have nothing on when and if the U.S. side will meet 
either with the Angolans or the South Africans. 


Q Anything about Mr. Murphy's activities in the 
Middle East? 














A The daily update: He is in Damascus today, 
having arrived from Amman, Jordan. 


Q Anything on the Egyptian-Libyan border 
situation? Has that fizzled? 


A No. Nothing I can give you on that. 


Q Do you have anything on the expulsion of four 
American diplomats from Ghana? 


A I can confirm that the Ghanaian Government on 
November 28 requested that the U.S. Government withdraw from 
Ghana four members of the American Embassy in Accra. We do not 
plan to comment on the Ghanaian Government's motives for this 
action other than to say it was unwarranted. 


We have asked the Ghanaian Government, through its 
ambassador in Washington, to withdraw a similar number of 
persons from the staff at the Ghanaian Embassy in Washington 
within the same timeframe -- that is, within 48 hours. 


In these circumstances, we will be reviewing bilateral 
programs, including our assistance programs. 


Q Did we name the four we want out of the Ghana 
Embassy, or do we just say any four -- the janitor, the cook, 
whatever? 

A I don't have any further details on that, but I 
wouldn't steer you toward your latter characterization. 
(Laughter) 

Q Do you have the names of the four Americans? 

A No, I don't have the names. 

Q Could you -- 
A 


I believe the Ghanaian Government published those 


names. 

Q Have they left? Are they out, on their way? 

A The best I can give you is that the timeframe was 
the same -- 486 hours. 


Q What is the current U.S. aid program to Ghana? 


A The total for FY 85 is just over $15 million. 
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Fifteen -- 
Million dollars. 
$15. 


Is that all economic? 


> ©» © P?> 


That's development and PL-480. 


Q As a follow-up to my question on Mr. Murphy, is 
he expected to raise the question of the Israeli spy case with 
the Israelis in case he is going to Israel again? 





A I wouldn't want to speculate on that. First of 
all, you say in case he's going to Israel again. As a 
consequence, it's a totally hypothetical question for me right 
now. 


Q Let me rephrase my question. Does it come under 
his jurisdiction? 


a It falls under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of State in its international aspects, under the Department of 
Justice in its legal aspects. As a consequence, Ambassador 
Murphy, as the Assistant Secretary responsible for that region, 
it certainly falls within his competence. 


Q Chuck, can you bring us up to date on the task 
force's findings, if any, on Libyan involvement or 
non-involvement in the Egypt air hijack? 


A What task force are you referring to? 


Q The interagency task force that's investigating ‘ 
whether or not Libya was involved. 


A Those are your words. I have never specified 
anything about an interagency task force, but, nonetheless, I 
have nothing further to give you beyond Wednesday. 


Q What would the U.S. reaction be if the Maltese 
were to extradite, as they seem to be prepared to, the one 
hijacker to Egypt for trial? What's the U.S. view of where 
this person should be prosecuted? 


A I believe I said on Tuesday, perhaps, that our 
primary concern is that justice be served and that he be 
prosecuted by a state having the necessary legal processes to 
so do so. 
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Q Is the United States concerned because of Maltese 
friendship with Libya that there might not be the pursuit of 
due process? 


A At this point, I have no reason to suspect that 
due process won't be served. 


Q Chuck, I forgoo to ask you something back on 
Israel, on the spy case. When two Israeli diplomats or 
officials in the Consulate in New York and the Embassy were 
tied in some way to this case, the United States informed the 
Israeli Embassy not to let them go? Is that a normal procedure 
when a person is accused of something, unless he is a diplomat 
with diplomatic immunity? 


I mean, are we to read that they are? Or is there 
not, is this the legal procedure that U.S. officials follow -- 
just not find people don't go? (Sic) 


A Whether or not it's a legal procedure, I refer 
you to Justice. But let me repeat what I said, which is that 
we had asked for access to the people involved and the GOI -- 
the Government of Israel -- had agreed to cooperate. 


Q And then they left, is that it? Then they left 
the country on the 22nd? 


A That's right. 


Q Okay. But what I ‘'m asking, Chuck -- maybe it is 


the legal department to answer this -- but, generally, when you 
have a person accused of spying or cooperating with an alleged 
accused in a spy case, do you -- the State Department -- if it 


concerns the State Department, do you simply tell these people 
that we want to reach them; do you not actually issue an order 
to hold them, to make sure that they're going to stay in this 
country, or -- 


A I can't enlighten you anymore about it. 

Q Did the Government of Israel agree to cooperate 
before these people left the country? 

A The Government of Israel agreed to cooperate. 

Q Before or after? 

A From the point from which we had asked for access. 


SIIC 
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Q And that was Thursday or Friday? Thursday was 
the day they were arrested. 


6 I really don't have anything more I can help you 
with on the chronology. 


Q You said before that you had asked before they 
left. 


A That's right. We had asked for access -- I 
believe that question was answered several times. 


Q So you can say you had asked for access before 
they left? 


A That's right. 


Q Sir, you have indicated that the relationship, 
the U.S. relationship, with Israel is the same as it had been. 
But is there any intention of asking our Ambassador to come 
back for consultations or to recall him or to ask that they 
recall their Ambassador Rosenne from here? 


A No, I have no information which would lead me to 
believe that any of those things is in offing. As I said, it's 
a difficult period; it's something that we view with, as we've 
said, concern. We're going to have to work with the Government 
of Israel, and they have promised their full cooperation, and 
we expect that to be forthcoming. But, as other people have 
said, the relationship in its broader aspects will certainly be 
on-going. 


Q What makes you think it's forthcoming when it 
hasn't been for the last week? 


sy I really can't help you any further except that 
we have the assurances that we will have full cooperation and 
that we will have access to those involved. 


Q Have you in the last 24 hours received additional 
word from the Government of Israel that the cooperation is 
forthcoming? 


i) I'm not going any further into diplomatic 
exchanges, as I've answered several times, particularly 
concerning timing. 


Q Mr. Murphy, on his arrival to Oman on the 26th of 
November, mentioned a number of subjects to be discussed with 
the leaders of the area. They were not including the Gulf 
war. Do you have an explanation for that? 
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a No, I haven't seen that particular statement, and 
I doubt that every time Ambassador Murphy arrives that he gives 
what one could consider an absolutely one hundred percent 
rundown of his agenda, so that I would take that as a notional 
agenda and not as a total -- 


Q This would be the first to come to the mind of 
anyone who is going to have talks in the area, I think. 


A I'm sure that Ambassador Murphy is having talks 
concerning all of the important regional issues. 


Q Chuck, going back to the Israeli thing, the fact 
that you focus your concern and attention on these two 
diplomats who have sent back -- brought back to Israel -- 





A Jim, let me stop you right there. You focused 
your concern on those people -- 


Q All right. You say that he -- 
A I focused my concern -- 


Q Well, you said the two -- 


A -- on access to those involved -- 
Q Right. 
A -- the return of the documents and the full, 


prompt cooperation of the Israeli Government. 


Q Right. The crucial point is that you have access 
to those involved. 


Are you saying, then, that there are only those two 
involved or are there still further officials here in this 
country who might, in fact, have been involved? 

A I'm not speculating on any number whatsoever. 

Q Chuck, can I also -- 

Q Excuse me, let me just -- 

) That's because we still need the full facts. 


Q Yeah. In other words, you are leaving open the 
possibility that other Israeli officials may have been 
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involved, may have knowledge which is germane to the case, and 
they are -—- 


A I can't see that I can be any clearer. 


Q Well, is my presumption right, that you are 
leaving open that possibility? 


A we do not yet have all the facts, so it would be 
premature at this point for me to tell you that those two were 
involved, that there were only two, that there are more than 
two, less than two. 


Q You're only seeking access to the two? 


A I did not say that. I said we are seeking access 
to those involved. 


Q I don't know if you can answer this question now, 
or if you can help us on it. Earlier this year there was also 
another case where the Israeli agents were involved with the 
krytrons, those nuclear devices, and the United States 
Government at the time requested that Israel return them or 
account for them as to where were they used, how they were used. 


Can you just tell us what were the results of that? 
Did the United States Government get satisfaction out of that 
case? 


A That's somewhat of an old case right now, and 
I'll have to have someone look into that. I don't know that 
off the top of my head. 


Q Would you please? 


Q At the very beginning of thris episode of the 
Israeli espionage on the United States, the name of Pakistan 
was mentioned as the other country he was spying for, the 
accused -- the defendant was spying for. Does this stand 
still, up to now, that he was spying for Pakistan? 


a I can't give you anything further than what I've 
said, which was espionage against the United States in which 
Israeli officials are involved has occurred. I don't have any 
characterization of the Pakistani role. 

Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and a good afternoon. I 
have no announcements. Questions 


Q Has the U.S. Government actually received any of 
the documents back from the Israelis? Has it had access to any 
of the Israeli officials involved? 


a On the question of access to individuals: as the 
Secretary answered yesterday, we've been assured that the 
Israelis will provide us with access to the individuals who are 
knowledgable about the case, and that Israel will give us a 
full report on the extent of whatever activities their 
investigation reveals to have taken place. 


Concerning the documents, as the Secretary indicated 
again, we assume that the return of the documents will go 
forward, and we have been assured of cooperation by the Israeli 
Government. 


Q In other words, the answer to my first question 
in both cases will be no, you haven't gotten any actual access 
to either the documents or the people? 


6 The answer, I think, is more general than that, 
Jim. What I'm indicating is that it's not my intent to go into 
this on a day-by-day basis on a witness-—by-witness or 
document-—by-document account, but rather to tell] you in general 
terms what we understand that will be happening, and I would 
leave it at that at this point. 


Q There are reports -- 
Q Are they of any value, the documents? 


a Pardon? 














Q Will they still be of any value to the U.S. -- 
the documents -- if Israel returns them? 


a Of course, they will. 
Q What good would they be then? 


A The reason that we would like to see the 
documents is that helps you to determine the nature of the 
information involved. 


Q Chuck -- 
A Bernie, do you have a question? You started. 
Q Go ahead, go ahead. 


Q I just wanted to ask if the U.S. Administration 
considers that the diplomatic side of the episode is now closed 
-- after the apology, I mean? 


A I believe that the Secretary, again, said all 
that can be said on this issue yesterday. He said, “We have 
full confidence in Israel's determination and ability to pursue 
this case down to the last detail, and to bring those 
responsible to account." I really can't add anything to his 
comments. 


He also said, "As the U.S. investigation into this 
matter is concluded, we will make an appropriate public report.” 


Q Chuck, there are reports in Middle East 
newspapers that Pollard has given Israel detailed information 
and photographs of the PLO quarter in Tunis prior to the 
bombing of Arafat's headquarters October 1, and this has been 
featured in front pages in the Middle East newspapers. 


Do you have any comment on that, and can you assess 
what was the type of information he gave? 


a No, I have no comment on that nor any assessment 
of the type of information. That's something that the 
investigation will have to determine. But in response to your 
specific question, I have no comment. 








Q A follow up -- excuse me, a follow up. There was 
also some in the Hebrew press -- I just came back from Tel Aviv 
over the weekend -- and I read that some of the Hebrew press 
said that the concern of the United States now is easing of f 
because of the fact that the whole thing was they didn't want 
to generate a crisis with Israel to topple the current 
coalition, the national government, because of the fact that 
the reports and the information which was given by Pollard to 
Israel was about the Arab countries and the Arab navies and 
strength and power and everything and not necessarily sensitive 
things that belonged to the United States of America. Do you 
have any comment on that? 


i I believe our position on this case has been 
clearly stated from the beginning. Our concern is with the 
incident in exactly the context that we have put it as one of 
espionage against the United States, and I'd leave it at that. 


John? 


Q Is the United States going to insist on the 
interviews, when they occur with whomever the Israeli 
Government produces to interview who allegedly is involved in 
this matter, in an non-coercive atmosphere of the kind that was 
present when Medvid was interviewed? That is to say, with the 
Israeli diplomats or members of Israeli espionage services 
present during the interview? 


6 I can't help you on that one, John. I'd refer 
you to the FBI and Justice as to what their procedure is in 
pursuing this. P 


Q Will they be doing the interviewing? 


a It's my understanding that this is a Justice 
Department investigation. 


Q Did the Secretary have an extended discussion 
with Mr. Peres over the phone before the announcement as was -- 
there are reports from Israel on that? 


a I don't have any details for you on specific 
contacts other than to say that, as you all know, we have been 
in close and continuing contact with the Israeli Government. 











Q Chuck, can we safely assume that all of the 
statements you made on Friday about the dismay, about the lack 
of prompt notification and handling of this matter and so on, 
still holds, since the U.S. apparently has not still been 
afforded access and so on -— that you're still disappointed in 
the pace of things, of notification and so on? 


a Ralph, I think a lot of information was 
published, particularly yesterday. We have an Israeli Cabinet 
statement, we have a lengthy reaction by the United States 
Government and the Secretary of State, and I would simply refer 
you to the most recent information, if you're interested in 
what the state of play today is. 


Q No, I was interested in whether the -- the state 
of play, it seems to me from your answers today, has not 
changed vis-a-vis the Israeli Government's provision of 
specific information about the espionage case, the documents 
and the personnel to the U.S., so -- 


a I would argue that a post-reading of the 
information available indicates that circumstances have changed 
since Friday; that there have been authoritative statements 
made on both sides which indicate that the process is moving 
forward. The Secretary said that the Israeli statement of 
Sunday was excellent and that we're satisfied by it. And 
that's where we stand at this point. 


Q Can I come back to my question, because §*e 
reports from Israel suggest that what the Secretary said 
yesterday and what the Israeli Cabinet announced yesterday weve 
both synchronized in advance, that the U.S. reaction was 
assured to -- in other words, there was a kind of negotiated 
set of statements. And I think it's really necessary to know 
if this is in fact the case. I mean, all you're saying is 
we're in close contact with the Israelis, but that's a given. 
But did the U.S. discuss with the Israelis the wording of the 
various statements? 


a I'm not sure that I see the question as relevant 
as you see it, but, nonetheless, I can't help you any further 
than what I've said on that particular question. 


Q Can I follow that up, Chuck? What you and the 
Secretary of State have called the Israeli apology is actually 
conditional or qualified on the facts that will in the future 
emerge, backing up the American accusations. You don't 
consider that to be qualified? 














i I can only say what the Secretary said. I can't 
say it any better than he said it. I could repeat i* for you 
several times over if you want, but to excerpt another part of 
it, which I think is particularly relevant -- although I would 
refer you to its entirety, in fact -—— he said, “We welcome the 
statement of the Gavernment of Israel to work cooperatively 
with us to see this issue fully resolved. for our part we will 
work closely with Israeli authorities so that both countries 
can expeditiously get to the bottom of this case and assure 
that justice is done." 


That, plus what I've said before, I think indicates 
our feeling as to whether or not we're now going to see the 
kind of progress that we hope to see. 


Q Copy of that? 


Q Chuck, the phraseology of the statement by the 
Israeli Government for apology gives the impression that it is 
sort of a general apology for whatever kinds of spy cases that 
may be uncovered later, not only the Pollard case. Do you read 
it the seme way? 


a No. I can't help you on that. I read it in 
conjunction with this particular case. If there is something 
more behind it, I'd have to refer you to the Israeli Government 
on that. 


Q Chuck, can you tell us whether the meeting 
between Secretary Schneider and Minister Meron today was 
related to this matter, or was it previously scheduled, or can 
you tell us anything on that? 


°) No. It was previously scheduled. It's not 
related to this matter. Minister Meron is here in conjunction 
with the joint U.S.-Israeli political/military group meeting. 

Q Do you know whether this subject came up at all? 

a I don't know whether it came up or not. 

Q Is Hanan Boron with him? 

i. I have no other information on visitors. 

I'll try it a different way: Are there any other 


Q 
Israeli visitors seeing officials at the State Department on 
matters not related to previously scheduled matter? 


és Nothing that I can help you on that. 











Q You can't help me. 

A I can't help you on that. 

Q Do you know? 

a I'll look into it, Bet I don't have -- 

Q Okay. 

Q Chuck, do you have any, also, reports or response 


to what some of the Israeli officials say that since you have 
been spying on Israel all along, then they are spying on you, 
and it is sort of a tit for tat, so why you are so upset 
because they are spying on you? 


a I'd refer you to my statement of Friday. 
Unfortunately, you weren't here, but the Press Office can 
provide the answer to that question. 


Q Can we get also the statement of today? 
A No. You can't. 


Q Do you have any comment on the proposal made by 
an American to have a joint commission for investigation in 
this case? 


* I — seen this proposal. I don't know what 
you're ta ng about. 


Q It has been published in one of the editorials by 
one of the editorialists of The New York Times. 


A I haven't seen it. 
Q New subject? 
A Yes. 


Can we ask you about the U.S. reaction to the 
verdict in the Fabian Ver case, or however you want to refer to 
it? 


A The tragic Aquino assassination, of course, is a 
Philippine matter, which Filipinos must resolve. The key issue 
at this juncture is the perception of the Philippine people as 
to whether justice has been done. Only the Filipinos 
themselves can make that determination. 











The U.S. position since the Aquino murder has been 
that those responsible for this political murder, no matter who 
they may be, be held fully accountable and punished to the 
fullest extent of the law. 


We have not had the opportunity yet to study the 
verdict in detail, but recall that in October, 1984, the Agrava 
Commission, a board of respected, independent-minded citizens, 
unanimously refuted the government contention that a lone 
Communist gunman killed Senator Aquino. The board found the 
murder to be the work of Philippine military personnel who were 
charged with the crime and the coverup. 


It's very difficult to reconcile the exemplary, 
thorough work of the Agrava board and the conclusion it reached 
after a year of hard work with the outcome of this trial. 


Q Copy, please? 
a Yes. 


Do you have any comments on -- aside from the 
reaction of the verdict -- on the immediate reinstatement of 
Mr. Ver to his position? 


A The U.S. is strongly of the view that 
thorough-going military reform in the Philippines, along with 
political and economic reform, is needed to deal with that 
country's current crisis and to turn back the growing Communist 
insurgency. 


President Marcos has indicated recently his intention 
to conduct a major reform of the Philippine military 
leadership. Such reform is long overdue. If it is properly 
implemented, it would be a major step forward in restoring 
professionalism to the armed forces of the Philippines and 
enhancing their capabilities. 


A key element in military reform is new, re-energized 
leadership. How the reinstatement of General Ver squares with 


President Marcos' professed desire to initiate serious reforms 
in the Philippine military is a question only he can answer. 


Q Copy? 
Q Will the -- 
A Yes. 


Q Chuck, how about the cut-off of military 
assistance? Was that been considered? 


ire 








a We have no comment at this time about our 
security assistance or other aid to the Philippines. We will, 
of course, be keeping the congressional leadership informed and 
will be exchanging views. 


Q And if the -- if some of the democrats -- if key 
og oh eed Congress should call for it, have you any reaction 
to that 


a I'm not going to speculate on hypothetical 
questions. 


Q Anything on any further envoys returning to the 
Philippines to discuss the status of the military reforms and 
economic reforms there in the wake of this decision? 


A No. Nothing at this time. 
Q Is the aid program under review? 
A I don't have anything on that. 


Q Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz suggested in 
Capitol Hill that it would be under review if this were the 
kind of verdict and decision in the Ver case. He basically 
said that U.S. aid programs would be under review in such a 
situation. Are you saying it's not? 


A I'm not saying anything of the sort. I'm just 
saying if that's what Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz said, I 
refer you to his remarks, but I have nothing further for you. 


Q Wolfowitz also suggested that reinstatement of 
Ver would be a bad signal fer the elections coming up. Do you 
have any -- you still, I presume, agree with -- that that's the 


case? 


A I have really nekhing.further I can offer you on 
that question, nor elaboration of Mr. Wolfowitz's remarks. 


Q Do you expect the elections to go ahead, and do 
you expect them to be fair? 


a I've seen nothing that indicates that they won't 
go ahead. Our position on those elections has been stated and 
restated a number of times, and that position has not changed. 


Q Another area? 























Q Well, I think New Zealand should -—- has the U.S. 
Government yet seen the text of the proposed port ban 
legislation, and, if so, do you have any reaction to it? 


A Whether or not we've seen it, I can't tell you, 
but, no, I have no further reaction other than what you have, I 
think, available already on that question. 


Q Could you please let us know when the U.S. 
Government does see it, and tell us if you think there's been 
any openings, any changes, in the U.S. assessment? 


A Okay. 
Q I'd appreciate it. 


Q Chuck, is there a U.S. assessment of the 
Egyptian—Libyan border situation, number one; and can you 
confirm for us that U.S. military officers have flown on 
Egyptian aircraft to Malta prior to the hijacking -- after the 
hijacking? 


a Number one, no. (Laughter) Number two, we've 
previously acknowledged that the United States had offered 
appropriate assistance to other governments involved in this 
incident. Three American military officers assigned to the 
U.S. Office of Military Cooperation in Cairo accompanied the 
Egyptian commando team at the request of the Government of 
Egypt to be in a position to provide liaison. They were 
instructed not to participate in any operation, and they did 
not do so. 


These personnel were to provide liaison in the event 
it was thought necessary to call in U.S. technical advice or 
assistance. The actual event, the rescue operation, as 
Egyptian President Mubarak has said, was solely an Egyptian 
effort mounted with Maltese cooperation. 


Q So the U.S. Government has known this all along, 
that these three guys were on the plane? I mean, you -- 


a Yes. We have known. 


From this podium? No. I mean, there were 
indications that they sort of slid onto the plane, and that the 
State Department wasn't fully aware that they were on -- 


) I don't believe there were ever any such 
indications from this podium. I have routinely refused to 
comment on most of these kinds of operational questions. 
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Q Why is it a point of great sensitivity to the 
U.S. Government that there may or may not have been Americans 
areore that Egyptian plane? Why not have told us that last 
wee 


a I'm not sure that there was any great 
sensitivity. Once again, it falls into the general category of 
how liaison is conducted, what our operational tactical 
capabilities are, and to the extent that those become public, 
it's not to anyone's benefit in the longer run as we face, 
unfortunately, future incidents of this sort. 


So I think that explains our general reluctance to 
comment on these questions except in certain circumstances. In 
this case, as I said, the Egyptian Government had requested 
that they go along for liaison purposes. That's what they did. 


Q These guys were in no way operationally involved? 
A That's right. 


Q Just out of curiosity, you've just given a 
lengthy explanation of why you don't comment on operational 
matters and, presumably an explanation of why you didn't 
comment on them last week. What has changed today about your 
willingness to comment on those operational matters? And I 
can't help but asking what other operational matters could you 
decide today, or tomorrow, or the next day to reveal, for 
whatever reasons you might decide to reveal them? 


A I suppose I could say “out of the goodness of my 
heart," we decided to talk about this, but -- (Laughter) 


Q But we wouldn't believe you if you said that, so 


A And I won't speculate on what I might or might 
not decide to talk about in the future. 


No. This particular question has gotten a lot of 
attention. A bit of the information has been inaccurate or 
misleading, and in this particular case, we thought it would be 
appropriate to set the record straight. 


There was another piece of information that went 
along with this piece of information that suggested that the 
Egyptians were given some hardware, some military hardware, 
listening devices. Last week you indicated that they were 
offered that sort of materiel. Has anything changed about 
that? Did any of that hardware actually get where it was 
going? And was any of it used? 


il 


A I don't believe that in any case did I ever 
specify what kind of assistance or hardware might have been or 
not have been offered. That remains the case. I'm not going 


to go beyond what I've already said on those kinds of questions. 


Q Was there a U.S. team that was -- attempted to go 
there at the request of the Egyptians but the Maltese would not 
allow it to come and this -- 


I mean, when you get into the relations with the 
Maltese, you've only been praising the Maltese from this 
podium. The reports from the scene indicate that the Maltese 
were very upset with the U.S. 


aq I have nothing beyond what I've given you before. 


Q Was the Delta Force in the neighborhood and ready 
to move in? 


a I have no comment on that question, as always. 


Q Can you confirm reports that the Iranians have 
abandoned Kharg Island? 


Q Same subject? 


A The answer to that question quickly is, I don't 
have anything on that. 


Q Chuck, shortly before the hijacking of the Egypt 
airplane, the FAA sent telexes to several airports in Europe, 
the Middle East, and the Far East warning that some 400 Middle 
Easterners had been trained in Iran in air piracy, and roughly 
176 of them had been equipped with Algerian passports. That's 
the Department of Transportation's conclusion. 


Do you have independent corroboration of those facts? 
Is there anything that this Department or any branch of the 
U.S. Government is doing about Iran's encouragement of air 
piracy, and are you in touch with Algeria about the false 
passports, and anything else you want throw in? 

a Do you want to know where Murphy is? 

(Laughter) 


Q No, not today. I really don't want to know. 


Q Get to that later. 
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A Good question today. No. 


First of all, that alert, or whatever they call it at 
DOT and FAA, is something that's based on community 
intelligence; it's not something that simply DOT or FAA comes 
up with. So when you say did we have anything else to add to 
it, everything that the U.S. Government knows is funnelled into 
that system which results in those alerts going out. That is a 
routine, regular process. I believe that was stated. There 
have been two, in fact, in recent days or weeks. 


That information, I believe, as the Greek authorities 
have indicated already, was acted on —as is routinely acted 
on -- when airport or security authorities get this sort of 
information, so that we, of course, we continue to pursue 
that. We use all the resources at our disposal to try to 
predict events and do what we can to deter them, and will 
continue to do that. That includes contacts with all of the 
actors in the region. You focus on one particular event; I can 
only answer you on more general] terms, that is, we will deal 
with all those involved in whatever way is necessary to do what 
we can. 


Q But, more specifically, Chuck, here you have a 
member government of the United Nations whom we believe is 
training some 400 people in air piracy. It's a very important 
charge, and one you would think that this government and 
several others would be interested in dealing with. So is that 
matter being pursued? 


A Whether or not it's being pursued in the U.N. I 
don't know. 


Q By us, in any way, shape, or form? 


A Clearly, these hinds ef activities are of great 
concern and always have been, and will continue to be. The 
manner in which we pursue them, I can’t enlighten you any 
further at this point. 


Q Chuck, coming back to the three military 
officials who were in Malta. Did they have with them any 
operational equipment that would have enabled them to take an 
operational role in the assault on the plane? I understand 
you've said that they did not take an operational role. My 
question was, were they prepared to do so? 


A Let me simply reemphasize what I said. They came 
from the Office of Military Cooperation, in Cairo. They were 
requested by the Government of Egypt to provide liaison; that 
is the reason for which they went along, and that is the role 
which they were prepared to play. 
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Q Mr. Arafat is almost accusing Syria of having a 
role in the hijacking of both Achille Lauro and the Eqyptair. 
Do you have anything to confirm his suspicions? 


A No. I have nothing further as to the 
perpetrators of the incidents beyond what we've said before. 


Q Chuck, is an Office of Military Cooperation, is 
that what us.d to be called a MAAG group? 


A I believe those are separate offices. In fact, 
I'm sure they're separate offices. They exist in other 
countries, as well. If you want a better explanation, maybe 
you can ask Bernie. But I could look into that and see what 
the difference is. Those two offices exist in a variety of 
NATO countries, allied countries, foreign countries, and in 
some cases I think it has to do with equipment as opposed to 
training, but I'm not sure about that. 


Q With which does it have to do in this case? 
a Pardon? 


Q That might be a relevant little fact that would 
have great relevance in this particular case. 


A If there is great interest, we can post something 
which briefly says what an ODC does and what a MAAG does. 


Q Back on the Philippines for just a quick second. 
Did President Marcos say anything to the U.S. Ambassador there 
about how long General Ver would be in that role of Chief of 
Staff again? Is there anything about the timing of that that 
you have? 


A No. And in any case, I wouldn't go into 
diplomatic exchanges. I can't give you anything on that. 


Q Do you have anything on Terry Waite or the fate 
of the American hostages in Lebanon? 


A No. No new developments. 
Q Where is Murphy today? 
(Laughter) 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement on the three 
officers? 


Q I'd like to know the answer to the question. 
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a Yes, you can have a copy of that statement. 


Meanwhile, just to make sure I get the tenses right 
here. He is in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, having arrived there from 
Baghdad, Iraq. 


(Laughter) 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on the burning 
over the weekend of the American-frab Antidiscrimination 
Committee's national offices lecated on Connecticut Avenue, in 
Washington? 


a The latest reports I have seen indicate that it's 
not sure yet whether or not arson was involved. Clearly, if it 
were to be proven, or shown to be a case of arson, that's 
something we strongly deplore, and we would hope those who 
perpetrated it would be brought to justice. 


Q Wire reports on Friday out of Moscow indicate 
that there has been some movement on reunifying divided 
families. Do you have anything on that? 


A I have a general statement. I, in fact, don't 
have any new information on those cases. It's our 
understanding that these individuals will be granted exit 
permission. Some have already received official word from the 
local Soviet emigration authorities; and based on what the 
Soviets told us originally, we expect the Soviets will soon 
notify the others. 


As we have said, we welcome Soviet willingness to move 
forward on these cases, and will continue to monitor each case 
to its conclusion. I think that's all I have. 


A follow-up: President Reagan apparently carried 
a list of divided families to the Summit. Have the Soviets 
responded to that specific list yet? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. 


Q Could you spell out a little more just what would 
liaison officers do on a mission like this? 


A Once again, I believe the statement is relatively 
clear. In the event it was thought necessary to call in U.S. 
technical advice assistance, then it would clearly be useful 
to have an Americ officer who knew which buttons to push in 
order to get in contact with the right people, and get that 
assistance and advice or whatever, in place. 
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Q But they didn't push any of those buttons? 
(Laughter) 
a That's true. 


Q Can you clear up; was that assistance asked for, 
and was it thwarted by the Maltese? 


A On that question, I've got nothing further. 

Q Chuck, another question on the Isrzeeli spy case. 
Is the U.S. Administration considering, or have in anytime 
during the last few days considered putting Israel off the 
research program of the SDI? 

a I have nothing on that whatsoever. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:52 P.M.) 














Posted: December 2, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of December 2, 1985 
ISRAEL: VISITORS TO DISCUSS POLLARD ° 
Q: Have there been any high-ranking Israeli visitors to 


Washington to discuss the Pollard case? If so, with whom 
did they meet? | 


A: WE DO NOT DISCUSS OUR DIPLOMATIC CONTACTS. 











Posted: December 2, 1985 





TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 2, 1985 noon press briefing 
NEW ZEALAND: PORT BAN DRAFT LEGISLATION 





Q: Has the U.S. Government yet seen the text of the proposed . 
port ban legislation, and, if so, do you have any reaction 
to it? 


A: -- NO, WE HAVE NOT YET SEEN THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION. 
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DPC #212 


TUESDAY, DECEMBER 3, 19865, 12:15 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several short announcements to begin with. 


First, as announced on November 12, Secretary Shultz 
will travel to Brussels, Bonn, Berlin, Bucharest, Budapest and 
Belgrade beginning December 10 through December 18. He will 
add a stop in London to address the Pilgrim Society and meet 
with British officials at the beginning of the trip. 


Thus, he would depart from Washington December 9; 
spend December 10 in Lonésn before departing for Srussels and 
the rest of the stops as previously announced. 


Q A question on that? Will the reporters be 
permitted to attend the Pilgrim event? 


a We are making efforts to that end. 
Q I ask because they used to have restrictions on 


female reporters; wouldn't permit female reporters to be 
present. Wo longer? 


a I'll look into that. 

Q Yeah, it would save trouble in advance. 

a Okay. 

Q Chuck, are you planning a background briefing on 
the visit? 


A On the trip? 
GQ On the trip. 


A We have normally provided a background briefing 
before such a trip, and once again I'll look inte that and see 
if we can fix something for you. 

















Secondly, Under Secretary of State for Political 
affairs, Michael Armacost, will address the Portland World 
affairs Council on the subject of the Philippines on Thursday, 
December 5. The speech will be at 5:30 p.m., Pacific Standard 
at the Westin-Benson Hotel in Portland, Oregon. An advanced 
text will not be available. Anyone wishing to cover the event 
should contact Charlotte Kennedy at the Portland World affairs 
Council, (503) 229-3049. 


Q are you planning to pipe it in? 

@ _I don't believe that that's our intent. 

Q Would you repeat the name of the hotel? 

A Pardon? 

Q Repeat the name of the hotel? 

A The Westin-Benson Hotel, Portland, Oregon. 
Thirdly -- 

Q Is that it? 


A No, I have four, in fact. They each get more 
exciting. 


Thirdly, we have again received alarming reports of 
the Khomeini regime's severe persecution of Iran's Baha'i 
community. 


@ccording to these reports, Mr. Azizu'llah Ashjari, a 
50-year ol@ man from Tabriz, was executed by firing squad in 
Tabriz on November 19, 1985, after enduring imprisonment for 
four years. 


With this execution, the death toll for Iranian 
Baha'is has reached 198 since 1979. Most recent information 
indicates that 767 Baha'is are currently in prison. It is 
tragically ironic that Mr. Ashjari was executed on the very day 
the U.N. General Assembly opened its debate on religious 
persecution. 











We again call upon the Iranian authorities to abide by 
the declaration on the elimination of all forms of intolerance 
and discrimination based on religion and. belief. 


Q Copy? 


a Yes. Let me say that there will be that plus 
some additional information posted in the Press Office 
afterward, as will be the case in my fourth announcement which 
I will excerpt. 


On behalf of the President, the Department of State on 
December 3 transmitted the 19th semi-annual report on the 
implementation of the Helsinki Final Act to Chairman Alfonse 
D'Amato of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe. These reports are submitted to assist the Commission 
in its function of monitoring implementation of the Helsinki 
Accords. 


The report concentrates on Soviet and Eastern European 
compliance with commitments undertaken in Helsinki and Madrid. 
Although the record of compliance varies among the Eastern 
states during the six-month period covered by the record, 
overall performance remained seriously flawed in the human 
rights and humanitarian areas. 


This report is an important element in the United 
States Government's effort to assess the progress and 
shortcomings in achieving our CSCE goals. 


Copies of the report and this statement, plus some 
additional information, are available in the Press Office. 


Questions? 


Q Where do you -- what is the government's stand 
now with the Israelis on the documents and the interviews? 


A The best I can do is to reiterate what I said 
yesterday, which is I'm not going to go into this on a 
day-by-day basis or a case-by-case, witness—by-witness, 
document-by-document basis. Our expectation, what we've deen 
assured is that we will receive buck documents which may have 
been provided to Israel without authorization, and that we will 
be provided access to those Israelis who may have knowledge 
about this operation. 


Q So you're not going to tell us when these guys 
are actually interviewed or if they are actually interviewed or 
if any documents have ever been returned? 


4135S 











Aa I'm not saying I won't tell you ever. I'm just 
saying that on a day-to-day basis I'm not going to provide a 
status report that today we interviewed one person, or today we 
received base “%" documents. 


Q . Can we take it from what you said, however, that 
that has not occurred yet? 


t- Kahink that's correct. 


g Chuck, how would you be sure that the Israelis 
would return all documents and not part of them? 


a We're going to be working with the Israelis 
cooperatively, as I've said before, and I believe that we'll 
have sufficient confidence that the matter will be handled to 
our satisfaction. 


Q Just before it gets lost in the mists of time, 
the transcript of the Secretary's conversation with reporters 
on his way to Colombia says that he is going to make public a 
report on the whole affair so that the American people can 


understand what was -- what went on. 
A Right. 
Q That is still the intention? 
A That's right. 
Q And how and when will that happen? 


a . @e-he said, we will make an appropriate report 
public wher theeetter is concluded. That being indefinite, I 


 ean't give pamedate. 


Q Chuck, back to the subject of the hijacking and 
any American role in trying to liberate the plane. Another 
story from Malta now, this time speaking of the three 
Americans, who you said yesterday, indeed, flew with the 
Egyptians, the simple truth is that the Americans played no 
role in the assault on the plane because the Maltese wouldn't 
let them. Is that why the Americans did not participate in, or 
at least advise the Egyptians on the storming of the airplane? 


A I have nothing for you on that particular story. 
I could only repeat what I said yesterday, which was that they 
went to provide liaison. They were instructed not to 
participate in any operation, and did not, in fact, attempt to 
do so. 














Q Well, were they instructed not to participate 
because the Egyptians didn't want them to participate or 
because the Americans made an independent judgment or because 
the a told them not to, or some combination of those 
three 


A I'm not going to go into any of the diplomatic 
exchanges or -- 


Q I'm not asking about diplomatic exchanges. I'm 
asking you -- it's not an inconsequential matter. Fifty-seven 
people were killed or died as a result of a rescue operation 
that you -- no, three people were killed, presumably by the 
hijackers. But the rescue operation took 57 lives. It's an 
operation that the U.S. Government thought warmly of at the 
time and commended the Egyptians on their effort. 


There is some thought that maybe the Americans, had 
they played a role, maybe the outcome would have been 
different. I'm not asking you about diplomacy; I'm asking 
about the loss of 57 lives, and why Mr. Shultz' anti-terrorist 





campaign, which is a fervent campaign, whether it can be curbed __ 


by the Maltese Government, the Egyptian Government or is 
subject to its own restraints? 


A A number of comments. First, to reiterate that 
the rescue operation was an Egyptian operation mounted with 
Maltese cooperation. As we've said several times, we supported 
the difficult decision to proceed with the rescue operation. 

It carried inherent risk, and we've expressed our sorrow at the 
tragic loss of innocent life. 


Q Do you still -- 


A Concerning American assistance, advice, I have 
only one general comment. In our judgment, the use or non-use 
of any particular form of U.S. assistance was not a determining 
factor in the execution of this difficult rescue operation. 

And I would end by saying the responsibility for all these 
deaths rests with the terrorists who hijacked the aircraft. 


Q This Maltese official -- I suppose the same 
official -- has also said that two of the three Americans were 
not permitted to be visible because they weren't carrying 
civilian clothing with them. What about that aspect? Do 
Americans hang out in closets if they're not dressed properly? 


fa I've got no comment on those stories. 








. Q Do you find that -- are they off-base? Is it a 
-- I mean, yesterday, apparently there was enough substance in 
this so that you came out and finally admitted, after eight 
days, that three Americans had flown em the cargo plane. You 
want to tell.us how they were dressed, or shall we wait eight 
more days for that? 


A I think those are the’ kind of details which I'm 
not going to enter into whatsoever-- 


6 Is that a security matter, whether they were 
wearing Panama hats or ranger uniforms? 


a The short answer is, I'm not going to tell you 
anything about that. 


Q For what reason -- security reasons? Just don't 
feel like it? 


A Just don't feel like it. 


Q Chuck, a minute ago you said that the use or 
non-use of American equipment or personnel was not a 
determining factor. Does that mean -- you mean to say in that 
statement that even if the Americans had played a role, an 
operational role, or even if any American equipment had played 
an operational part in the storming of the plane, it would not 
have lessened the death toll? Is that what you mean to say? 


A I think the statement stands by itself. 


Q Qut what is not a determining factor? In what? 
I mean, determining -- 


a The execution of this difficult rescue operation. 
Q Well, I don't understand -- 


A It's all too easy after the fact, Ralph, to start 
second-guessing as to what might or might not have happened if 
one had done this or that. This was a very difficult 
operation. We have expressed our support for the decision of 
the Egyptians to proceed with it; and it is our judgment use or 
non-use of anything that we might have provided assistance-wise 
was not a determining factor in that execution. 


Q How about the planning -- excuse me. 











Q I've got a couple of questions on the 
Philippines, if we can go to? 


a Okay. 


Q Can you -- do you have any comment on Mrs. 
Aquino's declaration today of her political intention to run? 


A That, of course, is an internal development in 
the Philippine political situation about which we won't be 
commenting specifically. The U.S. interest in the elections is 
that they be free and fair and that the results be credible to 
the pes gee people who are the real judge of their own 
political processes. 


Okay. Ambassador -- the U.S. Ambassador went in 
to see the Philippine President today. What was that about? 


A I can't give you anything other than to say it 
was part of our continuing diplomatic contacts -- 


Q Was it related -- 


A The Ambassador routinely sees high-ranking 
Filipino authorities, including the President. 


Q And was it related to General Ver getting his old 
job back yesterday? 


A I have nothing at all on the specific content of 
their discussions. 


Q Do you know whether the U.S. is now considering a 
cut-back on military aid to the Philippines? 


A In addition to what I said yesterday, the FY-86 
Foreign Aid Proposal for the Philippines is now being 
considered by the Congress as part of the erall 
Administration foreign aid request. 


Congress has already authorized a security assistance 
package for the Philippines of $180 million in economic and 
military assistance. The Congress is now considering the 
appropriation of these funds. 


No other comment at this time about our security 
assistance or other aid to the Philippines. As I said 
yesterday, we are keeping the Congressional leadership informed 
and are exchanging views. 








Q Wasn't there a suggestion yesterday by a State 
Department official to the effect that there may be a cut—back 
and that is tied in to what is the U.S. view and what is 
happening there porstseasiy? 


A That was the suggestion made by someone in the 
audience. I would -- 


Q Out of the blue? You mean, it wasn't connected 
with anything thep were quoting? 


A I'w@ not sure if they -- they were quoting 
someone, I believe. 


Q They were quoting Paul Wolfowitz. 
a They were quoting Wolfowitz. 
Q Yeah. 


A I answered your question. That is the situation 
as it stands today. 


Q You answered it kind of vaguely. My question 
was, is the U.S. considering a cut-back? And you said the 
Congress has already -- what? -- committed a $160 in economic 
and military? 


A They've authorized. 
Q Authorized? 


a .- ms eensidering appropriation; and beyond that, I 
said we have ao further comment otwer than to say that we're in 
touch with Congresetonal leadership. 


Q Is it the U.S. view that $160 million is okay? 
That that is a figure that the Administration would approve of, 
wants? 


A I believe that figure was arrived at early on in 
the process, and that that was a figure in which the 
Administration had a role in determining. I can't tell you now 
whether that was -- what we really wanted or whether it was a 
compromise position, but I can look into that if you want. 


Is that what you want now? Is that what the 
Administration still wants? 














A That is what Congress has authorized. 
Q If Congress -- 
a That's what -- 


Q -- were to reduce it a little in the 
appropriation, what would be the position? 


a No, I'm not going to speculate on anything else. 
We know what's before Congress. That's what we're dealing with. 


Q Is there any reason to assume that the Ambassador 
said anything contrary to what you said yesterday about the 
results of the trial? 


A No, I have nothing on what the Ambassador may or 
may not have said. Period. 


Well, would you steer us away from drawing the 
conclusion that the Ambassador took the same line that you took 
at this podium yesterday? 


A I'm just not steering on this, just on the 
general principle of not getting into diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Is the U.S. engaged or involved in any new 
initiative to end the Iran-Iraq Gulf war? 


A No. I know of no major initiative which would 
fit your description. We've continually been concerned with 
ending that war, and we've been willing to work with anyone who 
thought that there might be some way to end it. But, no, I 
don't believe there's anything concerning a new initiative. 


Q Chuck, I need to go back to the Air 
hijacking. You have always referred to the exclusion of the 
plan to assault the aircraft. Oid the Americans participate in 
planning for the assault? 





A I think that question has been adequately 
answered. Our people went as liaison in case they were needed 
at the request of the Egyptian Government to establish whatever 
contact might have been necessary between -- in order to make 
the link between Egyptian requests for assistance or advice and 
United States capabilities. 


That, in fact, did not figure, and our personnel at no 
point were authorized to participate in operational aspects and 
did not. 


--MORE-- 


4 \Y/ 
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Q Were they the only Americans in Malta at the 
time? _ 


Aa We have an Embassy -—- 


Q tI mean, apart from travelers and insurance 
salesmen, were they the only Americans in Malta -—- 


a we de have an Embassy there. 

Q No, no. I mean apart from the Embassy. I'm 
talking about other people, other people who may know something 
about dealing wtth terrorism. Were any other Americans flown 
in specially, maybe getting there too late? 

A I don't have anything else on that. 

Chuck -- 

Just one -- 

Same area? Anything on the same area? 
Middle East. 


Middle East? 


> © > © 


Q In the press today there was a story about the 
Council of American Jewish Organizations met with Mr. Peres 
yesterday, or day before yesterday, and it -- I want your 
comment on one paragraph by Mr. Kenneth Bialkin, who says that 
-— he's talking about the Pollard case -- "Spying shouldn't be 
condoned. Keep in mind that the nature of the secrets obtained 
does not @we to elements of U.S. derense and U.S. preparedness. 
They touc®? primarily on elements.— primarily of Israel's 
interest to defend itself. That“is information about the 
deployment of Arab forces, and the nature of Arab strength." 


I asked you this question almost yesterday, and -- 


A And I think you'll probably get the same answer 
today. 


Q -— I want to ask -- 


A And you will get the same answer today. The only 
thing I would refer you to as well is my answer earlier on in 
this affair where I said that regardless of the nature of the 
information, that in no way excuses the activities of a United 
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States citizen in passing classified information to those not 
authorized to receive it. 


Q I want to follow up. Didn't you receive, since 
the whole thing exploded 11 days ago, any or any 
complaints or any question from any Arab Government or 
diplomats or officials in this country or overseas about this? 
I know you will not divulge your communications, but -—- 





a You answer my questions before -—— you answer your 
questions before -- 


Q No, no. It's just very important, you know, to 
know about this, because there is a strategic agreement between 
the United States and Israel. My colleague whom I heard over 
the Israeli television asked a question about what is permitted 
and not permitted in the way of, you know, classified 
information and intelligence-gathering and other things. 


Can you tell us what type information that he got or 
not? 


A No, I can't. 

Connie? 

Q A couple of questions on different areas. First, 
did you yet get the port bill from New Zealand? Have you seen 
the whole text of it? 


A I believe we posted an answer to that last night 


Q Right. 

A -- which remains current. Wo. We have not. 

Q Would you let us know, please, when you do get it 
and give the -- because it's been circulating now, so -- 

a Okay. 


Q A lot of developments in South Africa. Botha 
partially lifted the state of emergency. Anything on that? 


A The Administration called for a lifting of the 
state of emergency shortly after it was declared in July. 
Thus, we welcome the South African Government's announcement 
that it has lifted the state of emergency in eight cities and 
towns. 
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We reiterate our call for an end to these eme 
measures everywhere, and for a policy based on reconcil 
rather than confrontation in these areas of unrest. 





lation 


Q What does the appearance of an American diplomat 
at the funerals signify? 


a The diplomat you refer to is the Political 
Counsellor at the Embassy in Pretoria whe today represented the 
United States at the funeral of 12 people killed during a 
demonstration in Mamelodi on November 24. 


Other than the United States, representatives of 
Australia, Spain, Sweden, Belgium, France, Italy, Canada, the 
United Kingdom, The Netherlands and West Germany also 
attended. The U.S. representative attended to show sympathy 
with the community, of which the Embassy is part, and to 
demonstrate our support for the principle of the right to 
protest peacefully. 


Q Does this signal a new, more active role by our 
diplomats? 
A I would not encourage you to believe that we have 


not been active in South Africa from the very beginning. Our 
policy of constructive engagement has not been one of 
inactivity. As a consequence, we have been active, and we will 
continue to be active. 


Q Chuck, on that point, the American diplomat, 
Timothy Carney -- is that K-e-a-r-n-e-y? Do you have it? 


Q C—ar-n-e-y. 

C-a-r-n-e-y? 

Tim. 

That's according to a Reuters report. (Laughter) 
No. I know him. 


SD © > & & 


Do you have anything on the -—- 

Do you happen to have anything in your kit about 
the gag rule that Mrs. Bonner seems to be -— Ms. Bonner seems 
to be operating under? 


A No. 











Q Does the State Department have any comment on the 
Helsinki agreement, which you just referred to, whether it's 
decent to prohibit public announcements, statements, by Ms. 
Bonner as a condition for going to the West? 


a No, I don't. 
Q You have no comment? 
a No. 


Q One more: There was a new union formed, and they 
made a lot of statements the other day in South Africa. Do you 
have anything on that? 


a This new super-federation of unions, referred to 
as COSATU, is what we're talking about. We have long regarded 
the legalization of black trade unions in South Africa and 
their growing acceptance by government and the business 
community as a positive development. 


In that regard, we note the establishment of COSATU 
and hope that it will give South African workers more influence 
over their lives in and out of the workplace. 





Q Chuck, why is an American diplomatic presence at 
a funeral, which would be regarded, certainly, as an internal 
matter? It's not a diplomatic matter. Why is an American 
diplomatic presence required there. You said, “To show 
sympathy,” I understand -- 


a But I also said because it is part of the Ec assy 
community. There are Embassy employees who live in Mamelodi. 
It is not as if we're isolated from tine South African 
community. That was the first part of the answer. 


and, secondly, was the point you referred to in 
support of the principle of peaceful protest. As we've long 
said, we believe that there are peaceful ways to address the 
problems which South Africa faces, and those are the ones that 
we're trying to encourage. 


Q and you do it rhetorically all the time, but you 
also rhetorically say that you don't interfere in internal 
affairs. You know, in the Philippines, something is an 
internal development, an election. 


A But I don't believe -- 
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Q So is a funeral. 


a I don't believe anyone has accused this of being 
interference in any sort of internal affairs, Marvin. This was 
a 9 of a private individual. The government did not 
restrict -- 


Q Exactly. The funeral of a private individual, so 
why does the U.S. Government participate? 


A - In this case, I think the reasons are perfectly 
clear for the — and they are, the two that I just described. 


Q What's the political point -- 


fi But I do not say that in any is interference in 
internal affairs. 


Q What's the political point involved in it? What 
are you trying to say to the Government of South Africa? 


a We're trying to show that peaceful process -- 
that peaceful processes work, are not dangerous, that they can 
be participated in by all. 


Q (Inaudible) -— scared to death of funerals in 
South Africa as igniting rioting? That's happened all -- 


a This one did not. The presence -— the funeral 
was authorized. The presence of diplomats was authorized. 


Q By the government. 
& . ee. 


Q @uuck, when and where was the last meeting of the 
polittcal/mtlitery joint commission between the United States 
and Israel held? 


a I don't think I can give you all of that 
background. I can only tell you that it was formed in November 
of ‘83 to look at the threat to our mutual interests posed by 
increased Soviet involvement in the Middle East. As a matter 
of policy, we have not commented on the activities of this 

roup. I could only say that it's met periodically since its 
oundation. 


Q Previously you have really provided us with 
information about the time and place of its meetings, so why 
not now? 


oe You're asking me now about previous meetings. 
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Q Yes. 


a I'm prepared to tell you that there's a meeting 
this week, if that's your question. 


Q Wo. The last -— 

a Are you asking me if there's a meeting? 

Q The last meeting. 

8 The last meeting? 

Q When was the last meeting of the Commission? 
a I'll have to take a look at that. 

GQ They meet twice a year. 

a I don't know what -- 


Q I hope you take the question. And as a 
ea he do you expect the spy case to be one of the subjects 
when t -- 


The Pollard case has absolutely nothing to do 


a 
7 -- next meeting will be held? 
a 
JPMG. 


with the 


Q Chuck, can I get back to the Philippines? Is it 
still the Administration contention that a cutback in aid would 
e counter-productive in terms of helping the insurgency, or 
creating the wrong appetites in the military, as Wolfowitz said? 


a I have nothing on the subject of aid beyond what 
I've given you today. 


Q Also on the subject of aid but in a different 
kind, Senator Lugar is saying that the State Department has cut 
back its counter-terrorism ram for Central America by 
dropping a request for $27 million in a basket bill for Central 
America. Do you know anything about that? It's a Central 
American security appropriation -- 


o What should I say to you? Senator Lugar has said 
it. 


7 
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Q Yeah. Well, what I'm asking is, is he correct, 
first; and, second, does this mean a general scaling back of 
the counter-terrorism program? 

a I'll take that one, Jim. 

Q Okay. Another question. There are reports that 
the United States has invited a Vietnamese delegation to come 
to the United States to talk about the MIA matter? Do you know 
anything about that? 

@ We're in Hanoi. You're going the other way. 

Q Oh, the other way. That's right. 

Okay. Let's start from that direction. 

Okay. Try it that way. 

The stories -- let's start with a question. 
Okay. 

Is a U.S. delegation going to Hanoi? 

Are we going to be contacting the Vietnamese? 


One question -- 


Dn > © © © F> © ® 


(Many questions at once. ) 


a We. I can't confirm that a delegation is going. 
(Laughter) <-. 


Q - Wait a minute. Try it again. 

a We have previously agreed with the Vietnamese 
that we would hold high-level talks, if necessary, to increase 
even more the pace of resolution of this issue. The 
possibility of such a trip is now being considered. 

Q Such a trip being -- 


A I'm not specifying by whom or when. I'm sorry 
the -- 


Q You had higti-level in your answer -- 


hs High-level. Yes. 
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Q So you're talking about the possibility of a 
high-level trip is being considered. 


A That's right. 


Q Is that any change from the possibility that was 
being considered when the -- in the announcement you originally 
referred to right there? 


Q It's been said for months that such a trip is 
being considered. In fact, one was even cancelled a few months 
ago, or postponed, or whatever you want to call it. 


a Well, I don't want to -- when I say “now," I 
think that might be the operative word. 


Q It's being reconsidered-- being brought about -- 


A If that helps you, I think it is more active than 
something that is being considered for six months. 


Q So what prompted the fresh consideration? 


A Well, as I said, we'd agreed with the Vietnamese 
that we would hold these talks if they believed that they would 
be useful. 


Q Right. And such a trip was scheduled and 
cancelled at the last minute for operational reasons, although 


A There were people who went. 


Q Dick Childress from the NSC went, so what has 
happened since that trip that the United States would now 
consider sending whoever it might wish to send to Hanoi? 


A I'm not sure why you're focusing on what has 
happened. I've said it has always been our position that if 
the Vietnamese believed such talks would be useful, then we 
ee 1 be prepared to go ahead and consider such high-level 
talks. 


Q Right. And as Ralph said, this has been under 
consideration for some considerable time, and you seem to be 
suggesting that there was a fresh element of consideration. 
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A - One could suppose that the Vietnamese think that 
such high-level talks would be useful. Now -- 


 @Q Did they say who would be home to receive these 
American officials? ; 


Aa sa, a don't have any —_ 


Q  _.ds that a consideration? Wo. It's a serious 
question. 


A No. I can't get into the modalities when in fact 
I've said in fact that the trip itself, the possibility of a 
trip, is now under consideration. 


Q Has a date been suggested by either side? 
a I'm not going into any modalities. 
Q Chuck -- 


On a different subject, Chuck? The Secretary 
said in Cartagena that some member country of the OAS was 
aiding the M-19 guerrillas. Did he mean Nicaragua, and, if so, 
do we have any detailed charges against Nicaragua on that score? 


A I'll have to look into that. 


Q Also in the same area, more or less: In Haiti 
there was recently the killing of a group of demonstrators, 
four of them, and there's a strike Poe on now because the 
Government apparently is refusing to release the bodies of the 


four. 


If you have no comment, could you provide a comment on 
that situation as to whether or not the U.S. feels that -- 


A I'll take a look at it. 
Q -- the bodies should be released? 
a I'll take a look at it. I'm not sure what the 


story is at this point. I'll promise only to take a look at 
that one. 


Q If I can follow on Gill's question, Wolfowitz 
said on November the 12th, as Gill said, that he believed a cut 
in aid, if General Ver were returned to -- reinstated -- would 
be counter-productive, and why can't you tell us whether that's 
still the State Department policy? 
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A Because I've told you what I have to say today. 


Q You can't just reaffirm —- you can't affirm that 
that's still the policy? 


a I am not going to go back. I mean, if I go back 
and say that something was said two weeks ago or three weeks 
ago, then why not a month ago or two months ago? It's not my 
job to come up here and reaffirm every statement that's ever 
been made every day, and I'll stick with what I said today. 
All right? 

Q We don't know what the policy is. 


Q Is the policy then under review? Can you tell us 
that? 


I didn't say that. I said -- 
That's what I'm asking. 
Chuck -- 


> © © °® 


You've got what I've got. 


Q Congress is cdénsidering this, and they might -- 
are you telling them what -- 





A I said we were in touch with Congressional 
leadership. 


Q So there is a position that you're conveying to 
them that you don't wish to convey to us? 





That could be the case. 
Chuck -- 

Can I -- 

Everybody done? 


No. I've got a couple. 


SD © © 6 6 °® 


Not now? 


Q Can I ask on the Pollard case again, is the 
Administration broadening its dealings in that -- its 
diplomatic dealings in that case to include China now that the 


41S/ 
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Justice Department has revealed in court that his wife was -- 
either had in possession or may have already transferred 
documents to China as well? 


A At*tinds point I'd have to simply you to Justice. 
Q all right. 
a 


1 Bave nothing beyond that at all. 


; Q Aan@ cen I also ask where-Gupphy is today, and 
whether he is doing acything other than Briefing on the outcome 
of the summit? 





Q Wherever he is. 
A The last question -- 


Q Well, let's do the first question first. It's 
easier. 


A The first question is, I have nothing beyond what 
I gave you yesterday. 


Q Okay. Is he -- 
Q Is he still in Riyadh, do you know? 


A At least I can't tell you his next destination, 
because he's not there yet. 


Q Right. (Laughter) Is he doing anything other 
than what his @ission -- than what Secretary of State Shultz 
said his miethemresmuld be, which was to brief Middle Eastern 
countries on the summit? 


a as I said earlier in response to a number of 
questions, his primary purpose is, of course, to debrief on the 
summit. He is also touching, wherever he goes, on a wide range 
of bilateral, multilateral, regional issues. 


Q Is there any change in the Administration's hope 
or expectation for direct negotiations to begin, at King 
Hussein's suggestion, by the end of 19657 


A I can't give you any further status report, other 
than to say that direct negotiations remains the goal. 




















Q We'll ask you New Year's Eve. 
Q Thank you. 
(The briefing concluded at 12:46 p.a.) 














Posted: December 4, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 3, 1985 noon press briefing 


U.S.- Israeli Joint Political Military Group Meeting 





Q. When was the last U.S.-Israel Joint Political Military 
Group (JPMG) meeting? 


A. In the Spring of 1985. 














Posted: December 4, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at theDecember 3, 1985 noon press briefing 


COUNTERTERRORISM BILL FOR CENTRAL AMERICA 


Senator Lugar is saying that State has cut back its 
proposed $54 million counterterrorism program for Central 
America by dropping its request for $27 million in 
military assistance. Is he correct, and does this mean a 
general scaling back of the counterterrorism program? 


-- WE BELIEVE THE PROPOSED CENTRAL AMERICAN COUNTER- 
TERRORISM BILL PUT FORWARD BY THE ADMINISTRATION RESPONDS 


AT AN APPROPRIATE LEVEL TO THE TERRORIST THREAT WE FACE 
IN THE REGION. THE BILL SEEKS LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY AND 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR A $26 MILLION PROGRAM OP 
COUNTERTERRORISM ASSISTANCE TU PUBLIC SECURITY FORCES 
AND $1 MILLION FOR A COUNTEPTERRORISM PROTECTION 

FUND. WE HAVE CURRENT LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY POR A 
MILITARY COUNTERTERRORISM PROGRAM /JT ARE SEEKING AN 
ADDITIONAL $27 MILLION IN FUNDING :0 THAT WE CAN 

START THE MILITARY PORTION OF THE 2ROGRAM WITHOUT 
HAVING TO SACRIFICE OTHER IMPORTANT MILITARY 
PRIORITIES DURING THE CURRENT FISCAL YEAR. 


-- WE ARE OPEN TO CONGRESSIONAL SUGGESTIONS ON OUR PROGRAM. 


WE HAVE FOUND WIDE RECOGNITION IN THE CONGRESS OF THE 
TERRORIST THREAT TO THE GOVERNMENTS IN CENTRAL 
AMERICA AND TO OUR PERSONNEL THERE. WE INTEND TO 
CONTINUE WORKING WITH CONGRESS TOWARD MUTUAL 
AGREEMENT ON A COUNTERTERRORISM BILL THAT ADDRESSES 


THIS THREAT. 














TAKEN QUESTION Po sted ; Decem ber 4 IGES 


Question taken at the December 3, 1985 noon press briefing 


NICARAGUA: M-19/SANDINISTA CONNECTION 


Q: The Secretary said in Cartagena that some member country 
of the OAS was aiding the M-19 guerillas--did he meas 
Nicaragua and if so do we have any detailed charges 
against Nicaragua on that score? 
A -- THERE IS A PATTERN TO THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN 
THE M-19 AND THE SANDINISTAS WHICH INDICATES A COMMON GOAL: 
REVOLUTIONARY ARMED STRUGGLE IN LATIN AMERICA. LINKS 


BETWEEN THE TWO GO BACK TO THE LATE 70's. 


-- THE M-19 MAINTAINS AN OFFICE IN MANAGUA WHICH IT 
USES TO ARRANGE ARMS PURCHASES AND DELIVERIES. 


-- THE NICARAGUAN DIRECTORATE FOR INTERNAL SECURITY 
(DCSG), UNDER THE NICARAGUAN MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR, TOMAS 
BORGE, IS THE ORGANIZATION IN THE NICARAGUAN GOVERNMENT 
CHARGED WITH MAINTAINING RELATIONS WITH REVOLUTIONARY GROUPS 
IN OTHER COUNTRIES. ONE M-19 OPERATIVE IS AN OFFICIAL IN 
THE DCSG. ANOTHER M-19 OPERATIVE IS ON LOAN FROM THE DCSG 
TO THE SALVADORAN GUERRILLAS. 


-- CARLOS PIZARRO LEONGOMEZ, AN M-19 LEADER, 
CLAIMED PUBLICLY ON SEPTEMBER 27 THAT HIS GROUP HAD 
"EXCHANGED EXPERIENCES* WITH SEVERAL LATIN AMERICAN 
REVOLUTIONARY ORGANIZATIONS, INCLUDING THE NICARAGUAN 
GOVERNMENT. WE ALSO HAVE INTELLIGENCE REPORTS INDICATING 
THAT NICARAGUA PROVIDED MILITARY TRAINING TO AS MANY AS 60 
M-19 COMABATANTS IN 1984 AND THAT ARMS HAVE COME TO THE M-19 
IN COLOMBIA FROM NICARAGUA. THERE IS EVERY REASON TO 
BELIEVE THAT THE M-19 HAS PUT THE TRAINING AND COMBAT 
EXPERIENCE GAINED IN NICARAGUA TO USE IN COLOMBIA. 

















-- THERE ARE STILL OTHER CONNECTIONS. A FORMER 
OFFICIAL OF THE DSCG HAS REPORTED THAT LAST YEAR M-19 
MEMBERS HELPED MAN A SHIP CARRYING DRUGS FROM COLOMBIA TO 
THE US VIA NICARAGUA. ACCORDING TO THIS SOURCE THE 
SHIPMENTS WERE MADE WITH THE COOPERATION OF THE MINISTRY OF 
THE INTERIOR, WHICH EARNED A TEN PERCENT COMMISSION ON DRUG 
TRANSFERS. OTHER DRUG TRANSFERS WERE ARRANGED BY AIR USING 
NICARAGUA AS A TRANSIT POINT. 

















Posted: December 4, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 3, 1985 noon press briefing 
HAITI: VIOLENT DEMONSTRATIONS 
Q: In Haiti there was recently the killing of a group of 
demonstrators--four of them--and there is a strike going 


on now because apparently the government is refusing to 
release the bodies of the four. Do you have a reaction? 


A. WE REGRET THAT THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI'S SECURITY FORCES 
RESORTED TO VIOLENCE TO SUPPRESS A PEACEFUL DEMONSTRATION. 
THE GOVERNMENT OF HAITI HAS APPOINTED A COMMISSION OF 
INQUIRY INTO THE EVENTS IN GONAIVE INCLUDING THE KILLING OF 
DEMONSTRATORS. WE ARE HOPEFUL THAT THE COMMISSION WILL 
QUICKLY DETERMINE WHAT HAPPENED SO THAT THOSE RESPONSIBLE 
POR THE VIOLENCE CAN BE PUNISHED. 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon. Just a very brief 
announcement in connection with prepared testimony. Available, 
Press Office, following prepared statements by Department 
officials before Congress. 





Assistant Secretary of State, Human 
Rights/Humaniterian Affairs, Richard Schifter, and Ambassador 
Gerald Helman, Deputy to the Under Secretary of State for 
Political affairs, testified today, 10:00 a.m., before the 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe. The 
subject: “Soviet Human Rights Violations in Afghanistan." 


9:30 this morning the Legal Adviser, Judge Abraham 
Sofaer, testified be*wre the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee. Subject: “The Decision of the U.S. to Withdraw 
from the Internationel Court of Justice." 


With that as a prelude, it's all yours. 


Q Just to clean up what we've been talking about 
the last couple of days, has there been any contact with the 
Israelis on either the documents or the officials that the 
United States wants to question’ 





a I made a point of reading what Chuck had said 
from the rostrum yesterday, and I took a look at what I could 
here today, and I really have nothing that I have that would 
take it beyond what was set forth yesterday. 


Q So, in other words, there hasn't been in either 
of these actions either the documents or the officials produced? 


a That's what you're saying. I'm simply saying 
that I have nothing for you that takes it beyond where Chuck 
put it and left it yesterday. 


3/€0 








Q Can you confirm the Israeli radio report that Mr. 
Sofaer will lead the American team to Israel to interview the 
Israelis involved in the Pollard case? 


Aa Right now I don't have anything on that. 
Q@ Do yow think you'll have it this afternoon? 
Aa I'm not sure. 


Q I understand that Rufino Fernandez, an official 
of the Cuban -- 


a Wait a minute, wait a minute. Just a second. If 
I just could stop you for a second, could we --— anything else -- 


Q There's also a Reuters report, Bernie, quoting an 
Israeli Government spokesman to the same effect as Bernie 
Gwertzman said, so they're being very specific about it. But 
they also said that we must protect our national sovereignty; 
the Americans will be coming here to interview, not to 
interrogate. 


a Well, as I said to Bernie, right now I don't have 
anything on that that I'm prepared to set forth. 


Q Can you say whether there's been an invitation 
from Israel to any U.S. officials--in this connection? 


a I tried at the very outset to this anthology of 
questions, to the best of my ability, to leave it precisely 
where Chuck left it yesterday, and so that I really have 
nothing fresh or original or forthcoming by way of any 
responses at this time. 


Q Bernie, could you confirm that the group which 
will be going to Israel to investigate, interrogate, or 
whatever the case may -- 


a Would you mind if I just interrupted you for one 
second? (Pause) Go ahead. Sorry. (Laughter) Go ahead. 


Q ~~ will be staying or will be conducting more 
than one session according to the news reports? That it will 
not be one shot that they will be sitting with those involved 
or were involved; that they will be talking extensively with 
other people? 


a Any other questions on that subject? 








Q Yeah. CanI -- 


A Let's take them all at the same time; then I'll 
have the court stenographer read my reply. 


Q Okay. Can I proceed with my question? 
A Yeah. But--is it on the same subject? 
Q No. 


A It is not. I will have the court stenographer 
read the reply that I just gave to Bernie and Jim and Bill -- 


Q Well, we try in different ways, trying to get you 
to say something, you know -- 


a I appreciate it. I appreciate that. 
Q This is an exercise in futility, whatever it is. 
Q Bernie, can you tell -- 


A My admiration for your talents is possibly 
exceeded only by my determination to remain silent. 


Q Bernie, can we get -- can you tell us when we 
might expect something on the group that might go to -- 
anything on that? 


A You're in the club. 
Q How about a new subject? 
A Yeah. We go to you. 


Q Oh. Thanks. I understand that Rufino Fernandez, 
an official of the Cuban Interests Section, was arrested four 
months ago at a Giant store for shoplifting. Subsequently he 
was expelled from the country. Can you add any detail about 
the position Fernandez had at the Cuban Interests Section? 


i Let me see if I can get anything on that for 
you. I don't have anything on here with me. 

Q I have a question on the South African business. 
Political Counselor Tim Carney reportedly attended that. Did 
he attend the funeral specifically with State Department 
authorization? 
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Aa Let me say, in what amounts to a reiteration of 
what you heard from the rostrum yesterday, that we attended the 
funeral in Mamelodi because we wanted to show synpathy for 
those aggrieved, many of whom were known to the U.S. Embassy 
staff who reside in that community, and to indicate our support 
for the right to peaceful protest. It should also be noted 
that we and other diplomatic missions were invited to attend by 
the families. | 


We do not regard our global concern for human rights 
as interference in the internal affairs of other states. As a 
matter of policy we promote human rights and due process of law 
in a variety of ways, depending on the circumstances. In this 
case, we felt attendance at the funeral would be appropriate. 


Q That's very helpful. Can you tell me the State 
Department's reaction to the reported fact that Gatsha 
Buthelezi is now on the hit list of the ANC? Has the State 
Department been aware of that? 


A Let me take a look and see if I can get anything 
for you. 


and -- 
Just a moment. 
Yes. 


I don't have anything on that. 
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And coincidental with that, and apparently on his 
way to Kwazulw, his car was shot at. Now, Mrs. Mandela is a 
member of the @8C which a few years ago the State Department 
identified es Being an organization which had terrorist 
elements. ‘ 


Does the State Department believe that attendance by 
U.S. officials at funerals attended by Mrs. Mandela encourages 
placement of leaders like Buthelezi on hit lists? 


a What I have said about the attendance was that it 
was designed to show sympathy end to indicate our support for 
the right of peaceful protest. That is about where I'm going 
to leave it. 


Q But surely it has the other effect of encouraging 
the ANC -- 








A That's in the -- 
Q -- policy? 


A That is embodied in your question. I'm going to 
leave my answer as I have left it -- 


Q Does the State Department -—- 
A -- without replying to yours in any specific way. 


Q Does the State Department know exactly who the 12 
people were who -- for whom the funeral was held? 


fi I don't have anything on that. 

Q Do you think it's significant? 

A Could I ask somebody else for a question? 
Q Surely. If -- I'd like to come back. 


Q Do you have any comment on the treatment afforded 
Dr. Sakharov as reported by his relatives today? 


A Yes, I do. This information confirms the sketchy 
reports reaching the West during the past year and a half about 
Dr. Sakharov's grim situation in Gor'kiy, including the fact 
that he had embarked on several hunger strikes, that he had 
been hospitalized and force-fed, and that he and his wife were 
separated at times. As we've said repeatedly, we deplore 
Soviet mistreatment of one of its most distinguished citizens. 


Q Anything on the Philippines? The -- three of the 
American or Americans in the Philippines? 


A Yes, I do. In connection with the report that 
two men who were held hostage were released. The report is 
accurate. An American citizen. John H. Robinow -- 
R-o-b-i-n-o-w -- and a German citizen, Helmut Herbst -- 
H-e-r-b-s-t -- held hostage in the Philippines since November 
20 last year, 1984, were released today, December 4, by the 
Moro National Liberation Front, the MNLF. The men are now at 
Clark Air Force Base where they are receiving medical 
attention. As soon as the doctors at Clark verify that they 
are in sufficiently good health to travel, we expect them to 
fly to Germany to be reunited with their families. The 
immediate families of both the American and German citizens are 
resident in Germany. 
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Mr. Herbst and Mr. Robinow were received near Jolo 
City in the Sulu Archipelago by Pakistani Ambassador Aftab 
Ahmed Khan, as the personal representative of the Secretary 
General of the Organization of the Islamic Conference and with 
the consent of the Government of Pakistan on humanitarian 
grounds. 


I'd like to take this moment to express the U.S. 
gratitude to: 


-- The Government of the Philippines which played a 


critical role in facilitating the release, including providing 
the aircraft to fly the hostages to Clark. 


-- The Organization of the Islamic Conference, which 
served as an important intermediary to the MNLF. 


-- The Government of Pakistan, and in particular to 
the Pakistan Ambassador to the Philippines, Ambassador Khan, 
who at significant personal risk traveled twice into the 
interior of Jolo to receive the hostages from the MNLF. 

Q Can I have a copy? 

A Yes, you can. 

Q Do you have a list of other Americans who might 
be held elsewhere by non-govermental forces aside from the six 
in Lebanon? 

i No, I do not, George. 

Q Do we have any reaction to a recent Arafat 
interview on Hungarian TV which may have indicated some 
softening of opposition to U.N. resolstions? 

A I don't have anything on that. 

Q Could you look into that? 


Q It was a lengthy interview. It was in the 
November 29th FBIS. 


A I could take a look, but I don't want to set 
forth any promises or expectation of response. 


Mike? 








Q The Vietnamese Government announced yesterday 
that the United States wished to send a high-level delegation 
to Hanoi to discuss the MIA issue on December 16 -- 

A Say that again? Who announced? 

The Vietnamese Government -—- 
Vietnamese. 


-- spokesman called Tran Hoan. Is that true? 
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That Vietnam is saying that the United States 
wants -- 


-- MORE -- 





Q No, no, is it true that the United States wishes 
to send its delegation on December 16? 


A Let me answer you this way. That the United 

States agreed in primciple with the Vietnamese in August that 
we would hold such a high-level meeting if it would lead to 
further progress on the POW/MIA resolution. The Vietnamese 
have now indicated that they want a meeting, and we will be 
discussing it with them. We've been holding such meetings for 
several years. But Z£ can say that the meeting will not take 
place in December. 


Q Sorry, say that -- you cannot say -- 

) I can say that the meeting will not place in 
December. I think you made a reference to December 16 as a 
possible day. 

Q You say you can or you cannot? 


A I will say it. I can say that the meeting will 
not take place in December. 


Now, is there a grammatical problem with that? 


Q I can't hear whether you're saying I can or I 
can't. 
fs Let me bounce it off the wall over there: not in 
December . 
Q Good. 
Not in December. You want to try other months? 
Q Let's turn to South &@frica. 
Wait a minute; wait a minute. Just a second. 
Let's -- you'll have all the time you want. 
Q Has a meeting date been set? 
i I don't have anything for you on that. 
Q Bernie -- 
cy) Sorry, Connie. 


The question I've been asking for the past three 
days. Australia now has apparently seen the text of the port 
legislation from New Zealand. Has the U.S. seen it, and have 
any reaction? 








é I don't have an exact answer to the first, but I 
know I have a “no" at this time for the second. 


Q May I ask what's taking so long? Is this another 
note-in-the-bottle thing, or -- 


A I just really can't amplify on that. 
Q Okay. Could you please keep checking because -- 
A You keep asking and we'll keep checking. 


Q Bernie, is there anything new on review of aid to 
the Philippines? 


A Not beyond where it was left when this question 
was put to Chuck yesterday. 


Q Anything new on Richard Murphy's travels, such as 
where is he and what's he doing? 


A Murphy, yes, I do have something on Murphy. 
Where do you think he is? 


Q Israel? 
Q Jerusalem? 
Q I ask the questions around here. 


a Alright, my reply is to Ralph. The rest of you 
are welcome to eavesdrop. 


' Assistant Secretary Richard Murphy held a routine 
meeting earlier today with a group of nine Palestinians from 
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. The meeting took place at 
the U.S. Consulate General in Jerusalem. 


Mr. Murphy has held such meetings in the past and 
undoubtedly will in the future. Let me caution you against 
reading any new development into this meeting. 


Mr. Murphy took advantage of his presence in the area 
to exchange views with these Palestinians on a variety of 
issues, and it's my understanding that he used the occasion to 
discuss briefly with them the meetings in Geneva, the summit 
meeting in Geneva between the .-esident and the Soviet General 
Secretary. 
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Q Can we have a copy of that? 
Q Can we have a list of the names? 


Aa I don't have the names. I have seen references 
to names in some wire copy, if I'm correct, but I do not have a 
list of those names... 


Q Could gou take that question? With whom did the 
Assistant Secretary ef State of the United States of America 
meet in -- 


A I appreciate your volunteering the phrasing to 
help me take the question. Let me take a look at it and see 
what's possible without any certainty of specific -—- 


Q Can we have a copy of your remarks? 
A Of the earlier -- 

Q Earlier remarks. 
a 


Let me try to see if it's possible, because I've 
gone over the page here. 


Q Bernie, can you say whether any of the people 
with whom he met were people on King Hussein's list that had 
been presented earlier this year to the United States? 


) I can't. I can't. If you were to say, is this 
some sort of a substitute for a Murphy meeting, etc., the 
answer is no. Was the meeting to screen candidates? The 
answer is no. But if you're asking me if any of the nine were 
absolutely not a potential, I don't have a specific answer to 
that, and to aveid any blurs or ambiguities, I would take that 
to be sure that that is straightened out. 


Q. Can you characterize these people, Bernie? Are 
they elected officials or farmers, or what? 


A It's my understanding that they are normal 
contacts at the U.S. Consulate General in Jerusalem. Mr. 
Murphy has met with similar groups during his previous travels 
in the area. 


Q Was Mr. Draper and Mr. Cluverius present at these 
meetings? 


6 I don't have it. I just -- I don't know. 
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Q Excuse me? 
a I don't have it; I don't know. 


Q Okay, a related question. What is the extent of 
agreement or disagreement of the United States and the Soviet 
Union regarding the Middle East issues as outlined in the 
Geneva Summit? And has there been a new element in agreement 
about international conference in the Middle East? 


a I have nothing to add to what has been stated on 
a variety of occasions from this rostrum. And if you want to 


follow up on your own question, the files are out there in the 
Press Office. 


Q Bernie, at the risk -- I don't mean to be picking 
here, and perhaps I should ask the question elsewhere; if so, 
please, just tell me so, but you may have an answer there. 

You said that he has met with similar groups on 
previous travels. Has he met with any similar groups since he 
traveled to the Middle East with Secretary Shultz in 19857 

i I don't know. I could take a look at that -- 

Q I'll pursue that. 


7 I simply don't have the exact calendar of his 
meetings. 


Q Can we know who were at the meeting besides the 
nine -- 


7 Can I -- 


Q Can we know who were from the American side 
*eside Mr. Murphy at the meeting with the nine Palestinians? 


a You had asked that question in a different form a 
moment ago; right? 


Q Yes, yes. 
(7 Let me take a look and see what's possible. 
Ron? 


Q Bernie, does the Secretary plan, when he's in 
Bucharest later this month, to pressure the Romanians about MFN 
and human rights, and these issues? 
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A I do have something on that. By way of a general 
preface, I think it doesn't come as a bulletin to you that 
people speaking from here do not become involved in diplomatic 
conversations. 


The Administration, on this general question, has 
supported continued MFN for Romania in order to secure progress 
on emigration as well as on th« human rights and religious 
issues in that country which -*. of growing Cengressional and 
public concern. Several bill« and resolutions have been 
introduced in Congress in recent months which would deny 
most-favored nation status to Romania. 


Secretary Shultz' December 15 visit to Bucharest is at 
the longstanding invitation of the Romanian Government. His 
visit provides an opportunity for review of a broad range of 
foreign policy issues and bilateral concerns. Obviously, these 
will include human rights and religious issues and the 
Congressional climate regarding Romanian MFN. 


Continuation of Romania's MFN status is important in 
encouraging Romania's relative foreign policy independence and 
in improving its human rights situation. 


Romania obtained MFN status in 1975 under provisions 
of the Jackson-Vanik Amendment which links granting and 
continuation of MFN status to emigration. Overall Romanian 
compliance with Jackson-Vanik provisions has been significant 
and Romania's emigration performance has been better than that 
of most other East European countries or the Soviet Union. 


Since 1975, over 150,000 Romanians have departed 
legally for the West, and the Romanians have in the last year 
undertaken to taprowve departure procedures. 


The Department tes also encouraged the Romanian 
Government to moderate its behavior on broader human rights 
issues, and this approach has produced some results such as the 
emigration this past summer of Father Calciu, a prominent 
religious dissident. The Department has made clear to the 
Romanian Government the need for continuing responsiveness to 
U.S. concerns. 


Q Can we have a copy of that? 
a Yes, you can. 


Q Bernie, there was an article in the current 
magazine by a Romanian defector which says that 





some parenjac Jews have been sold to West Germany and Israel 
for up to $54,000 a head. Could you take the question? 
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i Let me look into it and see what I can get. 
Q Bernie -- | 
a Let me go to some -- 


Q Has there been any advance on family 
reunification from the Soviet Union? Have they indicated a 
willingness to let -- 


a I don't have anything on that. 
Q Could you look at it? 


Q Do you have a breakdown on what percentage of the 
150,000 were Jewish? 


a I do not. Let me take a look to see if that is 
possible. 


Q It's usually provided. 


Q Could you take the question on family 
reunification? 


b Let me see what we can get on that. 


Q Bernie, is the subject of relations Letween East 
Europe and Israel on the agenda of Mr. Shultz's talks in the 
three Eastern European countries he's visiting? 


a I don't want to write the agenda here, and I 
can't share with you what may or may not be on the agenda. I 
just can't do that. I'm sure you understand that. 


Ralph? 
Q Bernie, have you talked with Secretary Shultz at 
all about the President's announcement that the National 


Security Advisor is retiring, and does the Secretary have any 
comment on that? 


a I don't have anything at this time on that. 


\ Does this mean you're expecting something -- 


Q Can you bring us up to date on the U.S. -- 
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a I can't —— let me just handle this. I can't draw 
a perpetual blank on the possibilities, can I? 


Q Bernie, can you tell us —— give us an update on 
the -—— on our participation in the talks with Egypt and Israel 
on Taba? The way I hear it is that there's an American 
delegation in Cairo now involved in the Taba talks? 

a Dom't have anything for you on that. 

Cams gou find something on it? 
Take a look at it and see. 
Thanks. 


South africa? 
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Yes. 


Q In the matter of the employees who lived in the 
Mamelodi community, was the presence of a U.S. representative 
at the funeral an attempt to buy security for these people, 
from black terrorism who might otherwise terrorize local 
employees at the U.S. Embassy, a la Nicaragua? 


“ I provided -- in talking about that, I gave you 
two motivations for the presence of the U.S. official there, 
and I really haven't anything beyond that. 

Q Did the U.S. Embassy or the State Department have 
any advance awareness that Mrs. Mandela would be present at the 
ceremonies? 

a Don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Isn't that significant, if she's a member herself 
of the ANC and her husband is the leader of the ANC which has 
been marked by the State Department as an organization 
containing elements of terrorism? 

a I don't have anything on that. 

v (Inaudible) 

a Yeah, he has been scheduled for -- 


Q (inaudible) for talks between Secretary Crocker 
and Angolan officials? 


a Check outside. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:10 p.m.) 














PosteG:December 4,1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Questions Taken at Noon Press Briecf.ng of Decemtcr 4, 1985 
EGYPT-ISRAEL: TABA TALKS : 


Q: Can you give us an update on U.S. participation in the 
talks between Egypt and Israel on th? Taba dispute? 

A: -- AS IN THE PAST, THE UNITED STATES HAS BEEN INVITED BY 
BOTH PARTIES TO PARTICIPATE IN DISCUSSIONS ON RESOLVING TYE 
TABA DISPUTE. 


-- EGYPTIAN, ISRAELI AND U.S. HEADS OF DELECATION MET 
INFORMALLY YESTERDAY (DECEMBER 3) FOR PRELIMINARY TALKS PRIC? 
TO THE FORMAL DISCUSSIONS SCHEDULED TO BEGIN TODAY (DECEMBER 


4). 








Posted: Dec. 4, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Questions Taken at Noon Press Briefing of December 4, 1985 


PEACE PROCESS: MURPHY IN ISRAEL 


You said that Mr. Murphy met with similar groups of 
Palestinians on his previous trips to the Middle East. Has 
he met with any similar groups since he travelled to the 
Middle East with Secretary Shultz in May 1985? 


NO. HE DID, HOWEVER, MEET WITH PALESTINIANS DURING HIS 
VISIT TO THE REGION IN APRIL 1985. 


Do you have a list of the names of the Palestinians with 
whom Mr. Murphy met today, and who was there with him on 
the American side? 


WE DO NOT FEEL IT WOULD SERVE ANY USEFUL PURPOSE TO 
DISCLOSE THE NAMES OF THE PARTICIPANTS IN THESE MEETINGS. 














Posted: December ll, 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 4, 1985 noon press briefing: 


CUBA: EXPULSION OF CUBAN INTERESTS SECTION OFFICIAL 





Rufino Fernandez, an official of the Cuban Interests 
Section, was arrested four months ago at a Giant Stcre 
for shoplifting. Subsequently, he was expelled from 
the country. Can you add any details about the 
position Fernancez hela at tne Cutan Interests Section? 


: == WE HAVE NO COMMENT ON THIS MATTER. 





1985 





Posted: December 4, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Cuestion taken at the December 4, 1985 noon briefing 


SOUTH AFRICA: BUTHELEZI ON ANC HITLIST? 





Q: What is your reaction to Chief Buthelezi being on the 
ANC's hitlist and are you aware that Buthelizi's car had 
been shot at? 


A: WE ARE UNAWARE OF ANY THREAT TO CHIEF BUTHELEZI. WE 
HAVE NO INFORMATION TO CONFIRM THAT CHIEF BUTHELEZI'S CAR 
WAS FIRED ON. WE HAVE MADE ABUNDANTLY CLEAR ON MANY 


OCCASIONS THAT WE DEPLORE THE USE OF VIOLENCE FROM 


WHATEVER SOURCE. 








Posted: December 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 4, 1985 noon press briefing 


Q: 


USSR: FAMILY REUNIFICATION UPDATE 


Has there been any advance on family reunification from 


the Soviet Union? Have they indicated willingness to let 
more people go? 


Q. 


-- ALL OF THE EIGHT SEPARATED SPOUSES OF U.S. CITIZENS, AND 
THE ONE MINOR SON OF A U.S. CITIZEN, ABOUT WHOM WE RECEIVED 
WORD JUST PRIOR TO THE SUMMIT, HAVE NOW RECEIVED OFFICIAL 
CONFIRMATION FROM THE SOVIET AUTHORITIES THAT THEY WILL BE 
PERMITTED TO JOIN THEIR FAMILY MEMBERS IN THE UNITED 


STATES. 


-- WE WELCOME THE SOVIET WILLINGNESS TO TO MOVE FORWARD ON 
THESE CASES. WE HAVE NO NEWS ON ADDITIONAL CASES. WE 
CONTINUE TO URGE THE SOVIETS TO RESOLVE ALL OF THE 
REMAINING FAMILY REUNIFICATION AND DUAL NATIONAL CASES. 


--THESF CASES CLEARLY FALL UNDER THE JOINT STATEMENT SIGNED 
BY PRESIDENT REAGAN AND GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV IN 
WHICH THEY “AGREED ON THE IMPORTANCE OF RESOLVING 
HUMANITARIAN CASES IN THE SPIRIT OF COOPERATION. 











rvaecus woecemumer 5, 198 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 4, 1985 noon press briefing 
ROMANIA: JEWISH EMIGRATION 


@: There is an article in the current Washinatonian Magazine 
by @ Romanian defector which says that some Romanian Jews have 
been sold to West Germany and Israel for up to 650,000 a head. 


Could you take the question’ 


A: -=- WE DON'T COMMENT ON THIRD COUNTRY MATTERS. WE REFER 
YOU TO THE GOVERNMENTS OF BOTH COUNTRIES. NEITHER THE ISRAELI 
NOR THE FRG GOVERNMENT HAS EXPRESSED CONCERNS TO US ABOUT 
THIS MATTER. 


@: Do you have @ breakdown on what percentage of the 150.000 
(Romanian emigrants) were Jewish? 


A: <== SINCE 1975 APPROXIMATELY 14,000 ROMANIAN JEWS HAVE 
IMMIGRATED TO ISRAEL, OF WHOM OVER 50 PERCENT ARE NOW AGED 60 
OR OVER. IMMIGRATION TO ISRAEL SINCE WORLD WAR II HAS REDUCED 


THE ROMANIAN JEWISH COMMUNITY FROM 400,000 TO UNDER 25,000. 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 5, 1985, 12:32 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. KALB: Good afternoon. Brief announcement on some 
speeches and prepared testimonies that are outside, and an 
announcement. 


Available in the Press Office are the following 
prepared statements by Department officials before Congress: 
Director of the Office of Foreign Missions, James Nolan, 
testified today, 10:00 this morning, before the Senate 
Committee on Governmental affairs, Subcommittee on Permanent 
Investigations. Topic of testimony: “Espionage in the United 
States * 


Two: Deputy Assistant Secretary for East Asian 
affairs John Monjo testified this morning, 10:00 o'clock, 
before the House Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on 
Installations and Facilities. Subject: “Developments in the 
Philippines.“ 


Third and finally: Oeputy Assistant Secretary for 
East Asian and Pacific Affairs William Piez will testify, 2:00 
p.m. today, before the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Subcommittees on Asian and Pacific Affairs, and International 
Economic Policy Subject "Proposed Solutions and their 
Effects on the Asian Trade Problem " 


Q That's it? 


a No That is not it Just give me one second, 
Jim I just need a second here tc get my desk organized 


There was a statement issued. I understand. a little 
earlier this morning by the President in connection with a new 
proposal on MBFR. and I'll read you the first paragraph of the 
statement Have any of you seen this yet here?’ 


"Consistent with the joint statement issued by General 
Secretary Gorbachev and the President at the conclusion of the 





Geneva meeting, and with our efforts to promote a more 
constructive East-West relationship, we and our NATO allies are 
introducing in Vienna today a new proposal designed to break 
the long deadlock on conventional arms reductions in Europe.” 


The statement goes on, single-spaced, for about 
another page and a half, and let me just sort of give you a 
“summarizer,” if I may: 


“In a major move today at the Mutual and Balanced 
Force Reduction Talks (MBFR), the NATO allies introduced a new 
proposal for conventional troop reductions and limitations in 
Central Europe. In preparing this initiative, the West 
carefully considered the concerns of the East, and, indeed, 
incorporated many elements from the East Zone February 1985 
proposal 


“In an important step, the West has also remuved its 
longstanding requirement for a data agreement on East force 
levels before any reductions. 


"The new Western initiative calls for a reduction of 
5,000 U S. and 11,500 Soviet ground troops, followed by a 
commitment by both alliances not to increase troop levels in 
Central Europe for three years. 


"a verification regime, including a detailed data 
exchange and 30 inspections annually. will also be applied to 
verify troop levels on both sides and confirm compliance with 
all treaty provisions. The verification and other associated 
measures would also help build confidence on both sides " 


"As mentioned above,” as I just did, “this initiative 
incorporates many of the East's proposals of February 1985 
These include the ideas of initial U S.-Soviet troop 
withdrawals without prior agreement on Eastern force levels 
and a three-year limit on all forces in the region of both 
alliances This proposal demonstrates the West's commitment to 
work for progress in arms control and to increase security and 
stability in Central Europe 


"at the same time. it presents a challenge to the East 
to work with us to reduce tensions in Europe Since this has 
been the st ‘ed goal of both participants in the MBER 
negotiations it's our earnest desire that the East will accept 
this challenge which holds out the promise of a safer and more 
secure Europe “* 


Q Question 











Q Can you give us a copy of that, Bernie? 
a Can you have a copy of that? Of course. 


Q Can we have a copy of the complete statement. or 
did you read all of it then? 


a A copy of what? 


Q aA copy of the complete statement. You said it 
went on for a page and a half. 


“ Yes, yes. You have that -- I'm sure you'll have 
that outside. That's the White House statement. I'm sure we 
will have copies here of that, and a copy of writ I just read 
as well. That's -- 


Q Bernie, can I ask you why the statement was made 
public, and if it was made public with the foreknowledge of the 
Soviet Union? Can I also ask you if we can expect U.S. 
proposals, for instance in the nuclear weapons negotiations, to 
be announced publicly? Can we loo«x forward to that as a new 
departure in U.S. policy? 


4 What I'm saying is that the allies introduced 
this proposal -- 


Q I know you're giving some details, which we 
appreciate having, but is -- did you tell the Russians that you 
would be making a public statement? 


a I don't have anything on that for you. 


Q And can we expect there will be public 
announcements of details of U.S. proposals in other 
negotiations with the Soviet Union from now on -- 


a R <= 
~ -- or is this sort of a one-shot? 


“ No, I can't make any forecasts about that I 
think you're familiar with the confidentiality agreements that 
both sides observed at the talks in Geneva dealing with arms 
control, and I'll just have to let that scand there so far as 
Geneva is concerned 


Insofar as conversations and disclosures other than in 
Geneva by the negotiators. that's a different ballgame, as 
you're familiar 


John? 





Q Bernie, does this, in your view, resolve the 
major obstacle to an accord, the data base problem, the problem 
that we did not beliewe the figures that they were giving us on 
the number of troops they had on the Warsaw Pact side, and so 
we couldn't institute withdrawals? Does this in effect put it 
aside, that problem? 


a Well, let me talk for a moment, if I may, about 
verification. The verification measures proposed by NATO are 
not just to verify the number of Soviet troops which depart the 
area, but also the number of Warsaw Pact forces which remain. 


Especially if we are to except -- especially if we are 
to accept, sorry -- if we are to accept a no-increase 
commitment on NATO and Warsaw Pact forces without prior 
agreement on the numbers of these forces, we must be able to 
verify Eastern-supplied figures on their own forces which come 
under that ceiling. 


Now, if you need some idea on the nature or the 
characteristics of some of the verification enhancement that is 
incorporated in the proposal, what I have are one or two 
examples. for example: more data to be exchanged on forces in 
— area broken down to battalion level. including specific 
ocations. 


As to the reference I made to -~ what was it I used? 
30 inspections? In that connection, 30 on-site inspections a 
year on each side: 25 ground, 5 ground and air combined The 
numbers of inspectors in each inspection, plus the duration of 
each inspection -- that is, in terms of hours or days -- under 
the new proposal add up to three times as many inspector hours 
each year as in previous NATO proposals So this gives you 
some idea of the verification specifics that are incorporated 
in the proposal put forth. 


Q Do you know, Bernie, whether that also 
incorporates the previously proposes idea for checkpoints in 
which there'd be both the Warsaw fact and NATO inspectors 
actually counting the numbers of troops going in and out? 


“ I can't be specific on that I'm sorry, I don't 
know that of fhand 


Q Bernie? 


a Barry 








Q Do you know, in these -- you know, these 
negotiations have gone on, what. for « dozen years’? Are the 
United States and the Soviet Union any closer now to an 
understanding about the base strength of both sides’? In other 
words. the big disagreement has been over how many oumbers = - 
what the numbers are that you're working from. in the first 
place. Are they still far apart on that? 


a well -- 


Q Verification is one problem The other problem 
is -- 


a Verification, but -- 
Q ~~ how many are there in the first place? 


a Yeah But I've also introduced this -- these two 
elements here that I referred to at the very outset Now, let 
me add this. if I may Under the proposal that was introduced 
today. we are building on the Eastern framework to break the 
12-year deadlock in MBFR The proposal is @ significant step 
towards resolving some of the major longstanding concerns of 
both the East and the west 


In this regard, it more than meets the East halfway 
It clearly goes the extra mile for the first time we have 
removed our longstanding requirement for prior agreement on the 
number of Eastern forces in the reduction areas before treaty 
signature, and thus before any reductions are taken 


The proposel also adopts the Eastern framework of a 
time-limited, first-phase agreement Finally. it accepts «@ 
no-increase commitment on Eastern and Western forces These 
all represent key elements in the East's own proposal of 
February 19865 And with Castern responsiveness. this display 
of Western flexibility on these issues can produce « 


breakthrough of -- in the negotiations 
Q Can we have a copy of that. please’ 
a Yes. you can 
. The Soviets. of course, have proposed in tie past 


that all verification be by national means Do you have any 
indication that the Soviets would be at all amenable to the 
verification proposals you have out lined’ 


“ No. I don't have anything on that 





Q Is that it for statements? 
a That's it for statements. Yes. 


~ Do you have any news to report on whether a U.S. 
delegation will be going to Israel, whether in fact there is 
agreement on handing over of documents and inierviewing 
officials? 


4 Nothing beyond where it was left yesterday. I 
have nothing by way of any information about a U.S. delegation 
en route to Israel, and I have nothing other than the precise 
and same reply I gave you yesterday to your opening question, 
that I have nothing on that. 


Q Could the absence of such @ delegation or the 
announcement of such a delegation be the result of problems 
between the two countries? 


A I can't speculate ow that. I'm going to have to 
stay with that answer that --— as I gave it. 


Q Bernie, it's now five days since the Secretary 
announced an agreement with Israel on the return of the stolen 
American classified documents. What's the holdup? Is it the 
Christmas mailing season, or what? 


“ I don't have anything beyond what I said. but I 
will reiterate what the Secretary said over the weekend: That 
the Israelis have assured us that they will work cooperatively 
with our law enforcement authorities, and we have full 
confidence in those assurances 


Q Bernie, on another subject? 
“ Right 
y Have you got anything there on a Palestinian 


ship-jumper in the Baton Rouge area, and whether he'll get 
asylum’ As we say. @ late-Dreaking story 


a Uh -=- where is Baton Rouge’ 
Q Huh? 
” Baton Rouge 


- New Orleans 








Q It's on the Mississippi in Louisiana. 


2 That is so late-breaking I don't have anything on 
it. 


Q Okay. Well. let me try on something else then. 
Bengkok persists in the notion that there's going to “2 a 
delegation going to Hanoi. A delecation, as you know -- 
Wolfowitz and Armitage level. A couple of days ago tere was @ 
lot of fencing here about it, tut no announcement. 


Has the dispatch of the delegation moved along. or, 
conversely. has it been postponed? 


a I have nothing that takes us beyond what I said 
yesterday. which knocked out the month of December as any 
possibility for a mutual rendezvous. 


Q Oh, I wasn’t here yesterday. What did you say 
about December? 


a There had been some speculation -- 
Q Because the speculation said December 14th. 


“ That's right and I -—- December -- crossed it 
out. 


Q Do you have anything concerning the question 
yesterday about the expelled Cuban diplomat’ 


a Nothing Did we have -- 


Q Was that too late-breaking? It happened four 
months ago (Laughter) 


a And when did it reach you? When did you find out 
about it? 


Q Oh, about three days ago 


a Good. Did we have that -- did we get that reply 
to that question?’ 


why don't you give us equal time, and we'll see what's 
possible 


°) Does the State Department heve any idea of where 
Mr. Abbas is?” 





Aa I don't have anything on Mr. Abbas. 
Q Is he still in Iraq? (Laughter) 

. Pretty fast. but not fast enough. 
Ralph? 

Q Well, Bernie, seriously -- 


a No. Seriously, I have nothing on it. I have 
nothing on it. 


Q Well, can you take the question? 


a I answered Bernie's question. You asked if he's 
still in Iraq, and I say I have nothing on it. 


Q Well, wait a minute. Can you take the question, 
because the Secretary of State. I understand, has written 
personally to the Iraqi Foreign Minister, asking in the most 
polite terms for a reply as to whether he was -- whether he was 
there, and asking for some additional information. 


Can you not give us an answer as to -— because the 
public appearance of this whole thing is that the State 
Department simply dropped the whole effort to try to find him 
and get him extradited. 


a I think the fact that I may not be able to help 
you on an exchange of diplomatic correspondence, if there were 
any. should not be interpreted as a lack of urgency on 
follow-through on the part of the State Department. 


I will see if it is possible, without providing 4 
guarantee, as to whether the Near East Bureau has anything or 
wants to say anything on the whereabouts of Mr. Abbas But I 
have nothing here on it. 


Q There is an interview in an arab newspaper today 
with Mr. Abbas, and it is stated in there that he was 
interviewed in Iraq It would be nice -- I mean, the question 
is why -- since the State Department with some flourish two 
years ago removed Iraq from its list of countries aiding and 
abetting terrorists, it's rather astounding that the State 
Department's had nothing to say about this whole thing 


a Let me take a look at that 








Q Bernie, it's also, I mean, in that context, my 
understanding that the Iraqi Foreign Minister wrote a rather 
perfunctory reply to the Secretary, basically saying it was 
none of his business, in the most polite diplomatic terms. And 
I wonder if you could get some comment? 

4 Let's see what's possible, but I can assure you 
that exchanges of diplomatic correspondence are something I 
can't step forth with 

Q Do you have anything -- 


Q Do you have applications for the reward on Mr. 
abbas’ 


a I don't know. 

Q Can you find out? 

a Yeah. I'll take a look at that. 

Q Do you have anything on Honduras -- 

+ (Inaudible) 

a He wants to know if -- 

Q On that same question, the reward question, of 
the various rewards that have been offered, has anybody ever 
come forward with anything? In other words, on the Salvadoran 
ones, on the TWA one -- 


a I'll take a look and see what's possible 


Q Another subject Do you have anything on reports 
that Honduras is blocking U.S. aid to the contras in Nicaraqua? 


a No [I'm not going to comment on those reports. 


~~ MORE -- 
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Q Bernie, the daily chronic question about Mr. 
Murphy's activities. 
a Murphy? 
Yes. 
where is Murphy? 


You tell us? 


> 5&S P7> 


Ankara. 
Q The last (inaudible) seen is Saudi Arabia. 


A Arrived this morning in Ankara for meetings with 
Turkish officials. 


Q Isn't Turkey in Europe? 
Q Are they involved? (Laughter) 
a Why did -- 


Q Why did he go to Ankara for meetings with Turkish 
-- did he run out of Middle Eastern countries? (Laughter) 


Q They told him not to come home. 


i) Turkey, obviously, has a strong interest in the 
Middle East. The Government of Turkey sought to take advantage 
of Murphy's presence in the area, invited him there for a short 
visit to exchange views on the Middle East peace process. 


Q Will he make an even-handed visit to Greece? 


is) I think that the question is a fair question, and 
I think that you've heard it that Murphy's itinerary is usually 
not advanced in advance. 


Q Bernie, the calendar on the wall says it's 
December 5, and I thought I'd begin today by asking you daily 
about your expectations of fulfilling negotiations -- 
fulfilling your expectation for negotiations by the end of the 
year. 


a Uh-huh. 


Q Would you say they're sort of slipping, or does 
his presence in Turkey suggest a new vigor in the U.S. -- 
(Laughter) -- a new player? 





il 


a No, I think that you've heard it expressed that 
the peace efforts are underway, remain underway, and I am not 
in a position, obviously, to circle a date on the calendar. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything further to explain 
Secretary Abrams comments in testimony on the Hill today saying 
that Cuban forces have entered combat in Nicaragua as opposed 
to being strictly used in an advisory capacity there? 


a I got a glimpse of that, Ralph, as I came in here 
-- the wire story -- and the fact is that I have nothing to add 
to what Elliott (Abrams) said in his testimony on the Hill. 


Q Would you take that question for some detail on 
what -- 


a Well, it's hard for me to take that question for 
some detail because the answer may be in what Elliott said in 
his presentation. Why don't you take a look at that first and 
then come back to me on that. 


Q It was not made available here. 

i) Because -- I beg your pardon? 

Q It was not made available here. 

a Was not made available? 

Q No. 

Q It wasn't in his testimony. 

Q It wasn't in his prepared testimony; it was in Q 
and A. 

os Okay. 

Q And -- 

i) You had people covering that? 

Q Yes. 

a Good. Well, then, somebody will give you a 


specific fill-in. 


Q But the question is -- the question is the 
supporting data to -- 


~~ 
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a But we just decided that you don't know, and I[ 
said I don't know, and maybe Elliott did, in fact, make the 
supporting data available. If you take a look at Elliott's 
testimony in a very careful way, and you remain satisfied or 
dissatisfied, get in touch with me, and we'll see what's 
possible. 


Wallach, let me go to another side of the room. 


Q Again, about Mr. Murphy, there is a piece of news 
from the -- 


A Murphy? 
Q Yes. CanlI -- 
a Murphy? Wo, it was not. 


Q There is a piece of news in the Radio Israel 
attributing to Mr. Murphy that he told Mr. Peres that the 
reason for the meeting between President Assad of Syria and 
King Hussein of Jordan is to explore the possibility of Syria 
taking part in the peace process. Do you have any comment on 
that? 


A Well, I do, and I make it slightly broader 
perhaps than your question set forth, and -- this, in a way, 
picks up some of the reverberations of Or. Schweid's question 


Q Let it rip. (Laughter) 


) Our current efforts are directed toware 
initiation of direct negotiations between Israel anc a 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. If those efforts are to be 
successful, they will involve difficult decisions and political 
risks by all parties. That is why we have consistently 
cautioned against looking for any sudden breakthroughs. 


Our ultimate objective is a just, comprehensive 
settlement between Israel and all of its Arab neighbors. We 
believe that U.N. Security Council Resolution 242 applies to 
all fronts involved in the 1967 war, including the Golan 
Heights, and that Syria has a place in the peace process if it 
wishes to participate. We continue to hope that all parties in 
the dispute, including Syria, will recognize the opportunities 
inherent in the current peace process and elect to participate 
constructively. 
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The focus of our attention in all our discussions has 
remained direct negotiations. In this regard, the Israelis, 
the Jordanians, and the Egyptians have accepted the need for a 
supportive international context for such negotiations. A 
number of ideas have been put forward, and the matter remains 
under consideration. 


y Copy? 
a A copy of that? Yes. 


Q Any ideas about the Golan Heights been put 
forward by the United States? Is that what you mean by “ideas?” 


a What I have said is where it stands. I[ made the 
reference to Golan Heights -- is incorporated in 242. 


Q What does that mean? 


a Well, what it means is something that has been 
set forth regularly -- 242, 338, application to all fronts, and 
that includes the Golan Heights. There is no new variation in 
what I'm saying. 


Q Can we have a copy of that, please? 
a Of what? 

Q What you said earlier 

a Yes. I think I said yes already. 


Where are you, Semaan? 


Q Bernie, will you favor direct negotiations 
between Israel and Syria? 


a I'm talking about direct negotiations for 
discussions aimed at resolving the Middle East situation, and 
that is where it will stand. It would be up to the two sides 
to make their determination. I have nothing to contribute 
beyond that. 


Q Bernie, do you mean by “direct negotiations" only 
bilateral negotiations -- negotiations between Israel and each 
of the Arab countries, or it could mean multilateral 
negotiations? 


a Direct nego’ at'ons, I think, contains inherently 
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the full definition of what it represents. I'm not going to 
define it beyond the way it has been defined repeatedly from 
this rostrum. 


Q Bernie, yesterday you took a question, or you 
said you will look into the names of the Palestinians who were 
talking in the meeting with Murphy, and you said about the 
Americans who will be taking also part in the meeting. 


Could we say that these Palestinians are the ones 
which we're talking about in Jordan when they submitted the 
list to King Hussein, to the United States about the 
Palestinians who he will be meeting? 


a No. You can say it, but I'm not saying it 


Q I mean, what Palestinians are you talking about? 
Are you talking -- 


a I have taken a look at that, and the decision has 
been made not to put forth the names. If you want to get the 
names, you're perfectly free to do that in any way you can. 

But our decision is not to set forth the names. But insofar as 
the Americans who were there with Ambassador Murphy, I don't 
know whether those names have or have not yet been set forth, 
but that I will take a look at. 


But insofar as the Palestinians who were there, I'm 
not setting forth any names. 


Q Okay, let me ask you this --— let me ask you this, 
a follow on this. 

Q Is this for security reasons? 

i) I'm not going to comment on that. 

Q On your statement you just made, the -- does the 


U.S. think it would be good to have Syria at some kind of 
international conference with Jordan? 


a Well, I think I answered that in one of the 
references here, Bern. We continue to hope that all parties in 
the dispute, including Syria, will recognize the opportunities 
inherent in the current peace process and elect to participate 
constructively. 


Q Can I go back to my question? 


A Absolutely. 
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Q Are you working about the Palestinians who will 
participate in two (inaudible). in two areas, the Palestinians 
of the delegation which was submitted by King Hussein -- 


a I'm sorry. I lost you 


Q are you working about having Pa.estinian 
participation in two categories? You have one category which 
was submitted to you by King Hussein. the joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation which has not materialized to 
meet with Mr. Murphy 


a Which has not what? 


Q Did not materialize to meet with Mr Murphy 
officially. It was decided in February or later in May by the 
Palestinians and Jordanians. And now you have other 
Palestinians 


What Palestinians are you looking for to meet with you 
and with Israel and to create direct negotiations? 


a As soon as I get that solved, and I'm authorized 
to pass along thet information, I will. 


Q Bernie, do you have anything on the reports that 
the U.S. wishes to base a Delta team or a person, or whatever, 
in Europe? 


a As a general statement, we can say that we are 
continually seeking refinements and improvements in our variety 
of policy and operational approaches to countering terrorism, 
both military and non-military. 


The Vice Presidential panel, headed by Admiral 
Holloway, and the earlier Commission chaired by Admiral Inman, 
are part of this effort. 


Lessons learned from actual experience are obviously 
an important part of this process. Beyond that, I'm not going 
to be drawn into making any specific offerings. 


Q Bernie -- 
“ Just a minute, Joe Go ahead, Joe. Sorry. 
Q Yesterday, I asked something about the meeting in 


Cairo on Taba. Do we have anything on that? 
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a No, nothing at all 


Do you have anything -- is it premature to ask 
something about Britain's decision to leave UNESCO? 


a No, it's not premat. +. dut. obviously. that's a 
British decision. 


Q I thought maybe you might have some comments. and 
also where the U.S. stands on this. 


a No, no. You know where we stand on UNESCO It's 
au.&. decision; they've made it, it's their call. 


Q Do you have anything on Jaruzelski's welcome in 
Paris? 


a No. It is a comment on Jaruzelski's meeting with 
Mitterrand? 


Q Yes. 


i No. It's something -- it's a French-Polish 
get-together. We have no comment on that. 


Just a minute. Once again, Wallach. 

Q Bernie, thank you. 

i This is your business. 

Q Do you have anything, since you've had a few days 
since Mr. Crocker completed his talks in Angola, on whether the 
Angola Government reasserted its commitment in principle to 
have the Cuban troops withdraw? And, if so, if they were any 
more forthcoming in terms of any kind of a timetable? 


i) I don't have anything, but let me take that and 
see if I can get something on that. 


Q Has it been a drawback for the U.S. 
anti-terrorist forces to be headquartered in the U.S. rather 
than in the Middle East? 


a I have nothing to offer on that. 


Q Well, Bernie, I'd like to follow that for a 
second. 
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a wait a @inute A411 right. go ahead 


Q You said you'd lite to learn from experience Is 
one of the experiences that you're referring to the experience 
of the length of time it takes to get US personnel. whether 
they be military or non-military. to the scene where they can 
be most effective?’ 


a You may be able to set forth a variety of 
elements based on experience and proved experience over «4 
peri.d of time as composing elements that could determine what 
you should do insofar as basing, which is your question But I 
am not in the position to get involved in those specifics, and 
so I'll just have to, with your indulgence, sidestep that 
question 


~ Can you tell me wheiher the -- any forward basing 
of any U.S. personnel would be heeded by a non-Pentagon unit 
rather than a Pentagon unit? For example. a State Department 
office, if you went *o call it an office -- or whatever - 
rather than a -- . ciwer than a forward-based military unit? 
Does that help at all in cracking the ice on this question? No? 
a (Nodding negatively) Sorry. 


Q Do you have anything on the Nicaraguan Government 
apparently training Colombian ™-19 guerrillas? 


ns No, I don't have anything on that. 
Q Bernie, about this decision to -- 


a Can I go back here, please? 


Q Can I come back to this anti-terrorist unit a 
second? 

a Yes. 

Q Can you say whether or not we're talking with any 


of our allies or any friends in the Middle East about this at 
all? 


a No, I can't. 


Q Can you say anything else about it other than 
what you've said? 


a I have -- I thought I had been extraordinarily 
forthcoming. 





18 


Q About this decision to withhold the -- 
a The what. the what? 


Q The decision to withhold the Palestinian names, 
is it @ decision taken by this Administration or by agreement 
between the -- between Mr. Murphy and the Palestinians whom he 
met with? 


- Can't help you on that. 


Q Anything on Kuwait's decision to deny a visa to 
Terry Waite? 


“ Kuwait's decision -- 
Q To deny @ visa to Terry Waite? 


a No, I don't have anything on that. Let me take a 
look at that and see whether there's anything. But ultimately 
that would be a Kuwaiti decision, but let me see what I can 
find out on that. 


Q Bernie, does the State Department have any 
assessment of the -— how widespread the instances similar to 
the Pollard case may be in the United States? 


There is a published report today suggesting that the 
State Department has concluded that the Pollard case is merely 
the tip of the iceberg in such instances. 


“ How were you phrasing that? “The State 
Department has concluded,” based on what? 


Q I don't know what it's based on That's the 
question I would be asking you 


oe But is what you're saying an accurate summary of 
what you read, I guess, is what I want to ask? 

Q I think that's an accurate statement 

a That the State Department has concluded? Does 


anybody want to tidy that up? 
Q It said “Justice believes that -- 


a Who, who? 








Q A State Department official is quoted in a uPI 
story as saying that there -— that the Pollard case is “the tip 
of an iceberg.“ Other officials confirm it within the 
Administration 


Q For whatever it's worth. I stand by my 
description of the event. All right? (Laughter) Just for the 
record. okay’ 

a well. let me say. in addressing that to a variety 
of questions as set forth to me now, that no one in the State 
Department who is informed on this subject has that sort of 
information 


Q Bernie (inaudible) to what the situation is Is 
the Pollard case the tip of what iceberg? 


a You'll have to go back to the questioner on that 
Q The iceberg in the Antarctica or in the arctic? 


a You'll have to go to the questioners on that 
You can caucus after the briefing. 


Q In other words, those who know aren't talking, 
and those who are talking don't know; is that what you're 
saying’? 


a No, I'm not saying that I absolutely am not 
saying that. 


Q All right, what are you saying? 

“ I am saying that no one in the State Department 
who is informed on this subject has that sort of information 
that was suggested in a variety of questions That's what ['a 
saying. 

Q Exactly what Ralph said. 

a Huh? 


Q You know what you just said? That's what I 
thought you said. 


Q (Inaudible) I think. 
Q As reported in the press this morning -- 


a What's that? 


21933 





Q As reported in the Washington Post this morning 
a Yes. What was reported’ 


Q Saruch Kaddoumi, the PLO of ficial in New York, 
speaking at an Arab diplomatic luncheon, yesterday charged thet 
Mrs Klinghoffer @ight have pushed her husband aboard the 
Achille Lauro ship in order to file for insurance Do you have 
any comment on these charges? 


a Not worthy of comment. 
+ Thank you. 


(Press conference concluded at 1:05 pm) 











Posted: December 6, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 5, 1985 daily press briefing 
TERRORISTS: REWARD OFFERS 


Have there been any applications for the reward for Abbu 
el Abbas? 


A: -- The reward announced recently, on November 25, 
for Abu el Abbas, was for information leading to 
his apprehension and effective prosecution and 
punishment for responsibility in the Achille 
Lauro hijacking. Those conditions obviously have 
not yet been met. Beyond that we would note that 
this is an ongoing investigation and that in 
announcing the reward, we said information 
received will be handled confider-ially and the 
identities of the informants will be protected. 
Therefore, we cannot discuss the matter any 


further. 
Of the various rewards that have been offered, has 
anyone ever come forward with anything? 


A: -- Because these cases are subjects of ongoing 


investigations, and must be treated on a basis 


of confidentiality, we cannot discuss this. 











Posted: December 5, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 5, 1985 noon press briejing 


A TALES 
Q: Do you have anything - - since you've had a few days since Mr. 
Crocker completed his talks in Angola - - on whether the Angola 


government reiterated its commitment in principle to Cuban troop 
withdrawal, and, if so, if it was any more forthcoming in terms of 
what kind of a time table? 


A: AT THIS TIME, WE HAVE NOTHING TO ADD TO WHAT HAS ALREADY BEEN 
SAID, NAMELY THAT THE TALKS WERE USEFUL AND GIVE REASON TO BELIEVE 
THAT SERIOUS PROSPECTS FOR PROGRESS EXIST. WE ARE STUDYING THE 
RESULTS OF THE EXCHANGES IN LUSAKA AS WE CONSIDER NEXT STEPS AND THE 


PUTURE COURSE OF OUR EFFORTS TO HELP ACHIEVE A NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Three announcements. 


First, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on recent 
developments in southern Africa here in this room tomorrow, 
Tuesday, December 10, at 2:00 p.m. 


Secondly, we would like to express our satisfaction at 
the action by the United Nations General Assembly Legal 
Committee late Friday in passing a resolution condemning 
terrorism as criminal acts. The resolution passed by a 118 to 
1 vote with only Cuba dissenting. The supporters included the 
Soviet Union. 


The resolution is the first unequivocal condemnation 
of terrorism by a UN General Assembly body. 


Among the major points, the resolution “unequivocably 
condemns as criminal all acts, methods and practices of 
terrorism wherever and by whomever committed, including those 
which jeopardize friendly relations among states and their 
security." 


We would also like to point out that the resolution 
“calls on all states to fulfill their obligations under 
international law to refrain from organizing, instigating, 
assisting or participating in terrorist acts in other states." 

The overwhelming passage of this resolution is an 
important indication of the growing realization that terrorism 
is a concern of all nations. 

Q Can we have a copy of that? 


“a Yes. 
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And, finally, on the Guatemalan Presidential run-off 
elections, the President's Electoral Observer Delegation, 
co-chaired by Senator Mark Hatfield and Congressman 8ill 
Richardson, unanimously concluded that the December 8 
presidential run-off elections were free, honest and orderly. 


The Department congratulates the Guatemalan people for 
their strong reaffirmation of support for democracy, and for 
the peaceful manner in which they participated in the political 
process. We strongly support this demonstration of faith in 
the democratic process so that it will mark the beginning of a 
new phase in Guatemalan history. We equally applaud the 
Guatemalan Government for having upheld its pledge of political 
neutrality and non-interference in the campaign. 


We look forward to working closely with the new 
Guatemalan Government in its efforts to improve human rights, 
expand economic opportunities for all Guatemalans and in the 
search for a lasting peace in the region. 


Copies of the statement of the Presidential Observer 
Delegation and the Resource Book on those elections are 
available in the Press Room. 


, Questions? 
Q Can we have a copy of your statement as well? 
a Yes. 


Q That's it? 
A That's it. 


Q Can you tell us something about the visit today 
to Washington last week by Moshe Arens? 


A I can only tell you that Israeli Minister 
without-portfolio Moshe Arens was in Washington last week. He 
met with Secretary Shultz on Thursday evening. 


Q To discuss? 

“ It concerned the Pollard case. 

Q And what about Judge Sofaer, when does he leave? 
A I don't have anything for you now further to what 


the Secretary said on Friday, which was that the delegation 
will be leaving early this week, and I'll try to have some more 
details for you on that. 








Q I was going to ask whether you can tell us when 
they're leaving or when their going, or whatever. 


A We'll have that. 
Q Was that Thursday night meeting the meeting at 


which the final decision was made on -- or an invitation 
extended for the Pollard investigating group to go to Israel? 


A I can't characterize any further that meeting on 
Thursday night. 

Q Did Arens meet with anyone else besides Shultz? 

i) I have nothing further on Arens' trip. 

Q Chuck, any reaction from -- Israeli reports say 


that -- they reported that collaborators with Pollard will only 
be interviewed and will not be interrogated or investigated. 
Do you have any comment on that? 


a No. Nothing whatsoever on that. 
Q Minister Arens is -- 


a Let me only say that I could, of course, 
reiterate what the Secretary said on Friday to the effect that 
we intend to pursue fully this case and that we've been assured 
of the full cooperation of the Israeli authorities; and that 
continues to be the ground rules in which we operate. 


Q To pursue fully. 


A But in terms of the exact -- I hate to use this 
word -- “modalities” (laughter) that will be employed, no, I 
don't have anything else for you. 


Chris? 


Mr. Arens was here, I believe at the time that 
the Pollard case first broke; but was his meeting on Thursday, 
was that the first time he met with Secretary Shultz on the 
Pollard case, or had he met with him at the time it broke? 


A Well, he met with him at the time it broke. That 
meeting was -- he was here on a previously scheduled trip, as 
yourself said -- but I believe we've already said that the 
Pollard case was, of course, discussed during that earlier 
meeting, among other subjects. 





Q Can you say something about Arens also? Minister 
Arens, or Ambassador Arens, is an American citizen; isn't he? 
I'm asking because to try to -- 


a No. 

Q He's not an American citizen? 

a He is not. 

Q O.K., sorry. Can I then ask you something else, 


please, about the second announcement of yours? 


How was, or how would you define terrorism, which the 
United States condemned along with others? I mean, how was it 
defined, so as to find so many people supporting it? 


a) Well, I could only quote the resolution that was 
passed by the Legal Committee, and I would simply refer you to 
that resolution for the definition, which was accepted by the 
international community. 


Q Do you have it there somewhere? 
4 No, but we can provide it for you. 
Q I have a question on the visit to Israel. 
4 O.K. 


Q It's quite clear from the biography -- the 
official biography -- of Mr. Sofaer that I've seen that he's 
Jewish. Can you tell me if he's a Zionist or a member of any 
Zionist organization? 


a No, I'm sorry. It's not my role to comment on 
those kinds of questions. 


Q Well, wait a minute -- wait a minute. Don't 
brush it off. Don't -- does the State Department not believe 
that it's significant if the head of the delegation on a 
mission of this kind might be a Zionist? 


A The State Department feels that officials in the 
State Department will conduct their business in a thoroughly 
professional manner, and there's absolutely no question 
whatsoever that Judge Sofaer and other people participating in 
this delegation will not do so on that basis. 


Q But you have no information on that point, is 
that clear? 


is) Next question. 








Q Since you saluted the United Nations resolution 
condemning terrorism, Chuck, and since the United Nations --- a 
lot of agencies of the United Nations were under a lot of 
threats or criticism by many officials here in the U.S. 
bureaucracy, do you think that this resolution will stop the 
anti-United Nation atmosphere which is seeping through many 
agencies in this city and outside this city? 


i) Well, that's a very broad question, and I really 
couldn't answer even the presumption on which your question is 
based that there is an alleged anti-U.N. bias seeping through 
the Administration. 


Q Creeping? 


a Or creeping -- whichever it was doing 
(laughter). 

So, no, I really can't help you on that question; 
sorry. 

Yes. 

" Q Is the Government concerned with the recent press 

repressions -- repressions of the press in Haiti? 

a I suppose you're referring to the arrested 


opposition leader, Hubert DeRonceray, and the closing down of 
the Catholic Church radio station, Radio Soleil. The Haitian 
Government has responded to a series of demonstrations in 
various parts of this country by arresting Mr. DeRonceray and 
closing the Catholic Church's radio station. Our Ambassador in 
Haiti has raised our serious concern about these actions at 
senior levels of the Haitian Government. We continue to 
monitor developments closely. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on a South Yemeni 
complaint that its civilian aircraft have been interfered with 
by U.S. warplanes? Can you take the question? 


A I'll look into it. 


Q Do you have any reaction to President Mubarak's 
interview with The Washington Post, and his call on the United 
States to get the PLO involved in the peace process and the 
need for international conference? 





4 Our position on both of those subjects has been 
stated and restated on innumerable occasions. 











‘ @Q No, but this is -- subsequently, King Hussein has 
said something also to the effect that Syria is ready to join 
the peace process under the good and on the right conditions; 
and he also mentioned about the international conference. It 
looked like the word international conference -- or 
accompaniment, or whatever you call it -- is the magic word in 
the Middle East. And did you make a specific position on what 
will be your position in this case? 


-) I've really answered that question myself -- I 
know two or three or four times -- as have other Administration 
officials, concerning the work we've been doing in trying to 
find an acceptable international context -- that we have not 
yet arrived at a solution which is acceptable to all the 
parties. 


There really is absolutely nothing new I can offer you 
on those questions. Our policy position has been stated, and 
there's been no change in it. 


Q Chuck -- oh, go ahead. 


Q Do you have any reaction to South Africa's 
dropping of high treason charges against twelve opponents of 
apartheid? 


a Our information on the development you refer to 
is so far based on press reports. If these are accurate, the 
dropping of these charges against twelve of the sixteen 
defendants would constitute an encouraging development. 


It demonstrates the importance of the role of South 
Africa's judiciary. It also meets an important point we have 
been making. Political negotiations are vital, and can only 
take place in an atmosphere where spokesmen for black opinion 
are free to participate. 


We, of course, remain concerned about the other four 
defendants who are reportedly all trade unionists. 


Q Any comment about the raiding of the Chilean 
Human Rights Commission Office in Santiago? 


a No. 
Q Anything on the OAS on nine Latin American 


countries who on Friday, at the OAS, called for a lifting of 
the U.S. embargo against Nicaragua? Any comment on that? 


ro) No. 




















Q Also on Latin America. The Contadora Group has 
suspended negotiations on a peace agreement for Central America 
for five months at Nicaragua's request. Do you have any 
comment on that? 


a It is extremely unfortunate, the development you 
have referred to, but not altogether surprising. Nicaragua's 
hostility to Contadora has been clear for some time. Contadora 
emphasizes democratic national reconciliation and arms and 
troop reductions. 


Nicaragua appears dead set against both. We can only 
hope that the Sandinistas will come to realize that peace 
cannot be established without national reconciliation. 


The Organization of American States, meeting in 
Cartagena, has adopted a resolution calling for Contadora's 
continuation. Only Nicaragua opposed. 


The resolutions before the UN General Assembly also 
call for continuation of the process. Nicaragua refuses even 
to talk to the democratic resistance, and it has now walked out 
of Contadora. The Sandinistas are systematically closing Lhe 
door to‘a negotiated settlement. 


Q Can we get a copy of that? 
f°) Yes. 


Q Over the weekend, a Quebec Cultural affairs 
Minister has said that the State Department has made very 
strong pressure on the Quebec government before the elections 
that were held a few Gays ago on a piece of legislation that 
could have curtailed the power of the motion picture majors, 
American majors, in Montreal, and he said that the State 
Department -- the American Consulate in Quebec -- in a verbal 
note, even threatened some kind of boycott of the Quebec market 
by the American majors. 


Do you have anything on that? 


a I have nothing that I could offer you on that 
specific report, only to reject charges in any way that such a 
demarche, if it were made at that time, had anything to do with 
the elections. Clearly it did not. 





There are a number of on-going, economic-related 
difficulties with various Canadian provinces. We are involved 
continuously in trying to resolve those various difficulties, 
and if you want to know exactly what our problem is concerning 
motion pictures and the Province of Quebec, I would be happy to 
look into that for you. 


Q So, the timing was not purposely -- ? 

a Certainly not. 

Q Chuck, do you have anything on the charges by 
Libya that American, Egyptian and Israeli troops are massing 
along the Libyan border? 


is) That's one of those questions that's not worthy 
of comment. 


Q I'm sorry, go ahead Debbie. 
Q Are you changing subject? 
Q Go ahead, on Latin America. 

Q I wanted to know what the U.S. response was, or 
view was, of the new Sakharov video. It apparently shows him 
inv really good shape. Has the United States seen it, and 
what's your opinion of it? 

No, I don't have any commentary on that video. 
Whether or not we have seen it, I don't know. Is this the one 
that Mrs. Sakharov, or Miss Bonner, is referring to? 


Q It is a new one that has surfaced in West Germany 
over the weekend. B8ill has a copy. 


i) No, I don't have anything on that. 

Q On Latin America, again, Argentina this morning 
announced a change in its regulations on the state of emergency. 
Do you have anything on that? 

a No, I don't. 


Q And I see the Vice President of Argentina is 
seeing Mr. Whitehead today. Do you have anything on that talk? 


a Nothing specific. 


Q Will you have anything later? 


a I very much doubt it. 
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Q Any new wrinkles today on a New Zealand port ban 
situation? 
a No. No further comment. 
Q No comments on any of the statements Geoffrey 


Palmer has been making in Australia about how we should find 
the legislation acceptable now? 


4 No. No comment at this time. We continue to 
hope that normal port access can be restored in New Zealand in 
accordance with our “neither confirm nor deny" policy. 


Q He said that they are not going to make public 
their decisions on -- every time they deny a ship entrance, 
they won't say that they have done this -- is this in order to 
ease your concerns. Is this going to help you in any way? 


“ No, I have no comment on that. 


Q On the question of the Haitian press repressions, 
America's Watch has addressed a letter to Secretary Shultz on 
December 6 asking that the U.S. take steps to encourage an end 
of the abuses in Haiti. 


Has the Secretary acknowledged this letter, or does he 
have a response to it? 


a I don't know whether or not he has acknowledged 
the letter. It's not our practice to confirm every 
conversation or every piece of diplomatic correspondence or 
other correspondence that the Secretary undertakes. 


I can only reiterate what I said before concerning the 
nature of our concerns about what has haopened in Haiti, and 
that we continue to monitor the situation closely. 


Q Chuck, there is a trade delegation and a trace 
meeting going on in Moscow these days at which Malcolm Baldrige 
is in attendance. 


Do you have anything to say about the goals of that 
meeting, or Baldrige's visit, or anything of that sort? 


a Commerce Secretary Baldrige accepted the 
invitation of the USSR Trade and Economic Council. That group 
had invited him to attend its annual meeting in order to assist 
American companies trying to do non-strategic business in the 
Soviet Union. 


) 
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At the meeting, he will address business executives of 
both countries. In Moscow, Secretary Baldrige will also meet 
with the new Soviet Minister of Foreign Trade, Boris Aristov, 
for discussions on non-strategic trade opportunities consistent 
with existing U.S. policies and regulations. 


Just to add, this December 9 to 11 meeting is the 
annual meeting of the Trade and Economic Council, which is 
private on the U.S. side and governmental on the Soviet side. 


Q This was not anything that was either created or 
encouraged or fostered as a result of the summit meeting, was 
it? 


a I believe that that meeting was scheduled before 
the summit meeting, as was Secretary Baldrige's participation 


Q There were eight people, activists, in Guatemala 
who were working with the Mutual Support Group, and they were 
reportedly expelled by the government. 


Do we have any comment, or have we had any comment on 
that? Two of them were American. 


4 I can refer you to the Press Office afterwards. 
We do have something to say on that. I don't have it with me. 


Q Okay, I have another question on Latin America. 

Guyana is about to have elections. Have we offered 
any aid to them for electoral processes, as we have with other 
Latin American countries? 

a I don't know. 

Q Could you take that question? 

2) I will take a look at it. 

Q Chuck, Iran has threatened to close the Strait of 
Hormuz, and there is possibly a new initiative by the Saudis to 
mediate between Iran and Iraq in the Gulf war. 


Do you have any comment on that? 


a Which one do you want to start with? The Straits 
of Hormuz? 


Q Yes. 
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“ We have no independent information on those 
reports. We have repeatedly stated the importance we attach to 
the principle of freedom of navigation and our determination to 
‘ maintain open access to the Gulf. 


Our commitment to this principle and its application 
to the Gulf remains unchanged. 


And on your other story concerning alleged Saudi 
efforts to end the Iran-Iraq War, the Saudis are very 
concerned, as are we, at the continuation of this brutal war. 


Iranian Foreign Minister Velayati has just completed a 
visit to Riyadh, reciprocating a visit to Teheran some months 
ago by the Saudi Foreign Minister. 


We do not believe that the exchange of visits has 
produced any change in the basic positions of either party, or 
that Saudi Arabia is playing the role of mediacor. 


The U.S. position on this war has been stated many "4 
times, most recently by the Secretary in his news conference 
Friday. We do not believe a military solution is possible. We 
urge both sides, but especially Iran, to halt this senseless 
bloodshed. 


Q Can we get copies of that? 
a Okay. 


Q Chuck, is there anything you can tell us today 
about the reported travel restrictions on Eastern European 
officials? 


i) I can tell you something. 


Specifically what criteria are used for applying 
them to officials of some countries and not of others. 


a Right. The Department of State has ee the 
embassies of four countries -- East Germany, Poland, Buigaria, 
and Czechoslovakia -- that their diplomatic, consular and 
commercial personnel assigned to the U.S., must henceforth book 
travel within the U.S. through the Department. 


This requirement does not apply to ordinary tourists 
from those countries. The Office of Foreign Missions is 
providing these embassies with guidance on the application of 
these requirements. 


The selection of these four countries reflects the 
priority concerns of the intelligence community. Controls were 
applied on those countries with a recent record of greater 
hostile activity. 
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Q Are they the only four countries world-wide to 
whom this restriction is being applied? 


” I assume you mean in addition to the Soviet Union? 
Q All right. 


a And I believe there are other countries, as well, 
but I can look into that for you. 


Q Could you elaborate on what you mean by “hostile 
activities?" 


a No, I can't. 


Q Chuck, are you concerned about reciprocal action 
against American diplomats in those countries? 


a I really don't have a good answer to that 
question, so I will take that one. 


Q Chuck, there were a couple of arrests, I welieve, 
yesterday afternoon of Ghanaian citizens in New York o- New 
Jersey regarding an arms shipment, or arms purchases, illegal 
arms purchases. Do you have any comment on the purchases, or 
whether it was related to other recent events in U.S.-Ghanaian 
relations? 


a No. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:05 p.m.) 





Posted: December 9, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of December 9, 1985 
YEMEN: CIVILIAN FLIGHTS 





Q: Do you have any comment on a complaint by the South Yemeni . 
Foreign Minister that its civilian aircraft have been 
interfered with by U.S. warplanes? 

A: WE DO NOT KNOW OF ANY INCIDENT TO WHICH THE PDRY MINISTER 
MIGHT BE REFERRING. WE HAVE NO RECORD OF ANY INCIDENTS 
INVOLVING U.S. MILITARY AIRCRAFT AND PDRY CIVILIAN AIRCRAFT 


IN THE TIME FRAME MENTIONED BY THE MINISTER. 








Posted: December 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 9, 1985 noon press briefing: 


RESTRICTIONS ON DIPLOMATIC TRAVEL: RECIPROCITY 





Q. Are you concerned about reciprocal action against American 
diplomats in those East European countries? 


A. --As to reciprocity itself, we have nothing to add to the 
comments provided by the Department Spokesman at the noon 
briefing December 9. 


--As to our being concerned, we see no useful purpose to be 
served in commenting on this matter. 











OO 


Posted: December 10, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 9, 1985 noon press briefing: 


UEBEC FILM LAW . 


Q: Is there any truth to the allegations made in the December 
8 edition of La Presse that the US Government put pressure 
on the Government of Quebec not to pass implementing 
regulations governing distribution of US and foreign films 
in that Canadian province? 

A: -=- THE ALLEGATIONS ARE NOT CORRECT. FOR SOME TIME, 

IMPLEMENTING REGULATIONS UNDER QUEBEC FILM LAW 109 HAVE 
BEEN PENDING. THE US GOVERNMENT HAS BEEN CONCERNED 
ABOUT SOME PROVISIONS WHICH APPEAR TO DISCRIMINATE 
AGAINST US AND OTHER FOREIGN FILM DISTRIBUTORS. 

“ HOWEVER, THE US GOVERNMENT HAS NOT PRESSURED QUEBEC TO 


POSTPONE APPLICATION OF THESE REGULATIONS. 











-- IN VIEW OF US CONCERNS ABOUT THE PROPOSED LAW, THE 
CONSULATE GENERAL IN QUEBEC CITY HAS BEEN, OVER TIME, 
IN TOUCH INFORMALLY WITH QUEBEC OFFICIALS TO GATHER 
INFORMATION GN THE PROPOSED CHANGES. IN THE COURSE OF 
THESE CONTACTS, US CONCERNS WERE EXPRESSED. WE HAVE 
ALSO DISCUSSED THE MATTER WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
US FILM INDUSTRY. AT NO TIME, HOWEVER, HAS THE 
CONSULATE GENERAL RAISED THE POSSIBILITY OF A BOYCOTT 
OF QUEBEC THEATERS, AS ALLEGED IN THE LA PRESSE ARTICLE. 











Posted: December 10, 
TAKEN QUESTION 


TAKEN QUESTION FROM NOON PRESS BRIEFING OF DECEMBER 9, 1985 


GUYANA 


Q: Guyana is about to have elections. Has the United States 
offered any aid to them for electoral processes, as we have 
with other South American countries? 

A: Constitutionally mandated national elections were held in 


Guyana on December 9. The Government of Guyana did not request 


either U.S. assistance for its electoral processes or observers 


from the U.S. or other nations. 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
few brief announcements. 


First, a reminder: there will be a BACKGROUND briefing 
on the recent developments in southern Africa, here in this 
room today at 2:00 p.m. 


Available in the Press Office are copies of Secretary 
Shultz's prepared remarks before the Pilgrim Society earlier 
this morning in London. The subject of the Secretary's 
remarks, “A New International Era: The American Perspective." 


Also available is the prepared statement of Assistant 
Secretary Crocker before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
this morning. His testimony was on recent developments in 
Liberia. 


And, finally, also available in the Press Office is a 
special report of the U.S. Advisory Commission on Public 
Diplomacy, assessing how USIA should deal with the rising risk 
of terrorism at its facilities overseas. 


Questions? 

Q Last night your office put out a statement about 
the investigation into the Pollard case, using a rather cryptic 
phrase, which said that the Sofaer team is going to continue 
discussions into "related activities in the United States which 
were inconsistent with official Israeli policy." 

Can you explain what those “related activities" are? 


a The statement referred, in fact, to -~ concerning 
the Pollard case and related activities. 


Q Right. 


322/ 








A 
the Pollard c 
way to London 


Q 
activities." 
a 


Q 


a 
Pollard case. 


Q 
that wouldn't 


Q 


a 
arrived at. 


q 
wouldn't the 
“continued di 


a 
can only tell 
meant to refe 


Q 
a 


Q 


"Related activities" means simply all aspects of 
ase. As the Secretary said on the aircraft on his 
, there are no other cases that we know of. 


It says, however, “the Pollard case and related 
What are the “related activities"? Why -- 


A phrase meant -- 

It's different from the Pollard case. 

A phrase meant to cover all aspects of the 

And -— well, for example, what are these aspects 
be included in the phrase, “the Pollard case"? 

It was simply a broader formulation. That's all. 
Why is it necessary to make a broader formulation? 
I can't give you an exegesis of how that text was 
Well, what does it mean? In other words, why 
sentence be both legible and complete by saying 
scussions concerning the Pollard case"? 

I can't argue with you on other formulations. I 
you that the phrase, “related activities,” was 

r to all aspects of the Pollard case. 

So you can say flat out there is no other case? 


As the Secretary said, we know of no other cases. 


Chuck, now that Sudan's Foreign Minister says 


that six or seven terrorists have left that country, is the 
State Department lifting its traveler's advisory for Khartoum? 


It's still premature for me to comment on that. 


I just saw those reports as I came in here. I'm sure that if 


that's true, 
Whether or no 
lift the advi 
you're aware, 
the time. 


that that's a measure that we would welcome. 

t that in and of itself would be sufficient to 
sory, I'm not yet in a position to say. And, as 
there were other concerns expressed as well at 


Ralph, did you have a question? 














Q Yes. I was going to ask you about the Angola 
piece in the Post. I know that we're going to have a briefing 
this afternoon that presumably will cover those matters, but is 
there anything you can say about whether the Administration has 
made any decisions at all on sending aid to rebels in Angola, 
and whether those decisions -- the results of those decisions 
have been delayed? 


— 4 No. I have absolutely nothing new for you other 
than what you've heard already on the question of aid to Angola 
or UNITA. 

Q I was wondering if you could speak for just a 


moment about the planned ban on U.S. nuclear weapons in New 
Zealand? How this would affect the ANZUS treaty specifically, 
and also what the U.S. plans to do with -- more talks with New 
Zealand on that? 


| a Well, I have really little new ground to break on 

’ that particular issue. We've indicated on many occasions our 

desire for restoration of normal port access in New Zealand in 
accordance with our universal policy of neither confirming nor 


denying the presence or absence of nuclear weapons aboard ships. 


We have also indicated that, should New Zealand enact 
adverse legislation that reinforces the port ban, we will 
review our security obligations to New Zealand under the ANZUS 
treaty. 


The probable result of such a review would be 
termination of our alliance relationship with New Zealand, 
because the absence of normal port access would make it 
impossible for the U.S. to carry out its defense commitments to 
New Zealand. 


It is our earnest hope that the Government of New 
Zealand will work to restore traditional cooperation among the 
ANZUS partners, rather than to seek to perpetuate the current 
restriction on allied naval ship visits. 


Concerning our contacts with New Zealand, we remain in 
constant contact with the Government of New Zealand and remain 
hopeful that a satisfactory solution can be found to this issue. 


Q Does that mean that once again you're saying that 
the legislation as put before the New Zealand parliament today 
does not meet those criteria? 
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a I haven't commented in specific on -- rather, I 
haven't commented on that specific legislation. IL've simply 
reiterated our standard position concerning the more general 
question of legislation per se. 


Q When is the Sofaer team leaving for Israel? 
What was the question? 
That was in our statement last night. 


(Inaudible) 


right. It was not in our statement. 


Q 
a 
y 
: They will arrive in Israel on Wednesday. You're 
Q What I said was, when are they leaving? 

a Then I'll limit my remarks to their arriving 
Wednesday in Israel. 


Question over here? 
Q argentina? 
a Okay. 


Q Do I need to say more? (Laughter) There was a 
bunch of convictions yesterday of former Argentine leaders. 
What's the U.S. view on the process, the sentences, etc.? 


a Since the court decision is an internal Argentine 
matter which may be appealed to the Supreme Court, it wouldn't 
be proper for us to comment except to note our continued strong 
support for the rule of law in Argentina. 


Q What's the Reagan Administration's view of 
Senator Glenn's new restrictions on the China nuclear agreement? 


a The Administration is opposed to the amendment 
offered by Senator Glenn. The Amendment would undermine the 
U.S.-China agreement, damage U.S.-China relations, and set back 
the progress we have made with the Chinese in the 
non-proliferation area. 


The Senate has already passed S.J. Resolution 238, 
which contains adequate measures to ensure that exports to 
China will be used for peaceful purposes. 
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Q Does the Administration have a -— does the State, 
Department have a view on the Congressional moves on the 
Gramm—Rudman proposal on the Hill? 


a No. I have nothing I can offer you on that. 

Q South Africa? I know we're doing this, this 
afternoon, but there's a report that just came out saying that 
South Africa just announced it's going to continue its freeze 
until March 31st on paying back its loans? Any comment? 

A No. No comment. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:17 p.m.) 
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DPC #217 


WEONESDAY, DECEMBER 11, 1985, 12:07 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Two announcements. 


Acting Secretary John C. Whitehead will address the 
World affairs Council of Washington and the Foreign Policy 
Association, ON THE RECORD, with questions and answers, on 
Friday, December 13, at 5:30 p.m., at the Madison Hotel, 
Executive Chambers. That's at 15th and M Streets. Topic: 
Afghanistan. If you wish to cover this event, please contact 
Julie Chitwood at the World affairs Council office, 293-1051. 


Q Merry Christmas. 


A Secondly, we congratulate Mr. Jean-Pierre Hocke 
of Switzerland on his election as the new United Nations High 
Commissioner for Refugees. Mr. Hocke has served for the past 
ten years as Director of Operations of the International 
Committee of the Red Cross in Geneva, in which capacity he 
demonstrated exceptional ability and stature in the direction 
of humanitarian programs. We are glad to see these 
qualifications brought to the service of the world's more than 
eight million refugees. Mr. Hocke has our best wishes and 
support as he undertakes his new responsibilities. 





We also wish to express our appreciation to the 
outgoing High Commissioner, Mr. Poul Hartling of Denmark, who 
has served in this position for the past eight years. This was 
a period of unprecedented growth in refugee problems and in the 
programs needed to aid the refugees. Ouring Mr. Hartling's 
tenure, the Office of the High Commissioner was greatly honored 
with the award of the Nobel Peace Prize in 1981. We join in 
expressing gratitude to Mr. Hartling for his dedicated service 
and in extending our best wishes on his retirement. 





Q Could we have a copy of that? 
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“ Yes. 


Q That's it? 
Q Filing break? 
(Laughter) 


Q Chuck, the White House disclosed today that the 
President signed a polygraph order on November ist, in which 
Government employees involved with national security can be 
obligated to take lie detector tests; and that according to Mr. 
Speakes this. could include Cabinet officers. 


My question -- a couple of questions: One, if asked, 
will Secretary of State Shultz take a polygraph exam? 


i I can't answer that question. I don't know. 


Q Well, if -- will the Secretary of State follow 
the Presidential order? (Laughter) 


GQ I think that goes without saying. This 
Department, like other agencies, is still in the process of 
working out the details of implementation. And, beyond that, I 
really could do nothing more than repeat what was said at the 
White House this morning on various aspects of this initiative. 


Q Would you repeat what Secretary of State Shultz's 
past position has been on the general question of asking 
Government employees to take lie detector tests? He has had a 
past position on that score. 


) In any case, I wouldn't want to get into 
repeating past positions, when in fact we have decisions made 
at this particular point in time. I don't know what that -- I 
don't know what that would serve. A decision has been made. 
We're in the process of seeing how that will be implemented. 


Q Have any State Department employees been asked to 
take these polygraph exams so far? 


6 Well, as was made clear, this is a program in its 
broad scope, which is yet to be implemented, and which will 
take some time to reach that stage -- it will be mandatory, as 
Larry Speakes said, for people who in the future will be 
seeking to obtain clearances for such sensitive information. 


Yes? 











Q Chuck, hasn't the Secretary in the past said that 
he would not? 


io I'm not familiar in fact with what the Secretary 
has said on this subject in the past. 


Q Are you going to take the test? 


a Am I going to take it? I'm not sure I have 
access to that information. 


~ Well -- 


& In any case, it should be clear that -- well, 
it's applied to a selective number, first of all. I don't 
think one should get the impression that automatically every 
single person who has that access is going to be given a 
polygraph test. That will certainly be true for people coming 
into the Department, newly arrived people getting those 
clearances for the first time apparently. But, as I say, 
because the implementation process is still underway and will 
be underway for some time, it really is premature for me to get 
into too many of these questions now. 


Q Chuck, according to the report, it will affect 
4,000 State Department employees. 


‘ That's according to the report. I don't know 
what number will eventually be arrived at. 


Q Chuck, you seem to be steering us away from 
relying on the Secretary of State's consistent position on this 
score. I mean, would we be wrong to refer to his past position 
in connection with this story? 


Q I mean, you seem to be saying -- 

a I'm not steering you one way or -- 

Q -- this is a new decision. 

“ I'm not steering you one way or the other at the 


present time. If there are past things on the record that you 
want to refer to, it's certainly your privilege to do so. The 
number that was mentioned, by the way -— when you look at these 
total numbers, those are the numbers of people who have access 
to a certain level of information. 


As I said, I don't think it's yet clear that you 
automatically say, then, that every single one of those people 
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will have a lie detector test. But, again, it's premature, I 
think, to discuss those questions. 


Q Could you discuss the question of why this has 
been decided upon -- what the basis is for this directive? 
Even if it is something you consider has been addressed 
elsewhere, could you address it here? 


a Well, the key phrase was that the issue has been 
looked at for a long time and studied carefully by the 
Administration. The timing was not in any way directly or 
specifically connected to these recent espionage cases. It was 
in fact signed by the President befere these cases got 
underway. And I think beyond thet, ft really reflects nothing 
more than a continuing attempt to try to enhance security in 
whatever way we can. 


Q Would you take a test if you were asked, Chuck? 
o I have no comment at this time. 

Q Have you been asked? 
6 


As I said, we're still in the process of lookina 
at how it would be implemented. 


Q Is it right to say that generally the way it 
would work is wherever you set the level of access to a certain 
amount of information, that everyone above that level -- at 
that level and above, would take the test, or would it be more 


spotty? 


A We're on weak ground here, because, as I say, the 
procedures for implementation have not yet been arrived at. I 
can only repeat what 1 said. It was my understanding that it 
becomes selective. It is focused, as again Larry Speaks said, 
on counter-espionage and counter-intelligence questions, not 
lifestyle questions, if you will. 


Q Could you tell us what the more damaging leaks 
were that prompted this order? 


Q In the L.A. Times story on this whole packese of 
things, it talks about those four Eastern-bloc countries we 
discussed yesterday, and says not just that it would be -- the 
State Department would be arranging diplomatic travel for those 
four countries, but any travel. Is that not the case, or is 
that the case? In other words, that the State Department would 
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be doing not just diplomats from those four countries, but 
anybody who wanted to come here from those four countries? 


A No, no. That was clear, I believe, in what -- 
maybe the question wasn't used, but this does not apply to 
tourists. This applies to diplomats and officials. 


Q Does the word “lifestyle” apply to leaks to the 
media? 


A As I say, counter-intelligence and 
counter-espionage questions. Lifestyle questions have to do 


wate various preferences which you may have in your personal 
e. 


Q Well, is this something that is aimed, at least 
in part, in discovering the source of news leaks? 


A I can't help you any further than to say it 
focuses on counter-intelligence and counter-espionage. 


Q Will people who -- 


A Depends on how you see your role, I suppose, 
Deborah. (Laughter) 


Q No. It depends on how you see it. 
-- MORE -- 
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Q Will people who took lie detector tests the last 
time we went around this bush about two years ago -- people 
such as Rick Burt -- be required to retake their tests? Is 
that part of the thing -- to get people who haven't taken them 
in the past to take them, or people who have taken them have to 
take them again, or what? 


a Unfortunately, I just don't have any details of 
that kind at this point which I could share with you. 


Q Let me try one more way -- but -- this would not 
be using -- you were saying it's focused on counter-espionage 
and counter-—intelligeace, but you're not eat on, about in the 
course of investigations of things. You are talking about a 
routine, broad-brush screening thing for everybody. 


A Well, once again, I think that remains to be 
determined as to exactly how it will be implemented. 


Q What do you mean by focus? You mean the 
purpose? I think you mean the purpose -- 


A The purpose. 
-- not the focus of who would take the test, but 
the reason -- the purpose -- of the order is to do something 


about counter-intelligence and counter-espionage; is that your 
point? 


A That's fair, yes. 
Q And those people don't have civil liberties? 


I assume we all have civil liberties, Barry. 


Q They did. Is it -- 

A In the back. 

Q New topic? 

Did you comment yesterday on the situation in the 

Sudan regarding the Sudanese claim that the known terrorists 
have left the country, the ones we'd commented on? 

A I did. I can comment a bit more. 

Q Specifically -- 

A Go ahead. 


Q -- if we know that of these people who have left, 
if any were implemented in the Cleo Noel murder in '73? 











A To that question, no, I don't have an answer. 


Q O.K. I'd still be interested in -- whatever else 
you have. 


a You're still interested. All right. 


In fact, this is in response to the report that some 
did leave: 


We are pleased that several undesirable characters are 
no longer in Sudan. (Laughter.) Their departure is an element 
in the reestablishment of a security climate that would permit 
us to resume regular activities. We have the situation under 
review. Meanwhile, the travel advisory remains in effect. 


Q Does the State Department know who killed 
Ambassador Noel? 


A I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Does the State Department have in its possession 
a tape record of who ordered the killing of Noel? 


A Let me, on the last question -- 


Q Would you look into it? 


A -- I have nothing. But in answer to your first 
question, if you examine the record at that time -- 

Q Right. 

A -- it was through diplomatic pressure on the part 


of the United States that those directly responsible for those 
murders were brought to some sort of justice, even though we 
protested -- 

Q You mean the triggermen. 

A The triggermen. 


& Yeah, but I'm asking -- 


A Even though we protested the nature of the 
justice that was eventually meted out as being insufficient. 











Q Well, there's often a fall guy, but the question 
is: Does the State Department know who ordered the killing, 
and does the State Department have in its possession tape 
recordings which give evidence who ordered the killing? 


Would you take those questions? 

A I can look into them. 

Q Please. 

Q what's an “undesirable character," Chuck? 
A 


I believe we've made that clear in our original 
statement concerning our concerns in Khartoum. 


Q The Foreign Minister did say six or seven known 
terrorists had been ejected or persuaded to leave. Is that 
enough? Are there more? How many do you think there are? 


A I can't go into any further detail. We've never 
given you a total number. So, as a consequence, I'm not 
confirming or denying that that is all, enough, or in any way 
characterizing that number, (except) to say that that was an 
element in our concerns in Khartoum. We've got the situation 
under review. 


Q And can you tell us what other elements are under 
consideration? 

A There were a number of security-related questions 
-- the presence of known terrorists being one aspect of it. 

Q And what were the other aspects? 

A General security questions concerning -- I 


believe at the time I told you that some measures have been 
taken with regard to some of our establishments and 

facilities. There were measures of that kind that we were also 
interested in seeing implemented. 


Q And have those been implemented? 


A I don't have anything further on the situation 
there. 


Q You can't say then the names of these people who 
have left, or whether we have them and can release them? 








A No. 


Q Another question: Do you have anything about the 
Chinese student and the flap that may have been raised by his 
arrest? Berkeley. 


A For the benefit of those haven't been following 
this as closely as Barry -- 


A I haven't been following it very closely. 
A You haven't? 


Q Not very. We have five paragraphs on it, on the 
wire out of Peking, and I wondered if you have a reaction. 


A Some of the original stories said that it was a 


Chinese diplomat. In fact, it was not. It was, as you said, a 
Chinese student. 


A Berkeley campus plainclothesman attempted to arrest 
a Chinese exchange student on the morning of November 18th, 
suspecting that he had been peeping into a girls' dormitory. 
(Laughter.) He struggled, even after the plainclothesman 
called in uniformed campus police. The police took him to a 
Berkeley city police station for booking, where -- according to 
our information -- he continued to struggle. Police soon 
realized that they had the wrong man, as another suspect was 
arrested shortly after the student arrived at the station. 
Nevertheless, they booked him for resisting arrest -- 
(laughter) 


Q Did they give him a lie detector test? 


A -- and interned him overnight in the local county 
jail. 


The Chinese claim the police beat the student, 
although local authorities state that they believe the police 
used no more force than necessary to get him to the station. 


The Chinese Embassy has protested the student's arrest 
and detention and the failure of Berkeley campus police to 
notify the Chinese Consulate General in San Francisco of the 
arrest. 


We've been in close touch with the University, the 
prosecutor, and the defense attorney, as well as the Chinese 
Embassy on developments. We expressed regret to the Chinese 
that campus police had not informed the San Francisco Consul- 
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ate General. We also advised them that final decision on 
whether the charges are dropped will, under our legal system, 
rest with local authorities. 


Q Does the fact that you expressed regret mean that 


the State Department thinks that the case may not have been 
handled as neatly as it should have been? 


A Our regret concerned the fact that the San 
Francisco Consulate General was not netified -- 


Q Yes, but how about -— 

A — as is our normal practice. 

Q -- how about arresting the wrong man and when he 
resists then arresting him for resisting arrest? Does the 
State Department have a position on that as a matter of 
principle, and -- 

fs No. As a matter of -- 

Q -- civil liberties and things like that? 


A No. I don't have a position on that. You'll 
have to talk to the Justice Department. 


Q I'd ask Judge Sofaer, but of course he's out 
visiting -- (Laughter. ) 


Q Can we get a copy of that? It would make very 
interesting reading. (Laughter. ) 


fe That's not a policy statement, but the Press 
Office can heIp you out if there are some details you didn't 
catch. 

The name of — ? 


Q Can you give us the name of the Chi’ se student, 


just to make sure that we are, in fact, talking #'cut the same 
man? 

Q The right one and the wrong one. 

A I can only -- in this case I'm referring to the 


statement by the Chinese Foreign Ministry, and they said the 
Chinese scholar was named -- 


Q Li Hizhi. 








site 


A Right. 

Q Say it again? 

Q Spell it. 

A L-i. Second word: H-i-z-h-i. 

Q H-i-z-h-i. 

Q He's the wrong one. (Laughter. ) 

A Yes. 

Q He's a scholar, not a student? 

Q He became a scholar. (Laughter. ) 

A Who's questioning here? In the corner? Yes. 


Q O.K. Talking about liberties here, what about 
the Soviet soldier's charges today that he was tortured by the 
Afghani Freedom Fighters? Do you have anything on that? 

A No, I have nothing on that. 

Q Chuck, the South Asian Regional Council -- 
abbreviated "SAARC" -- held its first conference in Dhaka, 


Bangladesh. Has the U.S. got a view on this or anything on 
that? 


A For more detailed comments, I'd refer you to the 
Press Office, but the short answer is that we welcome this 
development, on a regional basis. 


But there is some more detailed language, which I had 
yesterday but I don't have with me today. 


Q Have you got anything to tell us about Mr. 
Sofaer's mission? 


a No. 
Q Where is he? 
A He's in Israel. 


Q O.K., thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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THURSDAY, DECEML. : 12, 1985, 12:42 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD ' JLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies :7d gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with a few worcs on the crash of the charter 
aircraft which was carrying about 250 U.S. soldiers who had 
completed a 6-month tour of duty with the Multinational Force 
and Observers in the Sinai. 


Secretary Shultz was shocked and deeply saddened on 
learning of this tragedy, and he will be issuing a statement. 
As you know, he is traveling in Europe, and we'll make that 
statement available to you as soon as possible. 


The details on the crash itself: It crashed after 
takeoff at Gander Airport in Newfoundland. The plane had flown 
from Cairo to Cologne, West Germany, where it refueled; then to 
Gander, New Foundland, where it refueled a second time. Its 
destination was Fort Campbell, Kentucky. The soldiers were 
members of the Third Battalion, 502nd Infantry, of the 10lst 
Airborne Division. 


Interested citizens may call collect to an Army 
hotline, Area 703, 325-0719*. 


The Multinational Force and Observers, known as the 
MFO, is the ll-nation peacekeeping force in the Sinai, which 
observes compliance with certain security arrangements of the 
Egyptian-Israeli peace treaty. 


The United States participates in the MFO along with 
Canada, Colombia, Uruguay, Australia, New Zealand, Great 
Britain, France, Italy, The Netherlands, and Fiji. 


I have several other short announcements, but let me 
take any questions on this particular one before I go further. 


Q Is there any evidence of any sabotage? 





NOTE: Phone number was later changed to: (703) 325-7576 














A At this point there is no evidence whatsoever of 
sabotage. 


Q Can I have a copy now? 


Q Is that being ruled out, or is it being 
investigated? 


A All I can say is that at this point, there is no 


evidence, and, of course, as is always the case, the incident 
will be looked into. But for further details on those kinds of 
questions, I really would have to refer you to FAA and the 
Pentagon. 


Q Can you comment on reports that some of the 
passengers were members of the 101 Antiterrorist Squad? 


A No. I have nothing beyond what I have given 
you. 


Q Do you know anything -- 


A Let me say again that these people were from the 
MFO in the Sinai. 


Q Can we have a copy, please, of the statement? 


a It will take us some time to put it together, but 
yes. 


Q Chuck, were there any dependents aboard, or is it 
merely Army members and crew as far as you know? 


) The information I have is Army members and crew, 
but for the definitive statement, L'd have to refer you to the 
Pentagon. 

Q Were there any women in the force? 

a I don't know. 

Q Chuck, I know you just referred us to DOD and 
FAA, so I don't know if this is covered in it. You say there's 
no evidence at this point of sabotage. The evidence at this 
point suggests what? 

°) That I don't really know. I can't speculate. 


Q Were they all American citizens, including the 


crew? 











a I can't answer that definitively. The aircraft 
was an Aero Airlines charter, which is an American company. 
Whether or not the crew was all Anerican, I don't know. 


Q And all the military were american? 
A That's the information I have. 


Q I just again want to just ask this sort of for 
the record: Does this have -- does this incident have any 
effect at all on U.S. participation in the MFO, or any other 
aspect of that operation? 


A No. It does not. As all of you know, the MFO 
has performed admirably in the Sinai, and we've been quite 
proud of that operation, and it will go on despite this 
unfortunate, regrettable incident. 


Q Why were they using civilian aircraft instead of 
military aircraft? Do you know? 


4 I would refer you to the Pentagon on that. It's 
common practice, I believe, to charter various aircraft for 
these types of movements rather than using a military airlift 
force. 


Q What is the total number of American military 
people in the MFO in a normal time? 


i] I don't really have that. If there is someone 
here -- I believe this is approximately half of the normal 
force, but -- 

STAFF: That background sheet on the MFO. 

MR. REOMAN: I don't -- we have a background sheet 
which you're welcome to have on the MFO, but I don't believe it 
gives that particular number. 


Q Were these people coming home for Christmas, or 
were they at the end of their tours, or what? 


A That question I can't answer. 


Q Didn't you say they had completed their tour, at 
the very beginning? 


a I'll have to go back to what I said. Yes. They 
had completed a 6-month tour of duty. Right. 








Thank you, Deborah. 
Q You said this crash wiped out half of our force? 


a We'll have to look into that, as to what 
proportion of the force that represented. 


Q Chuck, will you talk -- you were asked a question 
about sabotage before. Does that include terrorism? You are -- 


A Yes. 


Q You are ruling out, to the best of your knowledge 
at this point, sabotage, terrorist action of any kind. 


a That's right. 
Q Go to another subject? 
a Let me make my two other short announcements. 


Available in the Press Office are limited copies of 
f th , 1955 to 1957, Volume I, 
“Vietnam,” in case any of you missed that era. Please note on 
the press release the embargo date of December 16, 1985, 6:00 
p.m. One copy per organization, please. A summary, provided 
by the Office of the Historian, is available with the volume. 


Also available in the Press Office today is the 
prepared statement by Ambassador Robert Blackwill, U.S. 
Representative to the MBFR negotiations, before the Arms 
Control Panel of the House Armed Services Committee. 
Ambassador Blackwill testified today at 10:00 a.m. on the new 
NATO initiative and the Vienna negotiations on Mutual and 
Balanced Force Reductions. 


Now, questions? Yes? 


Q Chuck, do you have any comment on, or 
confirmation of, the kidnapping of two Americans in Colombia by 
guerrillas? 


a Yes, I do. On December 11, an armed group 
attacked a jeep and abducted two Americans near a pipeline 
construction site approximately 60 miles north of Cacuta, 
Colombia. One is an employee of Bechtel, and the other works 
for a Bechtel subcontractor. Names are being withheld pending 
notification of the families. The Embassy is in contact with 
Bechtel and the Colombian authorities, but information about 
the incident is still extremely limited. 














Let me add, before you ask, perhaps, at this time we 
don't know who the kidnappers are. We cannot confirm or deny 
reports that it was the People's Liberation Army, es has been 
reported. We are unaware at this time of any confirmed demands 
by the kidnappers. 


Q Would you have any position about the payment of 
ransom for these people? 


f Our position on the payment of ransom is well 
known and longstanding. 


Q Do you have anything on U.S. funding of UNIFIL, 
some suspension or temporary hold-up? 


o The U.S. has consistently supported UNIFIL since 
the force was established in 1978 at our urging and over Soviet 
opposition. Despite the difficulties the force has encountered 
in carrying out its mandate, we continue to view UNIFIL as a 
stabilizing element in south Lebanon and as playing a positive 
role there. 


The Congress, however, in considering the State 
appropriations bill for FY-86, recently cut $18 million from 
our contribution to UNIFIL. We will have no difficulty in 
meeting our financial obligation for the current mandate which 
expires in April. But, unless we find a way of restoring the 
funds, we will not be able to meet our obligation to help fund 
another mandate if one is approved by the Security Council. 


We think it important to keep open the option of a 
mandate renewal, and we will be examining this issue between 
now and April. 


Q But have you done anything in the meantime about 
your support for UNIFIL? Anything physical? I mean, things 


are status quo until April? 


a That's right. 

Q What is -- $18 million, do you happen to know, 
off what? They cut $18 million from. . .? In other words, 
it's a reduction of $18 million, but what is the amount of 
money you have to work with? 

a I'll have to look into that. 


Q Okay. 
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Q Could we have a copy, please? 
7 In this case I'll make an exception. Yes. 


Q When they cut the money, did Congress 
specifically say this 18 million comes out of the UNIFIL 
budget, or did the State Department make the judgment on the 
basis of money which was cut from the general fund? 


a My understanding is that the Cengress cut $18 
million from our contribution to UNIFIL. 


Q Did the Department take @ stand on that question 
when it was before Congress? 


és Yes, we did. 

Q What was it? 

) That we strongly and consistently support UNIFIL. 
And you opposed the Congressional amendment -- 
That's right. 


t 


What might it do now that it's a fact of life, so 


Q 
“ 
Q -- and so forth. 
:. obligations in maintaining peace in the area? 


far as U. 


“ As I said, we're not to that point yet. The 
mandate -- the current mandate can continue until April. 
Secondly, the Security Council has to decide to approve another 
mandate, and in the meantime we will explore how we can best 
address this issue, but I can't give you any further details. 


Q The last possible -- maybe the last question on 
-- have any of the countries expressed any nervousness about 
the situation to the U.S.? 


a I can only say that we have been in touch with 
the Government of Lebanon, with the U.N. Secretary General, and 
with the Governments of the troop-contributing countries 
concerning this development, and we will continue those 
consultations. 








Q So this brings up another question: The 
countries. You told us about the Sinai force. Do you know how 
many countries there are? 


A In UNIFIL? 


Q It's in the file some place, but if you have it 
up there. 


A I don't have the file, but -- 

Q It'll save us time. 

A -- you're lucky. The countries contributing 
troops to UNIFIL are Norway, Sweden, Finland, France, Italy, 
Ireland, Nepal, Fiji, Ghana, and The Netherlands. 


Q Sorry. Could you go through that again, please? 
(Laughter) 


Q Thank you. 


A Norway, Sweden, Finland, France, Italy, Ireland, 
Nepal, Fiji, Ghana, and The Netherlands. 


Q Another question -- another subject, I mean? 
Apparently the bos Angeles ines was correct about lie 
detectors being required now for some thousands, several 
thousand government employees. Was the Times correct about a 


decision to staff the U.S. Embassy in Moscow with Americans 
instead of Soviet nationals? 


°) I don't want to correct you too often, Barry, but 
in fact I think the story referred not only to Moscow but -- 


Q And Leningrad. Yes. 
A To all of Eastern Europe -- 


Q Eastern Europe, right. But Moscow is where there 
has been pressure from the Hill. 


a I'll begin by saying I have no specific comment 
on NSOD 196, which is a classified document. However, the 
Department of State has long been active in efforts to take 
strong, practicable steps to counter the hostile intelligence 
threat against our Embassies abroad. 


Last spring, prior to the issuance of NSOD 196, the 
Department began a program of improving security at our 
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Embassies in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, in part by 
the replacement of certain Foreign Service nationals with 
American employees. 


The Secretary has already approved a plan to enhance 
security at Embassy Moscow by reducing the number of Soviet 
nationals employed at our Embassy. This program will replace a 
substantial number of our locally hired personnel with American 
employees. 


We have also submitted to Congress a request for funds 
to hire some additional Americans for some support positions in 
Eastern Europe. These measures are costly, but they will 
decrease the risk of hostile penetration of our Embassies. 


These initiative are guided by one central standard, 
that every action must be justified in terms of a positive 
contribution to security. We will continue to identify 
positions for which hiring of an American can improve security 
in operations. In the Soviet Union no national employees are 
employed in sensitive jobs, and none have access to any area of 
the Embassy where classified work is performed. 


-- MORE -- 














Q Okay, so two things: The State Department -- is 
it the State Department's initiative and not by Presidential 
Order, correct? And it isn't a removal of all Soviet citizens 
and Eastern-bloc citizens? 


A Uh -- 


Q It seems -- sounds like you're increasing -- 
decreasing their number and increasing the American number, but 
not eliminating all foreigners. 


a I think that's what I just said. 


Q Yeah -- 
A But without specific reference to NSDD 196. 
Q Yeah. I know we can't talk about that, but it 


sounds like a State Department plan. You're talking about a 
State Department-initiated plan. 


q That's right. and which clearly we have been in 
consultation with Congress. 


Q Sure. 


Q Chuck, how many local employees are going to be 
replaced by Americans? 


A I can't give you the exact figures, other than to 
say that in Moscow it is substantial. In the rest of Eastern 
Europe, it is not so substantial. 


Q Thanks a lot. 

Q Can you tell us more about the costs? You said 
this move would be costly. Can you give us a number of the -- 
the amount of millions of dollars of additional cost it will 
take to replace this substantial number of national employees? 


A No, I can't. That figure would vary from country 
to country, depending on what decisions are finally made. 


Q Yeah. But the only one that you referred to 
about substantial numbers was Moscow, so how about in Moscow? 


A How much more would it cost? 


Q Yeah. 
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A I'll see if I can get that. 


Q The figure has been floating around of how much 
it would cost to replace them all. It would allow us to make a 
judgment of how large “substantial” is if we had the figure on 
how much -- 


A You're discouraging me from providing your answer 


Q Oh, excuse me. I withdraw the question. 
(Laughter) 


Q Chuck, could you give us that figure on what 
“substantial number" is? 


A At this point I can't. 
Q Could you try to get that figure for us? 
A I'll try. 
All right. Could you also tell us how long the 
transition will take from the Russians working there now to the 
time when the Americans will replace them? 


A Once again, I'll look into that. Let me simply 
look into that. 


Q Do we have any Americans -- 
(Inaudible) 
A Let's finish this one first, Jim. 


Q --— replace Americans in support -- Americans will 
replace foreign nationals in support positions in Eastern 
Europe. Could you explain what you mean by “support positions?" 


A Well, without getting into the exact definition 
of who is doing what to whom, “support positions” is a fairly 
self-explanatory term. These are people who perform those 
kinds of services for the embassy, which in some cases it may 
be desirable to replace; in other cases it may not be. 


We have people performing functions such as drivers, 
guards, mechanics, and the like. In some cases it may make 
sense; in other cases, security may not be enhanced at all by 
replacing them with more costly Americans. 
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Q But the -—- 


Q I was going to say, the interesting point you 
made just there is that all of the employees who are being 
removed -—- all of the national employees who are being removed 
will only be removed if their removal will enhance security. 
It's not a blanket decision to remove nationals, either 
gradually or otherwise. 


A Not at all. 
Q But it's only if their removal enhances security. 


A I said that one central standard guides these 
decisions: Every action must be justified in terms of a 
positive contribution to security. 


Q New subject, Chuck? 
Q No. Same subject. 
Q Sorry. 


Q Categories. Are you eliminating categories, or 
is it specific people that you're looking at? In other words, 
hypothetically, are you considering eliminating all Bulgarian 
chauffeurs, or -- (laughter) -- are you talking about -- no, 
I'm serious. In other words, are there jobs that you consider 
too sensitive to be in the hands of nationals? Jobs, per se, 
or are you talking about particular situations where you have 
reason to believe it would be wiser to have an American there 
despite the expense? 


A Much more the latter. It would vary on an 
embassy-to-embassy, country-to-country basis. 


To what extent is the -- are the support 
facilities at Embassy Moscow going to be enhanced to 
accommodate the additional American families who will obviously 
have to be stationed there in substantial numbers? With the 
construction incomplete, and so on, I would imagine you'd have 
to do something to take care of these -- I guess we're asking -- 


a It's hard not to give you a flip answer to that 
one, Ralph. But no, to the extent necessary -- what can I 
say? If we're going to take Americans into Moscow, then we 
will take care of their physical needs. We can't do one 
without the other. 


Q Well, families have to move, for example. I mean 
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i) We can't move families in unless we have some 
place to put them. 


So does that mean that the whole project is sort 
of delayed until the construction process is complete on the 
new facilities in Moscow, or -- 


A I can't give you any idea of the timetable. 


Q Does Secretary support the use of lie detectors 
against FSO's? 


cy I'll answer this one, and then Jeff had his hand 
up several -- 


I would start by saying that this Department, in 
accordance with the directive which has been issued by the 
President, will be implementing the policy. As I said 
yesterday, it will take some time, not only for us, but for the 
rest of the government institutions and agencies involved, to 
develop guidelines -- the implementing measures which will be 
necessary . So that as a consequence it will be some time 
before we know exactly what form those will take. 


Q The question is still on the floor -- 


Q Does the Secretary support the use of lie 
detectors on FSO's? 


ts I have nothing beyond what I've given you. 
Q What have you given me? 


ts That the  epartment will be implementing the 
directive. 


Q Over the Secretary's objections, or with his 
total support? 


6 As always, we don't characterize what advice the 
Secretary gives to the President or in Cabinet settings, or -- 
I'm not leading you one way or the other on that one. 


Q Or that you always -- after a decision is taken, 
you always say, “Whatever advice he might have given along the 
way is private." But now that there's a decision, he'll carry 
out, or he'll, whatever the word is, he'll defer to the 
decision. 


a I'm not saying he'll defer to it. I'm saying -- 
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Q Will the Secretary of State -- 


a -- he carries out the instruction like any other 
cabinet members. 


Q Will the Secretary of State allow straps to be 
put on his arm to ask him, you know, where he was last Thursday 
night? That's the question. Will he take a lie detector test? 


A The -- 

Q Or does he consider it an invasion of his privacy? 
a The answer is in two parts. 

Q Huh? 


4 The answer is in two parts. First, to repeat 
what I said yesterday, I don't know. Secondly, to repeat what 
I just said, which is that, for th Secretary, like anyone 
else, we are still in a hypothetical situation, because we 
don't know what the guidelines, what the implementing 
procedures, will be. So you're asking people to make judgments 
on something of which full information isn't available. 


Q Will he try to get the order amended or even 
reversed? 


i) No, I have nothing else. I don't know. 


-- MORE -- 
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Q One other thing, are phone taps part of this 
effort? That is to say, will phones be tapped now in the same 
way that people may be subjected to lie detector tests in order 
eS es out with whom they have had lunch and what they have 
sa 


a That is quite a leap in several senses. 
Q It is not a leap at all. .-It has happened before. 


A First, the National Security directive specifies 
lie detector tests. It says nothing about phone taps. 


Q All right. Then let me ask you this question. 


A Secondly -- secondly -- it says nothing about 
with whom one had lunch or anything to that effect. It says it 
will be counter-espionage and counter-intelligence oriented. 

It will be non-lifestyle. 


Q Non-lifestyle? 


a Non-lifestyle. That means it won't delve into 
your personal preferences. 


Q Not ours, we're reporters. (Laughter.) It 
doesn't apply to us. 


a It does not just apply to government officials, 
but it applies to people who have government security 
clearances of a certain type. 


Q Does it apply -- I'm sorry, but does it apply to 
those who have contact with the press? 


Q Is that part of a lifestyle, or is that 
considered something worthy of listering in on and applying a 
lie detector? 


A This is not directed at the press in any way, 
shape, or form. It is directed at counter-intelligence and 
counter-espionage purposes. 


Q Do you know whether, independent of this 
Presidential ruling relating only to lie detectors, there is 
another ruling that authorizes the use of phone taps to achieve 
the same ends? 


is) I have no information whatsoever on that question. 
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Could you check that, please? 
I would be happy to look into it. 
Chuck, on -- 


Is that enough on personal lifestyles? Okay. 


oD >» © PF 


I have a few questions on the same theme here. 


First, the Administration is opposing a Congressional 
amendment to the China nuclear deal that would impose controls. 


Given that Chinese espionage has only recently been 
detected inside our country, why is the Administration opposing 
the amendment, and what punishment, if any, will the U.S. exact 
from China for its use of espionage? 


a Well, first of all, referring to the question of 
the Senate amendment to the continuing resolution regarding 
nuclear exports to China, that amendment would not have the 
effect of imposing control, as some have argued. Rather it 
would effectively scuttle the US-PRC agreement for peaceful 
nuclear cooperation, which we are about to bring into force. 


The Administration, as you know, is strongly opposed 
to the amendment. If enacted, it would damage U.S.-China 
relations and set back all the progress we have made with the 
Chinese in the non-proliferation area. 


It would impose preconditions on exports to China that 
are not consistent with the agreement. The Chinese have said 
that they cannot accept such preconditions. Neither U.S. law 
nor the treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons 
requires IAEA safeguards, or their equivalent on exports to a 
nuclear weapon state such as China. 


Moreover, the agreement itself provides for mutually 
acceptable arrangements for exchanges of information and visits 
to supply facilities and materials in order to ensure that the 
supplies are used for exclusively peaceful, non-explosive uses. 


The agreement provides an essential framework for 
peaceful nuclear trade between the U.S. and China. It has been 
the subject of intensive Congressional debate and scrutiny, 
especially during the 90-day period of review mandated by law. 


In passing SJ Resolution 238, both the House and 
Senate have expressed approval of the agreement without the 
unacceptable conditions which the Senate amendment would impose. 
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On the question of Larry Wu Tai Chin, let me add that 
in light of the long period of past hostility between the U.S. 
and China, we have never minimized the potential of hostile 
Chinese intelligence activity in the U.S. 


We are naturally disappointed and deeply concerned 
that this individual continued to operate over the past thirty 
years, despite our improving relations. We have protested 
again, as you know, to the Chinese, and likewise U.S. security 
practices are being improved in order to better deal with the 
threat of espionage. 


Q Chuck, there is a raft of reports, some credible, 
some less than credible, but they all add up to declarations 
that Israel now has a stockpile of anywhere from dozens to 
hundreds of nuclear weapons. 


What, if anything, has the Administration done to stop 
Israeli nuclear weapons development? 


a We believe that regional stability in the Middle 
East would be enhanced if all states in the region accepted 
comprehensive safeguards and adhered to the non-proliferation 
treaty. 


We are concerned by the existence of unsafeguarded 
nuclear facilities in Israel, and have made this concern known 
to the Israeli Government. We have repeatedly urged Israel to 
accept comprehensive safeguards, and with respect to nuclear 
weapons, Israel has stated publicly that it will not be the 
first nation to introduce nuclear weapons in the region. 


Q Can the United States, this Administration, put 
more heat on Israel to stop its nuclear weapons development 
program? 


a I believe my answer speaks to that question. We 
have been concerned. Those concerns have been expressed, not 
only with Israel but around the world. We have worked with 
other supplier states strenuously to develop a regime to 
control the export of commodities that have nuclear 
applications and to assure that such exports serve only 
peaceful purposes. 


Q Despite all those efforts, it turns out that 
there is a thriving underground trade in nuclear weapons- 
related technology. Is the Reagan Administration doing 
anything substantive about that? 
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a Well, let me answer one more question. In 
addition to what I just said, that we are pursuing with other 
supplier nations a regime to control the export of commodities 
dealing with nuclear applications, IAEA safeguards on exports 
of nuclear material and technology are a pivotal component in 
this regime. We have cooperated with other suppliers to 
develop so-called trigger lists of specific materials and 
equipment, whose export to non-nuclear weapons states requires 
IAEA safeguards. 


In addition, we have very strict export control laws 
and regulations governing export of many other commodities with 
potential nuclear applications, and we vigorously enforce those 
laws and regulations. 


We also encourage other suppliers to adopt similar 
measures; coordinate closely with supplier governments in 
investigating and taking appropriate action in cases of concern. 


We are not complacent. Along with other suppliers, we 
are continually working to improve this regime. 


Ralph. 


Q Chuck, in connection with the Chin case which you 
mentioned a minute ago, does the Administration believe that 
the new procedures involving lie detector tests would have 
prevented a case such as the Chin case from occurring, since it 
is my understanding that he survived some thirty years of lie 
detector and perhaps other kinds of security tests? 


a I can't comment on the Chin case specifically, 
but it is a known fact that lie detector tests are a tool among 
many in the fight against espionage. It is not a fool-proof 
tool, no. And I don't believe that that is the intent of the 
new directive, but it attempts to add another tool to the 
arsenal and to make its use more widely spread. 


Q All right. More widely spread I can understand, 
but in the case of the CIA particularly, can we assume that 
that particular ruling would not in fact enhance, would not add 
st to procedures which are already in place to stop 
people like Chin from engaging in the kind of activities he 
engaged in over three decades? 


i) I would have to refer you to agency itself for 
that answer, but clearly that is one of the agencies which has 
been using polygraph tests. How extensively and how often, I 
just don't know the answer to those questions. 
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Q I guess the bottom to me seems to be that in an 
agency where that procedure has been in effect, it does not 
seem to have prevented a very embarrassing case like this one 
from taking place. It is hard for observers to see how more 
widespread use of it would accomplish this same goal in any 
other agency. 


a You are not making the argument that the use of 
that test may not have prevented any number af potential Chins 
from implanting themselves over the years. 


Q That's right. I am only making the argument that 
there is one here that -- 


Aa As I said, it is not perfect. 


Q A quick question. Does the State Department have 
any information on the South African defector seeking asylum 
here, Bernard Butler Smith? 


& That is an asylum case, an ongoing one, and, as a 
consequence, as usual, we don't comment on those. 


Q In the past the Department has had a good deal to 
say about the importance of the democratic process in the 
Philippines. Now that two slates of candidates have been named 
for — election, does the Department have any 
comment 


6 This may sound familiar. As we have said 
previously, with regard to individual candidates in the 
Philippine presidential election semeeee": these are internal 
developments in the Philippine political situation about which 
we will not be commenting specifically. 


The U.S. interest in the presidential election remains 
that it be free and fair, and that the results be credible to 
the Filipino people who are the ultimate judge of their own 
political processes. 


Q Chuck, just to follow that quickly, you say ‘° 
these are internal developments and a matter for the Filir 
people. In that regard, how proper is it for a Congressman 
send telegrams suggesting that the opposition unite, or form, 
or something? Is that undue interest in internal affairs in 
the Philippines? 


a I really have no comment on what a Congressman 
may choose to do. I can only speak for the Executive Branch 
and the approach we take to these problems. 
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Q A question on Central America, do you have any -- 
a Anything else on the Philippines? 
Moving right along. 


Q Sorry. Do you have any comment on the various 
and sundry efforts underway to provide either the Nicaraguan 
pocese or | contras with holiday care packages, or anything 
of that sort 


There is one group that is now proposing to spend -- 
to raise $27 million to send to the Nicaraguan people. Do you 
have any comment on any of those? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Chuck, Israeli Radio today, or maybe it was 
yesterday, said that Israel had presented the U.S. Ambassador 
in Israel with a request for $3,555,000,000 in aid for the 
forthcoming budgetary year. 


Can you confirm thst, and do you have any comment on 
the increase that is being asked by Israel? 


a We have no comment at this time on the Israeli 
aid request. Israel's FY-'87 assistance levels are being 
addressed in discussions with Israeli officials, and we expect 
to reach an agreement which takes into account both Israel's 
aid requirements and U.S. budgetary constraints. 


Q Is it true that Foreign Minister -- I'm sorry, 
ee Minister Modai is coming here to have meetings next 
week 


°) I believe that is true, but I will look into that 
and see if we can confirm that. 


Q Chuck, on Israel, do you have anything from the 
U.S. team investigating the Pollard case there? 


a No. 

Q While we are on the subject, Chuck, is it normal 
practice for American security men to go around running 
reporters and TV crews off the road? 


a I have got something for you on that, I think. 
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We have received initial reports of this incident. 
Q Which incident? 
a This incident. Well, let me explain it to you. 


As we understand it, an unmarked rental car was 
following the motorcade in which Judge Sofaer was travelling. 
That was today in the vicinity of Tel Aviv. When this vehicle 
attempted to overtake the motorcade at very high speed, the 
security officer driving the follow-on car took standard 
precautions, attempting to warn off the unidentified vehicle, 
and then forcing the rental car to the side of the road. 


There was minor damage to both cars. The security 
officer identified himself to the occupants of the second 
vehicle and learned they were a C8S camera crew. 


It is regrettable the incident took place, but the 
security officer acted fully in accordance with our security 
procedures. 


Q Does that constitute an apology? 


“ I think it constitutes exactly what I said. I 
said it is regrettable that this kind of thing occurs, but 
given the security situation in the world today, -- 


Q I understand. Understood. 


a -<the security agent acted in accordance with 
procedures. 


Q What is regrettable, then? 


That it happened. I mean, we would like for 
these kinds of things not to happen, but when you are overtaken 
at high speed, when you have attempted to wave off the car, you 
can't be sure. 


Q These were Americans on foreign soil. Now, what 
-— I don't want to get terribly legalistic about this, because 
we don't have Sofaer here to answer the questions -— but what 
right does an American security man driving a car in a 
motorcade on foreign soil have to run anybody off the road? 


a He is there to protect the person -- 


Q But right does that person have? I mean, this is 
an Israeli -- 
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A I don't believe anyone has ever challenged that 
right, Michael. You may challenge it, but I don't believe any 
government has ever challenged that right. It is known that we 
have security people accompanying our officials. Hosts 
governments are aware of that. Hosts governments agree to 
those precautions. As a consequence, when that person is 
called upon to act, he is expected to do so. 


Q So, in this case, you are telling us that there 
was specific agreement for the American security measures by 
the Israeli Government. 


A The Israeli Government knows that we take 
security precautions -- 


Q Is that a blanket approval? 


i. It is a general rule, a blanket rule, that is 
true. 


Q Chuck, you said it was regrettable that it 
happened, and you put it within the context of fighting 
terrorism, a possible terrorist attack. 


Aa Yes. 


Q Isn't the thing that is regrettable, however, the 
fact that the American team was put totally off limits to the 
press, necessitating certain members of the press to go 
hurrying after Judge Sofaer when they see him leave his hotel, 
and go on down to Tel Aviv? Wouldn't this kind of thing be 
avoidable if the Judge made himself available, if the entire 
team made themselves available when possible to the press? 


A As you know, as a general rule we favor maximum 
access, total openness with the press, as I demonstrate here at 
this podium, day in and day out. There are occasions when that 
is not appropriate. In this case, the Judge and his team are 
there to do their job. They are doing it in the way that they 
deem most appropriate and efficient. 


I would add that when you are travelling at some 75 
miles an hour, and an unidentified car, after being waved off, 
suddenly breaks through your security car and approaches the 
car in which your concerned official is riding, you have reason 
for concern. And since you have not been warned that anyone 
will be attempting to film your motorcade, since when a camera 
or whatever appears in the car, you can't be sure, you don't 
know at this point what it is, security men react. 
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Of course, when they find out that it is a CBS camera 
crew, that is regrettable. But, nonetheless, they had to act, 
and they did so. 


Q Why weren't Israeli security men involved in 
this? I mean, I don't mean in the incident, but why weren't 
they around the motorcade? 


a I can't tell you. There may have been, but I 
don't know that. 


Q They acted with restraint. (Laughter.) 
Q Do you have any comment on the Taba talks? 


a The Taba talks. The talks took place in a 
positive and constructive atmosphere, but I can't get into the 
details of substantive discussions. 


Q Chuck, one more on lie detectors, please? Could 
I have one more on lie detectors? You say these procedures are 
being put into place now. Does that mean that as of now, 
nobody in the State Department has to take a lie detector test? 


a I can't speak to the point that absolutely nobody 
is required to take a lie detector test. I just don't know. 
There may be isolated cases where that occurs. But as a 
general policy, as is now being instituted in the context of 
this new directive, no, people do not take lie detector tests, 
certainly not anywhere on that scale. 


Q Chuck, on Haiti, do you have any further 
situation report on what is going on there? There are reports 
that troops are occupying two towns, and that the opposition 
leader who was arrested has not been arraigned, despite Haitian 
law requiring that he arraigned efter 486 hours. 


A I will look into that to get a more detailed 
answer to those questions. I do know that our Embassy and our 
Ambassador have continued to be in contact with Haitian 
authorities, as I said the other day, and that has continued. 


Q A further question on that. The State Department 
is required within the next, I don't know, few weeks to submit 
a certification for Congress on aid to Haiti saying that human 
rights is improving there. 


Is it the position of the U.S. Government that the 
human rights situation is improving in Haiti, and will there be 
a certification to that effect? 
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A As you yourself said, we are still some weeks off 
from that decision. I don't want to prejudge the decision. We 
have to examine all the facts. I am not in a position at this 
point to tell you what our decision will be. 


Q Is there a fixed date when the certification is 
supposed to be due? It is my understanding it could be any 
time. 


A I will look into that. 


Q Is there any comment or reaction to reports that 
some members of the Salvadoran guerrilla movement are thinking 
of going back to Salvador and set up opposition parties within 
the system? 


A I don't have anything that would confirm those 
reports. There have been conflicting reports, some saying they 
would go back, others saying that they wouldn't, so I can't 
confirm those reports as a starting point, no. Was that your 
question? 


Q Do you need a chair? 


A I may need some water before it is through. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Do you have any comments on Guyana's election? 


a Well, the predictable ones, that it is premature 
to comment, but let me just say that there have been a number 
of claims reported in the press about irregularities in 
Guyana's December 9 national elections, but it would be 
premature to react to these charges until additional 
information and official results are available. 


Q Is there a date yet for the Armitage-wWolfowitz 
trip to Hanoi? It has been on and off. 


A I can't give you any more than what we have said 
before, which is that we are willing to meet with the 
Vietnamese but that you could rule out the month of December 
for such a meeting. 


Q I know that, but how about January? There is a 
specific date floating around for January. That's not true? 


2) I can't give you anything further at this point. 
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Q Any developments on your review of the security 
situation in Khartoum? 


A No, nothing new. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:24 p.m.) 











Posted: -pnecember 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the Noon Press Briefing, December 12, 1985 
AMERICAN MILITARY IN MFO 





Q: What is the total number of American military personnel in . 


the MFO? The death toll in the Gander crash represents what 
proportion of US-MFO participation? 


A: -- WE ARE AUTHORIZED 1197 POSITIONS FOR AMERICAN MILITARY 
PERSONNEL IN THE MULTINATIONAL FORCE OBSERVERS IN THE SINAI. 


-- THE DEATH TOLL THEREFORE REPRESENTS APPROXIMATELY 20 


PERCENT OF US-MFO FORCE PARTICIPATION. 














Posted: December 16, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the Noon Press Briefing, December 12, 1985 
Q: Is $18 million the entire US contribution to UNIFIL? 
, A: -- NO. IT IS ONLY PART OF OUR CONTRIBUTION TO UNIPIL. 

FUNDING REQUESTS FOR UNIFIL AND FOR UNDOF (THE UNITED 
NATIONS DISENGAGEMENT OBSERVERS FORCE IN THE GOLAN) ARE 
INCLUDED IN THE SAME REQUEST. A TOTAL OF $51 MILLION WAS 
REQUESTED FOR THESE PEACEKEEPING EFFORTS FOR FY ‘86. OF 
THAT AMOUNT, $39,981 WAS INTENDED FOR UNIFIL. 


-- THE ORIGINAL AMOUNT OF $51 MILLION HAS BEEN CUT $3.6 
MILLION BY THE HOUSE AND AN ADDITIONAL $18 MILLION BY THE 


SENATE, FOR AN OVERALL REDUCTION OF $21.6 MILLION. 














Posted: December 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 12, 1985 noon press briefing: 
NSD ON PHONETAPPING U.S.G. EMPLOYEES? 





Q. Independent of the National Security Directive on 
polygrapnhing U.S. Government employees, is there another 
directive which authorizies phone taps to accomplish the same 
ends ? 


oom NO. 
--ANY FOLLOW-UP QUESTIONS SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE DEPARTMENT 


OF JUSTICE. 











Posted: December 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the Noon Press Briefing, December 12, 1985 
VISIT BY ISRAELI FINANCE MINISTER MODAI 


Q: Is Israeli Finance Minister Modai coming to Washington next 
week? 


A: -- WE UNDERSTAND THAT FINANCE MINISTER MODAI HAS NO PLANS 
TO COME TO WASHINGTON NEXT WEEK. 














A: 


Posted: December 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 12, 1985 noon press briefing: 
USSR: REPLACING SOVIET EMPLOYEES AT MOSCOW EMBASSY 





Can you give us a number of the amount of millions of dollars 
of additional cost it will take to replace this “substantial” 
number of (Soviet) national employees (in Moscow)? 


Could you also tell us how long the transition will take from the 
Russians working there now to the time when the Americans will 


replace them? 

-- FOR MOSCOW, WE HAVE REQUESTED APPROXIMATELY $5.9 MILLION 
FOR FY-86 AND 17.9 MILLION FOR FY-87. THESE COSTS ARE FOR 
SALARIES, START-UP COSTS, FURNISHINGS, HOUSING AND OTHER 
ASSOCIATED EXPENSES. 


-- FOR U.S. MISSIONS IN EASTERN EUROPE (POLAND, HUNGARY, 
BULGARIA, EAST GERMANY, CZECHOSLOVAKIA, ROMANIA) WE HAVE 
REQUESTED APPROXIMATELY $2.3 MILLION FOR FY-86 AND $6 
MILLION FOR FY-87. 


-~- THESE REQUESTS ARE UNDER REVIEW BY OMB, AND OF COURSE 
ARE SUBJECT TO FURTHER ANALYSIS AND MODIFICATION. 


--FuLL IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS PLAN WILL BE 
ACCOMPLISHED BY THE TIME WE MOVE INTO OUR NEW EMBASSY 


TWO TO THREE YEARS FROM NOW, 











Posted: December 12, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 12, 1985 noon press briefing: 
HAITI: SITUATION REPORT ; 





Q: Do you have any further situation reports on what's going on 

in Haiti? There are reports that troops are occupying 2 towns 
, and that arrested opposition leader Hubert Deronceray has yet 

to be arraigned within the 48 hours required under Haitian law. 

A: WE HAVE NO REPORTS OF ANY UNUSUAL TROOP MOVEMENTS. WITH 

RESPECT TO MR. DERONCERAY, OUR AMBASSADOR IN HAITI HAS 
EXPRESSED SERIOUS CONCERN OVER HIS ARREST AT SENIOR LEVELS OF 
THE HAITIAN GOVERNMENT AND HE HAS RECEIVED ASSURANCES THAT MR. 
DERONCERAY WILL BE ACCORDED EVERY DUE CONSIDERATION UNDER 
HAITIAN LAW. WE DO NOT KNOW AT THIS TIME WHETHER MR. 


DERONCERAY HAS BEEN FORMALLY BROUGHT BEFORE A MAGISTRATE, BUT 


OUR EMBASSY WILL CONTINUE TO FOLLOW TH= SITUATION CLOSELY. 








A: 


’ 
Posted¢ December 12, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 12, 13985 noon press briefing: 
HAITI 





The State Department is required...to submit a certification 

for Congress on aid to Haiti saying that human rights is improving 
there....Is there a fixed date when the certification is supposed 
to be due? 


-- THERE IS NO FIXED DATE FOR THIS DETERMINATION. 
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DPC #219 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 13, 1985, 12:40 P. A. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


One announcement -- a reminder, in fact, that Acting 
Secretary of State John C. Whitehead will address the World 
affairs Council of Washington and the Foreign Policy 
Association, ON THE RECORD with questions and answers, tonight 
at 5:30 p.m. at the Madison Hotel, Executive Chambers. The 
topic of the address is Afghanistan. 


Questions? 

Q Can we get a copy? 
i. Of the speech? 

Q Uh-huh. 


) The Press Office will have advance copies late 
this afternoon. 


Q Late! 
Q How late? 


Q How late is “late”? Is it 6:00 o'clock? 
(Laughter) 


Q Don't worry, with your record that means 
Saturday. (Laughter) 


Now, to the business at hand. Jack Anderson has a 
column this morning saying that the United States Government 
has information that William Buckley is dead -- died in a 
Tehran hospital. 





6 Keep going. 








I understood you. 
Pardon? 
Go ahead. 


Q 
6 
v Is that true? 
. As we have said many times, we operate on the 


assumption that all six hostages are alive. 

Q In other words, you think the report is not true? 

& I -- 

Q Or you -- 

“a I stand on that comment. 

Q And there's a report on Kilburn. The New York 

is one day ahead of the masnangton fost You would give 

the same answer, if asked, about Kilburn? 

i) Exactly the same answer. 


Q Do you have anything for us? 

Q What about -- 

& Do I have anything for you? (Laughter) 

Well, let's -- let me ask you on that, though. 

Part of the Anderson account on Buckley is that he was, you 
know, severely tortured and such. Do you have -- what can you 
tell us about how these people are being treated? What do you 
know about that? 

o Nothing whatsoever on that. 

Q You don't know if they're -- 


a In connection with this story, I have no comment 
whatsoever. 


Well, I'm getting that drift. (Laughter) But 
the line used to be not only that they're -- we assume they're 
okay -- they're alive, but we assume they're okay. Do you no 
longer operate on the assumption that they're in good health? 








a I don't believe that has been the standard line, 
Barry. 


Q Maybe it varies, but, anyhow, what can you tell 
us about their condition? Do you know anything? 


A I don't have any new information on their 
condition. 


Q What about location, Chuck? This report said -- 


6 As always, I have absolutely nothing concerning 
that report and, in more general terms, concerning the location 
of any of the hostages. 


Q But you have in the past said -- 


Q But it also has been said from this podium that 
it was believed by the Administration that the hostages were in 
Lebanon. Is it still the Administration's belief that all the 
hostages are in Lebanon? 


bs I have nothing new. I have nothing for you on 
that story. You can believe me, you can continue to ask 
questions, whatever you want, and I'll stand here. But I -- 


Q The story has given us a reason to revive -- but 
she's right. I mean, you used to say -- I know that, but you 
said with great confidence that they're in Lebanon. 


A I would argue with that hypothesis. I would 
simply say that we have not commented on operational aspects of 
this question either concerning those who may be holding them, 
where they may be held, in what condition they may be. We have 
not gotten into those kinds of questions here from this podium, 
and I will stick by that policy. 


Q Have you tried to find out where they are? 


a We make continuous efforts on behalf of the 
hostages in every aspect of that case. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything -- 


Q There was a story out of the Lebanese press a 
week or two, maybe even longer, ago that in fact quoted some 
Lebanese sources, saying that four of them were held in a 
barracks which it named in a place in the Bekaa Valley. Can 
you rule that out? Do we know that that in fact is not where 
they're held? 








a I've answered that question. I have no comment 
on those sorts of questions concerning operational details of 
the hostage situation. 


Q Another subject? What can you tell us about 


Assistant Secretary Abrams' trip to Central America yesterday 
with John Poindexter? 


A I would refer you to the White House briefing 
this morning at which that trip was discussed in great detail. 


Q So you can't discuss the Assistant Secretary of 
State's travels? 


a It was, in the first place, the National Security 
Adviser's trip; Mr. Abrams accompanied. 


Q Can you tell us how long it lasted or -- 


All of that was covered this morning at the White 
House. 


Q Can you give us an itinerary? 
i) That was covered as well. 


Q Do you have anything to tell us about the meeting 
between Deputy Secretary Whitehead and Mr. Reedy, the 
Ambassador of Egypt, today? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Is that meeting related to the crash in 
Newfoundland by any chance? 


a I don't have any information on that meeting. I 
could only characterize it as part of our ongoing diplomatic 
exchange and dialogue, and we don't get into a readout of all 
of these meetings. 


Q Another question on the crash. Yesterday you and 
the Pentagon ruled out sabotage. The Islamic Jihad has claimed 
responsibility now and was pretty specific today, saying that 
the charge was intended to explode in the U.S. Are you still 
ruling out sabotage? 


a Yes, we are. 


Q Why is it ruled out? 





A The same line has been used at the Pentagon and 
at the White House. We have no reason to believe that sabotage 
played any role in this accident. 


Q So to what do you attribute the two or more 
claims of responsibility? 


Q We have three -- 


Q Do you have any comment on that? 


A Other than bad taste? 
Q Yeah. Other than bad taste. 
2) No. I have no other commentary. 


Q Chuck, several wire services carried a story this 
morning about a failed kidnapping attempt in Madrid of a Cuban 
official of the Central Planning Board who had defected in 
Spain two weeks ago. 


Apparently this individual had some very important 
documents in his possession at the time of the failed 
kidnapping attempt. 


Do you know anything about it, since one of the 
individuals with whom he later met was, I understand, an 
American official? 


A No. I don't have anything on that case at all. 


Q Chuck, there's an interview in the New York Times 
today with an Assistant Secretary of Defense, in which he is 
quoted as saying that the flow of intelligence to Israel from 
the United States has diminishec somewhat as a result of the 
Pollard case. 





Is the same situation true with intelligence flowing 
from this Department? 


A In the immediate aftermath of the Pollard case 
and pending a clear assessment of the scope of the compromise, 
some discrete limitations were placed on selected intelligence 
exchanges with Israel. This was a logical and prudent step. 


Q Can you spell “discrete"? 


Q Which one? 


-— 
is 
- 








Q If you have it. 

A C-r-e-t-e. 

Q Which kinds of information has been limited? 

a I'm not going to get into the extent of the 
limitations. 


Q And what's the purpose of the limitation? 


A I have nothing other than to say that it was a 
logical and prudent step. 


Q Is this still in effect, or is this now over with? 
a No. That is still in effect. 

Q And how long you expect it to be in effect? 

a I really can't speculate on the duration. 


Q Is the duration of it linked to the investigation 
into Pollard, wrapping it up? 


fa I really can't tie it to any particular event. 
I'm just not -- I'm not in a position to discuss the duration. 


Q And the same story in the New York Times says 
that one of the two assignments of the Sofaer commission is to 


discover if any further Israeli intelligence operations were 
active inside the U.S. Government. As I understand what you 
said earlier this week, that's not true. 


fa I have nothing new for you on the Sofaer 
mission. What we have said stands. 


Q But you still define that phrase, "related 
activities," to mean only the immediate associated events of 
the Pollard family. 


A Yes, I do. As I said, all aspects of the Pollard 
case. 


Q And nothing further than that? 


A That's what I said. 











Q Do the raids yesterday or last night into three 
places in the United States in connection with possible illegal 
transfer to Israel of technology have some foreign policy angle 
or is somehow related to the Pollard case? 


A The best I can say at this point, there's no 
apparent connection with the Pollard case. 


Q How about in connection with some other question 
between the United States and Israel? 


A I don't have any other information. 


Q When you say, “There's no apparent connection 
with the Pollard case," apparent to whom? 


a This is an ongoing investigation. By that very 
fact, I have to caveat “apparent” as an appropriate word. 


Q The question of this illegal transfer is an 
ongoing investigation, is that right? 


6 That's right. 


Q But is the U.S. Government looking into Israel 
acquiring in an illegal fashion U.S. high technology? 


) I can't get into this case at all because it is 
an ongoing case. If there is anything to be said, it will be 
said by the Justice Department. 


Q And further regarding Israel, I brought up 
yesterday the question about the visit from the Finance 
Minister. Did you find out anything about that? 


fe We didn't get the answer to that question yet. 
We'll take another look at it though. 


Q Chuck, on the same subject? Doesn't all this -- 
temporarily suspending intelligence-sharing at all -- doesn't 
this strain the State Department's relations with Israel? 


fa I really have nothing at all new for you on that 
question. We've addressed those kinds of questions throughout 
this episode, and there's been no change to our position. 


Q Chuck, coming back to the crash for just a 
second, aside from the investigations being conducted by 
Canadian authorities -- and presumably with the cooperation of 








American civil aviation authorities and so on -- is the 
Administration undertaking any sort of a review of the policy 
that guides the use of charter planes, the use of low-bid 
contractors and so on as a result of this crash? 


a That's a question that should appropriately be 
addressed at the Pentagon. It's my understanding that the 
Pentagon will be happy to address those kind of questions with 
you. 


Q Chuck, can I go back to the Pollard case for a 
moment? I want to make sure that I understand the scope of 
what you're saying about the intelligence. 


Are you talking only about the State Department's 
sharing of information with the Israelis or are you also 
talking about the CIA and other agencies? 


a I am speaking more broadly than the State 
Department. I speak of the United States Government. 


Q Chuck, on that U.S.-Soviet environmental 
agreement, the White House apparently has taken care of any 
announcements; but can you explain, from a diplomatic view, why 
the United States acted as if the agreement wasn't as far along 
as it was? Was it sort of a sense of suspense you were trying 
to project or -- what was behind withholding this information? 


a Let me give you a little background without 
specifically answering your question. 


Q O.K. (Laughter. ) 

It happens all the time here. That's fine. 

Q It's an honest admission. (Laughter .) 

Q On Angola or on the question at hand? 

6 This was in fact the ninth meeting. 

Q Definitely. And the summiteers were the ninth -- 

“ EPA Administrator Lee Thomas headed the U.S. 
Delegation on the Ninth Joint Committee Meeting of the 


U.S.-Soviet Agreement on Environmental Protection, which has 
been in force since it was signed in 1972. 


This meeting, which was held November 13 to 18, was in 
response to the President's desire to revitalize mutually 
beneficial U.S.-Soviet scientific cooperation 











The President has specifically cited the importance of 
environmental cooperation. 


It was the first Joint Committee Meeting under the 
environmental agreement since 1979, the ninth since 1972. 


The meeting in Moscow provided for joint evaluation of 
U.S.-Soviet environmental projects since 1979 and discussions 
of new areas where cooperation and exchanges between the two 
countries’ environment scientists would be mutually beneficial 


Another meeting of the Joint Committee is scheduled 
for Washington in late 1986. 


In Geneva, the two leaders reaffirmed the importance 
of cooperation in preservation of the environment through joint 
research and practical measures. 


I think interwoven in all of that is an answer to your 
question. 


Q Well, not really -- 


Q May we have a copy of that, Chuck, please? 
There's a lot of dates and things there. 


a Sure. 


Q I'm not sure that really answers it, but let's 
try it this way: 


Indeed, wasn't the meeting -- the November 13 to 18 
meeting -- sort of a watershed meeting where a lot was done? 
And, it having been the first meeting since Afghanistan -- the 
first meeting in six years or something -- didn't they pretty 
much wrap up a whole series of agreements? And, if so, why at 
the summit was it made to appear that, you know, we're sort of 
just having talks with them? 


Why was this withheld? Was there some problem over 
the agreements, holding -- 


a To the best of my knowledge, Barry, there was no 
sinister motive in this. When you use the word “withheld” or 
"not released,” etc. -- 

Q Well -- 


& -- I have no reason to believe that that figured 
in the calculation. 
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As you're aware, this meeting was going on virtually 
on the eve of the summit -- in fact, it was the eve of the 
Summit -- 


Q Well, there were meetings -- 


a -- and as a consequence -- end it will be an 
ongoing process, and it is now an agreement that has now 
existed for thirteen years. 


Q Well, I'll drop it, I'll drop it, because I don't 
think we'll ever get to the bottom. But I mean, you know, they 
announced agreements at the summit that weren't agreements, 
and they didn't announce an agreement that they had. And I'm 
trying to figure out, you know, the thinking or the brainwork 
that's involved in that type of approach. But I guess I won't 
find it here. 


Q Chuck, yesterday a group of religious leaders -- 
American religious leaders -- including the Catholic Bishop of 
Detroit -- announced a program of raising $27 million by next 
June in humanitarian aid to the people of Nicaragua, in effect 
to match the $27 million being given by the U.S. Government to 
the Contras on the other side. 


Do you have any comment on it? 
2 No. 


Q Chuck, on this, can you comment? Do you have any 
further information on the Contra claim that the SAM-7 missiles 
that they used to down the Soviet helicopter were purchased in 
Czechoslovakia? 


a No, I don't. I believe the Contras are speaking 
for themselves on this question. 


Q Two questions, please. One -- 


Q It seems -- on the same topic? Same topic as 
that? Excuse me. 


Some of the Contra claims have been it was an MI1-24 
and not an MI-8 that was shot down, which contradicts what has 
been said here before 


a I can't clarify that. 


Q You don't speak for the Contras? 
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a I don't speak for the Contras. (Laughter. ) 
Q Well, but what do you think happened?. 


a I'm not sure what the importance of the question 
is, frankly. 


Q Well, it's of big importance. 
i It was a helicopter, I think we both agree. 
Q Yeah. It's of pretty big importance, actually. 


Two questions: Has the U.S. Government made a 
decision to ask the Congress for money for military aid for the 
rebels in Nicaragua? 


2 Again, that question was answered at the White 
House briefing this morning to the extent that Larry Speakes, 
or the briefer, said that our policy is under continuous review. 


Assistant Secretary Abrams said last week again that 
it has always been our position that the Contras should be 
aided. 


But 1 can't give you anything new beyond those two 
statements, which are on the record. 


Q The second thing is the L.A. Times reports today 
that the State Department and the Justice Department are 
looking into the possibility of issuing a warrant for the 
arrest of Yassir Arafat in connection with the Noel murder of 
March 1973, and I'd like to ask you what you have on that. 


7 l answered that question te some extent two or 
three days ago. 


Did we in fact post it? 

STAFF: Wo. 

i. We did not post a total answer, but we'll attempt 
to do that. But I don't have anything beyond what I told you 
the other day. 


Q Do you know how serious the effort is? 


“ The extent of my answer was to review the bidding 
with you concerning what happened in 1973. 
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Q No. I'm asking you whether the effort now is «a 
serious one. 


a I don't have anything for you. 


Q This report that the Press Office handed out on 
the United States Advisory Commission on Public Diplomacy. 
specifically involving public diplomacy and how to counter 
terrorism, has a lot of critical —— to say about the State 
Department and its insensitivity and delay in dealing with the 
needs of the USIA. 


Do you have any response up there to any of these 
criticisms? 


a No, I don't. 


Q Will you look into that to see if in fact there 
has been a State Department response? 


a I'll take a look at it. 


Q Chuck, do we have any -- have we been in contact 
with the Government of Iraq about the possible relocation or 
apparent relocation of some PLO headquarters and other 
operation to Iraq, given our recently improved relations with 
pe and the Secretary's comments just the other day about the 
PLO 


a I don't have anything for you on that. 


Q Thanks a lot 


(The briefing concluded at 12:57 p.m.) 








Posted: December 13, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the noon press briefing of December 13, 1985 
ADVISORY COMMISSION SPECIAL REPORT ON TERRORISM AND PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 





Q. The Report of the U.S. Advisory Commission, specifically 
the section involving Public Diplomacy and Counter-terrorisn, 
is critical of the State Department and its insensitivity anJ 
delay in dealing with the needs of the United States 
Information Agency (USIA). Would you respond to this 
criticism? 


A. THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE UNDERSTANDS THE NEEDS OF USIA. 


USIA AND THE DEPARTMEPT HAVE AGREED UPON AN OVERSEAS 
SECURITY PROGRAM. 


THE PURPOSE OF THE SECURITY MEASURES TAKEN WILL BE TO 
PROTECT USIA PERSONNEL, FACILITIES AND FOREIGN VISITORS TO 
THOSE FACILITIES AGAINST ACTS OF TERRORISM WITH AS LITTLE 
INTERFERENCE AS POSSIBLE IN USIA'S PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 
MISSION. 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 16, 1985, 12:25 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
Let me begin with two statements. 


First, Secretary Shultz sent the following message of 
condolence to Mrs. Carlos P. Romulo and the Romulo family 
December 16, key elements of which were as follows, and I quote: 


Americans share the loss of Carlos P. Romulo even as 
we share the pride of Satece= in his i ated 
accomplishments. " . : 


| Americans will never forget General Romulo's 
perseverance in the defense of freedom and the 
promotion of peace. He was a Philippine patriot who 
\ remained a faithful friend of the United States. No 
one made a larger contribution to the work of the 
United Nations. No one spoke more eloquently about 
_the need for peaceful solutions to international 
problems. No one worked more tirelessly or 
effectively to encourage regional cooperation in 
Southeast Asia. . 


The General was truly a Renaissance man. Few have 
ever achieved such distinction in so many fields over 
such an extended period of time He set a standard of 
excellence in his conduct as journalist, educator, 
politician and statesman that few can match and none 
can exceed. As a friend, he was stalwart and loyal 


We shall miss his amusing anecdotes and his sharp wit 
as much as his wise counsel. All Americans join us in 
‘celebrating his life and mourning his death 


Secondly, we note that a land mine explosion killed 
Six people in northern Transvaal We condemn this violence as 
we have all other violent acts in southern Africa 


Reports indicate that this latest incident relates to 
earlier ones in the last three weeks in this same area of the 
northern Transvaal. 








We understand that the governments of Zimbabwe and 
South Africa have agreed to talk about their joint security 
concerns in a realistic, reasonable manner. 


In light of this most recent event, it is all the more 
urgent that the two governments pursue these talks aimed at 
maintaining peace along their borders. 


Questions? 
Q Copy of that? 
“ Yes. 


Q The Supreme Court this morning cleared the way 
for the extradition to Israel of a man -- I'm not sure if I'm 
pronouncing it right -- Demjanjuk, or something like-that; | 
“Ivan the Terrible,” by nickname. Is the Secretary of State- 
prepared to sign the extradition order? 


a I'll have to look into that one, Jim. I don't 
have anything on that. _ 


Q Case was done up this morning. One other 
outstanding thing. In his Saturday radio broadcast, President 
Reagan said, “It is now clear that the Nicaraguans were 
connected with that M-19 assault on the Colombian Supreme 
Court." Do you know what evidence is now clear? 


a We have produced evidence and published evidence 
concerning the links between the Sandinista Government and the 
M-~19 over the past several weeks. 


Just to summarize, we have reliable information which 
indicates a close and long-standing relationship between the 
Sandinistas and the M-19. Specifically, there is clear 
information showing that the Sandinistas assisted the M-19 
group that was responsible for the assault of the Colombian 
Palace of Justice. 


But for the specifics, I would refer you to the 
information we've made previously available. 


Q “Assisted” -- do you mean assisted in the assault 
or assisted in some other way or time, or what? 


a the Sandinistas assisted the group that was 
responsible for the assault. I'm talking ebout assistance to 
the group I can't do any better than the words themselves 





Q But the words leave open two possible 
interpretations. One, if you're saying they assisted the group 
in the assault, and the other not. 


a If you're assisting the group and the group 
assaults the Palace, what more can one say? 


Q A lot -- like were they there, or did they just 


provide them with the means to carry out the assault? I guess 
that's -- 


a I 2c °t believe any of that ever says that they 
were there. It says it assisted the group that carried out the 
assault. The nature of that assistance to the M-19, I would 
refer you, as I just did, to the information we've previously 
made available. , a 
, Q Well, how long ago was the assistance -~ two 
years ago, two days ago? 


A . I would refer you to the information that's been 
made available. It has those kind of details in it. 


Q Chuck, having read it, the published information 
that the State Department has put out, as far as I know it 
makes no specific allegations about the Palace of Justice 
seizure. 


i) What I'm saying is, the material -- the 
assistance went to the M-19 Group that was responsible for the 
assault. 1 believe those words speak for themselves. 


Q Is this kind of information relying on what you 
get from Contra sources? 


i) We have reliable intelligence information, and we 
stand by our statements. 


‘Q If I could just follow that -- 


Q Do you have anything about what the Colombian 
Foreign Minister said to the Colombian radio station, that he 
did not believe there was any link between the Nicaraguans and 
the seizure of the Palace of Justice? That appears to 
contradict, at least, the gist of what you're saying. 


Aa I can repeat my statement for you if you want, 
but we stand by the statements of the Secretary and the 
President concerning that link. 


Q Is the meeting with Mr. Whitehead and the 
Colombian Ambassador, would that have any relation to this 
incident -- today? 





“a I don't have any information on that meeting. 
But Mr. Whitehead is routinely meeting with ambassadors from a 
wide variety of countries represented here in Washington. As a 
consequence, as you know, we don't comment on diplomatic 
exchanges, and routinely they cover a broad spectrum of 
bilateral and regional issues. 


Q Do you have any kind of situation report on the 
Syrian-Israeli dispute over placement of Syrian anti-aircraft 
missiles, either a situation report or American views of what 
one side or the other are doing? 


a A general statement. I don't have any situation 
report. 


The United States opposes any escalation of tensions 
in the region or resort to military force. Such actions would 
not be in the interest of Israel, Lebanon, Syria or the United 
States. 


Accordingly, we have called upon Israel and Syria to 
exercise restraint. Actions of this kind would harm the 
prospects for advancing the cause of peace and would also 
undermine stability in the region. 


—Q Copy? 
A (Nodding affirmatively. ) | P 
Q (Inaudible) which kinds, Chuck? 
a Actions which did not exercise restraint. 


Q That's not what your statement said, Chuck, 
though. Look at it again. 


i) We call upon them to exercise restraint, i.e., in 
their actions. Actions which are contrary to that spirit would 
not help-in advancing the cause of peace and undermine 
stability. 


Q You're specifically not confirming the movement 
of any missiles closer to the Lebanon border in Syria, is that 
correct? 


a No, I'm not taking upon myself to confirw or deny 
the facts in the story. 


Q Is the U.S. engaged directly in mediating the 
differences between the Israeiis and the Syrians on this issue? 








A As always, I won't go into the details. But, as 
I said, we have urged restraint upon all the parties. I would 
note that there was one report saying that we had conveyed some 
sort of a threat or a warning from one side to the other. It 
would be inaccurate to characterize any of our -- our role in 
any way as concerning threats. That's not been involved in any 
of the messages which we have conveyed in our on-going effort 
to avert escalation in the cycle of violence in the area. 


Q Chuck, do you go along with the Israeli pretext 
that the Syrian deployment interferes with Israel's right to 
reconnaissance flights over Lebanon? 


2) Your question is what, exactly, then? 
Q Well, the Israelis are saying that -- 
2) You've got several interwoven there. 


Q --in effect, that the Syrian deployment of any 
such missiles interferes with their right to conduct 
reconnaissance flights over the Bekaa Valley. Are you going 
along with that line of logic? 


“ We have consistently expressed strong support for 
the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Lebanon. At the 
same time, we have supported efforts to achieve full security 
for Israel’ s northern border. 7 


One of the principal reasons why we have urged 
restoration of a strengthened central government in Beirut, one 
able to exert its authority throughout Lebanon, is precisely so 
that the Lebanese themselves can assure that their territory is 
not used as a launching pad for terrorists acts against any 
state. 


Q Those actions -- your general statement about 
restraint in actions, one of those sort of actions moving 
missiles’ around? Or are you talking about actions in the wake 
of the movement of missiles? 


A I'm talking about any actions which, as the 
statement indicated at the start, would escalate tensions. ['m 
not going to characterize each and every move as to whether or 
not it would be escalatory or increase tensions. 


We are concerned more broadly with the preservation of 
peace and stability in the region. 





Q All right, on something else. The Secretary, at 
his last news conference, said Mr. Murphy had heard some 
interesting things about Syria's views. 


Did Mr. Murphy hear anything along these lires, or is 
this a surprise to you all that Syria would move their missiles 
this way? 


A I can only reiterate that we have been in touch 
with the parties; we have been urging restraint on all the 
parties, and I can't go any further than that in specific 
diplomatic exchanges. 


Q Chuck, your statement talked about -- made 
reference to opposing any escalation. What escalation are you 
talking about then? 


a Escalation of tensions. | 
Q But -- I mean escalation of tensions in exchanges 
of words or. the messages that you -- the only thing you've 


referred to specifically is an exchange of messages that you 
said the U.S. conveyed. 


_ I'm not quite sure I understand what escalation you're 
referring to. Any escalation -- basically, your statement 
applies to -- it could have been made a year ago, two years 
ago, ten years ago and it would still be valid and that's what 
it refers to; or are you referring to any escalation -- 


a Perhaps it would have been valid. It takes ona 
special validity in the current context where there have been 
charges and counter-charges, where there is clearly the 
possibility for escalating tension. And I'm telling you that 
in response to those tensions we're urging restraint, and we 
have been in touch with all the parties. 


Q So your reference to escalation refers to 
exchanges of charges and counter-charges? 


a That's right. 

Q It's the charges that are escalatory? 

A It's the whole patter: of activities in the 
region, Ralph. I'm not going tc cify them in any more 


detail for you, and we all know vw>ec's happening there. 








Q In light of those developments, did you urge the 
Israelis to stop their reconnaissance flights over Lebanon to 
avert or avoid such confrontation with the Syrians? 


.) I'm not going to go into the details. I'm only 
going to say that we've been urging restraint on all parties. 


Q With all due respect, Chuck, we don't all know 
what's going on over there. The U.S. Government knows a lot 
more than most of us know about what's actually going on over 
there, and that's the reason for the question. 


What I want to know is -- 
4 I can't help any further on that. 


-- is your statemért “in response to anything | 
specific that's going on over there, and your answer was, no, 
it's in response to charges and counter-charges but not in 
response to any specific action that actually took place on the 
ground. 


a I didn't say the latter, that it was not in 
response to any specific actions. I simply didn't confirm 
which actions it might be in response to. 


No, I see no need for me to get into any further 
definition of who is doing what to whom. Sorry, but I can't do ° 
that. 


Q To go back to your previous point, you said that 
you've constantly expressed strong support for the sovereignty 
of Lebanon. 


Would that mean necessarily that the sovereignty would 
be violated by drones, for example, used for reconnaissance 
flights by the Israelis over the Bekaa Valley, which might 
prompt this escalation? 


a I could repeat the whole statement for you 
Q I said specifics. 
a I said support for the sovereignty and 


territorial integrity. At the same time, we have supported 
efforts to achieve full security for Israel's northern border. 
There are several aspects to that answer. 


Q Did that sovereignty -- fine, but what does that 
sovereignty entail? 





a I'm not going to define what it details for you. 
What do you expect me to say? 


We have said that we wish for the installation of a 
central authority in Lebanon capable of exerting sovereignty. 
That clearly doesn't exist today. 


Q Yes, but if you want to respect that sovereignty, 
how would you define it? How would you characterize it? 


a One would need a central government in Beirut 
capable of asserting the authority in the country to exercise 
that sovereignty. 


Q So short of that, the Israelis should be free to 
take such actions, then, since that sovereignty doesn't exist? 


a I've given you my answer and I can repeat it 
again, but I can't give you anything more than that. But I 
won't do it a third time to save everyone else. 


Q Is the U.S. in support of those actions.taken by 
Israel? 


A I've answered that question. In response, I 
refer you to the words I just used. 


Q Chuck, last month there was a dog fight between . 
the Syrians and Israelis and two MiGs were knocked down. And 
as a result of Israel's taking the freedom of action by having 


reconnaissance flights over Lebanon -- just not the Bekaa 
Valley -- and the chief of staff, going to my colleague's 
question, said that since there is no -- nobody rules the 


country, so they are free to go and fly all over Lebanon and 
these reconnaissance flights which is the chief of staff of 
Israeli forces. You agree with this logic or do you have any 
different opinion about flying over a sovereign country that 
you support with your statement? 


A I'm not going to have any comment at all on those 
comments. I've given you what I've said, and I'm not going to 
go beyond that. 


Q Another subject? Do we know the whereabouts of 
Ethiopia's top relief official? 


Q Can we stay on the Middle East, please? 


Q Can we stay on that subject for a few more 
minutes, please? 





a Sure. 


Q Okay. I would like to ask you something. Is -- 
I mean, I know you didn't want to answer some of Ralph's 
questions. Can you answer the other side of it? That is, is 
Syria, by placing missiles on its territory north of, south of, 
whatever it is, on Syrian territory, an escalation or 
contributes to the escalation of tension that you talked about? 


Aa I have said that I'm not going to go into 
characterizing specific actions. 


Q Do you characterize Lebanor as a sovereign 
country, actually or potentially? 


4 What we have said is what we need in Lebanon is a 
strong central government able to exercise its authority so 
that Lebanese sovereignty can, in fact, become a reality. 


Q So it's only a potential sovereign country? It's 
not an actual sovereign country? 


a It is clear that there are limits in the 
capability of the Central Government of Lebanon to exercise the 
rights normally associated with a sovereign government, but 
that does not say that it is any less sovereign. 


Q Do you have anything on Israel's request to find 
out why there was a Customs probe? 


Q Can we ask the Ethiopian question? 
6 If we're going to move out -- 
Q Well, this is still in the same area. Oh, okay. 


Q Let me ask one on the thing you've been on. In 
asking the various countries in the area to exercise restraint, 
has the United States given any specifics of what it would like 
to do toward that end or has it just made a generalized 
statement along these lines? 


A No, we've been actively involved with the parties 
in the region to tity to ensure that there is no escalation and 
that restraint will be the watchword of the day. 


Q So do I take it that it has had some specific 
things to recommend or suggest? 








10 


A We're just not going back and forth with 
platitudes. We are engaged, and we're participating. 


Q Chuck, one last thing on this. In the absence of 
that sovereignty that the United States Government looks for 
Lebanon to achieve, Israel can therefore fly over Lebanese 
territory and so can Syria? Is thut -- can we deduct that? 


A I'm sorry. I'm just not going to go into that 
any further than I have already as to what people may or may 
not be able to do. 

Q Chuck, to stay with the Middle East, do you have 
anything on the progress of investigations by the United States 
team in Israel? 


a Let's see, I'm not gding to have to answer that 
question at all because Barry is going to leave now. 


Oh, you're coming back? 


Q Well, I don't know. I mean, we're going to go 


over the -- 
Q Unfortunately, on your question concerning Mr. -- 
a Dawit? 
Q -~-Dawit. Following our standard practice, on 


questions involving or potentially involving asylum, we don't 
confirm or deny any such requests in.order to protect the 
individuals, their families, - 


~~MORE-- 
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Q I asked if you knew where he was, if you knew if 
he's in this country? 
6 The best I could say is that he had meetings here 
in his official Ethiopian Government capacity last month with 
4.S. AIO officials. 


Q He also was in Europe last menth. You don't know 
adhere he's perched right now, do you? 


“ I don't know. 
Q Is he in the United States? 
i) I can't tell you. 


Could you get on to my question? Anything on the 
calls for the reasons for the customs raid probe? Reasons? 


“ Let me see here. | 
Q I hope you've made sense out of my question. 
a I'm not looking for much here, but -- 


Your question is -- 
Q You may (inaudible) 
i) ~—- what aspect of that? I don't really, [ think, 
have anything I can add to what's been said before. It's a 
case under investigation. As a consequence, I'm going to be 
very limited in anything I could say. 


Q Can you say anything else besides that? Is the 
U.S. going to give Israel an answer? 


2) An answer to what? 
°Q Why the customs raid probe took place? 
A I'd refer you to Justice on that 


Q Is it part of the climate of the Pollard 
investigation? 


i) We said, at least when asked over the weekend -- 
and I suppose not all of you asked -- that we did say that no 
Israeli nationals or agencies are implicated in this case at 
this time. 
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Q Does Israel have the right to question other 
governments’ acts within its own borders, just like in this 
case here? 


ro What is your question? 


Q Does Israel have the right to question the U.S. 
about those acts taken by the U.S. Government? 


a Governments question each other all the time. 
That's what diplomacy is all about. So if you're trying to say 
is it unusual that someone should -- that we should have an 


exchange with another government, no, not at all. 
Q Even if it is an internal matter? 
a I still don't see the bearing of the question. 


See, these businessmen all claim that they hae 
Pentagon approval for their sales to Israel, although they 
admit there might have been some mixup in the paperwork. 

a That all falls within the domain of the Justice 
Department. I can't tell you what the details of their case 
are. Only they can decide how much they can talk about at this 
time. Because it is a case under investigation, I don't think 
you'll find them particularly forthcoming at this stage. 


y (Inaudible) 
a But I still would refer you to them 
Q Chuck -- 


Q Do you have anything on the results of Assistant 
Secretary Wolfowitz's trip to Laos? 


a Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz, accompanied by his 
Special Assistant Robert Downen and Richard Childress of the 
National Security Council staff, visited Vientiane, Laos, 
December 15 and 16, for discussions with the Government of the 
Lao People's Democratic Republic. It was Mr. Wolfowitz's first 
visit to Laos, and the first visit by an official of his rank 
since 1978. 


The Assistant Secretary and his party were received 
cordially by the Lao Government. Topics discussed included 
efforts to account for United States servicemen missing in Laos 
from the war in Indochina, and other issues of bilateral 


concern. 
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Assistant Secretary Wolfowitz thanked the Lao People's 
Democratic Republic for its cooperation to date on the POW/MI1A 
issue, particularly for its excellent performance on the joint 
crash site excavation in fakse in February of this year and 
stressed the need to accelerate efforts to resolve this issue. 


In that connection, he discussed plans for the joint 
crash site excavation to be conducted during the current dry 
season, and other aspects of Lao/U.S. cooperation on this 
important subject. The Lao indicated that they have selected 
another crash site for joint excavation and will be making 
arrangements with us shortly for an initial survey. They also 
reaffirmed their willingness to conduct additional joint 
excavations during the dry season. 


The discussions proceeded in a constructive 
atmosphere. He departed Vienttane December 16 for Rangoon for 
talks with the Burmese Government. 


Q Copy. please? 

“ Okay. 

Q Philipines?. Anything on Philipines? 
A No. 

; Q Okay. This special question. President Marcos . 
publicly yesterday, saying that the -- you know, Presidential 
elections will not hold because of the constitutional agreement 
-- gimmick, you know. So the elections will postpone ~-- might 
postpone. Are there anything? (sic) 

a [I haven't seen anything to that effect, or 


anything that would lead me to believe that they're not going 
to go forward February 7, as currently specified. 


Q Any comment on Marcos' charges that the U.S. is 
actively aiding the opposition? 

a No. As we've said before, our interest in these 
elections -- free, fair, credible elections ~- and the Filipino 


people will be the judge of the processes, and how they're 
implemented. 


Q Chuck, how do you feel about President -- the 
Guatemalan President-elect's visit to Managua, his call for a 
Central American parliament, and his criticism of U.S. policy 
in Central America? 
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“ I don't have any specific comments concerning the 
various subjects which you just raised. President-elect Cerezo 
is making a private visit to the United States on December 16 
and 17. While here, he will meet with various high-level . 
officials in the Executive Branch and in the Congress to 
discuss matters of interest to our bilateral relations. 


We look forward to learning of the President-elect's 
plans for governing, and his ideas on regional issues. 


Q Is he going to be meeting with anyone in the 
State Department? 


i I don't have an itinerary yet. 
Q He's here tomorrow morning. 


“a I was going to say, I would be fairly certain 
that he would be seeing people here, but I don't know yet. 


Q Chuck, do you have any reaction to the Israeli 
Government not allowing moderate Palestinians from the West 
Bank to travel to Amman to consult with PLO Chairman Yasser 
Arafat about the peace process? 


a It's clear that West Bankers and Gazans have a 
unique contribution to make to the peace process, which in the 
first instance involves their future. It is, therefore, 
unfortunate that they were unable to travel to Amman and have 
their own impact on events there. 


Q Will this be considered as stifling the peace 
process by the Israelis? Do you have anything to say besides 
this statement that since you are party to the negotiations 
now, are you going to be part of the negotiations? 


a No. I wouldn't want to make any links ina 
broader context with this particular incident. 


Q You're hoping for Israel to rescind this decision 
or possibly allow them to go and travel and consult with the 
PLO, which is, as you say, under certain circumstances will be 
entitled to share in the peace process? You know, under 
certain circumstances, the recognition of 242/338, and all of 
this? 


a I'm not going to go into all of those questions 
again, where there's been no change in the U.S. position. I 
only made one specific comment, that in this particular case 
these 
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West Bank -- West Bankers and Gazans -- we believe it's 
unfortunate they weren't allowed to make this trip to Amman 


Q Do you have any further information on the 
kidnapping of two or three Americans in southern Chad? 


“ We're going from continent to continent here 


The two American employees of ESSO Chad, engaged in 
field exploration work in the southern part of the country, 
were abducted from their vehicle on November 23 by 
anti-government insurgents. The Americans were rescued 
unharmed on the morning of December 8 as a result of a raid by 
Chadian Government soldiers. 


Q Do you mean they have been rescued by a certain 
operation by the government or by -- or just released or set 
free by the other side? Sot Se : 


“ I said, “As a result of a raid by Chadian 
Government soldiers." 


Q Where are these guys now? Are they back in the 
States? 


A I don't know where they are now. Any other 
questions, I'd refer you to the Public affairs Officer, ESSO 
Exploration, Incorporated, Houston, Texas. 


(Laughter) 

Q New Zealand Can I get New Zealand? 

a Anything else on Chad? No? New Zealand. 

Q Apparently, Secretary Shultz made some statements 
about ANZUS, I guess in Europe, saying ANZUS would continue and 
not be scrapped as an alliance, and David Lange says this 


vindicates his position about ANZUS 


Q Do you have anything on @ series of statements 
made by David Lange? 


a No At this point 1 have no other comments on 
the status of ANZUS Everything we've said in the past 
continues to hold 


Q Could you please look into Lange's statements and 
the response to Secretary Shultz, you know, for something? 
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- No 

Q Why not? 

-) Chuck -- ; 
= I think that situation has been discussed and 


re-discussed, and for me to seek further clerification at this 
point, particuiarly in the Secretary's absence, wouldn't serve 
any purpose tocay 


Q Could you go back to the Philippines for a 


second? Do you have any comment on Marcos' statements about 
NAMFREL? 


A To what effect? 


Q To the effect that -- I mean, he says that it's a 
creation of the CIA 


A No I don't have any comment on that particular 
charge All I can say is that, as I said in response to an 
ear.ier question, what we're looking are free, fair, credible 
elections We have said before that we believe that COMELEC 
and NAMFREL have an important role to play in that process 


Q Chuck -- 


Q Have you notified the Israeli Government of this 
statement about the West Bank or that's the first that they 
would know about it? 


a I don't know 


Q Well, do you usually notify, say, foreign 
governments of a U.S. position such as this? 


A This may seem like a simplistic answer, but 
sometimes we talk to the governments before the fact; sometimes 
we don't And -- 


w Are you doing that after, I mean? 
A What can I say? 
Q Chuck, can you confirm or deny that the Cuban 


defector who was assaulted in Madrid last week is in the United 
States in a safe house, and that he has secret information 
about Cuban involvement in Angola? 
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= I haven't heard anything at all to that effect, 
and I don't believe there is any U.S. link to this case 


Q Chuck, any status reports on the remaining 
American hostages in Lebanon, and any potential new efforts by 
Terry Waite? 


= No. I don't have any new information I could 
only reiterate what we've said before, but, no, I have nothing 
specifically new 


Q Accra Radio 1s reporting today that the US. has 
decided to cut off aid to Ghana, at least for next year Do 
you have anything on that? 


A I believe, as I said, at the time we had a 
previous exchange on Ghana, that there was going to be a review 
of our aid program to Ghana. That “occurred There has been no 
actual cut, but we have suspended negotiations with the 
Government of Ghana on what would have been an increase in our 
assistance program, a 5.1 million commodity import program 


The other elements of our program, which help the 
people of Ghana: 3 million in developmental assistance, 8 
million in PL-480, Title I, commodities, and 7 miilion in 
PL-480, Title II, food aid have not been affected by the 
review, though they are still subject to Congressional approval 
of the funds requested 


Q So what 15S -- 


a So the answer in short.is no, there was no cut 
What was involved was a supplementary or an additional program. 


Q What is the distinction between these types of 
aids and why one is being continued and others are being not 
continued, or not continually discussed? What is -- what's the 
rationale? 


2) The ones that are being continued are in fact 
continuing programs The one that is not being followed 
through on would have been an increase We were talking about 
a particular increase in a particular program [t is that 
increase that we're not going to follow through on 


Q Why’? Why are you not following through on it? 


3) Well, L'm not going to give you any other reasons 
than those which are already on record 


- “a a 
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Q It's obviously not budgetary, right? 


a We reviewed the aid program. That was the 
decision that we came to in the wake of the exchange we had 
with the Ghanians. 


Q Is that a disapproval of what's going on in Ghana? 

=) I wouldn't read anything further into it. 

Q Obviously, they read something into it. 

Q Chuck, also on aid, how about Tunisia? The 
Tunisians say the U.S. is qoing to issue a payoff for the 
Israeli raid by increasing military aid to Tunis. Can you 


comment on that? 


ry I'll have to look into the status of our aid 
program with Tunisia, Ralph. We'll post something on that. 


Q Chuck, any word when the Sofaer team will be 
leaving Israel and coming back? 


“ No I don't have anything on their program 


—Q Chuck, is there anything on reports that more 
Nicaraguan employees of the Embassy in Managua have been 
brought in for interrogation? 


A If that is a continuation of past practices to 
which we have made reference from the podium, no. At least I 
don't know of any that fit that category I'd have to look 
into that to see if there's been anything more recent. 


Q Do you have any comment on reports that the 
Chilean Government is preparing to meet with some opposition 
members who signed the national accord? 


A No. 


Q Any comment on the London Sunday Times report on 
Salvador, the detention of the Salvadoran who worked for the 
U.S. ALD program? 





a I do have something, if I can find it. The 
report to which you make reference probably refers to an 
incident of several weeks ago which has been public knowleuge 
in El Salvador. 
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Salvadoran Embassy -- a Salvadoran employee of the 
U.S. Embassy was arrested by the Salvadoran police for 
involvement with the FMLN/FOR. As a Salvadoran national 
employee of the Embassy, of course, she didn't have access to 
classified information. Beyond that, I don't have any other 
details. 


Q Nothing about the details of her being turned 
over to the Treasury Police? Rape -- 


a As I say, she is a Salvadoran national The 
police arrested her, or at least detained and interrogated 
her. I believe she was subsequently released for her 
activities wita the FMLN. 


Q I believe the report said that U.S. Embassy 
security personnel detained her. It was the police that 
arrested her, not the U.S. Embassy ‘security? 
| I won't say that our security personnel weren't 
interested, as obviously they would be, if you have an FMLN 
person in your midst. But detention would strike me as being 
an unusual word. There were other charges made in conjunction 
with American employees more grave than the one you make 
reference to, and those I could categorically deny. 


~Q Chuck, is she still employed by the Embassy or -- 


m No | : 
Q The -- 
Q Sorry -- if I could just clarify one thing This 

is the -- what you're saying there is, as far as you know, this 

is the same case that was reported -- I think it was in fact 

about six weeks ago, that this is the -- there are not two AID 


employees who have been arrested? 
A I don't believe so. It's the same case. 


Q The -- I just wanted to ask about the Afghanistan 
talks They open today. I know Secretary Whitehead made a 
speech on Friday afternoon Do you have any further comment on 
the opening of the talks today? 


A No comment on the opening of the talks We've 
said publicly aru privately that we are prepared tc serve as a 
guarantor for a political agreement which includes the 
withdrawal of Soviet troops from Afghanistan. This is the 
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consistent goal we have been seeking since the Soviet invasion 
Six years ago 


Q Do you know what the status of the State 
Department's annual report on the invasion of Afghanistan is? 
Do you know what the status of that report is? Is it due out 
soon, or -- 


a The anniversary 1s coming up at the end of this 
week 

Q Yeah. 

A There will be material made available at that 


point. Whether it includes that specific report, I'd have to 
loc. into that. 


Q Chuck, do you have arly comment on the fact that 
there was a celebration in Israel for a new permanent 
settlement on the West Bank? 


4 There was a celebration? 
Q Yes 
A I don't -- 
Q Inaugurating -- 
A -- what report are you referring to? 
Q Inaugurating a new settlements on the West Bank 


Do you have any comment on that? 


A If you could be more specific, I'd be happy to 
look into it, but since I don't know exactly what you're 
referring to. You know our -- 


Q I'm referring to -- 
A You know our position on settlements 
Q I'm referring to a so-called permanent settlement 


called Enav that was laid near Nabulus? Nabulus is one of the 
big cities of the West Bank 


A I'll take a look at that 


Q Chuck, what do you read into the visit of Saddam 
Hussein to Moscow? Do you see any efforts in trying to end the 
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Iraq-Iran war, and is the US. contributing to that effort in 
any way? 


“ To ending the war, or to getting to Moscow? 


Q No. To the ending, obviously. (Laughter) Well, 
if you want to contribute to the war, too -- 


“ On ending the war, as you know, we've been active 
wherever and whenever we could be on that particular issue, 
which has gone on for far too long now. But I don't have any 
information which would indicate that there is any new 
initiative which is any more promising, or as promising as any 
others 


Q Do you think the Soviets are trying to start some 
kind of an initiative which may explain Hussein's visit to -- 


a I don't know. | 


Q Okay. Thank you, 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 





Posted: December 16, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 16, 1985 noon press briefing: 


EXTRADITION FOR IVAN DEMJANJUK? 





Q: Will the Secretary sign the order for Ivan Demjanjuk's 
extradition to Israel? ° 


A: -- THE LOWER COURT RULING FINDING DEMJANJUK EXTRADITABLE 
TO ISRAEL HAS BEEN UPHELD BY A CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS. 
HOWEVER, DEMJANJUK'S EXTRADITION HAS BEEN STAYED PENDING 

HIS ATTEMPT TO SEEK SUPREME COURT REVIEW OF THIS DECISION. 


AS THIS CASE IS STILL BEFORE THE COURTS, WE WILL NOT 


COMMENT ON THE DEPARTMENT'S VIEW OF THE MERITS OF THE CASE. 











Posted: December 16, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 16, 1985 noon press briefing: 


WEST BANK: NEW SETTLEMENT 





Do you have any comment on the dedication of a new West 
Bank settlement near Nablus? 


-- THE UNITED STATES CONTINUES TO BELIEVE THAT SETTLEMENT 
ACTIVITY IN THE OCCUPIED TERRITORIES IS AN OBSTACLE TO 


REACHING A JUST AND LASTING PEACE. 
-- WE FIND A STEP SUCH AS THIS PARTICULARLY UNFORTUNATE AT 


THE PRESENT JUNCTURE IN THE PEACE PROCESS. 





Posted: pecember 16, 1985 


TAKEN QUESTION 


Question Taken at Noon Press Briefing of December 16, 1985 


TUNISIA: MILITARY AID 





Q: Are there any plans for increased U.S. military aid to 
Tunisia, as a “payoff* for the Israeli raid on Tunis? 


A: -- THE QUESTION OF IMPLIED COMPENSATION DOES NOT ARISE. 
THE OCTOBER 1 RAID ON THE PLO HEADQUARTERS WAS CARRIED OUT 
BY THE ISRAELIS WITHOUT THE KNOWLEDGE OF OR CONSULTATION 
WITH THE USG. THIS HAS BEEN EXPLAINED TO THE TUNISIAN 
GOVERNMENT. 

-- HOWEVER, USG SUPPORT, INCLUDING MILITARY AND ECONOMIC 
ASSISTANCE, CONTINUES FOR THIS TRADITIONALLY PRO-WESTERN 
AND MODERATE STATE. IN ADDITION, THE GOT FACES A VERY REAL 
THREAT FROM LIBYA; THIS WILL BE A FACTOR AS WE BEGIN THE 
PROCESS OF ALLOCATING FUNDS FOR FY-86. -HE ADMINISTRATION 
INTENDS TO MOVE IN LINE WITH THE VIEWS ©? THE CONGRESS 


(EXPRESSED IN THE CONTINUING RESOLUTION) TO INCREASE MAP 


ASSISTANCE TO TUNISIA. 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 17, 1985, 12:17 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. iI 
have two announcements. 


First, Under Secretary of State for Political affairs 
Michael H. Armacost has been designated by the President to 
represent him at the funeral in Manila on Thursday, December 
19, of former Philippine Foreign Minister Carlos P. Romulo. 
Under Secretary Armacost will depart this afternoon for Manila. 


Secondly, there will be a BACKGROUND briefing on the 
Middle East peace process tomorrow, Wednesday, December 18, at 
3:00 p.m. in the Press Briefing Room. 


Questions? 
Q Yesterday we discussed the President's statement 
that the United -- it is now clear that Nicaragua was involved 


in the M-19 assault in Colombia. At about the time we were 
talking, the Colombia Foreign Minister said in an interview in 
Buenos Aires that there is no such evidence Do you have any 
comment on that? 


A That question was asked during the briefing 
yesterday, to which I said we stood by the statements by the 
Secretary and the President. While we have not yet seen the 
Foreign Minister's statement, we understand that he did not 
categorically deny the connection, but said that the Colombian 
Government is continuing to investigate and is studying the 
physical evidence that it has. 


We would also note that yesterday Colombian Minister 
of Justice Parejo Gonzalez said in an interview on Venezuelan 
television that the arms found in the Palace of Justice were 
indeed arms that had belonged to the Sandinistas. 
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To reiterate what I said yesterday, for our part we 
have provided ample information in recent weeks on the close 
and longstanding relationship between the Sandinistas and the 
4-19. 


Q Well, is that the link, then, that they supplied 
the weapons? 


a That is one of the links 
Q What are the others? 


“ We -- I would refer you to the evidence which we 
have provided previously concerning longstanding ties between 
the M-19 and the Sandinistas 


Q Chuck, if I could just follow that a second. In 
terms of concrete evidence, though, the only thing that you've 
shown has been this idea that the rifles had belonged to the 
Sandinistas. I mean, you're not suggesting that there are some 
other concrete thing that ties this assault and the Justice 
Palace, further than the rifles that were supplied? 


i The M-19 conducted the assault on the Palace of 
Justice. The M-19 is assisted in many ways, as we have pointed 
out, by the Sandinistas That is the link which we are trying 
to make. 


Q All right. You've established the link between 
the Sandinistas and the !-19. Do you have a link between the 
Sandinistas and the Palace? 


fa The link is the same. 
Q Another area? 
Q Do you have any comment on the Guatemalan 


President-elect's meetings here? Can you give us any report on 
what he is doing and saying in the Department? 


a No. I don't have any report on those meetings 
which ere underway this morning here in the Department. Among 
other people, he will be meeting with the Acting Secretary. 

Q Is there going to be some readout after it's over? 


a [I'll look into it, but normally we would not give 
a reacout on bilateral consultations of this nature. 


Q You say “will be.“ I thought he did at 11:00 
o'clock. 











A At this point he did. You're right. 


Q I'm sorry Could you say who else he is 
scheduled to meet with or has met with here in the Department? 


a I don't have the full rundown, but he met with 
people who deal with Latin American policy. 


Q Yesterday you said that the United States is 
urging restraint on Syria, Lebanon and Israel. Can you tell us 
if you've gotten any assurances that there won't be the 
escalation that you're concerned might occur? 


i I can't give you any more details than what I 
gave you yesterday. The best I could say is that we continue 
to urge both Syria and Israel to exercise restraint 


Q Have you any new assessment of the situation? I 
mean, have tensions decreased, as far as you can tell? 


is) No, I have no rew assessment. 
Q Do you have any comment on the remarks by Defense 
Minister Rabin that -- suggesting there's no reason for Is.ael 


to act at this time unless those missiles are used? 


rs) Only to say that we welcome Mr. Rabin's statement 
in the context of efforts to ease Lensions in the area. 


-- MORE -- 





Q Chuck, last week Rabin was quoted as saying that 
there was no need anymore for the UNIFIL forces in southern 
Lebanon, and you had indicated that there was concern here that 
U.S. money -- funds would run out for UNIFIL sometimr next 
year, after April. 


We still see a need for UN.FIL Forces in southern 
Lebanon, and we want to keep them funded, or we were just 
waving a warning signal that funding is going to run out? 


i) No, the former. We made clear our belief that 
UNIFIL still had a role to play. 


Q Then, what's your reaction to a -- is there a 
reaction to Rabin's analysis that they're no longer needed? 


a I can't speak to his position. I can only tell 
you what we believe about the role of UNIFIL. 


Q Chuck, how does the United States Government feel 
about statements by Mr. Peres to Israeli Radio that he has 
issued a warning saying that the last -- the present time may 
be the last opportunity to solve the Palestinian problem in a 
suitable way -- that the Palestinians are wasting time and are 
too busy with ploys. 


i) I don't have any comment on that. 


Q Chuck, can you tell us whether Secretary Shultz 
plans in Yugoslavia to discuss the question of the handling of 
the Abbas case and extradition of terrorists, and that whole 
range of matters? 


a I can't give you any more on his agenda there 
than has already been given by the Secretary himself in his 
background -- or in his on-the-record briefing, I believe, on 


the way to Belgrade in which those questions were addressed, I 
believe. 


Q AP ~~ a follow up -- AP carried a story this 
morning saying -- from Yugoslavia -- saying that as upset -- 
quoting Shultz as saying that as upset as the United States was 
with Yugoslavia for letting Abbas pass through, we were more 
angry at Iraq for letting him remain 


Have we done anything recently to remonstrate with 
Iraq or to pursue Abbas? 


a I haven't seen the full text of what the 
Secretary said. I have seen further quotations in the press 








which would answer your question. But until I've got the text 
as the Secretary said it, I have nothing further I could offer 
you here. 


Q Do you have any reaction to Iraq's President in 
Moscow asking for more arms from the Soviet Union. I know that 
you touched on it yesterday; not very much. But how -- after 
the story came out this morning that he will be asking for more 
arms in order to end the Iran-Iraq war Do you have such a 
comment on it? 


= No, I have no comment on that visit. That's 
basically a bilateral issue between the Soviet Union and Iraq. 


Q Do you have any readout on the Afghanistan talks 
in Geneva? 


a No, I don't. Those talks are still on-going, as 
I understand it; the 16th to the 20th, I believe, are the dates 
which were prescribed for those talks. 


Q A date yet on the Vietnam trip for the next -- 
for the next delegation to go? 

A Nothing beyond what I've told you before. 

Q Any progress report on Judge Sofaer; when they're 


going to be coming back? 
“ No 


Q To go back to Ralph's question, is Armacost 
coming back directly from the Philippines? 


4 I don't know that he has any other itinerary. 
But, in fact, I don't know the answer directly to your question. 


Q Will he be joined there by anybody from the State 
Department like Wolfowitz? 

A If your question has to do with talks with the 
Vietnamese -- is that what you're getting at? 

Q Yeah. I'm just wondering if that's a rallying 
point -- 

4 Then what I have said before, that there is 


nothing in the offing for the month of December, certainly 
remains true. 





Q Do you have any comment on an assessment -- it 
appears in a story in the Post this morning -- that parts of 
Africa which had been suffering from starvation now have food 
surpluses? 


= On that particular question, I'm not sure I have 
anything. Let me answer with an answer which I think partially 
addresses that question. 


The simple return of rains to Africa in 1985 has not 
solved all the problems associated with the continent's worst 
drought of the century. The U.S., private voluntary 
organizations and other donors are all carrying out programs to 
help people become self-reliant again as rapidly as possible. 


Many of the programs will help agricultural recovery 
through provision of seeds, tools and even draft animals. Our 
primary concern, however, remains emergency relief activities 
followed by those activities which will help promote immediate 
recovery and increasing self-reliance in time for the next 
planting season. 


Best I can do for you. 


Q In other words, then, the coming of the rain will 
not mean that a reduction in U.S. aid will follow -- emergency 
food aid? 

fs) I think that question, I have spoken to, in fact, 


just now. Emergency food aid? 


Q Yeah? 

a No, it does not. 

Q It will continue? 

A As I said, it has not solved all of the problems. 

Q Regarding -- 

Q Chuck, on aid, have you heard from or located Mr. 
Dawit yet? 

A I have nothing new on the Dawit case. 

Q Regarding Under Secretary Armacost's trip, in 


addition to going to the funeral of General Romulo, is he 
expecting to confer with Mr. Marcos, possibly Mrs. Aquino, or 
some of the others in the Philippines? 














a I don't know yet. 
Q Will you let us know when you know? 
“ Okay. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:28 p.m.) 








Posted: December 17, 1985 





TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 17, 1985 Daily Press Briefing 
POSSIBLE ARMACOST MEETINGS IN THE PHILIPPINES 


Q: Will Undersecretary Armacost, while in the Philippines, 
meet with President Marcos, Corazon Aquino, and others? 


A: NO FORMAL MEETINGS HAVE BEEN SET UP AT THIS TIME. IT IS 
PROBABLE THAT A BROAD SPECTRUM OF PROMINENT FILIPINOS WILL 
BE PRESENT AT THE FUNERAL CEREMONIES FOR CARLOS ROMULO AND 


THAT UNDERSECRETARY ARMACOST WILL HAVE OPPORTUNITIES TO SEE 


MANY PEOPLE THERE. 
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DPC #222 


WEONESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1985, 12:21 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, sc < afternoon. I 
have several announcements. 


Tomorrow, Thursday, December 19, Sec: <«.ary of State 
Shultz will announce the formation and compesition of its 
Advisory Committee on South Africa. The Committee was mandated 
by the President's Executive Order of September 9, 1985. The 
Secretary will make the announcement from this podium and 
introduce members of the Committee. I expect that to begin at 
12:30, to be followed by the regular press briefing. 


Q Is that for tape? 
Q Is the Secretary On-the-Record? 


A That's for everything. He will entertain 
questions on the subject of South Africa, and I assume that the 
Co-Chairman of the Commission will likewise answer questions if 
you so desire to ask them. 


Secondly, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern 
and South Asian Affairs, Arnold Raphel, will conduct an 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on “Afghanistan after six years of 
Soviet occupation" here in the Press Briefing Room Friday, 
December 20, at 2:00 p.m. Department publications on 
Afghanistan will be available at 9:00 a.m. Friday morning in 
the Press Office. 


Q In the where? 
A In the Press Office. 


Available in the Press Office is the prepared 
statement by Acting Assistant Secretary for East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs, John Monjo, who testified today at 10:00 a.m. 
before the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. The topic of 
his testimony was “Recent Developments in the Philippines." 


Q Chuck, a question on Raphel again. I'm sorry, 
you said ON-THE-RECORD; is that on camera? 














a Yes. 

Q Okay. 

Q What time? 
2:90 o'clock. 


Q How about putting Murphy ON-THE-RECORD today? 
What is behind -- you know, I -- 


io) I have two more announcements -- 


Q Yeah, but while we're thinking -- I'm delighted 
it's ON-THE-RECORD, but why can't they all be ON-—THE-RECORD? 


I As you know, we attempt to do that whenever we 
can. It depends on the briefer, the subject matter, a variety 
of factors, and we're not always successful. 


Q People are shy. 


A We are delighted that India and Pakistan are 
engaged in positive discussions. The meeting between Prime 
Minister Gandhi and President Zia in New Delhi was their fourth 
since October. 


Confidence-building measures such as the reported 
agreement not to attack one another's nuclear facilities are 
important to building the mutual trust required for a 
meaningful dialogue on the South Asia nuclear dilemma. Such a 
dialogue is critical to the prospects for long-term stability 
in the region. 


We welcome the discussions on this and other issues 
and their positive implications for promoting South Asian 
regional peace and stability. 


Q Can we have a copy? 


A Yes. Finally, we are pleased that the U.N. 
Security Council today unanimously passed a resolution 
condemning all acts of hostage-taking. This is an historic 
step. 


This resolution on terrorism is an important call for 
the immediate and safe release of all hostages and abducted 
persons. It is an important reinforcement of the December 9 
U.N. General Assembly resolution condemning terrorism as 








criminal acts and the October 9 Security Council statement on 
terrorism. Together, we believe these U.N. resolutions are an 
important demonstration of the changing climate regarding 
terrorism, a message to terrorists that the world increasingly 
regards hostage-taking and other forms of terrorism as criminal 
acts which should not be supported. 


Today's resolution, which the United States initiated, 
also underscores the international unity of views that the 
hostages should be released and an expression of support for 
the families as well as the hostages themselves whomever they 
may be. We continue to work toward the release of all 
hostages, particularly the Americans. The proposal for this 
Security Council resolution, in part, developed from 
suggestions and discussions with certain hostage families. The 
Administration will continue to give the matter of hostages 
highest priority. 


Q Copy? 
A Questions? Yes. 
Q I'm sorry. I'm not sure [ understood that 


reference to the families. You say the families suggested it? 


4 In said, in part, developed from suggestions and 
discussions with certain hostage families. 


Q The Americans in Lebanon? 
a) In Lebanon. 
Q You're talking these families? 


ms That's right. 


Q Do you have any word from the Sofaer team? 
A No. 

Q You don't know when they're coming back? 

A I have no information yet on their return. 


Q What are they doing? 


A They're doing what they set out to do. 


Q And how are they doing it? 











i No, I have no other comments on the Sofaer 
mission at this point. 


Q Anything further on Armacost's plans to meet with 
anyone? I know you posted an answer that basically said if 
anybody is at the funeral, they'll get together. Has anything 
changed about the formal arrangements for formal meetings? 


i No, nothing beyond that. 


Q Do you have anything new to announce about a 
delegation to Hanoi? 


A No. 


Q I think I see some AID people around, so maybe I 
ought to ask you again about Dawit. Do you know where he is, 
heard from him, know what he might want to do with the rest of 
his life? 


ne You've got a good string going. No, nothing new 
on that one. 


Q Has the Administration made a request or is 
planning a request for supplemental aid for Central America in 
the next year? 


A I have nothing for you yet on next year's plans. 
We've had enough trouble getting through the closing days of 
the Congress. 


Q Do you have anything on the former Salvadoran 
Embassy employee who was illegally tortured by Salvadoran 
Hacienda Police? 


A Yes. In fact, if someone wants to retrieve it, I 
had massive amounts of information for the past couple of days 
but no one asked. Do you have any particular question you'd 
like to pose? Why don't we come back to that -- 


Q Do you confirm that she was tortured while being 
held by the police or not? 


A Let me come back to that i: a minute. I'll get 
the detailed guidance. 


Q Do you have anything about a possible extradition 
request for Abbas with [raq? 











a First of all, I would refer you to the remarks of 
Secretary Shultz yesterday which most of you may have seen. We 


have put the Iraqis firmly on notice that we will formally 


request Abbas extradition if we obtain confirmation that Abbas 


is in Iraq. 


Q Well, did Secretary Shultz say he was in Iraq? He 


said that he had been welcomed there. 


“ He said he appears to have been welcomed there. 
Let me start by saying, first of all, we don't have any 
confirmation of his present whereabouts. We have seen reports 
and speculation in the press that he has been in Iraq during 
some of the period since the Achille Lauro hijacking. 





It was on the basis of that information that we were 
in touch with the Iraqis, as the Secretary said. 


Q What does “firmly on notice" mean? 
4 I can't help you beyond that. 
Q Firmly on notice of what? 


is) That we intend to request his extradition if he 
should prove to be there. 


Q Is that meant to frighten them or something? 
A No, I have no other characterization. 
Q Well, when you put them on notice, did you also 


ask them if he's there? 


A We talked to them about Mr. Abbas' whereabouts. 
Q Now, come on. I[ mean, you know, Shultz says 
“apparently,” and you put them “on firm notice." There's 


something in between here, like where is he? Didn't you ask 
Iraq if he's still in town? 


A We talked to the Iraqis. We did so on the basis 
of information that he could be in Iraq. We made our 


intentions and our feelings clear to them, and that's as far as 


it went. 


Q And they said, we've never heard of guy, or -- 














4 They have indicated publicly that they don't 
believe that Abbas is subject to extradition under the 
U.S.-Iraqi Extradition Treaty. 


Q That, of course, doesn't deal with the fact of 
whether they say he's in [Iraq right now? 


a No, it doesn't. 
Q Did they say whether he's in Iraq right now? 
a I can't help you any further. 


Q Hey, he's a terrorist. I mean, he's supposed to 
be one. People pound the table when the subject of terrorism 
comes up. Doesn't the State Department even ask where this guy 
is? 


i) You can be assured that we're dealing with 
everyone on that question to achieve exactly the end that you 
indicate, to find out where he is. 


Q Does part of the notice that you put Iraq on 
notice include notice about changes in Iraq's status either 
with regard to diplomatic relations with the U.S. or with 
regard to the list of states which the U.S. believes harbor 
terrorists? 


a The Secretary answered the latter question, 
saying that there were no plans to change that position 
concerning Iraq and the terrorist list, he said people like 
Abbas move around from one country to another. We're not going 
to put every country that he goes to on a terrorist list. 


Q But, it's not -- first of all, the question 
doesn't -— the question was not asked, or the answer was not 
given that [raq had been put on notice when the Secretary 
spoke. The reason I ask was whether or not, in the wake of 
your contacts with I: aq, you have drawn any conclusions about 
Iraq's willingness to cooperate on the subject of international 
terrorism. 


You obviously have not drawn any conclusions about 
Iraq's willingness to cooperate as distinct from wherever Abbas 
happens to drop through at any given time. You're talking 
about willingness to cooperate. 


Are you saying anything about Iraq's willingness to 
cooperate? 














A My remarks have been aimed at the question of Mr. 
Abbas and his potential presence in Iraq -- 


Q Okay, and -- 


i -- and our exchanges with the Iraqis concerning 
his possible presence there and the seriousness with which we 
would view that. And, further, that it would be our intention 
to request his extradition should he be confirmed to be in Iraq 


Q Our questions have been focused on -- not on Mr. 
Abbas but on Iraq's willingness or prepardedness to cooperate 
with the U.S. request for extradition. You just said that 
they've stated publi ly that they don't think he'll be 
extradited. What do you do about that then? You put them 
firmly on notice and then they say, well, we don't think he's 
going to be extradited, and then what? 


a I can't tell you what the next step will be since 
we've haven't gotten there yet. 


Q Chuck, on a parallel question -- 


Q Wait a minute. You have not been told by Iraq 
that he will not be extradited? 


a I'm telling you that the Iraqi position is that 
they don't believe he would be extraditable under the 
U.S.-Iraqi Extradition Treaty. 


Q We have reached the next step then? 


i) But we haven't reached the step of filing 
extradition request because his presence has not been confirmed 


Q They've told you that they're not going to do it 
but you're going to do it anyway? Is that where it stands 
basically 


Q As soon as they get a real picture 
Q Chuck, on a parallel subject. Have you had any 


contact with the people in this country who are requesting the 
extradition of Yasser Arafat? 


A Have I had any contact with those people? 








Q Has the State Department, not you? 


- I don't know whether the State Department has had 
any contact with those people 


Q Well, is he extraditable? Would the State 
Department be interested in that case’ 


o Concerning the general proposition, it goes 
without saying that we take matters such as this seriously As 
has been stated before, the Depart’ snt has the matter under 
review. We understand the Department of Justice also has it 
under review. But I have nothing further beyond that 


Q When you say, “this matter,” specifically the 
murders in Khartoum? 


i) Yes. 
Q And nothing else? 
“ That's right. 


Q Do you happen to know if the question has come up 
whether extradition would apply to a crime committed before the 
extradition regulations or law was changed? In other words, 
does the State Department have any question that they could 
move on this, even though the murder was, what? 10, 12 years 
ago? 


a I'd have to refer you to the Justice Department 
on that one. 


Q Can you go back to the employee at the £1 
Salvador Embassy? I understand she has leveled charges against 
some of the U.S. employees there or guards 


a Yes. And those charges I can categorically deny 
without even looking at my guidance 


Q Can you tell us if they're -- 


a But I stuck that guidance into the last question 
I was reading. Here we are. 


This case concerns a Mrs. Iqlesias In a sworn 
statement to a Salvadoran judge, she said she was an FPL 
collaborator, operating under the pseudonym of Veronica 
However, because the judge ruled that ,er admissions did not 
constitute evidence of a specific crime under Salvadoran law, 
she was released 


Very briefly, this case came to our attention in the 
wake of the Inez Ouarte kidnapping On Friday, September 13, 
three days after that kidnapping, Salvadoran Treasury Police 








raided 12 FPL safe houses in San Salvador. As a result of 
these raids, they obtained information, indicating that Mrs. 
Iglesias was reporting to the FMLN on the identities and 
movements of U.S. Embassy personnel. 


Treasury Police advised the Embassy of the information 
they had discovered. They offered us an opportunity to speak 
to her before her arrest. We did so on September 16. She was 
advised that the Embassy would attempt to secure lenient 
treatment for her if she would tell us about her contacts with 
the FMLN, and other FMLN attempts to penetrate the Embassy. 
However, during this interview, she steadfastly denied all 
involvement with the FMLN. 


She was then arrested by the Treasury Police in 
accordance with Salvadoran law. While she was detained by the 
police, U.S. officials questioned her on two or three 
occasions. On October 8, she was released from the Llopango 
Women's Prison after a military judge ruled that the evidence 
against her was not legally sufficient to warrant further 
cetention. We understand that she currently resides in 
Mexico, but is seeking residence in Canada or perhaps other 
countries. 


We categorically deny any form of abuse by anyone 
associated with the American Embassy. There can be no question 
on the part of the Government of £1 Salvador or anyone else 
that the United States stands squarely opposed to the use of 
torture, abuse or degrading treatment of any kind in the 
handling of suspected criminals. 


Q Chuck, has she, indeed, charged the United States 
-— some of the officials there -- with abusing her, and not the 
El Salvadorans? 


A Has she charged them? 


Q Publicly said, “I believe that it is U.S. 
personnel who are responsible for mistreating me." 


a I don't know where those charges arose, but they 
certainly appeared in print, I believe, over the weekend 
Whether she made them herseif, I assume she did 


I should note that earlier on she was visited during 
her incarceration by the Governmental Human Rights Commission, 
by representatives of the International Committee of the Red 
Cross. The ICRC interviews are confidential, and we have no 
knowledge of what she told them, but in her conversation with 
the Governmental Human Rights Commission her only complaint was 
that she had run out of a medication she was taking 
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Q Can we have a copy of the statement? 
A No. 
Q Does this answer the question of abuse by the 


Treasury Police, which was what America's Watch charged in 
their testimony to Congress? And they did not base it on the 
statements from her, but from other sources in El Salvador. 





A I can't really comment on what happened to her 
while she was not in our control. I can only tell you that she 
did have access to the International Red Cross, to their Human 
Rights Commission. [That in her contacts with those people, at 
least to the extent that we know of them, she did not make any 
such complaints at that time prior to her release, or maybe 
that was after her release. 


) (Inaudible) 


A Aside from her own statements, let me just say, 
we have no knowledge of any abusive treatment by anyone. 


Q What was her job? 
4 What was her job. 
Q Charge’. (Laughter) 


A I can't tell you exactly what her job wes. She 
was, as I said, suspected of attempting to identify Embassy 
employees for the FMLN. The information available to us 
indicated that she had instructions to identify and get close 
to military personnel within the Embassy. 


We also believe that she provided the FMLN with 
internal documents, such as phone lists and news letters which 
would prove useful for anyone planning assassinations or 
kidnappings, and that while at Embassy social functions she 
took pictures of Mission personnel with the intention of 
passing them to the FMLN. So, in sum, she was suspected of 
assisting terrorists in targeting U.S. Embassy personnel for 
assassination. 


Q Did we suspect her, or did the Salvadorans 
suspect her? 


A As I said, the initial information came from 
information turned up in those raids following - 





il 


Q By them. 
os -- the Inez Duarte kidnapping. 


Q Do you suspect that she was involved at all in 
the Shaufelberger case? 


i) No. We're not aware of any direct involvement in 
those -- in that case -- 


Q Did you say -- 


a -- nor in the case of the Marines. I don't have 
direct involvement. 


Q Chuck, do you know how long she was employed by 
the Embassy? 


Nine years. 


Q You say she is suspected of assisting in 
assassination? Was that part of your phrase? 


i) I said, “She is suspected of assisting terrorists 
in targeting U.S. Embassy personnel for assassination." 


Q Are you taking any steps in Salvador or other 
countries to avoid these kinds of situations between Embassy 
employees? 


is) To avoid having spies? 

Q Yes. You know, to try to detect if you got some 
spies -- 

A We do that not only in Central and South America, 


but throughout the world. 


Q Could you take the question as to what her role 
was at the Embassy? 


is) As to what her job was?’a 

Q Yeah. 

4 I'll look into that 

Q And did you give us a first name, or just a last 


name? 
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a I can give you her whole name. Graciela del 
Carmen Menendez de Iglesias. 


Q May we have a copy of that? (Laughter) 


4 That you can have in the Press Office. 

Q Chuck -- | 

4 Yes. 

Q Do you have any comment on Newsweek's story that 





the United States will only be given access to the secret 
documents Israel reportedly obtained through Pollard, but the 
United States will not retrieve these documents? 


A No. I have nothing else on the Sofaer mission or 
the Pollard case. 


Q And another one, possibly you might comment on 
that. Do you have any comment on Israeli press reports that 
United States is harassing Israel as the case in the raids on 
the three (inaudible). 


no Say that again, please? 


Q You are harassing Israel by -- after the Pollard 
case by -- 

a No. I have no comment on those stories. 

Q No comment. 

Q That mission's been in Israel quite awhile, and 


you say they've gone about their job, or something. Can you 
tell us what the reporting stage at least will be, if you can't 
tell us if they're getting cooperation? You haven't said yet = - 


a No, I can't. 


Q -- have you, that Israel is cooperating with the 
investigation? I mean, cooperating once Sofaer and his people 
got there and began asking for things. Have you made any 
statement of cooperation yet? 


i) I'd refer you to our statement at the time of the 
dispatch of Judge Sofaer. 


Q Sure. At that point - 
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_ As to our position concerning the mission, we 
haven't added anything further to those statements since they 
got there, and it's not our intention to comment until the 
aT is finished. At this point I can't tell you when that 
wi be. 


Q Can you tell us what -- how long -- well, all 
right, that answers half my question. You can't tell us when, 
but “what” is next. They come back and report what to whom? 


4 I can only say that when they come back -- 
Q They're a mixed group is what I mean. 


ms They're a mixed group. They'll report to their 
various superiors, but the Secretary promised a public report 
at the appropriate time. How soon they can turn that out after 
their return, I can't predict right now. 


Q I don't mean to flog it, but I have trouble 
understanding, if you report Israel's cooperating in receiving 
the mission, and you feel free to do that -- I mean, we're not 
asking you to hold up a document -- why can't you tell us now 
if once the investigation began out there, if indeed the United 
States is getting what it went out there to get? 


A Simply in line with our practice since the 
mission began of not commenting on any aspect of it, and rather 
than violate that in one small instance, I prefer to leave it 
where it is. 


Q On a parallel subject, there was a report -- or 
there was, rather, an opinion in one of the newspapers, 
suggesting that anybody who will be caught selling secret 
documents to another country will be considered committing 
treason. I think it was in The Washington Times. Does the 
State Department have such thoughts about enacting new law that 
-- not just, you know, passing information without pay, also 
selling information, selling documents to another country? 





A I don't have any information - 
Q Will you look into this? 


i) No, I can't. I don't have any information on 
that, and that is best handled by the Justice Department. f 


Q Can I come back to the Iglesias case for just a 
second. Does the U.S. suspect, or to your knowledge does the 
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Salvadoran Government suspect, that she was in any way involved 
in the Duarte kidnapping case? 


a No. 
Q So the only -- 


A The information I have indicates that, although 
it arose -- the information arose as a result of raids after 
that kidnapping, that her involvement with the FMLN was 
relative to the United States Embassy. 


Q Can you tie her to any specific case at this 
point? 


A I don't believe so. 


Q Chuck, you said that she passed documents to the 
FMLN, or she was charged with that. If she is now in Mexico, 
is the United States considering trying to extradite her at all 
for questioning of anything like that -- under consideration, 
or are you just going to let it drop now? 


A I don't believe there are any further plans for 
action. 

Q Thank you. Sorry. 

Q Chuck, do you have any comment on a story in the 
Christian Science Monitor today, saying -- alleging that the 





U.S. helped set up special operations battalions in Honduras 
which were involved in kidnapping Honduran citizens? 


A No. I didn't see the story even. 
Q You didn't see the story? 
Q Thank you. 


(The press briefing concluded at 12:44 p.m.) 
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QUESTION TAKEN AT DEPARTMENT PRESS BRIEFING 12/18/85 


HONDURAS: CSM STORY 





Q: Do you have a comment on a story in the Christian Science . 
Monitor today alleging that the US helped set up special 
operations battalions in Honduras which were involved in 
kidnapping Honduran citizens? 





A: -- THE “STORY* IN THE DEC. 18 CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR 





ACTUALLY WAS TWO LETTERS TO THE NEWSPAPER. ONE LETTER, FROM THE 


SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, STATES THAT A CHRISTIAN 





SCIENCE MONITOR ARTICLE OF NOV. 19 WAS FACTUALLY INCORRECT IN 





ASSERTING THAT A HONDURAN MILITARY OFFICER, MAJOR RICARDO ZUNIGA, 
MET WITH THE COMMITTEE OR ITS STAFF. WE HAVE NO COMMENT ON THE 
SENATE LETTER. 

-- THE SECOND LETTER DOES NOT ALLEGE THAT THE U.S. SET UP 
HONDURAN SPECIAL OPERATIONS BATTALIONS WHIC: WERE INVOLVED IN THE 
KIDNAPPING OF HONDURAN CITIZENS. RATHER, THE LETTER REPORTS THAT 
STATEMENTS TO THAT EFFECT WERE MADE NEARLY TWO YEARS AGO BY MAJOR 
ZUNIGA BECAUSE HE FEARED HIS OWN DISMISSAL FROM THE HONDURAN ARMED 
FORCES. ANY CLAIM OF U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN, OR RESPONSIBILITY FOR, 
HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES WHICH MIGHT HAVE OCCURRED IN HONDURAS IS FALSE. 


-- THE EARLIER NOV. 19 CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR ARTICLE TO 





WHICH THE DEC. 18 LETTERS REFER CONSISTED UF RUMOR AND SPECULAT:OfV 
WOVEN TOGETHER iv ATT’’ PT TO “PROVE® A DIRECT LINKAGE BETWEEN Ms. 
ZUNIGA'S UNFORTUNATE DEATH AND HIS REPORTED STATEMENTS TO PERSONS 
CONNECTED WITH THE U.S. CONGRESS. WE ARE AWARE OF NO EVIDENCE JO 


SUBSTANTIATE SUCH A LINKAGE. ALL EVIDENCE THAT HAS SURFACED Tv DATE 


IS INDICATIVE OF MAJOR ZUNIGA BEING THE VICTIM OF A COMMON CRIME. 





Posted: December 19, 1985 


QUESTION TAKEN AT DEPT. PRESS BRIEFING 12/ls 


EL SALVADOR: AID EMPLOYE ARRESTED 





Q what was Mrs. Igiesias* job in the US Emvuassy? ‘ 


A -- SHE WAS A SECRETARY IN AID'S AGRICULTURAL 


DEVELOPMENT OFFICE. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
. DAILY PRESS BRIEFING 


DPC #223 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 19, 1985, 1:04 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. A 
reminder, for those of you who didn't hear about it in your 
offices, Assistant Secretary of State Elliott Abrams will give 
an ON THE RECORD briefing at 2:00 p.m. today, here in the Press 
Briefing Room. The subject is the recent interdiction by 
Honduran authorities, announced yesterday by the Government of 
Honduras, of arms and supplies bound for the Salvadoran 


guerrillas. 

Q Any briefing tomorrow by Armacost, do you know - 
scheduled? 

a The briefing tomorrow is at 2:00 p.m. by Arnie 


Raphel instead of Mr. Armacost, who was called away, as you 
know ' 


Q On what? 


i) On Afghanistan, six years after Soviet occupation. 
Q Bernie's away too. 

A Questions? 

Q The Soviets yesterday in a couple of different 


forums said that they are now prepared to accept or at least 
discuss on-site inspections as part of a comprehensive test ban 


Does that strike you as new, interesting, or possibly 
useful? 


i) Let me say, first of all, that at the White House 
briefing this morning, Larry Speakes went through this answer 
(displays), which I would be happy to make available here, if 
you don't want me to go through it all in exquisite detail. 


Q Make it available and an interpreter, too 
(Laughter) 








i Is that sufficient? 
Q Yeah. 
A Many elements of our response -- in fact, most 


elements of our response are in fact well known to you, but I'd 
be happy to make that available for those who are interested in 
that -- 


Q If you would make it available, fine. Thank you. 
me Okay. 


Q In addition to that, though, he said -- I quess 
I'm oversimplifying, but basically he said that it's not 
accepted because it doesn't answer other questions that the 
United States has. 


Would, however, the United States be prepared -- would 
the State Department be prepared to discuss with the Soviets 
folding the on-site inspection issue into the present series of 
talks in Geneva? ; 


A I can't answer that directly. We talk about the 
question of verification with the Soviets in a number of 
places. We have done that for some time. And I'm sure that 
wherever the Soviets would care to introduce the subject of 
verification in a serious, constructive way, we'd be only too 
happy to talk about it. 


Q Apart from whether it, per se, is acceptable, is 
it an advance over the previous Soviet position? 


A That I can't answer any better than this 
particular answer addresses it. 


Q Can 1 follow that up? Is it the case that 
General Secretary Gorbachev has sent a letter to the White 
House, offering on-site verification and specifically American 
-- to commit American personnel to inspect Soviet sites? 


Aa The best I can do 18, again, contained in this 
statement. I can tell you that the Soviet Union has both 
publicly and through confidential, diplomatic channels 
continued to press its proposal for a moratorium on all nuclear 
explosions that it made public on July 29th That's the extent 
to which we're going to address the diplomatic exchanges. 




















Q Can I come back to the lie detector question? Do 
you have anything to fill out what the Secretary said about the 
State Department's position? In other words, there doesn't 
seem to be much room there. The Secretary seems to be saying 
that if a person's loyalty is questioned, he ought to quit. Is 
that the State Department's position as well, or is that just 
the Secretary personally speaking? 


‘ I can't help you any further on that question. 
Q Can you answer this question? Did the Secretary 
or -- and the State Department have a position on the November 


lst Presidential Directive? In other words, was that against 
the State Department views, or was the State Department not 
aware of it, or what? 


I don't have anything on that either 
Q How many full-time polygraph operators will it 


take to be assigned here in order to lie detector 4,000 State 
Department employees? Has the Department figured that out yet? 


A Let me answer the question indirectly - 
Q Yes. 
A -- simply by reiterating a few of the facts about 


this program as it's being developed That's the first point 
it still is in the process of being looked at by a task force 
That's the first point, so that its exact outlines are not yet 
clear to anyone in this agency or in others 


Secondly, as Larry Speakes said again this morning at 
the White House, it's counter-intelligence, counter-espionage 
oriented It's periodic, it's random, it's people with certain 
clearances; so all of those things go into to trying to answer 
that question, and in the absence of those answers, I really 
can't, I think, hope to give you an answer at this point 


Q Could you clarify that -- 


Q A State Department task force -- 
Q Could you clarify -- 
Q -- or a White House task force, or what that is 


developing it? 





6 There 13 -- there are both. There is an 
inter-agency task force, and that implies that within each 
agency there are people who are representing their agency. 


Q More than an implication, inference, the 
President's Directive left it to each agency of the government 
to figure cut a way to comply with this directive, so in answer 
to Don's question, is there a State Department task force 
trying to figure out what to do in this building? 


A I've said that before, that we have people 
looking at -- 


Q It's on their own -- 
A -- the implementation of this program 
Q But, I mean, the State Department deciding what 


the State Depar ment should do to the State Department 


A Beyond that, no, I don't have any further details 
at this point 


Q Chuck, could 1 follow it up? 


Q Because, obviously, they take a different view of 
the polygraphs than other parts of this government do So 
presumably they would set rules that are not as stringent 


A 1 can't help you on that 


Q Let me try that another way, Chuck. When the 
Secretary of State, your boss, basically says that a lie 
detector test offerds hi. dignity as a loyal American, does 
that not affect policy in this Department? 


A At this point I can't speak to that question. I 
simply don't know 

Q Do you know 

Q . Chuck, he spoke very forcefully -- 

A The Secretary is, obviously, the head of this 


agency That speaks for itself But, beyond that, I just am 











not prepared to speculate on what that means. and where that 
will lead us 


Q He expressed his doubts about the validity of lie 
detector tests in the first place. Is that part of the 
inter-agency task force job, to look at what the National 
Academy of Sciences may have had written on lie detector tests? 


io) I don't know what the mandate of that 
inter-agency task force is. 

Q Chuck you -- a couple weeks ago when this 
question came up -- I don't have the words in front of me, but 
I suspect you do -- said that this agency will comply with the 


directive. In light of what Shultz said a few minutes ago, can 
you still say that the State Department will comply with that 
Girective and not have us conclude that if it complies, all of 
the individuals who are asked to comply would quit? 


A I can't answer that at this point, Ralph. The 
Secretary said this morning -- expressed his position. He said 
he would -- had talked about it, would be talking about it with 


the President So I think it is not really of anv utility for 
me to engage in some sort of speculation as to what the 
implications of that are 


Q Well, but you're saying -- now you're saying the 
Secretary expressed his position When the Secretary speaks 
about South Africa, he speaks about the U.S. Government's 
position or the Administration's position 


Are you saying that what the Secretary said on this 
policy question is not a representation of the State Department 
position?’ 


a At this point, Ralph, I don't know how to answer 
that question The questions that were asked of the Secretary 
were personal questions He gave you his answers, so to ask me 
to speculate as to what that means in broader -- in a broader 
fashion, I can't do it 


Q Are polygraphs used in any way, shape, or form in 
this building today?’ 


is) Yes 
Q On how wide a spectrum of people? 
A The best I can say 1s that they're used ona 


voluntary basis in the course of counter-intelligence, 
criminal, and special investigations 


Ye 





Q Do you have any idea how many have been used in 
the last year, or month, or whatever time frame you care to - 


a No, I don't 


Q Is it a frequent occurrence? Is it an infrequent 
occurrence? 

a I don't have any idea 

Q Can we refine that a little to ask whether those 


are used on U.S. Government employees, or are they used by U.S 
Government employees on others? 


fs) The intent of that statement was that it could be 
used on anyone, but certainly U.S. Government employees are 
included therein 


Q So you say they are used in this building -- 
A On a voluntary basis 
Q -- on a voluntary basis on U.S. Government 


emp loyees 


Q How voluntary is “voluntary. " Chuck, when 
somebody 1s being investigated by somebody, and they say, “Are 
you lying, or will you take a lie detector test?" 


A [I can't give you any more details than that 


Q Just to clarify, are they used in the course of 
- simply in the course of investigations, specific 
counter-intelligence things, or are they used for screening 
purposes, as the proposed ones would be?’ 


a My answer would be “in the course of 
investigations.” 


Q Only? 


bs But investigations could also be for, as you say, 
screening purposes, so I can't really give you a definitive 
answer to that 


Q Chuck, are you leaving the answer to Ralph's 
Question open for interpretation that the Secretary was 
speaking only for himself now? 





A I can only refer you to his remarks, to the 
Questions that he was asked, and to the answers he gave. 


Q But, I mean, a follow-up question: You said you 
didn't know You don't want to comment, I mean. Can we 
conclude that the Secretary really was speaking only for 


himself as a person here, or is that too much to read into it, 
or wrong, or what? 


A At this point, I don't know. As I said, we're in 
a -- it's a process that's ongoing, and so we're not to the 
bottom line, that's clear. 


Q Chuck, when you talked before about special 
investigations, does that embrace pursuit of leaks? 


A I don't know exactly what “special 
investigations” is meant to include. 


Q Does it include -- 
A I can tell you what I said before, which is that 
this new directive - 
Q Yeah, I know. 
a -- 1s not aimed at that particular -- 
* Q It's not aimed at it, but does it include it? 


Has it included it? 
A I don't know 
Q When is the process for promulgating these new 


regs to be completed? Do you know? The process which you 
Gescribed as underway now 


a I don't know what the deadline is 
Q Regarding the State Department's task force, or 
study group, or whatever it 1s -- whatever you call it -- was 


that appointed by Secretary Shultz? Did he name the people to 
head it, or did he not do that, or decline to do it? 


A No, I wouldn't lead you in that direction I 
would only say that those people are uesignated because of the 
roles they already perform in this building, because of their 
expertise and the role in the bureaucracy which they occupy 


Q (lnaudible) 





A So that the people were designated by the 
appropriate authorities I don't know at what level that 
decision has to be made. 


Q Do you know -- 


Q Could you find out what level it was made? Who 
was it named this committee? 


A I don't believe I'm going to look at that one 


Q Chuck, do you know as a matter of record whether 
the Secretary's ever been asked to take a lie detector test? 


A I don't know 


Q Chuck, to follow Don's question, do you know if 
the committee was named while the Secretary was away? 


A You talk about naming the committee Let me say 
that when we are tasked -- 


Q Well -- 


A -- in the inter-agency process with addressing an 
issue, there are elements of the bureaucracy which are, day in 
and day out, dealing with certain ranges of issues. Those are, 
therefore, the people that represent this Department in that 
inter-agency process, and that's what happened in this case 


-- MORE -- 











Q [ mean, you have a stand-by mechanism that you 
can activate whenever 10,000 people have to be subjected to a 
lie detector test? 


A We have people who routinely deal with questions 
of security, for example. 


Q Of course, but not on this wholesale, massive -- 


i) No, but all I'm saying is this is a bureaucratic 
question going to Don's question about whether or not you have 
to designate this at some high level. No. We have 
inter-agency groups working across a wide variety of subjects 
day-in and day-out. If they fall in the area of arms control, 
certain offices take charge of them If they fall in the area 
of security, as this one does, other people will represent the 
State Department 


Q Chuck, there's a point, to this, of course. The 
decision to approve the rescue effort of the hostages in Iran 
was taken without Secretary Vance being present. He was on 
vacation, and they took a decision then. 


Major decisions have been taken without the Secretary 
of State having an input. So if you can't answer Don's 
question for technical reasons, I might give you an easier way 
to address it If Shultz was out of town, then maybe Whitehead 
said okay, or somebody else, or Armacost, and Shultz may not 
agree with them It's happened, you know. 


A All 1 can say is that the decisions were taken at 
the appropriate levels. 


Q I asked you last week, Chuck, whether there was 
in addition to the lie detector test some kind of a directive 
that concerned the bugging of phones I don't know what your 


answer was It was some kind of a vague -- 
fs) We posted -- no But we posted the answer. 
Q You - 
A You may have been on the trip already The 


answer was a straightforward one 


Q There was -- 
A "No A] 
Q There 1s no directive on that Okay Does the 


bugging of phones take place of State Department officials 
routinely? 


234 Y 
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“ You're asking the wrong person. 


Q Why? Wouldn't that be done with your knowledge? 
Is that the idea? The FBI would do that? ‘ 


2) I have no idea about those kind of questions. 
I'd refer you to the FBI, the Justice Department. That is a 
legal question. 

Q It's not legal, but it's very practical. 

Q There are nonetheless laws that apply. I don't 
claim to be a lawyer, but I think there are laws that apply, 
and I'd refer you to the appropriate authorities. 

Q What laws would apply on the bugging of phones? 


AQ That's why I'm! referring you to Justice and the 
people who dea' with them. 


Q The Constitutian applies a little, too. 

Q Can I ask you another -- 

Q Has the use of the lie detector test been stepped 
up since November 21, or since the Pollard case, in this 
Department? 

A I don't know. 

Q Chuck, there was a story in yesterday's paper 


that I intended to ask you about yesterday, and it slipped iny 
mind, that the State Department was behind the cancellation of 
a television broadcast between the United States and Russia in 
which a Doctor Chazov, the man who received the Soviet side of 
the International Physician's Nobel Award, was to have 
appeared. And the story indicated, or quoted an unnamed 
Congressional source as saying the State Department was behind 
it Can you shed any light on that? 


a Not much I happened to be at a meeting this 
morning where, in fact, that conference was mentioned, so Il 
know that it was not cancelled, and it was mentioned in the 
context -- the feedback from physicians in this country who 
were most interested in this particular case had been highly 
pleased with it So I know that it happened, and I know that 
at least a certain number of qualified professionals thought it 
was a useful arrangement 





1) 


Q According to the story, what was cancelled was 
any press or public access to this particular interchange 
It's something where you've got a doctor in Russia and a doctor 
in America and they're talking via a microwave or some wizardry 
of science, and -- 


Q Satellite. 


Q -- and reporters had been invited to participate 
and then they were uninvited. And the story which was -- it 
was a Los Angeles Times story, which also appeared in our paper 
yesterday morning, said that the taking-away of the public 
aspect was due to a State Department decision. Could you look 
into it? 





A On that aspect, I don't have anything. 
Q Could you look into that? 
A I'll take a look 


Q Chuck, can you come back to the lie detector 
thing one more time? On the answer you gave about the 
presence, the so-called lie detector question -- the answer you 
Gave on the use of lie detectors in this building, can you tel] 
us when they began being used? Is this a long-standing policy 
or is it something that has occurred recently? 


A I can't tell you I don't know 

Q Could you check on that and get an answer for us 
on that? 

A It really is -- 

Q At least the question of whether it's a 


long-standing policy to use them in the ways you described, or 
whether this is something recent? 


i) I'll take a look No problem 


Q Does the Sofaer Group in whole or in part hope to 
be home by the weekend? 


i) I still have no information on the departure 

Q All right Can you clarify what's getting to be 
an even murkier subject, having seen Mr. Shultz' remarks on the 
way home about Abbas in Iraq? Do you still know -- do you 


still not know where Abbas is, and can you still not tell us if 
Iraq is telling you whether or not he's in Iraq? 


~ « 
A a 
/ 


j 
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“ The Secretary addressed that question again this 
morning on the program that someone made reference to earlier. 


Q Oh, I didn't watch television. I'm just -- I'ma . 
simple scribe. 


a I didn't get up that early either, but -- 
Q No, I don't rely on television for my information. 


2) But he said basically the same thing as I said 
yesterday. We can't confirm his present whereabouts. He made 
reference again to the recent reports we had had which 
indicated Iraq as the country in which he might be located. I 
can't do any better than that today 


Q Can I follow that? The Secretary also said on 
the way home that the Israeli Government was assisting the US 
in matters not directly connected -- specifically connected to 


the Pollard case, the implication being that there's a wider 
net of Israeli espionage and purloined documents out there. Do 
you have anything on that? 


A I did not read that implication at all into 
anything the Secretary said. That's the best I can say. 


I think if you take the words, I don't see where you 
see that implication 


Q The Secretary had only recently just seen it, but 
maybe you had a chance to study it a little more. Do you have 
anything to say about the South African thrust into Angola 
today’ 


A We've only seen the reports That's all 

Q Do you think -- 

a We can't confirm those reports at this point 

Q Right Do you think that a South African foray 
into Angola will have a negative effect on the consultations 


that have been going on, tripartite consultations among the 
United States, South Africa, and Angola’? 


A I'm not going to speculate, particularly on a 
hypothetical case at this point, which I just told you I can't 
confirm In addition, the Secretary made some remarks about 
the impact on the region of violence and the continuing cycle 
of violence that we've seen there 
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Q Can I take you to the Middle East? 


Q Can I just ask one more question? Are there any 
firm plans now for Crocker to return to southern Africa? 


i No firm plans. We continue to be in touch with 
the Angolans. You said southern Africa? 


Q Yes. 


is Yes. We continue to be in touch with the 
Angolans. It's thus far a scheduling problem, so that I -- 
we're not in a position to give you any firm dates yet. 


Q Chuck, on the Abbas matter, the Secretary had an 
exchange of correspondence with Tariq Aziz some weeks ago on 
this issue. Is the State Department, the U.S. Government, 
still pursuing his extradition from Iraq, or does the response 
by the Iraqi Foreign Minister, which was exceedingly polite, 
but basically said it's none of your business, close this as 
far as the United States is concerned? 


A Once again, I can't go into the details of 
diplomatic exchanges. But to reiterate what I said yesterday, 
we have talked to the Iraqis. As I said, we put them on notice 
that should his presence be confirmed, it was our intention to 
extradite, or to request his extradition. That's where the 
question stands. So I do not think that we regard it as "case 
closed." 


Q 1 don't understand this waffling unless you're 
trying to protect the Iraqis. I'm told that the -- the 
Government has known since October 27 that he's been in Iraq 


A You may be told that I can only tell you what 
I've said 


Q The Secretary already, I'm told, requested his 
extradition ina letter to Mr. Tariq Aziz, and he responded 
that, not that he wasn't there but that it was not our business 
whether he was there or not. 


A I answered that question -- that we told them it 
was our intent to request his extradition should his presence 
in Iraq be confirmed 


Q Chuck, maybe you have slept over it overnight 
Yesterday, a senior U.S. official, speaking ON BACKGROUND about 
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the Middle East, said an international conference is acceptable 
to us only if it leads to direct negotiations between the two 
parties. 


This is a new terminology which is being used by the 
State Department. It hasn't been used before. Can I 
understand that this is now the consensus of the State 
Department that they are waiting for movement, that the 
participation of the Soviet Union could be applicable if they 
will possibly restore diplomatic relations with Israel, or 
something like that? What is the thrust of what the senior 
official said yesterday, if you can put it on the record? 


i) I did sleep on that. Our objective in this phase 
of the Middle East peace process remains direct negotiations. 
We have many times noted our understanding of King Hussein's 
desire for an international context and have said that we would 
be working with the parties to achieve a context that meets the 
political needs of those involved. 


In our view, such a context, by whatever name -- and 
the briefer went through those options in detail -- must lead 
promptly to direct negotiations and must not be able to impose 
is own will on the negotiating parties. 


In general, it is more important that the parties 
directly involved are able to agree on the shape and role of 
such an event than that they call it by a specific name. 


Q Why are you introducing still another name -- 
"context?" We had “construct,” we had "framework, " 
"auspices." Finally, this official finally said a 
"conference." Are you sliding back from a conference to -- 

A Not at all. I can quote what he said yesterday. 

Q I was there 

A He used all of those. (Laughter) 

Q "Context?" 

a Yes "Auspices," you didn't say 


Q I did say that. 


a "Framework. “ 


Q That's the key one 
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A "Context," “construct," “international 
, arrangements.“ Next question? 


Q Let me ask a question. Excuse me. Let me ask a 
. question. You said all the parties and all the talk yesterday 
of the senior official was Jordan and Israel, and nobody 
mentioned the PLO, the Palestinians directly. 


Yassir Arafat, my information that he's ready to 
accept 242 and 338 in conjunction with acceptance by the United 
States and the parties concerned of a convening of an 
international conference to deal with this issue. Where do we 
stand in that matter? 


f I can't help you any more than what you heard 
yesterday on those kind of questions. 


One more question? 


Q Yes. I wonder if you can confirm that the Budget 
Office has informed the State Department if the Kassebaum 
amendment was effective immediately on the reduction of the 
U.S. contribution to the U.N.? 


A Let me see what I have. United Nations? Yes, 
okay. 


Just to review for your colleagues who may not be as 
up-to-date, the Kassebaum amendment enacted last August limits 
U.S.-assessed contributions to the United Nations and its 
specialized agencies to 20 percent next year unless those 
organizations adopt weighted voting on budgetary matters. 


In the event that significant progress toward 
meaningful reform sufficient to persuade the Congress to amend 
the law prior to its effective date, October 1, 1986, is not 
initiated, the Administration will have no choice but to 
implement the withholding provisions. 


Q So the answer to the question is, no, it's not 
effective immediately; it's effective October 1, 1986? 


A That's raght 


Q Thank you 
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Q Chuck, how is going the process of interviewing , 
the political prisoners of Cuba, and when they're going to be 
released? 

“ I don't have anything for you on that 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:30 p.m.) 











Posted: December 20, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December /9, 1985 noon press briefing: 


USIA BROADCAST ON CARDIOLOGY 





Did the State Department order a Comestic Dlackout of the 
USIA cardiology broadcast because of Or. Chazov's 
participation? 

-- MONDAY'S USIA-SPONSORED TELEVISICN LINK BETWEEN U.S. AND 
SOVIET HEART SPECIALISTS IS PART OF THE EXPANDED SCIENTIFIC 
COOPERATION AND DIALOGUE CALLED FOR 8Y PRESIDENT REAGAN AND 
GENERAL SECRETARY GORBACHEV AT GENEVA. THIS WAS THE FIRST 
OF MANY SUCH VIDEO CONFERENCES PLANNED BETWEEN U.S. AND 


SOVIET PROFESSIONALS. 


-- THE STATE DEPARTMENT AND USIA AGREED CN THE HANDLING OF 
THIS PROGRAM, INCLUDING THE DECISION NOT =9 TELEVISE THIS 
PROGRAM AT USIA'S POREIGN PRESS CENTERS ['i THE U.S. IT 
SHOULD BE NOTED THAT ONLY A SELECT NUMBER OF ALL USIA 


TELEVISION PROGRAMS ARE EVER SHOWN IN THOSE CENTERS. 


-- REPORTERS WERE IN FACT INVITED TO THE -.S. SIDE OF THE 


EVENT AT THE NATIONAL INSTITUE OF HEALTH. 








Posted: December 19, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 


Question taken at the December 19, 1985 noon press briefing: 


USE OF POLYGRAPH AT THE DEPT. OF STATE 





Q. How long has the Department of State's existing 
polygraph program been in use? 

A. THE DEPARTMENT'S EXISTING POLYGRAPH PROGRAM, WHICH IS 

USED ON A VOLUNTARY BASIS IN THE COUKSE OF 


COUNTERINTELLIGENCE, CRIMINAL, AND SPECIAL IP VESTIGATIONS, 


HAS BEEN IN USE FOR ABOUT TWENTY-FIVE YEARS. 
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DPC #224 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 20, 1985, 12:36 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


A reminder: Today at 2:00 p.m. in this Briefing Room 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian 
Affairs, Arnold Raphel, will conduct an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
on Afghanistan after six years of Soviet occupation 


Department publications on Afghanistan are available 
in the Press Office this morning 


Questions? 


Q Chuck, I see the White House says that the 
Secretary of State wouldn't be asked to take a lie detector 
test unless he was charged with espionage Could you let us 
know when he is asked to take a lie detector test? (Laughter) 


A I'll keep my ear to the ground 


Q Okay Another question Why is Judge Sofaer 
staying behind in Israel? Do you know? 


A I have no further information at all for you at 
this time other than to say that Judge Sofaer is still in 
Israel We expect that he is likely to return in the near 
future, probably over the weekend But, as of yet, I don't 
have any details on his itinerary 


Q Does the return of the rest of the team mean that 
the investigation there is finished? 


a I can only assume that it means that their 
portion of the investigation is finished, yes 


Q I mean, this is it? They're not going back? 


A To the best of my knowledge, that's the status 





Q Can you answer the substantive question of why he 
stayed behind? 


= No, other than to say he's continuing his 
discussions. That's all. 


Q Did they get the full cooperation of the Israelis 
in turning over documents and making people available? 


2) I'll have nothing else to say until the Judge has 
completed his mission. 


Q Chuck, the State Department said that the mission 
was going for discussions. But the presence of the rest of the 
team was widely interpreted as meaning that there were more 
than discussions going on. I'm not quite sure I understand how 
the investigation can continue with only one member of the team 
there. It lcads one to conclude that the discussions he is now 
having are not related to the investigation but are related to 
a more political aspect of the case. Can you comment on that 
at all? 


No. I have nothing whatsoever on the trip at 
this point. 
Q Can you take some questions on what the Secretary 


said yesterday? There were a number of loose ends as far as I 
was concerned. 


For instance, did the Secretary's personal -- did the 
Secretary believe that his personal view about polygraph tests 
should -- does he believe that should hold for other people in 
the Department as well? 

A That's your only question? 

Q That's first. 

A I'll be happy to look into it. 

Q You don't have an answer on that? 

A (Nodding negatively. ) 

Q Does the State Department have -- can you say 


what the State Department's view or what the Secretary's view 
was on this subject prior to the issuance of the November 1 
directive? 











A I think the only thing I could say is that the 
Secretary's view is a long-held one. 


Q Is the Secretary trying to get the directive 
changed? 


= Let me, I suppose, rehash a bit of what was said 
at the White House this morning already, to the effect that 
it's important to remember that we're still in a process of 
deciding how this directive is going to be implemented. 


It's been pointed out that there is an interagency 
task force to plan the implementation of this policy. That 
task force has been at work for some time. It will continue to 
be at work for some time. 


The Department of State has participated and continues 
to participate in that process. We are represented on that 
task force by a number of people, including the Director of the 
Bureau of Diplomatic Security, the Deputy Director of M/MO and 
the Director of the Office of Foreign Missions. In all of this 
process there is nothing definitive yet; that, as I think was 
said at the White House this morning, procedures have yet to be 
agreed upon, as well as the fact that once those procedures are 
agreed upon it would then be up to each agency to conduct them 
in accordance with their particular security procedures. 


All of that to say that at this point it's largely 
premature to speculate any further, as I've said before from 
this podium, as to what the full implications are of this 
particular directive. 


Q Well, Chuck, that may be the case, but the 
directive stands. You're not -- or is there some thought to 
changing that? That's the statement of policy as announced by 
the White House. 


A I just finished giving you a detailed explanation 
of the Department of State's participation in that process. 


Q But this is a question about how to apply it; 
right? It's not a question of changing the directive, or is it 
both? 


i) My understanding is it's the former 
Q How to apply the directive? 
rs) That's right 





Q And the directive calls for a process which 
Secretary Shultz yesterday said he believes at least is 
questionable, to use his rather understated language. So how 
does its implementation really deal with the basic issue? 


A I can't help you any further on that. 

Q There's no question of the study of whether it 
would be applied, is there? Of whether the directive would be 
applied, whether the polygraph would be used? 


a For the details of the study in the NSOD, I'd 
refer you to the White House for the definitive guidance. 


Q Chuck, when the White House first confirmed 
publicly this directive -- I think it was last week but I'm not 
sure -- it was made clear at the time that Cabinet members 


would be among those who would be asked to take the test. 


The Secretary made it clear he will not take the 
test. There is something -- the directive stands, obviously; 
and if, as the White House first said, it would be applied to 
Cabinet members, then there's an incongruity between the State 
Department's position and the directive. 


What we're trying to get at, are you telling us that 
the State Department is trying to find a way to implement the 
directive while still complying with the Secretary of State's 
views or are you trying -- what are you trying to tell us? 


i) Let me answer by saying that the premise of your 
question has a number of errors init. First of all, if you 
look closely -- and this I have from this podium on a number of 
occasions; I think some people haven't focused on it 
sufficiently, perhaps -- it was reiterated again that this 
directive would apply, would be applicable, from senior levels 
on down. 


Once again, that is not to say that this directive is 
a blanket testing of each and every person to which it -- to 
whom it might be applicable And there, to reiterate once 
again, it is random, aperiodic, but most importantly 
counter-espionage and counter-intelligence related. 


But to the best of my understanding, it is not the 
intent of this directive -- and I think that was clear from 
what was said at the White House this morning -- that it would 
be applied to all ex-thousands of people, but rather it would 
be applied in specific cases having to do with counter- 
intelligence and counter-espionage interests. 











Q That's true, but that's not the whole story 
because you also said there would be certain aspects that are 
blanket -- namely, it would be applied to all new employees, 
for example. 


= Well, we haven't said that. I said at the same 
time that was only one of the many examples. 


The answer to that question is what I said earlier 
about the stage of the process at which we are currently at 
concerning implementation -- i.e., that there is a task force 
which is still engaged in looking at the way in which this will 
be implemented so that there is no definitive answer to those 
types of questions at this point. 


Q Would you expect that employees of the State 
Department would, as they do in all other respects of the State 
Department's policy-making process, follow the policy 
designated by their superior, the Secretary of State, in this 
case? Without specifying -- without asking you to specify what 
that policy is, would you expect all State Department employees 
to follow the Secretary of State's tone-setting and 
policy-setting statement yesterday on this subject? 


a I really can't answer that other than to say that 
what the Secretary said yesterday was in response to a personal 
question, “Would he take the test?" His answer was in response 
to that question, and I can't go any further than that. 


Q Chuck, I was inclined, until you said that, to 
ask you if the Secretary believes there's one rule that applies 
to him and another that applies to other people in the 
Department. 


But, I should ask you this way, I guess. Does the 
Secretary have the same objections to the test as being given 
to other people as he has as to his having to take it? 


Do his objections apply only to him as Secretary of 
State? 


A I can't go into that He addressed one question 
yesterday. That's all I have. 


Q But does he speak for the Department --— does he 
-- did what he said yesterday represent the State Department's 
position or his personal position? 


A I believe we go now back to the first question 
that was asked, which I said I'd look into 





Q Oh, sorry, I missed the first question. 
i) It's virtually the same question. 
Q Has the Secretary -- 


Q Can I just amplify that? Because your ansi-ers, 
and as well as the White House, are completely at odds with the 
Secretary's in that he seemed -- I won't say “complete” because 
his answer was so cryptic in a way -- but in his description of 
a polygraph test he gave several reasons that he said he had 
read and was convinced by which made the test virtually useless 
as an operating tool. 


This is the same basic position that was put forth by 
the American Foreign Service Association. Yet, in your 
discussion as well as that of the White House there is a kind 
of implicit statement that this is a good tool and it should be 
used in certain cases. The two don't jibe, and I'm just 
curious whether your guidance is just coming out of the State 
Department or is it approved by the Secretary. And if it's 
approved by the Secretary, does he amend his statement to mean 
that a lie detector test can be used to good effect in certain 
cases? 


a I'll be happy to look into that one for you. 
Q You don't know the answer to that? 


4 Well, I could try, but I'm afraid it wouldn't do 
much good. 


Q Chuck, the speaker you referred to at the White 
House earlier said this morning hopefully Secretary Shultz will 
understand the purposes of the program when he hears more about 
it. 


That statement suggests that perhaps the Secretary is 
uninformed on the directive, or the White House feels he's 
uninformed on the directive. 


Is it your understanding that the Secretary made his 
statement yesterday on the basis of full and thorough 
information about what the directive is and what its pur >oses 
are, and so on? 


a I believe the Secretary knows what he's saying 


Q Is the purpose of his meeting at the White House 
today to hear more about the directive? 





4 I don't know. 


Q Since he didn't seem to put his objections on 
constitutional grounds but on sort of personal grounds and 
grounds of effectiveness, does he withdraw his objections to 
lie detector tests if he doesn't have to take one? Could you 
take that question? 


It's a straight, simple question. 


A I would only say that the statement which he has 
on the record concerns his personal position. So I'm not sure 
what statement you're saying he should withdraw concerning 
something broader than that. 


Q He said --— it's simple, as Bernie Gwertzman and 
several of us others have tried to point out. He registered 
objections to lie detectors. 


a) In the context of explaining his position. 


~-MORE -- 





Q But he just didn't say, “They make me feel 
uncomfortable,” and, you know, “They're unpleasant for me." He 
reached out for reasons that have been given in the community —- 


- We'll have -- ; 
~ -— at large -- 
: We'll have that one -- 
Q -- for not thinking lie detectors are the best 
tools for these ends. So if he gets a pass -- if he gets a 


free pass, or he gets a “by,” does that mean that he has no 
more objections to lie detector tests, like for his Deputy for 
instance? Or for you? 


“ We'll put that one on the list. 
Q Are there any prospects of getting the answers to 


any of these questions before the Secretary leaves on his 
holiday? 


oe I can't promise. 

Q Do you have any comment on the CIA's comment? 

“ No. 

Q Has the Secretary issued any instructions or 
guidelines to the State Department task force about the 
implementation of the tests -- the program? 

A No. I don't have anything for you on that. 

Q Let me try something, please, related? Am I 


correct that these tests are being given before the directive 
was ever issued or announced? These tests -- 


a These tests? 

Q Yes Lie detector tests have been used? 
For some 25 years. 

Q Inclu ‘ing people in the State Department? 
A That's right 


Q Has there been any increase -- 








a All on a voluntary basis, as I said yesterday. 

Q All on a voluntary basis. Has there been any 
increase in their use since the directive was signed? 

“ No. There has not. 

Q Do you have any idea of the numbers of State 


Department people who have taken it? 


rs We're talking over this entire period of on 
average less than a dozen per year. 


Q Can you say for what reasons? 


A Again, as I said yesterday, primarily for 
counter-intelligence, criminal, and other special 
investigations. It's been used as an investigative aid when we 
are unable to resolve an issue using all other available 
investigative techniques. 


Q Can you -- 


Q I don't have much prospects of getting an answer 
to this, but since you're getting involved in the statistics of 
an average of 12 per year, would you take the question of what 
the average is since 1981? 


a I doubt it. 

Q Per year. 

Q Have you been asked, and if you haven't let me 
ask: The union, the Association, had some suggestions to deal 


with the concerns, increasing staff that deals with 
counter-terrorism, better screening procedures Do those 
recommendations -- those are the only two I remember; I think 
they're the only two in their statement -- does the State 
Department subscribe to those recommendations? Not necessarily 
at alternatives Does the State Department think those 
measures should be taken? 


A Il have consistently taken the position on those 
kinds of questions that it is not appropriate for me as the 
Spokesman to ¢epeak to the Department's union from this podium, 
and that management/employee .elations are conducted in 
confidential channels and that's where they should stay So 
I'm not going to give you the answer to that question until 
management and their employees have spoken 


- 
~ 
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Q Well, I don't want to get into a contractual 
dispute. I mean, they have -- I mean, Mr. Shultz is talking 
about lie detectors, which is the tool prescribed by the White 
House. Other suggestions have been made. These are two. What 
does the State Department think of them? 


o I don't have any comment on their merits or 
demerits. I could onlv say that any suggestions such as those 
made ina constructive manner, as these were, I'm sure, are 
factored into the process. 

Q Chuck, can you give us any idea why Ambassador 
Dobrynin is here today? Is he here to see the Secretary, and 
what is the topic? 

“ No. I don't have anything on that. 


Q He is here, isn't he? Can you confirm that? His 
car is here, anyway. 


a I have nothing on that. 


Q Could you find out? 


A I'll try it out. 

Q What are the Secretary's plans for the next two 
weeks? 

4 For the next two weeks? 

Q Yes. 

a He's going to be largely on vacation. 

Q Leaving when? 

fs I can't give you that right now 

Q Chuck, the official who briefed reporters two 


days ago on the Middle East peace process said that while the 
United States had disagreements with the PLO, we weren't at war 
with the PLO 


Given our known conditions and the PLO's repeated 
refusals this year to meet any of those criteria for joining 
the peace process, isn't “disagreements” a little mild? Isn't 
~— well, that's the first part. Isn't that a little 
understating the situation? 





ll 


os I'm not going to try to put words in the mouth of 
the briefer. 


Q Uh -- never mind. 


Q I'd like to ask about an Associated Press story . 
out of Washington but which pertains to Central America, if I 
could. 


The story in essence says that individuals in the 
U.S.-backed suntra group have been involved in smuggling 
activities -- smuggling of cocaine activities. The story 
quotes extensively from U.S. Government officials, including 
officials in the Customs Service, the Drug Enforcement 
Administration, the FBI. and so on, and other agencies. 


Do you have any comment on that report, which I think 
may have been called to your attention? 


“ I do, but I seem to have a leak in my notebook 
Could someone dig that out? It must be on the desk in the 
office. 


Q Leaks? Are you saying there are leaks here? 
(Laughter) 

a We'll come back to that one 

Q Okay 

Q Can you confirm reports that the U.S. demanded 


from Syria the withdrawal of SAM missiles from its border area 
with Lebanon? 


a I've answered that several times, at least 
indirectly, so let me reiterate what has been said on several 
occasions The United States has not conveyed at any level 
threats or demands to Syria or Israel 


Our objective has been to avoid any escalation of 
tensions or resort to military force which would not be in the 
interests of any of the parties 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the reported 
defection of Ethiopian AID -- or aid official? 
a No 


Q Nothing at all? 
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* Nothing. 
(Mr. Reap hands document to Mr. Redman) ° 


4 Turning now to Central America, we are not aware 
of any evidence that would support those charges, and spokesmen . 
for the FON and ARDE have denied the allegations. The strong 
efforts of the United States Government to combat narcotics 
trafficking are well known, and we've made clear through words 
and actions that the United States Government actively opposes 
drug trafficking. 


Further to your question, we understand from DEA that 
there are -- 


Q From where? 


i) Drug Enforcement Agency -- that there are no such 
investigations underway. 


Q The Associated Press story says that several of 
the investigators, including government officials, have 
discussed this with reporters out of fear that these activities 
could embarrass the United States in its support of the group. 


If it were -- if it turned out that any of these 
activities proceeded to prosecution, would it be the U.S. 
Government's policy to immediately shut off assistance to a 
group which engages in drug trafficking? 


a I'm not going to engage in hypothetical questions 
and speculation. I stated our position concerning the general 
issue of drug trafficking; that's a position and stand that's 
well known. 


Q Could I make an appeal on the Shultz business to 
get a coherent statement about what he's saying and what the 
Department's policy is before the day is up today, because 
otherwise he's going to be assaulted tonight if he shows up, 
even though it's OFF THE RECORD, and it's going to be a kind of 
messy business 


is) You're saying he has an option then? 


Q No I'm just appealing for it, just to get it 
out before he goes off on his trip, and -~ 1 mean, people are 
wondering whether he's looking to quit, why he raised it I 
mean, there's a million questions which -- you know, his little 
answer yesterday was -- didn't come anywhere near being a 
definitive statement It would just be very helpful 
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a Hmm. 


Q And now that he has said it, does he expect his 
example to be the example set by every other person in the 
Department? That's not an answered question at this point. 


A Is that a list of questions? We'll work on those. 
Q All right. Well, thank you. 


Q Do you have anything -- I'm sorry; last question 
-- do you have anything on an agreement in recent days between 
the U.S. and Ethiopia which would involve Ethiopia compensating 
America for assets nationalized there? And, if so, what is the 
U.S. part of the bargain? 


f°) The United States and the Provisional Military 
Government of Socialist Ethiopia have concluded an agreement, 
settling the outstanding claims of private U.S. nationals 
against Ethiopia resulting from expropriations, 
nationalizations and other restrictive measures taken during 
and after the 1974 revolution. 


The agreement, which also settles all related claims 
and counter-claims of the Ethiopian Government against those 
private U.S. nationals, provides for the payment of $7 million 
over a S-year period. 


The U.S. welcomes this agreement, as it removes one 
longstanding issue between our two governments. We hope it 
might signal a readiness by the Ethiopian Government to address 
other important issues in a similarly appropriate manner And 
we will have to wait and see if that happens 


Q Could you give us the companies, or are they 
privileged on some Privacy Act? 


A I can't give you the names of the companies The 
agreement specifies -- or, excuse me, the agreement settles all 
outstarding claims of U.S. nationals without specifying the 
names or amounts of the claims It covers only the claims of 
private U.S. citizens and corporations It does not resolve 
any outstanding claims between the two governments 


Priva’'e U.S. nationals with claims against Ethiopia 
will be required to file those claims with the U.S. Foreign 
Claims Settlement Commission The Commission will adjudicate 
the claims under the provisions of the International Claims 
Settlement Act of 1949, as amended 
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The settlement amount will be distributed among 
successful claimants in accordance with that act 


Q There's an inference there that the U.S. 
Government -- U.S. Government property was seized too Do you ° 
happen to know? 


“ I don't know what the status of those claims are, 
other than that they were not settled in this agreement. 


Q No, no. I understand. You said that But is 
there a claim by the U.S. Government against Ethiopia? 

i) I'll have to look into that. 

Q How and in what way was this negotiated -- who 


did it, where? 
a I'll take that one. 


Q Was this an initiative on the part of the 
Ethiopian Government? and, if so, does it represent a hope by 
the government that there could be perhaps a resumption of some 
form of official U.S. aid to that government? Does this remove 
one of the obstacles toward that end? 


A The agreement will remove the principal reason 
for the application of the Hickenlooper Amendment of 1979 
However, under the law this is a separate decision to be taken 
by the President. 


Q Wait a minute There's another regulation that 
prohibits aid to Ethiopia. Aid to -- development aid to 
Marxist countries Correct? 

a The Hickenlooper Amendment? 


Q Not the Hickenlooper Amendment There's a 
Hickenlooper Amendment; there's a Brooke Amendment 


a Wait Wait Okay 
Q You want -- is the State Department saying 
A Carrying right on, I can say something else about 


that 


Q I think you ought to 
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a There are a number of issues which must be 
resolved before the U.S. would consider resuming development 
assistance to Ethiopia. Among these are statutory 
prohibitions, such as the Brooke-Alexander Amendment involving 
official claims of the uUSG. 


Q Do you have any others? 
“ No. 
Q Hickenlooper was well before ‘79 I don't know 


where you got that from 


Q Given the technical nature of those answers. can 
you make available that -- an explanation of what the claims, 
what restrictions remain in effect, and so on? 


a All right 

Q I have one last question on the Pollard case, if 
I may The Deputy Prime Minister of Israel, Shamir, apparently 
told Israel Radio today that the case was -- the incident had 


been solved and settled today; and, obviously, that, according 
to your statement earlier, is not the U.S. view of this case 


Does that point up any major differences still between 
the two countries over this case? 


A I don't think I said anything about the case 
whatsoever, other than that Judge Sofaer was still there - 

Q You mentioned it was ongoing 

a -~ and that we expected him to be returning soon, 


perhaps over the weekend. 


Q Well, is he playing golf there? I mean -- 
a No, I have no other comments on his activities 
Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 1:02 p.m.) 








Posted: Dec. 24, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 20, 1985 noon vress briefing: 


ETHIOPIAN CLAIMS ACCORD: REMAINING RESTRICTIONS 





Q. What restrictions against developments. assistance to P 


Ethiopia remain in effect? 


A. The Hickenlooper Amendment, § 620(e) of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 as amended, 22 U.S.C. § 2370(e)(1), the 
Gonzales Amendment to the International Development Association 
Act, 22 U.S.C. § 284(43) and the African Development Act, 22 
U.S.C. § 2909-8, provide for the imposition of various sanctions 
on countries that expropriate the property of U.S. citizens 
without payment of compensation. As the agreement signed last 
week with the Ethiopian Government provides for compensation to 
U.S. nationals whose property was taken, t**e agreement will 
remove the principal reason for the application of these 


sanctions. 


At the same time, there are other statutory restrictions on 
developmental aid to Ethiopia. Among these are the Brooke 
Amendment, § 518 of the Foreign Assistance Appropriation Act of 


1985, and § 812(4) of the International Security and Developmen: 


Cooperation Act of 1985. 











Posted: December 20, 1985 
TAKEN QUESTION 
Question taken at the December 20, 1985 noon press »riefing: 


DOBRYNIN VISIT TO STATE DEC. 20 





Q. Was Ambassador Dobrynin here today? If so what for? 


A.-- Yes, Ambassador Dobrynin was here today. 


~~ We never discuss the content of our diplomatic exchanges. 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 23, 1985, 12:15 P. M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. I 
have several announcements: 


First -- this is an exciting one -- Department of 
State offices in the Main State Department building will be cut 
over to a new telephone system, beginning at 7:00 p.m. December 
27, and concluding on December 29. Under the new system, all 
numbers in the Main State building will begin with the prefix 
647. 


Under the shift, most 632 numbers will change to 647. 
In most cases the final four digits will be unchanged. New, 
dedicated Department of State operator services is operational 
at area 202-647-4000 for directory assistance. The new 
telephone number for the Citizens Emergency Center will be area 
202-647-5225, from 8:15 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. Monday through 
Friday, excluding Federal holidays. Outside these hours, in 
the event of an emergency involving an American citizen 
overseas, call 202-634-3600 and ask the State Department 
operator for the Citizens Emergency Duty Officer. 


The Agency for International Development, the Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency, the Office of Protocol and the 
Foreign Affairs Information Management Center are already being 
served by the new 647 exchange. 


Copies of all of that are available in the Press 
Office. 


Q Would you repeat that, please? 


Q In other words, the new phone book we can use 
after Thursday, right? 


A If you have a new phone book You have one? 
Q Yes 
Q We all have one 





Q Don't you have one, Chuck? (Laughter) 
Q They're the last to get them. 


a Secondly, AID Administrator M. Peter McPherson 
will hold a press conference in this briefing room today at 
2:30. His subject will be the high death rates at Ethiopian 
government-run resettlement sites. The press conference is ON 
THE RECORD for both sound and camera. 


Q Can you take a question on that, Chuck? How many 
press conferences has McPherson given this year so far? 


a You'll have to ask AID. 


Finally, the United States Government deplores the 
arrest of Mrs. Winnie Mandela and has already protested her 
incarceration to the South African Government. A member of the 
U.S. diplomatic mission in South Africa attended her hearing 
today in the Johannesburg Masistrate's Court. 


Our consistent policy has been to reject both banning 
as an instrument of government and, of course, any arrest 
stemming from a banning order. 


We are concerned that Mrs. Mandela's arrest could lead 
to further escalation of violence in South Africa. In that 
connection, we can only condemn another bombing aimed at 
civilians, this time in Durban. We call on all parties in 
South Africa to move toward negotiations and not confrontation 


Questions? 


Q On that one, just the rationale on a U.S 
Government protest on a domestic arrest. In other words = - 


fs) I think that's included in the statement I 
said, “Our consistent policy has been to reject banning as an 
instrument of government and any arrest stemming from a banning 
order." 


Q Well -- 


Q Where was the protest lodged, both here and in 
South Africa? 


a I don't know that 


Q According to the wires. she's been now released 
Do you have any statement on that? 





- No. Nothing further. 


Q On a technical subject, Chuck, is it possible 
that we could have copies here, too, of the White House report 
on Soviet arms violations that was released at -- I think at 
noon today? 


2) We'll try to get some copies 


Q Does the State Department have any response to 
Ambassador Kirkpatrick's statements in the Washington Post this 
morning, or do you believe her views are not worth any response 
other than “no comment"? 





Aa On the subject of Angola?’ 
Q Yes What she said in the Post this morning 
a Our position on the question of aid to UNITA has 


been stated by the Secretary recently on a number of occasions, 
and that position -- 


Q Il understand that 
2) -- still stands 
Q But what my question was, that you didn't answer, 


1s, what is your reaction to Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick's 
reaction and statement this morning’? You don't want to dignity 
it with a response?’ 


A I'm diaqnifying it by the response of telling you 
that our position on that particular subject 


Q That what she knew before 

a) - 18 known and is on the record 

Q Can I ask one other question? 

a Let's move to someone else 

Q we | | it's the same subject 1 believe the 
Secretary's statement on UNLIA, and you've quoted it a number 
of times. runs something like “we want to support UNIIA in a 
way that would be effective," which some people have found 
rather ambiguous Do you want to embroider that at all?’ 


a No I don't 





Q It's meaningless, in fact, isn't it? 

Q You stand on “meaningless?” , 
” I stand on “effective aid.” 

Q Meaning “meaningless.“ Ha! What is effective 


aid, is his question? 


Q Going back to arms control, Chuck, there's a 
report in today's Boston Globe which was reprinted in the 
Baltimore Sun saying that Soviet sources say that President 
Reagan sent to Gorbachev a letter encouraging greater Soviet, I 
guess, curiosity or inquisitiveness, or -- into the whole 
question of SOI once the Geneva arms talks reconvene on the 
16th of January Have you anything on the Reagan letter? 





a No, we don't comment on diplomatic exchanges 


Q Anything new since this Friday or Saturday 
statement on the Libyan SAM-Ss? 


a Nothing new I suppose you've seen the Libyan 
reaction, at least through the Libyan news service. We would 
only note that the Libyan Government's stated determination to 
use these missiles to advance its unrecognized claims in the 
Gulf of Sidra underscores our concern over Soviet support for 
this irresponsible and erratic regime 


Q Do you have comment on the reports that the 
United States has drawn up a plan of a military action against 
Libya’ 


“ We don't comment on military contingency plans 


Q Could you assure us, Chuck, that Secretary 
Shultz's furious defiance of the President's Executive Order on 
polygraph tests have nothing whatsoever to do with his 
reluctance to be asked if he had ever leaked any classified 
information, such as the Weinberger letter? 


“ No, I have no comment on those kind of things 
Q Well, let me ask you this Did -- to your 
knowledge, do you remember -- has the Secretary ever objected 


to taking the oath? 


a 1 don't know what you're referring to at al) 


Q The oath of office 





roy I don't know what relevance that has question 
. has. I believe -- 
e | Q Well, I guess you'd rather not answer? 
. 

A --=-=— the Secretary, like anyone else, took an 


oath of of fice when he took office 


Q Chuck, do you have any comments or reaction to 
Colombia's threats to break off relations with Nicaragua’ 


“ No 
Anything else? One more? 


Q What protest has the State Department made to the 
sending of five rabbis to Federal prison because they 
demonstrated in front of the Soviet Embassy in the same civil 
disobedience as hundreds of celebrities who demonstrated in 
front of the South African Embassy and were turned loose with 
no such punishment? 


“ I don't have anything on that 
Q Could you tell me your own opinion? Could you 


just give us your opinion as a State Department official? Do 
you think this is fair? 


A My personal -- 

Q Do you think this is -- 

a I'm not up here to give you my personal opinion 
Q All right, does the State Department have any -- 
“ Let someone else -- could someone else - 

Q No, i mean -- 

“ l've answered the question 

Q ls there any reaction to the - 

w No, does the State Department have any opinion?’ 


Do you believe this is fair?’ 


Q I¢ there any reaction to the Soviet - 


a Excuse me. Barbara 





Q You'd rather evade. Okay. 


Q Is there any reaction to the Soviet charges this 
morning about how the U.S. is exporting terrorism? 


“ The United States is exporting terrorism? 


Q There's a whoie long Pravda thing that includes, 
among other things, that this is just a cover, that this report 
on arms control is just a cover for devious deeds of the 
government? 


A That is a story which I believe dates to the end 
of last week 


In any case, our stand, our position on terrorism is 
well known, amply documented. Some of the charges in that 
particular article, if people take the time to look into them, 
they will find don't bear out the charges made by Pravda I 
believe there's one fellow in there who we are charged with 
Giving lenient treatment to The one case I looked into, he 
got life plus 35 years So if that's what's termed very 
lenient treatment, then I would encourage people to look into 
the other alleged cases as well 


Anything else? 


Q You would say lenient treatment like all those 
South African Embassy demonstrators as compared to the rabbis? 


Q Thank you 


Q No comment on this, Chuck? 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:25 p.m.) 
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MR MARTINEZ Good afternoon, and Merry Christmas 
In that spirit -- 


Q We can all go home (Laughter) 
A ~~ let me say that the Press Office will be 


closed tomorrow. Our duty officer, Mr. Bruce Ammerman, will be 
at home to take calls on events that are truly extra ordinary, 


and you can underline the tr xtra ordinar 

Q Do you mean in a political or religious sense 
(Laughter) 

“ In the broadest possible sense But Thursday and 


Friday will be regular work days for us, and we intend to have 
a briefing on both days 


Secondly. a brief announcement, as follows Mrs. Lee 
Kimche McGrath, President of Lee Kimche 4 Associates, an 
international cultural relations firm, has been awarded the 
contract to direct the US. Department of State's art In 
Embassies Program 


Mrs McGrath, a cultural and museum specialist 
administrator, was the first Director of the Institute of 
Museum Services, an independent federal agency within the 
National Foundation for the arts and Humanities 


There will be more information of this in the Press 
Office for anybody who wants to follow up 


Q Can we not have a copy of that, please?’ 
(Laughter) 


“ Secondly. @ statement on southern african 
violence 


Several recent acts of violence within the Republic of 
South africa and along its borders, in which blacks and whites 
have lost their lives, are extremely troubling They threaten 





to intensify the tragic cycle of violence and retribution which 
has for too long substituted for political dialogue and 
diplomazy in the region 


Late last week, nine people were assassinated in . 
Maseru, Lesotho. We deplore these tragic killings of Lesotho 
nationals and South Africans, as we have all other acts of 
violence in the region. In this <sse, charges by the Lesotho 
Government that South Africa was +esponsible for the shootings, 
and South Africa's denials, underscore the need for better 
communication between the two governments. Although the facts 
are not entirely clear, the evidence points to the fact that 
the perpetrators fled into the Republic of South Africa after 
the killings. We urge the South African Government to 
investigate and bring the perpetrators to justice 


Within South Africa, we have witnessed a tragic 
bombing at a shopping center in Durban, which took the lives of 
innocent people, including several small children. We have 
insistently condemned all violence in South Africa and southern 
Africa, whatever its source or target We again call on all 
parties in the region to act with restraint and humanity and to 
pursue peaceful remedies in dealing with southern Africa's 
demanding political problems 


7 Copy? 

“ Yes 

George? 

W l pass 

Q Pete, you got anything on that AFP report, a 


senior Chinese official saying that a Soviet plane was hijacked 
or had a forced landing in China’? 


“ No [I have nothing on that I've seen the press 
reports, but nothing else 


Q What about reaction to the Post story about a 
conciliatory letter from the President to Gorbachev? 


o I don't have anything on that, but I would refer 
you to the White House where | understand a response is being 
made to questions on that subject 


Q Any reaction to the Philippine announcement of 
the NAMFREL free elections? 


a No i have nothing on that 





Q Nothing at all? 
“ No 
Q The comment on South Africa begins to sound like 


the Secretary General of the United Nations The 
Administration has said that they were going to do something; 
they would tighten up on sanctions, etc., etc What's in 
prospect? 


ms I have nothing to add -- 


Q You know, if it's going to be sort of on good 
behavior of South Africa, and so forth? 


a I have nothing to add beyond what I've had -- 
what I've given you in the statement 


Q Hopes have been raised when Terry Waite entered 
the picture that the American hostages in Lebanon might be 
released, some were hoping by Christmas Apparently Waite has 
made clear today that that's not going to happen 


Any reaction to Waite's encounters and generally any 
comment on the fact that the hostages are still there after all 
this time? 


oa NO I have, nothing new on the hostage situation 
in Lebanon 


Q Any comments about President Mubarak's interview 
yesterday on NBC’? 


i.) In reference particularly to what -- 

Q To the PLO 

“ No Nothing on that 

Q How about the removal of Mr. Grishin as Moscow 


Party Chief? Anything on that? 


a No I have nothing on that either 
Q Thank you 
“ Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 12:09 pm ) 
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MR REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
One brief announcement 


The Department of State is releasing today A Decade of 
American Foreign Policy Basic Documents. 1941-1949, a revised 
edition of a 1950 documentary publication long out of print 
The Department of State prepared this new edition to provide 
the authoritative record on a decade that brought momentous 
changes in international relations and laid the foundation for 
69 years of peace among the great powers. 








For some of those among you who missed part of that 
Gecade, like 1 did, you may find this interesting (Laughter) 


Copies may be purchased at the Government Printing 
Of fice A press release on the new publication is available in 
the Press Office 


Questions? 
Q You want to deplore the war? 


Q Do you have anything on the story about the 
United States providing security to foreign envoys, selected 
foreign envoys, starting next year? 


A Let me recap in just a few bits and pieces I 
don't have any prepared statement for you. 


The current status of our program to protect foreign 
envoys is carried out largely on an ad hoc basis When a 
foreign envoy needs personal protection because of a bona fide 
threat, then the Department of State does make sure that such 
protection 1$ given; and we make that determination concerning 
the bona fide threat in consultation with other appropriate 








federal agencies 





What we are talking about in this case is regularizing 
or institutionalizing what is currently an ad hoc program 
Among other things, that means that it would be funded, that it 


would be budgeted It is that money -- some $5.5 billion, 
which is the State Department proposal for counter- 
terrorism -- within that $5.5 billion is found this particular 


program. That money has been approved by the Office of 
Management and Budget and has not yet been submitted to the 
Congress. 


Q How much money? 
A The total program is $5.5 billion for the 


counter-terrorism. This specific portion of it, I don't know. 
I can take a look at that if -- 


Q How many years? $5.5 over what timeframe? 

2) Once again, I'll have to look into that. We'd 
hope to begin the program in 1986 

Q Does this include the embassy rebuilding and so 
forth? 

a Yes, it does 

Q If you're going to begin it in 1986, you're going 


LO need a supplemental, right? Since this is Fiscal 1986 
a I'll have to look into that 


Q Well, could you figure out when it is? If it's 
been approved by OMB, when is it supposed to go forward and in 
what form? 


a I can tell you that the proposal will be 
submitted not later than the President's budget message to 
Congress, so that means sometime between now and early February 


Q And how many envoys are we talking about? 

Ms I can't give you any numbers on the size of the 
program 

Q Chuck, 18 it more than a handful? 

a I don't have any characterization of the numbers 

Q Would you still have a system for assigning on an 
ad hoc basis -- as a codicil -- available’? 


“ In the meantime or in addition to this program’ 





Q Well, in addition to regularizing the ones you're 
now providing 


6 As I understand it, even in this case the 
security personnel would not be assigned on a permanent basis 
to any one particular envoy. It would still be done in 
conjunction with the threat. The threat evolves and changes. 
The difference would be that we would now have budget allocated 
in order to provide that on a more regular basis; and whether 
or not it would be expanded, I really couldn't say. but again 
that would depend on the threat, I think. 


Q Do you call it a “standby unit"? 
A I can't call it that. I don't know. 


Q Does the fact that you need to regularize this, 
as opposed to the past ad hoc basis, suggest that the problem 
of providing security is worsening? 


a It's not my impression that that's the intent, 
no. It 3s more as I described it -- 


Q Well, why the change? 


Q It 1s more as I described it earlier: Because 
there are on occasion bona fide threats, because we do have to 
meet those threats and we do provide security for foreign 
envoys from time to time, we simply want to put that on a 
sounder footing 





Q It 18 more a budgetary move than it is some 
recognition that you have to expand the level of security? 


He That's my impression If it's anything other 
than that, I'll look into it, and we'll post something. 


Q Is this at all related to the complaints of Arab 
ambassadors? Is it sort of aimed at the Middle East than, say, 
Soviet-bloc diplomats or areas -- 


A No. Because of the nature of the material, 
because it's intelligence material we're talking about, a 
terrorist threat or other form of threat, we're not going to 
specify the particular people involved 


Q New subject? 


“ Is that enough? 





Q Chuck, do you have anything for us, can you bring 
us up to date in any new way. on the recent exchange of 
communication or even public statements that have been made 
about the Soviet nuclear test ban and about the Soviet 
invitation in terms of on-site inspection? Have you got 
anything for us on that? 


A I can't add anything at all to what was said at 
the White House on Tuesday. 


Q Chuck, do you have anything on the 
Spanish-mediated Nicaraguan peace plan? 


4 Very little in fact. It is our view that 
internal reconciliation is essential to achieving a settlement 
of the conflict in Nicaragua and in the region. Any effort -- 
this effort could be included -- could be helpful if it led 
toward a broad-based, internal dialogue $# which all 
Nicaraguans participated. 


Q Do you see this as a positive shift, the fact 
that the Sandinista Government is willing to dialogue with -- 
in essence with the Contras via a third party, because the 
political opposition party said that they will be speaking with 
Calero and so forth? 


s I don't want to go too far in describing or 
characterizing this particular approach in one way or another. 
The information, as you've seen reported in the press, is 
sketchy, so I would limit my remarks simply to saying that an 
effort which leads toward internal reconciliation and 
broad-based internal dialogue would be welcomed. 


Q What is the U.S. assessment of the state of play 
between the Israelis and the Soviets? Do we have a point of 
view in those two countries’ breaking down some of the barriers 
and moving towards normalization? 


f No I don't have anything new on that particular 
issue. 


Q Are you in favor of those two countries ' 
establishing diplomatic relations? 


a Syria and Israel? 


Q No. 


4 Syria and the Soviet Union? 





Q The Soviet Union and Israel. 

2) I thought your question referred initially to 
Syria. 

Q Oh. I'm sorry. 

a Maybe I misheard that. 

Q They have relations? 

a That's why I thought your question was -- 
(Laughter) 


On the question of establishing diplomatic relations, 
we have said that this issue -- well, let me say, first of all, 
that the story has involved a number of issues. It has 
involved questions of Jewish emigration; it has involved 
questions of recognition; it has involved questions of whether | 
or not those kinds of things are tied to participation in the 
Middle East peace process. 


On the question of emigration, we have said before 
that we have a firm commitment to promoting human rights 
worldwide And one of the fundamental human rights is the 
right of emigration, and this is true for all communities in 
the Soviet Union, including, of course, the Jewish community 


That issue should not be tied to the question of 
restoring diplomatic relations between the Soviet Union and 
Israel which we have consistently supported 


The only thing I could refer you to further would be 
the Secretary's remarks on December 6 at his press conference 
before he left for Europe at which he addressed that issue, and 
his remarks remain valid. They're found on Page 8 of the 
transcript 


Q What's the status of the divided families that 
received notice prior to the summit that they were going to be 
unified? Have any of those people left? 

a I'll have to get an update on that. 

Q Regarding Israel, from time to time people at 
that podium have expressed the U.S view of concern regarding 
nuclear developments in the Middle East, including in Israel 


The Soviets through, I believe it's Novosti, have 





charged that there was an underground nuclear test in the Negev 
Desert. Does the United States have any indication at all that 
such a test took place? 





f°) We have seen the report and know of absolutely no 
information which would tend to support such an allegation 


Q Chuck, what about further stories along that line 
that Israel has approximately 40 nuclear warheads? 


A I can't give you anything other than what we have 
said before, mostly recently on December 12 in response to a 
question concerning Israel's nuclear program. If you're 


interested, I'll give you that same answer again 
Are you interested? 
Q Yes 


A You are We believe regional stability in the 
Middle East would be enhanced if all states in the region 
accepted comprehensive safeguards and adhered to the 
non-proliferation treaty 


We are concerned by the existence of unsafegquarded 
nuclear facilities in Israel and have made this concern know: 
to the Israeli Government We have repeatedly urged Israel to 
accept comprehensive safeguards 


With respect to nuclear weapons, Israel has stated 
publicly that it will not be the first nation to introduce 
nuclear weapons in the region. 


Q Do you know of any moves by either the Soviet or 
the Israeli Governments moving toward normalization of 
relations? 

a No. We have no further information on that 


particular subject 


Q What about the situation on the Syrian-Lebanese 
border? Is there any change in the status of the missiles 
which the Israelis have been complaining about? Are those 
missiles still there? Is the U.S. involved in that in any way? 


ms As you know, from the start we haven't commented 
on the status of the missiles, and I don't intend to do that 
today 


The only remark I would have would be to reiterate our 
opposition to any escalation of the tensions in the region and 
our call for all parties to demonstrate restraint. 








Q Chuck, do you have anything on a reported buildup 
of Syrian forces along the Golan’ 


. I don't I have seen since those reports came 
out the Israeli response to those reports, which I can't 
confirm but which say. according to press reports, according to 
Defense Minister Rabin, there's been no change in the Syrian 
force facing the Golan. 8ut I have no independent evidence to 
add to that 


Q Can I take you back just @ moment to the question 
of the Soviet moratorium on underground testing? 


Can you discuss at all the sense within this building 
about the Soviet proposal in terms of an American team 
visiting? Is there some sense that this is within the context 
of the positive mood and feeling that came out of the summit? 
Is it something that's regarded as substantive’ 


a I can't, as I said earlier, go beyond the way the 
White House character: zed this particular idea last Tuesday, 
which was basically to say that the question of on-site 
verification/inspection is one in which we're interested, that 
we'll be looking at any constructive proposals, but at this 
point we're still in the process of analysis. 


Q But the Reagan Administration, the United States 
Government, to this day still has no interest in joining in a 
moratorium on underground testing? 


A I believe that question was answered, for a 
variety of reasons, some weeks ago in which we had a very long 
and detailed guidance on our position on a moratorium. 


The question of on-site inspection and moratorium are 
not to be linked; that's right. 


Q Do you have any comment on Mr. Shevardnadze's 
reported remarks, I guess last night, saying that the U.S. is 
taking a destructive approach to arms control and that it is no 
longer abiding by the spirit created in Geneva? 


a I've only seen those reports recently, and some 
press reports, so at this point I ha‘e no immediate comment. 


Q Anything -- have you heard anything from Terry 
Waite since he returned from Beirut? 





* No, I'm not going to comment on any specific 
contacts other than to say we've been in periodic contact with 
Mr. Waite, who is @ private emissary who is working for the 
archbishop of Canterbury But, specifically. in answer to your 
question, I have no comment on tnat. 


Q In keeping with the Department's Africa policy. 
are you going to deplore the war between Mali and Burkina Faso. 
and are you going to take away any aggressive weapons that 
we've given to them, like grenades and rifles? 


” First of all, I don't believe we've supplied any 
such aggressive weapons to them. My information is that we 
have a small IMET program for both countries -- IMET being 
professional military training for military people 


The fighting that you refer to reportedly has occurred 
in border areas where there is a long-standing dispute over 
Gemarcation 


We understand that following an effort last week by 
Burs .4u@ Faso to conduct a census in some towns in the disputed 
area, Malian military forces moved into the area ina limited 
military operation. The border dispute is presently before the 
International Court of Justice 


Our Embassies in Bamako and Quagadougou have contacted 
senior officials in both capitals to counsel restraint and urge 
that they continue to seek a peaceful resolution we 
understand that governments of some contiguous African states 
have undertaken efforts to mediate this conflict, and we 
support their efforts 


Q Including the effort of Libya to mediate? 


i I haven't specified what the states may be, and 
I'll leave it at sort of a vague answer. 


Q Did we get a date for the Vietnam talks to go 
again? 


a I'm not yet in a position to give you anything 
further. 


Q How about thr situation in South Africa? Do you 
have any comment on the violence which we've seen there over 
the last several days? 


a No 





Q The White House came out with basically a 
statement of support today for Secretary Shultz, but yet there 
continue to be reports that he may resign. What comment do you 
have today on that? 


o Nothing beyond what the White House saic I 
think that statement spoke for itself. 


Q what did the White House have to say?’ 


i) I didn't bring it with me, but in any case 


Q Oh. Secretary Shultz is staying; is that the 
essence? 


6 That's the essence of the story 
Q Thank you. 


.) You're welcome 


(Press briefing concluded at 12:23 p.m.) 
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TAKEN QUESTION 
OQvestion taken at the December 26, 1985 noon press briefing: 


USSR: DIVIDED FAMILIES ° 





9: Wheat is the status of .S./Soviet divided families? Have 
there been any developments since the Geneva meeting? 

A: <-- WINE OF THE TEM PFOPLE PROMISED FXIT PERMISSION ON THE 
EVE OF THE SUMMIT HAVE RECEIVED CONFIRMATION THAT THEIR 
EXIT CERMTTS HAVE BFEN APPROVED. ONE HAS LEFT THE USSR, 
TWO ARE EXPECTED TO DEPART THIS WEEK, AXD THE OTHERS ARE 


EYPFCTFED "O LEAVE SOON. 


-- "HE TENTH, ARE STOLAR, CONTINUES TO WAIT FOR SOVIET EXIT 
PERMISSION FOR HIS DAUGHTER-IN-LAW. TH" STATE DEPARTMENT 
IN WASHINGTON AND OUR EMBASSY IN MOSCOW ARE ACTIVELY 
PURSUING THE STOLAR CASE, AND WE HOPE ""E ENTIRE STOLAR 


FAMILY WILL RF ALLOWED TO COME TO THE U.S. 


-- SINCE THE SUMMIT, AT LEAST FOUR OTHER FAMILIES HAVE BEE 
NOTIFIFD THAT THEY WILL BE GPANTED EXIT PERMISSION. IN 
ADDITION, ONE DUAL NATIONAL (U.S./SOVIET) WHO HAS BEEN 


ATTEMPTING TO EMIGRATE FOR MANY YEARS HAS BEEN GRANTED FXI~ 


PFRMISSION, AND ANOTHER HAS BEEN ASKED TO REAPPLY. 

















POSTED: December 26, 1985 


Taken Question 12/26/65 


Subject: Cost of Full-time bodyguards for foreign envoys 
in the United States. 


Q: What would be the cost of proviaing rull-time personal 
protection (bodyguards) for foreign envoys in the United 


States. 
A: The cost is projected to range from three million to 


six million dollars per year depending upon the number of 


protectees and the duration of their protective details. 
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FRIDAY, CECEMBER 27, 1985, 12:44 P.M. 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 
I'll begin with one statement. 


The United States deplores and condemns in the 
strongest possible terms the terrorist attacks at the Rome and 
-ienna airports today. 


We extend our deep condolences to the families of the 
innocent victims of many nationalities who wers killed and 
wounded. The terrorists in these vicious attacks deliberately 
and indiscriminately killed innocent people. 


This latest vutrage demonstrates again that terrorism 
threatens all nations. In line with the resolution passed 
unanimously earlier this month by the United Nations General 
Assembly, we call upon all members of the world community to 
join us in combatting forcefully these criminal acts and 
bringing to justice those responsible. There must be no place 
to hide for terrorists. 


Terrorists who kill and maim innocent civilians are 
beyond the pale of civilization and must be held responsible 
for their crimes which no cause can justify. People and 
nations who respect decency and humanity have a common 
obligation to work together to end this menace. 


Questions? 
Q Copy? 
Aa Yes. 


Q Who is responsible for these attacks, 
specifically? 


A At this point, we have no information concerning 
the responsibility for the attacks. 


Q Are you urging restraint on the parts of various 
countries to not retaliate until they know exactly who is 
responsible or in general? 








A All I can say is that we're in touch with a 
variety of parties, but the nature of our contacts I'll have no 
comment on. 


Q Do you feel restraint is called for here, or 
would retaliation be understandable? 


A I'm not going to speculate on those kinds of 
questions at this point. 


Q .Because there was at least one American killed, 
do we consider this an attack against the United States as it 
was, in fact -- if it was, in fact, an attack against the 
Israeli national airline? 


A This was a terrorist attack against many 
nationalities, many countries. As I've said before, we're all 
in this together. Unfortunately, again, there were Americans 
killed but there were also innocent victims of other 
nationalities. And, as I said, we can only deplore and condemn 
in the strongest terms this sort of cowardly, criminal act. 


Q How many Americans were killed? 


Q Excuse me, can I just follow that up? That 
answer leaves something. That's the kind of thing where it's 
everybody's business and everybody's business is no one's 
business. I'm interested if we consider this a direct attack 
on the United States necessitating some sort of U.S. response? 


a I think our response to the attack is contained 
in the statement. Our call, which is a reiteration of our call 
on earlier occasions for the nations of the world to come to- 
gether and to address this menace on a collective and a more 
efficient basis, is the heart of our response. 


Concerning your question as to the casualties, details 
are still coming in, but our reports so far indicate that in 
Rome 13 persons were killed, including three terrorists, and 50 
were injured. In Vienna, three persons were killed, including 
one terrorist and 16 were wounded. 


One American was confirmed killed in Rome, and we have 
reports that approximately 16 were injured. We can't release 
any of the names because of the Privacy Act. We have no 
information indicating that any Americans were killed or 
wounded in Vienna. 











Q What sophistication, coordination do you see on 
these twin attacks? What does that lend itself to as far as a 
unified command operation here? 


A I can't help you any further on that question at 
this time. it's simply too early. The facts are still coming 
in, and I believe that kind of an evaluation can't be made yet. 


Q Are some terrorists being held alive? How many? 


A _.I don't have details. But it is my understanding 
that there are a number of terrorists who were captured; some 
wounded. But, again, I don't have those details at this point. 


Q Has anyone claimed responsibility? 
A Not that we know of. 


Q Chuck, the manager of Schiphol Airport in 
Amsterdam said that they had recently received a heads-up, a 
warning about possible terrorist attacks during the Christmas 
season. 


Did those warnings, as the last ones last month, come 
from the FAA? 


A I can't comment on the specific origin of that 
report other than to say that there was a generalized threat 
warning. By that I mean there was no specific target 
identified, but that that was a report which was widely 
circulated. 


Let me add that there has been a continuous and steady 
effort to strengthen our anti-terrorism capability, including 
improved collection and exchanges of intelligence information. 
The State Department and other agencies, including 
Transporation and the FAA, have been working with other 
governments to help improve their airport security. 


A number of potential terrorist attacks have been 
thwarted--at least 90 during the past year. However, the 
terrorists have certain advantages, including that of surprise 
and in some cases the support of other governments. 


We're working in a variety of ways to curb the 
terrorist threat, out there are no magic solutions, and it will 
be a long and difficult process. 


Q Ninety attacks in the last year all around 
airports, ov in a-- 


QOS 

















A No, I'm not tying that to airports. 


Q Can I follow that up, Chuck? Were any terrorist 
attacks thwarted this month that you can comment on? 


a I can't give you any comment beyond that because 
of the intelligence sources and the particulars involved. 


Q But you are -- to take you back over your 
statement, just in response to my question, you are aware of a 
widely circulated report recently about terrorist threats in 
western Europe? 


A That's right. As the FAA has said today, we are 
routinely -- unfortunately, routinely -- in the business of 
sharing intelligence concerning the threat as it exists 
throughout the world. 


There was reference last month to some advisories that 
had been put out at that time by the FAA. This is in the same 
nature of warning or advisory; and I believe in most cases, as 
the Dutch for example said, airports do take these seriously, 
but nonetheless the nature of the threat is vague, indistinct. 
The target is not identified and, of course, the terrorists, as 
I just said, possess, unfortunately, certain elements of 
surprise and support of other governments in some cases. 


Q Was it -- 

A Pardon? 

Q It was a U.S. warning, though, that went out? 
Aa I'll have to look into that. I believe it was. 


Q In assessments of airport security, how did 
Vienna and Rome stack up? Do you know? 


A I really can't tell you how they stacked up, if 
you're looking for some sort of a checklist of which airports 
are better or worse. We're confident that Italian and Austrian 
authorities are taking appropriate security precautions at 
these airports. 


Q Are you confident after the Achille paure and now 
this with the Italians? You're really confident that they have 
good security? 








a I believe you're mixing apples and oranges. The 
Achille Lauro was a cruise ship seized on the high seas, I 
should say, and as a consequence the two incidents really are 
of different variety. 


Q Chuck, you talked before about the support of 
other governments. Which are the other governments that are 
giving support to the terrorists? 


Aa I'm not prepared to go any further in 
characterizing that list. 


Q Well, I mean, you used the phrase, so you must 
have something specific in mind, is that right? 


a I may have something in mind, but I have nothing 
else I can give you. 


Q Chuck, in those 90 terrorist attacks that were 
headed off, do you have a breakdown on how many of those may 
have been hijackings and how many of them were intent to kill? 


A No. 


~-MORE-- 
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Q Do you have any additional information on that 
figure, 90? Were there any arrests? Where did they occur? 


a No. 


Q When you're talking international cooperation, 
are you thinking, like say a new -- an international conference 
to revise the whole procedures in airports and things like 
that? Are you into anything specific yet? 


A In general terms, the people who work on these 
kinds of issues are looking at all kinds of specific ways we 
can address the subject. The subject is a difficult one, but I 
don't have any specifics that I could share with you at this 
point. 


Q But aren't you undercutting the credibility and 
the urgency of your own message today by not providing 
specifics, for example, of governments that do support the 
terrorists? 


A I think many of those governments are known to 
all of you, in any case, but -- 


Q Well, why do we have to guess? 
A -- in this particular context -- 
Q Why don't you tell us? 


A In this particular context, in light of this 
particular incident, no, I'm not going to specify countries. 


Q What's so special about this context that you 
can't tell us? 


a My statement is a general one concerning support 
of other governments, not--at this point, in any case--to be 
taken in the context of these particular attacks about which we 
do not yet know the details. 

Q Could we get a copy of your statement, by the way? 

Q CBS Radio -- 


fa Of the original statement, yes. 


CBS Radio was reporting this morning that there 
might be a connection between these attacks and the reports 
that several hundred terrorists were -- have been trained in 











7 


Iranian camps and were traveling on forged passports courtesy 
of Iran. Can you comment on that? 


A That report is a reference to the FAA warning 
that was issued in November. But at this point, as I say, we 
don't know who carried out these attacks. No one has claimed 
credit for them, so I'm not in a position to link them to any 
particular report or group at this time. 


Q Can you give us any information on the report 
from the Vice President's Committee on Terrorism that 
apparently was delivered to the White House just recently? 





4 At this point, no, I can't give you anything on 
that. 


Q Did any of the terrorists escape? 


A As I say, I don't know what the disposition of 
all the terrorists is, other than to say that some were killed, 
some were captured, wounded. Whether or not any escaped, I 
can't say, no. 


Q Does justice in this case require apprehending 
more than the -- those that carried out the actions and those 
who immediately helped them, or as we often talk about 
state-sponsored terrorism, is this something where something 
broader will need to be done for justice to be done? 


A At this point I'm not prepared to speculate any 
further simply because I don't know any more about the nature 
of the incident and those responsible. 


Q Israel blames this on the PLO. The U.S. has no 
independent confirmation of -- 


a I've answered that question concerning 
responsibility. 
Q Do you have any -- new subject? 


A New subject. 


The story concerning North Korean 
incorporation into the Non-Proliferation Treaty? Do you have 
anything on that? 


A We were informed by the Soviet Union on December 
19th that North Korea deposited its instrument of accession to 
the Non-Proliferation Treaty in Moscow on December 12th. As 


4yYf 2 








you know, we firmly oppose the spread of nuclear weapons and 
strongly support the NPT. Consequently, we welcome North 
Korea's accession to the NPT and hope that it adheres to the 
spirit and letter of the Treaty. 


Q What do you know about their nuclear program? 


a Well, I have seen some reports in the press 
concerning the nature of their nuclear program. I'm neither 
going to confirm nor deny those sorts of reports which would 
clearly be based on classified information, intelligence. 
However, I would note that by joining the NPT, North Korea 
undertakes to put all its nuclear facilities under full scope 
IAEA safeguards. 


Q Do you believe the North Korean signing of NPT 
concurrently with the non-production of nuclear weapons by 
North Korea? 


A Do I believe that its signing means what 
concerning the production? 


Q NPT. Worth Korean signing of the 
Non-Proliferation, nuclear weapons treaty, concurrently with 
the non-production of nuclear weapons by North Korea? 
(Inaudible) 





Q Does signing it mean that they won't produce? Is 
that -- 


a All I can say is that the NPT Treaty has certain 
obligations which are encumbent upon those who sign it. I said 
that we hope that North Korea will adhere to the spirit and the 
letter of the Treaty. 


Q Is South Korea a signatory? 


Aa Yes. Some ten years ago. 
Q Do you have anything on the New Year's Day 
message business that Reagan and Gorbachev agreed to at the 


summit? 
a Do I have anything on it? 
Q Yes. What are they going to do? 
a It's 1:00 o'clock. I can talk about it. 


The White House announcement read, "By mutual 
agreement President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev will 
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exchangn New Year's greetings. The President will address the 
people of the Soviet Union, and the General Secretary will 
address the people of the United States on January ist, 1986. 
Their messages will be recorded and are available for radio and 
television broadcast at 1:00 p.m. Eastern Standard Time, 9:00 
p.m. Moscow time, on that date. 


I'm not sure what other questions you might have. 


Q Will they be broadcast in full? Is there any 
area here for deletion of phrases, words, what have you? 


A “Not that I know of. In addition, we'll each be 
providing a translation of our remarks -—- 


Q Do you have any assurances -- 


A There's no -- the content is not limited in any 
way other than an agreement to limit the remarks to no more 
than five minutes. 


Q Are you encouraging the networks to transmit the 
Gorbachev's remarks in full? 


A I believe that's a decision for the networks to 
make. 


Q Sure, it's their decision, but you can encourage 
them. 


a I don't have anything on that. 


Do you have anything new, any characterization of 
the situation today, in eastern Lebanon with the redeployment 
of the Syrian SAM's and the tension there, and perhaps U.S. 
efforts to resolve it? 


6 No. WNothing beyond what I've said and reiterated 
before. 


Q Do you have any -- 


Q Going back to the terrorist attack in Rome, do 
you have any idea whether the AP correspondent, Victor Simpson, 
was a selected target, or whether it was just purely 
coincidental that he was nearby? 


A At this point I haven't commented on any names or 
individual involvement whatsoever. It's my understanding, 
nonetheless, that the attack was an indiscriminate attack on 
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those people who found themselves in the vicinity of the £1 al 
counter at that point, or, in the case of Rome, at the 
adjoining TWA counter. : 


Q Do you have any comment on the reports that the 
a accord in Lebanon may be signed by the New 
Year 


a No, I don't. We haven't seen that accord. 
Beyond that, I could only reiterate what we've said before 
concerning our hopes fcr Lebanon, that we would see the 
restoration of a strong central government able to exercise its 
sovereignty throughout the country; and that such an accord 
would clearly need to be broadly based on the Lebanese people. 


Q Do you have any comment on the timing of the 
visit of King Hussein to Damascus tomorrow, with the news of 
this accord? 

a No. I have nothing on that. 

Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:00 p.m.) 
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 30, 13985, 12:47 P.M 
(ON THE RECORD UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) 


MR. REOMAN Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon 
Two announcements tc begin with 


The United States and Vietnam have agreed to hold 
talks in Hanoi on January 6, 1986, to discuss the POW/MIA 
issue The American delegation will be led by Assistant 
Secretary of Defense Richard Armitage and include Assistant 
Secretary of State Paul Wolfowitz, National Security Council 
staff member Richard Childress, and National League of POW/Ml1A 
Families Executive Director Ann Mills Griffiths. 


Our delegation will meet with Foreign Minister Nguyen 
Co Thach and Deputy Foreign Minister Hoang Bich Son. These 
talks will be the latest in = series of policy level meetings 
which have taken place since 1982, and which have led to a 
significant increase in Vietnam's cooperation in resolving the 
issue of American servicemen who are missing or otherwise 
unaccounted for as a result of the war in Indochina. 





» Secondly, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, the 
LPOR, has authorized a team of U.S. technical experts from the 
Joint Casualty Resolution Center and the Central Identification 
Laboratory to visit Laos January 2 through 4 for a preliminary 
survey of a site where a US. Air Force AC-~130 crashed during 
the war in Indochina 


Based on the results of the preliminary survey, the 
United States will present a proposal to the LPOR for a joint 
excavation of the site to recover the remains of the crew 
members missing from the crash 


The United States greatly appreciates the continued 
cooperation of the Government of the LPOR in efforts to obtain 
the fullest possible accountine for American servicemen missing 
in Laos We look forward to continuing our efforts together 
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. Copies of both?’ 
a Yes 
Q Do you have any details on that Lao crash, number 


of servicemen missing, where it is. when it went down’ 





a Not a. this point The Lac Government has 
requested that the specific crash site being surveyed not be 
revealed publicly until after the survey is completed Fuller 
details will be available next week from the Defense Department 


Q Regarding the Vietnam visit, do Mr. Armitage and 
Mr. Wolfowitz plan to take up with the Vietnamese authorities 
the situation in Cambodia and other problems in the region’ 


a No. They do not We are participating in these 
talks solely to discuss the POW/MIA issue. The President has 
designated it an issue of highest national priority, and the 
presence of senior officials from these Departments serves to 
underline the importance we attach to its resolution. 


Q Not even the re-education camp question? No?’ 
a No 


Q This is the highest ranking US delegation to 
visit Vietnam since the end of the war? 


a I'd have to look into that 

Q Chuck, can you bring us update on the Rome and 
Vienna hijacking -- or not hijacking, the bombing in airports 
there -- accidents? 

“ Bring you up to date in what sense? 

Q Uh -- 

a Casualty figures -- where we stand - 

Q Not the casualty figures, the -- looks like the 


investigation of the authorities is putting the biame squarely 
on a group which i¢ opposing the PLO current leadership, which 
is headed by Abu Nidal I want some specifics about this, and 
what the [sraeli reaction has been almost to -- there could be 
some surprises coming up in the way of retaliatory acts, or 
something? 








I Concerning responsibility for the attacks, 
although the evidence is still being analyzed, all the 
indications we have so far point to Abu Nidal's group. Other 
governments directly concerned share this judgment. The 
indiscriminate attack, the choice of targets, the preliminary 
evidence, the method of operation, all point to Abu Nidal, 
which, as you said, is a renegade Palestinian group. 





These are murderers who go out of their way to target 
civilians and have attacked and killed many Arabs as well as 


Israelis, Americans and Europeans. 


Your -- your -- 

y Do you have -- 

“ I'm not sure what your second question is. 
Q The second question about Israeli Defense 


Minister was on NBC and lots of other networks. It looked like 
the Israelis did not really respond to the appeals of the White 
House or the request of the White House. The President sent a 
message, my understanding -- it has been made public now - 
that -- to exercise utmost -- not to damage the whole Middle 
East peace process if they will undertake any retaliatory 
measures against any of the neighboring Arab countries. 


The response of Mr. Rabin was not quieting -- it was 
disquieting to the whole atmosphere now. What do you comment 
on that? | 

A No. I'm not going to comment directly on Mr. 


Rabin's comments. The Government of [Israel will speak for 
itself and has done so and will continue to do so. Nor will I 
comment on the substance of our diplomatic exchanges. What [ 
will do is to reiterate for your benefit, to clarify, if you 
will, where we stand, taking you back to Friday when [ said, 
among other things, that there must be no place to hide for 
terrorists; that terrorists who kill and maim innocent 
civilians are beyond the pale of civilization and must be held 
responsible for their crimes. 


You°-also know we have always been firmly opposed to an 
escalating cycle of violence which contains seeds of broader 
and more devastating hostilities. In that context, we have 
urged and will continue to urge all states to avoid taking 
actions which only feed that cycle. 


But, at the same time, it has been and remains our 
firm policy that terrorism cannot go unanswered. We have 
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always retained the right to respond to terrorist acts in an 
appropriate, measured, focused way, and other victimized states 


have a similar right. 


Q Sir, do you have any definite information about 
the whereabouts of Abu Nidal these days? 


a We don't know precisely where he is at this 
moment. He has been in Libya. He has given several press 
interviews in Libya this year. One of those, which was 
published in Der Spiegel in the fall -- October, [ believe -- 
he was quoted, “Qaddhafi is an upright man. We," meaning 
Qaddhafi and Abu Nidal, “are linked by a deep, strong 
friendship. He is a great help to us." 





We also believe that much of his operational base is 
in Libya, although there is also apparently an Abu Nidal 
presence in Syria. We would also note that Libya has applauded 
the attacks at Rome and Vienna airports, calling them, 
according to their own news agency, “heroic actions." 


Q Is there any indication of Libyan involvement in 
the attacks? 


A I can't give you anything more specific than to 
say that we believe Qaddhafi has given Abu Nidal, his group, a 
considerable amount of financing and assistance. We know that 
Abu Nidal and many other terrorist groups have benefited from 
and perhaps could not have survived without the assistance of 
countries which have supported terrorism. The weapons, the 
explosives, the traicing, rest areas, safe houses, and other 
such facilities have been invaluable. 


And in that context, 1 would recall again the 
statement of Prime Minister Craxi of last Friday, where he said 
that states which protected the terrorists and allowed them to 
arm and organize themselves bear responsibility for this 
attack. And that's a statement with which we sympathize. 


Q Do you have any ideas what you should do about 
this? 


2) Well, that's a complicated question In the 
first case we have taken a number of steps to exert diplomatic 
and economic pressures on Qaddhafi, including, for example, 
denying licenses for certain militarily useful equipment. Wwe 
will continue to examine other measures which we might take. 
We believe that other governments now also recognize the need 
to take actions, and we are ready to continue the effort to 
work with them on coordinated efforts. 














Q Are you thinking of going to the U.N.? 


a Yes. The United Nations General Assembly is not 
in session, but we will be consulting with other members. We 
note that the UNGA resolution passed unanimously on December 
9th, and the statement of the President of the U.N. Security 
Council in October both called on member nations not to support 
terrorists or terrorist groups. 


I might also say in conjunction with an earlier 
question, that we -- as my original remark in response to your 
question said, the military option is one that we have always 
retained. Going to your question of what we can do, there are 
also other elements of our anti-terrorism effort, ways in which 
we and other countries can combat the international threat. 
These include tighter security controls, improved 
intelligence-gathering and sharing, and diplomatic and economic 
pressures. All of these options are not mutually exclusive. 





As I said as well, we welcome Mr. Craxi's statements. 
The United States has for some time been working with our 
Friends in Europe and elsewhere to improve and institutionalize 
cooperative action against terrorism, and we're ready to 
continue in the effort to develop joint actions in a variety of 
areas. 


Q You can't just drop that little military option 
without refer:ing -- what are you talking about? Libya or Abu 
Nidal or both? 





a) In response to your question as to whom that 
option applies, I can do nothing more than to reiterate our 
sympathy, and our agreement, with Prime Minister Craxi's 
statement that states which protect and arm terrorists bear 
responsibility for the attacks. As always, I would have no 
comment on the details or in any other fashion on any sort of 
contingency planning. 


Q But the Italians have implicated Iran and Syria 
in this matter. Do you believe that those two are involved in 
it, Syria and Iran? 


a No, I don't have any confirmation of those 
reports. As I said earlier in response to a question on Libya, 
we do know that there has been Abu Nidal presence in Syria 


Q So when you talk about military, you're talking 
about this case -- the United States is reserving that 
possibility in this particular case. Is that right? 
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4 I'm talking about our general response to 
terrorism, where the military option, as we've said from this 
podium and from other Administration podiums for a number of 
months, has and remains an option. As I've also made clear, 
it's not the sole option, but it certainly is one. 


Q Chuck, when we talk -- when you talk about a 
military option, is this directed against another sovereign 
state or, as the Israelis often do, against extra-national 
organizations wherever they happen to be located? 


A I can't give you any more other than to reiterate 
what I've said in response to a number of questions. I 
referred again to Prime Minister Craxi's statements. I said 
that the right to respond in an appropriate, measurec and 
focused way was part of our policy. 


Q Craxi's statement seems to imply you're talking 
about governments rather than about terrorist groups. Is that 
a proper inference of what he said and of what you said in 
quoting him? 


A His statement referred to states. 


Q Chuck, you're quoting Craxi a great deal today. 
But up until very recent times, the U.S. Government has been 
very Frustrated with the lack of cooperation From countries in 
western Europe, including Italy, in terms of dealing with Libya. 


Are you saying that now [taly -- you know that [taly's 
attitude has changed and you know that Italy and the United 
States both share a common view of Qaddhafi and Libya? 


4 I'm not going to go so far at this point as to 
characterize the exact nature of our exchanges and the status 
of future actions other than to reiterate, as I've said, that 
we hope there will be a growing recognition on the part of the 
international community in a broader sense to address together 
cooperatively, more Forcefully, this question of terrorism. 


There are many aspects to this problem We've seen a 
number of these aspects demonstrated this year, for example. 
One, which hasn't been fccused on perhaps, is the economic 
burden that terrorism can pose for a country. For example, 
Greece has lost an estimated $300 million in tourism revenues 
as a result of the TWA hijackings and the attacks by terrorists 
on hotels which were frequented by British tourists. Egypt's 








tourist industry is also suffering as a result of terrorism in 
the region. 


Terrorism is costing governments, airlines, private 
organizations millions if not billions of dollars in security 
measures. I draw on that as only one aspect of the problem, 
without making more specific mention to the question which 
we've just been referring to which is that of the cowardly, 
indiscriminate nature of these attacks on innocent civilians. 


Q Does the U.S. have any plans to try to get 
together--call some special meeting to discuss what to do on 
any kind of international basis? 





a I have nothing specific other than what [ said 
about the United Nations. But, clearly, we're willing to work 
with any grouping or with any organization that seems 
applicable in this particular case. 


Q Chuck, I'm not clear about the U.N. Are you just 
saying in rather general terms that you're going to be talking 
with the members of the General Assembly and figure out 
something, or are you interested in convoking a special session 
at this point to deal with this problem? 





A I believe the former. 
Q Chuck, where can you draw the line between -- the 
borderline between what is called as -- called for restraint 


and the right to response to terrorism? 


A I can't draw that line for you. I believe the 
principles of our policy are clear enough. How they can be 
applied on a case-by-case basis will be something that has to 
be determined on exactly that basis -- case by case. 


Q Chuck, Ambassador Oakley yesterday called the 
Soviet Union, through its indirect support, “a major 
contributor" of international terrorism. Could you put this 
in the context of Libya in this incident, because of the Soviet 
Union's close relationship with Libya? What is their 
responsibility, or are you going to consult them on Libya, or 
talk to them on it? 


A I can't go any further ‘‘an Ambassador Oakley did 
yesterday. I would refer you basically to his comments 
concerning the current threat. As you know, we don't hesitate 
to talk to the Soviets when we have concerns of this sort as we 
did in the not-too-distant past concerning, for example, the 
delivery of SA-5S missiles to Libya. 
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Q Chuck, to be precise on scmething. You used a 
phrase before: you said no -- you said you had no comment on 
contingency planning. I don't think that anybody asked you 
about contingency planning. 


So, to be precise, do you -— does the government 
believe that there should be a U.S. military respon.e to what 
happened in Rome and Vienna? 


4 My remarks were in the context of a question 
which said what you believe should or can be done. 

Q Right. 

a So that I believe that that answer was relevant 


to that question. 


As to your specific question, then, as to what we 
believe should or can be done, I would simply fall back on my 
opening remarks which give you our position of principle, to 
which I've added the fact that those decisions are made ona 
case-by-case basis. 


' Q (Inaudible) underlying that question. The attack 
was on an Israeli airline in Europe, but five Americans died. 
Do we consider it primarily our responsibility to make sure 
that the terrorists can't hide and are held accountable? 


A I don't want to say whose responsibility it is 
primarily. I[ think the better answer to that is that it's 
everyone's responsibility. 





Q A yes-or-no question: Does the United States 
hold Libya directly or indirectly responsible for the terrorist 
attacks in Rome and Vienna? 


4 It's a yes-or-no question. The answer, however, 
will not be that. I've given that answer in some detail in 
response to an earlier question in which I reviewed the 
involvement of Qaddhafi and the Abu Nidal group. 


Q Chuck, if I might take you back to what you just 
said about the reaction or the response, or the comment on Mr 
Ravin's statements. 


For the first time I hear from an Israeli official, 
saying that we are examining the whole situation to get to the 
bottom of -- if I paraphrase what he said -- to the bottom of 
who is responsible. There was no unqualified or qualified 














statement saying that we're going to take action immediately, 
or something like that. 


Would this period of time -- you taking this as maybe 
a good omen that a rastily arranged operation by Israel and any 
of the Arab neighbors could be done? Would this be taken of 
significance by Israeli officials and U.S. officials? 





A I'm not going to further speculate on those kind 
of speculative stories. 

Q Okay. I might follow up ona different -- not 
speculative. This is a complete -- this -- what happened in 


Vienna and Rome, it created a lot of revulsion in the Arab 
world completely and the total condemnation of what happened 
there. 

What will the United States, without trying to say 
this is hypothetical, what will the United States say if Israel 
will undertake any action against Jordan or against Iraq or 
South Yemen, or any of the Yemens there? 


A I would say that's a hypothetical question to 
which I've already given you, in any case, in my initial 
response to your question, the elements of an answer in which 1 
reviewed our concerns. First of all, concerning the fact that 
terrorists should have no place to hide; secondly, our concerns 
over actions which feed the cycle of violence. [ think that's 
all embodied in those answers. 


Q In the same area? 
a Yes. 
Q If any comment or welcoming or reaction to the 


Lebanese agreement reached in Syria? 


4 We have not seen a text of this accord, so I 
don't have any specific comments on it. We would be encouraged 
by any indication that the leaders of all Lebanon's various 
communities may be able to unite in seeking political reform 
and national security -- the keys to the rebirth of their 
country 


We have always believed a broadly-based political 
dialogue which leads to genuine consensus is the only way to 
obtain restoration of Lebanon's unity, sovereignty and 
independence. 
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Q Chuck, it's not clear that the Austrian 
Government is somehow seeing that the PLO is not responsible 
partly, directly or indirectly in the incidents of Vienna or 
Rome. Do you share the same point of view? 


4 We don't rule out any possibilities, only to say 
that the evidence at this time points strongly to Abu Nidal 


We've had a question here for sometime. [It hasn't 
gotten asked. 


Q It's a different subject, though. 

Q Any comment on King Hussein's visit to Damascus? 

a No. That visit is just taking place today. 

Q Do you know anything about travel plans for the 
Shinns, the Ametican couple that was injured in Rome? I 


understand they've checked themselves out of a hospital and may 
be on their way back? 


\ 


A No, I don't believe so. 


Anything else in this area before -- 


Q Just a general -- 
a First question out of the area goes over here 
Q Are there any travel advisories or anything like 


that kicking around? 


4 Let me see what I've got to say there. No, there 
are no new travel advisories. Travel advisories are issued 
when there is a change within a country or region which could 
adversely affect American travelers. Terrorist attacks can 
occur virtually anywhere, and we know of no precautions an 
individual traveler could take to avoid an attack like those of 
last Friday other than not traveling. 


Q Do you have anything on the [ranian-l ibyan-Syrian 
summit last week, and whether that dealt with terrorism at all? 


A No. 

All right? 

Q Okay. What is the Department's position -- has 
it changed an: on the [Iranian Relief Fund and it's connection 
with the People's Mojahedin and these affiliated groups? 














ll 


4 No. The position is not changed. The National 
Council of Resistance is an Iranian group which is now 
conducting an active public relations campaign with Congress 
and the American public. It includes representatives of a 


number of small leftist groups and is ‘controlled by the 
Peopie's Mojahedin Organization of Iran and operates as a front 


for the latter. 


This group has no connection with the Afghan 
Mujahideen Freedom Fighters and should not be confused with 
them. The People's Mojahedin Organization of Iran, in fact, 
has publicly supported the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan and 
opposed the Afghan Mujahideen. 


Without going into a lot of history, let me say that 
the movement even today has gone through some permutatons but 
still remains a militantly Islamic, anti-democratic, 
anti-American and anti-Western collectivist organization which 
continues to employ terrorism and violence as standard 
instruments of its policy. 


It was a group that, for example, during the 1970s 
assassinated at least seven Americans in Iran and engaged in 
other acts of violence, including bombings, assassinations of 
Iranians, attacks on Israeli offices in Tehran and bank 
robberies. 


Q Chuck, anything on the arrest of Winnie Mandela 
this morning? 


4 It's basically the same answer that I gave you 
last week when she was arrested for a similar violation of 
these banning orders 


We have long believed that banning and similiar 
restrictions on an individual's Freedom of choice and movement 
in South Africa are wrong. We oppose banning and the arrests 
resulting from banning. 


And for that reason we had deplored the arrest of Mrs 
Mandela, and we would do so in this case as well 


Q The last time out, an American diplomatic officer 
made representations to the South Africans Are you doing it 
this time? 


fs) At this point, I would leave it that the South 
african Government is well aware of our concerns and our 
position. 
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Q Any reaction to the lifting of martial law in 
Pakistan? 


4 Yes. We heartily welcome this decision by the 
Government of Pakistan which by this stép has fulfilled its 
pledge to restore full constitutional government. 

On this historic occasion, the United States 
congratulates the government and the people of the Islamic 
Republic of Pakistan. 


Q Do you know of any opposition parties that can 
now be formed and function as a result of this step? 


Aa I don't know. 


Q What's it value? 


4 What's the value of restoring constitutional 
government? 
Q No. You said the lifting of martial law. That's 


what you responded to; right? 

a That's right. 

And the restoration -- and the re-establishment of 
constitutional government based on representative 
institutions. I think that speaks for itself. 


Q Yeah, but do you know of any opposition parties 
that will immediately be affected by the lifting of martial law? 


A I can look into that. 


Q Chuck, can we get some copies of these statements 
you read earlier about the Middle East? 


4 No 

Q About the war, of the hijackings? 

“ They don't exist 

Q Chuck, May Feinstein of San Francisco says that 
she's been informed by the Soviet Consul there of 36 Soviets 
who will be allowed -- who were being given exit visas to come 


to the United States. Are you familiar with that? 
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s [ don't have anything on that. 


Q Could you check into that and see what you come 


A Let me look into that. 
Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 1:15 p.m.) 
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FRIOAY, DECEMBER 31, 1985, 12:36 P.M 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon, and 
happy New Year. Only one announcement which is that the Press 
Office will be closed tomorrow. There will be a duty officer 
available, however, and you can check with the Press Office 
later in the afternoon to find out who that lucky person may be. 


Questions? 


Q Following the statements yesterday by the State 
Department and the White House, can you tell us anything about 
whether there are any plans for retaliation for the attacks on 
the airports by the United States or Israel? 


a No, I have nothing more on that question It was 


addressed in ample detail yesterday, I believe, in one way or 
another. 


Q Are we trying to secure greater isolation of 
Libya among Friendly countries? What is in the works? 


a I have nothing really to add to what I said 
yesterday which is that we're ready to engage in any efforts 
that we can in order to fight this scourge of terrorism from 
wherever it may come, and that we do believe that international 
cooperation, greater international involvement is very useful 
and, indeed, in many cases, crucial to that effort, and we're 
certainly prepared to cooperate in whatever way we can to reach 
that end 


I went through yesterday a number of things that might 
be done, including economic and diplomatic measures, security 
measures, and the like 


Q Chuck, yesterday, B8ecnie -- 





Q The Libyans denied having anything to do with the 
incident. Today they issued a denial. Are you still holding 
them responsible for the --? 


a Who issued the denial? 


Q The Libyans -- having to do anything with the 
attacks on the airports. 


a I could refer you to a number of the things that 
i went through yesterday. I won't do that. I will note that 
you've seen the press reports, I'm sure, from Tunis concerning 
the three Tunisian passports that were used by the terrorists 
and which had been confiscated in Libya from Tunisian workers 
in recent months. 


I referred you to otatencate by Abu Nidal I quoted 
as well from a Der Spiegel article by Abu Nidal, and we also, I 
think, noted the statement by the Libyan news agency which 
welcomed these “heroic acts."' I think all of those things 
speak loudly. 


Q Chuck, Libya seems to be fairly well isolated 
diplomatically now. What more can happen to them, and how is 
it likely to hurt them? 


“ I'm not prepared at this point to comment on any 
specific new measures. I[ mentioned yesterday that for our part 
we had taken a number of steps concerning Libya, that we had 
been leading an effort for a number of years to exert economic 
and political pressures on countries supporting terrorism 


For example, in the case of Libya, our sanctions 
included cutting off the sale of militarily useful aircraft, 
spare parts, and oil-pumping equipment So I believe there are 
still thangs that could be done if the international community 
is willing to come together and act 


Q Yesterday, Bernie Gwertzman reported in the New 
York Times that in California a Reagan Administration o! ficial 





said that our government had asked a number of governments to 
Jean on Israel not to retaliate At the same time, the State 
Department at Washington was insisting that no such messages 
went out, and this was just tefore Bernie reported a flurry of 
phone calls between Washington and Santa Barbara in order to 
resolve the apparent contradiction 





Is Bernie Gwertzman telling the truth in this report? 
And if he is, was the Reagan official in California not telling 
the truth, or was the State Department evading, and what really 
is going on in the Reagan Administration? Could you give us 
some clarification on this? 


A Who is this f :ilow? 


Q He is -— you know him. You'd rather evade the 
thing? Bernie was telling the truth, in other words; this is 
the State Department way of admitting it? 


7 I'm sorry you weren't here yesterday but we went 
through our policy concerning terrorism, our concerns with the 
cycle of violence, our concerns that terrorism not go 
unanswered, and I believe that all of that gave you a very full 
and detailed expose of United States policy -- 


Q It's not -- 


a Lester, I might be able to discuss it if you'd 
let me continue -- a very full and detailed account of United 
States policy on this particular issue. 


Matt? 


Q Do you have any information on the whereabouts of 
Abu Nidal yesterday? You said he had been in Libya. Where is 
he now, do you know? 


A I don't have anything further concerning his 
exact whereabouts beyond what I gave you yesterday. 


I would also note, however, that we understand the 
surviving terrorists in Vienna and Rome have admitted their 
affiliation with Abu Nidal to investigating authorities. We 
would also note that Abu Nidal has been involved in nearly 20 
attacks this year, about two-thirds of them in western Europe 
He has been involved in a number of attacks against Egyptian, 
Jordanian, mainline PLO, and other Arab targets 


To help you out, we have prepared a bac' ground paper 
-- which looks like this (indicating) -- on the Abu Nidal 
group, which you can pick up in the Press Office after this 
briefing, which contains a great deal of background on the 
group itself, the actions it has committed in recent times, 
some statistical information. And, in addition, you will also 
find Patterns of Global Terrorism, 1984 which gives a lot of 
statistics on a world-wide basis and regional basis for the 
year 1984. This is 











a yearly publication put out Here by the Department of State. 
And I'm informed there will be a version for 1985, which is in 
the mill but will take several months before that could be 
produced at the earliest. 


Q On that report -- 


Q A follow-up on the Abu -- are any efforts to get 
him extradited or offer rewards, or anything like that, is that 
under consideration? 


a I don't have anything on that, Matt. 


Q In regard to that report yesterday afternoon, the 
American Jewish Congress research concluded that since 1972, 
with the killing of Natasha Simpson, there have been 427 
American citizens murdered by Arab terrorists. And my question 
is, is that in accord with the State Department estimates or 
haven't you estimated, or have you been told? 


Q I'll have to ask the experts to look into that. 
I'm sure we have statistics, but I can't give you that figure. 


Q What do you mean by “measured response"? What 
does that mean, Mr. Redman? Can you tell me? 


a I believe that speaks for itself. 
Q It speaks for itself? 


Q Do you have any comment on the U.N. Security 
Council action yesterday, and especially the reports that they 
asked for a greater degree of restraint which the -- than the 
United States' representatives originally wanted to have in the 
resoiution? 


a The United States welcomes the statement issued 
yesterday by the President of the U.N. Security Council that 
condemns the “unjustifiable and criminal" terrorist attacks 
that resulted in “deliberate and indiscriminate killings" in 
Vienna and Rome last week 


It is the fourth and strongest ¢ enunciation of 
terrorism by the U.N. in the last two and a half months, 
reaffirming and building on Security Council statements 
condemning the Achille Lauro hijacking and the practice of 
hostage taking, as well as a General Assembly resolution that 
condemns terrorism in all its forms 





In this instance, for the first time the U.N. has 
urged that "those responsible" for the attacks and not only the 
actual perpetrators be brought to trial. This statement, 
another example of the movement of world opinion against 
terrorism, reinforces our view of the need for strong action 
against terrorism and parallels and supports our policy of no 
hiding for terrorists. 


Your latter question is really concerning exactly what 
again? 


Q Well, the reports were that the resolution or the 
statement -- the part of it you didn't read -- called on all -- 
everybody to exercise restraint, and the reports were that the 
United States was unhappy; that they went a little further on 


the restraint button than the U.S. representatives in New York 
prefer 


i) In a more general answer, we see no conflict 
between the U.N. Charter and international law and the right to 
legitimate self-defense in response to terrorism. Terrorism 
cannot go unanswered. We and other victimized states have the 
right to respond to terrorist acts, and to argue otherwise is 
to give terrorists free rein. 


In the face of indiscriminate, barbaric acts by 
terrorists perpetrated against innocent victims, the 


international community must be able to defend itself. 


Q Copies of those two statements? 

4 No. 

Q Chuck -- 

4 The one on the United Nations, yes That one I 


have prepared. 


Q Do you have anything in the way of a reaction to 
what Islamic.Jihad put out today, new threats against Americans? 


a That's the type of report that is really unworthy 
of conment, and I won't do so. 

Q On another subject, if I may, Mr. Redman -- 

Q Do you have anything on -=- any details on the new 


batch of Soviets who are supposedly going to get permission to 
come to this country? 


} 


a | i. 








= No. I have nothing other than what was posted in 
the Press Office last evening. 


Q Any reason why their names are not being made 
public this time? 


a No. No reason I can give you, but I believe in 
fact in the past that we have attempted to follow a similar 
policy. 


Q But the last time you did put out the list. 
fe) Eventually. 
Q Well, the day after. 


Q There apparently has been two sets of 
communications between Israeli officials and Shultz and the 
President. Can you comment on either an alleged Shultz letter 
to Peres on the economic situation in Israel and supposedly a 
Shamir communication to the President, commending him on the 
U.S. policy statement on terrorism yesterday? 


Aa No. 

Q Can't comment on either. 
A No. 

Q Did either of them occur? 
a I have no comment. 


y Is Shultz providing -- 


A Nothing on diplomatic exchanges. 
Q This 1s not a diplomatic exchange. 
Q You normally do provide confirmation whether or 


not a letter has gone 
4 No, we don't. 


Q The New York Post has published a report that in 
Geneva, Mrs. John Tower has taken furniture that General 
Richard Ellis contends belongs to him, and which he recovered 
from the Towers' residence when they went on vacation. But 
Mrs. Tower demanded that the U.S. Mission at Geneva bring an 
administrative action against General Ellis to recover the 
disputed furniture. 














Question: Will you deny that there is any truth in 
this report, or will you confirm it, State Department-style, 
with a lofty “no comment" because of what this report terms a 
"secrecy medal"? 


4 1 have no comment, Lester. 
Q Then, in other words, you confirm it. Thank you. 


Q Chuck, the SALT II treaty expires at midnight 
tonight. Is there any comment from the -- official comment on 
whether the U.S. wants to continue abiding by that? Any change? 


A That question has been answered at the White 
House last week by Larry Speakes. The answer basically is the 
President made a decision in June. That was his decision. 
When there's another decision, people will be informed. 
Without going into all the details of that decision, it 
specified that it would be an issue under continuing review. 
That's where it stands. 


Q Okay. 


Q You make the accusation that 20 -- Abu Nidal has 
been behind 20 attacks this year throughout various parts of 
the Middle East and Europe. Are these gathered from 
intelligence sources? Are these something that Abu Nidal in 
published interviews has taken credit for? How do you know? 


Q All sources. All of the above. A number of 
those incidents are detailed in this paper. 


Q Chuck, is there some connection between himself 
and Abu Abbas, or are they operating separately? Do you have 
anything on that? 


a I don't have anything on that connection. 


Q Besides what you just said about the United 
Nation, role, you expect any further role for the United 
Nations in the way of possibly special conference sponsored by 
the United Nat ons to combat terrorism with the participation 
of all the countries involved? fhat it's not just a matter of 
a resolution and voting? Actual things to -- you know, enrich 
the knowledge by what you have about combatting terrorism? 


Q At this point I have nothing along those lines 











Q Another question: You have any comment on the 
cease-fire reached in Lebanon -- cease-fire which was announced 
yesterday? 


= Beyond the comment I gave you yesterday? 
Q Yes. 

Q Or the violations of today? 

Q All right. 

Q And attempted assassination of Gemayel? 


a All right. Let me see what [I can do. On the 
cease-fire peace accord, we have always believed genuine 
consensus is the only way to obtain restoration of Lebanon's 
unity, sovereignty and independence. Any agreement must enjoy 
broad-based support if it's to be successfully implemented. We 
welcome any measures which reinforce dialogue rather than 
military action. 


Concerning the attacks this morning, we don't have the 
full details. We deplore such violence and continue to urge 
all parties in Lebanon to exercise restraint. We continue to 
support political reform by constitutional means. 


Q Any comment on the meetings yesterday and the 
continued meetings today in Damascus between Hussein and Assad? 


a No. 

Q Can we get that statement on Lebanon? 

a No. 

Q Don't you care about Mrs Tower's furniture? 
A Any other questions? 


(Laughter) 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 12:50 p.m.) 








QUESTION TAKEN AT THE DECEMBER 31 NOON BRIEFING 


Posted: Jan. 2, 1986 ‘ 
TERRORISM: STATISTICS 
Q: Do you have statistics on how many Americans have been 
killed by terrorist attacks since 1972? 
As-= Our figures indicate that from January 1972 
through November 1985, 464 Americans were killed by 


terrorist attacks. This includes all regions of 


the world and types of terrorism. 
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We had, as I briefed earlier, ge Ae items on the 
of our - One, to t on Bast-West relations, and 
ceoetqueaste Speestee iations on armas control in Geneva: and the 
» to 





In the first area, on East-West relations, we briefed the 
Japanese in great Getail about the approach we will be tak and our 
hopes and expectations for those armas control talks, affi our 
commitment to close consultations with Japan and to ssintaining a 
global approach to armas control, that is to say one that ses 
that we can't achieve security for just one region in the world at 
the expense »>f another; that our approach is to try to produce a sore 
secure world, both in Burope and in Asia. 


In the trade area, which wes the -- I think just in teras 
of time, definitely the topic that got the most discussion, I would 
say we ere rather encouraged the results of the talks today. I 
think the significant outcome is the one that both the President and 
the Prime Minister referred to in their rture statements -- that 
Secretary Shultz and Poreign Minister Abe have been charged with 
overseeing an intensified effort on both sides at market opening. 


We were very encour by etatements made by both the 
Foreign Minister and the Prime Minister on commitments to opening up 
Japan's telecoasunications market. I'11 give you some sore detail on 
that in a moment. And the President essed our interest in a 
number of other key sectors, specifically electronics, forest 
products, ané medical supplies and pharmaceuticals. 


I think the -- at the end, very end of the luncheon 
meeting, the President thanked the Prime Minister for coming to 
California, said that thie is a great way to start out the new year, 
recalled that the first time he and Nakasone had met, that Bakasone 
had said there was nothing that our two countries could not 
accomplish if we work r. And Bakasone reminded his that at 
that first meeting he said, “Yes, and you have to be the pitcher 
and 1'1l be the catcher." 





Let me now just briefly touch other -- mention other 
topics that were discussed were our sutual defense efforts, various 
questions of 














international and regional concern, tem nig the question of 
insule. The subject of 
Giecussed briefly. I'm not sure -- I 


ade wh 
the heading of Bast-West relations, we also 
efly the of control of sensitive technologies 
end the President expressed appreciation for the support we've gotten 
exports of sensitive technologies, 


probably be helpful if I just gave 
the discussions vent. I's sure the 
be, was the President » was he firs, et 
cetera. Ry yA A gh y Bu Ae the meeting was very 
much set at outset the Prime Minister who took the initiative 
in eééressing the fact t we have serious trade problems. Se said 
that he was keenly aware of some bilateral econosic lems that had 
— + “none on the 0.8. side and that he was determined to 
solve ° 


Be said that -- he talked about the rtence of 
rsuing follow-up of these economic issues at a high ministerial 
evel and said that he had set up a conference of seven sinisters to 
study and make recommendations to him for dealing with trade issues, 
and that he intended to step in and deal with ific leas when 
they were brought to his attention; that Japan has dec to 


cuts and he ted, as was atrceed ip ae? public 
remarks, that eign Minister Abe and Secretary lts should be the 
principal contact points to coordinate work on these problens. 


In the Prime Ninister's words, “We have to revitalise the 
existing mechanisms for contact on these economic issues and aake 
further progress.* 


Be then @ at some length about the telecommunications 
field ané high techno in general -- noted that he is setting up 
an edvi body of private leaders and a tty to work with the 
ministerial committee and that this LS 1l include three foreign 
members including the President of the rican Chamber of Commerce 


in Japan. 


The Prime Minister guaranteed his own personal 
involyement in reviewing 11 problems brought to hia by this 
ministerial committee, very much making the a to the success we 
hed Wad in the efforts between Secretary Regan Pinance Minister 
Takeshita ané capital markets opening, and suggesting that that was a 
useful model] to try to follow in other areas. 


In cegardéd to telecommunications, he noted that the bill 
to so-called privatisation of the national telephone a 
telecommunications has passed, which is the Japanese version 
of our breakup of Bell Telephone; that he said he and the Japanese 
government would take ee in that process to ensure the principals 
of non-discrimination between Japanese and foreign suppliers, to 


ensure simplicity in standards, and to ensure transparency. Ané he 
called these three principles very important ones. 

















Ané the Foreign Minister had mentioned and welcomed the 
fact that private Japanese gr are actively s ng the purchase 
of communication satellites, which is another area in the 
telecommunications area. 


The President said that we very such welcome these 
statements about telecommunications;: that we would eleo like to see 
movement in a number of other key sectors where we believe that 
American products are competitive in spite of the high exchange 
rates, and singled out specifically electronics as one, forest 
products as another, and pharmaceuticals and medical supplies as a 
third -- so, four in all, counting telecommunications -- and 
expressed very strong agreement with the fact that we need to conduct 
high level negotiations to make progress here, anéd supported the ides 
of putting Abe and Shults in overall charge of this activity. 


From that point on, including over lunch, which was 
Gevoted almost entirely to discussion of the trade and econoaic 
issues, we discussed a number of ific sectors in some detail, 
including the energy sector, some discussion about sedical lies 
and equipment, and the problems posed by specific Japanese health and 
safety standards for imports. 








The Prime Minister, at one point, made the point that 
Ay es though American saqrensee seen + Saas hard 
enough to se Japan; that perhaps it‘s because we have such a 
ic market ourselves that we don‘t meke as big an effort 
as smaller countries do. And the President, Secretary Shults, 
made the points that that be, and we are urging 
our people to work harder at selling. Sut also identified to us 


@ number of very specific barriers and we need to get rid of those 
— if you want to get people intercsted in making the effort to 
sell. 


During -- this led to the -- some Giscussion about 
specific barriers in the area of sedical ipment. And I think we 
yee aR de epee Bee ey Rg RR sagpe ly el 
into some detail on this Makasone was obviously very well 
informed about some of the specific problems we have in sind ané 
spoke very clearly about his determination to move forward. And 
Secretary Shults said to the President that one of the things that 
gives him reassurance about the kinds of commitments we've heard fros 
Prime Minister Makasone today is to observe how well-informed he is, 
and that tells you that when he says he's going to do something, you 
feel confident that he will do so. 


Makasone made the point that we have this question thet 
keeps coming up that whether it's lack of American effort or whether 
it's barriers and that we need -- that's why we need high level 
effort to get backed up by experts to get into the details and to 
solve the problems. And that's very such what we hope we'll be able 
to get started in these new areas as a result of the meetings today. 


Lou. 


Q What kiné of timetable, if any, is there to any of 
this? You know, at what point, if all goes as you think it's likely 
to go, would we Se able to say, hey, the Japanese markets are 
significantly more open to our software ané our forest products and 
some of these other things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it de 8 sort 
of sector by sector, and there are a number of important t a that 
will start to happen in Japan i) lst. That's when we would -- 
specifically the telecommunications market goes private, and we would 
hope to start seeing results fairly quickly, I think, after that. 


Of course, that's also, by the way, the -- really the 
Geadline for finishing some left-over business in the area of 
financial markets and tobacco products. 
. Some of these other areas, and to some extent, 
telecommunications as well, I think will take more time than the 




















recent discussions on financial markets because they are sore 
complicated, because it's not as simple a matter as having Secretary 
Regan and Finance Kiaister Takeshita to just sit down together 
7. — will be several sinisteries ané cabinet agencies con our 
s involved. 


t to try to give you a summary answer, we would hope to 
begin to see, in some areas, results, I think, as early as this 
spring. The Prime Minister and the President will, I assume, be 
meet re © Se oS ins of the Economic Summit in 


Goesn‘t mean that we're go to solve all these problems by that 
time. But we certainly hope to make some significant strides. 


Q There have been intensive negotiations in sost of 
these areas already ower the last few years. Did Reagan and Bakasone 
today basically renew their commitment to an existing — Or 
6ié they commit themselves to some kind of new process 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the word was “to 
reinvigorate’ existing mechanisms. And we certainly want to use 
existing mechanisms as such as possible. It's where we need to 
create new ones, and we may, in some cases, then, we'll éo so. 


I think, also, we want to push some of these issues that 
have boen working, as you note, for some tine to definitive and 
successful conclusion. An exemple, thst we have been having 
Giscussions with the Japanese now sinve the President's trip to Toyko 
last year on the question of softwar’, protection, which would be an 
element under the electronics secto.. That's a very rtant issue 
to us, as I indicated in the briefing earlier. And, while we've got 
@ temporary resolution in that, ve would hope to see a final and 
successful one. 


Q Were automobile quotas discussed at e117? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They weren't discussed 
at all. 


Q Was the industry discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it wasn't 
specifically discussed today. 


Q Nakasone mentions in his gtatement that there will 
be a riéw round of multilateral trade negotiations this year. Would 
those -take place in this country or in theirs and when sight those 
be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the question of 
venue and time is something that we're still not close to addressing. 
It's first a matter of getting international agreement that we should 
have such a round. 1 don't think there's any even preliminary 
thought about where it would be. 


Over there. 


Q Yes, the U.S.-Japan Advisory Commission was 
mentioned by both in their cemarks. What do you sec as sort of the 
key points of that report? Or key emphasis that might be followed -- 
followed up on? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By the way, let me 
mention one thing also. The President expressed his condolences to 
Prime Kinister Nakasone over the death of Ambassador Ushiba, who was 
the Japanese Co-Chairman of that Advisory Commission and whose death 
is @ real loss to U.3.-Japan relations. 


To answer the question about the report itself, it's a 
MORL 
































of us. 

I think he was very clear. Se wes very candid. I don't 

think the ion of toughness was one thet case uw et all. There 
agreerent the urgency of that kind of 


was virtually complete 
movement 


Q You said Pt gh, satisfied with the 
commitments you received froa Prime Minister. But the other day, 
we heard from an official with whose you're.familiar saying that the 
commitments that we've had alr from Japan heve been frustratingly 
slow in being implemented. And @o you -- why are you now 
satisfied with just sore words, committees, study groups and pledges? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'@ say the 
shortest enewer is that when we've gotten commitments at this level 
from thie man they've been carried out. And the capitel markets 
opening is an oo example of that. There are other areas 
where Japan has changes and the changes have, indeed, been 
very slow. And fulfilling pest commitments is certainly something 
thet is also very such on our egenda. 


Q Sir, on the question of arms control, @id the 
President's etrategic defense get discussed at any length and did 
Makesone express any reservations about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: It wee discussed at sone 
length. I believe the words the Prime Minister used were “full 
understanding” of what lies behind our effort at research and a 
strong Japanese interest in being informed and being in a position to 
study the issues thensel ves ané fore their own opinione. 


Q Do you think -- do you read into that sose 
skepticiss -- “full understanding” not necessarily being endorsenent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I read into it the 
fact that it's our program, not theirs; it's we who are 








il if they discussed 
is no change of dialogue -- including 





Pan-Asian Basin countries -- 








_— 
secondly, whether they 


Let ge 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: 
ion, end if I misunderstood it, correct se. 


They discussed both of those. 


ecussed the Korean Peninsule. 


Giscussed Pacific Basin Cooperation. 


Niece 
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to Pacific Basin Cooperation, aga 
expressed on both side, that 
countries is something that very 


sentinents were 
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the Foreign Minister ané the 
I would expect that an 


to discuss -- to begin this 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


official's 

















on the egenda when the President meets Bakzsone in May. 
he 


Q You cited ae Spesio's visit to J - In his 
latest one, I believe, expr in rather strong a 
that Japenese ir 


teras his feeling the were not living up to 
commitment on the financial markets, and yet you have continually 
cited it today as an example of cooperation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 don't have Beryl's 
exact ae but I think he wasn't saying that they failed to live up 
to their commitments. He was being very strong in public on urging 
the need to finish this out. It is not done yet, but, in fact, 1 
think it's ee on correct to that Sprinkle end an are 

nerally very satisified with the direction that thing is sov and 
cel pretty confident that by April ist, it will be done. 


Q As you Gescribe it, it sounds like Mr. Bakasone cane 
here for his meeting, with his egenda, and his proposals, and that 


they were accepted. Can you give us -- 


SEWIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm sorry. He came 
here with our egends and -- 


Q Can you give us examples in which the sduinistration 
forced Mr. Bakasone to beck down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: wWobody forced anybody to 
beck down. I've told you thet one of the highest things on our 
agenés was telecomgmunications. You don't have to be a genius to know 
-- to sit in Japan and know that that's one of the highest things on 
our agenda. 


But rather than come here and being forced to sake 
commiteents about telecomeunications, the Prime Hinister came here 
with the deterainetion on his own initiatiVe to make progress. And 
eee. oe issue cf being tough, the issue of who backed 
Gown, of who concessions, doesn't come up. The point is that we 
have reached agreement, out of a common recognition the 
seriousness of the problems we face, to sove forward in a number of 
key areas. It happens thet these key ereas are our areas of 


Coapetitive sedvantege. 


w Was the issue of Japanese government lifting 
sanctions on Borth Korean discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not absolutely 
certain because there was a short restricted meeting where it sight 
heve been, but I -- ay sense is that it was not. We had made our 
views on that subject known earlier at the time those sanctions vere 
-- the announcement thet they would be lifted was made. 


. Was there any discussion on the Japan-Soviet 
relationship? 


SEKIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only in general teras, 1 
believe, about the desire to move together with us 











ané to work with us in achieving s reduction of tension between the 
super powers. 


Q Thank you. Ooops. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Back there. 

Q Could you tell us -- 
geamhty < Oe sates ee tens an on Ete Ee ae = 
Guring the talk? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was discussed in the 
general contezt of defense cooperation. 


Q Any specifics on that or -- 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Principally just the 
Japanese side noting to us what the recent results vere. 


I guess I can take two sore. 


Q Could you tell us something more about the short, 
restricted meeting, sir, you mentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, because I wasn't 





there. 
Q I mean, was this just the two principals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was the two 
principals, the two -- gy Minister and oa and, I believe, 
Mr. McParlene and one other from the Japanese side 


Q Bow long and what was the general subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was about 20, 25 
minutes, and I em told the main discusvion there was on East-West 
relations and areas control. 


One last one? Anybody want one? 


Q@ A follow-up question, sir: What is the 0.8. view on 
the Japanese government -- the -- lifted the sanction on North Korea? 
What is the 0.8. view? - 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We feel that it would 
have been appropriate given the seriousness of what North Korea tried 
to do -- what ectually €14 at Rangoon, to say nothing of what 
they were trying to do, to have continued those sanctions longer. 
we made thet view very clear through diplomatic channels. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


CND 3:07 P.M. PST 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
M. PETER MCPHERSON, 
DIRECTOR, AGENCY OF INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 


January 3, 1985 
The Briefing Roos 
10:05 A.M. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The President today is announcing an 
African llunger Relief Initiative. We'll have a Presidential 
statement for you and I'll read key sections of it before turning the 
briefing over to 4. Peter McPherson, the Director, Agency for 
International Development. And with him are Daniel Austutz, 
Undersecretary of Agriculture for International Affairs and Commodity 
Programs; Chester Crocker, Assistant Secretary of State for African 
Affairs; and Loret Ruppe, Peace Corps Director. 


The statement: The President today is announcing «a 
ehensive African Hunger Relief Initiative. It eddresses 
Africa's immediate emergency food needs, its pressing refugee 
tee and its need to stimulate agriculture deve t on that 
continent. 


Based on the President's discussion with African 
officials, Congressional and private sector leaders, heads of 
voluntary organizations, and members of the administration, the 
President, today, is directing the U.S. government's total commitszent 
to Africa for the fiscal year 1985 for iit iy ané regular food aid 
anéd disaster relief programs exceed $1 billion. 


This aid will provide over 1.5 million tons of emergency 
food. This overall $1 billion program will include resources siready 
committed to Africa for the coming year, other AID resources, and a 
supplemental request on which the President will ask the 99th 
Congress to take immediate action. 


The President today has also approved a $25 million 
draw-down from the United States Emergency. Refugee and Migration 
Assistance Fund to finance urgent humanitarian assistance needs in 
Africé. This action is in response to appeals by the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Refugees and the International Committee for 
the Red Cross. The money will go to victias of the crises in 
Ethiopia, the Sudan, and other countries. 


On the economic development side, efforts will continue 
on three fronts -- policy reform, agriculture research, and human 
resource development. United States goseraner’ will thus 

lement a new food aid policy to be called Food for Progress. This 
policy will emphasize use of America's abundance to support countries 
which have made commitments to agricultural policy refora. 


And now, to explain the program, Peter McPherson. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Thank you. It's nice to be. . 
here again. 


The President's Africa Hunger Initiative is both a short- 
term effort to deal with the drought as well as @ long-term, & 


renewed commitment for development there in Aft ica, the faeus. onthe — 
long-term is on economic policy change, on agriculture research, and 
on training and education. 











Pircet let se discuss the response to the drought. In 
recent weeks, I've set fairly frequently with the President to review 
with him the status of our drought efforts. And sometime ago, he 
asked that y- be prepared for purposes of presenting that plan to 
the people to the Congress upon Congress's return as to how we 
would deal with this situation for the remaining part of this year. 


What we've done -- what the President has announced is a 
totel fiscal 1985 commitment of something over a billion 
Gollars, $1 billion, $1 million, ts be precise. This will be 
emergency food; this will be our regular program -- tremendous amount 
of cesources going into Africa. 


How, this involves one and one half million -- one and 
one half million ton of food for a effort which will provide 
roughly one half of the resources Or emergency feeding in 
Africa during this year. That need we project to be at 3 million 
ton. 


We feel this one and one half million is sufficient to, 
in fact, challenge the world to provide the other 50 percent of the 
food that's necessary for Africa. 


First, in deciding how to -- what to pr here today, 
the first question was, what is the need. How such food is necessary 
for Africa? We carefully surveyed the situation on the ground; we 
extensively consulted with the other major donors -- the Canadians 
anéd the European Community are the other really very — donors -- 
carefully put that together and concluded that over 14 sillion 

le, over 14 million people. would be seriously affected by the 
rought this year. We concluded that et some time during the year, 
there would be up to as many a6 20 sillion le who would need food 
Guring eat least, as I say, some time during this fiscal year. 


Eight countries are especially badly arfected the 
érought. Those countries are Ethiopie, Sudan, a, ique, 
Chad, Niger, Mauretania, and Mali. The total food requixsement, after 
reviewing these numbers and the situation, we concluded, 





as I sentioned & moment ago, was 3 sillion ton -- 3 sillion ton. It 
is especially important, I think, to keep a focus on that -- on that 
total neeé. You'll hear other figures, but this figure of totel 
food is the really critical one in ay 


Once we Getermined what the total need was, the next 
question was: whet should be the 0.8.'s share? Well, historically -- 
the historical percentage wes obviously a reasonable fector to look 
thought to consider was what amount it would 
lenge the world to provide the rest of the 


Looked at that way, the President decided that a 50 
percent figure was <easonable because we have provided about 50 

rcent in the past, and 50 pees’ frankly seemed to the President. 
ike the figure which would reasonable to -- to challenge the 
world to provide the rest. 


In effect, what the President is doing is putting the 
U.S. owt in front in committing a as to -- as to get the other 
commitments from the rest of the world. We're calling today for a 
donor's conference -- a donor's pledging conference, international 
pledging conference, in which the other half of thie food weich we 
think is going to be necessary for Africa, can be pledged oy the rest 
of the world community. 


In short, we need the world to work together to obtain 
the balance of the food involved. The Secretary General at the U.H. 
has recently appointed Mr. Brad Morris to head the U.N. effort on the 
Africa Gisaster relief can. 


Brad Morris, is head of the United Nations Development 
Program. Last night I éalleéd Mr. Morris to <= to infora hia of what 
the President was going to announce this sorning. Mr. Morris’ 
reaction was extremely positive and very complimentary of the 
President taking the “= tak the leadership on this early 
commitment of a very vast amount of resources. 


It’s ay judgment thet it is very reasonable to « t 
that the world community can, in fact, put together with -- with our 
urgifig, of course, the balance of the refources involved here. It'll 
take-work -- effort, but I believe, in fect, that it's feasible to 
do. 


Let me go into these numbers just a little bit. You 
have, or you will gomenterily receive a sheet that will break it 
down. But, let ae -- I -— I think fairl wy here, explain what 
-~- what these figures are. Is $1.1 billion -- $1 billion, $1 million 
-- $1.1 billion -- of total food to be provided by the U.S. 

rnment to Africa in fiscal year ‘65. This includes the regular 
eeding programs that -- the regular food programs, as well as & very 
substantial amount, of course, of extraordinary, disaster assistance 
efforts. 


To get the required 1 and one half million ton that we 
think is necessary, as Gescribed a few soments ago, it is our 
judgment that it was necessary to obtain an additional $408 siliion 


worth of focd or resources. resources were obtained by some 
off t allocations -- some off-budget items, the CCC and so 
forth. Department of Agriculture was deeply involved in putting 


that ther -- you'll be introduced to Ar. Amstuts in # soment -~ 
obtei by other allocations, es well as a fr st now -~ what this 
involves is « request for « supplemental of $235 million for food and 











related disaster assistance. 


We're ask the Congress to ect as soon as possible on 
this initiative -- on this request -— because we -- 
importance that the President attaches to it. 


Again, in this discussion of -- of what we're do here 
in the short tera, A hy ya. focus, if I gh 
total need of $3 millions and on ~~ 
thet. That $1.5 million -- to put « litt 
ag BY Ap ay yet 2 8. think some, 
siilion will feed 10 sillion people 

















for ten months -- & very substantial amount of food indeed. Wow, the 
U.8. -- the President is also announcing a renewed commitment to the 
long-term development of Africa. It's clearly not enough to simply 
provide disaster essistance. We've got to look to this -- to what 
will happen to this continent, to these people, for the decades 
ahead. We'renewing our commitment and seiae really basically 
three areas: the policy changes, the ogr cultural research, and 
training ané education. Let me very briefly touch upon those and 
then move on. 
f Sieee we We Sh samnensees te sonens Since Mat 

egriculture policy is a key part the failure of the agriculture 

in Africa. For fifteen years So peeéduction has been 
going down in Subsaharan Africa, = *s general agreement that 


peying farmers too little, so as have cheap urban food -— in 
effect, discriminating against farmers -- has been a critical part of 
this whole situation. 

tha 


We know when farmers are paid sore t production 
responds. We see that in Malawi and Sudan and Somalia and other 
countries. Last year the President pr a $75 million -- a 
S-year program -- with 675 million the first year to, in effect, 
reward countries that were making policy changes. Congress voted 
that money. And this year we're going to continue such an effort 
that will be augmented with a program that we're referring to as 
"Food for Progress” which will use non-humanitarian assistance food 
to what we were doing last year. The details of that, 
et haven't been worked out. But I just -- we want to alert you 
that this is a program which the President will be proposing in the 
weeks ahead as an integral part of the President's commitment to help 
Africa obtain the economic policy changes which are so critical, 
really, for the production there. 


Next is agriculture -- the next long-tera focus is 
agricultural research. The green revolution of the sizties and the 
seventies in Asia was a marvel. But there hasn't been such a 
revolution in Africa for a wariety of reasons. The lanés simply 
haven't had the research to obtain such techno ° U.8. is 
committed to this. We're putting about $75 million a year into this 
effort today, ané we would expect to continue. A green revolution in 
Africa will be very difficult because of the wider variety of crops 
involved in Africa, because of the broader array of rephical area 
-- nevertheless, @ revolution in agriculture production technology is 
critical, we think, for Africa. And ws're committed to doing what we 
can to bring that about in the years shead. 


~ The thicé long-term effort is on training and education 
-- the human resources. We're training about 4,000 people a year in 
this country, ané Going a good deal with training in Africa itself. 
Incidentally, Loret » who you were introduced to @ soment ~ 
with her Peace Corps volunteers there in Africa,is doing a lot o 
training and Going @ lot of agricultural production effort -- 


technology transfer as well. 


I might say in closing that the non-food assistance to 
Africa is about $750 million a year. That includes the things I've 
mentioned, the long-tera efforts, but also includes others -- work 
population, balance of pa ts, numbers of things -- and we think 
that this whole peckage which this r for Africa will mean a total 
economic assistance ar for Africa this year, for ‘86S, of $1 
billion and, roughly, $750 million dollars -- a huge amount of 
resources going to Africa. 


Q What? $750 million is not food? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Wot food -- that's right. 1'4 
like to next introduce, for a very brief comment, Chet Crocker, who I 


know you all know. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY CROCKER: Thank you, Peter. Just a 
MORE 
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inent, and a major element of 
1l of our relationships across the 
the extent to which -- sost 
cecently for example, we had the President of Niger visit 
President Reagan -- to which economics is the centerpiece of these 
we have with -- with our 
tners in Africa and it simply reflects the vital importance that 
icans, as well as we Americans, plece on getting Africa back on 
its feet economically and agriculturally. 


We view Africa's needs on a continent-wide basis. 
Obviously, our attention from day-to-day may focus on one country or 
one emai group of countries more than others, but in fact, as Peter 
has indicated, we have done a continent-wide assessment ané we are 
look et all the needs as they are brought to our attention and 
éef by us end other donors ané international organisations. 


We believe -- it's pretty obvious, that the countries and 
leaders of Africa look at us other countries in the West as those 
which are relevant to their current crisis and their longer term 
deve nt aspirations. It is a relevance which we welcome and 
we're frankly, proud of. 


The announcements today indicate the high priority that 
we put on this aspect of our relationship with Africa. It's Africa's 
thre gy | and it's ours also. The response, as Peter has indicated, 

the contest of the drought and the famine has been truly 
extraordinary. It will continue to be from both our private 
citizens, private organisations from the Congress and the 
administration, from all of us. 


But I would like. to just underscore, finally, the point 
that he made as well, about the long term. If you look at this 
administration's efforts over the past three or four years, will 
see a steady upward trend in our base oor And so the figures 
that he left you with toward the end of his remarks, of a base 
program plus the emergency efforts really being $1.1 and 


three-quarter 
billion is a very substantial effort, a very substantial increase. It 


is a record we're proud of. I think I411 leave it there. 


Dan Amstutz, Undersecretary of the Departament of 
Agriculture. 


UNDERSECRETARY AMSTUTZ: Thank you, Peter. 


About a1] I can say now is to -- is to emphasise -- 
reemphasise what Peter has already said. first, this very important 
proetis of determining needs and then detersining the yo we can 

wlfTll those needs has been very -- has truly been a je nt exercise 
by various agencies of government -- AID, Department of Agriculture, 
State, and others. 


We're confident that we've done a good job in wrt 
those needs and we're confident that the follow thr in fulfilling 
the needs will be fulfilled. The -- ones compassion the -- the 
tragedy of tends to focus attention on the emergency situation 
and in large part, properly so. 


But I think all of us have to emphasize the second leg of 
this effort and thet is our desires to do what we can to bring an end 
to the economic problemas in Africa. Because until we do, indeed, have 
— vitality, we're just not going to lick the hunger 
prob ° 


Runger is caused by poverty. As and when we have 
self-reliance in these countries, hunger will disappear. Until we 
have self-reliance, hunger will be a chronic problem. And so, the 
second aspect that Peter has announced is enormously important on a 


long range basis. 











Ané we're trying -- we're doing our best to attack this 
problem along both these tracks -- the emergency situation to deal 
SE ae, eens Gee Seats 08 f OG = F Cats. 

=-- to emphasise this need for economic vitality in -- in Africa. 


to 
again, it’s been @ joint effort and we're confident that 
the task will be completed. Thank you. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes? 
Qo. Would == go over the numbers -- 


UNDERSECRETARY AMSTUTZ: Miss -- Miss Ruppe is here as 
well, not for comments, but will be available for questions. 


Q On the numbers -- it appears that there is already — 
$750 million in non-food assistance that's part of the regular 
foreign aid progran? : 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: That's correct. That's 
correct. 


Q You're askin ress for $235 million additional, 
and then there's this $25 million draw down. 





Is that how you arrive at the $1.1 billion? 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Mo, no, Ho, we -- 


Q Oh, by the way, where are those sheets with the 
numbers we were promised? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: You got then? 
Q Tt would help to have then. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPPSRSON: Why don't -- the sheet is 
helpful. : 


Q ° They withheld the sheets. We have no idea what 
we're talking about. 


ADAINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: We're discriminating against 
you. 


Q Is the only new thing then the $235 million? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSOW: That's a very important thing. 
Why don't I give you two minutes to look at those sheets because I 
think it will be helpful. 


Q You're going to give us two minutes to look at that? 
(Laughter.) 


Q Much of the billion would have a t otherwise, 
if there had been no drought. We have to find the additional figure. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: The $750 million is completely 
independent from today's announcement. 


Q 80 $750 million is outside of the $121 million? 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: That's correct. 
Q I see. 


Q So we're talking about $411 million in addition to 
what has already been announced. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: $4086 million. 
Q This says $411 million. 
Well, it's wrong. The question I think we all want 


Q What's new? 


Q That's cight. What would you have spent this year, 
announcement says, on both regular and emergency food 
sistance to Africa there not been this emergency? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSOW: Had there not been our 
eS Sev Or had not been -- had there not been a 
disaster? 


Q Well, your announcement today honestly ooye that 
it's regular food aid and disaster relief pr ipo that will exceed $1 
billion. Clearly, there would have been regular food aid and 
Gisester relief programs without this particular emphasis on this 
drought. So we're trying to find the gap. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Let me go down through it. And 
I thank you for your patience because it's a pretty complicated, 
involved process. 








First, the $750 aillion is separate 
all -- I hope that’s all clear. There's nothing 


s 
Go with today's 
announcement, that is, whet we have in regular non-food programs for 
Africa. 
Q Bon- food. 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Won-food programs for Africa. 
Q Ri. wn, ‘Viay. Guns es 


ADMINIS. 4 MCPHERSON: Regular non-food programs. Ho 
not guns. Just eco-caic sssistance. Okay. eit ; 


Bext, we're say today thet the U.S. food commitment 
for Africa this . oo will be that top figure --$1.1 billion, 
Ckay. And get to t figure by going next to $590 million. 


Okay, ever see the $590 million there? The $590 sillion is 
er ae basically two things. It is composed of what you sight 
call regular food programs -- we give food to countries that have «a 


need for -- Kenya and Sudan, and others, on a regular basis, receive 
some food. 


Q Ané that was in the budget already? 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: That was in the budget. 
Q How much was that? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: To be precise, that was $172 
million. I can give you those figures as we 7° » but I think it 
would be easier just to focus on the $590 siliion. 


In eddition, there has been, over the period of the last 
few weeks, a substantial amount of disaster assistance efforts which 
have been announced. I've talked about some of them here. You've 
at Ege BF heave reported thes -- you, 
apecos’’e perhaps. t total regular feeding programs and the 

isaster assistance efforts -- the reguler food programs and disaster 
essistance efforts total $590 million. Okay? 


Wow, to get to the 1 and a half million ton, to get to 
the 1 and a half million ton for disaster food, there's a need of 
$411 million. 


Q Which you're now mizing tons and dollars. 
> Q Wo. 7 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: There's a -- to get to the -- 
to provide half the food, we need to have some additional -- 


Q $411 million worth of materials will e664 up to the 1 
ané a half sillion tons if you put the $590 million in it. 
(Laughter.) - 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: That's right. Okay. 
Q That's mixing tons and dollars. Fine, thank you. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Well, I would ar it's 
Clarifying. In any case, you get -- need $411 million worth of 
resources. How do you get the $411 million of resources? You see 
the breakdown there under the $411 million. Allocations fros 
existing -- already Congressionally appropriated resources at $176 
million, and a supplemental request at $235 sillion. 


How, as you see, that supplemental request, in fact, 
isn't all food. There is the refugee program. There are some other 











components. Sut I would go beck that what we're trying to do 
is to provide one half of « 3 sill ton gap. 
Xa‘ an. 


Q May I ask where the $176 million from existing 
resources -- could you break down what resources those are being 
shifted trons? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes, I can. Be patient with me 
but -- because it‘s several categories. 


There's a transfer of $40 aillion from what is called 
Title I, Unallecated Worldwide Reserve. Title I is a -- well, Title 
I ic feed, basically. 


There is transportation monies and processing of $50 
million worth of food that we're taking out of the wheat reserve. 











p Bama By snag gh ny Beg? -— yh ppp of 
that wheat out, process it what 
tieg it. And that's $50 sillica. 


There is iate the Section 416 progres, which is 
fon. That's an off-budget -- at least 
et f-budget ites. 


heve ealeulated thet because of world tr tation 
=~ shipping costs -- we're to te to save 
mh BRR eR llien inte purchases 


paren of the worst et Be) chin’ Maa ot "hse 


Q What was that one? 
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ADAINISTRATOR s A reprogramming of so-called 
"Title II foeod* of $47 million. 


Q Take it from India end give it to Africa? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Yes. We have to decide exactly 
where; but that’s -- it'd be a transfer from other parts of the 
world, not Africa -- and a disaster assistance transfer free 
éevelopment assistance, so-called “DA,* of $8 million. That should 
e664 up to the total there, the $176 sillion. 


Q But is it feir to that the whole $411 sillica 
is all new, this is not other things t you'we already told us 
about before? ‘ 

ADNIBISTRATOR MCPEERSON: That's absolutely right. 

Q .You'rce announcing -- 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Yes. 


Q -- today that the administration is committing 
another $411 sillion -- 


ADMINISTRATOR NCPRERSON: That's exactly right. 


Q Well, you just said that the President announced 
about two weeks ago the -- 


= ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: The wheat reserve. But what he 
ennounceé was the wheat. And what we now have done is to -- wheat 
can éither be shipped as wheat or you can process it. We're 
announcing the soney we're putting into the processing and we're 
announcing the tr tation cost to transport it. t here 
where Secretary 8 and I stood up here, we ennounced « $50 sillion 
tap into the t ceserve. 


Q Is this all grain? 
Q Sorry, what was the tonnage involved in that? 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Two-hundred thousand. 


Q Ie this ell grain we're talking about or other types 
of teod? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: It's almost all grain. 

Q -- over here. What's the figure? 

MS. SEMERAD: Three-hundred thousand. 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Well, there's 200,000 -- the 
MORE 
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whest reserve is 300,000; but at least at this hour, we're t7 iking 
about using 200,000. 


@ Aren't you glad you spoke up -- 


MCPEERSON: If that sekes sense. We're 
using 200,000 oc 


Q = so I happy I mentioned it. 
Q $ Ané@ now you're announcing $50 million to deal with 


thet 200,0007 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSOW: To handle it -- 
Q Right. 


in fect grain; but « lot of it is processed. What happens the 
niés thet or asthe NeSGeeas Tec at cnet eee 1a Geeperete 
shape need + Seequentiy food that hed been enriched by 


, Q om oS I*ms wrong, but if I read properly, 
several people on to have proposed sore sveeping prograns 
then this. I think seseman White, several others, if I read it 
sight, they were talking in the area of $1 billion in new aid. Wheat 
is your rationale for not going es far as they would go? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSOW: It's three sillion ton. 
=- Q Tons. Tons and people. - 
Q Mizing tons and people again. 


sillion ton, then you come beck and say -- if we're go 
provide $0 percent <-- and I Gon't th that by end large these 
people are talking about -- I think -- I's not sure, but I 
they're going to put theic figures together; but, frankly, 
very confident that these figures of need are the sccurate 
best they can be determined today. 


qu 
Bow, we're going to find as the weeks ané sonths go shead 
that this need figure ® little bit. Sow, lest sonth, the 
need for Kenya is down and the need for Sudan is up. And we'll find 
this is a soving target. As the sonths go shead, we're prepared to 
carefully share with Congress our assessment of those needs as they 
go on to talk ebout those numbers as it happens. 


Q Does anybody refute your three willion figure as 
being the need? ° 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: I have heard a - one ao tale 
gripe and us on the three-million figure. sf 

A @ five-million food deficit; but they define that ait ereatiy 

than Gisaster assistance need. food ood deficit ie the total enount 
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of grain that wasn't grown. ap Segestinn Send with their 

crn'soney. They're eating yeas insteed of 92 re are a lot of 
Prenkly, the figure that we're present three 

the figure which 1 Deliewe the Fe ot pen Raph ae 

ané abroed, generally feel is reasonable. 


MR. SINS: -- just a couple more -- 


gillion is 
both here 


P Se ebak Ue to che linac oe bee santie contin 
you're sending ere £ 
Be tas conden ef Ge qovecumeelly Uaet G1ll be cucsician 127 


ADMISISTRATOR MCPEEBRSOU: As you know, in Bthiopia, we 
have -- and sany other pleces -- sost of our food has gone through 


food aid 
ané not 


ot ope voluntary organisations. In Bthiopis, where we are now 
ing some government- rnment, we're going to have a U.S. PVO 
we expect in effect to help monitor the use of that food. 


Q A what? 
Q A what? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: A private voluntary 
organisation, a U.S. chariteble organisation. In short, we're 
extresely careful sbout being certain that our food doesn't go to 
military, that our feod actually goes in the mouths of children that 
are supposed to get it. 


I*ve been to Bthiopia. I've been to sany parts of 
Africe, ané I feel reasonably confident in fact that our food is 


getting to where it’s supposed to go. 


Q When and where are you proposing that this donor's 
conference be held? 


ADMIGISTRATOR MCPEERSON: We think that's something that 
has to be worked out with the OW and among other donors. It 
shouldn't be too far away because, frankly, the immediate interest on 
this subject is belpful to us. 


Q Okay. 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: And we want to be sure that 


- Q Don't end it. Se's been talking ané not letting us 
ask questions. 


MR. SINS: Let's have two sore questions. We can't go on 
all day on this. And you're not going to report all this, so let's 
get on with it. 


there's -- 


, Q Then why are you bringing it out here if we're not 
going to report it e117 


Q Mr. NePherson -- 
ADMINISTRATOR HMCPEERSON: Yes. 
Q Okay. I won't. 


“= you've been doing this job for four years. Are 
you about colts to make a change? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPRERSON: I like this job. This is an 
importent job. I can't <- 


Q What is -- 
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ADMINISTRATOR MCPEER"OU: <° think of anyth I'd like 
to é@o better. “~ 


Q Wheat is the Soviet Union doing? 

ADAIRISTRATOR MCPEERSOU: Very littie. 

Q Why €id you ask? 
they'se doing is Ethiopia, waien appears to be echetanticily 
resettling people from anorth to south 


Q I's sorry, there's just one enall probles that I 


ADMINISTRATOR HCPHERSON: The resettlement -- 


-- with some of these figures again, vhich is that 
1.5 million tons is what you're proposing to put into Africa for 
fiscal ‘85, right? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Por disaster feeding. 


Por disaster feeding. What is the figure that has 

$e - Ané how auch is this eéditional -- 
th atilies es Because the figure that I have in the back 
of ay brain is S ostdneebis less than 1. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: We have put in disaster 
assistance in excess of 600,000 ton. 


Q Okay. 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: And this will buy the balance. 
Q Okay. 


Q What are you anticipating for -- talking about 
fiscal ‘8S. What — anticipeting when = drew up your budget 
for fiscal ‘86? t is the best guess in your segency on how 
long this level of need is going to go on? 


i. ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Prankly, we can't really tell. 
° Q Then what have you done for the -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: We're still work through our 
‘86 numbers. But I's convinced that the ‘66 numbers will be shots in 
the dark concerning disaster assistance. We don't know, for example, 
what kind of rc sg hy Rt Mee, Ee A, HR, 
Sahel ané Ethiopia and go forth. We just don't know what the needs 
will be eight, ten, twelve sonths from now. 


Q It sounds as though our sgricultural éevelopeent 
assistance is contingent somewhat on the country's Se perhape 
more capitalistic farming practices. Is that sccurete 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSOU: I would say that econcsic 
deve t assistance has very little chance of really _o 
effective unless economic policies are helpful, as opposed to 
Giscriminating egainst the farmer. 


Q ae <2 Sa) ae Gap Goma 
the enterprise system at work 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: We give sore help to those 
countries which in fect are encouraging farserse to seobese sore. 
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Q I*m still « little confused by these numbers, Mr. 
NePherson. The statement the Presidesnt -- was distributed to us 
starts out by thet we have already committed over 600,000 tons 
oft im this fiscal year, on top of encther one sillion 
toas. comes to 1.6 million tons already committed. 
ADMIUISTRATOR MCPEERSOU: What you've is you've 
two progtens ieee aun ef 


9 So the total will then be -- 


ADMINISTRATOR HCPERERSON: The total will be about 2.5 
sillion ton. 


Q So the 1.5 million was simply disaster relief. 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Precisely. The one-half is 


Q Abhh, now you've really done -- 

6 Bow you got it, San? 

c Ahhh, I don't get it now. 

Q We began by -- 

Q Bow we're sizing tons and tons. 

Q What's 2.5 million? 

MR. SIMS: I told you to end it. (Leughter.) 

Q You were right. 

Q -- began by saying we were already Going «4 ict. 
- Q I was okay until you came up with 2.5 sillion. 

Q So we're trying to find out what we're going to do 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: We didn't go into that because 
I thought it would confuse; but let se just -- 


Q Well, what do -- 
Q We're not going to report it anyway. 


Q To make it appear that this is « saziaus sudden 
emergency effort. 





Q You're trying to destroy that -- 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Wo, she's being very belpful. 
MORE 
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Q We'll judge the story. 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: well, I know Kf fey 
But I think that it'll be confusing te your readers if you t 
focus on the disaster assistance component. 

Q -- confusing to us. 


ADMIGISTRATOR MCPHERSOW: Disaster assistance component 
is three sillion ton, which we provide half. 


Q Yes, but if we're providing 2.5 million tons -- 
(levghter .) 


Don't finish thet question. 

Thet's sore than -- 

That's sore than $0 percent. 

Bo, he’s only talking -- 

fo -<- 

-- one-and-a-half for the emergency. 

I mean, is their assessment of an emergency 


requirement. | 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPRERSON: All you need is -- 

@ ‘Three million is the emergency -- 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Three sillion is the emergency. 
© forget the million -- 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Okay? Three sillion's the 
emergency, and we're providing half the emergency. 


Q What's the difference between an emergency and 
regular food aid if people are hungry? 


Thank you. 

Abb. 

Well, this is disaster aid -- 

Poo?’ is food. 

-- on top of noresal -- 

ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Okey. Let me -- 

Q ~~ disasters. 

Q What would Bishop Tutu say sbout this, were he here? 
MORE 














Q What's Sishop Tutc's last name? 


Q Sold it. Would you answer this question of what the 
éiftference is to 6 hungry person? 


oo th ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Let se just answer one and I'l) 


Q Whet would your tetal -- 
Q Called “constructive engegenent.* 


Q essistence to Africa be in FY *85 without the 
essition of $411 sillion? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPERRSON: The total disaster assistance? 
Q Bo. 
Q Total. Sot just disaster. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSOU: It would be that -— It would be 
one billion and three-quarters, less 411. (Leughter.) 


Q Good. 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSON: Okay? 
AR. SINS: Thank you. 


Q What is the difference between emergency and regular 
food sid -- 


Q All right -- 

Q@ <= to 8 starving person? 

Q -- Bob Siamese was right. 

AR. SIMS: Again. 

Q The widely-respected Beval Officer. (Laughter .) 
TRE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The balance of ay 
cemacks, now, will be on background; and [I will be brief and take 


your questions. 


Q But you just seid on the capesa that the balance of 
his cemarcks would be on background. You're not thinking that he 
identified himself? As the beckground briefer? 


MR. SPEAKES: Wo. The background -- or, the 
on-the-record part ended, as I said, with the conclusion of the 
statement. 


Q Oh, all cight. (Leughter.) 


MR. SPEAKES: Smooth operation here -- there are no 
lepulses in this operation. (Laughter.) 


Q Questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll be very brief and 
I°ll get to your questions in a soment. [| wanted to reheacse, 
beiefly, cemarks that I've sade before to sost of you concerning the 
evolution and the underpinnings of strategic deterrence which have 
played a significant cole in influencing the United States’ position 
going into these talks. 


Por the pest 20 years our assumptions on saintaining 
deterrence have been based on the concept that if each side were able 
to sa.ntain the ability to retaliate against any attempt that it 
might fece and impose costes which were unacceptable, this would 
suffice to prevent conflict. This “balance of terror," if you will, 
celles upon the ability to threaten the other side with offensive 
power. 


It was thie essumption that underwrote the SALT I 
egreesents -- the concept thet vulnerability wae a good thing and 
thet if each side maintained equal forces, this mutual capability to 
retaliate would ensure both stability and deterrence. 


The corollary to that assumption was that neither side 
would seek to gain unilateral advantage -- to alter the balance -- by 
the building of offensive or defensive forces which could remove its 
own vulnerability or increase that of its adversary. Further, it was 
generally recognised then that detecrence, based on offensive forces, 
were not only sensible, but necessary, since neither side could, at 
that time, develop « defensive system which could effectively deter 
the other side. The ground-based anti-oallistic missile systems then 
under contemplation were both expensive and uncertain. The state of 
the act siaply wasn't that fer advanced. 


I summarize these basic assumptions which underwrote the 
concept of deterrence because the record of history sugjests that 
those sssumptions are being called into question. Do they remain 
walié of oot? 
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question the epirit, if not the letter, of the ABN treaty. 


Indeed, if you look at theic sctivities over the couse 
of the past 20 years, you'll find that the Soviet expenditures on 
stra ¢ defensive systeas have been roughly equal to their 
— tures on offensive systeas; and both, of course, have been 
quite lercge 


Finally, the emergence of new technologies , Yr the 
possibility that, the tuca of the century, that each s may be 
able to turn to greater reliance upon defensive systeas which don't 
theesten anyone -- systens which are oriented inet silitery 
systeas, weapons, end not people. end which could not threaten either 
country ofc its seclety. 


Tt*'s for these reasons that the President. « year end 6 
hell ego, proposed the opening of « serious cesearch effort fully 
compatible with treaty coasiteents to see whether, for the 1990's and 
beyond, some futuce President sight not be in a position to sove us 
avey fiom 4 etretegy besed on threatening, wit™ offensive power, and 
toward one which threatens no one. 


I'll be gled to take your questions now. 
Den? 


Q I's confused by one underpinning here to your whole 
statement. The -- Governor Reegan, when he campaigned, spoke of « 
window of vulnerability end ciccumstences under which it was 
fcultiess to try to negotiate with the Soviet Union. More cecently 
the President hae said that that window has been closed and ncw that, 
thanks to « defense bvuild-up, inequality has now been cedressed, and 
now it is possible to negotiate. 


Your statement, then, that the Soviet Un'on has 
beyond equality to establish superiority in key weapons -- if that is 
true, why ace you negotiating with thea? Why don't you redress that 
belence ficet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The statement I sade wes 
thet the Soviet Union has established superiority in key seasures of 
the strategic belance, notebly, in prospt, hard-target-capable 
systems -- ICBMs. 


In ed4ition, notwichstanding the very substantial 
advantage they have, new systems nearing deployment, now being 
tested, caise questions as to the overall sise and quality of their 
forces in the coming years. Now, one has to hope that you cannot 
Only cestorce « balance through building, but by the preferred method 
of reducing to an equal balance on both sides. And that can only 
come sbout through negotiations. 
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It's important to realise that the modernization progras 
thet has been underway in the United States for four years has 
already gone fac toward saking clear the day will come when the 
balance can be restores, and —— sible the meetings that will 
occur next Monday, and Tuesday, Ropefully beyon?, that will 
involve «a serious effort on our part to reduce these systems to « 
stable level on both sides. 


Q Caen you -- 


When Shultz is in Geneva, will he say to the Soviets 
that we think thew have violyced the ABM treaty and use that as an 
argument for going forward with our Star Wars progran? 


STATOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If arms control 
egreesents are to have any seaning, both sides, both parties have to 
comply with toes. Wow it is in this context that our own concerns, 
which are a mattec of public record, over Scviet practices and 
compliance with past ayreements be ceafficmed on the cecord so that 
we can establish a climate and a commitment to coapliance as a basis 
for some confidence that we can conclude a satisfactory agreement in 
the future. And so our concerns over compliance, generically, are a 
reasonable matter for discussion with the Soviet Union. In fuct, 
they have been for some time at the SCC and ve'll cemain active in 
that channel in the future. 


Q But you specifically said here that we think they 
have vioiated the spicit, if not the lettec, of the ABM treaty. Will 
that become a major part of Shultt’'s presentatiun? And will it be 
our argument for going ahead wit! Stic Wace? 


SENTOR ADMINISIRATION OFFICIAL: My cemacks then were 
keyed to -- not Ceneva, perc se -- but to why we have concluded, as we 
have, that we have to find a way **% cestorce a balance that we think 
can be enhanced by the integration of defensive systems. But an 
important pact of making that feasible is confidence on both sides of 
compliance. And, in that contest, it is celevant t. our talks. Your 
implication of a precondition, oc of a specific focus -- 1 would not 
think Likely. 


Sam? 


Q Will you take another trv at telling us to ‘rhat 
extent we're going to of willing to talk to the Soviets about SDI, 
and at what stage ot any future talks we might be willing to talk to 
them with wm eye tcward ceaching some accommodation, eithec directly 
on defensive weapons, or on trade-offs of offensive, def-nse systems? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF:CIAL: Our forcemost purpose in 
Geneva is to come to terms on format, on provwedurces, for formal 
follow-on talks. Now, in that contest, if one Looks at the familys of 
stcatejic systems, they fall luvgically ints those which ace used for 
otfenaive purpose and those which ace use! for defensive purpose. 
secondly, in condidering thoar families of systems, 
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t if : Sexe. omeil. ia’ that esse, 
with of  * eel te that oe 

ené if eo, what will we do? 


Taking the last t 
AWA, RR 
@ bit éisingenuous. I say t because, 
left hece portrays, defense is -- and 
well established Soviety priority. The 
ecale of Soviet developaent of defensive 
to the United States in the blue. 


How we are -- and the President, personally -- committed 
syetess. It is essent'al that we come to 
“= eystenms can play in 
Geterrence and we shall. Defensive systems encoapess 
eysteas that ere on the ground, it could be in space. I'd comind you 
in thet the Soviet ectual capebility today fer exceeds our ow, 

t theic investaent does as well. And, still in all, we're ready 
to discuss the family of defensive systems with them and hopefully, 
te get egreement that nonnuclear defensive systens integrated into 
our forestructures hold far greater promise of stable deterrence than 
the curcent situation. 


Bercy? 


Q The sense of what you're saying seems to be that 
you're ceé to discuss with the Soviets build up defensive 
oy ar t it’s feic to eseume they're interested in preventing 
Gaited Stetes fros proceeding with SDI. Ie that a fair 

fon? tn other s you're == you put the two weapon systens 
inte different categories, as ceports have suggested. You're 
iaterested in cutting beck offensive veapons but want their consent 
- of their scquiesence to your bul léup of defensive weapons -- call 
it integration, if you will. Sut, ien’t that sort of asyametrical? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tt is @ trical for 
thes to sake such en assertion. for thea to say, in effect, that 
what's Soviet is Soviet and what's U.S. is negotiable is no basis for 
negotiation. Sow, it is reasonable, intellectually, to exasine the 
family of defensive systems and to say whether or not. and if so, 
hew, any of all can contribute to stable deterrence and we are 
willing to éo that. 


Te isolate defensive systems in space is to ignore and 
Geintellectsadise the leading elements of a stable balance and it 
ie not sensible to do eo. It is hard to imagine that our 
readiness to discuss the family of defensive systems and offensive 
systems could be « matter for Soviet objection. We are ready to talk 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 weeldn‘t cay thet. 
But it's not foc us to announce or publish that end — 


Q On deep bectground. (Laughter .) 
SEuton GPFICIAL: Se, I'd cofer you to 


Be you have follow-up? 


Q t just went to find vut if the SDI is so essential 
position that you can't afford to bargain it, that you don't 
other Oe ne here on the defensive side? If you're 
to split this thing inte offensive ané defensive, all you seen 
on defense is SOI. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are other 
elements on the U.S. side in the defensive basket, es well. Sut I 
won't chatecterise or treat in detail the 0.8. position. 


Anérea. 


You said there was constructive work done on the 
offensive side, ideas that the President has ceviewed. Can you say 
how such we are willing to -- how far we are yy * » in Geneve 
on suggesting new ideas on what used to be know as and tur? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The past year, and 
particularly the epringtiae, involved en awful lot of work and man 
RS Re RR eR — 
corane we have constructive ideas on how we can bridge ¢ 
Gifferences between us, I think would be out of place right now. In 
eay thet we do have ideas and are prepared to deal flexibly on 
thet femily of iseves, I intend just that. 


Q Will there be some hints or indications of what new 
numbers might be possible? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't treat that 
publicly cight now. 


Yes. 
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Q 
iadication {rca 
with the kind of twe-traectk 
etfensive and one defensive? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's « matter for the 
éiplematic channels. 1 wouldn't comment on the Soviet position. 


Q Ané, secondly, separating it that .t: Goes that 
geen that you would serge the -- the strategic and intermediate- 
cange talks inte one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The offensive 
strategic offensive, 
But we wouldn't presume that those 
« En feet, the Seviet public position several 
ink was cather « divinclination to go in that 


We go into these talks flexible and open to suggestion. 
Yes. 


Q Berlier, you eriticises the Soviet Union for 
vielating the spirit of some of the ares control egreements. Do you 
Believe that satisifectory egreements can be reached in the future 
witheut such an edherence to the spirit of it, in view of the fact 
that the Soviete oopers what we say ere violations as siaply 
pane Pa te the limit the teres of the eqreements and seeking 
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t the Soviets have gained 
istration in general has 
né of effective parity 


fice now that effective 

worries about the continuity of stable 
key measures of the ort 
prompt haré-target capability, 


The t hece points cut that cight now the ICEH 
warcheed le of pr haré-terget Gestruction favors the Soviet 
Union by two to one. The overall ICBM warheed balance is sbout 
three to one in theic favor. And these are the systems that are sost 
celevent ducing crisis situations to pocseeess Stable deterrence. 
So it's iaportent to try to get « le on. those, to reduce those 
Systems, and that will be remain our leading priority. 


The back. 


Q A little while » you said that your hope from the 
cesults of the § 7th and 6th talks would be a framevork 
ocess for formal negotiations, the sooner the better. question 
8, G0 you hope for a framework process for formal negotiations, the 
sconer the better, on SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The framework that we 
seek is one which will encompass the full family of strategic 
systems, offensive and defensive. in the defensive context, 
strategic defense, ballistic sissile defense, ground-based, 

» enti-eicereft defense, all fall within that basket of 
strategic systems. And it is with that expectation that we hope we 
can open formal talks soon. 


Yes. 

Q You've indicated that you -- fairly clearly, that 
you'é be celuctant to scale back the research, the SOI research, or 
even to end it. What would you -- would the administration be 
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comment on that at this point. 
Rogez? 


Q If you're so hopeful and if you're so flexible about 
these talks, what is it thet sakes ané the edsinistration so 
celuctant to be enthusiastic about (Laughter .) 


OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Uistory is replete with 

enteteti of high bopes ané great expectations which have gone 
tilled. — gp BD... ited from the lessons of those 
t examples and cesein commit ané determined, but leavened by 
Chat history, patient and without illusion. 


We are committed and ful because it is imperative 
that we succeed. It is the right thing to do. Sut it won't be easy. 



















Yes. 


Q Acen't you really saying that the Soviet Union 
already has a very extensive strategic defense initiative progran, 
diccected 7 three to five times the United States effort, and 
that their efforts also are not negotiable or not bargaining chips 
ané that you're really going there to discuss with them something for 
the future, that just lay the defensive systems on the table and 
Giecuss thes, but they are not negotiable from either side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That remains to be seen 
whether the Soviet Union is prepared to address the full family of 
strategic offensive and defensive systems that both of us sust do if 
ty to establish « stable balance. And I wouldn't prejudge that. 
We see. 













Yes. 


Q What does SDI testing come under? Development or 
t? Would it be negotiated now or left to a future 
stration? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Line is drawn 
essentially between the proving out of @ technologies capability, 
ae involved in ror that feasibility being in the cesearch and 
development context; and involving testing. However, once a decision 
is made to go to deployment, that becomes « matter of deployment and 
these matters —¥ governed by, cight now, the ABM Treaty, among other 
things. And our program is compatible with and will remain 
coapetible with thet Treaty commitment. 


Q Under the Treaty then we'ce free to go ahead and 
test SOI all the way up to the point of actually deploying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I refer to the 
Treaty, but it becomes « little arcane. We can follow up afterward, 
if you like. Sut there is authority exercised by the Soviet Union in 
some considerable tests of their own to conduct feasibility studies 

of defensive technologies. 


















tes. 


Q Well, under that -- what you ‘ust said, where does 
the defending test of an anti-satellite weapon fall? Ie that « 
negotiable item at these talks? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. program is 
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egmergency effort. 
ADMINISTRATOR MCPEERSOS: Go, we -- 
Q You're trying to destroy that -- 
ADMINISTRATOR NCPBERSOS: Bo, she's being very belpftel. 
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commiteents. And that's I have to say on it. ” 


Q There are those who say 
overlay vehicle was in violation of 
that it was not « violation, and in tuture 
nature that the Soviets sight consider or 
you think theic violations that you have ci 
testing in that erea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to take the last 
point ficet, i think when you look at the scale of the Soviet progres 
which is not a, Ry, ~EE fy yt Ay - 
haréware functioning on the ground, that it is prudent for the United 
States to conduct at least « research program as & prudent 
egainst the ability of the Soviet Union to break out promptly fros 
its current level of effort. 


And, no, with @ to your earlier point, the United 
States programs have been ace in compliance with ite treaty 
commitments. 


Q May I follow up on that. If the homing overlay was 
on @ Minute Man booster, wouldn't that be a violation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States 
program will remain, under this President, fully compliant with ite 
treaty obligetions. 


Yes. 


Q To follow up on that, is « soratoriue on testing of 
anti-satellite —— e yoy Do think thet, in fect, an 
egreement on lisiting both sides from developing effective 
anti-satellite weapons sight be in U.S. interests? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points -- first of 
all, the President, in hie United Nations epeech and separate 
statements, has made clear that the United States is prepared to 
discuss what restraints sight be appropriate in the context of formal 
negotiations. And we cemain faithful to that pledge. 


I think it is useful to think beck over the hiatory of 
other moratoria. You cecell, for example, thet in the iste years of 
President Eisenhower's edministration, that « moratorium wit adopted 
by the United States and the Soviet Union on atmospheric ¢ sting. 
Ané then in 1961. without notice, the Soviet Union unilaterally 
opened @ very intense testing program which clearly hed been 
aeennee for some time or couldn't have been conducted with the 

ntensity that it was. And then after completing what they had 
plenned, @ soretorium was cestored and -~ but the United States had 
not hed -- had not planned, because it was a in good faith, 
to conduct any teste of its own and was unable to. 


We prepared and became able to. Sut the lesson was 
pretty clear, that you have to be pretty darn cereful about moratoria 
Or yOu can get snookered. (Leughter.) 


Yes. 

It's @ diplomatic word. (Leughter.) 

Q The President, in one of his debates, raised the 
possibility of shearing Ster Ware technology with the Soviets. te 
thet something thet sight be discussed in these talke as «4 way of 
making Star Ware « bit more palatable to the Soviets? 

SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President 
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Right now, I expect thet we're going to be talking sore 
tundamentals than thet. 


Q But we're not going to be willing now to talk about 
sharing the technology et this early stage? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President's 
agreement in principle to that is clear. As I said on another 
question, cight now, when it is impossible to define which technol 
you're going to find promising to say that you're going to share this 
or thet one cight now is « little premature. Sut the commitsent in 
principle is there. 


Q Look shead. If the technology is possible and both 
sides should sove to defensive systems so that neither could 
unacceptable damage offensively on the other's homeland, does that 
make wer less likely or does it sake theatre warfare by conventional 
means more likely? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tha. question is really 
very ceptive. It goes to the heart of what hes been -- (leughter) 
--s te. Let we withdrew thet. (Laeughter.) 


Thank you. You saved both our reputations. 
(Laurhter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Close call. 
Q But I want your views on that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think for the pest ten 

ers, ceally, since the time came when the balance between strategic 
orces between the United States and the Soviet Union ceached « 
condition of parity, end when the allies and we recognized that when 
you looked at the conventionel baeience beneath it, which was very out 
of balance, in favor of the Soviet Union, that the historic 
confidence that enabled thes to live with that conventional 
lmbelance, telying on strategic superiority of the United States, 
required that we cethink how we could maintain stable deterrence at 
lower levels es well. 


Those analyses heave 
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Yes? 


Some seabers of Congress figuratively have siready 
conducted the lest cites for ME. If Congress should line te 
appropriate funds for the production of this sissile, which you say 
would be -~ have an séverse affect on our negotiating position, 
would it aske it gore of less likely thet the sdeinisteation would be 


pos oy te sodify the pace end the progres (ct SDI during these 
telks 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United Stetes 
Strategic Modernisation Pcogram was teyed to replacing obsolescent 
eyetess in each leg of the tried -- in lenéd-based, sea-based, and 
boaber-delivered strategic spesens. The ME is « —_ oy: of thet and 
it aekes an iaportent contribution to deterrence & the hey 
ingredient in what hes brought we te where we are todsey and thet is 
the prospect of ceonewing talks with the Soviet Union. 


So, it te both siliterily eesential end teat to 
sustaining Gut eras control position, end it will remain eo. And it 
ie tepertent thet the success and it ~~ sustaining it these pest four 
yeers, be carcied on inte the future. tt ie extremely essential. 

Q Whet would ~~ 

mR. SIMS: “- one of two gore -- 


SEBLOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- beck -- please. 


Q If there were -~ if should fail in the larger 
Gejectives in these telks, is it possible thet you could sete 
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the act si iy wasn’t th 5 doe abeeneed. wSeew Se wewerstc o~—e 2e@e8 We 
i summarise these basic assumptions which underwrote the 


concept of deterrence because the record of history that 
those ere being called inte question. Bo consia 
welié oc 
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Q Do oe the follow up to these talks being 
further sinister ial 1 oft do you anticipate ueey would be at « 
~ ead Will there be a need for further sinisterial level 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: [t's siaply not possible 
to judge that. It depends upon the Soviet Union and the 

— — is prepared -- flexible, hopeful, determined, patient. 
Laughter. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you. 


END 12:37 ?.4. SST 
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THE WIITE BOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 


BACEGROUND 3RIEFING 
BY GEKIORN ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
OW VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER HARTENS OF BELGIUM 


January 11, 1985 
The Briefing Room 





10:01 A.w. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Hinister of 
Belgius, Wilfried Martens, “an pe On Monday to meet — the 
President. And, clearly, a topic is going to be the 
impending a in bel Seiei iuz y of 48 ground-launch cruise missiles 
-- GLCMs -- to begin in Harch. 


This stems from the 1979 HATO dual-track decision whereby 
the Allies agreed to try érms control and, if that failed in December 
*83, begin deployments. And, of course, those started in Germany, 
Italy ané the UK. The other two countries in which ceployment has 
not yet begun are the Netherlands and Belgium. Belgius is scheduled 
to get the first missiles in March. 


This is a contentious domestic issue in Belgium. Hartens 
runs -- heads a pee apes coalition government that's in office 
since ‘81. It's compri of the Flemish- and frenc aking Social 
Christians and the two liberal parties from those sane uage 
gr - The largest party in the coalition is Martens’ own party, the 
Fleas sh Social Christians. 


That party in November at a party leadership meeting 
voted to ask the government to postpone the sissile dep ts next 
March. That was not binding on the ronment, and the government 
has not accepted that party socenneniation. but, clearly, when the 
leadership of the Prime Minister's own party tekes that approach, the 
Prime Ninister ané the other members of the ipa of the 
coslition have got to take it very, very seriously. 


According to press reports just in the last two days 
following on the Geneva talks between Shults and Groayko, the same 
party leadership has again callecé for a postponement. Again, that is 
not binding on the Prime Minister and his coalition. 


The Prime Minister will be talking with the President 
about this. The President will be telling the Prime Ninister that we 
hope and — that Belgium will live up to its part in the ‘79 
6ecision, t it will maintain Alliance cohesion, and that it will 
carry through with the Ss that it had earlier agreed to and, 
therefore, begin the deployments in March. 


aving started with the substance, I'll now quickly for 
any who are interested run through the schedule, and then we can go 
to your questions. Martens comes in on Monday -- excuse me, on 
Sunday afternoon at Andrews. On Monday morning, he meets with the 
President here at 11:30 a.m. That's followed by a working lunch. In 
the afternoon, he meets with Secretaries Weinberger ané Shultz 

rately. And on Tuesday, he goes to Boston and New York for a 

tivate visit. 


With that, I'm ready to try to handle any questions. 
What will the announcement out of Geneva -- what 


impact will that have on the President's meeting -- the fact that the 
ted States and the Soviet Jnion are now going to start talking 
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It's hard to really know | 


SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


what's in his aind. 














whether to sceept the recommendation or can it just lie there? 


had « 
to whether or not beginning 
, go full Parliament for a vote, or 
whether it could be decided by of Minister, to wit, the 
Prime Minister end hie Cabinet. And they won the vote that the 
the Prime Minister and the 


a Q If the Belgians were to delay dep t of the 
GLCMs, would this be likely to trigger « chain reaction -- delay the 
whole HATO deployment ule? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think not. I think 
the programs would continue in the three countries that are already 
underway. It would certainly heave an impact in the Netherlands. 
You'll recall thet lest June the Dutch government decided that they 
would proceed with the deployments next November if the Soviets 
haén’'t increased the number of 85-20's from June ist, I think it was, 
lest year, until next Bowvember. The Soviets have already exceeded 
that number, so it looks as if the Dutch decision will go forward. 
But, Obviously, @ Belgien decision to defer would have considerable 
remifications in the Betherlands. 


Q Very quickly, could you run ower the reasons that 
ere being given for wanting to Geley the deployment? 


SENION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I°11 try not to 
oversimplify thea, in the sense -~ of make light of them. I think 
the argument goes that, okey, the Americans and the Soviets are 
talking again; therefore, it means that it say be the opening which 
will lead to @ negotiated resolution of IRF. Let us not upset the 











strategic importance is having the missiles in Belgius and the 
Nether ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we went through the 
run-up to the '79 decision, you'll recall one of the conditions 
Belaut Scheidt put on was that Germany not be the only continental 
power that the new sissiles. And ultimately the Belgians, 
the Dutch ané Ttaliens joined in. 


We think that in terms of shared responsibilities, shared 
risks, shereé responsibilities -- excuse me, shared willingness to 
bear the burdens -- thet ss el ey -  - 
countries perticipate. And clearly, it could heave an erosive effect 
if the Belgians opted out. So we think -- and that could tend to 
undercut deployments in other countries, in that deployments, as 
& peckage, ere simed at s counter et the 88-20. And we have yet to 


see any reductions in 88-20 numbers, or reach any iated 
settlement; we think it's important to keep the ts going on 
the schedule. 


Q Baane ee geeete® thet egeeet ee Gea is 
there any conditionality, as there was in the Netherlands? ‘ 








Are there any conditions thet could be set that would split the 
opposition on this? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OCPFICIAL: one of which I's aware. 


Q They're sbeolutely epposed under any conditions? 


SERIOR ADNIGISTRATION GFFICIAL: I's not tte. 
there aren’t « few individual ticiens. But genecelie se an 
epposition. So the standard ating ie that if’ this cosiition 
— mot carry forward with the 


@ - Sew serious Go you feel the chances are for Belgius, 
in fact, to opt out? Sow clese would you call this? 


SESION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's close; but 
I think they'll edhere to the decision. 


Q With seme friendly persuasion? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we will be -- not 
80 == one ing, but trying to tell thes, you know, how important 
we t is. 


Row, Martens is not going to sake « decision after he 
talks to the President on Nonday. e's going to go beck, consult 
with his leadership. Se's going to talk to other allied leaders, to 
the Germans, to the Italians, to the British, and go through « 
consultation process over the next number of weeks. So there's not 
going to be anything thet immediately emanates either on Monday here 
or following Martens’ return to Belgium. We'll see the denovement 
probably sometise in February. 


Q What happens in February? Sow will that sanifest 








itself? 
SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then the -- 
Q Decision? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- Given the vote of 
Fy. » thet they've the right to sake -- the Prise Minister 
the inet sake the ision -- they will then sake the 
éecision, which will be, » @8 scheduled and as the ations 
have been underway for, ficest sissiles are coming in March. 


Q So within @ sonth, you'll know? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll know by the first 
of March, I would sssune. 


Q Will Martens be trying to exact any kind of 
additional price from us when he's here -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot an additional price. 
He'll be raising -~ and we're prepared to talk with his -- some — 
disputes we heave with them and -- I go see direct quid pro 
but I think be will legitimately sa Look, I'm putting ay politi cal 
livelihood on the line and I would ike to have some sympathetic 
hearings on some of the trade probleas in Washington.” 


C ~~ the President gives his some sympathetic hearing 
on that, would Martens have sore clowt when be goes back and tries to 
convince his party -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 don't know. It's hard 
to link economic decisions with political-militery decisions in teres 
of politics and how they effect the party structure in Belgiuz. But 
we want to be helpful to him. And we think we're in @ position to do 



















thet heve 
the Libyans 
free the big 
thet we have 
government 
of the 
we Go not want 
hes not made 6 
The thing say But 
concern to us. 

It is mot « live issue in terms of Monday's seeting. 
We'll ceiterate our concerns about Libya in general. But it’s not 
something that Martens is coming to say, eee aS Oe OE ee 
because we've made our position clesr on that. And fens have 
aleo talked to the French and the Germans and the British that 
one, too, and I think ten a fairly unanisous reading from 
that it’s not « good thing to sell nuclear equipment to Qeddéafi. 
ao Q So you're not prepared to drop your opposition to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFPTICIAL: Wo, we ere not. 
Q What ebout the -- 


Q Well, what ere you prepared to help on? I sean, 
there ere « couple of other things -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. The other 
two. There has been & somewhat arcane di over the sale of some 
machine milling equi to the Soviet Un manufactured by an 
outfit -- « company in Belgium called Pegard, P-e-g-e-r-<. 


contracted to #:)) some rolling equipment to the 


Soviets « of years ego. brought the case to COCOM, the 
export control ¢ + We told the Belgians that while the equipement 
iteelf was not sens — eee we hed problems with the 
Soviet end user, the pur tf, which wes an entity in the Soviet 
Union that is invol in silitery production. so we asked the 
Belgians not to fulfill thet contrect. 


After @ fair amount of dickering, they agreed. 












Subsequently, Pegaréd has 
Soviets, not to e military end user. 


Q -- is done in this country. 

Q Yes, right. 
being reorganised under my oy proceedings. (Laughter.) And the 
py may belly-up some t in the very near future. So if no 

ing, it's quite possible the sale wouldn't go through. 
So that is not a live issue for Nonday. 

What is a live issue is the sale of some comsunications 
equipment by an ITT subsidiary in Belgium to the People's Republic of 
China. This is the case we've been discussing with thea for « number 
of months and we are basically prepared to go «a with that sale 
given the certain technical monitoring or -- what I want to say? 

Q Verification? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot verification. 

Q Ho. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a sale to the 
Chinese. We need to know certain information and there's certain 
amounts of the technology which will be serviced the manufacturer 
rather than training the cators to service it lves. But, 
basically, that sale is going to be able to go through. 

Q Save we told thes this already? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we sdvised thea of 
that this week. : 


Q Well, so what do you give away for the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -- 
7 Q You've already given it qyay. 
Q So wait «a sinute now -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But I think we sight 
well have agreed to that if the INF issue didn't exist. I mean. it 
also effects our relationship with -- 


Q -- coulc have saved it. You could have saved it for 
Monday. 


Q Wait a minute. You just said a moment ago we're in 
& position to do a few things. 


Q Well, that was it and we did it already. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q So what are we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You were correct in 
pointing out my error. 


Q So we're not in a position -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the other thing is 
MORE 





’ know, ¢ and we’ be 
we can say A ele sympathetic to 


Q So that's what we'll 6o? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


: Q $$ What about SDI? I6 there going to heve to be any 
: persuasion to get the Belgians to go slong? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm confident that there 
are sy le in Belgium -- there are certainly people in 
Belgius who @ thet view. But it has -- 
Q At least in larger countries -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I know, but it 
hasn't been e major issue in Belgium. That's what I's saying. But 
: it may well come up. 


Q What's been the most recent visit between the 
President ané Martens? Any kind of history of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: February 1982. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


EXD 10:20 A.M. EST 
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SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
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PRIME MINISTER OF BELGIUN 
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The Briefing Roce 
1:44 P.M. BsT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me begin by ing 
PR a ay ny ey BAA. 
today, that the Belgian government has clearly inventine Fy of 
consultation with its key allies about its 
Gecision. And as Prime Minister Martens’ statement said, eT a I vill 
) oe it, concerning IMF, “I confirmed our attachment to the 
letrack éecisioca, which is an expression of firmness in defense 


ané of openness for dialogue.* 


In the seet wee f the Prime Minister and the Poreign 
Minister discussed with Presigent, the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of Defense, the Bational Security Advisor the complexities 
of the domestic political situation in Belgium. And their approach 
to the deployment decision sade clear that they were very interested 
in our views and the views of other allies. And they in us 
that following this meeting with the President that the Belgian 
cating «8 Stites Resiaten on Pee. other A nae toy 7 ore 
a sion on We that this ss 

f consultation that that the Belgian a , has begun has got off to 

—FUeeT cost enact totew bece’ in Geshineven. 


As the President and the Belgian Prime Minister pointed 
out in their departure statements, aside from the details of the 
Geployment issue and the domestic situation in Belgium, some of the 
broader espects of the INF deployment and armas control issue vere 
addressing, including the discussions last week in Geneva. 


There was a good discussion of the so-called “linkage 
issue; where the Secretary of State and the National Security 
Aéviser discussed the ral probles of linkage, the conceptual 
side of li » that our nition that there is an important 
relationship between offensive Gefensive forces and this is «a 
relationship that we will want to continue to explain to the Soviets, 
present our point of view on that problem. aAné the other aspects of 
the linkage problesa, that is the pacing question, that is our belief 


=. our hope that progress in each one of the three iating bodies 
on its own and that no mechanical or artificial linkeges 
shew be imposed by either side in the forthcoming negotiations. 


There was a good discussion of the Strategic Defense 
Initiative, its role in the negotiation, where the President restated 
our hope that the research program should sove ahead and that, if 
deployment -- if it comes to a deployment decision that, at that 
stage, we would hope we could discuss with the Soviets how these new 
Gefensive technologies could be integrated to both sides’ forces in a 
stable way. 


The President spent some time explaining to the Prine 
Minister his hope that we can make progress toward his goal of 
eliminating a1] nuclear weapons. He described how, during the 
earlier part of the 20th Century, both World War I and after and 
Guring World War II that a great deal of effort was made to protect 











there was discussion of Africa, assistance 
to Afsica. As you know, the Belgians have a special 
Gevelopeents in Saire, and there was discussion of both the situation 
in Seirce and the broeder Stion of coordinating assistance for 
econcmic development in Africas. 


Bow I would be happy to take your questions. 


Q Sa ae & ium might make its decision, how 
soon it would be before Belgium decides on Geployaent? 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: Mo. What he lained 
was that the Belgians ted the December ‘79 decision. I'11 just 
coke @ Genent te senied Gli o€ you whet thet Cocieien eee. That was 
the so-called basing countries -- that's Italy, Britain, the Federal 
Republic of Germany, the Netherlands, and Belgium -- would deploy $72 
ground launch cruise sissiles and Pershing II in the absence of an 
arms control egreenent. 


Be explained that the Belgian government was beginning 
this es of consultation with their allies, the United States 
and the other important basing countries so that they could take 
such a decision. 


The President, for his part, was very clear that we felt 
thet it was the success of the INF or the December ‘79 decision -- 
that is the successful initiation of — of these systems -- 
that had fey pes en ~apeeuess factor in bringing the Soviet Union back 
to the negotiating le ané that we were conf t thet Belgiua 
would play ite part under the terms of the December ‘79 decision. 





Q But you're clearly not télling us that a decision 
has been made to deploy. in fect, you've told us quite 
straightforward that this is the oe of a consultation leading 
to a ision. bid sense that, at this point, the government is 
leaning one way or other or is it an open question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that our 
position is that we are optimistic, Sam. And that is why I sade a 
F special point of ing the Prime Minister's statement where -- and 
T*1l quote it again -- he says, “I confirmed our <-- that's the 
Belgian attachment -- “to the dual track decision, which is the 
sy ees of firmness in defense and of openness for dialogue.” 1! 
‘t oo 


Q We quoted that back to the President. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that there 
is any secret about the fact that the Prime Minister, the Foreign 


Minister, and his government, has rted the December ‘79 decision 
@ll along, while at the same time, there are elements within his own 
party other elements in Belgium that have raised questions about 


that decision. But our sense flowing out of this meeting is ore of 
confidence and optisisa. 
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ADMINISTRATION GFPICIAL: You're asking se to draw 
@ conclusion which I don't think I should. I — major — 


Q Ro, I°s asking you what your reading of that is. 
‘SBBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The major points I 


made were that, one, that our view on this was wery clear; two, that 
they are beginning a of consultation. And I don't think at - 
this stage that I Grav any precise conclusions about decisions 
they have taken. 

Q Well, what do you read exactly from that sentence? 
Are you -- 


Q Did the ‘79 decision, sir, include the phasing-in 
dates or is that « ate matter that was worked out later? In 
other words, what is actually eéhering to beyond the principle? 
In other words, when did -- 


: 


Minister made it very clear ab B.A, 
would depend in t on the consulations t they have with other 
countries as well as Belgian domestic politics. 

Q Sir -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lesley? 

Q -- what about possible igcentives? Is our 
government thinking of wry thes any special economic aid or 
anytiring as an incentive at 411? 

SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that's the 
way ellies should Go business with one another. They recognise the 
importance of this decision for the Alliance as a whole. 

Q What -- 

Q Sit -- 


Q Wait, weit, weit. Is that «a flat no that we will 
not be offering any incentives? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we just -- we 
simply do not do business that way. 


Q What were the trade agreements -- 

Q If I recall correctly, the Belgian government 
announced in November that it inte to begin deployment around the 
middle of March of this year. And while they had -- while Martens’ 
Party Executive has asked for reconsideration of this in the light of 














SERICR ADNINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Wo, I think -- 
Q Dees that sean their decision is rescinded? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's pretty 
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éecis it took in December » egainst the tound -— 
of seme Gomestic centreversy. And they look at their options, 
ee ee. ae oe ee of 


We, after this first stage and first step in the 
consultation process, are very reassured. 


die Q What are the trade -— you sentioned something about 
tr . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There have been sone 


Q Caa you = 


Q But on this process of consultations with the 
allies, are these consultations in a sense of Belgium seeking sone 
sort of an alliance thetic, understand to their Gomestic 
difficulties, in wh ease they can put off Gecision? Of what 
are they consulting the allies about? It's a domestic problea, as 
you say. 


doing is saising so taeit hey sity porenace abowt: Ueit” Sopiofust 

s £ re r 

Gecision ané gettirg the view of rallies en the inportance of this 
decision. there was no Goubt the view they heard today 
from President Reagan. ; 


Q Who else would speak that firaly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And they certainly want 
to elicit other views. o 


Q Who else do you think will speak that firmly, as 
firmly as we 614? 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: I don't want to predict 
what other allies will say other than to point out what the pattern 
has been with the other loyaent countries, with Mrs. Thatcher, 
with Chancellor Kohl and with Prise Minister Crazi in Italy. 


Back there. 





Q Sic, can we assume that they didn't give you any 
specific decision today on whether they will deploy or not on March 
-- when the deadline comes in March? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I said was -- and 
I'll just restate it -- that they wanted very such to hear our views 
of the matter. They explained to us the domestic complexity of this 
problem. And they made it clear that they want to consult, they 
wanted our view and the view of other important allies. Sut I want 
to stress that -- and as I pointed out in the statement -~ that they 
made it clear that -- or reasserted their continuing support for the 
December ‘79 decision. 
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Q think the impect on the Dutch would be, 
given the situation in Belgian? 





OFFICIAL: You're asking se to 
sppeeinens Gite See SS cae G2 Seeeep < ieee e Slee o Sltess 


Q If Belgium dees not proceed, wouldn't it have a ver 
negative effect on the posture in the Betheriands? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, I Gon’t want to 


Q Aren't the Belgians buying time now, hoping 
thet the ares talks will start, and by postponing a decision it 
will make their ultimate decisions easier to sake? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's speculation on 
your pert. 


Q What is the Belgium -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't think that. I 
Gon't share it. I think that they are engaging in a process of good 
faith consultetions with their key allies. 

Q Wheat is the Belgian deployment date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Someone, I think, in one 
of the questions pointed out it is March. 


Q Ie there a date -~- certain? 











SEBICR ADMINIGTRATION GUFICIAL: I sseume it is. It's 
pretty easy for people to carry on these conversations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: +p yt oA. Be 


Q tf the sissiles don't go in in March, will thet burt 
our negotiating position with the Soviets? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course it will. 


° a ~ A hy me £ ee A 

ee == to in March? Was thet question, 
» posed? Of did you 4 it, or 414 you dance srounéd it? 

SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, nobody danced 
oe oe The purpose of this was to bear out the 
Prime Minister, let his explain what ic position on the deployment 
ieseue was, ané explain the Gemestic circumstances. The Prise 
Minieter beard our views on this question. And the Prine Ninister 
then -gade very clear his Gesire to listen to our views, take into 
scoount other views, and then to take a decision. 


optiaistic? 


we me that the overriding question 
here is are they going to deploy in March or are they not? did 


OFFICIAL: I think the overriding 
anewer here is that they want to hear other views. They want to 
listen to what our views are. They did not sake -- let se put it 











they 414 set take « Gocision and then come bere anf explain it to as. 
Q@ de you know whet their Gecision is? 









I thiek < aade it pretty 
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GEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GFFICIAL: What they wanted to éo 
is bear the views of the President and to bear the views of other key 
the 
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Well, Giecussed it at a pre-brief that bad 
on Peiéay to the extent thet it uns = > ™ rs 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's clear that -~ 


on ESS SSS Se 
coatiauity ef government in Brussels. 


Mm. GINS: Can we get just two or three sore questions? 
These hands are up -—- 


Q Why are you -- why are you so reassured if the 
Belgians éién't promise you anything? 





° ceay famsuuam thee the fetae Galeues i868. 
it's came ce 
endorsed the December ‘79 decision. ‘ 


Q — geen that they will -- they'll wait for the 
result-of the present negotiations in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's not -- 
aeee eee not our ion of the decis 
ig ~Ry ‘re —— that 
the Decesber 





MR. SIMS: Okey. George and Jia ané -— 


Q T's confused about two things. One, if they 
reaffice their commitment to the ‘79 decision, what's the question 
ebout éoploysent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the question - 
Q Wueber two is, what's there to consult about? I 


mean, know whet the allies think about this and whet we went, 
ané The © wents thes to Geploy, so what's the basic issue? 














Q wr a yd gg NA RL 
Sliie., the other allies have with deployment with the 
exception of the Betherlands. Is there sceusething — 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Netherlands 
wasn't scveéuleé to go shead with deployment entil sew. 


Ie there something elee in the consultation process 
aside froe esiiéeri eves Gentiausé Goghepuent => eonsebine vt 


th 
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Q Was that pointed out to his - 
MR. SIMS: Last question -— 


Q Ie there any question of accelerating the 
éeploysent, or - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no discussion 
whatecever of sccelereting oc changing -- 


Q -- or is there any -- 





I Gon't think it 
2:07 P.M. BST 
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Q Can I ask you whether the United States still 
subscribes to the statement the State Department made on May 
10, 1984, that the United States respects the World Court and 
: the rule of law and intends to act accordingly in this case? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Absolutely. I have no problem 
with that at all. 


Q So when a decision is issued in this case by the 
World Court, the United States will respect the Court and the 
rule of lew in this case? 


a I am not going to speculate as to what the United 
States will do in those circumstances. What we have said is 
that the Court in this suit ventured into, in effect, a 
political question, the likes of which our own Supreme Court 
would never hear, and that in effect it is acting beyond its 
competence. Sut thus far, all that the Court has done is to 
look at various jurisdictional and admissibility issues and we 
will not at this point speculate as to what will happen. 


In fact, we would hope that the Court would still find 
that it, in fact, has acted improperly with regard to the 
findings that were made in November. 


Q Could you give us illustrations of ways in which 
the World Court, up to this decision, has acted outside of its 
competence; beyond its competence, to use your term? 


a As we have pointed out in the statement -- and I 
think I might say that the statement that you have, the three 
and a half pager, was very, very carefully crafted, so that 
you'll find most of the answers in that statement. But very, 
very briefly, the World Court in this case, as far as we are 
concerned, had no jurisdiction, first. 


That is to say that in the World Court, as 








distinguished froe in a United States municipal court, there is 
only compulsory jurisdiction if a state consents; you have to 
consent. In this case, neither Nicaragua nor the United States 
consented. 


You have a 159 members of the United Nations. Only 44 
of those countries have accepted the compulsory jurisdiction of 
the Court at all. Of the 16 members of the World Court, 
sitting in judgment of the United States in this case, 11 are 
from countries that do not accept the Court's compulsory 
jurisdiction at ali. 


With regard to the competence issue, basically what we 
are age is that under the provisions of the United Nations 
Charter, first of all, article 39 specifically states that 
issues regarding threats to the peace, breach the peace, acts 
of aggression that are alleged to have occurred, are for the 
Security Council to determine. 


article 51 says “Nothing in the Charter impairs the 
inherent right of individual or collective self-defense unless 
the Security Council actr," which in this case the U.N. 
Security Council has not acted. 


So, in effect, we are dealing with a political 
question that is not appropriate for judicial resolution. 
Again, for those who are US. law buffs, we have a theory that 
is very, very comparable here in the United States. The 
Supreme Court will not look at political questions. That is 
not to say that the law does not apply. It simply says that a 
court is not the proper vehicle for resolving these issues. 


Q Could I follow up on this, please? I would like 
to go back to my question. I appreciate your answer, though. 


I would like to know, in what areas the World Court 
has acted beyond it's competence, to pick up your phrase, prior 
to this particular case? And I have in mind your next-to-last 
sentence in which you say that you hope the Court does not go 
the way of other international organizations that become 
politicized against the interest of western democracies. 


In other words, you're raising something here and I'd 
like to know if there is any precedent for it within the 
actions of the Court? 


a I think the best answer to that is that this suit 
was unique and unprecedented in the very fact that allegations 
involving on-going armed conflict were made by Nicaragua. No 
state, historically, had ever made such allegations; and as far 














as we're concerned, for very 300d reason. Because no state 
would have ever conceived that they were assigning, in light of 
the provisions of the United Nations Charter, questions with 
regard to their right to exercise self-defense to the World 
Court. 


So, in fact, this is a unique situation. There had 
been some prior cases that involved issues with regard to 
conflicts that had ceased, that had ended. 


Q Are we in armed conflict with Nicaragua? 
A I would not want to comment upon that. 


Q No, but that seems to be the basis of your point 
a moment ago. 


A No, the point that we have made, in this case -- 
first of all, all the other Central American nations, other 
than Nicaragua, took the position, as did we -- not in the 
court but publicly -- that the World Court was not the proper 
forum to hear these issues. That, in effect, the Contadora 
process, which has been agreed upon by all the Central American 
nations, that has been endorsed by the U.N., that has been 
endorsed by the OAS, that that is where these issues should be 
addressed. 


I'm not going to get into any of the merits or the 
questions or allegations that have been raised. But, in 
effect, we took the position that the Central American 
countries were indispensable parties to the proceedings, and, 
of course, they were not there. 


If they have a right of self-defense, they have a 
right of self-defense. 


If I follow your argument, you're saying that the 
remedies should have been pursued in other fora such as the 
U.N. and the OAS on the questicn of self-defense. 


Are you saying that the United States was acting in 
some form of collective self-defense in this case? 


a All that we're saying is that this Court is not 
the appropriate forum to address political questions such as 
those put forth by Nicaragua. We're also saying that the 
Contadora process -- a negotiation that we fully support -- was 
agreed upon by the various nations in Central America, was 
endorsed by the United Nations, was endorsed by the OAS, that 
we're dealing with a region-wide conflict involving social, 








political, economic and security issues; that, in effect, it is 
not for a court to try to resolve that kind of an issue or 
situation which courts are wholly incapable and unsuited for 
resolving. There are political processes. 


Q Right. But in the political processes, you do 
refer to other parties. Has the United States availed itself 
of what you're saying are the proper fora, namely, the United 
Nations or the OAS, and has it followed the procedures 
prescribed in the Charter in dealing with this dispute? 


a I'm not sure I can answer any better than I have 
other than to say that the United States of America supports 
the Contadora process. That is the forum in which the Central 
American nations themselves, including Nicaragua, have agreed 
to try to resolve these issues. That was endorsed by the 
United Nations and the OAS, and we, in fact, support that. 


I don't know whether my colleague wants to add to that. 


Q I could put it more specifically, if you want. 
For example, you cite, in the documents among your various 
backing for your position, the Rio Treaty and you cite also the 
right of self-defense under the U.N. Charter. 


The appropriate article of the U.N. Charter, under the 
right of self-defense, assuming that the United States.is 
resorting to this, says, as I recall, in the second sentence of 
the Article, that any nation resorting this thing should 
immediately inform the Security Council of the actions it has 
taken. The United States has never done this. 


Similarly, the case of the Rio Treaty, the aggrieved 
party had to call, according to the provisions of the Treaty, 
an extraordinary meeting of the OAS -- formally asked for 
invoking of the treaty -- and ask for other members of the OAS 
to come to its aid. That has not been done either. 


How do you assert these as your defenses? 


a I would say with all due respect that it would be 
very, very difficult for anyone to take a position that the 
United Nations Security Council is not aware of what is going 
on in Central America. 


But, in any event, what has happened here is that a 
court has asserted the right to address questions that are not 
suited for this court, and in a certain constitutional sense, 
like we have our own Constitution. We have a separation of 
powers in this country. 








The United Nations Charter, itself, sets forth a 
separation of powers, and that these are questions which were 
never conceived to be assigned to the World Court. ° 


(Continued on next page) 





Q Sir, I have a quick question. Why has it taken 
us so long, almost a year, to respond to this? If it was so 
clear and so declaratory that this Court's authority is not 
there, why haven't we said this from the very beginning? 


A I think if you recall, we did say so in April. 
What we have done here is the United States of America respects 
the International Court of Justice. Where it has proper 
competence, we're all for it. We.just had a major case between 
the United States and Canada, for which I was also privileged 
to be the agent of the U.S., involving what was called the Gulf 
of Maine, and this was heard in 1984 before a special chamber 
of the world court. And the United States and Canada took that 
case there by special agreement. We're all for that. 


In this case, we have taken the consistent position 
that the World Court was without jurisdiction, and in the 
United States of America lawyers argue jurisdictional issues 
every day, in almost every case you can name. There are all 
kinds of jurisdictional issues. In the United States, lawyers 
argue jurisdictional issues, and we appeared in the World Court 
to argue jurisdictional issues. 


In fact, I will tell you that since the Second World 
War, there have been seven suits in the World Court that 
involved the request for provisional or interim measures, and 
only one country in the world ever showed up. There have been 
two suits, and the country that showed up was the United States 
of America. France didn't show up in a case; Iceland didn't 
show up; Turkey didn't show up. The United States of America 
is the only country in the history of the World Court since the 
second world war to appear to argue jurisdictional issues. The 
others didn't even appear at all. 


Q Why did it take so long? 


Q I'd like to ask you a question relating to your 
carefully crafted statement. It seems to me that there's an 
implied threat of a pullout in here when you say that you're 
profoundly concerned about the long-term implications for the 
Court itself because of its politicization. 


That sounds vaguely familiar to what we said about 
UNESCO. Is there an implied threat to the Court? 


A I would say, in my own view, absolutely not. We 
are concerned. Obviously, we think in this case that there 
were certain arguments that we made which were overwhelming; 
that as a matter of law, we showed beyond a shadow of a doubt, 
with respect to certain arguments, that we were correct. For 








whatever reason, the Court did not accept those, but we are for 
the Court. 


I would not want to make comparisons to any other 
international organization. This is a court. We have been its 
major supporter. We have had more cases before this Court than P 
any other country, and all that we are saying is that we are 
concerned. We're not going to get into the motives of the 
judges. I don't know what they are. All we have is the 
result. There is a concern as to why such a thing happened. 


Q If I could follow up: Does your concern -- does 
it also concern you that other countries in other cases might 
take a similar position? Does the United States fear that 
other countries might also pull out and say the Court has no 
jurisdiction and back out when they don't like what the Court 
is doing? 


A That's for each individual country, obviously, to 
consider. We are not saying that we are pulling out of the 
World Court. That is not what we're doing here. We continue 
to respect the Court where it has competence. We are one of 
the few nations in the world that has accepted its compulsory 
jurisdiction with certain reservations, and what we're simply 
saying is, is that this type of a case -- not the Court, but 
this type of a case never should have been brought before the 
Court, and the Court never should have agreed to hear it, 
because it is beyond the Court's jurisdiction, it is beyond the 
Court's competence to hear this suit, not only as a matter of 
the U.N. Charter, which precludes it from hearing this sort of 
a suit, but also as a matter of judicial restraint, in effect. 
They should not have heard this case, and they haven't heard, 
of course, the merits. 


Q Will this action make it more difficult for the 
United States to invoke the Court's compulsory jurisdiction in 
some other case that interests us? 


a I would not see why that would be affected by 
this suit. In other words, various nations have accepted the 
Court's compulsory jurisdiction -- very few of them. 44 out of 
159. WNone of the Soviet—bloc. You know, most of that part of 
the world would never allow anyone to take them to any court. 


Q Legalisms aside, aren't we ducking the Court on 
this issue because we know they will rule against us? 


a No. I would not say that at all. The President 
has made a decision as a matter of principle. That is to say, 
that this is not the forum in which these issues should be 











addressed. These are political questions. It's a region-wide 
conflict. It is a complicated situation. The bilateral aspect 
between Nicaragua and the United States is wholly inappropriate 
for the Court to decide. So I do not agree with that at all. 


Q Don't you think the Court of public opinion, 
world public opinion, is liable to look at it this way? 


a Obviously, I cannot say how it will be looked 
upon, but I can say to you the fact of life is -- and if it is 
articulated as well as I hope the Administration will be able 
to, and that's why we're here -- that I do not see why that 
should be the case at all. 


In other words, what we're saying again is that these 
issues are not for the Court, and they never should have gone 
there, and these issues -- you know, international law 
applies. Let's just take an example. 


The Soviet Union has not ever accepted the Court's 
compulsory jurisdiction. Internationel law applies to you 
whether you accept the Court's compulsory jurisdiction or not, 
so no one's saying anything here on that score. 


Q I wonder if I could ask you a more historical 
uestion than a legal one? The U.S. tried to stop this action 
rom ever getting to the Court by filing on April 6th -- I 

don't how you call it, but it was an attempt to stop Nicaragua 
from filing this. I'm just wondering what information we had 
and where we got that information that led us to believe that 
Nicaragua was going to file a complaint. 


a I'm unable, for various reasons, frankly -- one, 
because I wasn't here -- but maybe my colleague can answer that 
one. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I was here, and I'm not going to 
answer that one. (Laughter) 


Q In your carefully crafted statement here on Page 
3, you say that you have the impression that the Court is 
determined to find in favor of Nicaragua in the case -- on the 
merits of the case, presumably. 


Since they haven't heard the merits of the case yet, 
presumably you're implying a degree of bias or prejudgment on 
the part of the Court, which presumably would go beyond the 
narrow question of jurisdiction. 


Are you, in fact, implying that the Court is not a 
fair forum, that they are biased on this or presumably other 
situations? 











FIRST OFFICIAL: No. What I think we're seeking to do 
is not to characterize the Court, not to characterize the 
motivations of the individual members of the Court, but simply 
to state that we have read the Court's 250 page opinion. We 
have studied it very carefully, and we believe the opinion is 
clearly erroneous as a matter of fact and of law; and those 
conclusions, which I believe any objective attorney who, God 
forbid, would have the time to go-through the feet and feet of 
filings that we made, would arrive at the same conclusion. 


Once you arrive at the conclusion that the Court has 
acted in a me that is clearly erroneous as to both law and 
fact, obviously, it raises certain questions in your mind, but 
= are not speculating as to the motivations of the members of 
the Court. 


Q May I ask you a question, please? The last two 
sentences of what Alan read at the briefing today, could you 
tell us what that means? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: I don't have what Alan read at the 
briefing today. Would you repeat it? 


Q We profoundly hope the Court does not go the way 
(Newsman handed copy to Second Official) 


Q You got it. (Second Official read the document) 
What does that mean in simple English that we could explain to 
people? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Actually, I think my colleague can 
answer that question even better than I, because it doesn't 
really relate to Central America policy. B68ut, quite clearly, 
the decision that was taken on the jurisdiction question we 
viewed as having been far more a political decision than a 
decision that was consistent with international law. Since the 
Court is designed to make its decisions on the basis of 
international lew rather than on the basis of political 
factors, it would certainly be our hope that a trend would not 
be established in that direction in the Court. 


Q Which are the other international organizations 
that have become politicized against the interests of Western 
democracies? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Once again, that's a question that's 
outside of my jurisdiction. I think you should ask that at the 
regular -- 
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Q Why don't we ask the First Official? That's 
presumably in his jurisdiction. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Wo. I don't think that is frankly 
legal at all, but I will be happy to say that we have great 
respect for the World Court, and the United States has, as I've 
indicated, had more suits before the World Court than anybody 
else. We have been its major supporter -- 


Q No. I'm asking you -- 


A And all I'm saying is that we would be very 
concerned for the Court and for the rule of law generally if 
what has happened here -- and I'm not going to speculate as to 
the motivations, but we're concerned because the Court has done 
something that we regard as clearly erroneous, and it would be 
very unfortunate if this institution, which can play a 
a yt op role in the peaceful settlement of disputes which 
fall within its competence, is eroded, and we hope that will 
not happen. 


Q Could somebody answer that question, please? I 
mean, if your colleague doesn't and you don't -- (to staff) can 
you answer the question? 


STAFF: I don't have any -- 
6 For the record -- 
FIRST OFFICIAL: Can we take that? 


Q Let's let the record show that at the briefing at 
which this statement was read, it was announced that all 
questions on this would be taken at this BACKGROUND briefing. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q So to refer it back to the other briefing is not 
an adequate way to handle that question. You read a public 
statement on the record that refers to other international 
oganizations that have become politicized. I can quess what 
some of them are, but it's a legitimate question to ask what 
they are, and that question was specifically referred to this 
briefing. 


SECOND OFFICIAL Let me answer your question in I 
think as much detail as you're going to get an answer on it, 
and that is that there has been in some cases a tendency toward 
politicization in some international organizations. It's not 
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useful for us to finger point -- which one, where, how much -- 
at this time. Sut the trend has been there over many years. 
There have been some counter-trends on occasions. 


We would hope to see international organizations move 
away from having their decision-making process tied in knots by 
political considerations. 


- (Continued on next page) 
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Q Can I follow that up by asking what, in your 
view, would prevent other countries -- or what should prevent 
other countries -- from concluding as 4 result of the action 
the U.S. is taking today that the U.S. will simply decide that 
any given decision by the World Court is either clearly 
erroneous or a political decision; and by simply taking the 
initiative to define a decision that way, unilaterally avoid 
the jurisdiction of the Court in the future? 


A Well, the simple answer to that is, again, we're 
dealing not with a municipal kind of a court where I can sue 
you, you can sue me. That's not what we have here. We have a 
court that can only hear suits that (1) are based upon the 
consent of the parties -- and here there was no such consent; 
second of all, just like the Supreme Court of the United 
States, there are certain questions that this institution, the 
World Court, is not supposed to hear under the U.N. Charter. 
Now, that is a very rare situation. 


a As I've indicated earlier, this is a unique 
suit. It is unique for the very reason that no one, I would 
argue, ever conceived -- 


Q But the Courts decide. You refer to the Supreme 
Court. 


a ~— that a case like this would ever be brought 
before the Court. 


Q The Supreme Court decides that. The parties 
don't decide whether the jurisdiction, whether it's the kind of 
case that ought to be heard by the Supreme Court. The Court 
decides that. 


a The Court has a constitution; it is a member of a 
system, the United Nations system, and there are limits upon 
the Court's jurisdiction, just as there are limits upon the 
consent of the very few nations in the world that have accepted 
the Court's compulsory jurisdiction. 


Q Can you elaborate a little on your last sentence 
in your next-to-the-last paragraph in your statement. It says. 
"We are therefore taking steps to clarify our acceptance of the 
Court's compulsory jurisdiction.” 


What are these steps? Are we going to add some 
additional reservation, or what do you have in mind? 


‘a What we have in mind is to make explicit what we 
thought was implicit all along. That is to say that this is 
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not 
bef 
of 
we 


type of case that was ever supposed to be brought 


the 
ore the World Court, and we will clarify our 1946 acceptance 
the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court to make clear what 


thought was clear all along. 
How do you do that? 
How do you do that? 


oa es ® 


Do you file with the Court or with -- 


a You file -- Formally. we file with the Secretary 
General of the United Nations a new, in effect, piece of paper 
which we will do in due order, which will, in effect, clarify 
the situation that I have referred to -- that is to say again, 
to make it clear that this sort of case is one that is not 
intended to come before the Court. 


Sir, putting aside for the moment the estion of 
the Court's jurisdiction, in your second paragraph of your 
statement, you talk about U.S. policy. You say, “In providing 
@ security shield, we have acted in the exercise of the 
inherent right of collective self-defense enshrined in the 
United Nations Charter and the Rio Treaty." 


Now, my question is two-fold: Does this mean that the 
United States Government relies, in the carrying out of its 
policy and its conduct towards Nicaragua, on the U.N. Charter 
and the Rio Treaty? And if so, why has it not followed the 
provisions specified by the Charter and the Treaty for how 
you're supposed to go about doing it? 


a Well, again, as I indicated earlier, to me, there 
is no doubt that the organizations to which you have referred 
are on notice of what is going on with respect to Central 
America. 


Q With all respect, that is not addressing the 
question. 


a Well, it is addressing the question. You're 
asking me whether there are provisions of certain charters that 
are in issue here. 


Now again, we are saying that this is a case that 
never should have come before the Court. That's the basic 
emphasis here. What you're asking is with regard to the 
inherent right of self-defense, which is something that, had 
the suit gone forward on the merits, of course would have been 
a very Central issue. 
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€l Salvador, for example, when it sought to intervene 
last sugmer, and was rather summarily rejected, they 
specifically said that £1 Salvador was under an effective armed 
attack from Nicaragua, and that they had requested the 
assistance of the United States. 


Q Right. Sut that is not proper, that is still not 
following the provisions of the fio Treaty. 


All rig\c. I'll let -- Let me ask you specifically: 
Has the United States at any time ever gone to the United 
Nations Security Council and informed them of measures that it 
has taken towards Nicaragua involving the right of collective 
self-defense in the Hemisphere. 


Secondly, has any country ever gone to the OAS Council 
and asked for invoking of the Rio Treaty on the grounds that 
they were under threat, or in danger of armed conflict from 
Nicaragua, and asked formally, under the Treaty, for the 
assistance of the United States? And if the answer is no, what 
is the basis for the United States, therefore, invoking these 
(inaudible)? 


A Well, you are raising issues -- The quick answer, 
I suppose, is, you are raising issues that go to the merits of 
the allegations that Nicaragua has set forth in its case. What 
we are saying here is that those allegations are not 
appropriate to be heard before the World Court, that they are 
raising political questions that are allocated to other 
institutions that are not appropriate for the World Court. 
That is not to say, however -- and I want to make this clear -- 
that is not to say, in doing that, that we are saying that 
international law does not apply. International law, again, 
applies whether a question is subject to judicial resolution or 
not; it applies whether you accept the compulsory jurisdiction 
of the World Court or not. It applies whether you accept the 
compulsory jurisdiction of the World Court or not. The 
behavior of nations such as the Soviet Union, Cuba, all the 115 
who don't accept, are subject to international law, even though 
they don't accept the World Court. 


Q If I remember correctly, the Court has already 
issued an interim ruling against U.S. actions against 
Nicaragua. Will the United States comply with that one? 


a Well, the World Court issued an order back in May 
of 19864, and at the time we said that there was nothing in that 
order which was inconsistent with United States policy. 
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We. in effect, I assume, stick to that. And further, 
I will tell you that in effect, we say that the Court does not 
have any jurisdiction over this suit. Sut in any event, our 
policy is fully consistent with that order. (Inaudible) 


Q A follow on that, please? 


MR. ROMBERG: Let's just have a closing order: Jim 
follow-up, Chris, Alfonso, and then we'll cut it off. 


Q When you said you wouldn't speculate on what the 
Court will do now, were you really leaving open the possibility 
that we would comply with the Court order to stop the action 
against Nicaragua? 


a I'm simply saying, I'm not going to speculate one 
way or the other as to what is going to happen because I don't 
know what is going to happen. I .°‘t know what is going to 
happen in the World Court. 


Q Are you really saying then (inaudible) -- 


a We would hope, frankly, that they would see their 
wayward ways and recognize that this is not a suit that they 
ought to be hearing/ 


Chris. 


Q Question on whether there are any precedents for 
the action today. You've said in previous suits, the United 
States has been the only country to show up and argue the 
jurisdictional question. In those previous suits, after we 
argued the jurisdictional question, did we end up pulling out 
like this, or did we stay there and “face the music?" 


7 Well, the only other suit that there was -- and I 
may have to take this and come back -- the only other suit that 
there was that involved issues of provisional measures was the 
Interhandl case back 30 or 40 years ago. And if [I recall, that 
case was, in effect, dismissed on other grounds, so the issue 
was never reached. 


Q So this was the first time that the United States 
has ever done this? 


a Well, it is the first time that a case such as 
this has ever been brought in the World Court. 


Q Getting away from the nature of the case in terms 
of whether it is a political question, blah, blah, blah -- 








a Right. 


Q —— is this the first time the United States has 
ever argued the jurisdictional matters, and then pulled out? 


a I would have to say I think the answer to that is 
yes. 


~ 


Is that right, sir. (colleague)? Could you? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: We argued the jurisdictional 
question once before and it was then mooted, the case was 
mooted before the Court -- 


Q So, we didn't have to -- 

a Right. 

Q So that the question never arose. 
Q If the Court -- 


MR. ROMBERG: Excuse me. We've really go to cut it 
off. Go ahead. 


Q The question I have is, besides legal or 
political questions involving this affair, is it possible that 
the United States does not want to participate in further 
proceedings because it does not want to argue 
intelligence-related questions in public, or that it may lead 
to an acknowledgement in public that the United States is 
involved, or may be involved, in supporting the contras? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, I'm certainly not going 
to comment upon the latter point. We don't comment at all upon 
allegations with regard to those things, as you well know. 


With regard to the kind of evidence that would have to 
be put forward in the suit if it had gone forward on the 
merits, obviously, we are a free, open, and democratic society 
where people need only read the Congressional records, 
statements by senior executive officials, and there are all 
kinds of things out there. 


In Nicaragua, we're dealing with a secretive, 
totalitarian society where you don't quite have that same kind 
of democratic process going on, and so the information, the 
evidence we would have, there would be, in effect, questions 
with regard to intelligence. On the other hand, there is lots 
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of evidence on the public record that Nicaragua is engaged in 
aggression against its neighbors. 
MR. ROMBERG: O.K. Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:05 p.m.) 
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3:01 P.M. EST 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: This is a statement by the President. 


Today, I have esked three highly capable Americans to be 
the head negotiators of each of the three groups saking up the U.S. 
Gelegation to the negotiations on nuclear end space areas. 


These negotiations will take plece in accordance with the 
egreement reached at Geneva on January 8th, between Secretary of 
State George P. Shults, end Foreign Minister Andrey A. Gromyko, of 
the Soviet Union. 


Senator John Tower of Texas will be nosinated to serve as 
U.S. negotiator on strategic nuclear ares. Ambassador Maynard W. 
Glitman, a Minister Counsello: of the Foreign Service of the United 
States, will be nominated as U.S. negotiator on intermediate-range 
nucleer ares. Ambassador Ww. M. Kampelman will be nominated as U.S. 
negotiator on space and deiense areas. Ambassador Kampelaan will also 
serve as head of the U.S. delegation. 


Ambassador Paul H. Nitze and Ambassador Edward L. Rowny 
will serve as special advisors to the President and to the Secretary 
of State on areas reduction negotistions. 


I am pleased that these distinguished Americans have 
agreed to serve in these positions of great importance to the United 
States. 

That's the end of the statement. 
Q When is the meeting? When does it start and where? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That hasn't been determined yet. It 
is being worked out through diplomatic channels. 


Q What does it mean that Mr. Rowny is not going to be 
at the START talks anymore? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He will be involved as a special 
advisor, not only on those talks, but on others. So I think one can 
say that his responsibilities have been enlarged and broadened. 


Q When you and Secretary -- you and Gromyko meet -- 

Q Broadened to be an equal with Ambassador Nitze? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: He and Ambassador Nitze are both 
special advisors to the President and me, and for that matter, to the 
ares control community. 

Q Mr. Secretary, can you explain how you happened to 
reach the choice of Mr. Kampelman, who among the three, has obviously 
the least experience in the field of strategic or nuclear arms or 
spece weapons or even defensive -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he's smart. (Laughter.) And 
he's # good negotiator. And he's experienced. tHe did an outstanding 
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job in his work in Madrid. 30 he is really first class, as are the 
other two. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how do you and Bud McFarlane and Ken 
Adelaman,. Director of the Aras Control Agency, fit in this fairly 
complicated process so far as decision-making and direction? We're 
not going to bring up the word, “czar," but there are a lot of people 
now involved in the process. Can you set yourself, McParlane, and 
Adelman into this picture for us? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We will, all three of us, worm our way 
into to the picture. 


Q At the bottom or the top, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, we'll be part of it. 1 think 
the process 











Pree these people? And how 
leag Go you see thes -- how ey A. -y—>*- tebe 
tere of service, or period of to act in S post? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think they'll be about triple-tine 
jobs, not just full-tise jobs, as sost of these jobs are. And we all 
se that we're start @ process here that is go to be a 
Gifficult process and @ long - And what I can say is 
» and thet. Ho 


We're starting in with very positive and constructive 
attitudes in the hope and expectation that we'll get something done. 


Bone of these people have ever engaged in aras 
negotiations. They're plucging in cold, and -- 


SECRETARY SHULTS: You are wrong. I hate to say this, 
bet you ere wrong -- 


Q Bow -- who? 


SECKETARY SHULTZ: Mike Glitman was Paul Bitse's deputy 
in the intermediate range negotiations, and he's presently serving as 


Q How do you spell his name? 
SECRETARY SHULTS: -- a8 MBFR negotiator. It'll be in 


Senator John Tower has nt his Senate career on matters 
Gealing with defense and security knows the subject inside out. 
And ey impression is that Senators spend a good part of their lives 
negotiating, and he's a very good negotiator. 


And I've already commented on the eee | abilities 
of Max Kampelman. So I think this is an absolutely terrific slate. 


Q Mc. Secretary, would you say, then, that Mr. -- that 
Senator Tower and Mr. Glitman will report to Mr. Kampelman who, in 
turn, will report to you, who will report to the President. Is that 
the chain of command? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The chain of command is that each one 
of these heads of delegation, or heads of these groups, will get 
their instructions directly from the President. Wow, the process of 
Gevelopi the instructions for each session is obviously something 
that we will all participate in. So we have tried to give thought to 
having a strong, sort of Washington organization, to.go with the 
strong organization at wherever the talks are located. But in the 
end, there will be instructions for each one of these three talks, 
and those instructions will be the President's instructions. 


Q Well, then Mr. Kampelman -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wow I think that it has been 
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clear to us for some time -- and the Soviets ive put a lot of 
eaphasis on this point, too -- that there are very clear 

tionships among these different sets of issues. S0, we t 
that it wi be important in their conduct that there'll be a of 
comparing notes across the different groups. 


And Asbassador lmgan on the spot will be the person 
whose responsibil/ty it is to coordinate that and be sort of the 
convener. 


Q Mc. Secretary, oS Gescribed their experience 
briefly. Would you please dJescribe how they feel about areas control? 
Would you call Senator Tower, for instance, an enthusiastic supporter 
of —_ control or can you characterize their positions on areas 
control? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think all three are people who, 
ficet and foremost. will be looking owt for the interests of the 
United States and of our allies. And any agreement that is reached 
will be ohe that is good for us. 


ey recognises os don't make an agreement with 
somebody unless is sutually agr » And, so, all three, I 
think, are people who are seccustomed to the give-and-take of 
negotiations. But you can be sure that each one of these individuals 
is a tough-sinded patriot and the -- 





Q That wasn't his question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: <-- outcome of anything that they put 
forward will be in our interest. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you at all concerned by what some 
— see as a somewhat hawkish cast to the delegation or is that a 
plus? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think of it us hawkish 
or whatever. I think it's a strong, very strong group with a very 
strong Washington backup that will have the benefit of the experience 
of both Ambassadors Nitze and Rowny. And, so, I think it's a very 
powerful group, just as the group that accompanied me to Geneva was a 
very strong and powerful group. 


What this reflects is the President's determiiation to do 
everything possible to have these talks succeed. Wow, succeed means 
a good agreement, an agreement in the interest of the United States, 
not just any agreement. So, we won't be looking for any agreement, 
but it is a determination to get something that's in our interest. 


Q And you don't believe, sic, that it is hawkish? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's pro-American and pro our 
allies. 


MR. SPEAKES: Two questions -- 


Q -- thinking on why not to have a single head of the 
delegation and three sub-heads? And why did you combine Mr. 
Kampelman in two jobs rather than have either he or sompety else as 
above the whole group? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Because we think it probably will work 
better this way. And I think the convening role is sonethine that 
can well be done by the head of one of the groups. We discussed . 
oe Se it seemed to us to make sense and to save another position, 
n effect. 


Q Do you anticipate that you and Gromyko will get 
together before the talks get under way? 
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to Mitse and Rowny together, and thea report to or--t! 
mean, I*a still « A. -y BAA, Sy BAA ° 
SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, I think it is sore or less ug to 
me to help the President manage all of this. Sut in the end, we're 
all ceporting to the President, and the President has been very ssch 
éon't a Aug h A 


Q But in the middle of negotiations, if there needs to 
be someth checked, oc some further question about the flezibility 
on instructions, who will they -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think they are part of ACTA, 
and that kind of tactical consideration comes back that way. But 
it's looked at by all of us who are concerned. And I think, also, 
the senior areas control g thet Bud McFarlane has chaired 


undoubtedly will continue play @ very important role in 
coordinating these activities. 


So we have evolwed « structure that's coming into place 
here and it's working quite well. 


Q Mc. Secretary -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Larry Barrett, last question here, please. 


Q Since you left Geneva, has anything occurred in 
Giplomatic channels that -- behind the scenes -- that sakes you sore 
or less optimistic that this will actually going to work? Have there 
been any signals that you can tell us about? 


SE-SRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the statements made 
subsequent to Geneva have been, basically, supportive of the Geneva 
result. And both sides have expressed their ceadiness to get on with 
the negotiating process. And we'll just have to see. But as far as 
the United States is concerned, the President has moved rapidly to 
assemble his delegation and to make it known. And we are prepared to 
move forward in a ts and constructive way. And so I just hope 
that the Soviet Union is likewise disposed. 


MR. SPEAKES: Thank you, sir. 
Q Whe do you like in the Super Bowl? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: 49ers all the way. (Laughter.) 


END 3:14 P.M. EST 
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AR. KALS: Senator Tower has come over here to take 
some questions. There were many requests that were put o the 
Senator, and it seemed that we could do it this way and ‘ve 
everybody an opportunity to have a chance to put questi: to 
the Senator. So, Senator Tower, it's yours, sir. 


SENATOR TOWER: Thank you, Bernie. 


I have a very brief statement that I will read, and 
then I'll be delighted to respond to questions. 


I am at once honored by the confidence that the 
President has reposed in me, and awed by the magnitude of the 
responsibility. 


The quest for a viable agreement that would 
significantly reduce inventories of destabilizing weapons and 
remove the threat of nuclear war is a national priority of the 
highest order. I intend to dedicate all of my energies and 
intellect to the relentless pursuit of this objective. 


I'll be glad to submit to your questions. 


Q Senator, as you enter these negotiations, could 
you give us your appraisal or your estimate of the competition 
in strategic weapons between the two governments? Who's ahead 
in warheads? What are their approximate levels? Who is ahead 
in bombers? Who is ahead in submarines? And can you give us 
some numbers, as you know them? 


a Well, I think it's useless, really, to play a 
numbers game. We have to think in terms of capabilities and 
you have to make qualitative assessments of relative capability 
rather than qualitative assessments. I think that the 
inventories of arms of both countries are such that the world 


will, I believe, be a more secure and safer place if we can 
achieve a very dramatic and substantial «eduction. And I hope 
that that is achievable. 


Q Senator, when did you find out that the President 
wanted you for this post? 


a At about 9:35 this morning. 


Q And what happened then, did he call you sr" did 
Secretary Shultz? 


a I had a discussion with Secretary Shultz and with 
Ambassador Nitze, and I had a conversation with the President 
by telephone this afternoon. 


Q There are some reper's that they had to twist 
your arm a little bit. Is that tr:«? 


(Laughter) 
What was your own first reaction to it all? 


A Well, no, there was no arm-twisting involved. I 
weighed it in my mind carefully. It's an enormous 
responsibility and it's a challenge, opportunity for service, 
and I'm fully prepared to do it -- to devote all of my time to 
it for as long as it takes. 


Q Senator, do you believe at this point that given 
the scene that you've seen take place in the last couple of 
weeks or so, with the Secretary meeting with Gromyko in Geneva 
and so on, do you believe that the Soviet Union is interested 
in achieving an agreement in reducing strategic nuclear 
weapons, and are you personally in favor of achieving such an 
agreement? 


Aa Let me first say that I don't think I can make 
sophisticated assessments at this point. I have gotten no 
briefings; I've had no instructions, and I have a great deal ot 
homework to do. However, in my own mind, I would think that 
the Soviet perception of their own national interest would be 
that it would be in their interest to ultimately see a 
reduction in nuclear arms because the arms build-up in the 
Soviet Union is being achieved at an enormous economic cost to 
them. And I would hope that they understand that based on the 
historic behavior of the United States, that we have no designs 
on the territorial or political integrity of any country, and 
that certainly we are not an aggressor nation. Everything in 
our history, at least in modern history, indicates to the 
contrary. 











Q Can I follow with just another question, more on 
the political side here in the U.S.? Because of your own 
background, it seems to me, and probably to other people, that 
if you were to put your imprimatur on a possible agreement with 
the Soviets on any weapons system, that it would have a much 
better chance of being ratified easily in the Senate than the 
last treaty was. which was, of course, never ratified. 


Do you think that President ~~ or Secretary Shultz 
had that in mind when they selected you for this job? 


a One can only speculate on such matters. 
Q Please speculate? 


a I don't think I would be prepared to speculate at 
this point. 


Q Senator, you heard about this at 9:30; we didn't 
until 3:00, so we didn't have much time to go back to the files. 


Would you describe your own record on past arms 
control agreements? Would it be fair to describe you as an 
opponent of arms control agreements? 


a No. As a matter of fact, I -- 
Q Okay. I'll save the second part. 


a I supported the ABM agreement. I did not support 
the SALT II agreement because my conclusion was that of a 
majority of the Arms Services Committee, that it was not in the 
national security interest of the United States. I believe 
that it did not, in fact, limit nuclear capabilities. And I 
think that the thrust should be what the President has 
determined that it should be, and that is substantial 
reductions in the inventories of nuclear arms. Not just 
numbers limitations. Because within the proscription of 
numbers limitations, qualitative improvements can be made. 
They can make small numbers rather devastating. 


Q Second point: Some of those agreements exists 
now unratified: The ABM, which you support, is on the books; 
SALT II is informally observed by the White House 


What do you feel about it? Do you think those 
treaties should be lived up to at this point or is SALT, for 
instance, such a terrible treaty that it ought to be thrown out ' 


a Let me say that I believe the United States is 














living up to the treaty, or living up to its commitment to 
observe the constraints of SALT II. 


One of the flaws of SALT II’ was the breakout 
capability that it gave the Soviet Union. 


Q Senator, I'm just wondering what your thought is 
on SOI. To achieve these substantial reductions that you're 
talking about, do you believe, as some do, that possibly the 
only way to do this is we're going to have to give up something 
in space defense? 


a I would not be prepared to say at this point what 
we should or should not give up. I'm not prepared to get into 
what might be considered negotiating positions. 


Q Senator, if I could go back to my earlier 
question. I'ma little puzzled. Maybe you can enlighten us. 
Here, you've just come out of the United States Senate after a 
long period of years, and most of us thought that you were 
looking to go to private life and now you suddenly end up with 
another very difficult public job. 


Does this represent change in what you had been 
thinking about doing, and how did you react to it? 


a No. As a matter of fact, I was looking forward 
to going back into private life, and I enjoyed the few days of 
respite that I had. (Laughter) But when the President of the 
United States asks you to undertake a responsibility of 
surpassing national importance of this kind, I think you can't 
lightly refuse. 


Q When did you actually, formally cease being a 
U.S. -- 


On January the 3rd -- noon, January ird. 
So you had about 14 days, or something like that 
About that. 


What did you do in the intervening time? 


> 5 > & ® 


I rested. (Laughter) 


Senator, it's, I don't think, a secret that the 
White House talked to you about some other jobs. Did you 
indeed turn down the Ambassadorship to West Germany? Is that 
still a future consideration? 





a I did not turn down anything. As to what the 
White House actually discussed with me, that's not for me to 
say; that's for the White House to say if they want to. 


Q Senator, do you -- 


Q Excuse me. Is there another future position? 
Does this rule out any other position -- 


a I expect that -- 

Q -- for a good long while, or -- 

a I don't think I can look beyond this and think in 
terms of a future position. I expect this to be a 
responsibility that will carry on for awhile. 


Q Senator, on that, are you prepared to spend two, 
three years in Geneva negotiating this agreement, or -- 


a I'm prepared to spend -- 

Q -- or are you setting a time limit. 

a -- whatever time is necessary. 

Q During your Senatorial career, you've said some 
pretty rough things about the Soviets. Do you think that will 
cause you any problems in negotiating with them? 

a I don't think so. They've said some pretty rough 
things about us, and so I think we understand each other; and [ 
think what's been said in the past will not have, really, that 
much relevance to the negotiations because I think each nation 
will be considering its national interests. 


Q Senator, when will your talks begin with the 
Soviets? 


a I don't know. I can't answer that question. 
Q And do you know where they will be? 


a I don't know where they'll be or when they'll 
begin. 


Q Senator, what in your background or experience do 
you think qualifies you as a negotiator? 





a Well, let me say at the outset that I have a 


great deal of homework to do. I recognize that I have some 
limitations. I do have a background in foreign policy issues 
-— an academic background in foreign policy issues. I've dealt 
with foreign policy issues as Chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee, as well as dealing with modern military systems. So 
I think the combination of my academic background and 
experience and my participation in national security affairs 
gives me a pretty good foundation. 


Q Senator -- 


a But, as an old school teacher, I recognize that I 
have a great deal of homework to do. 


MR. KALB: We'll take two more questions. 


Q Do you really trust the Soviet Union to comply 
with an arms control agreement? 


a Well, I think that a viable agreement, obviously, 
is going to have to be done that is reasonably verifiable. 


Q What does that mean? 

a I think ['ll leave it at that. 
Q Thank you, Senator. 

MR. KALB: Thank you. 

SENATOR TOWER: Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:22 p.m.) 
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SECRETARY BALDRIGE: You all know the good news about the 
6.8 percent increase in the GP last year. That's the 
since 1951. You know about the iaplicit price later, GP 
ice Geflator -- 3.7 percent for all of 
since 1967. 


yeu 
spending -- lowering of 
heve 


ell «nose fects ting 1985 in @ very good 
posi..on *° bit thet 4 percent GIP growth estimate for this year that 
we want to hit. 


Q How will it affect the ceficits, if at ali? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: We used, in our budget deficit 
estimates, a 4 cent growth rate. So, this would be no different 
trom what we estimated. Sut the one thing that could derail, or 
improve, the 4 percent that I've been talking about is what 
Sn my to thet budget deficit reduction ory If we get that 
c by $50 billion this year, I think we'll see interest rates 
Gown further in the last part of this year. If we don't, they cou 
strengthen, because the economy will be picking «up. 


Q Ie the President -- 


Q Ie it true that Stockman changed his budget figures 
based on the 2.8 estimate? These deficit figures? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, the lest change that OM had 
indicated that there'd been a shortfall in the revenue estinate of 
somewhere around $30 billion, within «a few billion, and an increase 
in Outlays of about $4 billion. Now you look et an econcey that's 
elmost $4 trillion -- you're talking sbout changes of lees than « 
ae @ percent. So, I don't know if you can estiaate such closer 
t that. 














Q Is the President going to propose a $50 billion cut 
in spending? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: The President will propose a $50 
billion cut in expenditures, yes. 


Q You are ing out @ case that you may make your 4 
percent growth rate prediction, or you Say you have a good chance to 
-- this lays a predicate for it. Sven if you sake your 4 percent 
rowth rate prediction, you can't grow your way out of those budget 
ficits, can you? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Wo -- nope. We have to go for a 
treese, or a freese in some cases, plus reductions if 
we're goine to get $50 billion out of the deficit this year. 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes? 


Q Did I understand that there's to be 
confidentiality surrounding the celease of these ures. Last 
night, at at least one ball, the President menti that there was 


going to be good news today, and that one of the figures released was 
ing to be the lowest since 1951, the second the lowest since 1967. 
id that in any way constitute a breach in confidentiality? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Wo, that's legal on the day of your 
Inauguration. (Laughter.) That's peer. t ell right. And he 
Gidn't get in, if you noticed, the specific figures -- he just 
indicated the range. 


Q What do look forward to in the way of reducing 
the trade imbalance, which is a big problem now? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, it is a big problem. We saw 
the fourth quarter trade deficit rove some. It went from -- oh, 
third quarter, I think, was $27 billion, the fourth quarter about $15 
billion. That ovement did help in the increase we had in the 
fourth quarter. It also means that the more we can get that to 
Giminish, the more the fruits of this recovery go to American 
manufacturers and not to manufacturers abroad. 


We are not going to see that trade deficit disappear. 
It’s still going to be one of our major problems for next year. And 
to see a real dent in that we'll have to~see the dollar come down. 

Q What's oy forecast for inflation, now that 1! 
understand the deflator for the fourth quarter was about 2.5 percent? 
Do you see inflation coming down even more in ‘65? More than ‘84? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I don't know if I'd say, “more.* 
It's possible, more possible than having it go up in ay opinion. I 
think we'll see it about the sane. 


Q Do you see that hurting receipts again for the 
budget since the lower nominal GNP means, in a sense, a fall fros 
a a I think you're predicting about 4.5 percent GiP 
Geflator for ‘86. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes. 
Q How is that going to affect the budget outlook? 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, that means if it does come in 


at 2.5 percent, the nominal GNP would be that much lower than the 
estimates. And that does affect government revenues, but I think -- 


Q Does that mean $50 billion may not be enough -- $50 
MORE 














billion in spending cuts? 


SECRSTARY BALDRIGE: I think $50 billion is going to be 
enough, willy-nilly, of this -- what, inflation does. In order to 
Satisfy the finac markets, not just in this country but around 
the world, that the Congress means business, the same way the 
President does, and that they have the political will i oe ae & 
those difficult spending cuts. If ws can show that, whether it's, 

know, ends uP $45 oc $55 billion is a minor point. The will to 
that, the political will to io that in the Congress, really means 
everything now as far as that deficit goes. 


Q Mr. Baldrige, when you say it's not possible to grow 
our out of the doficit, aren't you contradicting the ition 
taken the President during the campaign, and even in his Inaugural 
speech yesterday? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Ho, I'm not. If you noticed in the 
Q 6 A‘s, Guring the President's campaign, he mentioned that the 
growth in government itures had to rise leas than the growth in 
our income in order to able to grow our way out of a recession -- 
out of a deficit. And in doing that, he used estimates of growth in 
expenditures that are lower than what we've been seeing. And if we 
hit his expenditure growth limits, we would see that deficit go down. 
But it's very difficult to hit those particular growth -- spending 
growth estimates -- unless we get the $50 billion. So he was being 
consistent with what he said there, and I's being consistent in cy 
interpretation. 





Q Mr. Secretary, Go you have a $.6 percent siguse for 
the GIP at the Commerce Department? I heard a $.6 percent figure. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: 5$.¢ is really the year of -- the 
fourth-quarter-to-fourth-quarter growth. The 6.8 is the year as a 
whole. 80, from the fourth quarter of ‘83 to the fourth quarter of 
‘84 the growth was 5.6 for the year; as a whole, it was 6.8. And if 
that's confusing, I'll speak to you afterwards. 


Anérea? 


Q Mr. Secretary, has Secretary of State Shults : 
completely derailed the Commerce-Trade merger? Where does that 
stand? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Wo, that's in the hands of the 
President now for decision. And I don't know when he'll sake his 
Gecigion; but it's -- I think the talking has been pretty well done. 
Mh umes everybody's point of view, and he hasn't made up his 
a yet. 


Q Well, do you think that the merger would give rise 
to protectionist -- 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Wo, I clearly don't or I wouldn't be 
in favor of it. In the first plece, it's an executive branch 
Gepartment. And it would be a stronger Trade rtment. But, a8 an 
executive branch department, it does what the chief executive officer 
wants, and if he's a free-trader, like the President is, it'll be 
stronger for free trade. If he happened to be a protectionist, yes, 
in that case, it'd be stronger for protectionism. But there's 
nothing inherently built in the department 











make it pro-protectionisn. As a matter of fact, about 80 percent 
American sanufacturers, at least, are free trade because 20 
cent of all of the sanufactured products ir. the United States are 
we're in a far different situation than we were 20 or 
30 years ago. Americans depend on free trade, you know, both ways, 
just as well as other countries do. And I think that there's such 


more sentinent in this country -- except for a few well-publicized 
are having real trouble -- there's such sore 
free trade position than there would be for 


Q Will you stay on if they don't -- 

Q So, Mr. Secretary -- 

Q -- if the decision is made not to serge? 

SECRETARY BALDRIGE: I'm here to serve at the President's 
pleasure. You don't win them all. I hope you win some of them. But 


that would not have an effect on sy staying or going. I'11 do what 
he wants me to do. 





Q Well, are you going to stay four years? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes, I plan to. Unless he asks ne 
mot to, and I don't see any -- 


Q He never fires anyone -- 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: -- reason why -- 
Q -- you know that. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: (Laughter.) Well, he hasn't -- he 
hasn't offered to fire me yet. 


Q You can even get indicted -- (laughter.) 
MR. SPEAKES: Let's get Carol and Owen and then just -- 
SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Yes. ‘ 





Q Mr. Secretary, are you saying Secretary Shults is 
misguided on this or mistaken or what's his problen? 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: Well, I don't know what word to use. 
He and_!I have a difference of opinion on it: He thinks it would be 
automatically more protectionistic. I think American manufacturers 
are by*and-large free trade because 20 percent of the sanufaccurered 


goods go . 


I aleo think it's an Executive Branch Department and if 
the boss says, "I am for free trade,” you had better be for free 
trede. It's not like some agency out there in the nether-nether. 
It's an agency working for the President. 


MR. SPEAKES: Owen, last questior. 


Q I'd like your explanation why you think interest 
rates ere declining at a time when the budget deficit is expected to 
reach record levels this year. 


SECRETARY BALDRIGE: We're seeing two factors at work, 
Owen. One is that was @ real slowdown in consumer spending in the 
third quarter. That did get inventories up, higher than 
manufacturers wanted them to be. So, they stopped producing so such. 
They began to cut their inventories. And, as a result, they needed 
less money. So there was less demand for funds in the last half of 
the year than there had been in the first half. That's one of the 
things that's put -- has put iaterest rates down. 

















tion -- you can never completely 
have it under control, but for the time being -- is under control, 
and that their future policies, therefore, could accommodate a 
moderate growth rate without the worries of inflation that they've 
had in the past. And the four percent that we're projecting is a 
moderate growth rate. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:34 P.M. EST 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIALs 1 thought the 
announcesent being fairly to the point, it sight be helpful to edd 
some sore ssterial to how we came about this, how it worked. 
President has said, that in preparing for Geneva we 
united front and our people were together on it, he 
interview with Belen or with Mike -- one or the other 
our people had egreed on a recomsended place and tise 
proposal to the Soviets which took plece a week or so 
President said on Thuredsy -- Wednesday when we 4 
that he had not received beck. 


. Q When wae the proposel sade? A week ago, did you 
say 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Over @ week ago, yes. 


On Thureday -- on Wednesday, when the interviews, he had 
not heard beck. Thureday efternocon, Soviet Eabassy officials case to 
the Stete Departeent and expressed «4 willingness on the Soviet side 
to agree to the March 12th date in Geneva. In Geneva, as you perhaps 
know, we had proposed « March date and had sose discussions but hed 
Gecided to try to egree in the 30-day period after that. We were 
prepared to, in Geneva, to agree to a March date in Geneve. 


Our desire was to have a date as early as possible in 
March. And the date of March 12th evite ue fine. The -- 


Q Did you propose that, sir? Was that the case, that 
you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wae the agreed upon 
Gate that the Soviets case back with. 


Q On Thursday? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, yes. 
Thureday afternoon at the State Department. 


Q Had you proposed an errlier date than that? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't want to 
go into thet. We were prepared to seet earlier, but thie one is 
sufficient and suite our purposes. We preeuse after our discussion 
with the Soviets at the State Departseent on Thureday that the Soviete 
went back and probably took it to the highest levels in their 
qgovernsent to agree. 


In the Thuredey session -- later in the day on Thureday 
“= we worked with the Soviets on « draft announcesent which was, we 
preeuse, wae referred to Moscow overnight for consideration. 

Pridey atternoon, we worked out @ finel egreesent on the 


joint text. It took place sosetise sid-afternoon. During the 
process of Thuredsy end Friday -- and, of course, before, too, the 


4 |2v06A 


44 





later in the afternoon. Tune in. 


Q Why eren't ABC, CBS, and MBC radio networks 
included? 


MR. SIMS: I think we covered that this soraing. 
wORe 613086-01/25 


Hh 


Soviet delegation, you have seen, includes Karpov, 
fenced negotiator. He was heed of their START talks, 


z 
int 
re 


Q Kviteinekiy. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- Kvitsinekiy -- okay, 
hank you so such -- was the counterpart to Sitse in the INP talks. 
Ana Goukhov served on strategic eras delegations in the past and 
ly wee in the Poreign Ministry in the U.8. section. 


BEST AVAILABLE DOCUMENT 





tess br hey 
experience. the second, 6 

- —_- being Giffecent trea 
have « bipectisen basis on which te 


Witse said yesterday that some new proposals would cose 
fcoe the 0.8. side. He thought the prospects were sosewhat better 
but not necessarily good. As the President said in bis laterview 
that we're optisistic but not euphoric. 


We base our hopes on the Soviets declared re eo 
reduce eras. We base our caution on the historic record, wh hes 
shown that it is somewhat difficult to get these segreements. We enter 
these talks tempered by history, but determined to seek reductions. 
We will take -- a6 -- we take the Soviet statements and their 
comsitmeents at face valve. 


As fect as the procedure within the sdsinistration, it 
would be basically the sese as we hed lesding up to the Geneve talks. 
That is that there will be en interagency group, which is called “the 
Senior Acas Control Croup.” It will be chaired by Bud McFarlane and 
will include cepresentatives of NSC, State, Defense, Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, CIA, ACTA, as well es Ambassadors Nitse and Rowny. 


Thie is a -- I guess what you sight call « vorking-level 
group that -- it includes people like the Assistant Secretaries for 
the various divisions, like Burt and Perle of State and Defence. 


The next level of U.S. preparations is the second tier, 
the othec tier is the Presidential level, which includes the 
National Security Council, Cabinet-level group. This would then 
include, Shults, Weinberger, Casey, and we'll still continue to have 
ey fcom ACTA, Mitse and Rowny, e6 well a8 the statutory seabers 
of the WSC. 


The McFarlane group, Senior Aces Control Group, will seet 
on @ cequler besis, as we head toward March 12th. The Presitent will 
sesendle the NSC at verious tises within this period in order to 
select options they recommend, of in the case of when they sake -- 
one cecommendation's catified or ace asked to sodify it. 


Let's see. 
Q When's the next meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't heave « date for 
it. We gay not announce these seetings. I don't know. 


Q Well, are you saying that -- in cunning over the 
nemes of the Soviet senior negotiators -- are you saying that the 
0.8. side cogaréds then in any particuier way? 1 seen, ate we pleased 
et the designation of heavyweights on their side. Ie thas what 
you're trying -- 


SEMTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: | think en opportunity 
te deal with experienced negotiators who have deen involved in the 
Soviet talks leading up to this period could be interpreted, a8 we've 


on @ eA 10; 
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Q Ie it clear to you how they're splitting up their 
responsibility? There's some confusion sbout that -- 


tgne? SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We do have that now, 
cight 



































SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not sure from the 
Giscussion in Moscow in their press conference exactly how it is. I 
think I'd have to leave that to the Soviets to -- 


SEHIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've had @ -- we've got 
some ides, but we're not certain. 


Q soe yee om See ee See cee SS ee S - 
Gay that our negotiating teas understands the sinds of the Russians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, their negotiating 
tess. They bring to the eras talks three le thet have been 
involved in arms negotiations over a period of tise and should, 
nuaber one, know the issue, end number two, know the sind their 
leadership on the issue. 


One thing I wanted to add is that the senior eras controi 
group has been meeting leading up to -- even to the ennouncement 
since Geneve and to now, and the analytical work on strategic and 
ma talke has been exhaustive and detailed, and is generally 
complete. 


There wi'l be additional work in the neat several days, 
in the period betwee ‘ow and March 12, on defense -- on defensive 
portion of the talks, snd we anticipate finishing that probebly by 
the end of February. 


Q Does that mean our position going into the talks is 
going to be -- is now cleser to those who are going to take it in? 


SENIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It does in the case of 
the intermediate and etrategic that it is. Of course, it's subject 
to further cefinement as we proceed. Sut we have generally finished 
the preperation for that. 


Johanne? 


Q And ie that where the new proposals ace -- mediua 
end strategic? 


SENIOR AOMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: I don’t «+ there will be 
new proposals, but I don't want to be specific. 


Q Given the contest of the -- you know -- the arms 
Control situation between State and Defense, are you surprised that 
epperentily an egreement was reached 60 quickly in INF and START? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There hes been 
conseneuse in the delegation leading up to Geneve, & certain amount of 
-- @ lLerge emount of prelisinery work was done siaply in getting 


e for Geneve. And so there hes been @ good egreenent between our 
people end the eplits, [ think, heave been, a8 always, somewhat 
exaggereted. 


Joe and then Jie. 


Q In the Soviet response thie week, wis there any 


MORE #IMBA 







Q when is it going up to the 81117 (Laughter .) 


mR. SINS: 1 don't Know. It usually goes up at sbout the 
tine the press is being briefed — 


— #1300-1/25 
















Q Ace the new positions that you're talking shout in 
GTART and (87, are those fundasentally different froe the pouitions 
the 0.8. had prepared but did not get to offer before the talks 







SEAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
went to be specific on any new positions. 


Q Can we go to another subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Oo you want to go 
ca the coecord? 


Jim, = just really don't 
























Who is the bleck leader the -- is this on the 
ccoecocd? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you want to go on the 
- yee let's finish ares control and then we'll go back on the 
record. 


Q Is this the best team you can hope for? I mean, 
Obviously, the edwinistration had to have been looking at the 
possible players? 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 





You mean the Soviet 
tees? 






Q Yes. 















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't pass judgment on 
what they will do when they get there, but we do have some reason to 
look at them, es I sczid, experienced and tnowledgeabie about the 

positions thet their leadership wants them to tate. So, perhaps that 
can work in our favor. 





Q -- make sure that I understand something bere. You 
said the three negotiations, the START, INF and <-- they're linked -- 
they're not linked, but interrelated. In other words, they will not 
proceed -- 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 





Linkege is a term that 
















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF.CIAL: -- chat hes 
connotations in foreign policy. Se, we call thea interrelated 
because we want to diecuses the relation between defensive and 
offensive weapons, but we Go nct call thee linked so a8 to sean thet 
one hee to be -- all heave to be approved before one cen go forward. 
We'd like -- we think it's laportent enough in etraetegic aces or 
Getensive ares, of the intereediate eres to move forward if we cen 
get some eqreenent. 


Yes, yes. 











Q I just have @ question about the mechanics here. 
You heve the senior eres control group, they will be -- devising, 
besicaelly coming up with negotieting positions, ideas, and then when 
they heave thes to present -- the President will call NSC end his a’ 
‘a 
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constructive change affecting the black sajority in South -- 
Q A little slower please. 
MR. SINS: -- affecting -— 
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with the President this sorning. oe yt hy 4 tA 
like to make, efter which she will take just a le of questions 
before she returns to New York. We will have a pr version of 
che seavement ot the conclusion of the briefiae. 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Last December lith, I subsitted 
to the President my resignation as U.S. Permanent ive to 
the United Bations es of March 1, 1985, or as soon eafter as a 
successor could be confirmed. 


I explained today to the President how grateful I felt to 


have had the opportunity to represent the United States at the United 
Bations and to serve as a sember of his Cabinet. I thanked the 
President for his conf idence and support during the past four years. 


It has been an extraordinary honor to for freedos 
in that world forum. I believe that both the Uni States and the 
United —" are stronger today and I am proud of sy contribution 
to that ° 


I now feel that I can best serve the President and our 
shareé objectives for the United States and the world by returning to 
teach ané writing. In private life, per even more than in 
public life, I can speak out clearly on behalf of shared foreign 
policy objectives, such as pny and preserving American 
strength, support — néependence in the a 
Gefending our fri principles, end our interests in the 
Middle Bast and eiosuhess. 


I assured the President of my continuing confidence in 
his leadership and his vision for America. 


The end. 


Q Ms. Kirkpatrick, did the President offer you a job 
or ask ,ou if there was another job you'd like to have? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I would respond to that by 
saying that during four years, I have not commented wt ey -- 
conversations with the President and sy colleagues. I don't. 
propose to break that habit today. 


Q But you know, ma'am, that that's a principal 
question that everyone is going to have and it will get answered -- 


Q The President told me in an interview that he was 
going to ofier you a job. Did he? 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: I would just like to say that 
for four years, as all my colleagues at the United Nations, sy 
immediate colleagues at the UN can tell you, for ‘our years, I heave 
not commented in public on private conversations with the President. 
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I don't think it's appropriate and I don't propose to break that 
practice. 


Q Well, without commenting, is it fair to say -- 
Q Mes. Kickpatrick -- 
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AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: -- and it's the life I intend to 
return to. And I will tell you, I did this statement yesterday. 


Q What's the second thing? You were going to tell us 
two things. (Laughter.) 


Q That was the second thing -- you Gid the statement 
yesterday? 


Q Mrs. Kirkpatrick -- 
AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Yes. 


Q ~~ we have been told that you're disappointed that 
you're not getting a top foreign policy job in the second terms. Are 


you? . 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: Wo. Wo, no, no, no. If I had 
wanted a top foreign policy job in the second term, I would have 
remained as U.S. Permanent Representative to the United Nations. 


I would like to emphasize that, after all, -- let me set 
the record straight here a minute. Every U.S. Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations since Henry Cabot Lodge has been 
a member of the Cabinet of the United States. And it is an 
extraordinary window on the world, a fascinating perspective from 
which to deal with all the nations in the world. One serves as a 
member of the Cabinet and a member of the National Security Council 
and some of the smaller groups -- that is a top foreign policy job. 


I could have very easily kept it. I desire, in fact, to 
return to private life. I just -- 


Q Why did -- 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: The time has come and that's 
what I'm going to do. Thank you very such. I've got -- there's a 
very interesting -- 


Q One more question. \ 


AMBASSADOR KIRKPATRICK: There's a very interesting 
hearing this afternoon in the Security Council, where the rnment 
of Chas will be presenting -- ( ter) -- a complaint & lot of 
evidence against Libya of a terrorist plot that is extremely 
oo and with lots of ramifications for the United States and 
elsewhere -- 


Q One more question -- 
MORE 











Q Why 614 you wait so long -- why did you wit so long 
to tell -- 


AMBASSADOR KIREPATRICE: -- and I'm going beck to Hew 
York and take care of it. Bye-bye. 


Q -- the President what you wanted to do? 
Q Sow about customs inspector in Bl Paso? (Levughter.) 


cud 12:16 P.H. EST 
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February 1, 1965 
The Briefing Roos 
10:20 A.M. EST 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. Perhaps if I 
gave you an ides of President-elect Tancredo Beves's schedule -- he 
arrived yesterday in Washington, lest night, from « quick trip 
Europe. 


He hosted « breakfast this sorning et the Srecilian 
Eabassy which wee attended by Secretary Shults, Secretary Weinberger, 
Secretary Baldrige, Asbesseac.t Brock, and « contingent of his 
official party and the Bresilien EBabessy. 


He has just finished seeting with the President. He's 
gone to the Congress where he'll meet with the leaders of the Senate 
and the House. He'll be speaking st lunch today st the Hational 
Press Club. He hes « further meeting with Secretary Shults this 
afternoon and also 6 meeting at the Organization of Aserican States. 


He then departs Sunday on the lest two legs of his 
overseas trip, which include Mexico and Argentina. 


Through the seeting et breakfast this sorning and also 
the one with the President, joining the subjects her, 
President-elect Beves gave a very succinct political, econosic 
history of Breil in the lest 25 years, which led his up then to the 
present position they're in. 


Other subjects thet were discussed -- obviously, each 
President congratulated the other on his recent election, both of 
which were, es you know, by « wide margin. Warcotics and its in 
with terrories was « subject discussed, as was obviously the econosic 
health of the United Stetes, Brasil in the world trede commerce 


posture. - 


° I think et thet stege, I will stop and teke your 
questions. 


Q Well, wheat is the stetus of *he econosic health 
between the United Stetes and Sresil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the economic -- 
the s*etuse is that, as President Tancredo Neves said, the -- one of 
the thi thet sllowed Sresil to heve « tremendous surplus of sone 
$13 Dillion in their export-import program lest year wes « $6 billion 
surplus with the United Stetes, which was « product of the recovery 
within the United States that led to the ability to absorb thet sany 
importe. 


At the same time, the President ecknowledged that - that 
is, President Tancredo Neves acknowledged that there is still « 
challenge they ere fecing with regards to @ very lerge inflation and 
& very lerge internal public deficit. 

Q Did they talk about « debt issue at a11? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The debt iseve was 














) rolled into the whole economic scene -- I mean, having to pay 

a interest, the size of the debt, on the other side of the ledger, what 

| I just said about the high exports and yet with the high inflation -- 
it was all part of it. It wes not a separate -- 


Q Were there any probleas or solutions raised or 
suggested? Bilateral relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think that they 
both made comments that the relations between the United States and 
Brasil were good; that Brazil, along with other countries, faced 
certain economic challenges. There was an acknowledgement of those 
probleas and working toward their solutions. 


Q Did he ask for any help from Mr. Reagan or U.S. 
government on the debt question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The session was, 
for both sessions, was really an opportunity to give President-elect 
Neves a -- take the measure of the United States President and of the 
Cabinet officers, those that will be in a position of dealing with 
issues bilaterally with Brazil in a sultilateral context. And I 


think, vice versa; it gave the President of the United States an 
opportunity to take a measure of Tancredo Neves. 


Q How long was the meeting? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting ran over. 
In fact, it was -- well, no, just trying to calculate it. It ran 
over 35 minutes. It was almost 40 minutes. It ran over quite a bit. 

Yes. 

Q Have you any -- 

Q -- photo opportunity, though. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q That 35 to 40 minutes includes the photo 





opportunity. 
Q Yes. 
Q Sir, that couldn't have happened -- 
7 Q They stayed by thenselves-—- 
a Q We were late going in there. Just to clarify this 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, fine. All I know 
is that young Devid was hopping up and down in the back for sore than 
30 seconds. That's how I -- (laughter) 





Q He'll appreciate that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he does a hell of 
a job of it. I tell you, you try it some time. (Laughter. ) 


Q Hopping up and down? Don't try it. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, keeping the trains 
running on time. 


Yes. 

Q What can you tell us about the connection between 
narcotics and terrorism? I mean, what -- is there any proposal for 
more aggressive enforcement? 


a 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think what they 
4id was shared -- the narcotic-terrorism discussion took plece 
et the breakfast, not between the Presidents. Sut what they did was 
that President Beves Se aclapeaaeees the fact that countries in South 
Americe are now having sore probless, hg speaking, with not 
only transitting of drugs, but aleo the increase in consumption. 


Pros 
meeting here, is there any feeling among the American side that 


CIAL: Bo, I Gon't << well, 
breakfast is just over. And chatted with a couple of then 
afterwards, but I'll tell you what -- the impression I got fros 
chatting with our Cabinet sembers, sost of whom, other than Secretary 
of State Shultz, had not been exposed to President-elect before. 


They were impressed with his ability to roll the econosic 
and political last 20 years -- a few examples here and there -- and 
then posture it into what he faces. It was a very succinct 
presentation off the top of his head. 


Q Did -- this was given at the breakfast? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Thies succinct explanation was given by Tancredo at 
the breakfast. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Did he review that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're going to have to 
—_ how ” call him President Tancredo, but that's all right. 
Laughter. 


Okey. Wow, did he repeat that when he was with 
President a a or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: Yes, @ smaller version 
of that, a shorter version of it. 
» Yes. 


Q Could you exzplein the significance of the 
announcerzent last night on sugar and whether it was tied to the 
visit? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. The announcement 
was not tied to the visit. The significance is that it was an 
attempt to -- well, you're going to hear sore about suger than you 
want to in 30 seconds or less, George, just to answer your question. 


The probles with the CBI was that it gave an unfair 
advantage on importation of sugar to the United States at the expense 
of other large suger importers to the United States -- Brazil, 
Philippines among them. The measure that was taken yesterday takes 
away that disadvantage that was suffered by the other sugar 
importers. Okay? 

Q I missed that -- 

Q It was very succinct. 

Q -- when you said you were impressed with his ability 

















to roll politically for the past 20 years -- 
siliatens tak Uae Cegunhe Geatedtaenne Within meth. put ae 
together, and give you the current scene, what he faces on March 
Gra eawn 6d enttengits 

Q But thet's what he stated? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 

Q - That's his description of it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q How long did it take? I mean, how was it tised 
through breakfast occupied by both parties? How such -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the first part was 
occupied mainly by President-elect Neves as he went 




















this aspect and a couple of others. And then you started 

getting questions of ification or others from all of thea -- 
Wei » Ambassador Brock, Baldrige, Alden -- you know, just asked 
questions in amplification of it. 

Q Do you think -- 

Q -- Tancredo -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One at a time. 

Q Did Tancredo have questions, both from the President 
and from the Cabinet members during the breakfast? Did he ask any 
specific questions from then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm trying to think -- 
no, I can't think of any specific questions, per se. 


Yes? 
Q Did they discuss Central America at all? 


SEAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Central America was 
discussed briefly at the breakfast, and also in the Oval Office. 


Q What is the position -- 
Q Wait, wait -- 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just finish this, 
if I may. Go ahead. 


Q In what context was it discussed? who brought it 
up? Did President Reagan -- 


SENIOR ADMINIST@ATION OFFICIAL: It was initiated by the 
U.S. side in both cases. I think the best summary of it would be 
that both after breakfast and later in the Oval Office both sides 
agreed that the continued support for the Contadora process was a way 
towaro a peaceful solution. 

Q -- on that subject -- 

Q -- any criticism, or -- 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wait, wait, sir. Go 


Q Was there any criticism -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q -- that he expressed -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFCIAL: No. 

Q -- of the lack of negotiations -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q -- or the World Court decision, or -- 

SENIO.: ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. 

Q Did Tancredo -- 

Q I want to follow up on the Contadora -- is the 
position of Brazil supporting the position of El Salvador and Costa 
Rica and the others -- that you've got to have this simultaneous 
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withdrawal and enforcement of the withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware that 
Brazil has made that specific a statement with regards to ACTA II. I 
Go know that the stated Brazilian position, and that's what we heard 
today, was support for the Contadora process. 


Yes? 
Q Did he -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Go ahead. 


Q@ Did Tancredo make any points -- make any remarks, or 
any requests, which would warrant the U.S. government to take note of 
this and study if it could be forthcoming in any specific measure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if your specific 
question is, did he ask for anything for them to study and do, the 
answer to that is, no. Obviously, when you listen to his analysis of 
Brazil in the last 20 years, and see the ition that he is in, 
that, then, gives you a lot of food for ht of what his 
challenges are. 


Yes? 


Q Besides a littie bit of history of Brazil, and 
touching on Central America, what else did Reagan presume to talk 
about? 


SEWUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They talked about -- 
well, as I said, the economic challenges. They congratulated each 
other on their -- iet me, I brought some notes down here -- 
congratulated each other on their elections. The theme was generally 
there. There weren't any others. 


Q Tne challenges were only -- he mentioned only 
challenge, economic challenge -- did he hint that there are, too, 
political challenges? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The focus was on 
the economic situation. 


Q Do you -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


= Q@ DO you see any change in the relationship between 
the~two countries resulting from this visit in any direction 
whatever? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think it's a fair 
assessment to say that in the last four years you've found a -- and 
you have to remember that maybe I'm less than objective on this 
Subject, but -- (laughter) -- but I think there's been a significant 
improvement in their relations. I could bore you to tears with the 
specifics on it, but I won't. But -- and I would say that, based 
upon the meetings that we had today, and based upon the meetings that 
Secretary Shultz had with the then-candidate, Tancredo Neves, last 
October, that it will continue in that direction. 


Yes? 


Q Was the President-elect asked about the position 
Brazil will take at the meeting in April -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. The sane question 
you asked yesterday. It wasn't even brought up today. 


Q Was there -- 
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Q You get -- you're leaving us the impression, and 
maybe correctly, that this wasn't a very substantative meeting, but 
rather, “Hello, how are you? I's here, nice to meet you,” - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. It was 
Substantative. Sut what was lacking was nobody said, you *~ “,. “This 
is what I've got to have,“ or “This is what you've got te ...- 
There weren't any of those. I consider it substantive. §§ #:: 
through a lot of then. 


Q Well, substantive without specific propc:sals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Without specific 


co yee cr sts, proposals or this -- that's right. It was a 
serious. “They were serious meetings. 


Yes? 


Q How did President Neves characterize these economic 
challenges down his road? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think -- I put 
it to you earlier, but I'll try again. Basically, in that -- on the 
-- that Brazil has been able, in the last four years, as they headed 
into their recession, to turn around their foreign ee 
Tney've went from a net trade balance, from a very, very t<-- 
Smali, aimost nonexistent liquidity in foreign currency, to a point 
where they have a $15 billion trade surplus this year -- six with the 
U.S. So, On that stage he sees that they have done a job on 
exports and would -- would expect that they would continue. 


At the same time he took note of the challenges of the 
rising inflation, which is now some 220 percent of the large public 
deficit, that they face on the internal economy. 


Q Did Reagan have any suggestions on how to cut 
inflation from 223 percent to 4 percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not Ey 
President Reagan empathized with him with the problem and he sai 
that one of the things that he was looking forward to this year was 
to be able to hold his government spending in line. So he understood 
the problem that President Tancredo Neves had. 


—_ Yes. - 


s Q Do you have any reason to think that the change of 
government in Brazil to civilian rule will alter in any way the 
relations with the United States? 


SENIUR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't expect it. 
Q Is it going to improve as a result? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. As I said earlier 
to -- in answer to the earlier question, I think it will continue in 
the area which we, over the last three years or four years, we've had 
a significant improvement. 


Q Civilian cule by itself does not change the content 
of relations? 


SENIO? ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's something that is 
taken into account. But I would not characterize it as, by itself, 
to give a tremendous spurt in one direction or another in a 
relationship. 


Yes. 
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Did President Tancredo at any time or any sosent 
@ straight charge or complain against the United 
to that pert of the problems of Brazil, econosic 


probleas, would be this government's fault, like the budget deficit, 
which actualiy is more -- something like that? 7 


SENIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that I would 
rather let President Tancredo Neves characterise his remarks. But 
let me just help you out there, if I can. 


I would sey thet the anewer to your question is no and it 
was not laid out that way. Okay? 


. Put it this way -- 

SEATOR OPFICIAL: All right, try again. 

Q After making that whole economic explanation, did he 
any exception? Did he » well, we're facing this challenge 


make 

and now, now we have to take this or that measure but we won't be 
== perform without better economic conditions, or something like 
that 





SEGIOR ADNIGISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. He put it -- well, 
he put it more in global teras, let's say, rather than country 


specific. 


Q If I could follow up -- just a follow up -- 




















SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 


Q Se eee See eS ae Teen = President 
Seeeee> 088 See inte Se S> Cee Serene. Soe Se enised 
States, only economic problems. And among the economic problems -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sut he further said -- 


just to clear the record, he also seid that as -- that have 
economic problems with not only the United States, but wor de. 


Q But seong the probleas mentioned, okay, interest 
cates, the debts, and protectionign -- » if he's saying this 
then. Jid he repeat the same thing today during the conversation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se -- I don't remember 
the word protectionisa coming up. I do remember interest and debt, 
ee ee eee ee 


Yes? 
Q Is there any concern from the American side -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is there what? 


Q Any concern -- — concern from the American 
side that Brazil -- the new Brazilian government will teke a sore 
active position in leadership in che Gebt issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think that 
-- I think that -- no, there isn't any great concern they'll take a 
more active -- in the debt. I think Srazil is a -- has kept its eye 
on the bell, which is its debt. 


There's a question that we haven't taken from the back of 
the roos there. Let's try that. 


#as there any discussion of Brazilian's aras sales? 
Does the U.S. side have any concern in that regard? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, per se, of any eras 
sales as such -- no, there wasn't. There was a discussion of the -- 
in the context of paristatel industries of which Brazil's -- part of 
-- many significant part of Brazil's GDP is made up of peristateal 
industries. 

There was sention of the arms -- as the areas industry and 
@ component of that only in thet context. 


Q Did Mr. Neves get a hint that he was going to be 
invited again to the White House as President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has been no 
conversations on that et all. 


Yes? 


Q The -- you said the -- Reagan or that someone in the 
breakfast brought up the subject of Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. George Shultz. 


Q Did you -- did the edministration ask him to do 
anything, or ask for support in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, absolutely not. 
We just kind of explained our position and, as I said, 
President-elect Neves acknowledged our position and said that he felt 
that both of us, through the Contradora process, is where the 











néd out there what happened in the 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were sisultaneous 
translations, so you're not down to ten. Okay. 


Q Oh. Yes. So. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 


Q Bow long were -- most of the things that you ere 
talking about really cecurred during the breakfast in the embassy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bo. Well, the subject 
-- okay, the subject not discussed with -- in the Oval Office was not 
a That wes discussed at the breakfast -- was the 
only one. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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BACKGROUND SR IEF ING 
ON 
SOVIET NON-COMPLIANCE REPORT 
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1985, 3:00 P.M. 


MR. DIJEREJIAN: As I announced this afternoon, this is 
the BACKGROUND briefing on the President's report to Congress 
on Soviet Noncompliance with Arms Control Agreements. You have 
found in the Press Office, I hope, the copies of the 
President's cover letter and a summary of the report. Both the 
summary and the briefing itself are embargoed for 3:30 P.M. 
eastern standard time today. 


This is a BACKGROUND briefing and the briefers should 
be referred to as Senior Administration Officials. I turn it 
over to these gentlemen now. 


(This portion is ON-THE-RECORD: ) 


FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As all of you 
know, the Reagan Administration is strongly committed to arms 
control, to strengthening its contribution to our national 
security, and to reducing nuclear weapons. A recent agreement 
with the Soviets to start the new negotiation illustrates this 
commitment. Effective verification and compliance are critical 
components. WNoncompliance undermines the whole arms control 
process. To be serious about arms control is to be serious 
about compliance. 


Last January, at Congress' request, the President 
reported on seven issues where we believe the Soviet Union has 
violated or probably violated its arms control violations or 
commitments. In October, also at Congress' request, the 
General + at Committee's report on Soviet compliance issues 
was released. his was an independent study, not formally 


reviewed or approved by the government. 


Today, again at Congress’ request, the President has 
provided an unclassified update on those issues and addressed 
some additional issues. The classified report will be sent to 
Congress next week. 


Today's report reaffirms our conclusions of a year ago 
-- and in some cages strengthens them. Six new issues are 
covered in today's report as well. These include findings of 

















one violation, one probable violation, one too ambiguous to 
call, and two cases where no violations were found. 


VOICE: That's five. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: In addition, the report 
expresses our concern about Soviet ABM and ABM-related actions, 
which in the aggregate, suggests that the Soviet Union may be 
preparing an ABM defense of its national territory. Such a 
defense is clearly prohibited by the ABM Treaty. 


The report covers only those areas where questions of 
Soviet compliance have been raised with the Soviet Union. We 
are also advising the Soviet Union and other countries of the 
report being issued today. 


Soviet noncompliance is a serious matter. It calls 
into question the benefits of arms control and could create new 
security risks. The U.S. Government has repeatedly raised 
compliance issues with the Soviet Union, including at the 
recent Geneva talks between Secretary Shultz and Soviet First 
Deputy Prime Minister Gromyko. 


The Soviets have not provided satisfactory 
explanations or undertaken corrective actions sufficient to 
alleviate our concerns, but we will continue to press these 
issues with them. The Administration will also continue to 
work closely with the Congress in seeking to make progress in 
resolving compliance issues and in negotiating sound arms 
control agreements. 


Before turning the briefing over for technical 
questions, let me say that I am frequently asked why we try to 
negotiate new agreements with the Soviet Union if the Soviet 
Union is violating existing agreements. We do this for several 
reasons: First, new arms control agreements, if soundly 
formulated and fully adhered to, can serve U.S. security 
interests. We should not abandon efforts to achieve effective 
and verifiable agreements that can increase U.S. and allied 
security and reduce the risk of war. 


Second, entering new negotiations does not in any way 
condone or ignore past Soviet behavior. Third, continuing to 
negotiate can give us leverage and in another way for trying to 
get the Soviets to abide by existing agreements. 


I would add that our review of compliance issues this 
year and last year has been a long and careful process 
involving all interested agencies and a close review by the 
President himself. 














Now to answer questions on the thirteen issues 
themselves -- 


Q Can we, before we start -- That statement you 
just made there on why we negotiate, couldn't we have that on 
the record? 


MR. DIEREJIAN: You want the first Official'’s 
statement -- 


Q I mean he's -- The rationale on why we continue 
to negotiate, yes. 


VOICE: Why can't we have the entire opening statement 
ON THE RECORD? 


VOICE: He's quotable. 


VOICE: Make believe it's a breakfast meeting of some 
kind. 


VOICE: Yes. If you're not going to take questions -- 


VOICE: If you want, we'll send out for eggs, but I 
mean -—-— What's the big deal? 


(Laughter) 


AR. OJEREJIAN: Let's just keep it on BACKGROUND now 
and let me get you an instantaneous decision. 


Q Yes, I mean, you accuse them ON-THE-RECORD, but 
you don't explain why we're going ahead ON-THE-RECORD. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: All right. 
.Q It's kind of imbalanced. 


AR. OJEREJIAN: Let me get an answer for you before 
this BACKGROUNDER is over. O.K.? 


Q Please. 
MAR. DIJEREJIAN: O.K. Second Official will continue. 


Q If I understood the First Senior Official 
correctly, the number of new issues was six, bringing it up to 
a total of 13 examined, but only one new violation. Is that 
correct? 

















SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q So out of this entire year lapse from the last 
report -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: ~ One violation in the six new 
ones examined. 


Q One violation in the six new ones examined. 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q Of the old seven issues, have any “:oved from 
"possible" to “clear-cut” violations? 


A Yes. 
Q How many? 


a Two -- I would say one and a half, if you want to 
(inaudible) 


Q One and a half -- a half of a violation. 


A Just a counting -- We have to be careful about 
the counting because in the previous, last year's, report there 
was a finding of a probable violation on the SS-X-25, new type 
ICOM. 


Q Yes. 

a -- but it also stated that if you assume, if you 
would for the moment, accept the Soviet explanation of the 
circumstances, then the RV-to-Throwveight Ratio was less than 
50 percent, so that would be a violation. 

Now, in the present report, that first problem was 
upgraded to a violation, and that's what I mean by the half 
There were two parts to that last one. 

Q O.K. So, just to -- 


a And all of that is contained in the report. 


Q Yes, but just to get this sort of nailed down, s: 
we're talking about, in the last year the U.S. Government has 
determined there have been “X" number of violations in additiun 
to last year, the number would be -- 











a I would say two. 

Q Two. O.K. 

9 Would you go through this -- 
VOICE: Could he just -- 


Q Could you go through this from one to thirteen 
and tell us which the new ones are and which ones have been 
upgraded from last year? 


a Right. We can do that, but I want to remind you 
that all of these positions have been so carefully crafted that 
giving a simple answer like “upgraded to a violation" or not is 
probably misleading, because the findings themselves have a lot 
of qualifying words that I think are important. 


Q Well, can you at least tell us the new ones 


Q The two unqualified violations. Let's start with 
that. 


a O.%. Well, we'll do all of that. Let me get my 
listing, soon as I can find it. O.K. 


The issues which are now violations -- and I.will try 
and tell you which ones are new ones -- the Helsinki Final Act. 
COW, Encryption -- those are all the same last year; the 
SS-A-25, new type, which has been upgraded from last year; the 
X-25 Throwmmeight Ratio, which is the same as last year. The 
Krasnoyarsk radar has been upgraded from “almost certainly” to 


a violation; and the new one is Limited Test Ban Treaty. 


I think beyond that, I don't want to characterize them 
because when you go beyond violations, there are so many 
qualifying words about “almost certainly” and “maybe” and so on 
that I would do the findings improperly if I didn't really 
remind you that you have to read the findings individually and 
get all of the qualifiers that go with the findings. 


But those are the, you might say the unqualified 
findings. 


Q Can you tell -- 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: The two issues that have been 
upgraded, as the Second Senior Official, said are the 
Krasnoyarsk radar and the SS-xX-25 ICBM as a new type. Those 
are the two issues -- 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: Right. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: -- that we reported on last 
year, that we're reporting on this year, so mandated by the 
Congress, and those have been upgraded. 


Q They were probable last time and updated now. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, one of them was “almost 
certainly" and the other was a "probable." 


Q And the brand new one is Test Ban, is underground 
testing? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Limited Test Ban. 
Q Limited Test Ban. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That is the one finding of a 
new violation that the Director talked about. 


Q On the ABM Territorial Defense which you 
discussed, each side is allowed research into ABM, which of 
course, is at the basis of our going ahead with the SOI. 


What is it that they've done that warrants inclusion 
here under this Point 137? I mean, you're saying they may be 
preparing an ABM defense; but that's allowed, isn't it -- may 
be preparing? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was, in fact, not a 
finding of a violation. 


Q But why is it in here, because the covering 
letter says they are all violations. 


. SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No, I don't think the 
covering letter says that. 


Q Wel], -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Violations findings and no 
violations. Almost each of the 13 has some particular 
qualifications with it. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think the covering letter 
and the report itself very carefully distinguish, in precise 
language, as best we can on an unclassified basis the accuracy 
of the findings. 








Q The entitlement is non-compliance arms agreement, 
so to the lay reader, you're issuing a report on Soviet 
violations. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: In some cases, there were, in fact, 
findings of compliance. They were findings of no violations. 


Q That you have got on the conversion of 
submarines, for example? 


A Yes, for example. 


Q But what is the point of Number 137 Is there 
something that they're possibly doing wrong? You can be 
preparing, in a research way, for national defense; right? 


A That was a finding what we believe they are 
doing. It was not a finding of a violation. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: On the SDI issue, I think that the 
@istinction that we want to draw your attention to is the 
extent to which the Soviet Union is today engaged in 
activities, depending on which activities you address, run the 
gamut from being absolutely contrary to the ABM Treaty to 
activities that appear leading to an ultimate capability that 
is fundamentally contrary to the ABM Treaty. As opposed to the 
SOI program, which is as you are all intimately familiar, we 
have said repeatedly is a research vice deployment program that 
is intended to be conducted within the constraints of the ABM 
Treaty. 


There's a rather stark difference between acquiring, 
and appearing to put in place, ABM capabilities not permitted 
under the treaty and looking into ABM technologies that may at 
some point in the future, by this President or more likely a 
future President, determined to be in the national interest and 
put into place, presumably in a negotiated setting of the 
agreement. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: The First Senior Official's Opening 
Statement is ON THE RECORD. 


Q All of it? 

MR. DJEREJIAN: Ail of it. 

Q I was just going to ask if that SS-X-25 violation 
-— you mentioned two -- is that a case where it's one or the 


other, or the two violations have to do with different portions 
of agreements? 














SECOND OFFICIAL: It's really one or the other. If it 
is a new type, as we say, then the other provision, the ratio 
is really not germane. In other words, that particular 
provision says that for existing missiles, the ratio of RV 
weight to throwweight has to be Fifty percent or greater. 


If it is a new missile, an illegal violation, it is no 
longer an existing missile. So it is an either/or, you might 
say. 


Q It lowers by one your number of violations to an 
extent, doesn't it? 


a The score-keeping is complex, and I think it's 
probably not helpful to keep score like that because there are 
so many interlocking questions. 


Q Your colleague said in his statement that there 
was one clear violation, one probable, one too ambiguous to 
call and two no violations, which only adds up to five. 


Can you at least bring those up to date? 


You said one violation, one probable, one too 
ambiguous to call and two no violations, the way I got it. 


a and, I think, the last one, I believe, 
territorial defense which is a different kind of statement. 


Q Is there a kind of political statement? Is the 
point of it to show that the Russians accuse us on SOI and this 
is what they're doing? 


a Let me talk about the report. The issue was 
raised as to whether the Soviets are or not violating that 
particular provision. What came out is a finding that they 
were not in violation, but the finding that you see, in part, 
is a reflection of our concern about their activities. You 
might say it's separate from the question of violations or not 
violations. 


Q On the question of territorial defense, you're 
saying that it goes beyond research, which is what we're 
doing. Can you tell us what exactly they're doing, or in even 
more general terms what they're doing? 


:) Yes. Clearly, because one element of that is the 
Krasnoyarsk Radar which we found them to be in violation. 











Q Anything beyond that? 


a And beyond that, there are serious question of 
other activities but no other findings or violation. 


Q Other activities that you're concerned about? 
A Pardon me? 


Q Can you tell us what those other activities are 
that you're concerned about? 


A Some of those activities are still under review 
and will be discussed in future reports. 


Q Of the probable violations, which concerns you 
most? Can you give us some kind idea of how concerned we are? 


A I think the Administration's position on all of 
that, when it comes to the complex issues as to how to describe 
something which is not a violation but something else, I think 
you should read the Administration's statement. That's the 
best way that you can do that. 


My personal view as to which one of them is more 
significant than others, really doesn't matter. 


Q There are only two violations, and of those the 
radar clearly concerns us the most; is that correct? 


A No, there are two violations in the present 
report that were not in the last report. The radar and the 
Limited Test Ban Treaty. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: May I suggest that there are two 
ways of looking at it. One is to look very narrowly at 
individual violations of which perhaps the ABM is a clear-cut 
violation. That is the Krasnoyarsk Radar -- is as stark and as 
troublesome a development as it does appear to contribute to a 
territorial defense as any. 


I would submit to you, however, that far and away the 
more significant consideration is taking all of these 
violations, probable violations, patterns of behavior that are 
troublesome, together in the aggregate. And it is that picture 
that I think is most usefully addressed in terms of seriousnes,. 
or troublesomeness. 


Q How would you address it? 
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A Seriousness and troublesomeness. I think they're 
both, taken in their totality, presents a troubling picture of 
behavior that seems to be developing in a number of different 
areas at variance with arms control commitments. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Let me make a point here, if I may. 
It's important to understand that there are two reports. The 
first, which we're discussing with you today and which will be 
delivered to the Congress today, is an unclassified report. 
This particular report discusses the seven issues that we 
reported on one year ago, in January, and an additional six new 
issues. 


There are a number of other new issues which we will 
be sending to the Congress on a classified basis next week, and 
which we cannot discuss here. 


Q Can you go one step further? Can you say whether 
those new issues will accuse the Soviets of unqualified 
violations in addition to the two that you have here today? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Those issues are still under review. 


Q You mean, over the weekend you're going to figure 
out, or -- what do you mean “It's still under review?" You've 
worked a year now and you've come up with two violations and 
you talk about a pattern. We're talking about a treaty, not 
mind-reading or what the Soviets may be up to that you don't 
like because they could say the same thing about SOI. 


I'm asking you if you found any violations in your 
search over a year to satisfy people in Congress who are asking 
you if the Soviets are violating the treaty, and you've come up 
with two things, and there will be another report next week. 
I'm asking you if you will go beyond the two next week or 
you'll come up with patterns again? 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Let me focus on this report. I 
think it's just as important that we looked hard and in some 
areas we found no violations. We did find two violations, but 
we also found areas where there are no violations. 


I think the Congress just wishes to be informed. We 
were not hunting for violations. There were a number of issues 
of concern raised and we investigated them, and then we found 
some violations and in other areas that were not violations. 


Q But can you tell me whether the additional 
allegations, -- not probable patterns, qualifications -- in the 
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next report will you accuse tem of specific violations without 
qualification? 


A I don't know. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: It is important to note that we are 
charging them as we did last year with violations. 


I know what you're doing. Here, you're accusing 
them of two violations unqualifiably. 


a I think that the question of pattern is a 
qualifier as much as it is an attempt to characterize, in an 
aggregate sense, the problem. To raise the level of attention 
from simply a narrow issue here, which has not moved many -- 
for instance the CBW violations, or the narrow issue there such 
as encryption which has not moved others to a larger level of 
attention and concern -- that is, in our judgment, appropriate 
given the behavior that we see. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q I am wondering about the ABM Treaty issues. and I 
guess two of them in particular. The first one, number eleven, 
Mobility of New ABM System, is this something where we actually 
have some activity, some novel, differentiable from prior 
activity that has been observed in the last twelve months, or 
is this simply this modular radar that we have been reading 
about in pyiatton Hoek for the last six or eight years that you 
all have finally managed to bring some kind of a judgment 
against? 

and I guess my second question is relating to issue 
number thirteen where you come to, I guess, a rather ambiguous 
conclusion in the finding. In number thirteen, are you saying 
that this is in violation of the obligation not to create a 
base for defensive territory, and is this something that has 


components other than those that have been discussed in the 
other issues. 





SECOND OFFICIAL: Well, if you will let me take the 
first one, I'm sorry to tell you I don't know which radar 
Aviation Week has been reporting on. But with regard to the -- 
pardon me? 


Q Is there new different activity that has occurred 
in the last twelve months on this issue that has raised the 
level of concern, or is this simply that you all have finally 
come to some kind of a judgment on, all that previously 
observed activity? 


A This is not new data. This is an issue which has 
been looked at for some time, but I don't want to mislead you. 
It may or may not be the same issue that Aviation Week has been 
writing about. I don't know what Aviation Week has been 
writing about. 


Q I have a question about the determination of a 
violation or probable violation or an ambiguity. Now, as I 
understand it, all of the issues listed in this report were 
presented to the Soviet Union, and was their response to these 
questions a .e factor in whether you found them to be 
in violation or probable violation? How did you come up with 


a I would say it has never been a determining 
factor, but, in particular, with respect to the Krasnoyarsk 
Radar, which, as you have noted, we have upgraded, there have 
been extensive discussions with the Soviets, and those 
explanations have not been clarifying. 


Q Could you discuss that radar? 


Q Based on that, then, you upgraded it? 
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a No. There was no single factor, and I would say 
that that was just one of the "Factors. Let me give you a 
specific answer. What has happened on that is that when we 
reported on that radar last year, it was only a brief time 
after we had become fully aware of its nature, and so there was 
some hesitation to make, you know, absolute findings. So that 
has changed because we have now had more than a year of 
observations and what we thought would happen during the year 
has in fact happened, so that the data base is just much more 
extensive than it was at the time of the last reporting, and 
furthermore there have been a number of discussions with the 
Soviets and they have not resolved anyone's concern, and that 
is also a factor in the process. 


Q If I could follow that up, does that mean that 
the classified report will contain violations that were not 
presented to the Soviet Union? 


A Well, it isn't clear yet what the classified 
report will contain, but there are always -- there may always 
be issues on the horizon which are so classified that they will 
not be discussed with the Soviets. That is always a 
possibility. So, if you talk about these, on all of these 
discussions have been held with the Soviets. 


THIRO OFFICIAL: Where there is ambiguity in some of 
these issues, the Soviets have had ample opportunity to address 
those issues and to convey to us information that would either 
resolve the ambiguity, or, shall we say, sharpen our own 
judgments, and they have had ample opportunity in two sessions 
of regular meetings that we have had with them. They have not 
done so. Their replies have been in the nature of assertions 
as opposed to clarifications which would supply genuine 
information to us. 


Q The Backfire bomber was mentioned in the Post 
today -- 


@. Is there a fundamental difference between the two 
national defense systems that makes theirs something to be 
concerned about, but the SDI a good thing? 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: Yes. One is here, or one is in 
train and the other one is years away. It is a rather 
fundamental difference. 


THIRD OFFICIAL: The point that my colleague made 
before is the central one, that is, the SOI is not a violation 
of any existing agreement. The Krasnoyarsk Radar is a central 
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violation of the AGM Treaty. Indeed, the linch pin of the 
treaty was the issue of large-phased array radars wherein each 
side realized that they could detect these radars going up and 
they would have sufficient lead time to either protest or take 
corrective action. You are talking apples and oranges. 


Q The only thing they have done in a defensive way 
that you are prepared to say now is a direct violation of an 
x agreement, the radar. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: No, no. The ABM. 

Q Of an agreement. The treaty. 
SECOND OFFICIAL: Of the ABM agreement. 
Q Of the ABM Treaty. 

a Yes. 


Q Of course, that is where defense installations 
are applied, under the ABM Treaty. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: That is correct. That is the only 
one. 


Q Or is there another treaty? 
a That is the only treaty. 


Q That is the only thing they have done. You 
suspect a lot of things of them as they do of you, but the only 
thing they have done in national defense that you say is a 
violation is the radar, correct? 


a Yes. 


FOURTH OFFICIAL: Let's be sure, Barry. National 
defense is different from a defense -- 


Q Of Moscow, of course. 


A and national defense, I think you would agree, 
includes offensive systems as well. Offensive systems, as you 
know, are limited under other agreements. We have violations 
of other agreements affecting those systems, as well as 
chemical systems and nuclear testing, and the like. So, please 
be careful now, so nobody is confused that that is the only 
treaty violation. It is at this time the only violation of one 
treaty, several of which, however, are being violated. 
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Q What did Gromyko say about violations in Geneva? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: We really can't get into that. We 
did discuss the violations issue with him. As you know, we 
discussed the radar with him, and I think it is safe to 
characterize his response as basically listening. 


MODERATOR: We have got time for one last question. 


Q Could I ask you about your conclusions on this 
evidence for future treaties? I take it it is no good just 
simply saying they must be verifiable, because you are clearly 
verifying the Krasnoyarsk Radar and other things, and yet they 
are still violating them. How are you going to tackle this 
problem in the light of future treaties? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I think one has to address the 
verification issue separately, as is in your question, but also 
on a case-by-case basis. What we are talking about here are 
violations or probably violations which require corrective 
action, violations of existing agreements. 


In our future agreements, as we have said over and 
over again, will necessitate effective means. What those means 
are, I think has to be judged on a case-by-case basis. 


I take it it is also a question of motivation on 
their side. I mean even if you verify, they apparently are 
going ahead and violating, am I not right? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: Well, motivation in the sense that 


their non-compliance is clearly a dagger point at the heart of 
the arms control process in the future. 


MODERATOR: One very last question. 


Q I know you have been asked this question before, 
but over the last year have you gained any further insight into 
the reasons why the Soviets might be behaving in the way that 
you claim that they? To what extent do you think their 
behavior is meant as a signal of some kind, a rebuke for our 
failure to ratify the SALT II Treaty? Do you have any 
particular conclusions that you have come to recently about why 
they are behaving the way they are? 


THIRD OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, could you repeat that 
quickly for me? 
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Q Do you have any new insights into the reasons why 
the Soviets are behaving the way they are, the way that you 
claim that they are? Any new conclusions you have come to as a 
result of your year's investigation? 


a I think it is safe to say that we feel they 
characteristically push each agreement to which they are a 
party to its limits, and obviously in some cases they overstep 
those bounds, but beyond that I couldn't go. Why was it some 
years ago that the Soviet leadership took a decision like this 
to build such a massive phased array radar? I really don't 
know. We'll have to leave that one to the criminologist, ano I 


am sure it would be just a guess there. 


MODERATOR: Thank you, very much. We have copies of 
Mr. Adelman's remarks in the Press Office. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 

















10:30 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion that just 
took place between the President and Chief Buthelezi covered « lct of 
the besic ground and basic iseves that ere such -- being discussed 
these days. They discussed the sitution in South Africa in the broad 
sense. They discussed the attitudes and the icies of the 
government of South Africa, and they di the question of what. 

éo, what our role can be, what it is, and the lisits, as well, 

t cole can be. I think -- I wouldn't repeat anything 
further of what Chief Butielesi has saic. 


He has handed out, recently, -- outdoors - & semorandus 
which is a summary, in effect, of what he said, from his standpoint, 
to the President. So I won't go over thet ground. iI think his 
position is fairly contained in that statement. 


Tne President made it clear there are many sreas of 
analysis of the situation that we share. We want to be constructive. 
We're open to ideas es to how we can be further constructive, andi I 
think I'd leave it there and take questions. 


Yes? 


Q Did the President say that he plans to do anything 
ditferent, anything thet he's not doing now? Did he give any reason 
to believe that he sight start doing something different? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFIC’"*: Well, I think the 
President's made it clear in that meetiug, a6 be has on other 
ccessions, that we want to piay @ cons tive role. We have made a 

ampe both, of course, in the region where we have a defined 
c egenda, which the Chief discussed himself; and, vis-a-vis 
South Africa and the apartheid situation itself. 


We don’t believe that we have any monopoly of wisdom, but 
we're open tc constructive ideas -- and underiine the word 
constructive -- and that’s what the President says. 


Q And you don't think you've had any so far, ftros 
Bishop Tutu, or enyone else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have not hed 
constructive ideas? Wo, we've had constructive ideas. There sre 
lots of constructive ideas floati around. We've begun some 
Foor peat some progress, for example, inside South Africa in the past 

rs which have channeled yo approaching $10 million a 
in terms of U.S. resources, to promote various kinds of bleck 
Sévencenent -- training programs in the field of management, in the 
field of labor, of education, human rights projects, that sort of 
thing. This is s-- 


Q I think what we're really asking you, is there any 














change in the so-called “constructive engagement” policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Constructive 
is « brosed str for sccomplishing thi in the region, 
vie-e-vis South Africe itself. I don't think that the ?resident 
wishes to see that policy changed. te thinks it's working; that it 
is cr resuits. And I think he's determined to get that record 
out as well. 


Q But, you seid several times up there that there wes 
-— thet you wented, or were interested in having new ideas, new 
approeches. You said it efter Bishop Tutu wes here; you're yy 
today. Arce you getting new ideas? And if you're getting new ’ 
then what are you doing with then? 


SEAIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have « number 
of possibilities to expand some of the things we're slready doing, 
ané to be given gooU suggestions as to where we could put sddition, 
our weight edditionally -- to put our resources sdéditionally. 


As tar es specific progress of assistance is concerned, 
these obviously Save to be worked out as well in consultation with 
Congress. And they cost money. 


MR. SINS: You're about to be preempted. Thank you very 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:32 A... UST 
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MR. BRIAN CARLSON: This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing 
on the FY-1986 Budget Request for Foreign Assistance anc for 
the State Department. 


Your briefers, each of whom will have a brief opening 
explanation/statement, and then after each of them have had 
their statement, then they'll take questions from you and you 
can direct your questions to whichever you think is gost 
appropriate. 


Your briefers will be, beginning from left and going 
to right, Mr. Thomas McNamara, the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for the Bureau of Politico-Military affairs in the Department ; 
Mr. Richard Derham, Assistant Administrator of AID for Programs 
and Policy Coordination; and Roger Feldman. Comptroller of the 
Department. 


MAR. MCNAMARA: Thank you. Good afternoon. 


I would like to state at the outset that our 1986 
request for economic and security assistance complies fully 
with the President's guidelines on spending constraints, and at 
the same time we feel we've carefully considered and 
constructed our program to result in a level and mix 
representing the minimal essential requirements to support our 
foreign policy. 


‘as you'll see from the handouts, which I believe you 
already have, the FY-86 request for Economic and Security 
Assistance totals $14.8 billion. Compared with the FY-85 
continuing resolution, this is a $300 million reduction. 
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Looking at the request by sub-function: Economic and 
financial assistance request total $5.3 billion while security 
assistance is $9.4 billion, thus maintaining the proportional 
shares held in recent years -- these two subsections. 

Bilateral Assistance Programs represent about three-quarters of 
that total. 





In addition, we're submitting two requests for 
supplemental appropriations in FY-85. The first of these, for 
$235 million, represents the new budget authority sought as 
part of a $1 million package for the relief of the victims of 
the African famine. 


The second, for $237 million, is to meet our arrearage 
payments to various multilateral development institutions, 
contributions which were originally sought in FY-84 but they 
were left out of the ombinous supplemental that year. 


Dick Derham will speak briefly on the components of 
the Economic and Financial Assistance Requests, and Roger 
Feldman will discuss the State Department Budget. 


For the moment, what I would like to do is make some 
points specifically on security assistance requests. And for 
that, we can use the other chart. These charts, I understand, 
will be available after the briefing. 


Here we have the military assistance, or security 
assistance breakout. There is a $2.8 billion requested for 
economic support funds, or ESF, and that is $1 billion below 
the amount appropriated in the FY-85 continuing resolution. 
This is due to the fact that we've deferred making any requests 
for Israel at this time, pending a resolution of discussions 
which we're having with the Israelis about the content of their 
economic reform program. 


This year's request also contains a new initiative in 
ESF which significantly enhances the amount of economic aid for 
the Andean democracies of Ecuador, Peru and Bolivia. 
Nonetheless, this is within the continuity budget reflecting 
both the overall fiscal constraints under which we're operating 
and the fact that many of our earlier initiatives, particularly 
in Central America, are now under way and are bearing fruit. 
So we have a continuity program in the Central American figures 
for security assistance. 


Military assistance, as you'll see from the handout, 
in the form of FMS credits and MAP grants is up $860 million 
over FY-85. Most of this amount -- 
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Q $8650? 


Aa $860. Most of this amount, $525 million of it, 
reflects higher totals for Israel and Egypt. Other country 
programs showing some increases are Turkey, which goes up from . 
$755 million to $785 million, and the Philippines where we've 
returned to the military—economic ratio which we originally 
requested in FY-85 but which the Congress shifted to provide 
more emphasis on the economic side. 


The largest single component of the military aid 
request, 46 percent, goes to Egypt and Israel to support the 
on-going Camp David peace process. 


The base rights countries, which are Spain, Portugal, 
Greece, Turkey and the Philippines, account for another 29 
percent. Thus, seven countries are receiving about 
three-quarters of all the security assistance. 


Military access and Frontline States take another 15 
percent. Central America and Caribbean take 4, and all other 
country programs -- over 60 countries -- account for the final 
6 percent of the total. 


One final point, and that is that the composition of 
our military assistance requests reflect our continuing concern 
for the debt service problems that have been experienced by 
many of the recipient countries. As a result, in many cases 
this year we've reduced the overall total of a given country's 
assistance but we've improved the economic value of that 
assistance by the packaging of the assistance and by providing 
grant or concessional assistance in higher levels than last 
year. 


That is all. Now I would like to ask Dick to come 
forward. 


MR. DERHAM: Thank you. I will speak mostly about our 
development assistance programs. But before getting to that, 
let me touch briefly on a couple of the other accounts. First, 
the multilateral and then the development assistance, and the 
IONP account. 


The overall request level for our economic assistance 
compared to our request level of last year is slightly up. 
This reflects the overall guidelines, the overall budget 
stringency, but also the foreign policy requirements and an 
area of emphasis upon our economic assistance programs. 


Our economic bilateral program is up one percent; our 
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multilateral program is up five percent over our '85 request. 
I emphasize, that's over the request. They are down slightly 
as compared to the continuing resolution level in those two 
accounts. 


Looking first, briefly, at the multilaterals, I think 
the tables give you the breakout line-by-line. 


Multilateral timing is largely contingent upon timing 
questions, replenishment questions, and when contributions are 
scheduled. That, in part, reflects -- explains some of the 
fluctuations. 


In the IONP --— the International Organizations Account 
-— the figures are roughly the same as our request level of 
last year. We requested $241 last year; we're requesting $196 
billion this year. That doesn't sound like they're the same 
but, in fact, the $241 included a $50 million request for IFAD, 
for the first replenishment of IFAD. Since that has now been 
completely paid, the apples to apples comparison would be $191 
to $196; roughly the same. 


Again, down somewhat from the continuing resolution 
level. Excluding IFAD, it's down From $268 to $196. 


For development assistance, we here have a pie chart 
that shows the allocation by regions. The Latin American and 
Caribbean receives 27 percent of our request for development 
assistance. This is the third year of the Kissinger Commission 
recommendations for Central America. The total Latin American 
account is $460 million of development assistance and $833 
economic support funds. 


Of that total, Central America received $869 million 
-~ DA and ESF. In addition, as noted, we are adding $70 
million in ESF to support the struggling democracies of the 
Andes -- Ecuador, Peru and Bolivia. 


africa receives 21.5 percent of our development 
assistance, or $357 million which is slightly up from our 
request level for 1985. And, in addition, there is, of course, 
the pending supplemental request of $235 million for emergency 
food assistance. 


Asia, which is at 23 percent is approximately at the 
same level. One notable element in the Asia funds is that we 
have maintained India at $85 million of development assistance, 
and they will have $94 million program of PL-480, Title II. [In 
dollar terms, that's somewhat down; but in volume terms, which 
is the basis by which we measure food assistance, that is the 
same as last year. Prices have fluctuated somewhat there. 
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We were able to maintain the India program 
notwithstanding the overall budget stringency as evidence of 
our desire to work with this very important country in these 
days. 


The remainder of the development assistance budget is 
our central programs, largely involved with our science and 
technology, our private enterprise initiative, and our 
voluntary organizations. These, although funded centrally, 
obviously have in-country applications that are not broken cut 
by your charts by country but involve operations in many parts 
of the world. 


. The next chart shows the functional accounts. This 
will give you an idea of how our programs -- the emphasis of 
the programs by subject matter. 


‘The overall development assistance is down slightly -- 
$24 million from the '85 request, so it's approximately the 
same. 


In agriculture, as you can see, is half of the chart. 
That is traditionally our largest activity, recognizing that 
the importance that agriculture plays in development around the 
world. It is farms, farmers and food-growing capacity that is 
the fundamental part of any development program. We have 
traditionally placed a very high emphasis on that. That 
continues. 


Primarily, it's increased slightly from ‘85, and 
primarily the increases are due to the increased agricultural 
development program in Africa that is part of the President's 
African hunger initiative. 


The second account is population. We are requesting 
$250 million in Fiscal Year '86 for population. That is the 
same amount that we requested in Fiscal Year 1985, thus 
demonstrating this Administration's continued support for a 
strong program of assistance in this area. 


In health, we are slightly down from our ‘85 request. 
That does not indicate a lessening of priority or interest. 
However, in 1985, we received approximately $75 million in 
supplemental or additional appropriations beyond our request 
level, which is about a 50 percent override. That gives us a 
substantial number of new starts and new programs. Getting 
those programs off the ground and functioning will give us a 
strong health program. 

















+© 


We continue to believe that a health revolution is at 
hand, and that a continued commitment to bring it about is 
necessary. 


The child survival activities, which you may see on 
your handouts, is a separate line item, we consider as part of 
the health account and are continued as part of the health 
account. 


The education account is identical to last year, and 
the selected development account is slightly down from our ‘85 
request; slightly up from the '86 continuing resolution. 


The other area I should mention, in terms of our 
categorical breakdown, is the operating expense which is down 
from 1985, reflecting the commitment of this Administration to 
operate this government at an increased efficiency. 


‘ Programatically, you, I am sure, are all familiar with 
the four pillars that we have emphasized as part of our 
development program. 


Policy dialogue with countries around the world: 
Recognizing or feeling that economic policies are essential to 
healthy growth. 


Private sector: Using the indigenous private sector 
in developing personal and human skills. 


Institutional development, technology development and 
transfer: Those four pillars of dévelopment continue to be our 
areas of emphasis. In this year, the specific themes will be 
the African economic policy reform, which has started in FY-85 
with an appropriation of $75 million which will] be continued, 
we are requesting an additional $75 for FY-86. Those funds are 
to assist governments seeking to reform their economic 
policies, specifically in agriculture, to stimulate greater 
production. 


Research for the grain revolution will be a theme. 
Recently, a major breakthrough in sorghum is an example of what 
we expect to see. A sorghum hybrid which will double the yield 
in dry land cultivation is critical to bringing Africa to the 
bounty that it can reach, and we intend to continue an emphasis 
in that kind of research. 


And, finally, the third specific emphasis will be 
research for the health revolution. A malaria vaccine which we 
announced earlier this year, or last year, we will see 
continuing research and development this year. ORT -- oral 
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rehydration therapy -- and vaccine for measles will be among 
the important areas in which we participate in the health 
revolution. 


Thank you. 


MR. FELDMAN: The Department of State's budget for 
1986 totals $3.64 billion. This represents an increase of $137 
million over our anticipated level in 1985. 


However, on a comparable basis, we have one new 
appropriation for the compact of free association with 
Micronesia which totals $299 million. So that if you were to 
exclude that particular appropriation, the Department's totals 
would represent a decrease of $162 million from the 1985 levels. 


An adjustment in 1985, that we are anticipating, is 
the request for $275 million in additional supplementals, 
approximately $250 million of which are for security reasons 
and $25 million are for refugees and migration emergency 
assistance. 


The major themes of the 1986 appropriations include an 
increase of 176 positions and $16 million for increased 
reporting and analysis efforts within the Department. This 
program was begun four years ago, and recognized that our 
staffing in critical countries was not sufficient to meet the 
basic substantive responsibilities of the Department. .The 
package includes a mix of political, scientific and economic 
reporting positions. 


Also, in 1986, we have an increase of approximately 
$12 million in refugee accounts. This particular increase is 
primarily caused by the Department's effort to encourage 
recipients of resettlement grants here in the United States to 
achieve independence earlier than previously experienced. 


The budget also reflects management improvements and a 
significant absorption of workload increases. This totals 
$26.5 million. This will come largely in the areas of 
administrative support for the Department and other agencies 
overseas. Passport workload increase, which is anticipated to 
be absorbed; productivity improvements and the reduction in 
American salaries of five percent, as indicated in the 
President's budget. 


The Department's budget also reflects the savings that 
are anticipated with proposed legislation for the foreign 
service retirement system which is consistent with the 
proposals that are associated with the civil service retirement 
system. 
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Q You mentioned that there is no ESF money in at 
this time for Israel. Is this a reference to the Israeli 
request of spite of somewhat more than $2 billion, or to their 
request for an emergency appropriation of $600 million, or both? 


MR. MCNAMARA: How much? 


Q Well, they have asked for two different types of 
economic aid, as I understand it. 


MR. MCNAMARA: Right. O.K. I understand it now. 


Q I was just wondering -- In other words, you've 
done nothing -- If I follow you, you've done nothing at all 
about economic aid to Israel at this point? 


MR. MCNAMARA: At this point. We've left the lines 
blank. 


Q I'll try orie question at a time. First of all, 
you'd help me if you have estimated outlays. Unfortunately, we 
put it in those terms on this question. This is the first time 
that Egypt seems to be number one -- is that correct -- on 
Security Assistance? 


And could you translate that and the Israel figure, if 
you can, into estimated outlays so I'm sure they are number one? 


_MR. MCNAMARA: Well, without estimating the outlays, 
the reason for that, of course, is that the Israel figure is 
left blank. 

Q No. Military, security. 


MR. MCNAMARA: Security. Well, ESF is part of the 
Security Assistance package. 


Q Israel is getting 1.8, which is what they 
requested in military aid. 


MR. MCNAMARA: That's right. 
Q That has nothing to do with deferring (inaudible)? 


MR. MCNAMARA: Well, but Egypt is only getting $1.3 , 
so therefore, it doesn't -- 


Q Oh, all right. I got you. O.K. Sorry. What is 
the estimated outlay for Egypt? 














MR. MCNAMARA: It's estimated at $1.3. 
Q $1.3. €ll right. 


Excuse me. Would you please say it again? I 
didn't understand why Israel is getting less than Egypt? 


(Laughter) 
MR. DERHAM: No. What I'm saying -- 
Q I didn't understand it. I'm just lost. 


MR. DERHAM: It's clarified, I think. It is $1.8 for 
Israel and $1.3 for Egypt, so it's not getting -- 


Q Now, can I ask you a real question -- 
MR. DERHAM: Yes. 
Q -- if I'm not monopolizing -- 


We worked on Saturday with the outlays, and even using 
your figures, there is a precipitous drop in Food for Peace, 
PL-480, and even with all your language about helping refugees, 
there is even a drop in refugees. Now, is this some 
bookkeeping device, or are you really going to spend much less 
money on PL-480 and somewhat less on helping refugees? 


I'm going with outlays. If there is something I've 
missed, tell me. 


MR. DERHAM: I understand. 


The figures I'm sure you're looking for for ‘85 as a 
comparison would be the iotal figures including supplementals 
and everything else. 


There is nearly half a million dollar drop in 
PL-480, which doesn't sound as humanitarian as your statements 
do. 


MR. DERHAM: All right. Our request for PL-480, Title 
II, which is the emergency aid, for ‘86 is the same as our 
request for ‘85 --— $650 million. What we have not done in ‘86 
is assume the continuation of the emergency. In ‘85, we have 
supplemental on top that came about during the ‘85 
appropriation cycle and the supplemental now on the Hill taking 
into account the emergency. And the reason we haven't 














anticipated an emergency, one growing season ahead is you 
simply don't know whether the rain will fall or not. Should 
the continue, the Administration will respond to that, 





- that continuing emergency. 


Q Is that supplemental about a half a billion? 
Does it account for the difference? 


AR. DERHAM: There was a supplemental - 


John, do you know how much we came over in ‘85, over 
our request for -- 


JOHN: (inaudible) 


MR. DERHAM: 106 -- that's our current pending 
supplemental, but -- 


VOICE: ‘85 was $60 million -- ‘84 supplemental of 150. 


MR. DERHAM: The other part of the answer to your 
question is Title I. Title I is reduced in ‘86 over ‘85. 


Q Just so I'm sure, in outlays, you have nearly 1.8 
billion this year, and you have 1.3 billion next year -- that's 
yaad in the budget. Now, that's almost a half a billion 

ars. 


MR. DERHAM: I don't have your table in front of me so 
I can't look at that, but -- 


Q All right. Well, here -- 
That's a lot of food. That's a lot of farmers, too. 


MR. DERHAM: The program level, which is our 
appropriation, the program level for ‘85, which is Title I and 
Title II, the program level for ‘85 is 1.59 billion; for ‘86, 
it's 1.686 billion. Frankly, I can't correlate outlay versus 
appropriation. 


Q Can you give us the comparable figure for E€1 
Salvador -- the FY-85 figure that's comparable to the FY-86 
figure on page 2 of your line item thing for both the economic 
= the aaah the total 151 and total 152 lines? Do you 
ve that 


MR. DERHAM: I have the ‘85 request level here. €1 
Salvador DA request was $80 Million; ESF $210 million; PL-480 
Title I, $44; Title II, $7; IMET $1.5; FMS (Concessional) $15; 
MAP $116, for a total of $473.6. That's our ‘85 request. 











~ 2 Jia. 
Q A follow up on El Salvador, there were stories 


about the requests going to 200 million. Is that true? I . 
don't read that from the chart? 


MR. DERHAM: The chart -- 


Q It looks like $200 million in military aid for 
next year. 


VOICE: Military (inaudible) 


MR. MCNAMARA: No, that's not correct. The figures 
for military is MAP 131 and ESF, which is Economic Support 
Fund, which comes under Security Assistance of 210, so the 
figure for Military Assistance, strictly speaking, is the 131 
for FY-86. Is that the number you wanted? 


Q Is that a change? The Kissinger Commission 
endorsed the $200 million figure, and there were stories saying 
it would be 200,000,000 instead of 128, and the White House 
said, “Yes, that's right. About 200 million." But that's not 
right. It's not 200 million; it's less than thet. 





MR. MCNAMARA: Yes, if you're talking about MAP, 
Military Assistance. 


Q Military Assistance. 

Q Going back to Israel, will the decision on the 
Economic Assistance be made before Congress votes on the bill, 
or after there is a supplemental, or some other way? 


MR. MCNAMARA: I just don't know at this point. [Ihe 
talks are still going on so -- 


.Q Do you have any idea of what kind of timeframe 
you're talking about? 


MR. MCNAMARA: I hope very rapidly. 


Q Going back to El Salvador a little bit, are you 
planning a 1985 Supplemental? 


MR. MCNAMARA: No. Wo plans for an FY-85 -- Oh, 
Excuse me. FY-85 supplemental? 


Q F-85 supplemental. 
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MR. MCNAMARA: Mo. 

Q How about ‘867? 

MR. MCNAMARA: ‘86 either. 

Q Will you rule it out completely. or no plans? 

MAR. MCNAMARA: Well, obviously, we keep Central 
America under close curveillance and watch developments, but 
there are no plans. 


Q Can you flesh out a little bit this Special Funds 
for the Andean countries? 


AR. MCNAMARA: Special Funds? It's not Special Funds; 
it's simply that in the past, we've given them relatively low 
levels of ESF, and there is now a new initiative that is 
reflected in the FY-86 figures --* 

Is it 60 million for -- 

VOICE: 70, total. 

MAR. MCNAMARA: 70 total, right. 70 total, with -- 

Here I have the figures by countries, by the three 
countries: Peru, ESF of 45; Ecuador of 15; Bolivia 10 for 
FY-86. All Economic Support Fund. 

Q And one other thing on Peru, is this correct to 
assume that you're doubling military aid to about 18 million 
from 9 million? 


MR. MCNAMARA: That's correct. It's going up from 9 
to 18.3.** 


Q Can you give me another comparative figure, the 
total for africa on FY-85, for both 151 and 152 please? 


Mr. MCNAMARA: Africa? Let's see. 152 is 681.5 and 
151 is 583.8. 


* we have not given these three countries any ESF in the past. 


** Military Assistance for Peru has gone from $9 Million to 
$286.3 Million. 














Q Those are the ‘85 figures? 


MR. MCNAMARA: Oh, were you asking for ‘85? Sorry. I 
thought you wanted ‘86. 


No, I don't have -- 


te 


Do we have ‘85 figures -- 151-527 
STAFF: (Inaudible) 


MR. MCNAMARA: We can get it for you afterwards. 
We'll just have to dig it out. 


Do you have it there? 
VOICE: Yes. 
MAR. MCNAMARA: O.K. We don't have to dig it up. 


VOICE: The ‘85, 151 total for Africa is 557.452: and 
the 152 is 594.051. 


MR. MCNAMARA: Can you talk louder, Skip? You're not 
at a mike. Lean onto a mike so that -- 


SKIP: Africa, '65, 15] total, 557.452; 152 total, 
594.051. I apologize for all the 5's. 


(Laughter) 


Q Even as we speak, Egyptian Foreign Minister Abdel 
Meguid is on his way here along with a couple of other 
Egyptians to press their claim for their request for at least a 
$1 Billion increase over current figures, and then, of course, 
President Mubarak is coming later. 


fre you shutting the door on that request, because I 
noted that you've left the Israel one open, and you've 
recommended a ESF figure for Egypt. Does that mean that's all 
they're getting? 


MR. MCNAMARA: That means that is west we're planning 
for Egypt for FY-86. 


Q You leave the room for a Supplem.atal or an 
increase? 


MR. MCNAMARA: No, we're not planning any 
Supplementals or any increases at this time. 
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the big budget book it mentions the Sahel 

to be merged with some other unidentified 
account, and that $10 million is going to go to pay cargo costs 
to support the Maritime industry? Can you explain all that? 


mR. DERHAM: Those are two questions. The Sahel 
account has been traditionally separated out as a separate 
line. It is part of development assistance; we treat it as 
development assistance. In this budget, rather than separating 
it as a separate line, we have reflected the Sahel projects 
under Agriculture, under Population and the like. So that's 
the difference being made in terms of the presentation of the 
budget. 


The cargo preference -- the note in the budget on 
cargo preference simply sets on the record the cost, the extra 
cost which we estimate the cargo preference provisions to 
impose upon our assistance. In effect, our cargo preference 
laws require that U.S. bottoms be used for 50 percent of our 
food shipments, and that obviously increases the cost of 
shipment of the food. 


Q Can you give me comparisons between the ‘85 Sahel 
account «% what would be in the Sahel account in ‘86 if -- 


AR. DERHAM: Yes. 

Q The ‘85 appropriations. 

MR. DERHAM: The ‘85 Sahe] account -- 
STAFF: 97.5 million. 


MR. DERHAM: 97.5 million. And we're what, 865 this 
year? 60.5 this year. 


Q I don't want to tax you, but could you give us an 
idea , for instance, on Egypt, how much of this is a grant and 
how much of it is a loan? In other words, there have been 
major differences -— You know, Israel is all grants, so by way 
of comparison? 


and if you can go beyond that to countries like 
Pakistan, I'd appreciate it, unless it appears some place that 
I don't -- 


MR. DERHAM: It doesn't. I'm going to have to rely on 
my staff. 
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Do we have it? Any 1oan in Pakistan? 
Q Well, coulld I, at least -- 


+ MR. DERHAM: Egypt is grant; part of Pakistan as well 
: and we can -—- 


Q Is it all grant? 

Q Military and economic? 

AR. DERHAM: Military, I don't know about. 

Q Well, what about military? Is Egypt all grant? 
AR. MCNAMARA: Yes. Forgiven loans. 

Q All across-the-board? 


Q Could you give us some idea on the other 
countries? On the military assistance, how much of it is grant 
and how much of it is so-called concessional? 


MR. MCNAMARA: I think you have a piece of paper here. 
Q Do we have it in here? 


MR. MCNAMARA: If you look at your total< on the final 
page, under 152, the grant is the MAP, the FMS(C) column is 
Foreign Military Sales, Concessional terms, and the FMS(T) 
column is Foreign Military Sales, Treasury rates, and that will 
give you = break up. and then follow those columns up by 
country, and you will see what each country is getting in each 


category. 


Q As I read it, you are doubling military 
assistance to the Philippines. What will that buy? What will 
that provide for? 


MR. MCNAMARA: Well, what we are doing in the 
Philippines is, we are continuing with our program, and the 
program levels, as I said, that we had expectec to have for the 
Philippines, but which were changed by the Congress to 
emphasize the economic. The doubling in the case of the 
Philippines simply brings that back into line with the program 
or the planned military assistance that we had anticipated 
giving them in FY ‘85. 


If you recall, the continuing resolution moved $45 
million that we had anticipated in military assistance into the 
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category of ESF. We are now going back to the same ESF levels 
that we had wanted in FY ‘85, $95 million, and we are taking 
the additional and putting it into military assistance to try 
and get back to not quite where we were before the 
Congressional change, but to move us in that direction. We are 
not -- 

Q What types of assistance will that buy? 

MR. MCNAMARA: Pardon? 

Q What types of assistance will that be? 

MR. MCNAMARA: You mean what will it be used on? 

Q Yes. 

MR. MCNAMARA: That remains for us to discuss with the 
Philippines. We don't even have the money and won't have it 
until next September. 

Q Another clarification, if I may -- 

Q The (C) means concessional -- 

MR. MCNAMARA:  Concessional rates. 

Q "Concessional” means forgiven? 


MR. MCNAMARA: No, no. It means concessional rate of 
interest. : 


Q Cheap, low interest. 

MR. MCNAMARA: Lower -- a subsidized rate, lower than 
-- and (T) is Treasury rate, which is whatever the going rate 
is. 


Q But you have the military aid figures for Israel 
and Egypt, for example, under concessional rates. 


MR. MCNAMARA: That's right, but that -- 
Q Does this mean that it is then forgiven -- 


MR. MCNAMARA: Those are the only two that are 
forgiven, so, in fact, that is a concessional rate. 


Q Right, so everybody else would either be under 
MAP or else it is a reduced rate of interest. I mean if -- 











af? 


MR. MCNAMARA: Everyone else that has a figure listed 
under the FMS(C) is, in fact, getting a concessional rate, but 
there will be an interest payment. 


Q But they have a repayment, right. 
MR. MCNAMARA: They do, Fight. 


Q In other words, anything outright for the other 
countries is under MAP. 


MAR. MCNAMARA: Is under MAP, correct. 


Q Back to the Philippines, the total for the 
military and ESF for the Philippines is $195. I had thought 
that the annual figure for the Philippines was supposed to be 
$180 a year over five years. Is there an actual increase over 
the base amounts? 


MR. MCNAMARA: There is an increase of $15 over last 
year, correct. 


Q Is chat to make up for the shortage last year? 


MR. MCNAMARA: That is to give us more on the military 
side without cutting back on the ESF. The ESF will remain as 
we had planned it a year ago, $95. 


Q Getting back to security assistance, you 
mentioned that $1 billion represented deferral of planning for 
Israel and yet there is about $2. -- a total of about $2.1 
billion difference between this year's request and last year's 
request, according to the President's budget proposal. 


Could you explain what that additional $1 billion is 
there? I believe it has to do with foreign military credit 
sales, guaranteed loans. 


AR. MCNAMARA: No, I am not sure I understand the 
question. We are $1 billion below. 


Q I know that, but according to the book there, it 
is over $2 billion below, according to the President's proposal 
there. You have accounted for $1 billion of it, but where is 
the other $1.1 or $1.6 billion, I've forgotten which? Look at 
the difference in the figures in security assistance there, 
Fiscal ‘85 and ‘86. 


MR. MCNAMARA: What page is that? 
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Q It is International Affairs, the first table, and 
the authority, budget authority. 


VOICE: I think the answer to that question is the way 
the budget is going to try to present formally off dudget 
entities, and budget authority is kind of differently for 
off-budget items than it is on-budget, and what you are seeing 
here on the tables for the first time is the commitments, 
foreign military sales commitments, that were authorized in 
prior years in the FFB that will be drawn down in this 
particular budget year. So it is basically an accounting 
difference rather than an appropriation level or program level 
difference. 


It is very confusing. There was a great deal of time 
spent in trying to put that in a way that people would 
understand it. I am not sure that we succeeded in doing so. 


Q Will you tell us, please, what the increase is in 
the aid levels for Honduras? 


MR. MCNAMARA: You mean, “increase” meaning what it 
represents, is it an increase over ‘85? 


Q ‘85, yes, sorry. 


MR. MCNAMARA: Let's see. Honduras, we have got in 
security assistance, '85 was $61.3 MAP. $61.3. 


Q Right. 


MR. MCNAMARA: And ESF, $75. And you have the figures 
for this year, $87 and $80, respectively. 


Q A quick question on Greece and Turkey, and save 
me looking something up, is it in proportion, and you know, is 
it in that proportion Congress wants required, and does that 
apply to how much comes free and how much has to be paid back? 


MR. MCNAMARA: There is -- well, it all has to be paid 
back. There was never any agreement to a proportion. We have 
always tried to maintain the balance in the Eastern 
Mediterranean, but that we consider to be a military balance 
and not an economic or a fiscal balance. With respect to the 
second part of your question, I think you were referring to 
whether or not concessional versus -- 


Q For Turkey it looks like a free ride and Greece 
has to pay something back. 
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MR. MCNAMARA: Yes. We have not this year -- the 
difference is that this year we are not proposing concessional 
terms for FMS for Greece because the economic indicators don't 
show a need for that, for Greece. 


Q I'm sorry, just let. me -- you moved Greece two 
columns, though, right? And then they are in the -- aren't 
they in the normal loan? They are not in the -- Turkey is scot 
free, Greece is even concessional, it is under Treasury, 


right? What brought you to that thinking? Is Greece healthier 
this year? 


MR. MCNAMARA: No. Turkey is not -- I don't know what 
you mean by “Scot free.“ Do you mean it is all MAP? 


Q Turkey is MAP. 
MR. MCNAMARA: No, it is not. It's also -- 


Q The security assistance. A lot of itis. I 
don't mean ali of it. I'm sorry. 


MR. MCNAMARA: $230 of it is MAP, and $345 of it is 
FMS concessional. 


Q Right, but Greece pays for everything at the 
Treasury rate. 


MR. MCNAMARA: $210 of it is at the Treasury rate, and 


that is correct. Greece pays at the Treasury rate for all $500 
of its. 


Q Does it have anything to do with the politics of 
the Greek Government? 


MR. MCNAMARA: No. It has to do with our estimate of 
the economic indicators and conditions presently existing in 
those two countries. 


Q Can I ask two questions about Africa? I see in 
Mozambique in MAP, you have gone up to $3 million. Is the $1 
million that was announced the other day going to be part of 
the FY ‘85 supplemental, and then this is the next amount, the 
$3 million? 


The second question I have is regarding Sudan, whether 
you are boosting ESF significantly beyond levels Congress 
approved last year, which was $90, I believe. 











MR. MCNAMARA: For? 
Q ESF, for Sudan. 





MR. MCNAMARA: For Sudan. 
Q Yes. 


MR. MCNAMARA: Well, let me answer the second part. 
Sudan, the ESF is down with respect to FY ‘85. 


Q In your request or what Congress approved? 


MR. DERHAM: Congress did not impose a line item on 
Sues" . 


VOICE: Except by one. 

MR. DERHAM: Our request last year was $120. Our 
actual operating budget when we established it is $114. Our 
request for next year is $150. 


MR. MCNAMARA: And with respect to Mozambique, that $3 
is in addition to the $1, the $1 million. 


Q On the £1 Salvador military aid, how does the 
$342.6 compare to ‘85? 


MR. MCNAMARA: How does -- 7? 


Q How does the total for this year compare to last 
year on military aid to El Salvador? The total this year, it 
says, it $342.6. 

MR. MCNAMARA: Which column is this? 

Q That is the total 152, military. 

MR. MCNAMARA: Right. 

Q For El Salvador. 


MR. MCNAMARA: Oh, for El Salvador. I didn't hear the 
"El Salvador" portion. 


El Salvador, we had, last year, MAP of --— an FMS 
concessional which totalled $127. something -- and this year it 
is all MAP at $131. 
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MR. DERHAM: Let me amplify, if I may. You referred 
to the 152 account as military. It is security. And on the 
aid side, we consider the ESF to be economic assistance and the 
economic portion of that 152 account is $210 million, so a 
substantial amount of it is economic. 


Q Is the $210 new, or was that in the economic part 
last year? : 


MR. MCNAMARA: $210 was $195 last year, and it has 
gone to $210. In effect, we have security assistance, two 
categories. One is straight military and the other is security 


assistance; that is, economic support funds, therefore economic 
in nature. 


Q What was the MAP last year? 

MR. MCNAMARA: €E1 Salvador last year, the MAP was 
$111.75,. and concessional loans were $15, giving us a total of 
basically $127. 

MR. CARLSON: We just have time for one more. 


Q Could you give me an indication of '85 figures 
for Tunisia? 


MR. MCNAMARA: Pardon? 
Q An indication of '85's figures for Tunisia? 
MR. MCNAMARA: In what, in all categories, or -- ? 


Q I am not sure whether it is in security 
assistance or MAP, but the total seems bigger than last year. 


MR. MCNAMARA: I'1l give you the figures. Last year 
for FMS Treasury rate for Tunisia, we had $25; concessional 
rates, $25; MAP was $15, and ESF was $20. 


MR. CARLSON: Thank you, very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:03 p.m.) 
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DR. BIGKANEM: I've testified to the Joint Bconosic 
Committee on the econosic out ané of 
President. 


I think that there's been aaple discussion of 
economic outlook. I1'11 be prepared to respond to questions of yours 
in that erea; but let se now just very briefly summarise the focus of 
our Annual Report. 


Chapter one of the Report integrates our 
Review and Outlook chapter with e discussion of the s and the 
principles guiding the sedaini pol 


ees Se ee eee ee ae > area 
are some guidance or sone ions for the of 
Pocus 


policy, most importantly the lowing: primarily on M-1, 

rather than the brosder aggregates of soney and credit. Second, 

making the base for each new year's target range the sid-point of the 
they happen to end up. 


& expressing the target range as @ band, rather than « 
» in order to, in this case, increase the flexibility of the 
federal reserve in the early part of the year. 


These changes, given where the money stock is at the 
moment, would make the soney stock right on path, would not require 
any restraint or acceleration by these standards. 


i . ther than t wherever 
es valde bo eleseening tan ents 


The firet pays epecial attention to monetary 
policy and suggests whet has been a progressive reorientation over 
yoy from focus on fiscal policy to @ focus on sonetary policy 
as the dominant policy instrument that effects totel demand in the 
econony . 


Chapter two eddresses the primary relations between the 
federal budget and the economy, the effects of the economy on the 
budget, more importantly, the effects of the budget on the economy. 
Makes the case that there is no way to avoid either present or future 
tezation for current level of government services. They sust be 
financed by taxes sooner or later, that the deficit will have very 
Gifferent effects on the economy, depending og -- or reducing the 
Geficit will have very different effects on the econday, depending 
upon how it is reduced. \ 


The third chapter ise our traditional review of the 
relationship between the United States and the rest of the world, 
focusing on the -- how the trade deficit developed, what are the 
consequences in the United States and abroad of our trade deficits 
and the consequences of reducing our trade deficits by different 
means as well. 


We have three, I think, rather interesting special topics 
addressed in the Report this year, the first on health status and 








who Go remain in the work force. 


The remaining financial distress the elderly is 
primarily associated with two conditions. One is low income prior to 
retirement, just the general charecteristics associated with 


speci 
husbands, with some discussion of the pol 
-- of those conditions. ‘ 


The final Se a special ic, is on the market for 
corporate control sddress kL highly visible, publicised 
contested take-over bids, record of sergers and sitions, the 
effect of these transactions on the economy and the ma policy 


Our conclusion is that there iy | ien*t such reason to 
worry about bidder techniques, but that there is reason to worry 
about some of the techniques by target company sanagement, but that 


Sen Gaal cioe make Tie onakee ton tnd ie 
court cases under state lew, rather than federal regulation. 


Let ge leave you with that and respond to your questions. 


Q Two things I think are striking, which -- could use 
a better eee for. First, what you talk about in teras of 
monetary policy and the effect that the Fed had on Ceepening the 
recession and your justification for that. And, second, there seens 
to be « ewitch this in emphasis on -- away from blaming the 
Geficit for the continued high real interest rates to blaming the 
Gepreciation allowance on the changing -- business investment and -- 


DR. MIGKANEM: Well, the first issue is -- what have been 
the consequences of monetary policy in the lest four rs. 


The rate of growth of the soney supply wes reduced « good 
bit more rapidly in 1961 and 1962 than we hed anticipated at the . 
beginning of the administration. 


In retrospect, that has worked out fine, in the sense 
thet inflation has come down rather faster than we expected as well. 


At the tise, bringing inflation -- bringing the soney 
MORE 
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If it were the deficit that were driving high interest rates, you 
not high investsen 


Q Well, would that lead you to advocate certain 
changes in the taz law? 


-- the question of the deficit and the budget sust 
be financed by tazes sooner or later? 


DR. NISKANEN: That's correct. 

Q And what do you sean by that? 

OR. MISKANEN: There is no way to evoid ultimate taxation 
for current services, including the tax of inflation. 
Bor rowing y just puts off the tise in which the taxes have to be 
raised. 

Q So you're saying ultimately we must raise the taxes? 

OR, MISKAMEN: Ultimately we have to finance current 
government servies out of either current taxes, future taxes, or « 
reduction of future government services. In other words, the 
constraint is -- for any given spending path, it ultimately has to be 
financed by tazation, including the rather distortive effects of the 
inflation tax. 

Q Are you at odds with the President on that? 

OR. WISKANEN: I hope not. 


Q Well, he's telling us, “No, no, no” on taxes. 
You're saying ultimately we sust. 


DR. NISKANES: Wo, no -- I -- 
Q Reduce government services -- 


DR. NISKANEN: Reduce government spending growth. My 
goodness, don't increase taxes. 


Q Well, I's sorry, but you just said y you sust 
increase taxes. Wow, you're saying the opposite, don't increase 
tazes. , 


MR. FITEWATER: I've been through this, but, just for « 
point of clarification -- 


Q Let him ask the question. 


Q He's going to have to stand on his own two feet. 
(Laughter .) 


DR. NISKANEN: Look -~- 








DR. NISKANEN: We're suggesting thet that base for the 
1965 range be the mid-point of the prior year rare in the fourth 


ter. The difference as to where start «wt in this case is 


S billion -- is that were encour them to increase the 


starting point for their 1985 range by $5 billion, to make it equal 


to the si int of their 1964 range. 


Q And what does that do? What is the oractical effect 


you ere seeking to achieve? 


DR. NISKANEN: The practical effect of the combinetion of 


these seasures is that, at the soment, these measures, the 


Boney 
stock is right on track. their existing prectice, the M-1 stock 


is a good bit higher than it new target range. 


Q Bill, how do you feel about proposals to lessen the 


independence of the Fed? To make it sore tied to the -- a> 
administration? : 


DR. MISKANEN: Well, I think thet we should seriously 
think about seasures of that nature, and we ere. It is -— I's not 


yoy ready to judge what of those types of measures are likely 
table. Chairman Volcker gt ey suggested that it 
tera 


would probably be appropriate to sake the Fed Chairman 


coincident with the President, maybe with « l~-year »- Am@ I think 


that’s a likely sort of change that ought to be considered. 
Q Anything elee that would be sore? 


DR. NISKANEN: Well, thet it is something that -- 


I'm not convinced yet that the particular s will heve an 
enormous smount of effect. For ° of the 
Treasury sat on the Federal Open Market Committee until 1936. In 
other words, all through the great depression. 


Q Well -- (leughter) -~- case dismissed. 
DR. MISKANEN: Having the a of the Treasury on 


the Open Market Committee at least waeen't sufficient to assure good 


econcaic policy. It might have helped, but et least it ween't 
MORE 
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OR. NISKANEN: I have not perticipeted in an 


Q Bill, I*¢é like to get back to this question of 
tazstior, perhaps one gore time -- 


DR. NISKAKES: Yes, Bart? 
Q You say that federal debt -- “we can't have « 


contirecvs ‘ccreese in the sige of the federal debt relative to *+: 
size of the economy.” Is there a trigger point where the size of tne 


sense that -- if I could make «a credible case that there's cliff out 
there, there'd be no problems of ising this town to take the 
actions in the deficit. probles -- the political 


of the deficit is that it's like «a slow-ecting, but 
ially lethal cancer -~- oS oe ae” ae oo 
“out there” rather than now. And that's, frankly, x 2 t hes been 
so hard to get this town energized to pay attention to deficit. 


Q Can I follow up on that, Mr. Niskanen? 
Q But why do you think it satters? 


OR. NIGKANEN: Well, it matters for two reasons. One is 

that the consequences of the deficit on the federal budget are really 

ite obvious -- is that we're adding $20 billion of outlays per year 
ust for interest peyments. Wow that $20 billion of increase in 
interest peyments per year, if not quite that high, means that we are 
either squeezing out ems in wh the total size of the eeegeete 
like Veterans and Agr ture and so-forth, is equal to $20 billion 
i a: oa like that. Of, we'ce having to -- or 
we're : ing to future tax iiabilities by roughly that same amount, 
not quite. 


The effects on the federal budget are —— 

G@ramatic and clear. The effects on the economy of the icit are, 
frankly, such less clear. My reading of the evidence is that there 
is -- crowding out of investment by Americans somewhere in the 
world. But thet the particular t of investment that is 

crowded out has not been at ali over time. And that it does 
not look es if there's « Gollar-for-dollaer crowding out of private 
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$175 billion budget deficit. 
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arithmetic. I wonder if you're setting the stage for some 
blame-laying if this budget doesn't pass? 


DR. NISKANEN: I am an economist and am not specialized 
in blame-placing. Somebody else has to do that. 


Q Marlin? (Laughter.) 
Q --follow up, follow up? 
Q The President? 


Q Do you notice 20 and 24 are in the President's 
budget. He doesn't even get down to 20 in 1990. 


DR. NISKANEN: Yes. 


Q And next year he only goes slightly before 24 
percent of spending of GNP. And I'm wondering what -- you talk about 
the next five years -- what are you talking about as far as -- 


DR. NISKANEN: Well, the first priority is that we have 
to get the debt off an explosive path. Right flow, the debt is 
growing faster than the economy. The Pres t's budget meets that 
and -- the debt to GNP ratio stabilises in the ‘86 to ‘88 period. 


Subsequent decisions on reducing the deficit should be, I 
think, addressed primarily to the issue of how such we want to 
improve saving investment in the United States. And once that debt 
to GNP ratio stabilizes, we'll have the luxury of addressing that 
other issue, but at the moment we don't. And the debt at the soment 
is on an explosive path. It just can't be continued. 


Q Bill, the President is -- 


Q What about the President's argument that the reining 
in spending sy stimulating the economy, the growth in the economy 
will eventually reduce the deficit or -- 


DR. NISKANEN: Well, growth plus spending restraint looks 
like it has the potential of substantially reducing the deficit. But 
it takes formal decisions, it takes hard choices to achieve that. 
It's not going to be achieved by growth itself. 


Q What if something isn't done to contain this 
explosive -- the debt which is on an explosive path or the deficits 
which are like a cancer? What if it isn't done? What happens to the 
economy in the next few years? 


DR. NISKANEN: There is a progressive crowding out of 
investment somewhere in the world. It would make it harder to reduce 
our trade deficit. It would make it harder to maintain a given level 
of private investment in the United States. 





Q Cause a recession? 


DR. WISKANEN: Wo, I don't think that it would cause a 
recessisr.. Sut it's very likely to mean that our capital stock and 
our real income would not be as high in some future years it would 
otherwise be. 


Q Bill -- 
Q Inflation, would it -- 


DR. MWISKANEN: There is a -- always a potential. Once 

ts to be very big, there is a great temptation to inflate 
because it's -- the rnment's potential to absorb resources by 
inflation is a function of how such debt is out there. And if 
there's an awful lot of debt out there, there is more temptation to 
inflate than would otherwise be the case. 


Q -- very big now? 


DR. NISKANEN: As it turns out -- It is very big now. 
But, as it turns out, on a short-run basis, except in wartime, there 
really hasn't been such of a relation between government borrowing 
and soney creation. 


Q Bill, Defense Secretary Weinberger has said that if 
you cut defense spending it could, in fact, increase the deficit, 
rather than decrease it. Is there something about the nature of 
Gefense spending as compared to other kinds of government spending 
which makes it more helpful in terms of dealing with the deficit? 


DR. NISKANEN: There is historical evidence that 
unexpected increases in defense spending increase total output in 
this country. And, conversely, unexpected declines reduce total 
output. 


Now, that -- those findings, however, are specific to 
wartime conditions, when the amount of spending is driven by external 
circumstances. It is much less clear that that same kind of 
phenomenon would be true of programmed, planned changes in défense 


spending. 


Q So in these current conditions, it'd be no 
indication that cutting defense would be any more haraful to the 
economy and, therefore, to the deficit than cutting any other kind of 


spending. 
DR. NISKANEN: That would be my judgment. 


Q Are you saying, in retrospect, that the soney crunch 
was excessive and was not worth what we achieved in terms of 
controlling inflation and that something different would have been 
Gone, if the administration had more control over Fed policies? 


DR. NISKANEN: Wo. In retrospect, we can just take what 
the outcome was. Inflation has come down faster than we anticipated; 
but we also had a more severe recession than we anticipated. The 

growth in 1981 came down faster than we had anticipated in 
1981. The Economic Report -- the program for economic recovery in 
February 1981 asked the Fed to reduce the rate of the money growth by 
one-half by 19866 from its 1980 rate. They did it in 19861, basically. 


Now, I understand how that happens, in the sense that 
it’s -- you don't often have a consensus for getting inflation under 


control. And they may very well have said that 1981's going to be 
the year -- 


Q Is it good policy or bad policy? 

















DR. MISKANEN: If we had had sore control, we would not 
have reduced goney grovth as rapidly as it was reduced in 1981. 


Q@ On takeovers, you there’s not a ——— with the 
bidd tactics. But is there a with marshal -- is there 
a for the economy with marshalling that such credit? 


DR. MISKANEN: Wo, the credit is channeled through the 
poms ty In other words, sergers, although they involve a lot of 
credit to accomplish, don't absorb credit. In order to actually use 
the nation's credit, you have to build plants and equipment and so 
forth. Mergers pass credit through one institution to the next. 
They don't really absorb the nation's credit. 


The real resources that are absorbed by all this serger 
and ecquistion activity are lawyers and financial planners and so 
forth. And they're very well paid. 


Q What about the argument that these resources are 
being put to no productive use in the economy? 
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DA. WISKANEA: Wo, no, no -- they're enormously 
productive in the sense that the well-being of the stockholders of 
both the target company and the acquiring company are typically 
increased significantly by such activities. And that can only happen 
if the activity itself leads to a sore viable organization than 
before the merger. 


Q Sir, who's going to be head of the C.E.A? 


DR, NISKANEN: (Laughter.) I don't have the vaguest 
idea. P 


Q What are your plans? 
DR. NISKANEN: I have made a commitment to complete the 
Economic Report, and, at the rc st of Mr. Baker and Mr. Regan, to 


present the first round of testimony. And I have no plans beyond 
thet. 


Q I mean, you're not leaving to go back -- 


Q If you could address yourself to the issue of 
bail-outs which you mentioned in your report -- 


Q Could we just follow up on this for a second? 
DR. NISKANEN: Let's complete this issue. Just @ moment. 


Q I mean, are you going to be here tomorrow, or the 
next day? I mean -- 


DR. NISKANEN: I will be here to complete the first round 
of testimony which is -- 


Q This week? 


DA. WISKANEN: <-- the latest one that I've accepted is 
the 19th. 


Q You mean you have no Cnair to which you must return 
as an obligation to that Chair? (Laughter.) 


DR. NISKAWEWU: I have a very forgiving Dean who does not 
require me to report on schedule. 


Q Would you remain if a new person is brought in? 
. NISKAHEN: Wo, 
Would you like the job? 


DR 

Q 

DR. NISKANEN: I would like the job. 

Q Okay -~ Marlin, take care of it. (Laughter.) 
Dr 


» NASKANEN: One question in the beck. 


Q Your report argues aguinst bail-out&, you say on 
pege 5 -- we've seen bail-outs -- big banks, end the question, 
really, are you advocating sort of Darwinism for the Little guy, and 
set the smail farmer go beliy up, but when it comes to chic 
corporations or banks, the governments going to be there to prop them 
up? 


DA. WISKANEWU: I'm not comfortable with bail-outs of any 
institutions. I think that there is an important role for the 
federal government to play to prevent bank runs, so that the failure 
of an individual institution does not weaken the general financial 








may 
Boonomists are generally critical of bail-outs, whether 
are of small businessmen or for small farmers, 
emall numbers of at Rp en omg very big businesses. This 
otherwise. 


Q You said at one time that the key will be whether it 
looks like there's going to be a progressive reduction of deficits 
over time. It's not clear to mse what you're saying that that's the 
key to -- what happens if it doesn't look that 


DR. WISKANEN: It's the key to whether the deficits will, 
at some future time, are either going to eee a signicant increase 
in tazes, or lead to inflation, or be monetised. 


Q Can I get back to a question that was asked earlier 
about whether changes are needed in the tax code? Citisens for Tax 
Justice put out a report last week that showed that the ations 
which the most use of the depreciation and other -- the rate 
of tax breaks, did the least investment. Does that give you any 
— — that there should be a change in at least that part 


DR. NISKANEN: That -- I's icious of that particular 
study. It was not really based upon act investment behavior. It 
was based on surveys, as I recall. And what we have found is -- 


Q It was a compilation of annual reports. 


DR. WISKAMEN: Well, the only way that you can make use 
of the investment incentives is to eithe. invest or to 7° through 
some kind of leasing operation. The fact that one particular y 
= the investment, within its own company, I think is kind 
of irrelevant. 


Q It wasn't one - It was 263 companies of the 
largest kind, and it's a very reputable organization. 


DR. WISKANEN: The ral evidence, however, is really 
very clear. Real business fixed investment, in real terms, increased 
16.6 percent in the last twelve months, in the last 4 quarters. 


Q Yes, but it dropped in each of three prior years, 
under the tax systes. 


as DR. NISKANEN: Wo, it increased very sharply in 1983 as 
well. 


Q Well, their point is -- if I may follow up -- is 
that under the existing tax code, with the accelerated eciation 
and the investment taz credit, and average increase was less than one 
percent, whereas in the 4 prior years, a6 I remember, it was about 6 
percent, on the average. \ 

DR. NISKANEN: Of what? 

Q Of increases, year-to-year. 

OR. NISKANEN: Increase of an -- 


Q In capital investment. 


GS 














DA. WISKANEK: Wo, nO, MO, nO. Tne aggregate evidence is 
really dramatic, it's that real business fixed investment now has a 
higher share of real GiP than at any time in the postwar years and it 
increased within one year 16.6 percent in the last twelve months. 


Q After having dropped in the prior -- well, I dor't 
want to argue with you. 


Q But isn't that -- 


DR. WISKANEN: Wo, no. There's no reason to argue about 
the facts. We can just look in the book for the facts. 


MR. FITZWATER: Sheila -- final question. 


In your estimation, is that because of the changes 
-- the eo. in the tax code or are there other -- is it -- 


DR. NISKANEN: Wo, I think it's a consequence of the 
combination of three things. One is the ‘81 changes in the tax code; 
second, the big reduction of inflation, because depreciation 
allowances are not indexed in our system; and third is the general 
recovery itself. Wow, those are, in some sense, mutually 
interdependent phenomena. 


If we had not had a general recovery, I wouldn't have 
expected anywhere near the amount of investment, no question about 
that. But the big investment has contributed greatly to the recovery 
as weil. Sut it's really the three things operating. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:40 A.H. EST 
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MR. BRIAN CARLSON: Good afternoon. This is a 
BACKGROUND briefing or a readout on the visit of French Foreign 
Minister Roland Oumas. It is ON BACKGROUND for attribution to 
a Senior Official of the Department. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I would just very quickly 
go down the issues that came up in the various meetings that 
the French Foreign Minister had here today and yesterday. Just 
to remind you yesterday in principal that was his meeting and 
lunch with the Secretary of State, and this — he met with 
the President. 


Break it down into several categories: First of all, 
East-West relations, obviously discussing the preparations for 
the Geneva negotiations, as well as the question of the 
Strategic Defense Initiative. The French are very interested — 
in our plans on that subject, and the Secretary of State not 
only briefed Monsieur Oumas on the subject, but we were able to 
provide an extensive technical briefing on Soviet activities in 
the area of strategic defense, as well as an explanation of our 
Strategic Defense Initiative, a briefing which people from the 
State Department as well as the Pentagon participated, 
including Lieutenant General Abrahamson, who is the head of the 
Strategic Defense Initiative office at the Pentagon. 


Another topic which came up, not unexpectedly, was 
Africa, both a discussion of northern Africa as well as 
southern Africa, Namibia questions. 


The third topic was Central America, including 
Nicaragua and Cuba. 


A good deal of time was devoted to the topic of 
terrorism, specifically growing concerns that we and the French 
have for the growth of a coordinated cooperative terrorist 
effort in Western Europe directed against the Alliance. 




















Monsieur Dumas' senior adviser is the former French 
ambassader te Moscow. so there was a good deal of discussion on 
internal developments in the Soviet Union. 


I think that is a pretty good summary of the various 
issues that came up. I'll very quickly be happy to take your 
questions. - 


Q Nothing was said on the Middle East? 


a There was some brief discussion on the Middle 
East and Lebanon. Sorry. 


Q And was there anything specific in that 
discussion about some sort of story that the French would be 
willing to supply some peacekeeping troops in the absence of 
‘Israelis in southern Lebanon? 


a Now that did not specifically come up. 


Q Could we talk about Chad? Are the Libyans out of < 
Chad finally now? Is that a settled issue? : 


a I'm not probably the best person to talk about 
it. It's my understanding, however, they are not out; that 
there is still a Libyan presence in Chad, but I would want our 
Public Affairs people here to check with the right people. 


Q But the French are out, however? 
a The French are out. 


Q When you talk about northern Africa, is that Chad 
specifically? 


a Yes. Chad as well as the northern tier of 
countries. 


‘Q On terrorism, do you get the impression that the 
French were reluctant to cooperate with the U.S.? 


a No. In fact, I would just point out that 
President Mitterrand has made a very strong statement on the 
subject of terrorism in the last two days. There were some 
quotes in a story in ST SCE Bac ert quoting 
Minister Dumas on the subject, and I think both on the subject 
of terrorism and the broader discussion that I can speak for 


the Secretary of State, he was quite satisfied with the results 
of the meeting. 




















LY There is a story this morning in T 
T in the Op Ed page. saying that Mr. Oumas = non —tert a 
$s meeting with all the heads of state of the alliance 
about the SOI. Will you have any comment? 





I can't confirm that story. 


(Continued on next page) 











Q On the Middle East, it is known, our differences 
between the French and the americans on how to attack the 
Middle East issue, were those differences ironed out or -- 


a No, and I don't think that -— while the subject 
of the Middle East came up. the discussion was not eatensive 
and I didn't detect any fundamental differences between the two 


sides in the discussion. i 
Q Was there any discussion on INF deployment? 


a I think there was an agreement by both sides that 
one of the factors that had led to the Soviet decision to 
return to the negotiating table was alliance solidarity. 


On the subject of INF deployment, Monsieur Dumas 
pointed out the strong support that President Mitterrand had 
given to INF deployment, and there was an agreement on the 
need, in the absence of a concrete agreement, to continue INF 
Geployment in Europe, including in Belgium and the Netherlands. 


Sere 


Q Oid he have any particular insights on the —- 
situation in Belgium and the Netherlands? 


a No, there is no real discussion of the internal 
situation in either country. 


Q Did we raise the issue of French military 
deliveries to Nicaragua, or did they offer to clarify it? 


A No. That was an issue that was troublesome in 
the past. It is not now a troublesome problem. 


Q Did you raise the questicn of New Caledonia? 


a Yes. The issue of New Caledonia was addressed 
but, again, very briefly. 


Q The whole thing was a brief thing, then? 


a No. If I were sitting where you were, I'd be 
talking about strategic defensive initiative. That's been the 
number one topic that the French have been talking about, and 
it's the issue that a great deal of time was spent addressing. 


Q What did he say? Was there concern over the 
delay? — 


a They have concerns on the strategic defense \ 
initiative. They are concerned, in particular, that the United 


| 

















States is on the verge of abandoning a policy of deterrence. 

We were able to reassure the French that this is not the case. 
That for the foreseeable future we will have to rely on a 
strategy of deterrence. That is, nuclear retaliation. But 
that we think it's only prudent and responsible to undertake a 
research effort which investigates the possibility of moving to 
amore stable form of deterrence. It would give a more 
prominent place for defense. 


I think that there was an agreement on the short-term 
necessity, at any rate, of maintaining strong offensive nuclear 
posture equal to that of the Soviet Union. So I think that 
while it's probably correct to say that there were many 
differences between the two governments, I think those 
differences were narrowed. And we committed ourselves to a 
continuing dialogue with the French and other Allied 
governments on the subject of a strategic defensive initiative, 
and pointed out that this month and next month we will be 
carrying consultations both here and in Europe with Allied 

teben megy on the question of the strategic defensive 
nitiative. 


Q How specificially were the differences narrowed, 
or do you mean that assurance that we weren't abandoning 
deterrence? 


a That's @ pretty important narrowing, I think, 
the fact that we are not talki about in the immediate future 
a reversal of a fundamental nuclear policy. We are 
investigating, in a research and development effort, the 
possibility of, in the longer term, replacing current strategy 
with a safer strategy. Sut I think that there were a number of 
technical questions that the Foreign Minister that we were able 
to answer in the context of this briefing that [ alluded to 
earlier. 


Q Is there any suggestion we might ask for their 
cooperation in the research? 


a That subject did not come up in the meetings, 
but we have said more generally that we're prepared to examine 
cooperation. It's not so much asking them to cooperate. It 
may be an interest on the part of their governments -- when I 
say “their,” the European governments -- in cooperating with us 
in the research and development and these technologies. 


Q Was it their feeling, like a lot of the 
scientific community here, that SOI just isn't practical? 


a No. I didn't hear that argument. 





as 














A) Their objection, then, is to the change of 
concept? 


a That's correct. They have their own nuclear . 
capability. nuclear deterrent capability. 


~ 


Q All right? 
a Thank you. 


(8riefing concluded at 2:16 p.= ) 

















10:15 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Let se just begin with 
this statement, end I'll read it quickly. = 


The Prime Miniseer of Australia, Robert Hawke, arriv@d in 
Washington yesterdsy, February Sth, to in an official working 
visit. Se will cessin in 4ashington until Ther afternoon, 
February 7th. Se will then proceed to New York Los Angeles where 
he will be Gelivering sédresses. The Prise Minister arrived from 
Brussels where he was conferring with the European Community. 


Last night the Prime Minister set briefly with Secretary 
Shultz, and then attended « dinner bosted by Vice President dus. 
This sorning he will meet with Commerce Secretary Seldrige, and 
Agriculture Secretary Block. He will ettend « luncheon hosted by the 
Secretary of State, and he will seet in the afternoon with Secretary 
of Defense Weinberger, Chairman Volcker of the Federal Reserve Board, 
and Secretary of the Treasury Beker. 


Tomorrow morning he will be meeting, I beliewe it's for 
an hbowr an @ half with Ambessasdor Paul Sitse, the Secretary of 
State's Special Adviser on sras reduction lations, alone with 
Kenneth Adelman, Director of the Aras Control and Disarmament Agency. 


Be will then have « second meeting vith Secretary Shultz 
and proceed to the White ‘louse where he will seet and attend « 
luncheon hosted by the President. We will meet with the President, 
excuse me, and then attend « luncheon hosted by the President. 


Those are the highlights of his schedule. The Prime 
Minister last met with the President here in Washington in June of 
198}. Ge last met with Secretary Shultz in Canberra in July, 1964. 


A teow words about Australia, and then I'll try to take 
questions. « regard Australia as an important partner in the 
Western community. Australia has the 9th lLergest GHP among OECD. 
nations, tanking just after the 7 Summit perticipents and Spain. 


Australia’s per capita GNP is appronimatiey equal to 
Japan's, and greater, for example, than that of France or the United 
Kingdom. Australia hes joined with us in four wars during this 
—— It hes been linked to us a6 an ally in the ANZUS Treaty 
since 1951. We cooperate on defense and work together at joint 
facilities important to arms control verification. Australia is one 
of the major perliamentary democracies in the entire East Asia 
Pacific region. In short, we are very good friends. 


Prime Minister Hawke's meetings here will ceflect the 
breadth of that relationship. In addition to discussions with the 
President and the Secretary, a8 I've outlined already, he'll be 
meeting @ wide rcange of Cabinet officials cesponsible for defense and 
economic affaeics as well as foreign policy. The subjects covered in 
those meetings will reflect the very great breadth of our official 




















re will inclode international security questions, economic 
issues, ver regional issues, anc arms control. 


Gne cbwicus subject will be be ANZUS, given the 
importance of the alliance to both our countries. The alliance is 
presentiy confronted with an extremely Jifficult question after New 
Zealend’s denial of port seccess to U.S. Nevel ships. And we believe 
thet close consultation with Australis, in the circumstances, is 


extremely isportant. 


. Bast-West relations and ares control will be covered in 
Getaeil. This is on eres in which Australia hes taken an active and « 
constructive cole, and one on which we consult closely. The 
proepects for the Geneva talks will be ceviewed in detail with 
Secretary Shultz, with Ambessedor Witze, and with the President. ¥e 
sent General Chein down to Sydney on January 10tm to give the Prine 
ao ny any Poreign Minister Hayden an extensive de-briefing on 
those talks. 


On the economic side, we anticipate general discussi 
of the state of our economy - 








as well 6s the Austrelian economy, and of the prospects of continued 
growth on both sides of the Pacific. We will also discuss various 


trade issues. 


In this regard, it's worth emphasizing the aagnitude of 
our economic relationship. It's $7.4 billion in two-way trade in 


1964 and it ns, a8 a matter of fact, to be one of the relatively 
by now care bilateral relationships where we are cunning at a 
surplus. 


Perhaps most impressive is the fact that U.S. direct 
investment in Australia now totals some $8 billion, @aking Australia 
the largest, number one, in East Asia in that category. And 
Australian investment this direction is also large and growing. 


Various regional foreign policy issues are likely to be 
addressed, including China, the Middle East, and Southeast Asia. 
This is a reflection of Australia's active and wide-ranging foreign 
policy, of its extensive contributions including in Southeast Asia 
and in the age force in the Middle Bast, and our 
long-standing habits of close consultation across the board. 

That consultation is even gore important to us this yeer 
in view of the fact that Australia is newly a member of the UN 
Security Council. 


It would be absurd to suggest that on all of these 
subjects we will find complete agreement. Inevitably, there will be 
Gifferences on specific issves in a relationship as broad and as 
intense as this one. But I would discourage exaggerating their 
Significance. We deal with differences when they crop up routinely 
and effectively. It's the mark of a mature and strong relationship 
between two long-standing allies. It's also a mark, I think, of 
Prime Minster Hawke's candor and the genuine high regard ir which 
he's held by President Reagan, by Secretary Shultz, and by other 
members of the Cabinet. He will be here among friends. 


I'll be glad to -- 


Q What are the -- what has Hawke told officials here 
about the prospects for Australian cooperation in MX testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I == we are in the 
middle of discussions on that so there -- I'm limited in what I can 
say. He talked about it with the Secretary last night. We, 
ourselves, have been aware of the controversy in Australia 
Surrounding it and ourselves have been looking at the availability of 
alternatives. 


That's all I can say at this point. We may have 
something further today, either from the State Department or from the 
Defense Department. We will definitely, if we get something further 
today, either from the State Department or from the Defense 
Department, we will definitely, if we get something further, announce 
it as quickly as possible. 


Q What is his view of the ANZUS -- the New Zealand 
crisis? What is the Australian point of view on the New Zealand -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you have to ask 
the Australians what their point of view is, and, obviously, that's 
something we will be discussing. We do know that they share our 
view, that these alliances are very important to, not only our mutual 
security, but to preserving the peace and to the prospects for arms 
control; and that it's important for allies to live up to their 
Obligations under alliances. 


Q Well, then, they don't have any bar against nuclear 
ships coming into ports? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no probles on 
that subject with Australia. 


Q Let me go beck to the MX. When you say, “looking 
for alternatives,” you suggest that we're going to work something out 
in this case, as to the New Zealand case, in which we've 
taken a very hard line in reaction to their cancellation. 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me first -- I's 
sorry to have to say this -- but I really can't say more about the Mx 
thing specifically, but as far as compar ng -- it's just -- there's 
no comparison between this and the issue nuclear ship visits. 


In the case of ship visits, we're talking about something 
that's really at the very core of our military interaction as allies. 
Ship visits are something that's absolutely essential to meeting our 
responsibilities in that region. They are a matter of long-standing 
practice, and as a matter fect, there is no ally, until New 
Zealand, that has denied our access for ships. It's a very 
fundamental part of any defense relationship, and it's particularly 
important in the case of Australia-New Zealand, given t in the 
region they're located, naval forces really are the key of all the 
forces that we cooperate in. So, for them not to be able to work 
together, for them not to be able to have access to the ports, really 

8 to the heart of it, just as, in a sense, for example, in a : 
ifferent context, our ground forces in Germany are very much at the 
heart of that U.S. German defense relationship. The Germans have 
nothing to do with MX testing. 


Q So the plane thing is not that important as lorg as 
ships can come in, and that goes for Australia, too? Ships that 
might be connected to the MX program and its sonitoring? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm saying that the 
question of participation in MX testing, which is something that's 
part of our global deterrence. It is part of our efforts to achieve 
areas control, and we believe strongly that this MX program is 
crucial, not only to maintaining stable deterrence, but to 
maintaining the prospect for armas control. 


But there are certain core obligations that allies have, 
that if those obligations aren't met, it's simply not possible to 
conduct an alliance effectively. I think one has to distinguish 
between that and a long range of other cooperation, where we will 
cooperate on some issues and on others we will manage ourselves. 


Q Can you explain the difference between our attitude 
toward Japan and our relationship there concerning visits by ships 
with nuclear weapons, and our attitude toward New Zealand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, I said we 
have had no problem with any ally on access for our ships to their 
ports -- that definitely in ludes Japan -- as we do elsewhere and as 
we would have to do in New Zealand. In the case of Japan, we can 
neither confirm nor deny whether there are nuclear weapons on board 
ships visiting Japanese ports. We have said repeatedly we understand 
the feelings of tie viwr people regarding nuclear weapons, and 
that we will observe all of our commitments under the U.S.-Japan 
Mutual Security Treaty and its related arrangements. 


The basic fact is we have been visiting Japan with ships 
of all kinds, most recently, in fact, with a nuclear-powered aircraft 
catrier, and we have not had problems. 

Q Will you be attesting -- 

On the MX issues, is this a situation where the 


Q 
Gecision is still being made, or where you've been given a decision 
and are now trying to reverse it? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, I's sayi we are in 
the middle of discussions and I's not going to comment until those 
@iscussions are completed. 


Q Can you just explain what you said about looking at 
alternatives? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I -- that’s all 
I*°1l say until we have gore to say. I's sorry. 


Q Will you be attempting to -- 


Q Bas the Australian government actually given you a 
"yes" on the plane flights? 


Q -- will P y- be at ing to forge a common strategy 
with Mc. Hawke in teres an appropriate response for dealing with 
the Hew Sealand question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, certainly one of 
the things we will be talking about is how to maintain our very close 
Gefense cooperation with Australia under ANZUS. We, a8 you know, as 
@ result of the denial of the request for the Buchanan to visit New 
Zealand -- withdrew from the exercise it had been scheduled, the Sea 
Bagle exercise -- as a result of our withdrawal, the Australians have 
cancelled the exercise. Clearly one of the things we would like to 
@iscuss with the Australians are other ways in which our forces could 
interect. That part of our relationship is not only fully intact, 
but as str as ever. And we've had nothing but excellent support 
from Australia in the ANZUS context. 


Q Had the Australian rnment previously given 
Washington the okay for those plane flights for the MX testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really want to stop 
with what I've said. We will try to have sore for you as soon as we 
can. 


Q Is the United States -- is the Reagan administration 
pressing to cut off the import of primary products from New Zealand 
-- forestry, diary products, beef, so forth -- there are several 
reports to that effect. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's absolutely 
wrong. We've said repeatedly that we ace sot in the business of 
sanctions. If New Zealand doesn't want t© be an ally, that doesn't 
mean it's become an enemy. New Zealand is still a friend of the 
United — We are not going to take economic retaliation against 
New Zealand. 


It is the case -- this distinction may be subtle, it's 
importent to realize, it's a very big difference. And it's been said 
repeatedly by people in Congress that frequently New Zealand has 
benefited, gotten special benefits, particularly in the legislative 
process, from the argument that New Zealand is an ally, a loyal and 
faithful ally, and deserves some special consideration. That's 
something that might well be affected. But that doesn't mean we're 
going to go out trying to figure out how to damage the New Zealand 


economy. 


Q If I can follow up -- if Senator Cohen holds 
hearings on his legislation, on his poposal -- will the 
administration testify against his move to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Depends on what his -- 
I'll wait until we have to testify. It depends on what, precisely, 
Senator Cohen is suggesting. And it will also depend on, 








I mean, we have some difficult questions to review cight now, and it 
will depend on what are answers to those are. 


3ob? 


Q Yes. Just to follow up the previous question -- in 
practical teras, what's the difference between -- you say you're not 
going to have sanctions -- but if Congress or if the Department of 
Agriculture and the dairy lobby decide they want to dump surplus of 
dairy goods and there's no counter pressure from the administration 
and they go ahead and do it -- isn't that, in practical terms, a 
sanction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that -- 
well, for one thing, it's not our practice to go about the world 
Guaping. I mean, we don't do that. We're free traders and dumping 
is a fora of exported protectionisa, if you like. In fact, we've 
been trying to deal with that practice as carried out particularly by 
countries of the European Community. We're trying to put an end to 
it, not to encourage it. a 

I can't deal with a lot of hypothetical “what-ifs*. My 
basic point is, we are not cut to punish New Zealand. It is also the 
case that where pleas for special consideration come up, and these _ 
have come up repeatedly in the past, the argument that New Zealand is 
@ loyal and faithful ally, which has been very useful in the past, is 
not available now. 


Q How does the U.S. view the viability of the ANZUS 
Alliance at this point? Do you -- is it gone as far as you're 
concerned because New Zealand is not living up to its commitments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely not. We have 
a very active ANZUS partner here in town with whom we will be 
discussing ANZUS matters. 


Q Did I understand that last sentence to be an 
implication that we might not get any special treatment on the land 
exports any longer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: knich kind of special 
treatment do you mean? 


Q Well, as I understand it, to get special treatment 
for land imports to the United States. ftiaybe I'm wrong. 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think if -- I'd like 
to keep this briefing on Australia if I can. There's an issue over 
land exports which is in the trade area and which really does have 
nothing to do with the Alliance. 





Q Can I ask a broader question? There have been a lot 
of stories about how this might kill ANZUS, might lead to a whole new 
alliance only with Australia and knocking out New Zealand. Are those 
-- is there any truth to those stories? Would it go that far? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think our basic object 
is to preserve ANZUS and to certainly preserve our ANZUS relationship 
with Austrialia, which is a very healthy one; not to increase the 
Gamage, but to limit the damage. Sut I can't say how our cooperation 
would be effected by what is obviously a failure of cooperation on 
New Zealand's prr* 


Q you explain why the U.S. decided to pull out of 
the ANZUS exerc yen the exercise was supposed to be in Australian 
waters and the visit after the exercise was over? I mean, what 
-~ was there any what was the reason, other than just to show -- 


to get some attention? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's more than that. I 
MORE 


e.g 








think we feel the basic part of this Alliance is the interaction of 
our naval forces, their ability to work together, to oractice. And 
it is part of that when that kind of exercise takes place, they ought 
to be able to visit the ports of this country 12,000 miles from the 
United States, with whom they've gone to exercise and who they might 

come to protect. And we feel we are not about to participate 
in an exercise where the country says, well, that's fine, but after 
it's over, your ships can't come in. 


Q How concerned are you that what hes happened in New 
Zealand, and if they get away with it, will embolden the anti-nuclear 
forces in Australia that are in Hawke's own party? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Australian 
debate and the New Zealand debate are -- obviously there is some 
spill-over, but I think they are different ones, they revolve around 
different issues and the political viewpoints in the two countries 
are fairly different. 


Our desire is to preserve the effective cooperation that 
we have with Australia and to restore as soon as we can effective 
cooperation in New Zealand. < 


MR. SIMS: Can we have about one more because we've got 
Senator Dole coming down shortly. 


Q New Zealand has «ind of argued that they'd lixe to 
be a part of ANZUS but not a nuclear part. Is there any role of that 
kind that you see? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- 


Q Is there any halfway ground here or do they have to 
be all or nothing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nell, we have been 
prepared to work to find halfway ground as long as we can essentially 
carcy out our responsibilities. And, as you «now, we waited six 
months before presenting them even with a request. I think it's very 
much up to them to find out whether there's some kind of halfway 
ground. But we cannot 














alter the worldwide posture of neither confirming nor denying whether 
our ships carry nuclear weapons on board. That is simply something 
that can't change, for very basic reasons. We can't start writing a 
textbook for the Russians about which ships do or do not carry 
nuclear weapons or when they are carrying nuclear weapons. 


P) May I follow up on that? Why -- 


MR. SIMS: All cight, this has got to be the last one, 
I*m@ sorry. 


Q Why is it? I mean, it's public knowledge which 
ships are nuclear capable and presumably gost of them are carrying 
nuclear weapons when they are deployed, so what's the big deal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you want to presume 
that, presume that, and if the Russians want to presume that, fine, 
but I'm not going to tell thea which ones do and which ones don't and 
when they do and when they don't. 


THE PRESS: Thenk you very such. - 


END 10:55 A.M. EST 

















PRESS BRIEFING 
BY 
SEMATE MAJORITY LEADER ROBERT DOLE 
AND 
BOUSE MINORITY LEADER ROBERT MICHEL 
The Briefing Roce 
11:05 A.M. BST 
MR. SPEAKES: I be to you the two gentlesen who 
esented the President with a birthday cake at the opening of the 
leadership meeting and sang “Bappy Birthday" led by Bob 
Bob Dole and others joining in. 
Q Where's the picture? 
MR. SPEAKES: We don't have one. Maybe we'll have a 
White House picture. We'll look at it. So, with that, the meeting 
lasted about an hour even and when they finish -- I'll get them on, 
and then I'll give you some President, some quotes of the President. 
Where are they? 
What about some cake? 
What about Stockman? Did he pop out of the cake? 


We want some cake. 


o ©o oO oo 


Now, let's see, could you sing it just like you did 
in there? 


Q Yes, let's see you -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Oh, he had to carry and sing both at the 
same time. He did a good job. (Laughter.) 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: It was on key. 
Q Did Stockman cop out of the cake? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, he was already seated, as I 
recall. 


SENATOR DOLE: He was very quiet. He gave a report. 
Q What can you tell us about the meeting, sir? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, we went over -- the President called 
on various members of the administration, David Stockman and Jim 
Baker and George Shultz and Cap Weinberger, to sort of indicate their 
views as he prepares for the State of the Union message and that's 
essentially the focus of the meeting, was what he'll sey tonight. 


Q Is there anything new he'll say that hasn't been 
sort of previewed in the budget and -- 


SENATOR DOLE: I don't believe so. I mean, he's 
obviously going to focus on certain areas, tax simplification and 
fairness, the budget deficits, SDI, arms control. But I don't know 
of anything -- 
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ton 
. Se) = simplification this year and give the 
broad outl of what be is going to recommend. Do you think that's 
? Is that politically -- 
SENATOR DOLE: Give the broad outlines? 


! 


Q No, enacting it this year. 
SENATOR DOLE: It's going to be very difficult. 
Q How difficult? Can you amplity - 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I can't for the House side but 
it just seems to me that we are involved right now in deficit 
reduction. We have the President's budget and a lot of reaction 
to it We're in the process, on the Senate side, of t to get 
tha. .. front -- not that we're opposed to siaplification or 
fairness but we don't know how we can do both at once. 


Q Do you think Mr. Stockman is going to stick around 
for very long as budget director? 


SENATOR DOLE: I hope so. 


Q Do you agree with his position that silitary 
pensions are an outrage? 


SENATOR DOLE: Did he say that? 
Q Words to that effect. 
Q Yes, a scandal. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I think David Stockman <-- and, 
again, you know, he's being very candid and very forthcoming in 
letting us know it's not a very easy thing we have to do and we're 
going to have to look at all these sacred cows, including some in the 
country, and I don't know whether -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wext to the presidency, he's got 
the toughest job in government to perform and, you know, the very 
nature of the job requires that you say some things in a public 
forum, frankly, that politicians are -- want to say, and there've 
been folks back to as far as I can remember on the Appropriations 
Committee, the Defense Subcommittee cn Appropriations, including 
President Ford, President Nixon, all of whom have had serious 
reservations in the past about the direction we were going in this 
whole pension area, because it is significant. . 

And while I can surely understand that Cap Weinberger, 
again this morning, making the point of how high morale is, how good 
recruitment is, how much stronger we are, and all the rest, that, 
yes, that's a good thing for recruitment. But by the same token, 
when you look at the figures and that $18 billion cost and the cact 
there's three-fourths of them retiring at the age between 386 and 42 


at 50 percent and then getting back in the private sector, building 
up Social Security, and all the rest, you know, it doesn't hurt to 
look at it long cange and to see cowld some modification be made to 
that. 




















ie} Well, @o you think -—- 
Q -- you're both giving bie « wote of confidence -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I think he was trying to get the 
eeneatien 66 Sie Setgeee® the ee See, Ses eee eaee ot 


I 
thet these people ought to teke their lumps just like 
businessman. Ho special subsidies. 


we 
appreciate -- I sean, that's demagoguery, isn't it? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I wouldn't say that, but I 
understand, as the CommanJter in Chief, he's al -- you know, 
you're always « such better commanding officer i ee troops below 
you always think that the boss and your senior officer's got your 
best interests at heart in any kind of situation, and I understand 
that. Bet I look at that Constitution and the role that the Congress 
has to play from time and time in providing for the common -- the 
national defense and setting force levels, and all the rest. We just 
can't divorce ourselves from that decision-making process. 


Q Did you get the feeling that Stockman was in hot 
water as he said -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I didn’t get that feeling. 
Q You didn't? 
SENATOR DOLE: We looked pretty good to me. I mean -- 


Q Well, it sounds like you two are backing his up. 
Really. Everything you've said -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I'm surely not shying away 
from my support of the budget director. As I said, it's the toughest 
job in government today. I wouldn't want it. There's no better 
person for the figures over these past four years than Dave Stockman, 
and I don't care who you bring in here from the private sector or 
whatever, it's a tough job to have to do the kind of work that he's 
had to do within the last four years to carry water for the 
administration on those tough figures and to face up to the Congress. 


Q And Senator Dole, how about you? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, if he needs support, I'1l be happy 
to support his. I don't envy David Stockman's position, but I think 
he -- he has to take the varnish off. He's going to make an impact 
on our side, on the Senate. He's going to have to get -- I told his 
this morning he was a little soft, frankly, but he's working on it. 
(Laughter .) 


So, you know, we've got a tough job out there and if Dave 
Stockman isn't willing to say it, then how are we going to react to 
it? So, now, he -- 











. Q Well, apparently Ronald Reagan isn't willing to say 
t. 


SEBATOR DOLE: Say --? 


Q Well, he's disassociating hiaself, in effect, by his 
statements this sorning froe both those -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Wo, I think they're consistent. 
Q What? 
Q Bow? 


Q Well, he said, for instance, in his statement that 
he understands and syupethised with the farmers” need to finance 


their crops. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, so does David Stockman. I don't 
think Stocksan's ever said -- we've have several seetiags with his on 
the fare, the plight of farmers. Se's not insensitive, but I think 
he also indicates that there are some ligits. Se hoped he sight be 
able to negotiate with all the fare state Senators and Bouse senbers 
@ contract, which I didn’t think was a very good ides but, on the 
other hand, he had sade his point. 


Q Senator, you said he was -- 
Q ~~ talking about the attention of Congress -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Why don’t we get a little sore orderly 
here? 


SENATOR DOLE: This is orderly. 


Q Compared to you -- 


Q You said he was trying to get the attention of 
Congress. Is he really trying to get the attention of the President? 
Is Ronald Reagan the only one who en*t know that some of these 
hard choices have to be sade? 


SENATOR DOLE: Oh, no, he was before a congressional 
committee, and I assume that they have their little discussions 
upstairs from time to time. 


Q Are you supportive of the new debt -- easing of the 
debt restrictions today that will be announced? 


SENATOR DOLE: Yes, and what we're doing there is taking 
money that was not used last September in @ program, where they would 
write down the principal, now they will write down the interest. 


Q And you supported the pro quid quo on fare supports 
for the new program coming up? 


SENATOR DOLE: I's — to reduce fara subsidies. I 
mean, I can't be very effective as a leader if I want to exenpt 
Kansas. 


Q Is the President -- 
Q Senator -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Wait, wait, let's take Pam and then -- 


Q few that you'we had @ look at the speech, or the 
contents of the sped: bow would each of you assess the willingness 
of your fellow Ripuisic»':> to sign on to this opportunity the 
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whether it's in the field of foreign affairs or in domestic policy. 


Q@ Senator Dole, you've said « moment ago -- 
MR. SPEAKES: I promised Pas over here. Can we go to 
Thank 


Q From the ecriptures? (Laughter .) 
SENATOR DOLE: I didn't peek too such at it. Sut, yes, I 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's go to Dave and Sheila, and then we 
got to get these fellows back to -- 


Q Okay. 


Q Senator Dole, & soment ago you sentioned that you 
couldn't proceed simultaneously with tax simplification and the 


budget. Why is that? 
SENATOR DOLE: Well -- 
Q What are the problems in the Senate -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, obviously Senator Packwood working 
with Secretary Baker will determine that schedule and I've assumed 
they will have sort of a two-track operation. They'll have committee 
hearings. 


But I*ms suggesting that what we have there -- we have 
businessmen, for example, many who do not like the simplification 
bill were trying to enlist their support on deficit reduction. So I 
think there has to be a little separation there -- you can't really 
ask someone to help you at the same time they think you're trying to 
do them in with another proposal. But there will be a -- sort of «a 
two-track -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's take Sheila and that'll have to be 
the last question. 


Q Is the President going to be renewing his call for 
enterprise zones and for tuition tax credits, and if so, how does 
that jive with either deficit reduction or tax simplification? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he mentioned the first but not 
the second. I've got to just presuppose that those things for which 
he's asked in the past he's going to renew because did mention, I 
think specifically, in the family valves area. That ld suggest to 
me in the social field that the President will probably sake some 
comments. But I think he led off by saying he's not going to sake 
any bones about his fighting against -- or for deficit reduction and 
getting expenditures reduced, and then moving on to tax reform as 
being up there at that same level of intensity so far as he is 
concerned and that arms control discussion in the foreign policy 
field would still be very high -- front burner in his second term and 
then that's about it, I think -- covers the -- 
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And in the House, Contras in the House? 


But we are planning 


really 
comusit 
tees in 
iseves? 
Well, egain, I's not prepered to sa’ 
right now « strategy to hopefully be successful on both issue. 


Congress has been stacked -- one of the key 
has been stacked very such egainst that. 
And, 
SEMATOR DOLE: 
whether or not -- you know, whet we will do. 


kind of study et ali. 


Do you wish to comment on the Suchanan eppointsent? 


Well, I think it's good. I's going to 


siss hin on Saturday nights. 


(Laughter .) 


Thank you. 


11:18 A.M. EST 
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February 6, 1965 
The Briefing Roos 
7:05 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Starting right off, I 
understand that you have the Fact Sheet and the like. 


Por the first half of this briefing, I'll talk sainly 
about the overall theme and then the generalities of what's in the 
speech, answer questions and then turn it over to sy colleague for 
the international and security side of it. 


Quite obviously, the theme is the past success, calling 
it on a -- this is @ nation renewed. We're stronger, freer and sore 
secure. The strongest growth in 34 years. Three years the lowest 
inflation. Seventeen years and 7.3 sillion sore Apericans with jobs. 


The vision of looking shead, to be called the Second 
American Revolution with hope opportcaity for ell. And the 
specific components of that being tax siaplification for “‘asirness and 
growth, initiatives to gain full economic power for America’s 
Binorities, deficit reduction through sore growth and less spending, 
reforms in the budget process, sedditional deregulation of the 
marketplece, development of « sanned space station and continuing 
renewal of basic valves. 


Now, touching briefly on some of those items, the tax 
simplification, he'll be calling on Treasury Secretary Baker to 
Gevelop 4 bipartisan legislation conforming to the principles of the 
Treasury Department's plan. And those are to seek lower tax burdens, 
mot « tax increase; reduce the top personal rate to no sore than 35 
percent, possibly lower; protect the family sortgage interest 
Geduction; remove sany tax loopholes and preferences now in the lew: 
reduce corporate tax rates while saintainieg incentives for capital 
formation; exempt the poor from the federai income tax and increase 
persormal exemptions for families. 


And then, initiatives, to gain full economic power for 
@inori’ ies. Those include Enterprise Zones, youth employment wage, 
tuition tax credits, education vouchers, health care vouchers. 


And the President will alec support in the sessege 
legislation enabling public housing residents to own their own homes. 
Ané he will urge Congress to continue support for Job Training 
Partnership Act. 


He will call for deficit reduction through sore growth 
and lees spending and to sake sure that the economy grows faster than 
growth and spending by the federal government, he'll have three 
pointe in the budget that he's already submitted that he calle to the 
attention of his audience. First, social safety net remaings intect, 
the restoration of our silitary strength and that costly government 
subsidies sust be ended. And in that connection he'll cite Amtrack 
as one where it costes us $35 for every passenger. 


Me will call for two new budget tools, the balanced 
budget amendment, which 32 states have passed, and the line-item 


MORE 





oo 




















veto, which 43 state governors have. 


And then to maintain our economic strength and stability, 
he will pledge continued cooperation with the Federal Reserve Board 
in which he says that we need a sound monetary policy as the key. And 
he will also ask for more deregulation. 


He will also ask for a manned space station program and 
for a renewal of America's values of faith, freedom, family, work and 
neighborhood. 

Now, that's a brief overview. 

First question. Go ahead. 

Q By saying, “maintaining incentives for capital 
formation,” is he talking about keeping ACRS and investment tax 
credits and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, many would think 
that would be a reference to capital gains of some type or another. 


You notice that he’s not being specific in here. That is 
one of the principles, 























supposedly, on which the Treasury Department's proposals were 


Yes? 


¢ Bet can you be sore epecific at all, or is he being 
Geliberately vegue ebout -- ? 


GEBICR ADMINISTRATION GFFICIAL: Bo. In thirty sinstes 
bea can’t be very specific. Se will be specific when he sends uw his 
» which I would guess would be the end of this ° 

tor 


tircet pert of March. 


Q Be @ceen't call for « deadline in here 
present this, but is there cone? May or June oc some sort of tine 





proposal vent to the Congress, enacted the end of July, and 
Cigned by bin the fires pert of dopest. 1 — the Game thine. 
With the “Geng of Seventeen,” I it wes April before that broke 
otf. And then « taz bill wes sent up end again enacted by July. 


Q Do of the taz principles cutlined here 60 any 
violence to the plan thet you Supervised? The drafting of it? 


Q Sow éces it éitter on capital gains? 
° SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Sow does it differ on capital geins? 
SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sow does what differ? 


Q Bo, how G14 yours differ from what he's talking -- 
fcom what he -—- 


anything ebout capital g:ias in here Se's AR By § ~F 
$ ° *s say ce 

be incentives to -- incentives for capital formation. The Treasury 
Department would submit thet their proposal would Go that. Others 
may differ with that. 


Q What is the President's position on ACRS at this 
poiat? I sean = 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GFPFICIAL: Se has no position on 


ACES nor any of this. As he said the other » we really heven't 
hed time to sit down and into the very specific points of the 
Treasury tax proposal. Jia Beker Going is pick up tron 
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legislators, about what they like and dislike in that proposal. And 
then he will aiso be talking to other people who heve tax 
simplification proposals. 


SEBICOR ADMINISTRATICN GPFICIAL: These first - I'll go 
beck there in « sinute. 


a A aumber of these proposals in the sinority ares -- 


a ag = pF ae Tg  - R, —ge wage, and 
tuition tas credits - he ia fticet ters, they ell 


stalled in Congress. is aa that 
they’ce going to Go any better year? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GPFICIAL: Well, that's what he 
ealls for -- that is, to finish what has aot yet bee: done. 


Q But, I guess what I's asking you is -—- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GRPFICIAL: Well, he will put 
ase oS a it, yes. We'll be under instructions to push 


Q But is i.sse any reason to think Coneress will be 
any Sore receptive? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think so. I 
think they recognise that -- these ideas, thir time has now come. 
Ané it's tige to get on with this. 


Q I gether from this that you thin. the Treasury 
ee Oe, Go ane te dak ome a line, but Mr. 
Baker's aot to be bound by what you originally, is he? 


Well, mo one's bound by 


hes rot th 
complete proposal . *s along 
since of the fressury prepecah <. anybe Sot in all its 


principles, which egaein 





Well, then he could change it if he wanted to - in 


Q 
a big way, if he wanted to. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Who's he? 


= Q Mr. Baek-r. - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mr. Baker? Se would 
recommend his changes to the President. Whether or not the President 
would eccept thes, end whether or sot it would end up as the 
eé@sinistration’s position wouldn't be known until after we find out 


whet they would be. 

Yes? 

Q S> ep Sass © qquneete in mind for deve 
the bipartisan fen? Or a specific group of people who wi 
be involwed in i 


As ter es the tazes are concerned. 
SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, quite obviously, 


we're talk to Senator Bredley and Representative Gephardt. We 
will be talking, quite obviously, to Chairman Rostenkowski and others 
on the Ways Heans Committee to see what their views are on taz 











simplification. 


Q Bo you have a sense of how that process will unfold, 
bow you want it to go? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GFFICIAL: Sot yet. I think it's a 
little premature at this point. 


Yes? 
Bo you have idea where that demonstration 


the ectual physical location? Which cities? So, I don't. Anybody 
listening to ay voice have a general ides -- (Laughter.) 


Q Darmen. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where's Darman when we 
creded his? 





9 Read the L.A. Times. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll find out for you, 
though, hopefully before this is over. 


Yes. 


Q On the elimination subsidy, is he suggesting that 
all foreign subsidies be eliminated? Is that what he wants? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot all subsidies, but 
the majority of subsidies, and particularly subsidies that are in 
areas that we don't consider a worthwhile expenditure of the 


tazpayer’s money. 
Q What would he support keeping at this tise? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ite obviously, 
in the 1985 budget, price ts for farmers and dairies, and 
things of that nature. That's one that comes to mind quite quickly. 


Q The President observes that the automcbile industry 
is now competitive. Does that mean that he's going to lift the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not an indication 
-- we haven't come to grips with the VRA as yet, although you sust 
remember that choice is literally the Japanese's, not ours. It's 
voluntary on their part. 


Q Come on. 
Q Come on. (Laughter.) 
Q 


He the tax exemptions cause similar incomes to 
be taxed at different ls. Is he referring there t/ your proposal 
and your tax reforms plan to eliminate all private purzvose tax exempt 
bonds? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Let “a have that one 
once more. 


Q On pege two, he says, “Tax exemptions cause sisilar 
incomes to be tazeé at different levels.* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he's not necessarily 
talking only about sunicipal bonds. That is one that thet could 
come about, but there are several others, of deductions -- 


o Q Is he including them in that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And non-taxable items. 
Let's cemember that some of the perks are non-taxable at this soment. 
And one person works for an organization that has a lot of these 
= benefits that get without tazetion. Someone who's 
self-employed has to buy t same thing, whether it's insurance, a 
medical plan, or what-have-you. So, therefore, with the same income, 
it wouldn't be taxed the sane. 


Q Do you think he's referring -- he's including -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's all of these 
things. It's the general concept. 


Q Private purpose will be included in there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Sut we're not 
going to try to eliminate sunicipal bonds -- in the Treasury 
proposal, it calls for elimination of private purpose bonds. 


Q In his paragraph on the Fed, there's nothing about 
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chanjing the celationship. Does that sean he won't back any 
legislation to change the celationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's not calling for 
thet. 


Q Will he back it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's no 
proposal of that that has been discussed -- 


Q Well, the co-chairman -- the chairmanship. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That has not been 
Giscussed with the President as yet and has not surfaced as a 
legislative proposal. That is an idea of some people in the 
administration, but it has not come up as administration policy. 


Q Well, you back it, do you not? 


SENIOR ADMINIST@ATION OFFICIAL: Do I? A no comment on 
that. Let's talk about the State of the Union, get to that later. 


Q The Ways and Means Committee late this afternoon 
scheduled a hearing on tax reform for February 27th -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q ~~ with Mr. Baker testifying. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Aight. 


Q Will you have a bipartisan package developed by then 
or will te have to wait until later? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't think sc, but 
I don't know for certain. But, nonetheless, they would go forverd on 
general ideas. There are a lot of people who want to be heard on 
this subject and it would be my guess that those hearings would last 
for quite some tine. 


Q Wheat are the elements that have changed this year 
compared to previous years that make you feel more confident that the 
President wiil get from his wish list things he wanted like the 
line-item veto? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, it's 
something that the President talked about during the campaign. He 
was reelected. We feel that that's part of what the American people 
would “like to see him have. We think it's one of the ways to get 
this budget under control so that ty don't get things hung on 
Christmas tree style to «a eater bill going through. So they could be 
blue-penciled. 


He brags about the fact that he had 900 different vetoes 
while he was Governor in California and none of them ever lost in the 
State Legislature. 


I understand, in answer to your HUD question, the 
Gemonstration project is -- the HUD ne ee will gst underway later 
this year. Applications have been received from localities and 
BUD is in the process of making a determination. Wo specific 


geographical. 
Please. 


Q If the President were to win enterprize sones and 
tuition tax credits, wouldn't that unsimplify the tax system before 
it gets simplified? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not necessarily, 
because that could be handled with only two or three pages in the 
Code and we're trying to eliminate several hundreds of pages in the 
Code. So I don't think it would complicate it for the good that it 
would do. 


Yes. 
Q Doesn*t a mandate to hold the top personal rate to 


35 percent -- doesn't that hurt you when you start giving away 
revenue on things like tuition tax credits and enterprise zones? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they're not very 
expensive. As I recall, tuition taz credits is around $300 sillicn 
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so it isn’t that such. 


to do it, sure. Because, in ay book, less you pey in tazes, 
sore get in the private sector, and I think we can demonstrate 
that it costs us about -- e464 22 cents of lost GiP for every dollar 
the federal government spends that is not spent in the private 
sector. 

Q Sane Se Sas Oe SP Se geese eS 
this ? Be was specific only on Social Security and line ites 
veto the campeign, nothing else. Sow he presents a package where 
he's eliminating subsidies, wip out programs, is this what the 
people want? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The people, of course, 
will judge that and let us know. Sut, fros our in tion of 
what 4id with their vote, what they say in le ané the like, 
we believe that that is correct -- that they will welcome his 


initiatives here. 
Thank you very such. 
Q Bo heros in the box tonight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You might catch one or 
two. 


Q Well, I'm serious. There's nothing -- no reference 
in his speech. 


~ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There could be « 
reference to it in his speech. 


Q It's mot in the speech. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He could say & word or 
two -- paragraph or two sore. 


Q Could you let us know -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I°'11 check -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i's going to be very 
brief ané take your questions. It occurred to se this sorning coming 
to work thet ten years ego, you all often reported Deng Xisoping as 
saying that there was great turmoil under the heavens and that the 
situation was excellent. It was ironic in recalling that because 
it's unlikely to@ay you'd hear that in China. You sight hear it here 


The turmoil today being that expressed by the 
eccelerat pece of elections of movements toward democracy in «4 
nuaber of p of the world -- « trend that is aade possible, in 
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references to heroic personalities who sonify these values 
expressed both in the domestic and fore part of the speech. 


Q What pege is -- what page is that on in the speech? 
Q Se's going to ad lib that. 
SENIOR ADMIUISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'we got a short one, 


I*é be gled to take your questions now. Yes? 

Q To begin with, the President refers to many of these 
Thicé World le being victias of dictatorships that impover ish 
thea with tazet ané corruption. Specifically, which country was 
he referring to? 

SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a generic 
reference thet epplies here and there in the globe. He didn't have « 
particular country in sind there. 


Q a Se > ee Se See ae 
thinking of since he did cite other countries specifically? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION GCYFICIAL: I‘ be gled to do that. 
Why Gon‘t you stay afterward and I'll be gied tp do that. 


7 Lou? 

Q We would all like to hear -- 

Q we'd like to hear, too. 

Q We'd all like that. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The countries thet are 
repressive in the world today is « long list. WSicaregua is « om 
piece to start. Bit yp RO AL, FAS Ye He the 
exercise of free ’ assembly, of the church, of labor unions, 


of business organisation is pretty well documented by you and your 
colleagues. 


How, we could go on with others. 

. Chile? 

Q Bow about Chile? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wone of us, I think, 
MORE 
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endorse the policies of Chile wholesale, surely. 
Lou? 


Q Is his reference to supporting freedom fighters and 
those other pecifists there include « specific pledge to continue 
beck the Contras and to seek financial aid from the Congress for 
the Contras as be‘s done in the 


pest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no such 
specific reference or call in this speech. 


Q Well, I know that. Sut does that -- when he is 
P ing support for freedos fighters, does this sean that he will 
cont to seek aid for the Contras, which is sort of conspicuous by 
not being sentioned in the speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don*t mean to be 
misleading or frivolous. We have always -- or I have always drawn a 
line here, for legal reasons really, between explicit statements of 
U.S. support for this or that group. 


The President encompasses that in his statement of this 
speech, calling for the Congress to support 411 American programs in 
Central America. 


Q If I could just follow that up: The President has 
ceferred in speeches about Central America to siding the Contras, 
whether you have observed that or not. And I i. anstane 
sure that he's not backing away from that in this. 
continue seeking the financial aid which you've done fairly Spenly in 
the past or are you having « change of heart on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo change of heart. The 
Presigent in referring to freedom fighters, and that I don't sean to 
be cute about it, refers to thes wherever they say be, whether they 
are in Nicaragua or eleewhere. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
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on Cube in this speech. 
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.* Why is South Africae omitted fros the President's 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are roughly 
138 other countries that are also ouitted from the President's 
eééress. I don't sean to be silly: I think the President has 
Geveloped in three theses euphases of U.S. policy which will -- are 
Gesigned to eddress functional problems of the that you sention 
in that resion horisontally srounéd the giocbe. 


Q -~- those things will eddress the probless in South 


SEMICM ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, American efforts 
to promote democracy, human rights, pluralises, and so forth, take 
many formas, but they are appropriste in South Africa as well as in 
other countries. 


Q Well, if I could follow that, why is there no 
mention of north -- northern Africae and the catastrophe of the first 
magnitude following the fenine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. 
responsibility to nurture desocraecies and human rights and to provide 
for the improving welfare over tine of developing countries is 
eGéreesed. It Goes not have a specific regional focus, because this 
exists throughout the world. 


Q On that point, what I would like you to do is just 
situate this initiative on trede in the context of existing IMF 
policy, which et least up until thie -- the sedsinistration has 
supported. Existing IMP policy is to further reduce living standards 
in the Third world sy prosot‘ng exports of real resources out of that 
area without lik: <capensation in teras of ts and human 
- Ie the Presicent’s initiative a break from that existing 
IMP policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think I would 
aw ge y interpretation of current IMF policy. for us to se 
thet the requires austerity now in order to provide for a stable 
econcete plan in a number of countries, thét's quite true. That's 
mot to.eay that that is a deliberste ruining of welfare. It is, 
ingdeed, just the contrary ower tise. But -- 


Q If 1 aay follow up, I sean, the official 


of consumption through the end of thie century. And, you know, if 
‘re not eware of that, tell se you're not aware of it, but it’s 
-and-white public policy. If you are aware of it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, wait « sinuta. 
The policy of the IMF is to reduce levels of consumption that exceed 
the ability of the country to produce, yes. Mow that is not « 
Geliberate policy of repression; that is « program designed to 
provide for growth over tise. 


Q Thc Geritege Poundation hed « report in which they 
eaid it was appropriate for the United States to support freedos 
fighters in any country where indigenous forces existed fighting 
egeinet t - Does the President embrace that, and does that sean 
that expand in any saterial way eesietance for those kinds of 
treedos fighters? 





SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States 
choices as to where it devotes support are conditioned by, first and 





























SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


Well, there are several 
tests: important to American interests, under 4 totalitarian regine, 
subverting its neighbors, viability. all of those things. 


Q Bow many countries Go you say there is where that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'11 do that and I 
honestly haven't done it, and I'll call you later on. 


MR. SPEAKES: Last question over here. 

Q There's « reference in the speech, the need for « 
e ané siapler approach to edministration trade policy. What 
ezactiy Go you have in sind? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that reference 
was subsitted by the Department of Commerce in the hope of urging « 
-- well, @ new way of ssestbilier As their yom ey with that of the 
USTR and that thac ibility is to be studied in the coming weeks. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


= END - 7:36 P.M. EST 
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ON THE VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER HAWKE 
OF AUSTRALIA 
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The Briefing Room 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just try to cover 
briefly here, the President net with the Prime Minister for about 30 
minutes -- I wasn't tining -- at the beginning, privately, then 
joined a larger group for a session in the Cabinet Roos, followed by 
lunch. 


Earlier in the day, he met with Ambessador Nitze and ACTA 
Director Adelman for an extensive briefing on arms control and our 
prospects for upcoming negotiations with the Soviets. 


He had a meeting with Secretary of State Shultz which 
covered, principally, ATZUS matters, slso, a number of econonzic 
matters, including the possibility of a new aultilateral trade round, 
a number of bilateral issues on which the Australian side expressed 
appreciation for the way the President had handled the steel and 
copper issues earlier, some discussion of our negotiations with Japan 
anc of Australia's concern not to be damaged by the results of our 
bilateral negotiations, and a point that we raised on support for 
African food aid, where we would hope to see everyone -- and we've 
asked Australia -- to increase their contributions. 





Meeting with the President focused first on aras control 
matters and, also, on the Strategic Defense Initiative. The 
President explained at some length our approach and what we're trying 
to achieve there, the fact that what we're engeged in at the moment 
is -- and for some time -- is simply @ research program, that its 
ultimate aim is not to depart from the basic idea of deterrence, but 
rather to -- through negotiations, through arms control arrangements 
to -- and through a process of stabilitythroughout, to get toward « 
system that would give us greater security, greater stability and « 
much better moral basis for our strategic posture. 





Talked about the Australian Bicentennial celebrations 
which come up in 1988. The President, as you heard in his departure 
statement, indicated U.§. government support for that celebration, 
and there's already a very ective private sector operation underway 
through the U.S.-Australian Dicentennial Commission. 


We discussed regional matters, particularly the situation 
in New Caledonia, the -- our common bilateral relations with China, 
both of which seem to be prospering at this time. We talked again 
about ANZUS matters and our very important cooperation with Austrelia 
under ANZUS, which covers a wide range of activities, including the 
very important subject of ship visits, but aleo Australian support 
for reconnaissance flights in the Indian Ocean and Australian support . 
for our joint facilities in Australia that play @ crucial role, among 
other things, in monitoring the arms control process. . 





We talked about economic matters, again, the prospects 
for a multilateral trade round, 








that's around that woul?, we hope, focus on the services sectc-, but 
also in our hope, tight mate some > Gemeese on the sacricultural front. 
I think it*s clear from these discussions, we and the Australians 
share a strong common concern sdout policies of other countries, 
perticularly the ZC, in heavily subsi¢iting agricultural proJucts and 
then exporting the results of that subsidized agriculture ir 4 way 
that texes sarktets away from unsudsidized oroiucers. 


#e also had a fairly lengthy discussion of our own 
domestic agriculturai situation and the prospects of the far- biil in 
the Congress, the croblems that we're facing in that area. 


During the Prime Minister's discussions vesterday with 
Secretary Baker and Pederal Reserve Board Chairran Volcker, there was 
extensive discussion about the state of the U.S. economy, about where 
we're heaJed in terns cf employment, capital formation, interest 
rates, and that crucial question sark -- the strength of the dollar 
which seems to keep holding in spite of all the things that are 
supposed to >Sring it down, such as the falling interest rates. 


It*s clear to me from that discussion that for Australia, 
Like so many other countries in the world, the performance of our 
economy is a crucial factor in the performance of their own economy. 
and the interest in our success and in the hope that our success will 
continue is very stror3. 


I*il try to take questions. 





¢ Does the outcome -- 


9 #at there any talk at all about the MX missile 
testings support that Australia Sas now reneged on? 


SE::IOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. YSsat issue was 
settle’ vester‘ay. There was no discussion toca’. 


9 But the President ic mot talk about that sith the 
Prize Minister today? 


SENIOR ADMIRISTA/.TION OFFICIAL: Wo, |e did not. 


3 Does the outcome of today’s meeting can tat other 
aen-nuclear “ATO allies con now refuse to test U.S. veapons anc not 
have to worry about any reaction, not have to loce slcep over it? 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I*m not -- that's an 
entirely by xothetical questior. That U.ST “ATO allies can refuse -- 
y Q Can refuse to test U.S. weanons if they Seve a 

non-nuclear policy #ithout worrying shout any retaliation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the most part, our 
wes nons testing, and particularly our strategic weapors testing, is 
something that is done entirely by the United States within United 
States territory, for the ost cart, or territorial waters of the 
Pacific. 


The case of the iX comes up, in fact, »ecause we have a 
missile that has to be tested at extremely long range. It's a rather 
enique situation. It has no applicability, for exauple, to the 

stion of the common NATO decision. And it was a common NATO 

isio:, I would stress, to deploy long-range nuclear forces in 
Europe, for exemple. As a matter of fact, that was a decision that 
was oresse’d on us in the last administration, in the Carter 
administratior, Sy our SATO allies. 


Q Does it have any applicability to Japan? Is there 
any ~~ 


SONIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This MX testing issue 
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has been blown enormously out cf proportion an! it has not only, it 
seems to se, its importance has been exaggerated here, but it's a 
very unique issue. 


Q #ell, is there a generic sense of our allies dein; 
able to renege on @ commitvent of this type? 


SEHIOR ADHINISTAATION OFFICIAL: There has been no 
treneging on a commitment. 4e have made different arrangerents tiat 
are, in the circumecances, preferable to us as well as the 
Australians. 


There is a very big difference between this rather unicqve 
thing and the very izportant and generic issue of ship visits, which 
is something that does have to b2 approached on a worldwide basis, 
that is something that, as I said yesterday, every ally persits us 
without attempting to challenge our policy that we cannot confires or 
dery the presence of nuclear weapons, and it is fundamental to the 
oe = our Navy to operate around the world in support of those 
very allies. 


¢ Can you -- 


SENIOR ASATISTRATION OFFICIALL Just one -- I'l get you 
nert. 


c Arce there any pleas for Presicent Reagan to visit 
Australia and “ew Zealanc? 


SE1OR ADMISISTPATION UFFICIAL: As vou heard, he vas 
aoperently invited, I take it, in tne private seeting. I know of no 
specific plans. 


In the Dack. 


- Im the 0.5. meeting, did jr. Hawke -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION SFFICIAL: Speax u> a littie, 
please. 


Q Im the J.8. meeting, dic Mr. Jawke endorse the 
strategic modernization prosran? 


SENIOR ADA. ISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'.l have to ask Hr. 
Hawke for his views. We were not seeking an endorsement. It is an 
area that is -- thougs we consult regularly sith our allies, we're 
pleaseé to infors them about our thinking-in that matter, and we'd 
certainly like them to uwacerstand where we're heading and wat our 
intentions are, but that is a U.S. progras and it's a matter for the 
U.S. to decide. 


Q Yesterday -- 


Q Was there any discussion of U.S.-Australian joint 
naval exercises thet would exclude the New Jeslanders? 


SENIOK ADNINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Weil, a8 you know, as a 
result of the refusal of port access for the 3uchanan, we have pulled 
cst of the Sea Eagle exercise and that exercise has been cancelled. 
As the Secretary of State Said yesterday, the actions of the New 
tealanders changes the operational meaning of ANZUS. That's 
something that we're sorry about. New Zeaiand is still a friend. 

But it has got to have sone operational impact on the way we operate 
under ANZUS. 


Accordirgiy, one of the things we want to be able to do, 
since our relationshio with Australia is as strong as ever under the 
ANZUS treaty, is to sake sure that at least the U.S. and Australia 
can cooperate fully and effectively, and certainly the matter of 
possible joint exercises between the 
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U.S. and Australia is something we discussed during this visit. Wo 
specific decisions Lave been made, so I can*t announce anything. 


Q Ye » we were told by a State Department 
efficial following the with Mr. Hawke and Mr. Shultz that both 
men agreed that the U.S. Strategic Modernization Prograns would 
contribute to arms control reductions and nuclear deterrence. Is 
this still the wiew of the State Department on those talks yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMIKISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know. The State 
Departzent official that I heard was Mr. Shultz and he read his 
statezent which, I think, was very precise, that it’s our purpose 
with that Strategic Modernization Program to contribute to the 
objectives of stable deterrence and aras control which are objectives 
that we share with the Australians. 


Bernie? 


2 Well, can you discuss the following: I know it 
sounds hypothetical but it comes to the heart of the operational 
character of ANZUS. Does the United States feel still bound by those 
aspects of the ANZUS Treaty which bind a country to come to the aid 
and consult if one of them is under a threat of attack or something 
in the face of Siew Zealand? I mean, has Hew Zealand's action taken 
-- removed the J.S. obligation here? 


SENICR ADNINISTRATION OFF‘CIAL: I know it's an important 
question and you're getting quite a dit shead of me in that. It is, 
in our view, important for allies to carry out the mutual obligations 
under an agreement. And, certainly, we feel that the -- and, as a 
matter of fact, it’s not just our feeling, it*s something you can see 
repeated over and over again in ANZJ3 communiques, that access to 
port facilities is essential to carrying out those obligations and is 
an essential obligation of an ally. And that’s bound to affect our 
view of virtually every matter that might come up under the Treaty. 


2 Could it be -- 

. May I just ask -- 

Q =ucuse me. 

Q -- if you're tacitly endorsing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm not -- I'm 
saying I's not in a -- that question is way beyond any -- I's not 
tacitly endorsing it, no. 


Yes? 

2 Bere the Australians given assurances that the 
Jnited States would not use the monitoring stations at Pine Gap and 
other locations for Strategic Defense Initiative testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole SDI program is 
a research program. it is not in the development or testing stage at 
this time, and there's no -- so there's no involvement of an 
operational facility. 


2 Yes, but did they ask? We know it's only @ research 
program, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know that that 
came up. It may have come up with Secretary Weinberger. 3ut the 
answer is there are certainly no plans for that at this time. It's a 
research progras. 


Yes? 


Q To follow up on this idea that we as a result of New 
MORE 




















President saying in the first photo that the AZZUS Alliance 
sound and very solid? 1 cean, seould we read that as simply 
cop lying to the U.S. relationship with Australia and not to ‘ew 
SERIOR ADMIZISTRATION OFFICIAL: I! think ANZUS is a 
Treaty we view as intact. = steed Sine 20 Seep Ss Sates. It's 
cer ly strong and solid with the Australians. And as the 
President ae Se Caparo Genet ee ans on beeen on 
oo 608) @ Sue <- t*s our deepest hope that Kew zealand vill 
restore the tradit cooperation that bas existed between our two 
countries. 

And on this question earlier s>out whether I was tacitly 
doing something or not doing something, I°s Séying I'm <- tuat’s not 
& question we're getting to yet. Our greatest hope would be we 
wouldn't have to to that, thet we, in fect, would see a return o 
New Zealand to full and strong status ally. 


think that's the contezt in which you were #Sking the question when 
he was meeting with the Prime Hinister. 


2 I didn’t ask the guestion. 
SENIOR ADNIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, okay. 
Andrea? 


2 @hat is the next step as far as New Zealand is 
concerned? Whet are we doing bilaterally resolving this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean steps beyond 
the question -- I sean, our first priority, he@ving pulled out of the 
exercise, is to focus on how te solidify our Cooperation with 
Australia on a bilateral basis. As far as echieving this hope of a 
return by Mew Zealand, I think it's, frankly, @arly to sey how we'd 
go at it. It depends on New Zealand's attitude, and it depends on 
what kind of posture they want to take. 

















Q What is the eéministration's reaction to calis for 
trade sanctions against Hew tealand, and is the sésinistretion 
presently giving active consideration to such steps? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have been involved 
repestedly where issues of dairy disposals, for » have come 
argument within the edministration, 


tht 
Q Soe GES exgpete® thes se cate estan epeiers seus 
SS SS ee Seo eee a ee ee ee een aan 
ing fvel to the i-nuclear sovement sround 
as a big bully beating up on Hew 


wh 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But we're not beating up 
on ew Sealand. Some people are trying to tray us thet way. 


ere trying to tray us es angry, our attitude is, 
tankly, @ore that we're sorry this has happened, and we would hope 
the sooner the better -- that, in fact, we could get beck to 


























in the 
mouths of the other side, they’ve got to present their own views -- 
but certainly what was repeated over and over egein, and what you 
heard the Pr is thet the support fer those 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, and I think, 
know, probably the short answer to 
too early to tell, and it's too early to say how we sight restart. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a statement that, 
in certain places, expresses points that we've egreed on, and certain 
others pleces it whet is e U.S. view-or whet is an Austrelian 
view, or what the tralians said or what the U.S. said. 


Q In perticuler, the comments that the Secretary of 
Stete made first off. Would you regard that as, again, a joint 
statement regarding -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I just said it. 
There are parts in there thet ere egreed language and it's clear, and 
there are other parts where we're speaking for ourselves. 


Q The thing on the strategic -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Go shead. 


Q Going back to the treaty obligation ion, is it 
fair to charecterise the U.S. position toward New tealand right now 
es to say we'd like to live up to our obligations, but if you don't 
let us into port, we can't? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's certainly part -- 
@ very big part of the probles. I mean, it is the -- in thet part of 
the world particularly, which is where the theatre, the environment 











is primaril 0 ee ee Se Se & taiap ake 0 any 
aittlosl a—<—_ 
éitt tone. it's y ° 


impossible 
Yes? 
Q Bees it concern the U.S. administration that by 
tek the iniative on finding alternative seans of testing the MI, 
thet could be seen beck in Australis as essentiall 
beiled out of impossible situation, both politically end 


SESICR ADMINISTRATION CPFICIAL: What is the question? 


Q The is, has the 0.8. e@ministraetion seved 
Bewke’s tett, if you like, beck in Australia? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTWTION CFPFICIAL: I think I's the wrong 


Q Just in -- 


Q Did the two leaders disgyss the possibility of 
ss up @ bileterel treaty between Australia and the United 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OCPFICIAL: Wo they didn't, end 
that's not our objective. 


Yes, sir? 
Q Are hoping that Australia will help in 
ee to mend its Is there some effort to 
ing Australien pressure to bear on Zealand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not -- I think et 
this point it's entirely premature to say what sight things. 
Ané we're not looking for pressure. We're not -- we hope thet 
the logic and benefits of ing en ally would 1+ _ | oom in 
Hew Zealand and 1 would hope persuasion is the key to t. 


Q Why 616 the President siniamise the damage to ANSUS 
on the record, while + 88 @ beckground official, are sitting here 
telling us thet the alliance is in serious trouble, and Hew tealand 
can no longer be considered a good ally? 
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fending egainst suits that would 
or other restrictions on imporsr. A 

in compliance with the GATT Schsidies Code. 
te in compliance with that Code. 

I 


not 
*m@ not sure exactly when, sbout two years 

of the injury test until Harch 3ist of 
this yeer, I believe, on the understan‘ing thet by Karch 3ist, they 

be in compliance or have a clear program getting thea 

into cosplience. It now seems rather clear that, in fact, they won't 
be, thet their neavy subsidies of exports -- heavy suvsicies, which 
include exports, will continue and, therefore, unless something were 
te change, I presume the injury test would be lost. 


Save I got that? 
SZMIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 
STNIOR AMMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 


2 The adzinistretion presumably would not asake the 
case that New Zealand is an ally and should get an extention? 


SEHIOk ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se certainly wouldn't do 
thet. 


Q “Oe, you said -- 
© #el., might you otherceise? Aight you otherwise -- 


SENIOR ADAINISTAATION OFFICIAL: I*@ not getting into -- 
that's a totally hvpothetical question. 





Yes, sir. 


Q I*x unclear on whether the U.S. now considers New 
Zealand a sewber of AKZUS or not. Have they abrogated the treaty or 
the Alliance? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer ic, in part, 
thet thet is a complex issue that I's really not reaJy to snswer now. 
We feel that New Zealanc is @ meaber of ANZUS Dut we feel that New 
Zeeland is not living u> to its obligations uncer that treaty. It's 
clear that New Zealand's a mem>er, certainly in any formal sense. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Do you Seve concern that this denial by sew Zesiand 
will be teken advantage of by the Japanese governxent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho. 
Q How do you find the raxifications of this -- 


SEVIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My impression is thet 
the settituces in dew Zealand are fairly unique and they extend partiy 
from New Zealand’s unique geography. And I think you can see, if you 
want to, see similerities in issves that are raised in other places 
in the world. But I think, in fact, the differences are such larger. 
I think with Australia, with J » with our NATO allies, our 
security cooperation is very solid; the needs for it are very 
evident; the needs for American navel ship visits are not seriously 
contested; and 1 don't see any impect. 


Q Does the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: I°11 get you in « 


Yes, sir. 
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Q Has there been a formal diplomatic protest to sew 
Zealand? 


SERIOR ADMIKISTRATION OPFICIAL: There have certainly 
been foresl diplosstic communications indicating our view of the 
seriousness of this, yes. 


Q Does the ANZUS Treaty specifically say that member 
countries zust Tr: port facilities, port berthing rights to another 
country? And if those herthing rf eren't specifically specified, 
why is one refusal for one pert ship et one pert tise  . 
constitute en abrogation of the treaty? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I havent said 
it's en abrogretion of the treaty. I said New tealend is « menber of 
the treaty. ‘%e‘re not talking sbout ebrogation. The treaty does 
talk about self-help and mutual aid. ; 


The answer to your question is, no, it does not 
specifically sention naval eccess. it's a fairly broad treaty, but 
nevei access is a very essential part of carrying out the 
obligations. It's a very -- support for navel forces is a very 
important pert of thet self-heip and mutual aid and is -- while the 
treaty is not specific about it, ted AAZUS communiques over many 
years have, ir fect, seen very specific about that. 


Q Knoving that Hawke wes coming and thet the Mx 
testing question was something that would upset the Austral + why 
6ié the edszinistration choose this soment to press the issue with Wew 
Zealand about the port call? 


SENIOR ADMINIST@ATION OFFICIAL: You sean we shouldn't 
heave civer thes siz gonths, we should have just pushed it right at 
RN ge my The timing of the request for the port cali in Hew 
Zea » the hbeckground thet is essentially that when we met with 
Prime Minister-elect Lange -- Secretary Shultz 4id hack in July -- ve 
inéicated thet in the spirit of trying to solve this problem, we were 
not going to confront thes with any Jecisions at all for this first 
six months, that there would be no specific ship requests, but that 
starting in this year, we would need to conduct exercises, in the 
context of those exercises we would neet to request ship visits. And 
hence the tising of a request this year. 


It*s ectusily, some =i say, Gelayed. It was 
Geliberately Gelsyed and we ecknowledged ghat. The particular -- we 
had fo idea the MK issue vould break in this way, in Australia at 
thie tiae. 




















It*s through the enterprise of some of the people in this roor, I 

believe, thet it happened; so it certainly ween't something over 
ower which -- the timing which we hed control over. 

Q Did Lange essure you that it would be worked out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not going to get 
into the matter of what we said in our private discussions. 


Q But you 4id say that officials gave you assurance, 
though, that it would Se worke’ out? 


SEAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think I seid 
thet. 


You he¢ something -- 


-- hed every expectation that it would be worked 
out. 


Q Yes. You said vou thought it was heading in the 
right direction, but -- 


SEKXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘le thought it was 
heading in the right direction. And I stand dy thet statement. 


Yes, sir. 


ie) You talked # morent ego about the “injury test,” and 
you said unless something were to change, the “injury test* would 
probably not be extended. “hen you talk about things to be changed, 
are you talking about -- 


Q Do something -- 


Q -- specifically a Derthing Jecision, or are you 
talking about in trade policy? 


SENIOK ADSIINISTAATION OFFICIAL: I's —— specifically 
sbout New tealend subsidies, that in order to -- March Jist is the 
Geadline by which ‘jew iealenc ves su xposed to come into compliance 
with the GAT subsidies code. It is # trade issue. It shoul! te 
regarded as a trade istse. And I think it's « sistake to try to 
connect these. 


I guess, what -- sbdbout two more? 
o MR. FRABELIN« Two more. 

SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okey. 

Q To follow that up -- so this is not -- what you're 
now saying about the injury test hes nothing to do with the ship 
berthing? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. No, nothing. 

Q #as the -- 

Q You said thet Hewke and the President discussed the 
President's fare bill here eat home. Do they consider our fare 
products subsidized and us in violation of that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot our exports, I don't 
~~ you'd heve to ask them. No, I Gon't believe view us the way 
they view the Europeans, and I don't believe we're in the business of 


subsidizing exports; but, obviously, if we don't get our fare 
situation turned sround we will -- a8 we are doing -- sccumulate 








-lje- 


piles of surplus products for which there's great pressure, then, to 
ind « gartet. So that’s one of the reasons behind, as I understanc 
t, the President's fare Dill progran. 


Im the beck. The lest one. 

° Sas the AX question smuggled out sort of quickly 
because BHavke end Shultz hawe a good relationship? And whet was the 
Presicent’s cole in the procedure, if any. 

c We like you, too. 

SERIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was sorted out 
between the Prize Minister and Secr of State, Secretary of 
Defense. Those were the principsel participants and it certeinly 
belped thet Shults and Hawke have « goo!) relationship. It certainly 
made it easy to sove quickly and it made people interestec in helping 
to see thet this was res*lved amicably. 

? Did the President have any role at 411? 

SENIOR ADUINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't necessary. 

THE PRES": Thank you. 


7a 2:19 P.K. EST 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE @ : 
ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING ¢ 
ON LZ 
TAX-EXEMPT CARDS ISSUED TO FOREIGN MISSIONS PERSONNEL Z 
BY a>, 


JAMES NOLAN, Director, Office of Foreign Missions 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 7, 1985, 3:03 P.M. 

MR. OJEREJIAN: Good afternoon. This is the 
ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the subject of the Tax-Exempt Cards 
issued to eligible Foreign Mission personnel on the basis of 
reciprocity. 


I hope you have all picked up the handouts that are 
available on this subjectyin the Press Office. I think Brian 
has a few more if anyone doesn't have those handouts. 


Your briefer today is Mr. James E. Nolan -- that's 
spelled N-o-l-a-n -- who is the Director of the Department's 
Office of. Foreign Missions. 


Mr. Nolan. 


MR. NOLAN: The Office of Foreign Missions was created 
to improve the conditions under which our people serve abroad. 
Our object is to achieve reciprocity in the .treatment of 
American diplomats in missions abroad. 


When I last came before you and talked in June of this 
year, we were talking about motor vehicle registration, 
diplomatic license plates and the new program which we had just 
begun. I[ might, just as a start, bring you up-to-date on that 
program and tell you that we will complete the registration of 
all diplomatic vehicles by the end of this month. 


When we began this program, having talked to all the 
states, the 286 states that were issuing diplomatic plates, 
there were approximately 20,000 diplomatic vehicles registered 
in the United States. Through our program, when we will have 
completed it at the end of this month, that number will not be 
less than 15,000. So we have reduced the number of diplomatic 
licensed vehicles in the United States by about 25 percent. 


In addition, on that program, when [ talked to you 
last, we talked a little bit about liability insurance for 
diplomats. We have recently sent a diplomatic note to all 
foreign missions in the United States advising them that there 
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is a requirement that they maintain $300,000 liability 
insurance for all diplomatic drivers, their vehicles.-. We have 
set up a program in which insurance companies will notify us at 
the same time they notify the insured of any cancellation of 
that policy.- We hope this new program will go a long way to 
guaranteeing that no American is injured as a result of a motor 
vehicle accident involving a diplomat and lacks compensation. 


Today, one of the other areas which the Office of 
Foreign Missions is engaged in has been the whole area of 
taxes paid by U.S. personnel and missions abroad. We face a 
variety of taxes in vari@ws countries, and at the same time the 
U.S. has, for a number of years, provided tax exemption here to 
all diplomats and their personnel. 


We began several months ago, on a country—by-—country 
basis, analyzing the taxes which we pay abroad in each 
particular country, discussing with that country what we 
thought were the inequities of the situation and trying to 
resolve our tax situation there. 


y We.are now starting, on the 15th of February, going to 
be issuing new tax exemption cards for diplomatic personnel in 
the Maryland, District, and Virginia areas. Those cards will 
go in the three categories that you see in this sample here 
(indicating). The first category of card which grants full 
sales tax exemption to the holder of the card, to the diplomat 
or mission holding the card; the second category, the green 
category, provides an exemption for all taxes except hotel 
taxes, because there are a number of countries where the U.S. 
is exempt from all taxes except those taxes; and the final 
category, which is the red category, provides a limit over 
which the purchase must be before exemption takes place. And 
depending on the conditions in a particular country, that limit 
will be either $50, $150, or $200, so there will be no tax 
rebate, for example, for an individual having this card for any 
purchase under whatever the dollar amount set in it, that is 
items under $200 would not have a sales tax rebate. 


There will be -- and you have all received -- lists 
approximately 28 countries, missions, and their personnel in 
the United States which will not receive any tax exemption. 
They all have had that exemption in the past, but will not have 
it in the future, unless of course, on a country-by-country 
basis, we can arrive at some resolution of the question of what 
U.S. taxes are being paid in that country. 


Our estimate is that this will return in just the 
eee et eee area $1,500,000 to the local tax 
rolls in a year's period. 


There are about $5,000 less cards 











that will be issued. We have been working with the various 
state Ss. Wew York has recently agreed to adopt our 
tax card exemption system, and we will have the card in effect 
in New York by June of this year, and hopefully. by the end of 
the year will have convinced all the states that it is a good 
system and will have it in use nationally. 


The card has a lot of benefits.- It's a clearly 
identifiable card -- the picture of the diplomat, color 
photograph and physical description. The old card, which is on 
my right, is a card which was subject to a good deal of abuse. 
I'a afraid. It was a caf™ which could easily be altered; 
photographs were stapled or pasted on them. Gut after the 
fifteenth of this month, this old card will no longer be 
i Only the new cards will be valid after the fifteenth of 


I'd be pleased to answer any questions if anybody has 





Q Do foreign diplomats now require an 
identification card with a picture? 


a The card that they now have is this card, and the 
card has their name on it and a photograph on the back. 


Q Wo. I'm not talking about that. In general 
practice, I mean, do they have to carry cards like this, in any 
category -- I'm not talking about tax exemption -- to identify 
them as a diplomat? 


a Many diplomats have an identification card which 
says what *hey are, yes, but they are not. required to carry it. 


Q Sut this will be the first tise that our 
government has required a picture of every diplomat? 


a That's correct. 


Q Although some diplomats, as I understand it, will 
not have a card at all -- 


a That's right. 


Q -- because they have no tax exempt status. 


A That's right. Some of them will continue to have 
their diplomatic identification card which says, "I ama 
diplovat. I am the Second Secretary of such-and-such an 
embassy" or “I am the First Secretary of such-and-such an 
embassy"; but that card does not give them any tax exemption. 








Q How many countries would you say have changed 
their tax policies toward Americans for fear that they would be 
included in this prograa? 


a You will notice on the list that there are a 
number of countries that are marked with an asterisk. Those 
are countries where we are still in negotiations. We're very 
encouraged by the movement, and I think you will find there are 
probably about seven or eight of those so listed. A couple of 
other countries have already changed their tax policy, and that 
I think is encouraging atwell. 


Q Aa couple, you say? 

A Yes. 

Q Only a couple? 

a Have since we've begun this program changed it, 
that's correct. Sut there are about seven or eight others on 
there who I. hope will follow. 


Q This is being dona purely on the basis of 
reciprocity-- 


a That's correct. 


Q -- but also to tighten up on abuses that are -—- 
that you found? 


a Well, I think it does two things. Certainly, the 
primary basis of it is reciprocity. When issuing the new card, 
we also wanted to make sure that we had a card system that was 
free from abuse. 


Q On the list, the restricted sales tax exemptions, 
are they the green and red cards? ' 


a That's correct. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Is the number of people in a mission who are 
entitled to having these cards, is that the same? I mean it 
used to be like, let's say, the wife was assigned whatever -- 
Is that being changed too, or are you giving out the same 
number of cards for each embassy? 


+ «ton. 








a We have changed some of the criterion. for 


example, what we call third-country nationals, that is a 
citizen of neither the U.S. nor that mission, but a citizen of 
a third country who is employed at an embassy, will no longer 
receive a card, and some household staff will no longer receive 


cards. 
(Continued on next page.) 
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Q Could you give some examples of what some of the 


countries on that first list, those who have no exemptions, 
have done to merit being on the list? 


a - Surely. Many of the countries have value-added 
taxes for which there is no rebate system. These taxes can be 
anywhere from 10 to 20-some percent, and there is no system of 
rebate available. 


In others, there are various forms of commodity taxes 
or sales taxes of one kind or another. 


~ 

One of the things is that no two tax systems are 
exactly comparable. What we have to work with here is the 
sales tax, and we make that comparable to the kinds of durable 
good purchase taxes and service taxes that we pay abroad. 


Q Do you expect eventually that there will be -- 
that all countries will come aboard, so to speak, and give 
Americans abroad this tax exemption, or do you think you have 
-- what you have here is a list that's pretty much going to 
stick except for the asterisked countries? 


a I don't think all countries will ever come across 
on tax exemption. The Vienna Convention certainly pushes to 
the fact that diplomats and missions should be free from 


taxation except it does give you the permission to tax if you 
are taxed abroad. 


But I think some structures, some countries -- maybe 
the Foreign Ministry doesn't have the sufficient strength to 
move the Finance Ministry to get it changed, and therefore I am 
not optimistic that they'll vanish overnight. 


Q Do you think this will lead down the road to such 
things as parking fines which all the Embassies just tear up 
and throw away? 


a The parking fine aspect of this we're handling 
under our motor vehicle licensing program. We keep track now 
by Mission and by individual of the parking violations. We 
call those to the attention of the Embassies. We've recently 
sent them notes, reminding them of their obligation to obey 
host-country laws and to pay fines when they get them, and we 
think that's the way to reduce the parking problem and not 
certainly through the tax issue. 


Q Your position is that no diplomats should pay 
sales taxes, is that right? 


tens * 








a Yes. I think the Vienna Convention's thrust is 
that Foreign Missions and diplomats should be exempt from 
host-country taxation. The Vienna Convention, of course, also, 
as I say, provides that if that exemption is not granted, then 
reciprocally-one is not required to provide it. 


Q How many will be affected in Washington, the 
District and Virginia, as it starts? How many diplomats, do 
you reckon, are there? 


Aa The total number of diplomats, I'm not sure that 
I know precisely, but we-€eel that there will be about §$,000 
cards issued in the OC area, so that this is about half the 
number that were out there. 


Q How many in Consulates, say in San Francisco and 
down South, and elsewhere? 


a There are about 2,000 Consular personnel around 
the country -- Consular posts and offices. Probably about 
12,000 people around the country outside of the Washington area 
with various kinds of status. We will be, as I say, during the 
next year reviewing those, and I would expect that number would 
also be reduced approximately by 50 percent. 


Q You say about 12,000 outside Washington and about 
10,000 in Washington? Is that a correct figure? 


Aa Yes. That's about right. 
And then these 10,000 are an the first category? 


> 


Yes. 


Q How are people outside of -- or diplomats outside 
of Washington doing this? If I live in Texas, say, and I'ma 
diplomat and I want to -- :; 


a There are diplomats residing in some 28 states 
around the United States. Most of those states issue a state . 
exemption, tax exemption card. So there are now currently 28 
varieties of tax-exemption cards out there. 


Q “. IT see. 


a So the State of California issues its card, New 
York State is currently issuing its card for exemption. Those 
are the ones we hope to replace in the coming year with one 
national card. 











So far out of all the states, only two states and 
DC have this systen? 


a This will go into effect in Washington, Maryland 
and Virginia-the 15th of the month, and in New York by June. 


Q and the rest one day to follow? 


a New York and the District are the two major 
areas. California and Florida both have large diplomatic 
communities, and Illinois. Other than that should be rather 
quickly able to do the regt. 


Q How many involved in the U.N. or Consulates up 
there? Do we havea total for New York? 


8 I don't have a total figure for the number. 
There are approximately 7,000 employees of the U.N. 
Secretariat, and I would think somewhere in the neighborhood of 
four or five thousand at the U.N. Missions. 


Q. I'd like to make sure I understood one thing. 
These cards previously were issued by the states, and now 
you're going to have them issued by the Federal Government. Is 
that the idea? 


A The cards for the Washington, Maryland and 
Virginia area -- this card -- was issued by the Office of 
Protocol, Department of State, and was the card which was 
accepted for use by Maryland, Virginia and the District, who 
> 9s not issue a separate card. That's why we were doing it 

irst. 


In other states there are separate cards issued by the 
state itself. 


Q As well as the one that you had or -- 


a No. That would have been the only card that they 
would have had. 


Q I see. And, also, when the program is in effect 
nationwide, how much money do you think will be recovered, 
total? 


A I think it will probably be somewhere in the area 
of $3 million a year. It's about a million and a half, we 
figure, in the Washington/Maryland/Virginia area this year, and 
I think it would be approximately that nationwide. 








 @Q You gave the figure for diplomats in the U.N. and 
the U.N. Secretariat. How about Consulates in New York? 


a Someone would have to count that figure for you. 
I really don't know precisely what the number is. 


Q It's in the hundreds, though. 


a Oh, sure. Sure, it's in the hundreds, because 
it's one of the largest Consular cities, and so it's certainly 
up in the 500 range, I would think. 


~ 
Q You said several countries had already changed 
their tax laws. Could you tell me which ones those are? 


A I could, but I don't think [I will, and I‘1l tell 
you why. Because I think in many of these countries the 
privilege was given to U.S. diplomats based on the fact that 
our program was to be revised here. It is not probably 
applicable to diplomats of other countries in that country, and 
so I think we would only stand to lose by identifying those 
= have ajready changed their system rather than te enhance 

t. : 


Q What has the reaction been, overall, from those 
countries, though, who are not entitled, who did not change? I 
mean, are they -- 


A I can't say anybody was wildly enthusiastic about 
it. I think they would certainly have preferred to have kept 
their tax exemption status, but I think as we have discussed it 
with each of those countries, that they have recognized the 
inequity in existence; and, while they were pleased to have had 
the exemption in the past, at least understand what the reasons 
are for us taking the action. 


Q When did you tell the Embassies here? Oid you do 
it through the Government or through ‘the Embassies here? 


Aa We did it through the Embassies here by notice to 
the various Embassies here, and we've also raised the 
discussions with our Embassies abroad to their Foreign 
Ministries in a number of countries. 

Q When about did you do that? Do you know? 


a We've been doing it over the last several months, 
and the notice to Embassies went out about 30 days ago. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:23 p.m.) 








Office of Foceign Missions 
Sales Tax Sxeaption Progras 
. Februacy 7, 1965 


Countries Bot Entitled to Sales Tax Exeaption 


Argentina Kenya 
Australia 

Bolivia Mauritius 
Burundi Mexico 
Canada* Mococco* 
Central African Republic Pac aguay 

Chile Philippines*® | 
Bcuador | Seychelles 
Finland Swasiland 
Grenada Switzerland 
Guatemala Togo 

Guyana Tria 

Baiti United Kingdca 
Ivory Coast Uruguay ‘ 


Cc cies Bntitled to 


Austria Liberia 
Bangladesh Luxeabourg 
Belgiua Malawi 
Cameroon Malaysia 
Cape Verde Mali 
Colombia Nicaragua* 
Costa Rica Horway 
Denmark Panama 

£l Salvador* Singapore 
Federal Republic of Germany Sci Lanka 
France Sudan 
Gabon Sweden 
Greece Tanzania 
Guinea-Bissau ' Thailand 
Hondurcas* Tuckey* 
Indonesia Uganda 
Iceland Zimbabwe 
Italy 


*Status tentative, subject to change and/or pending negotiations. 

















Chad 
People’s Republic of China 





Egypt 
Bquatocial Guinea 
Bstonia** 
Bthiopia 





riji 

Gaabia 

German Democratic Republic 
Ghana 

Guinea 

Holy See 

dungary 

Iceland 

India 

Iraq 

Israel 

Jamaica 

Japen 

Jordan 
Kircibati** 
Republic of Korea 


Saint Christopher and Bevis** 
Saint Lucia*® 

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines** 
Saudi Arabia 

Senegal 

Sierra Leone 

Somalia ’ 

South Africa* 

Spain 

Suc iname 

Sycia °. 

Tunisia 

United Acab Eairates 

USSR 

Venezuela 

Western Samoa 

Yemen Acab Republic 
Yugoslavia 

Zaice 

Zambia 


*Status tentative, subject to change and/or pending negotiations. 
**US has no post in country; therefore ceciprocity is not a consideration. 
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Gilice of Ferssign Missions 
"LS, Department of State 


fAX EXEMPTION PROGRAM 


These are samples of the new Tax Exemption Cards being issued by the Depart- 
maernt of State. Al other Tax Exemption Cards are invalid after February 15, 1985. 


' Plgase see the back of each card for tax exemption information and individual Tax 
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The new Ete eee Se. SS 
scientists will prov technical assistance to lop 

feecurces for electricity, conduct national surveys of geothermal 
resources, stedy peat deposits to meet energy and other needs, and 
enalyse the potential for development of useful minerals for exports, 
es well es é other activities. 


This un program, which we think is of critical 
iapoctance over the term for Central America, and for economic 
in the region, we think, ower a period of years, should, 
» belp provide a better life. The sonies involved here are 
pert of the Jeckson Plan which the President proposed to Congress 


yeer, and which Congress passed. 
With me here is Senator Domenici of New Mexico. 


SEMATOR DOMENICI: Thank you very such. I have with me 
MORE 
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ipal 
terms of building back their base. 
So this am, while it will start et about $10 
llion, hopefully will bring various private sector and public 
sector experts together in those countries to make the kind of 
commitment after the assessments are made, to really sake an impact 
on the economic problems there. 


Q Are these minerals for energy use of for export for 
money? What kind of sinerals? 


SENATOR DOMENICI: Well, we don't know, but -- 


Q I mean, is the idea to use them to build energy or 
use them as a source of revenue? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: You've got two -- you've got 
two types of activity. One, ~~ this work to find energy that 
would be used indigenously ,» therefore, reduce the import -- the 
import bill for petroleum. The second component is various sinerals 
that may or may not be found, but there's some real that they 
might be found, and those would both be used domestically as well as 
potential exports. 


SENATOR DOMENICI: I think that’s correct. 


Q What sort of minerals would be involved in the 
creation and use of energy? I mean, apart from peat, coal, whatever. 


MR. KERR: The energy resources are the ones you've 
mentioned. The sineral surveys might lead to deposits of iron ore or 
other valuable materials that an available sourse of energy for 
industrial purposes could then add value to from the point of 


exports. 


Q These people down there in those countries are not 
stupid. Have not been doing some exploration oc! -- for 
minerals, and so forth, in an area where there's been a lot of 
economic development? Why is this new program going to be doing 
scmething different from what they've been doing before? 


MR. KERR: I think, perhaps, one thing to there is 
that, yes, of course, they have done some exploration. te are 
techniques available today that sore precisely and exhaustively can 
mete | the minerals present. And it isn’t simply looking for the 
superficial expression of an iron deposit, but, in that region of 
intense volcanic activity, looking for deeper-seated ore bodies where 
there is evidence that comes thros stream sediments and other 
techniques. 


SENATOR DOMENICI: I think the more importent issue -- 
there isn’t any question, just a cursory survey shows that they've 
got some indigenous energy resources that, for whatever reason, they 
haven't been able to put together. This is not merely an exercise in 
going down there and saying, “You know what you've got." It's an 
exercise in evaluating it, coming up with ideat on how it can be put 
together between countries with private and public approaches. 


Yes, they have a lot of hydro; they beven't been able to 
use it. Therefore, they're dependent. This will assess for them and 
their friend, America, and others in Che world whether it really will 
work. There's an up-front assesement that it has great potential. 
And for one reason or another, that -- other energy resources have 











not been available to the people of those respective countries. 


: Q Senator, the U.S. bill for fore importe of oil is 
considerably higher, obv , then Central America. Is it ironic 
that in pew fiscal ‘86 t, some U.S. research, some 
‘and other foras of 2 being cut while we're 
easing aid to Central America them to look at their 
prt | = 


SEMATOR DOMENICI: I don‘t think so -- I don't think at 
all. We'ce talk here about $10 million. In terms of the United 
States policy, 4 of the alternative energy that's developed 










We'll just have to assess the President's budget as we 
move through the yeer with reference to the overall picture. The 
Department of Energy is here, and they will be assessing that also on 
the domestic front and be recommending to the various committees of 


Congress. 


But, clearly, this is money well spent. When you look at 
the lack of basic capacity to build an economic base, if we can get 
something moving, it will be a giant stride in terms of helping thes. 


Yes, ma‘ an. 


Q Senator, what is this $10 million going to be used 
for? Is it going to create jobs in New Mexico? Is that travel soney 
or project research money? Where exactly is it really going? 


SENATOR DOMENICI: I don't have the t, but, 
Obviously, we have the experts in the lab. They will be assigned to 
do these kinds of things and they will join up with U.8.G.8. and 
other people, 














and this will be for the kind of technical work, personnel, field 
operations that we'll have to be doing for the next couple of years. 


Q So Go you anticipate that it will create any jobs or 


SEMATOR DOMENICI: Well, I don't know of any real 
substantial eddition to the job force in sy state. The lab will have 
ivity and will be using resources that are 


another 
ee ee ee ee oe ee wnat 
t*s going to be made available. 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: I think what you have in Los 
Alamos is a national resource of which -- the expertise at which 
we're going to be able to tap to get into and help solve what is a 
critical regional problem. So, a substantial part of our aid, in 


And over a period of time, we simply have to reduce the energy 
imports of these countries in order to help them solve their 
long-ters problems. 


Q Mr. McPherson, when you listed the countries, Mexico 
is mot part of this. Is that correct? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: That's correct. Mexico is not 
part of the Jackson Plan program -- 


Q Okay. Why doesn't Mexico, with all its oil reserves 
Go something to help these countries solve their energy problem? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Well, in fact, Mexico has an 
oil facility, which, in fact, does help with some of the import 
problems of the region. I don't have the exact dimension of it now; 
but it has been an on-going program, which Mexico has -- 


Q I know, but hasn't that been -- back, though? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Yes, some. In recent years, in 
the last couple of years, since the big crunch with Mexico. But it 
still remains as a so-called oil facility that provides sone. 


Q Shouldn't Mexico be asked by somebody to -- I don't 
know if they can cut rates or anything, but to use their vast 
resources for the neighbors that are even closer to them than they 
are to us? 


ADMINISTRATOR MCPHERSON: Well, as I say, that's 
essentially what the facility does. It is, indeed, less of a cut 
than it was a few years ago. But the facility -- and that's the name 
of it, the Oil Pacility, does remain in place. 


Q Ien‘t this $10 million likely to be just a down 
payment, a first installment in the program, be going on for years? 


SENATOR DOMENICI: I don't know. And I don't think 
anybody can tell you. 


But the point of it is, we're spending almost a billion 
Gollare in those countries in economic activities of one sort or 
another. He's described a number of thes. Many of them are just to 
buttress the problems created by a dependency on foreign oil. And 
thie will be part of that overall program. Wobody is adding anything 
to it. Out of the whole program, it was recommended that something 
like this be a part of it, and the President today has said this is 
how we'll do the -- that one component. It will be done this way. 


MR. SIMS: Can we have about one more. Ralph, the last 
question. 
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This will be the Cicst sta 
second tere. f.ng Pand will be the fic 
State to visit year. 
pe ot + Al —— Bastercn visitercs: at 
“Bagi is alr here to prc e ideat 
a ee wi be folloves by others lecer 
ret. 


This will also be the first cfficial visit by a ceigning 
Seudi gonarcch since £ Paeisel visited in 1971. King Pahd is no 
stranger to the United States. He has visited here @ number of 
tiges, both officially and privately over the last 40 years. The 
most cecent official visit was es Crown Prince in 1977. 


Pahé is coming not only as King of Seudi Arabia, and as 
the gain architect of U.8.-Saudi relations, and the clot:: 
celationship that Saudi Arabia has asintained to the United States; 
but also, in this instance, as & primary Arab statesman who has sent 
@ series of emissaries around the Arab world in the last few weeks. 
So we think he's going to be able to articulate aet only his own 
point of view, but a point of view that reflects a general set of 
understandings emong sodecn Aceb leadership. 


The tisieg of the visit wat dictated, {= think, by noting 
@oce complicated than the President's ceelection. Fahd wants to come 
here at this point, I think, ceflecting a widely-held view in the 
Arab world, particularly among the sore soderate Arab leadership, 
that thie is the soment to urge the United States to ceinvigorate the 
peace process and sove ahead on that issue in Light of the political 
mandate that the President has .jdst secured -- tne inning of @ new 
four-year term; and, trom the Arab perspective, this is the tise to 
urge the United States to become again sore active. 





There are a number of other things in the cegion that 
contribute to this feeling that this is a soment for activity. A new 
teceeii cnment, which has displayed evidence of greater 
fiezibil On peace issues than its predecessor; 4a new activise by 
King Sussein in his negotiations with Acafat to seek 4 sandate to go 
kate peace negotiations; and perhaps sost importantly on Pahd's 
agenda -- because the Seudi's put great store on personal rapport and 
a, -- is te become better scquainted with the President 

icectiy. And Pand, a6 King, wants to sit down and deal directly 
eerees the table with his American counterpart. Aad that is his 
peetercced style. His style of operation is highly personalised, and 
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he cogacés himeelt as directly in charge of the American relationship 
and waats to deal with it on a first-hand basis. 


@ day I interrupt to ask whether he has set President 
Reagan befoce? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They met at Cancun - 
ye Ay tige when they've set, and that was really 
a handshake - 


As you can tell from these comments, we certainly expect 
the discussions te be dosinated by ee freee issue. We 
want to hear the Saudi views, particularly in light of their 
sound of contacts among their Arab associates. Ye will alse 
-- the President will want -- to reiterate his own coamiteent to 
his Septeaber 1 peace initiative as the basic American position; and 
moderate Arab t by Saudi Arabia and others for King 
he seeks a basis on which to enter into negotiations. 


It’s clear that both the United States and Saudi Arabia 
shace a desice for peace. I ceally can't project, at this point, 
more precise about where these discussions, biiaterally, are 
There are a couple of otier issues that will 
question -- which has ceceived a 
You'll probably want to ask 
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give you answers to. Sut very Sriefly. yes, there 
ies of conversations between the United States and 
Saudi Arabia at senior levels avout Saudi Aradia‘s inzgeres: in and 
cements for additional arzazents, particularly ia tne air 
ea. 

Mo, there is not an agreement on a specific nackage of 
armaments, nor have any decisions Seen sade o1 our side about the 
timing of a possivie additional aras sale to Saudi Arabia, although, 
it would be reasonable to expect that the adainistration will have 

S about aras in the reasonably near future. What the 
reasonably sacar future” means is a little difficult to define 
because we are now embarked on a review of our Middle East security 
policy. of which prospective Saudi arms sales, indeed, Saudi areas 
sales to Arab states generally, or ares sales throughout the region 
are one element, Sut only one element. And the purpose of this is at 
the beginning of the acministration to analyze carefully <-- again, 
it’s been done before, but it needs <o be done periodically -- how 
the various elements of our security strategy fit together and how 
they support our two broad objectives of regional stability and 
progress toward reace. 


We Gon’t expect the study to come up with astonishing 
conclusions or amazing sew policy initiatives. Sut we do feel, and 
certainly the Congress has urged us to take a sericus loox, in @ 
comprehensive way, a: Our aras policy, so that when we jo come up 
with significan: »roposale, which are Sound :5 Se contrcversial, such 
as ares for Sauci Arab:a, we've got an integrated approach anc 3 
complete story to tell. And that's what we're about now. The study 
is expected to take four to six weexs to complete. And following 
that process, we will Se able to present a coherent story and sove 
shead on various aspects of it, including the prospect of the Saudi 
aras sale. 


Other issues that will be reviewed curing the course of 
the visit, we anticipate, will be princtpally in the econosic area, 
anere the story is. sy and large, a very good one. -ie've had a long 
ana mutually veneficia. economic relationshis «ith Saudi \rabdia. 
There are not issues, NOt issues, Sut corcerns, [ think, Om tre Saudi 
Sice acout the state of the energy market, avout American policy 
toward it. They have, perhaps wrongly. interpreted sone statesents 
by serior adainistration spokesmen, princinzally cnerg, Secretary 
Model, tS -- \ave some suspicions =hat it's sur policy to try to 
jawbone the cil sarket down. [t's aot. i think Secretary Model has 
been extremely clear a number of times in saying tnat our policy is 
to rely on the aarket. And we think reliance on the sarket also 
means that OPEC ought to be guided Sy the market signals. And they 
are slowly accepting some of those signais, it seems to us. In any 
case, I think our respective philosophical views of the oil sarkxet 
are going to be one matter for an exchange. 


Cthers will be trace questions. Saudi Arabia is ‘ust 
enterine, in a larce say, the internationai sarsxet for petrocremicais 
and refined petroleum products. Ané tney will want so tai*x about tre 
Level of access that they can expect to enscy to the American mar<et, 
which, right now, I think, is quite satisfactory, frcm tne@irt Saint of 
view. Jut they Save, 33 sany Other cCantries around 2:2 wor.s save, 
CONCSIAS AsOut protectionist pressures. And I think you'r? well 
acquainted wits the acainistration’s sosicion on that. We istene to 
operate as {r2e an open market a8 it's sotsidie for 23 t9 ‘«. 


2 May I interrupt you there -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- tO ask you what the current volume is and what 
you sean by 4 very “expanded sarket”? 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far a8 petroleun . 
products are concerned, and petrochemical oroducts, iaports from 


MORE 
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Seudi Arabia into the United States right now are siniaa:i, in that 
they're just getting into the export sarket. Anc their principal 
marxet objective, in soth cases, really. is Europe, not North 
America. Sut they do intend -- and they will have the capability as 
their plants come into completion over the next two years -- the 
capecity to export oroductsinto the U.S. And we anticipate that 
they'll be able to do that on a very competitive basis. 


But their asain sarketing objectives continue to be 
Zurope. 
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The Zaudi Jelegation that wiil be arciving sits tre Zing 
cn Sunday afteraccn will include tse Poreign Ainister, Prince Saud; 
Petroleua Xinister Yasani; Tinaace Hinister Aba ale-Khayis az: 
“Maleter of ‘unicipaiities {, a8 wel. as the Ziag’s youngest 
son, Prince Abé al-Azis, who is apprezisate:y 12 years old. 


Ducizy thre course of tha visit, of course, trey “ezin, a8 
al » with formal arrival on the white Youse grounds on innday at 
333 a.a., followed Sy a seeting in the “nite Souse with te 
President and sesbers of the Cabinet. 


Following that, @ session at the State Separtzent wits 
Secretary of State Shultz and a lunch Sosted by the Secretary; and 
then the State Sinner Monday evening. 


Tuescay Sorning «ill be taken up vy szeetings wita other 
senicr aéainistration officials, a cunch hostec for the Aiag ov 
Acaaco, the Acabian-Aszerican O11 Company; an¢ meetings taat afternoon 
with distincuisne:! non-official Anericans. 


#etnescay socning, the SJecretacy of Defensa ine tha 
Secretary of Treasury, Secretary Saker. Lunch routed Sy the Saudi 
American Business Dialogue. 


Maybe I*.i take just 4 moment to dicrcess and exdlain «hat 
that is. {t's a s3\n-off on the orivace <= Ls the orivace sect <r, 
sets American and saudi, of the U.3.-3aud! Joint Economic Commission, 
which is an arrangemen: Setveen us that crelly amounts to 3 technica: 
assistance preqram with the distinguisning feature Seing that Sauci 
Arabia pays for it sil. It's operated on our side by the “reasury 
Cesartment. Jncerc this arrangement, there are several hundred 
NMaeticans in Sauti Arabia in various fiells giving technical sdvise 
to the Saudi gover=sent. 


it's sact of the underoianings of our econosic 
relationanhis. Ant ome assect of t1at ww, tO encsurage settec 
tialogre and untecstaccinag by t19 orivate sector 24 Sets Sitet, is tr 
ad‘unt® Susisessman’s 4:1.90¢24, ani shey’i. c@ Sosting 24 8.45. 


Vednesday evening, the King wlll host cis ceturn finrer. 


On Toursday, thece will ce further meetings it. of ivate 
Americans and a dinner on Thursday evening hosted Sy the ‘Vice 
President. 


Friday, the King will teceive senders of the Aras 
Diplomatic Corps and the Saudi community, and then will depart friday 
afterncon. 


At that soint, let se take questicns. 

3 #Aat ace you srepared 5 3av £9 ="? A: 
to vou, #@ think the J.5. t»ouid ones 8 114.0772 wits 
T7votians seem co se urzinz? 


SENSOR ASU ETAALTION ofTictaAcs @ss- + ta. +940 
tne 2%) we ‘en's tains 14 fea.iy GOLAT £3 BOVE BAC rss |neru. 
Y.ow, “snae’st imsercant is fof tse ATID Side 9f S1@ @7sas. on & | 
summoct se dine ‘tessein’s efforts 29 99t 49 4£35 “AN 18t® SO 9Fs iu 
an Acas intericeucoc. TF :9e's sat'S sees Ti8Zing SOMT. We. 14 
peece orccess -- NO She On the Arad tive td Tegstiasce wits. 


Cuite clearly, ting Aussein vants to ve that 
interlocutor. Duite clearly, % doesn't Selieve that he can be 
effective and lecitimate in that cole unless Se bas 8 Tandate from 
the Acad side, which incluces princizally thse Palestinians. An‘ 
that, at the moment, is what se and Arafat are talking about. 


And where we see the next steps coming is in 3 successful 
conclusion of the Acafat-Hussein dislogue. And we believe jaudi 
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AMeabla, as well as cther sodecate states, including certainly 2ay9t 
neel te support that orocess and give dussein what he is trying 
obtain ia tre way of 3 aandate. 


¢ Wai., com*t you get the izpression that the Jaudis 
ate celuctant to pressure Sussein in any way if the U.S. is calectant 
> Tecael. It seems to de the one waiting fcr the other one 
to go tiret. 


SZUIOR ASMIAISTRATION G77ICIAL: ‘ell, I ton*t chink it's 
80 such @ question of Saudi pressuce on tussein, Sut rather Jazdci 
support for Hussein, and some pressure ca the ?L2, ts cess to 
en eccommodation with Jussein 


Py: ¢ “ell, what sakes you taink, after so sany years 
y*. where we’ > a deen disappointed in the Saudi activiss in teras of 


pashing the were eeeete that now, suideniy, they're going~t> start 
a slestinians to negotiate, either directly or through 
Sussein 


SEUICR ADADIISTRAATICN OFTICcAL: ff can't srediect, =! 


course, what yy geing to 4do. Jut our isoression is that cre 
Saudis do see this as a, to be trite, historic sonent. 
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2 jit, ezeuse me. oe you think the Saudis are dei 
far too unrealistic ant are expecting far too auch from shia visit 


SZNICA ADMINISTRATION SIFICIAL: Me, I don’t think so -- 
= ia the sense that if they expect a Sold, sew Azerican initiative 
“- I don*t think that's what we see the situation as calling for. 
Ané ft dont anticipate that that's likely te come out of it. Jut 
short of that, no, I don*t think that <hey're going te 70 away 
disappointed. 


I think they’rce interested in Searing the ?resicent 
disectly -—- again, taey put a lot of store in direct personal contact 
-- celterate what vas in Sis Seotesber 1 initiative that tsey think 

Aad we want thes to use that 


. Jecause they've really deen wy ap this vielt 


— 
for practically sonths in theic own aedia -- for 4a very lLoag tine. 


SENIOR ADUINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Well, outside of the 
Arceb world, the celationship with the Jaited Jtates is the sost 
laportant of their external relaticnshizs. Vitisately, they look to 
the Jnited States es the guarantor of theic security. King fahd is 
the architect and —— exponent in Saudi Arabia of that 
celationship. And, so, it is an extremely important visit for thes. 


P) You baven't sentioned the Lebanon situation. ta 
this a tey pact of the talks? in other words, can the Jaudis Jo 
anythiag to get the Syrians and/or the Lebanese government ts s3%¢ 
some arcanzement with tarael to avoic trousie Jown tre road there? 


SSATOR NOMIAISTAATICN CFTICI AL: Se Jon's faily expect 
Lebanon to Se @ sain feature of this discussion. << tiint wits the 
Teraeli decision to withdraw from Lebanon and with toe tisetasie that 
they have already articulated, that defines the (ramewort oretty 
Gefiniteiy in which we're working in Lebanon. 


The issue, { think, is to try to sinisize undesiradle 
Conuequences coming out of that. And so far, the Lebanese governsent 
has aot been able to wock Gut artangements that sill serait it to 
eseure ~~ and take the secessary steps to secure security in Light of 
the tecaeli withdrawal. 


The Seudis continue te be an iapertent cheanel of 
communication toe the Lebanese, to the Syrians. Jut it’s ceally that, 
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== enpested the Saudis te os tw te-enter 


gece iapressi aad with sece energy. tt 
we ae like ty By yA we'll be enecying we then, 


= thiak that’s an 
there has te be someone on the Arab 


“Sic, i€ there is an Acad interlecuter who's 
adsintetration confident that the present Isrseli 


SENICA ADNIZISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let ae differ wits 
you en one part of your statement and that is the position of the 
seli goverazent. { don’t think that it has taken the sate 
its predecessor toverl the Aesgan taltiative. 


?riaze Minister Peres, < think, Sas left that question 
as te what the government's attitude toward tre Septeaber | 
tnitiative is. 














Well, what did 
“yow, that elections are over and 
what “ -- @& zonupentel mandate cr sosethiag. 
“- to as* Alia to take a sore aggressive posture.“ at" 
some sort of code. I don't *now what it seans. 


SENIOR AEMINISTRATION STFICIAL: Well. I don't «now wrat 
it seans either because -< 


< It’s your phrase. 


SEXIOR ADMNIIGTRATION OFFICIAL: -- it’s what the Saudis 
are going to tell us. 


3 Was that the phrase they used to you? 


SESTOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: That's the character of 
what they heave been saying publicly in their press anc «hat we 
understand, tarough diplomatic channels, their interest in this 
agenda is. 


I suppose you can look at it this way, the September i 
Initiative wes ennounced in 1962. [t's still on the table. It still 
represents the definitive American position. Gut it's not pecoeeey 
under segotietion. Sow do you get trom this toe aegotations? And, 
perhaps, the Seudi view is thet this is ceslly up to the United 
States to define ent do something about. And I think our view is you 
can't ¢o anything ebout it until you've got & party to negotiate 
with. . 

. 

9 Well, © take it {rom what you're sot willing te tell 
the Saudis thet you would presse the new Ieraeli jovernment to endorse 
the peace — it*s Sust sitting out there and it's wp to them. is 
thac right 


SEATIOR ADMIRISTRATIO“N OFTICIAL: No, I think our position 


ie @ Little Ji '*scert than that. The President's Septemver | 
Imitiative i imitive etetement of the Aserican position. It 
expilicitiy « ' od -- of He acknowledged in the course of 
presenting i. both of the parties, lerael and the Aras 


States, will come . the teble with theif own negotiating positions, 
which easy eve some sisiiarities to the United States" proposition. 
but ere certainly ing to heave some eajor differences, and very 

major differences {roe each other. That's what you negotiate sbout. 


Q The Seudis ¢id come forth with one thing. of at 
least they helped to put it through, the Fea Plan, if you'll recall). 
What is the 0.8. view now? Hae thet gone by the boards of how does 


A 
a fice 


the 
te ¢° 


then 


it certainly would fers 
But thet 


’ 
~~ It seems te se you're 
sten to you, Sut, rather, 
while the Zing, 
Me. t Jon’t taink we're 
ust in lecturing. vite tue 


. 
+ 


it 
ten to us push Jusseia of convince wesein to enter iate the 


negotiations, of convince Arafat te iet his de se.” 
Me shall geo wits the Syriene and 


f 
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en Arab negotiating position, yes. 
You're telling sis -- why in the heli te 


thes to articulsete. 
there te one thi 
“We don’t went to 


CA AEMINISTIATICZ CIPICIAL: 


besis tor 
be up to 
Yee 
* 
Wwe 46 went toe “ew what the Jeudi view of trese sattere 


SENICR ACMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: 


aot interested in Listening to his, or 
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“up to what we reed trom his, his position is that Musseia should not 


@e selene in these segotiations. 
with the Pelestinians. 


coaing then? 
contrary. 
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AGUEBSISTRATION GFVICIAL: “ell, I*a sot quite sure 
len. The Acabse and tereel can Seing to the 
lens theic own position. The Peg conzunique 
an Acad position. [t may well Se the Arab dasis of 
It certaialy could be. That's for the Arcade to decide. 
te with the two sarties. The twe parties 


- -- clearly you said “y weated semethiag positive 
from theic side, but this, - said, it represents a Separture {ros 
theic previous position against tareel. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: hic cejected the 
negotiation altogetder. 


2 - in the pest, they cetected everything. 
FSBICR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Taat’s cight. 
~ Jet what ¢@iJ you offer thea sow? 


SSUICR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn’t offer trea 
anythiag te -— 


2 In cetercn for this departure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sell, © mean, the 
offering and the give-and-take has te take place ia the negotiations 
principally between the two parties. And we're prepared to play «4 
role and te dSelpful. Jut our trying to induce either party te change 
the fundamentals of its position outside of a cirect negotiation just 
Goeen't sake sense to ae and won't get us anywhere. 


TUE PRESS: Thank you. A 
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THE PHILIPPINES 
- FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1985, 2:00 P.M. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to 
stress, at the outset, that there is no particular drama 
attached to the fact that ['m giving this briefing. [fhe only 
drama involved is for me, and that involves the rather severe 
change in temperature between Manila and the Philippines (sic.) 


I've been back for the past couple of weeks on the 
first series of consultations that ['ve had in Washington since 
going out there last May; and it was suggested that given the 
level of interest in things Filipino that perhaps there would 
be a utility in providing a BACKGROUND briefing for the 
Department press corps, and I, with some degree of alacrity. 
said yes. 


Let me say at the outset, I might just say a few words 
about where [ see us as being in the Philippines, and then 
perhaps open it up rather soon to questions. 


{ think that as one looks back over the last 18 
monthg, that one has to be impressed by the degree of progress 
which the Philippines has made in items which are on its 
national agenda. First and perhaps foremost is the progress 
that they have made in the revitalization of their democratic 
institutions. I would stress at this point that Filipinos 
believe, and we believe, that more remains to be done. No one 
is claiming that the state of perfect grace has been achieved. 
But there has been in our view -- we agree with the general 
consensus in the Philippines that there has been a very 
considerable degree of progress in the strengthening of the 
democratic process through such events as the May 14th 
election, the putting into place of a National Assembly in 
which the opposition has a strong, and I think, very vigorous 
minority, the greater degree of transparency and accountability 
to which the government is held as a result of that vocal 
opposition and in an increasingly, in some ways, remarkably 
free and open press. 


Similarly, the handling of the Agrava Commission and 
its investigatién of the Aquino assassination [ think is viewed 
by most Filipinos -- and certainly by us -- as a very positive 
development. There have been some other events as well which I 
think reinforce this move toward this judgment of progress, but 
those, I think, are the main ones. 














In the economic area, they have made beginnings of 
progress. They have now put in place an agreement with the 
International Monetary Fund and they are in the very final 
stages of rescheduling their debt with the private banks, both 
of these being programs which we have supported very strongly. 


It now remains, of course, to begin tackling what is 
in some ways an even more difficult part of the economic 
agenda, and that is undertaking the sort of basic structural 
reforms in the economy, particularly for example in 
agriculture, which will be essential if they are going to use 
this period of Financial stabilization to lay a foundation for 
stable long-term growth at the levels, for example, that are 
achieved by most, if not all, of their immediate neighbors. 


The third area of interest -- and 1 would say of 
concern -- is the security situation, where [ must say we are 
not as optimistic at this point, or we have not found the same 
degree of progress perhaps is a better way to phrase it, as we 
have seen on the rebuilding of political institutions and on 
coming to terms with the economic crisis. 


The insurgency has grown -- it has grown at a 
concerning rate over the past one to two years. The roots of 
that insurgency in our view -- and I think a view shared by the 


Philippine Government and the Philippine people -- the roots of 
that insurgency lie in the political, social and economic 
conditions, particularly in the countryside. Its leadership, 
however -— and one should be under no illusions on this score 
-~- its leadership is a group of several hundred dedicated, 
highly-ideologically committed, hard-bitten Marxist-Leninists. 
It is not, at the grass roots level, an ideologically-motivated 
movement, but its leadership is ideological. 


Well, [ think [ might stop there and see if any of you 
have any questions. I might add that I've been back here now 
for two weeks. I spent most of last week within the Executive 
Branch talking to people about a number of things including the 
final preparation of the FY-86 Budget and the programs relating 
to the Philippines. That budget, of course, has now gone 
forward and I assume that most of you have had a chance to see 
it, so I won't go into those details. 


Q The state of Marcos' health -- can you tell us 
what p= assessment is and howe long he's likely to remain in 
power 


a Well, I might say that one of my many areas of 
inadequacy is my lack of medical training, and it is, [ find, 
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difficult to make a prognosis. even a diagnosis. He, clearly, 
over the past couple of months has not been in good health. 
Beyond that, I really can't speculate. [I would say that [ have 
the impression that he has -- he is somewhat stronger now than 
he was in the middle of December, for example, and one would 
hope that this trend would continue. 


Stronger -- physically or politically? 
Yes, physically. 


oD ne» 


Do the insurgents receive outside support? 


A We -- Neither we nor the Philippine Government 
can find any evidence of any significant outside support for 
the new People's army, which is the military branch of the 
Communist Party of the Philippines. [They are a 
self-sustaining, self-supporting organization. They finance 
themselves largely through their ability to impose what they 
call “taxes” on individuals and enterprises in those areas 
where their influence is the greatest. 


They arm themselves primarily by capturing arms from 
the army and I think probably also by using some of their tax 
revenues to buy arms on the very considerable black market 
which exists around the world. 


Q Do you see any possibility, in talking to the 
opposition, of people in the opposition prepared to come to 
terms with members of the KBL in working out some kind of a 
coalition or some future arrangements? 


) In my brief time in the Philippines I've learned 
to rule everything in rather than ruling anything out, and [ 
certainly would not dismiss that as a possibility. [here are 
discussions in the Philippines -- it's a unique place in some 
ways; but there are constant discussions not only among the 
members of the opposition and among the members of the 
government party, but between those two groups. [They all know 
each other and they talk. 


Q Who would be some of the people in Marcos' party 
who might take some distance from Marcos and perhaps come to 
terms with members of the opposition? 


A Well, I think that some of those have identified 
themselves rather clearly through interviews given to American 
journalists. 














I don't think it's useful to speculate about the 
individuals because, in my view, much more important than the 
rack-up of individuals, it's a country which I find rather rich 
in human talent. What is required is a strong enough process 
to ensure that one of those individuals eventually rises to the 
top and is able to form -- be elected and form the next 
government. 


Q In reference to that process, a handful, at 
least, of opposition leaders have approached U.S. officials 
both here and in Manila in recent weeks, and pointed with alarm 
to reports and indications that the the President might resign 
in order to facilitate a “cooked” election for his wife so that 
she could succeed him while he is still alive. 


What have U.S. officials said in response to those 
concerns? And how do U.S. officials assess that possibility? 


Aa We've said in response to those concerns that our 
assessment is (1) that our assessment is that far and away the 
great bulk of the Filipino body politic will insist that the 
next government of the Philippines come into office as a result 
of the democratic process; (2) that the U.S. strongly supports 
that position. And [ have confidence that that will in fact be 
the case. 


I'm sorry, you had another part to that question which 
has momentarily escaped my mind. 


(Continued on following page. ) 








Q I think you've answered both parts. 


The Foreign Secretary has indicated that 
additional U.S. military assistance might be in the form of 
military advisers. What is your feeling about this, and how 
likely is it? . 


a I think there has been some unfortunate confusion 
over the remarks made by the Foreign Minister. He was not 
calling for advisers in the sense that advisers have come to be 
known in other parts of the world. 


We have a joint U.S. Military Assistance Mission in 
the Philippines. We've had it there for several decades. We 
have 27 military personnel on its rolls. Its function is to 
advise and assist the Filipinos in training, primarily in the 
areas associated with the materiel and equipment they are 
purchasing from or being granted by the United States, and [ 
foresee no change in that mission. 


Q What is the Philippine Government doing to combat 
the insurgents, and are they doing the right thing? Should 
they Se doing something else? 


A I think we are heartened, to some extent, by what 
we perceive to be a more candid recognition and appraisal on 
the part of the Philippine army and the Philippine Government 
of the nature of the insurgency threat, a more candid appraisal 
which we have seen take shape over the last few months. 


I think they have also, in an encouraging fashion, 
begun to realign their procurement priorities to ensure that 


those priorities take into account their need for the sorts of 
equipment and training which are required to combat an 


insurgency. They are no longer talking about sophisticated 
weapons systems, such as F-16s and Harpoon missiles. They are 
talking realistically about the need for more trucks, better 
maintenance, a more effective logistical system, more 
transport, more airlift, more sealift, etc. 


Q Can you put a figure on the number of guerrillas? 


a Everybody else puts a figure on the number of 
guerrillas, and everybody's figure seems to be a little bit 
different. [I guess a range with which [I am comfortable is from 
ten to twelve thousand armed fighters who are active on a 
full-time basis. 


That, however, is in my own estimation not the 
criterion which most concerns me. What most concerns me is the 
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rate of growth in that number and the rate of growth in what 
the NPA term its mass base -- those people who are in one way 
or another on a part-time basis usually, providing some degree 
of active support in the countryside. 


It is that rate of growth over the last year or two 
which I think is most alarming. It's a large country. It's 53 
million people. 10,000 armed guerrillas sound like a lot of 
people, but measured against 53 million, it's not all that 
great. 


However, if the rate of growth of the past year or two 
were to continue, they would be in a position to wreak 
substantial instability in the country. 


Q How large is the mass base? 


a Estimates range from a half a million to a 
million. 


You say that at the root of the problem is the 
escté /economic/political situation. How would you describe 
the government's awareness of these conditions in its efforts 
to try to solve these problems? 


) I think the government is well aware of the 
origins of the problem. This, after all, is a country and a 
military which has had substantial experience in combatting an 
insurgency over the last three or four decades, and has done so 
for the most part with some success. 


They understand what a counter-insurgency program has 
to look like. They understand completely that a 
counter-insurgency program cannot be a wholly military program, 
but that it does have to have a coherent military element in it. 


The government is operating under substantial 
difficulties at the moment, of course, because of its own 
budgetary difficulties which are a direct function of the 
economic. crisis and the need to stabilize the economy. So that 
the Ministry of “Defense and other civilian ministries are 
operating at a very substantially reduced level of real 
resources. 


Q Is the lack of justice in the countryside 
essentially a budgetary problem? 


A It is not so much a lack of justice in the 
countryside which is of concern, although that can be a problem 
in some regions. What is a problem is the fact that all too 




















Frequently the behavior of the various military and security 
units and the perception of those units by the populace in the 
countryside, constitutes one of the prime recruiting tools for 
the NPA. And it is in this area of the relationship between 
the military and security units and the civilian population 
that I think there has been recently some encouraging signs 
that the army itself and the government are beginning to pay 
the sort of attention which is required. 


Q Is the NPA leadership pro-Moscow or independent? 


a The CPP, the Communist Party of the Philippines, 
split from the PKP, which was the traditional Moscow-lining 
party back in the mid-1960s. It is largely independent. It 
has a Maoist philosophy, if you will. [hey are believers in 
the prolonged war and rural insurgency. They are highly 
organized. They are very disciplined, and they are quite able. 


Q How do you interpret the apparent contradiction 
of some of the opposition group calling for the termination of 
the U.S. bases, but at the same time looking for American 
suppoct? 


A I've never found that consistency is necessarily 
an element that one finds in political discourse. 


Q But they're doing that for some reason. Why do 
you think they're -- 


A There is, I think, a relatively small strain 
within the Philippine body politic which acts primarily out of 
a rather sharp sense of nationalism, which has long identified 


the American military presence as sort of sticking in their 
craw. 


And in the efforts of some elements of the opposition 
to put together a unified platform, [ think this relatively 
small strain has been able to reflect its views in a 
disproportionate fashion. 


My strdng view remains that the great bulk of the 
Filipino body politic does not see the presence of American 
facilities there as an unacceptable infringement upon 
Philippine sovereignty. 


After all, there has been substantial change in the 
conditions under which those facilities operate over the last 
six or seven years. It is explicitly recognized that they are 
Philippine bases under Philippine sovereignty, and that we 
operate facilities on those bases. 

















That was a change which was quite Fundamental, and 
which was made in, I think, 1979. 


Q How can the Administration go to Congress and 
argue for $195 million in military aid in the next fiscal year 
for the armed forces of the Philippines when objective 
observers agree that there's no one in the officer corps above 
the rank of Colonel who commands respect for his abilities and 
his actions? 


a I would first question the objectivity of your 
cited observers. [ think that is a sweeping judgment which 
does not really have a basis in fact. 


Secondly, I would wish to clarify that of the hundred 
and -- 


Q Unofficial observers. 


a Even most unofficial observers, I think, would 
question the sweeping nature of that assertion. 


Secondly, I would point out that of the 195 million, 
which is in the budget request for FY-86, 95 million is in 
Economic Support Fund assistance, which, while it is a part of 
the compensation arrangements related to the bases agreement, 
is economic in nature and intent, not military. 


Thirdly, we have a commitment as a part of the last 
revision of the bases arrangement, a best-efforts commitment, 
entered into by the Executive to attempt to provide a given 
level of assistance over a five-year period. 


We fell somewhat short of that last year in the 
military assistance portion. fhe 195 million Figure reflects a 
determination to try to make up that lost 45 million over a 
three-year period by adding 15 million to the figure, which 
would otherwise have gone forward. 


Q Okay. A Follow-up on that. Do you believe -- 


a Let me -- I think I'm now prepared to take on the 
full thrust of your first question. 


I think it requires a judgment, which we have made, 
that the moves which we have seen over the past few months 
toward reform in the military, toward a greater effectiveness 

















on the part of the military, are encouraging and should be 
encouraged. Sut I think that clearly the decision to propose 
an enhancement in the military assistance package by increasing 


the amount cf MAP as opposed to the amount of FMS is based on 
an expectation that that progress will continue. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Do you think that Congress will appropriate the 
$100 million in military aid as long as General Fabian Ver 
remains in effective control of the armed forces? 


a I don't think that General Fabian Ver remains in 
effective control of the armed forces. He is now on leave; he 
is undergoing a judicial process related to the findings »%f the 

' Agrava Commission that he was involved as an accomplice, I 
believe, or an accessory in the Aquino assassination. 


Q What about the Generals that he appointed? Are 
‘ay going to remain, or will they -- 


a I think some of them will remain, some of them 
will probably leave. This comes back to the earlier assertion 
that you can't find anyone above the rank of Colonel that is 
worth anything. I think that is simply not the case. 


; My own very strong impression is that there is a 
a group of very professional, very dedicated military 
officers in the AFP. 


There has clearly been, during the process of greatly 
expancing the army of the Philippines, a process which took 
place in the 1970's. I think there has been by everyone's 
admission a deterioration in the level of general 
professionalism and effectiveness. 





The Acting Chief of Staff himself has been publicly 
quoted as describing this phenomena. I think that those 
professional officers, whose leadership will be essential to 
the reform process and greater effectiveness, those 
professional officers are dedicated to the proposition of 
trying to bring all that about. 


Q On the economy, you mentioned the beginnings of 
progress -- the IMF package, the bank debt rescheduling -- to 
what would that be threatened by a leadership change in 
government or by the security concerns? 


a Obviously. a leadership change in the government 
would raise certain questions. 8ut I think that the same 
imperatives which cause the current government to come to this 
agreement with the IMF, and a recognition that there are no 
real alternatives, would operate on any new government. 


Q Are you satisfied with the progress made thus far 
in changing agricultural marketing and some of the pricing 
policies, specifically with regard to the monopolies under 
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Marcos’ cronies? And do you also think that the United States 
will be in @ position again where we'll have nudge them a 
little bit by abstaining on loans at the World Bank or doing 
other non-so subtle signals to get them to move along on that? 


Aa Economic reform is never easy. and it doesn't 
take place in a bottle. Economic reform has direct political 
implications in every society and in every country, including 
our own. So I shouldn't expect that somehow overnight the 
sorts of economic reform that we and many Filipinos and others. 
such as the IMF and the World Bank, want to see will suddenly 
occur and we can all sort of fold up our tents. 


I think it will be an incremental process. It is 
going to be an on-going process, extending over a period of 
time. I think the key is to continue to see some progress. I 
think the recent moves on the coconut monopoly, recent moves on 
lifting price controls on most agricultural products, the 
progress made under the IMF agreement in establishing a 
realigtic exchange rate regime, are all very encouraging, but, 
clearly, more remains to be done. 


Q You menticaned these areas in which progress is 
taking place. How much of this progress is due to Mr. Marcos 
and how much of it is taking place in spite of Mr. Marcos? 

a Mr. Marcos iv the President of the Republic. 
Q That's his titie? 

a Pardon? 

Q That's his title? 

“ 


Yes. 


Did you give an answer? 


> #& 


I*- said Mr. Marcos is the President of the 
Republic. 


Q Let me ask, if I may, about your confidence that 
the succession will take place democratically. Do you think it 
will be trouble-free in light of the present announcement by a 
67-year-old ill President that he will run for re-election 
where there are about a dozen opposition candidates for 
President and several on the government party side? 


What is the basis of your confidence that they'll be a 
Gemocratic -- 
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a I think that an orderly -- either recertification 
of the existing incumbency or an orderly transition depends not 
on individuals; it depends on institutions. [ think that there 
has been some progress in the strengthening of those 
institutions. ‘ 


More remains to be done. as I stressed at the outset. 
They are now beginning to engage in the Assembly of the 
drafting of a new electoral code. That's a very important 
step. And a new electoral code will be an important part of 
that overall process. 


May I ask about the COMELEC membership. Does it 
still have several vacancies? 


Aa I think there are at least two or three 
vacancies, and I'm sure the Filling of those vacancies and who 
they are filled by will be an important element in the on-going 
negotiation. 


Q May I ask also -- same topic -- NAMFREL has been, 
apparently. deprived of its formal, official role as a 
participant in poll-watching, and so forth. Is that a 
favorable step? 


a I think it is to be expected that NAMFREL will be 
recertified as the citizens arm of COMELEC long enough before 
the next elections now scheduled in 1986 to insure that it 
remains effective. 


The tradition of having such an organization 
performing such a function is a long-standing one in the 
Philippine political system. 


Q Can we go back to the economy for a second? Can 
you give us some idea what the status is of the Paris Club 
meetings on the Philippines, Number 1; and Number 2, although 
they have reached an agreement with the IMF. the New York banks 
don't seem very impressed by that. And I'm wondering if they 
don't kick in what they were supposed to, aren't they going to 
have some serious economic problems? 


a With regard to the consultative group meetings, I 
think that what one should expect is this is not a one-time 
event. And given the nature of Filipino economic problems, 
given the degree of interest in those problems by a lot of 
people, I think one should expect that the consultative group 
sort of exercise is going to be rolling one. It's not going to 
be just once year. People are going to want to sce 























that things are actually being done. 


The standards are going to be pretty high, but 
Philippine problems are pretty great. 


With regard to the degree of satisfaction on the part 
of the New York banks, I can't speak for them. 8ut, as I said 
earlier, they are, I think, now in the final stages of 
producing a rescheduling agreement which, I gather, both sides 


aor that they will be able to complete within the next few 
weeks. 


No banker is ever very happy when he's not able to 
receive on time the money that is due him. On the other hand, 
the Philippines is not a unique situation in the light of 
what's been happening over the last couple of years. 


Q In regard to the remarkably free press, there are 
reliable reports that there are increasing difficulties in 
gett newsprint. which is allocated by the government. Can 
you eliminate that? 


a I'm really uninformed on that subject. I've been 
for a couple of weeks, but I was not aware that the 
availability of newsprint was a significant constraint in and 
of itself on the ability of the press to publish. I'll look 
into it. 


Q Apparently it has to do with the allocation of 
money for it -- 


a Yes, sir. 
Q ~~ @s it hits some of the most independent papers. 


Q What's your assessment on Mr. Marcos’ popularity 
or lack of it at the moment? 


a I’ think that it's really not my task, even in a 
Background briefing, to give my own personal view of what his 
poll rating is at the moment. 


I think it's clearly a country that's been going 
through a lot of turmoil. The economic situation has been very 
adverse. There's been a lot of political ferment. The popular 
outburst in response to the Aquino assassination was extremely 
large. And I think quite clearly there are many people in the 

















Philippines who are not all that satisfied with President 
Marcos’ rule, but political popularity is at times a rather 
transient thing. It goes up and it goes down. 

Q Thank you. 


(Background briefing concluded at 2:26 p.m.) 
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MR. KALB: Ladies and gentlemen, in response to a 
trickle of requests, approaching a Niagara of requests, we've 
asked Ambassador Walters to stop by here and talk to you for a 
few moments. He needs no introduction, obviously, to anybody 
in this room. Mr. Ambassador? 


AMBASSADOR WALTERS: As you can imagine, it is a great 
honor to have received this mark of confidence from the 
President. If confirmed, I will do the best I can to deserve 
that confidence. :, 


Nearly 50 years ago I entered the service of the 
United States, and even before this I have been rewarded beyond 
the wildest dreams of a young private of 1941. 


If this nomination is approved by the Senate, I will 
do my best to continue the superb work that Ambassador 
Kirkpatrick has done in the United Nations to restore and 
enhance the position in the interests of the United States. 


In the past four years, I have been in about a hundred 
countries, and I've flown maybe more than a million miles. 
I've met a lot of people, and I'm hopeful that if, indeed, I am 
approved for this position, that those contacts and that 
experience will be useful to me. 
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Now I know you would not want to get me in hot water 
with the Senate by answering a lot of your questions before I 
answer theirs. All I can tell you is that if my nomination is 
confirmed, I will do my best. 


Q Can you tell us how the question of Cabinet-rank 
status has been resolved? 


~- 


A My understanding is the position is the same as 
it was in the case of my predecessor. 


Q Was there an> discussion of that -- 


A I can't get into that sort of hypothetical. As I 
say, this will probably be asked of me at the Senate, and, if I 
give the answer here, I will have scooped them -- (laughter) -- 
and that is a bad thing to do. 


Q Mc. Ambassador, in your estimate, how many secret 
missions would you say that you have conducted in your lifetime 
for Secretaries of State are positives? 


A I wouldn't really call them secret. If you 
noticed -- and I don't want to be accused of conflict of 
interest or pushing my book, because it's out of print and you 
can't find it any more, so I feel a little safer. None of 
these missions the last four years have really been secret, per 
se. I've never traveled under false names or in disguise or 
attempted to hide it; I just haven't sought any publicity. 
(Laughter) 


I have come to the conclusion that the old saying that 


there's no amount of good that you can't do if you don't care 
who gets the credit for it, and it's sometimes frustrating, 


because I'm not a modest man. (Laughter) 


-- MORE -- 











Q You said four times, “If I am confirmed by the 
Senate." Is that part of your well-known modesty or do you 
know something about yourself that we don't. (Laughter) 


A I'm glad my modesty is well known, because I 
haven't been as conscious of it as I should be. 


No, I think it is, again, a question of not presuming 
a decision of the Senate. I have been confirmed a number of 
times by the Senate. I bébieve I was confirmed as a Brigadier 
General, as a Major General, as a Lieutenant General, as Deputy 
Director of the CIA and as Ambassador-at-Large. That's at 
least five times. Maybe I've been lucky five times. 


Q I don't know quite how to put it. But, of 
course, relations have been a little touchy sometimes with 
other members of the United Nations. A statement was made 
about how they could sail the whole thing away; it wouldn't 
bother us. Do you plan to kind of stay along that line, or do 
you want to soften that down a little bit? 


A I stand to stay along the line of advancing and 
expressing the President's policies. 


Q So what is the answer, though? 


A The answer is, whatever his policy is at the time 
is what I will stand along. I think the United Nations is 
necessary for the world. Otherwise, I wouldn't consider 
accepting this job. 


Q Ambassador, how would you distinguish your style 
from that of Mrs. Kirkpatrick? I think perhaps the question is 
a question of style rather than policy? 


A I think it would be appallingly immodest for me 
to try. I think that's something you people will have to 
decide -- the difference in style. 


I think she's done a fantastic job. I think the 
position of the United States today in the United Nations is 
quite different to what it was four years ago; and if I can do 
half as well, I will be quite pleased. 


Q How do you feel about a weighted vote in the 
United Nations, Mr. Ambassador, in terms of the way things run 
today -- the larger nations having a larger say in what goes on? 


A Of course, you have a degree of a weighted vote 
in the Security Council where you have five nations with veto 


powers. 








With regard to a weighted vote elsewhere, I would have 
to await further briefings on the United States position on 
this particular thing. I do not intend to be just a messenger ‘ 
boy, but I do not 6 ey to cause difficulties for the 
policy-makers in the United States. 


' Q One quick question. Does this mean if you get 


this post that you would no longer take up special missions, 
say, for example, talking With Pidel Castro? 


A I'm not really the right person to ask that 
question. I don't decide my own missions. I‘m generally sent 


on them. If the competent authority sends me somewhere, I 
suppose I would go. It would be up to them to decide the 
trade-off, whether they would want to use the U.S. permanent 
repesentative to the United Nations for something like that. 
But if they made that decision, I would certainly go. 


Q ° Do you have any plans to talk to Fidel Castro? 
& I have none. 


Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 4:10 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As my colleague noted to 
you last Friday, the King has come to Washington not just as King of 
Saudi Arabia and as the principal architect of U.S.-Saudi relations, 
but also as e@ leading Arab statesman who recently sent several 
emissaries around the Arab world. And as the President begins his 
second term, and against the backdrop of the new Israeli government 
and new peace initiatives from moderate Arab leaders, King Fahd 
believes the time has come to urge the United States to help 
reinvigorate the peace process. He came to sit down and deal directly 
with the President on the peace process, as well as on bilateral 
concerns. 


They hac a meeting, ran just over half an hour in the 
Oval Office and then moved to the larger delegations in the Cabinet 
Root. Went on until just before noon. 


The President opened the meetings with a very firm 
statement about his continued dedication to seeking a Middle East 
peace. 


They spoke of -- we spoke from our side of support for 
Sauci security, describing that as a matter of vital interest to the 
United States. There was discussion of the very long-standing 
Saudi-U.S. security relationship, and then moved to problems in the 
area, such as those caused by the Gulf War; water rivalries, 
rivalries over ~ater: problem of Lebanon and the Lebanese people, 
some of the great entrepreneurs of our time so frustrated and blocec 
in their plans to develop by the unsettled situation in that country. 
“! There was a great stress from the King’s part, in fact 
from both, on the need for peace and stability for all in the area. 
And I think you heard in the King's arrival statement his call for 
the United States to stick to its principles, the importance of that. 
I think on the individual issues, we talked -- in talking about the 
Gulf War, Iraq-Iran, there was no difference in outlook there, . 
agreement that Ireq has been seeking a peace and Iran remains the 
aggressive party with the continuing danger, potential danger, that 
constitutes for the Arab states of the Gulf. 


The President assured the King that we would continue our 
efforts, our diplomatic efforts on the Gulf War to stop -- the extent 
of our capabilities -- stop the shipments to Iran. 


He described our confidence that, as far as Lebanon is 
concerned, Israel does intend to withdraw and will carry out that 
withdrawal. 


The King spoke briefly, both meetings here and then in 
some informa: comments he made at the Secretary's lunch after the 
meetings at the White House, about the strength of the Saudi economy. 


They have agreed to meet again tomorrow, which will be « 
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private breakfast, further discussions. 
I understand that the text of the President's toast for 


tonight will be released at 5:00 p.m., embargoed until it’s given 
this evening. 


Q Who is “they"? “They've agreed to meet again 
tomorrow.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘The President and the 
King. 


G Right. 
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. Breakfast here? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Breakfast here, right. 
Q You have s time on that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe 9:00 o'clock. 


Q Any coverage? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, private breakfast. 
Well, why don't I open it for your questions. 


Q Would you repest what you said about stopping the 
shipments to Iran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Would you just explain -- I didn't hear how that 
sentence began -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, back in December 
of ‘83 we set up @ special office at State under Ambassador Fairbanks 
to try to coordinate the efforts we have since made intensively as « 
country, contacting countries all over the world -- friends -- who 
are in a friendlier allied status with the United States, to 
discourage them from supplying arms to Iran. 


Q Do we have any evidence that Isreel has been doing 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is no evidence in 
recent years. 


Q The President spoke this morning about direct 
negotiations. Is he saying that we no longer think it would be 
productive to try to play « “middle man* or a “friend of the parties” 
role, and that the only way to make progress is to have direct 
negotiations between the parties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The goal is direct 
negotiation between the parties. The efforts we have been making 
over the years -- in ome case, a8, again quoting the Secretary's 
statement at lunch, was that we have been engaged in a process of 
putting some building blocks together --over withdrawal from 
Lebanon, working to improve the Egyptian-Isreeli relationship <- that 
sort of, you might say, pre-positioning -- withdrawl from Lebanon, 
with security for Israel's northern border, and @ program the 
Secretary's put a lot of interest in, in trying to improve the 

vality of life for the Palestinians -- —— these building blocks 
mh place so that negotiations, the atmosphere for negotiations, wil 
be the best possible. And then it must be direct. 


Q Well, does that include the Palestinians being 
involved in their own future -- direct negotiations? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've always seen the 
Palestinians involved with the Jordanian delegation, yes. 


Q Why do they have to be involved with the Jordanians? 
They're a people. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIN OFFICIAL: It's a question of the 
practicalities of getting a negotiation going -- 


Q Did -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- there's no point in @ 
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negotiation if Isreel is mot at the table. And, however, I think 
we've used over the = the phrase, “Jordanian leadership 
accompanied by credi representative Palestinians.* 


Q Did the King bring anything, in teras of indications 
from Hussein and Arafat of & new arrangement or an agreement to sake 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are both aware the 
talks are going on right now in Aman, Jordan -- we have seen sone 
wire service tisshes of this morning. To my knowledge, neither of us 
has received any text of what may or aay not have been sgreed upon. 


Q Neither of us seaning either -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Saudi or American 
sides. 


Q And the King 3id not make any independent 
representations to the President abcut developments there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not. He did 
not. 


2 “~~ the King stressed in his remarks the need to 
solve the Palestinian problem. And from your initial remarks it 
seems that the Iran-Iraq War, conflict ower water resources and other 
minor issues -- 


SENIOR ADNISISTRATIN OFFICIAL: We've never -- 

Q -- overshadowed that issue? 

SENIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We've never -- 
Q Is that the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I just got onto 
specifics. We've never -- when we talk about water issues, 
obviously, we're talking about West Bank related issues, Palestinian 
issues. 


Q Were there any disagreements on the Palestinian 
issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no disagreement 
that the legitimate rights of the Palestinian have to be taken into 
account in any negotiation, in any resul® which is going te be 
durable. There's no unceremphasis on that at ali. 


Q Sir, I want to go back to my colleague's question, 
Sam, about the direct negotiation. The President said direct 
negotiation. Do you beliewe that Iereel is ready to talk and 
negotiate with the Palestinians, even if they accept 242 and 338 and 
Israel's cight to exist? And the other part of this question: hy 
the United States is holding off support on international conference 
for peace under the Jnited Nations’ auspices which will definitely 
bring the parts together for direct negotiation like what you are 
advocating #11 the time? 


SENIOR AD\INISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've newer -- could | 
have the first part again? I'm sorry. (Laughter.) 


*) First part? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I°11 stop taking notes. 


Q Do you believe, because you are calling on the 


parties -- 











SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- to negotiate directly, do you -- 
SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- beliewe thet Isreel, as you understand -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okey. 
~~ is ready to talk and iate with the 


io 
Palestinians, even if accept 242 and 338 and can accept Isreel's 
tight to exist? And which Palestinian there wants to talk -- 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't think you put 
thet into your first rendition of the first question, at the end 
there. Sut, » Girect negotiations. Would Isreel be ready to 
talk with Palestinians? Yes. There's been no question of that. 
Under the Camp Dewid framework. KKith the PLO? There's never been 
ae a a a ro oo a op Ss OS ee 


Bow, there's a distinction. That's —— speak of King 
Hussein, eccompanied dy credible representative tiniens. 


. Die -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, second part? Nay I 
~~ which was on 24 -- 


Q You are against the idea of -- 


SENIOFP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: International 
conference. 


Q Although it wowld call for the parties to meet for 
Girect negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not sure al) 
the parties would meet. We -~ that's why we think the call for 
international conference is a call for something that would be 
impractical and unproductive in the current atmosphere. 


Q Did the King get at all specific about how he would 
like to see the U.S. reinvigorate the peace process, and did the 
Presicent sey anyt*ing sore about U.S. willingness to get involved 
other than first the Arabs have to sit down and be willing to 


negotiate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the King dic not 
get more specific about the Azerican role, but hope4t thet, as I seid 
at the opening, Obviously, he cane with the conviction that eat the 
beginning of the second administration, with a new mandate from the 
American people, the President would find it possible to engage the 
United Staetes more vigorously than, perhaps, the recent past. 


We mawe said there is %© -- have no Goubt sebout our 
readiness to engage, Sut let us see if an Arab interlocutor can de 
founé to carry on the negotiations, whicn started in the 
Boyptian-Isreeli ‘eles, led to an Teyptian-Iereeli peace treaty, and 
to Our great disappointment, froze up these. That was never the 
inteftion, a8 you know, of the whole process -- was to teen an 
expesding set of negotiations going and to bring in the other 
countries involved. 


Q Now much weight was given to the frozen arms deal at 
this point during the talks, and how <-- ¢id the President give the 
King any essurances that he'd push throwgn for the F-lSs and 
Sidewinders and Stinoers? 

SEXTIOR ACNINISTRPATION OFFICIAL: It was not discussed. 

Q At all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 

Q Wheat is the «« 

Q Can you give the question egain. 


Q What is the U.S. position on that, even though it 
wasn't discussed between the President and the King? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. position is, 
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this long-standing relationship and you can essume that there will be 
further presentations to the Congress of Saudi ares sales. 


i} King Fahd asked -- 
Q And you're open -- 


Q King Fahd only asked one question, that -- one thing 
from the United States to be just. Have you satisfied his demand 
from him to be just then, at t? That*s whet he said in his 
statement. Have you satisfied hia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know how you 
satisfy dicectly an answer -- a direct answer to thet tion. It's 
2 -~ we Seve & position which we beliewe, in the President's 
initiative of Septesber 82, contains the broadest and most equite>ie« 
set of ideas to get negotiations started. ‘Yow, we consider those ‘to 
be fair and just cropositions. 


They have not yet succeeded in triggering the direct 
negotiations which they were intended to do. But I think our recor | 
of standing by those anc the President's reaffirmation this sornir, 
of his dedication to furthering a “idédle East peace -- I tnow the 
words say become very hackneyed and cloying to you, Sut we have 
slwaeys said it has to be just and it has to be durabie, and it*s s> 
goinc to be duradle if it isn’t just. 


Sco, have we Satisfied the Kine? There were no cirect 
negotiations. We haven't satisfied ourselves, such less the Kinsc. 


Q You just said the initiative did not succeec, yo 
just said you don't think three years is enough? You just said that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It nas <- nO, 1 “ort 
think three years is enough. I've learned that you don't marc? 
always to the same clock out there as you do beck here. 


9 In King Fanhd’s speech, he eliuded to, I guess, t” 
fesTlier call for the U.S. to recognize the 7LO and the right ot 
sel¢-determination by alluding to America’s rest. Was he more 
specific in discussing this with the President? Did he, in fact, 
sarge the U.S. to deal with the PLO directly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he did not. Np, 


Q So he left it vague? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We left it on the leve 
of the principle of seif-determination. 


) He 414 say self-determination? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q You have been insisting -- the briefer before you 
and yourself -- on the importance of the King’s visit not as -- oniy 
as the Seudi's King, but rather a8 an Arab leader who hed sent 
emisseries to the different, the various Arab capitals and he's 
bringing with him some sort of understanding of their positions. One 
of the sajor players in regard to the Palestinian probles as well as 











Q Would it be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- because that’s been 
yo overwhelsing focus of the King’s presentetions and exchanges to 
te. 


Q Wor. 5 it be wrong to say that the Aing essentially, 
if mot directly, b«: certeinly in some way, ested the President to 
oe Se Se ee Seeee Bees ae Se eee: Ft oe eee 
inmwolwed, and basically, we ere saying, “Kot yet.” Sot until the two 
sides -- not until the Arebe come and say they will sit down and talk 
to the Isreelis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are involwed. 
It*s mot a matter of night and day, on, off. We're involweéd -- 
egein, using the Secretary's phrase -~ on this -- these building 
blocks of putting things -- 


Q Well, be clearly said he want's sore then this. He 
wants more than the building blocks and we essentially said, no. is 
that -- 


SENIOR ADUINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have said that our 
real engagement, this sort of involvement thet you're referring to, 
comes when there is am ongoing negotiation and an Arad interlocutor 
at the table. 


2 So I’m rcight. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot entirely, no. 
Q You're alweys rignt, sy deer. (Laughter.) 


Q Ther« you. Well, wait. Explain to me how i'r 
wrong. That's @ serious question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but I -- you're 
Sealing with a continust here. 


. Q That*s what they said -- you said, “Wait.* 

SENIOR ADMIKISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lebanon is not @ -- 94 
know, if not separate from the peace process. Lebanon did turn out 
to be # serious distraction, you could say, from the process in ate 
‘82, *83. But -- and efforts to work out the withdrawal of Israe.i 
forces from Lebanon is helping, we think, to prepare the ground for 
the continued peace process. 


ie} Yes, but they Obviously feel that they want us to do 
more anc we're saying we're going to wait. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we say there's 
lot dve from all parties in this. It's not just the Americans whose 
activity is needed, whose dedication to peace is needed. We can't 
want it more than the people in the area. That is -- 


Q Is he going away rebuffed in « way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think in any 
way is he going rebuffed. 








Q Was there any specific movement that would take the 
process off the stalemate situation that it's in now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the major break 
would come on the Gay thet Jordan is able to announce its readiness 
to move into the direct negotiations. 


Q Any indication that's closer than it has been? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fect the talks 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: I came home before these 
talks got wery far -- this was to say --- 


Q Time flys when -- 


° ii. 
Q Can I -- 
Q It's t what we went from the Saudis in teres 
Ey oy that Busse atet » bet it's not so ent 
— Seudis want ftrose us. you be willing to be a iittile 


ific on what kind of involvement? Do they want us to use 
—y relationship with Isreel to try to affect Israel's position in 
going into talks, assuming the other side falls into place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they'd like us to 
use our influence with Isreel, certainly, and to the role of 
full partner, to remind -- pull back the phrase t wes used in Camp 
David, as “full partner* in the process. 


Q If you don't mind -- is there a specific position 
that they’ would like us to impress upon the Isreelis? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The position is that the 
area is -- the potential for destruction and potential for damage in 
the area is growing ~~ if there is not a revitalized peace process. 
Ané they ere concerned about that, not just in terms of Saudi Arabia, 
but of the region. And there was considerable emphasis put by the 
King on the need, a8 I mentioned, for regional stability and regional 
security for all the nations in the ares. That's where he is coming 
from. How can we talk it out ge ees. reason it out together, and 


both play supportive roles to the peace process. 


Q So they feel -- you ought to grow up and they want 
us to make sure that Iereel understands that. Is that fair? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we, for our part, 
would like some of the parties on the Arab side to understand better 
what's et stake and to move. Yes? - 

a Q You seem to be -- and I want to say once again, 
“throwing the ball beck into the Arab's court." Wow -- and you're 
Saying that you're waiting for an Arab -- Wow what will the Arab 
that would be willing to talk with Isreel -- what will he and Israei 
be talking about? Is it under the Reagan plan, the keagan plan, tre 
Fez plan, or what? One. And two, if it is the Reagan plan, have you 
received, has the embassy received an official reply from iereel -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q “= new government -- about the Reagan plan sore than 
what, yOu know, than what Peres said previously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The only statement i's 
awere of from the government of Iereel was the end September when 
there was @ statement from the Office of the Prime Minister. Whether 
it was personal to Peres or not I do not recall, but that this 
Sy en -- this government of Iereel has not taken @ position on 

the Reagan initiative. 


Now, <o we -- I don't recall « sore explicit statement in 
the succeeding Bonths. Do we insist on the Reagan initiative to be 














elle 


the basis for the negotiations? Mo. 242 -- yes -~- is the basis for 
negotiations. On that we insist. 


C Ané 3387 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And 338. 


Q What are you asking the Arabs -- if the Arabs and 
the Israelis would get together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're asking the Arabs 
to come forward to direct talks. can bring with thes the Fez 
Geclaration, if that is going to be Arab position, or some 
modification thereof -- that is their business, that is their 
position -- bring it to the table. 


Q , ls what's the purpose of tomorrow 
mor’ -g‘'s meeting 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To continue the 
discu. ions that were inevitably abbreviated today. 


Q Is there some symbolic reason for him to return? Do 
you expect any movement of either party from their clearly stated 
positions today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it's a 
matter of having a further chance to explore each other's positions 
and to encourage one another now we might move. 


Q Well, did the Palestinian issue come up at all 
today, in their talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes. Yes, yes. 
Q You never mentioned it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why do you always nail 
me on what I don't mention just because I didn't mention it? It did 
come up, yes. I can assure you. 


Q She's @ reporter, you know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I know -- I'm 
sorry. (Laughter.) 


Q Try to be. 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It did come up, indeed. 
Ané their King took exactly the position that he laid out in his 
arcival statement. And the President spoke of our support for the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinians. 


Q There's a report out of Riyadh quoting Prince 
Abdullah -- and 








there's no point asking you about it unless you've seen the report. 
Have you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen the 
report. 


Q It’s a very strong anti-U.S., you know, the arming 
of Israel -- problem, etc., etc. You know, it's a such stronger 
statement than the King made here. I don’t know -- you know -- if 
this is a good cop-bad cop routine or how you evaluate it. But 
you're not aware of his statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't seen that one. 
Is it in the last day or two? 


Q It's today. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATOIN OFFICIAL: Today. Well -- 
Q Yes, that's what I mean, you may have been involved. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- I'm always a day 
behind. 


Q What in the world, and more specifically, when, in 
the Middle East, is a credible Palestinian? Credible to West 
Bankers, to the Israeli government, to the Jordanian government? 


SENIOR ADMINITRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that was pretty 
thoroughly hashec out. back in the period '79-'62. Palestinians fro- 
the West Dank anc Gaze, yes, credible -- well, credible certainly 
means, when you say “credible Palestinians,” it's going to be 
credible to Palestinians as the first touchstone. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're about <- runnins 
out of time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anc then I think this 
subsequent phrase talked of Palestinians if they were from other than 
the West Bank and Gaza would have to be mutually acceptable to -- 

Q Mutually agreed. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mutually agreed 
involving Israel, including Israel, Egypt, the others, yes. 


Q On Lebanon, you said the President said Israel does 
intend to withdraw. Are you suggesting the United States has 
assurances from Israel or a dateline for its completed withdrawal 
from Lebanon? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't have a4 
Gateline, any more than you do, of six to nine months from the date 
of the original Cabinet announcement in January. 

Q -- that settle the King's -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the first phase is 
the only one with a specific date, which is next week, the l@th, a 
week from today. 

Q May I ask -- 

Q Was the -- 

~) -- @ technical question? 

Q -- Fez Plan discussed at all with Mr. Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it was not. 
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Q May I ask a technical question? Will you be 
briefing here tomorrow after the breakfast? And subsequent days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll let you know in 
the gsorning, Joe. 


Q In the morning. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
Q Thank you. 


Q Could you explain once again why the United States 
is not taking a high-profile position when you have some of your key 
allies in the area asking you to take a more active role in the 
Giplomacy? I mean, is there a possibility you might appoint a 
special envoy in the near future? Or are you waiting for some other 
shoe to drop first? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- I know 
there's no plan at the moment to appoint a special envoy. And it's 
-- there is a continual communication between Washington, Jerusalen, 
Amman, Cairo, Beirut, Damascus. And we think that's working pretty 
well. We don’t think it would add anything, at this point in time. 
I'm not prejudging the future. 


Q Can I have a quick follow-up? You said -- 


Q Don’t they seem to be asking for more than that? 
Isn't that one of King Fahd's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the Arabs 
are hung up on the symbolism, if you're referring to a special envoy. 
No, they want some results. They want action. And how it's 
attained, they're not second guessing us on how we run our diplomacy. 


fo) You said that 242 will be the basis for the 
negotiations between the Arabs and Israel. Isn't the Reagan plan 
based on 2427? Or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Yes, it is indeed. 
But it's @ set of positions, set of propositions that the President 
made in September of ‘82, never made in the sense of going to be 
imposed upon the others as 4 prerequisite or as a ticket for 
admission to the talks. He never conceived of it that way. 


= Q Only one clarification, you said you discussed 
security of Saudi Arabia. But you just -- then after that, you saic 
you didn't discuss arms sales. So what kind of aspect of security 
you discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was affirmation of 
Our conviction that the security of the Kingdom is a vital national 
interest of the United States. We did not discuss specific weapons 
systems. And we've had this very long, very intricate relationship 
for more than three decades. And we expect it to continue. 


Q Can we make clear about tomorrow morning? It's just 
more of the same? You're not on to anything? You're just -- you ran 
out of time and so you're going to continue tomorrow? 

Q It's a diplomatic thing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do you know that 
we're not on to something if we're going to -- 


Q Well, I don't know. I just say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you're going to 
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continue, you might be on to something. You might not be. We'll 
see. We'll see. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President invited 
the King to come to breakfast. That's where we are. 


Q Was there any discussion of economic development or 
any trade issues, specifically targeted? 


Q Not going to serve any bacon -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot specifically target. 
There were some exchanges about the -- 


Q Get the oil. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, really didn’t get 
into the details of the oil market. It was the strength of the 
Saudi economy, what Saudi Arabia's been trying to do with its 
revenues 











in terms of developing the country. 


Q One follow-up on that: The President- made specific 
mention of the responsible way Saudi Arabia has sanaged its economy. 
Was that in some way a warning to the Israeli economy to get its 


economic -- 
Q Right. 
Q -- come on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it was a 
warning to the media not to misread what Saudi Arabia has done to 


develop its economy. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:06 P.M. EST 
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view we te te aban saben oa = Ba gh Ape gt ge se 
Aaman? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gruntled. 

What? 
What? 
What? 


You mean cautious skepticisa, or what? 


on © © oO 2 


What was that word? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gruntled. 
Gruntled? 

Gruntled? 

That's like disgruntled without the “dis.* 
Oh, I see. Gruntled. 

What does gruntled mean? 


So © 8o& oe 9S ® 


I know what it means, but can you expand on that? 
(Laughter . | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think Sam asked 
probably the most relevant question, but first, if these are any 
questions on this, I'll be glad to take those. 


Q Well, the question is that there's no reference in 
here directed to that -- now can you tell us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I would draw your 
attention in paragraph two to the last sentence in that paragraph 
which is -- 

Q That's direct negotiations based on 242 and 338? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 

Q “= not agreed to, right? 

Q Well, tell us what you think they've done in Amman. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we view the 
milestone that has been reached in Amman as one along a road that has 


bLisac db 
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many sore to be achieved. We see the apparent willingness of 
Palestinians and of Jordan to commit themselves to a peaceful 
resolution of the Arab-Israeli dispute as an important and very 
constructive step. 


The characterization of this milestone by those parties 
has been that it is a beginning; it is not intended to be an end. 
They're looking for constructive questioning and nothing sore, and 
for our part, we will engage in some questions about what each of the 
reported provisions sean. We'll be looking for clarification on 
others, but really won't be saying anything more than that at the 


—— of the parties because they view this as prelisinary and not 
inal. 


Q Do you think that they have accepted 242? And what 
do they mean -~- Arafat mean -- in his saying that they embrace U.N. 
cesolutions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The expression of 
support for the principle of land for territory -- of excuse se, of 
land for peace, implies acceptance of the major provision containcd 
in 242; but, one has to ask, “Well, why the distinction between that 
formula and the number?* But again, I don't think it's helpful for 
us to question or imply criticism because we don't. We see what's 
happened as constructive. 


Q Well now, you're saying that the language suggests 
that it might be 242 and is that what we're asking then? 

















 ———————————————————————————— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I wes ssked, do 
they apparently support 242, and I couldn't say that. 


Q Will you repeat the language? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think acceptance 
of that principle is a step in the right direction. 


Q Do we have any sense at all of the negotiating kind 
of structure they would be in -- envision, and whether they are 
willing at this point to discuss direct negotiations with Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We con't know that. 


Q We just don't know and there's nothing in what 
—_— > saic that speaks to the issue of direct negotiations with 
Iscael? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


The President spoke in his September 1, ‘82 plan, of 
what was it? A confederation with Jordan of the West Bank territory? 
You would know better than I. But ay question really is whether 
there's anything in this Aaman announcement or framework that would 
suggest they are willing to discuss that provision. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer is, 
yes. But I can’t give you a precise interpretation of what they 
intend in that regard -- a confederation, « federation, or -- and how 
such an outcome would be reached between the status quo and that. 


Q Sut you're saying you see some movezent away froa, 
or at least to consider something else other than a separate 
Palestinian state. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I say there appears to 
be. And I would stress again that the basic comment that I make on 
the events in Amman in the past two days is that before we were in a 
condition where there hac never been a Palestinian commitment to the 
peaceful resolution of this problem, and now thers is. And that is a 
welcome step, but a step which apparently both those partics portray 
as only one on a long coadé that they intend to pursue together, and 
they're discouraging, and we accept -~ 





Q This is not enough then, apparently, for us to drop 
our belief that direct negotiations are the real coad? In other 
words, you're not telling us it’s enough, or are you, for us now to 
jump in as an interlocutor and a broker between the parties? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Nor do they ask 
that. 


HORE ei2A0 A 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPPICIAL: There's nothing there 





about it. 
Q And what do we do next? What's the U.s. ¢o next? 
OR ADMIWTI OFFICIAL; Well, what they are 
seek imply a Period of iterative Giscourse where we ask for 


* @BOng themselves, or between theaselves, try 
to define sore Precisely what the “pparent intentions ere here. Aaj 
that will take time. 


Q Who is they? Does that include ~. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Palestinians and 
King Hussein. 


Q And Egypt or no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: fhe Egyptians have & big 
interest in it, and «. witness the talks of the Past few cays. 


Q Is there are any -- 
Q Well, what's their next meeting and is Arafat ~~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they haven't set 
one yet. The King is -. 


Q Is Arafat still in Amman? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 Con*t know. 1 Goubt 
it, because the King has left. 


Q Oh. 
Q No, Arafat =@ 


Q Do you know whether there has been Other Paleetinian 
Feaction in the last 24 hours? Whether People have been taking shots 
it? 





SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 have not seen any. I 
expect there Will be some shots. 


Q How «- 7 mean, if you could characterize, again, 
then, how encouraged and how Significant GO we see this? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRAT ION OFFICIAL: 1 gave the most Precise 
characterization at my tirst word in the conference here. 


Q Well «. 


Q Can I ask YOU something on another issue? obrvnin 
wae at the State Department this morning. Can you tell us why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 don’t know that. We 
were pretty tied “P with Saudi Arabia, co I «. there was no Other 
3@parate ~. 


Q (Inaudible) =< 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, I take it back. 
HORE Fok 














—————————————— CCC 
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There is of intermittent consultations with the Soviet Union 
end I*s sure it was in that contest. There is no dramatic event 
about to 
And 


we still -- Go shead -- 


Q 

Q Can you just clarify one thing sbout the 
composition? Could you say thet there was sething in the Ansan 
ennouncement that had to do with the composition, the Palestinian 
representation at negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn*t comment on 
that, no. 


Q Well, it was pert of -- You're not saying that there 
was -- 


Q But you have. 

Q Well, the question had to do with the forsule -- I 
think with the format for negotiations, and you said that there was 
nothing in it that referred to that. More precise -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's nothing -- 

Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMNINISTRAION OFFICIAL: WMothing that commits to 
direct negotiations. 


Q But -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sut the implication of 
accepting that the dispute sust be resolved peacefully 














is the implication of negotiation. Mow, just what kind of 
negotiation? I wouldn't say that they have committed to direct 
negotiation. 


Q Ace you -- 


Q Mo, but, in teres of the composition of the 
Palestinian cepresentation, is there anything at all that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's clear. 
Q -- that defines that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. 


Q Arce we considering -- are you considering now 
sending Secretary Murphy or someone else later on this month or early 
next gonth beck to the capitals for another round of questioning? 
You said we're going to ask questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd say our plens are 
unaltered today. I don't mean to be cute. We had already planned, 
three weeks ago, to send Dick Murphy beck for an entirely routine and 
kind of quarterly trip. But it's not affected by this. 

Q What about -- 

Q I didn’t know that -- in other words, he is going? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q After his Vienna meeting, I suppose, is that 
correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Dick goes 
periodically, and I have in the back of my mind -- and I have to 
check it -- that he was going anyway. I'm elmost certain of that. 

Q When? When is he going? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In March sometime, but I 
will check that for you. 


Q If I can just follow up on Murphy. What role would 
you expect the U.S.-Soviet talks next week to have, in terms of 
addressing the issues that were brought up by the Amman ayreemont? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNone at all. 

Q You mean you won't -- affected with them? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I have always viewed 
the talks coming up with the Russians as starting from, or 
establishing a foundation of how each of us view problems throughout 
the area. For our own part, we're going to look to those talks to 
talk about Afghanistan and South Asia and Iran and Iraq, and 1 would 
not expect this to be high on the agenda, no. 

Q On the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't you all have to 
catch a plane or something? 


Q Yes. (Laughter.) 
Q On that subject -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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MR. CARLSON: Good morning. This is the ON-THE-RECORD 
briefing on the Annual Country Reports on Human Rights 
Practices for 19864. 


Q Did you say ON-THE-—RECORD: 


MR. CARLSON: ON-THE-RECORD briefing. It covers the 
period of January 1 to the December 1984 in those reports. 


The Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights and 
Humanitarian Affairs, Elliott Abrams, will conduct the 
briefing. He has an opening statement, and we hope to have 
copies of that statement for you after the briefing in the 
Press Office. 


A reminder that this briefing is embargoed, however, 
until 12:00 noon, and that coincides with the embargo on the 
reports themselves. 


Mr. Abrams? 


MR. ABRAMS: Good morning. This is the ninth set of 
Country Reports on Human Rights Practices compiled by the U.S. 
Government and the fifth that has been issued under the Reagan 
Administration. It contains 164 separate reports, documenting 
human rights practices up to the end of 1984 and, in a few 
cases, into the first weeks of 1985. [his year we have added 
Brunei and have also listed the Baltic Covntries separately. 


This is a unique document. Private organizations such 
as Amnesty International and Freedom House prepare very 
valuable human rights reports, but their scope is much more 
limited. No other governmental or non-governmental body in the 
world prepares a human rights report comparable in scope to 
this one. 








In preparing this report, we have tried to avoid 
sensationalism or polemical language. Morever, we do not 
explicitly compare human rights practices in different 
countries, nor do we issue human rights “ratings.” That is not 
the purpose of the reports. The purpose is to compile facts 
about human rights practices which are then presented to 
Congress. 


In doing this, it should be stressed that the length 
of an individual report conveys no special U.S. Government 
judgment about a particular country's human rights practices. 
General interest in the country and the amount of information 
available determine, in large measure, the report's length. 


[t's fair to say, I think, that the more experience we 
have in compiling these reports, the better the reports tend to 
be. We hope that the 1984 reports continue this trend. 


The reports were drafted by our embassies abroad In 
cases where we do not have an embassy, by the appropriate 
officers within the Department of State. The Human Rights 
Bureau oversees the preparation of the Final Report, working 
closely the geographic bureaus. The process is a lengthy one, 
as we strive for reports which are not only balanced and 
complete in themselves but also consistent from country to 
country. 


The format is the same as last year, with one change 
in terminology: we use “politicai killing” this year instead 
of “unlawful or arbitrary deprivation of life." There has been 
no change in recent years in the scope of our discussion of 
killings; we continue to be concerned with politically 
motivated killings by governments or opposition groups and 
arbitrary killings committed or instigated by them as a 
conscious exercise of political power. 


The 19864 report expands coverage in several 
categories. The practice of incommunicado detention is 
specifically addressed, where applicable, as it is often a 
symptom that torture is condoned. The rights of workers to 
organize independent labor unions and to bargain collectively 
is given increased attention, as it constitutes a particularly 
important exercise of freedom of association and is usually a 
good indicator of the state of human rights in a country. The 
section on freedom of religion has been expanded for many 
countries, and increased attention has been given in most 
reports to the status of women 


Now that the human rights reports are entering their 
tenth year, [{ think it's appropriate to comment on the 








remarkable degree to which this kind of reporting has become 
institutionalized. The Human Rights Bureau is now firmly 

established within the Department, and Congress and our own 

embassies and. really, most importantly. foreign governments, - 
now expect that in early February of every year the U.S. will 

issue its assessment of human rights practices throughout the 

world. 


This institutionalization has the double benefit of 
allowing the U.S. to conduct on-going conversations with 
countries about which we have serious human rights concerns 
without necessarily so damaging our bilateral relations that 
our effectiveness is drastically reduced. Quite the opposite. 
It aids our human rights diplomacy enormously when foreign 
governments know that -- no matter what -- their human rights 
records annually will be presented in a forthright manner. 


This annual exercise provides part of the basis on 
which human rights policy can be made. Human rights policy 
will continue to be among the most demanding aspects of foreign 
policy because only a very thorough analysis of why human 
rights conditions vary from country—to-country rally gives us 
the basis to devise a long-term strategy for improving human 
rights practices. This report is indispensable, se think, to 
the process, but it is only the beginning of the process. 


Thank you. Be happy to take questions Hearing none, 
thank you. 


Q Elliott, I noted on the section concerning E1 
Salvador, you do a comparison of last year to this year. I may 
be mistaken, but I didn't notice the same comparison in the 
section on Nicaragua. 


How would you characterize human rights abuses in 
Nicaragua this year versus last year? 


a I think we note both the general conditions as we 
see them and as the Government of Nicaragua sees them. 
Probably the change is a greater denial of a number of basic 
freedoms -- freedom of press, freedom of association, freedom 
of religion --— from last year to this year. 


We note claims about violence, including the 
Government of Nicaragua's claims about violence by the contras, 
just to include them for the record. But I think the basic 
difference is a further decline in many of the basic political 
rights. 


Q Has there been a change in Soviet-bloc countries 
of note? 





A There's been a change in the Soviet Union. As 
the report notes, there is a further decline in 1984, a general 
tightening up. There is a lot in the report, particularly ° 
about freedom of religion, and there has been further crackdown 
on Catholics, Pentecostalists, Baptists, Jews in the Baltic 
States and in the Soviet Union proper. 


It's been a bad year for human rights in the Soviet 
Union, starting, obviously, from a terrible base. 
Nevertheless, it has been a year of crackdown. 


Q Elliott, how do you compare the Soviet Union with 
Eastern Europe as far as the human rights go? 


A We don't compare. We try not to compare one 
country against another. 


Q Elliott, if you had to name a half dozen 
countries on either side, those who showed more imzercvement in 
human rights this year and those which declined the most 
drastically, how would you make a list? 


4 We have not identified any which we thought 
really went through an extreme downturn. 


You may recall that last year at this time there had 
just been a military coup in Nigeria, which was a very sad 
event for human rights there and throughout Africa. There 
hasn't been any event like that. 


There are, however, a number of countries worth 
mentioning which have taken significant turns for the better, 
most in this hemisphere. Let me mention, first, the one that 
is not, and that's Guinea. Because last year the Sekou Toure 
regime ended in April and a new government came in, and there 
have been important improvements in the human rights situation 
there. Freedom of the press has been significantly increased, 
political prisoners have been released, international observers 
have been invited to see the prisons and detention centers for 
the first time in decades. 


The others are all in this hemisphere. I guess one 
should start with Brazil and Uruguay. 


Brazil has, in fact, returned to civilian government, 
really, just a few days ago and that is a real milestone. 


In Uruguay, there was an election on November 25, and 
the inauguration will come on March 1, marking, again, a turn 
from military dictatorship to civilian government. 








I think there's been notable progress in El Salvador, 
not in transforming the nature of th government but a decline 
in the amount of violence. We've reported -- that is, the U.S. 
Embassy has reported to us, and a number of other human rights 
groups Pave reported a really significant downturn in death 
squad killings and in disappearances. 


There were free elections which freely chose a 
civilian government in Grenada, and there were elections in 
Guatemala which were the first free elections in a very long 
time in Guatemala. They're supposed to have Presidential] 
elections this year which would, if they take place, turn that 
country back to civilian rule. 


Q What about the level of violence in Guatemala? 
It's seemed quite high. 


A My sense is that the level of violence in 
Guatemala -- and the report states this -- is fundamentally 
unchanged, measured two ways, i guess. One by the sort of 
selective political killings of upponents of the regime and 
then by the casualties associated with the insurgency. 


The amount of casualties associated with the 
insurgency has declined because the general level of the 
insurgency has declined. The apparent number, for example, of 
guerrillas is down. The number of disappearances and political 
killings is slightly up. 


It's a very odd situation. You have a clear political 
development. Parties getting active again, trade unions 
getting active again, essentially in the largest cities, while 
at the same time this coexists with no decrease in the overall 
level of violence. 


Q Mr. Abrams, on the other part of the question 
about the list of countries that may have improved or gotten 
worse, do you have a list of countries that may have gone 
through a bad period last year in this hemisphere, too? 


A Again, no countries that have gone through what 
we would consider to be a major change of the sort that you 
have, say, in Guinea or in Uruguay, or something like that. I 
suppose the greatest disappointment would be Chile where it 
appears, as the report states, that the movement toward a 
return to democratic government has been stalled and the degree 
of political repression has grown during the year. 











Q I would ask you about two countries, but [ don't 
mean for you to compare them. You've said that the repression 
is greater in South Africa. Could you talk about that? And 
then what about the situation in Israel where the occupied 
territories is -- 


a No, I haven't mentioned South africa. 


Q Oh, I'm sorry, I'm just reading the report. Can 
you give us a desiription of the situation in South Africa and 
Israel and the occupied territories? 


a I hope the report speaks for itself on South 
Africa. It's a very long report -- 20 pages, or something like 
that. As usual, it's one of the longest, if not the longest 
reports. It tries to describe the way in which the apartheid 
system changes life in South Africa and, in a sense, deforms 
the life of non-Whites. 


The report notes a number of promising developments, 
really going back, we think, to about 1982 which are continuing 
and, if anything, picking up speed. 


Our sense, [I think overall, is that there were no 
massive changes but that the trend certainly is toward reform. 


In Israel and the occupied territories, I would say 
overall, again, not significant changes. Each year we note 
that despite the tremendous security threat, [Israel maintains a 
very vigorous democracy. 


The human rights problems which exists in the West 
Bank, of course, follow from the fact that it is a military 
government rather than a democratic government which the people 
there can choose. The report notes a number of instances of 
violence, probably an increase in violence, but notes that most 
of the violence does seem to come from occupants -- not the 
military government -- and be directed against other occupants 
from both sides at this point. 


(Continued on next page) 














Q All right. In any list of setbacks, I would 
think that you would have to include Uganda which the report 
says had a very bad year in '84 after signs of halting progress 
in '83, and I was surprised you omitted that in your brief list. 


A The report also says that it's-- again, it's a 
very -- doesn't perhaps say it in exactly these words, but it's 
a very odd mixed picture in Uganda. You have a parliamentary 
democracy in Uganda. You have a freely elected government. 

You have in 1984 increased activity by the opposition 
democratic party, including hosting a Christian-Democrats 
—- meeting attended by delegates from all around the 
world. 


So at the same time you have very grave, as I think we 
describe it, human rights violations, tremendous amounts of 
violence, and thousand and thousands, tens of thousands, of 
deaths resulting from the general chaos in some parts of the 
country. 


It's also true that that situation of violence and 
guerrilla warfare extends to some parts of the country and not 
others, so it is a very mixed picture. 


Q How would you update or change this report, given 
recent developments in South Korea? 


A We would certainly, if we were doing it today, 
include the election, which is a very significant event. The 
last estimate I saw was that this new party -- the new Korea 
Democratic Party, I think it's called -~ will have a total of 
67 seats when you add into the directly elected ones the 
proportional representation ones. 


Clearly, this election has demonstrated a certain 
vitality for the liberalization and move to democracy in Korea 
of which we've spoken. 


We would also, of course, mention the return home of 
Kim Dae Jung, though frankly [I think that in relative terms the 
importance for developments in Korea of this election is 
infinitely greater than the importance of the scuffle at the 
airport last week, which I think is just a sort of trivial 
event. Though his return home is a very important event, 
clearly. 


Q In my reading of it, in El Salvador, the 
Philippines, Peru, you make copious mention of the human rights 
abuses by the leftists insurgents in those countries. Yet in 
Nicaragua you don't even mention the much-reported human rights 
abuses by the so-called Contras. Why is that? 











a It's not true. [The Nicaraguan report - 
Q My reading of it. 


) fhe Nicaraguan report states that government 
claims that guerrillas killed a thousand civilians in 1984 and 
tortured and summarily executed prisoners. So we do -- 


Q All right. Let me rephrase the question. You 
spend paragraphs on these countries criticizing the leftist 
insurgents and their record, yet you really don't study a 
number of reports of human rights abuses in Nicaragua by the 
Contras. Why is that? 


A I would deny that that's true. I think, for one 
thing, that, as [ said, we do state the view of the Government 
of Nicaragua. Though you might expect that we did not 
necessarily agree with that view, we thought it was only fair 
to give their report. 


Secondly, I would just stand on the reports and say 
that I think that in each of those cases -- you mentioned the 
Philippines and one other -- 


Q Philippines, Peru, £1 Salvador. 


a That we think that these reports give an accurate 
picture of the human rights situation in each country. 

Q Would you please comment on Cuba, on human rights 
in Cuba? 

A As I recall the report, there were no 


tremendously significant events except, of course, the release 
of a number of political prisoners associated with the visit of 
Reverend Jackson. But the system as a whol? remains unchanged, 
and that was the only significant event that I recall in the 
overall human-rights picture there, which is a very bad one. 


Q On the section on Sri Lanka, you say that in 1984 
security forces retaliated indiscriminately against the 
civilian population in the north and east in reaction to 
terrorist attacks on the armed forces. 


You met with the Sri Lanka Security Minister two weeks 
ago. Did you address these concerns to him? And, also since 
you say that foreign aid is crucial to Sri Lanka's development, 
how do you see this as affecting the Foreign assistance of Sri 
Lanka? 











a I guess I'm not going to answer that. First, 
because I would never reveal the content of an exchange between 
myself and a Minister of another government, which was a 
confidential exchange. 


Secondly, because the rest of the question is largely 
beyond the scope of the topic today. 


Q In the report on Syria, you come pretty close to 
putting some blame on Syria for complicity in the bombings of 
the Embassy and the barracks, and in the report on Iran you 
dwell on the problem of international terrorism. So [I'm just 
wondering if you see international terrorism as a growing 
menace to human rights in general? 


A I think there is no specific category of 
international terrorism in the report, as you know, but the 
answer is “yes," the Secretary of State has spoken out many 
times in the last year about his own view and the view of the 
Administration that this is a growing problem. 


I think one would have to say that if you measure 
overall the amount of human rights abuses in the world, it is 
still the case that the typical human rights aluse is conducted 
by a government against its own citizens, but it's clear to us 
that the problem, the threat of international terrorism, is one 
that grows each year. 


Q It appear on the report on Saudi Arabia that if 
we compare it with the remark which President Reagan did when 
he received just this week King Fahd, there's a lot of 


contradictory things. President Reagan praised the Saudi 
regime, while he and you deride Saudi regime of every matter 
here. 


a We disagree with that. We don't deride any 
regimes in this book. All we try to do is paint what we think 
is an accurate picture of the human rights situation in the 
country in question. The purpose of this book is not to deride 
any government. 


Q Do you mean President Reagan was not -- he didn't 
read this report before praising the Saudi regime? 


a No. I have no comment at all on the President's 
remarks, but this report is the official report of the State 
Department. I think that one should be well aware of the fact 
that such criticism as may exist in this report of any 
government does not mean that we cannot have decent and 
friendly diplomatic relations with that regime. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Mr. Secretary, the report on Iran makes a number 
of mentions of improvements in the past year in some areas of 
human rights in Iran. fo what do you attribute that change? 


a I would attribute it to a sort of stabilization 
or institutionalization of the regime. Really, almost any 
regime becomes a better one to live under when it 
institutionalizes itself and creates a body of laws and 
institutions so that citizens know what the boundaries are and 
what to expect and how they can conduct their lives without 
getting in trouble with the government. That is the kind of 
improvement that happened last year in Iran. 


Q So the people of Iran have become used to the 
restrictions, and so the government doesn't have to -- I mean, 
why would they lift travel restrictions, for example, under 
that theory? 


a Probably again, because the regime is somewhat 
more secure in its control of the country and can life certain 
kinds of restrains on the population without feeling that they 
are going to lose control of the entire country. 


Yes. 
Q Do you expect that to go much further? 
A I won't make a prediction. 


Q He killed off the opposition’ 


Back on El Salvador, the report as you said notes 
decline in death squad od ta ths F but some of the humanitarian 
groups are noting indiscriminate killings in the countryside, 


they say, on the way up. Does your report deal with that? And 
if so, how do you come down with the conclusion that things are 
getting better in El Salvador today -- killings are going up in 
the countryside? 


:) I think the claim that a number of human rights 
groups make is that there is indiscriminate bombing, and that 
the killings which result are the result of Air Force action -- 


at least that's the claim that [I've seen. And so far as we've 
been able to determine, that is just not true. 


There were some incidents of that sort in late 
spring-early summer, if I remember correctly, which we 
immediately took up with the Salvadoran Air Force in an effort 
to make sure that they put on a system of controls that would 
prevent that kind of incident, and we think it is being 














ll 


prevented. So we just don't agree with the analysis that says 
that there has been an increase in violence in the countryside 
as a result of that. 


Q Why do you use the word “security disturbance," 
or the phrase, for what Indonesia is doing in West New Guinea. 
They're doing the same thing there that you lament (without)? 
the South Africans and the [Israelis on the West Bank are 
pushing the indigenous people off the land and running them 
down into Papua, New Guinea? 


a When I last look at that situation, which I have 
to admit is several months ago, we found that it was a very 
confusing situation, that there were some people who had not 
human rights but political goals, and that there was a security 
problem and a problem of control of borders, which any 
sovereign state really has a right to be concerned about. A 
more detailed response, I'm afraid, I cannot give you off the 
top of my head. 


Q Can 1 stay in that same area -- 
A Uh-huh. 
Q -~ Since nobody else asks you about Australia and 


New Zealand, the trend towards the Maoris and the aborigines, 
is it really getting better or is there a genuine lack of 
prejudice on the part of the people, as far as the black 
citizens? And could you give a summary of some of the other 
Pacific islands, the ripe situations on those islands? 


a We think there has been a sort of trend of 
improvement of improvement in Australia and New Zealand. I 
think it is probably, one could could say, part of a broader 


trend in western and English-speaking societies to be more 
concerned about vestiges of racism which exist, and to try to 
cope with them. 


I don't know how to summarize them. I would have to 
go island-hopping, and I really -- I mean the reports of -- 
Most of those reports are three-page reports -- in fact, I 
think all of them are three-page reports -- and it's easy 
enough to ask you to -- 


Q Why did you lump the Maoris and the aborigines 
with the women 


a when? 
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Q In the New Zealand and Australian -- 
especially,the New Zealand one. 


a Well, we're concerned about minorities, and in 
the discourse current in the United States, women and 
minorities tend to be lumped together. 


Q You can get in trouble on -- 


Q Just to come back to the Soviet Union again, the 
Secretary of State says that he raises human rights issues with 
the Soviet Union on every occasion when he meets with Soviet 
officials, and I presume that that's also carried out at a 
lower level as well. 


Can you point to any evidence in the past year that 
anything, that any of that kind of raising it in the diplomatic 
channel has had any effect on the Soviet Union? 


f I don't think so. You run the risk, of course, 
of being too negative in the sense that we don't know if things 
would have gotten worse yet. There have been, for example, for 
the last month, there have been a few --— There was an increase 
in January over, say, November/December, in the number of Jews 
who got out of the Soviet Union. Was that a response to the 
oncoming and then existing Geneva talks? [ don't know. [t's 
hard to measure it. 


But I think the fundamental answer to your question 
is, no, that we have not seen the Soviet response to these 
talks we have with them about human rights issues. 


Q Could I follow up on Robin's question? There 
really does seem to be a difference in the way you report on 
some insurgent movements. In Chile, for example, you really 
talk about the bombings and all that by these groups and in a 
way that that justifies kind of a crackdown by the government. 
But in Nicaragua, the only thing you do is quote the government 
and it has nothing else about the contras. 


Wouldn't you say there is a different treatment you've 
given of that, really? 


a Let me say on Chile, first of all, that I hope 
that no one gets the impression from any report that such 
reporting as we do on opposition groups is meant as any kind of 
excuse ever for violence and unlawful action on the part of 
government security forces. When we talk about this, whether 
it's in Chile, Sri Lanka, or anywhere else, there is no 
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excuse. One should realize that in many cases, it is a tactic 
of the terrorists to try to get the government to alienate the 
population by using excessive amounts of force and violence. 
and frequently it works But, certainly. our goal in reporting 
that is to give you a description of the overall picture, and 
not in any way to excuse any government violation of human 
rights. 


Again, I think the answer-is no. I think we've given 
an accurate portrait, and [ think that the Nicaraguan report is 
a balanced report. 


MR. CARLSON: Let's take the last three. 


How can you characterize the Middle East or the 
Arab World human rights report -- are they violating more the 
human rights or -- 


“ Well, we don't -— I wouldn't characterize any 
section of the world other than [ guess [ would say that there 
is a very strong and impressive trend towards improvement in 
the Western Hemisphere. You can't really talk about the Arab 
world because there are too many differences between the level 
of the human rights abuses, for example, in countries such as 
Egypt or Jordan and the level in a country such as Syria or 
Iraq. [t's much greater. And [ think generalizations are 
probably a mistake. 


Q I was just going to ask you to make one. 
(Laughter) If you could look at 1984 as a year, how would you 
rate it in terms of human rights abuses worldwide? 


A Worldwice, I think I would say that the only 
significant overall trend is the trend toward improvement in 
the Western Hemisphere. In the last five years, [ think we are 
now up to nine countries have gone from dictatorship, military 
dictatorship, to democracy; zero countries have gone from 
democracy to dictatorship. That's a very impressive trend 


Q In four years? 

a Five years. That's a very impressive trend. 

Did you have a question? 

Q I had a question, but you sort of touched on it. 
I wanted a response on whether or not there are practices in 
countries we consider moderate Arab states -- Egypt, Jordan, 


and perhaps Saudi Arabia -- anything in the past year that has 
been particularly notable -- improvement or deterioration? 
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Of those three, [ would say the only one in which 


one can point to much of a trend is the trend toward 
liberalization in Egypt. [ suppose you can symbolize it in the 
release of the Coptic Pope, Pope Shenouda. But in a variety of 
other ways, the trend towards lLiberalizing in Egypt continues. 
In the other two countries, I would say no real trend. 


Q 
A 


Q 
ms 


+ 
(The briefing concluded at 11°00 a.m.) 


Is this your last Human Rights Report? 
There will be one every year. 

But your last one? 

No comment. 


Thank you. 











DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
RELEASE OF JEREMY LEVIN 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1985, 4:30 P.M. 


MR. CARLSON: This is the BACKGROUND briefing on the 
Levin case. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: fou all know really 
about as much as we do, particularly since you've been covering 
from the beginning, long before we had any information on it -- 
the Media have been way ahead of the game, and we're delighted 
at what's happened. 


It's a wonderful Valentine's Day present for Mrs. 
Levin. We are obviously very interested and as determined as 
ever to get the remaining four prisoners released, and whatever 
set of circumstances brought about the release or the escape of 
Jerry Levin, we hope that there will be circumstances very, 
very soon that will bring about the release or escape of the 
other four. 


Q Did he escape or was he released, do you know? 
“ He says he escaped. 

Q Have you spoken to him, sir? 

“a No, [ haven't spoken to him. He's in Damascus. 


The Syrian Government informs us that he is alive and well and 


will soon be turned over to our Embassy; but we have not yet 
had direct access to him. 


Q The Syrians say that they played a major role in 
securing the release of Mr. Levin. Is that true? [ mean, have 
they played a significant role? Do we expect them to play a 
further role in the release of the other four? 


a We have been in touch with the Syrian Government 
and the Lebanese Government on a number of occasions at every 
imaginable level. We've also been in touch with a number of 
other governments who have a less direct role to play. 
Obviously, from this distance, with what little we know, we 














can't say to what degree any particular government or any 
particular private effort or any particular prayer or prayers, 
all of which have been used intensively over the past 
weeks/months to bring about the release of the Americans that 
have been held prisoner -- we can't tell which one or ones of 
these did the trick in the case of Levin; but whatever 
combination it was, we hope that some similar combination will 
work soon and bring about the escape or release of the others. 


But all I can tell you is what you've already read. 
Statements that we've seen so far indicate Jerry Levin saying 
he escaped. There was a telephone call, I think, from the 
Islamic Jihad that said that they let him go. The Syrians 
claim credit. Whatever worked, let's hope it keeps on working. 


Q What happens now? Do you anticipate once he is 
in American hands that you will despatch a plane to go get him 
or what sort of -- 


fr) As I understand it, the company for which he 
works has sent a plane to take him from Damascus to Europe, and 
the White House has made a plane available to “rs. Levin and 
her immediate family, a couple of very close friends, and some 
U.S. Government officials who, if things run according to what 
we expect -- and mind you, we don't know as yet for sure when 
Jerry Levin is going to be in condition and able to leave 
Damascus; but we would hope that it would be some time, you 
know, in the next 24 hours or so. But if this turns out to be 
the case, then they will meet that plane in Europe. 


Q Where in Europe will they meet? 
a Probably in Frankfurt. 


Q Can you tell us if there is any significance, in 
your view, any significance to the timing of this development, 
whether it might have to do with the visit here of King Fahd or 
other developments in the Middle East, or anything that you 
could connect this to? 


a No. Any of us could sit here and speculate about 
its connection to any number of things, but we don't have any 
hard evidence of any kind that connects it to any particular 
development, except that it comes after a lot of intensive 
effort has been deployed. And we hope that it is the harbinger 
of good news to come for the other four. But there again, we 
have nothing hard that indicates that that might happen. 


Q You have no fear that if he escaped that it might 
lead to reprisals on the other four, then? 

















I) I have no reason to believe that, no. 


Q Did you have any prior indication that this was 
about to happen? Did you have any vibes from the Middle East 
that -- any indications -- that somebody might be getting out, 
that a deal might be--? 


4 No special indications. There are frequent 
reports, as many of you know, that something good is about to 
happen that we've had over the weeks and months; but we've 
learned the hard way about reports like that, so there was 
nothing special that indicated any one or ones were about to 
get out, no. 


Q Did the U.S. Government learn from the Syrians 
that he was apparently out? 


i No. The first indication we had was what came 
over the news this morning. Subsequently, it was indeed 
confirmed by the Syrians and by the Lebanese. 


Q Did you identify who are the Islamic Jihad by 
now? Do you know who the Islamic Jihad are? 


a It's always been our belief that the Islamic 
Jihad is sort of a cover name for several loose groups and 
organizations of Shi'a in Lebanon. 


Q Do you know who the cover is for whom? Do you 
know whom they are covering for? 


i) You probably know better than I. 


No, I mean by now. I mean the U.S,. with all its 
sophisticated intelligence, does not know who the Islamic Jihad 
and what cover they are -- for whom? 


a I think that several different groups have, on 
different occasions, used the name Islamic Jihad. Therefore, 
one is never certain at any particular moment what the name 
"Islamic Jihad" is a cover for. 


Q Who are these groups you're naming? 


a I've told you. They are groups of Lebanese 
Shi'a, perhaps with some Iranians there. The Hizballah is one 
such group, and there are probably various sub-groups within 
the Hizballah. 


(Continued on following page.) 








Q The release of the former President of the AUB, 
Dr. David Dodge, was timed during the, I think, last visit of 
President Gemayel of Lebanon. Dr you think the timing of this 
release now during the visit of King Fahd has any connection? 


A I don't have any special reason to connect this 
release to any particular event. 


Q Why isn't the Syrian Government giving you 
immediate access to him? 


A That's a question that I can't answer. Whether 
there is a problem or not, we'll have to see what our Embassy 
in Damascus comes up with. So far as I know, they haven't 
reported any difficulty, and I don't know precisely where he is 
at this moment or whether there are any problems in Damascus or 
not. 


Q Will this release or escape cause you in any way 
to change your negotiating tactics for the release of the other 
four? 


A "Negotiating tactics" is a phrase that I wouldn't 
have chosen, because I am not sure there is any negotiation. 
The position of the United States in dealing with terrorists is 
quite clear. We are not prepared to make any concessions. On 
the other hand, we certainly would like to see people released, 
and that is the position that we have been following from the 
beginning of this unfortunate business, as we have in other 
situations. But, no, I don't anticipate any change at all. 


Q From the descriptions that you can see from 
reading the AFP article, it appears that he was being held in 
the Bekaa Valley. Is it your impression that given the 
description that he gave that he was in an area that was well 
known and well controlled by the Syrians? 


Well known, well controlled -- it is always a 
relative term. I guess the British were well in control of the 
city of Brighton, but Mrs. Thatcher almost got blown up. 


As we all know, there are lots of different groups 
that are in the Bekaa Valley. There are Iranians as well as 
Lebanese, as well as Syrians, and also, and the same thing is 
true, of course, in South Beirut, and there is a lot of 
movement around. 


We just do not know precisely where he was. We have 
not known precisely where any of the prisoners had been at any 
particular moment. There have been lots of different reports 














about who was holding them and where they were being held, but 
we have never been able to pin it down precisely. Therefore, 
it is hard for us to say exactly what the situation is in the 
Bekaa, which is a long ways away, in an area where accurate 
information is very, very, very scarce. 


Q Can you make any assumptions at this point on the 
basis of what you have seen of his description, which, 
admittedly, is very slim, about --. Do you assume that he was 
held in the Bekaa -- that he was held in the Bekaa Valley as 
opposed to being released in the Bekaa Valley, and do you 
assume that the other four Americans, and perhaps the Saudi, 
are all being held by one group in one place, or make any other 
assumptions on the basis of the information you have? 


A It really -- here again, I don't know what -- it 
is conceivable, I could imagine, that they could be held in one 
place and yet none of the five would know that the others were 
there. It has been our belief that they have been moved 
frequently. We have thought that the Bekaa was the most likely 
spot, but we have also had reports that they have been in South 
Beirut, so we have not been, as I said before, certain where 
they were, nor are we certain at the moment where the others 
are. 


Q Could I also ask whether -- I notice that in your 
comments on this whole thing today, and for that matter 
whatever comments U.S. officials have made, there has been no 
pain taken to thank the Syrian Government for its role. Is 
that because you don't know whether the Syrian Government had a 
role? 


A We have been through that before. Mr. Levin says 
he escaped. Certainly since he turned up at the Syrian 
military checkpoint, the Syrians have informed us that he was 
there and thev have taken him to Damascus, and we assume that 
shortly they will turn him over to our Embassy, and we 
appreciate that. If they have done more than that, we 
obviously would be appreciative and we would be even more 
appreciative if whatever magic they worked, if they have worked 
it, were used to get the other four loose. 


Q When you compared this to the city of Brighton, 
are you trying to lessen the Syrian presence in the Bekaa 
Valley? 


A Excuse me? f 
Q When you compare the Bekaa Valley to the city of 


Brighton in England, are you deliberately trying to lessen the 
number of forces in the Bekaa Valley? 











a No. What I am telling you is that it is a bit 
simplistic to say that because a piece of territory is under 
your control, you know everything that happens in that piece of 
territory, and you control everything that happens, even though 
nominally indeed you are in charge. The same thing could be 
said, I guess, about the District of Columbia or New York City, 
but it is a little bit simplistic to say that because the 
Syrian army is the most powerful single force in the Bekaa, the 
Syrians must know and must be able to control everything that 
happens in the Bekaa. 


Q Definitely, because they have over 30,000 troops 
there. 


A That's fine. How many police do we have in the 
District of Columbia, and yet occasionally an abortion clinic 
gets blown up by people that we didn't know about. 


Q But there is the Syrian intelligence, I mean. 
MODERATOR: Let's just take one more. 


Q Could you assess your feeling about the outlook 
for these, the next four, the remaining four? When you said 
"If, if, if, we'd be very happy", I mean, are you optimistic 
that this is a breakthrough, that this spells good news? 


fs) This in itself is very good news. If it leads to 
something more, it will be much better news, because we want 
everyone released. 


MODERATOR: Thank you, very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 5:37 p.m.) 
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Washington, DC 


Mr. Kalb: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


As I informed or threatened you yesterday, I sought to 
arrange a backgrounder by a State Department official, whom all 
of you know, to talk about a subject about which many questions 
have been put to me, that is to say, the upcoming talks between 
the United States and the Soviet Union in Vienna on the Middle 
East. That was the parameter of the offer, and to the degree 
that that is possible, I have brought him down here. He has a 
busy schedule. I pulled him out for about fifteen minutes, as 
I indicated yesterday, so he is all yours, on background, a 
State Department official. No attribution by name. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thank you, Bernie. 


I thought I would give you some information, 
background on the talks. So much of this has been out. Some 
of it has come from the podium. First to tie together all the 
information that is available on the talks and then share with 
you some of the details of the arrangements in Vienna. 


As you know, the talks are going to be held in Vienna 
on February 19th and 20th. The subjects that we plan to raise 
include Southern Lebanon, Arab/Israel, Persian Gulf and 
Afghanistan. 


Our side will be led by Assistant Secretary Murphy. 
The Soviet side will be led by Vladimir Polyakov, who is the 
head of the Near East Division of the Soviet Foreign Ministry. 


We are going to be sending a very small delegation. 
Dick will be accompanied only by two working level officials; 
one from the NSC and one from our Embassy in Moscow. 


We will, of course, have an interpreter as part of the 
team, as well. 


The discussions are being held within the framework of 
periodic exchanges we have with the Soviet Union on a whole 
range of issues. We have had these exchanges in the past, done 
by our Ambassadors and also done at the Ministerial level. 


The objective--I am quoting the President--is to help 
avoid miscalculation and reduce the potential risk of US-Soviet 
confrontation. 











We believe that these exchanges can best be understood 
if they are viewed in the context of management of JS-Soviet 
relations, rather than in the context of being Middle 
East-specific. 


Tt is also probably useful to say what the exchanges 
are not. They are not negotiations. They will not be a 
precursor to an international conference. It is not an attempt 
on our part to reach agreements of any kind with the Soviet 
Union. They do not represent any change in US positions 
regarding issues in the region, nor do we expect them to result 
in changes in Soviet positions. 


I would like also to share some details on 
arrangements for the talks. 


As I mentioned, the US delegation will only be three 
people, plus an interpreter. We are not certain how many will 
be there from the Soviet side. The delegation will not hold 
any briefings for the media during its time in Vienna, nor are 
any photo opportunities planned. Whatever information is going 
to be released on the talks will be done from the podium here 
in Washington. 


Q Nothing from the Embassy? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Nothing from the 
Embassy. 


Q Where will they be meeting? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Let me just 
finish. I just want to run through a couple more things. 
Also, there are no plans for follow-on talks. 


Dick Murphy will be returning directly to Washington 
from Vienna. He does not plan, in other words, to visit the 
region after Vienna. 


Now, he will undoubtedly go back to the Middle East 
some time in the next several months. Dick does this on a 
regular basis, as you know, but his next trip to the region 
will not be in connection with the Vienna talks. 


We will, of course, brief appropriate governments on 
the talks, but the briefings will be done by Ambassadors in 
host capitals and the briefings will be on the basis of cabled 
instructions. We are not sending anyone out to follow-up in 
the region. 








The bottom line is that I would caution you against 
any inflated expectations from the talks. I know it is a theme 


you constantly hear. It .ijyens to be true. We see them as 
being, as they are bill: <=.  ©1 exchange of views which will 
hopefully increase each . -’s understanding of the other 


side's positions, and I would not look for anything more to 
come out of these talks. 


Q Can I just ask you a question? Given the 
excessive enthusiasm you are laying on these talks [laughter], 
why did the President want them in the first place? I mean, 
you seem to be almost troubled by the fact that you are having 
the talks. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: The offer has been 
on the table now for--my recollection is probably a little 
hazy--almost two years. We have an outstanding offer with the 
Soviets, which the President reiterated in his UNGA speech, 
that if you want to talk about regional issues, we are ready to 
talk about regional issues. We have done it on Southern 
Africa, done it on Afghanistan, because it is our view that the 
agenda with the Soviet Union shouldn't be just arms control. 


The Soviets, specifically on the Middle East, never 
responded until several weeks before the arms control talks in 
Geneva. They then came back and said, “We would like to take 
up your offer to have discussions on the Middle East.* 


So, this was our offer. It was on the table. They 
accepted it and that is why we are going ahead. 


Q Are we suggesting--will we suggest to the 
Soviets--that it would be a good idea for them to reestablish 
diplomatic relations with Israel as a way of moving things 
along? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I am confident that 
among the issues that the Soviets will probably raise with us 
is the international conference idea and what they see as what 
their involvement should be in the Middle East peace process. 


I think our response, among other things, will be to 
say that we are going to be judging our assessment of Soviet 
involvement in the process on the basis of steps the Soviets 
take to show their sincerity about being involved in the 
process, 


Now, one criterion obviously is returning diplomatic 
representation to Israel. Other indications should be 
treatment of Soviet Jewry. Whether or not their positions 
evolve remains to be seen, but the issue you raise would 
certainly be one indicator. 











Q Sir, do you think that the talks of King Fahd 
here, and the Jordanian/Palestinian--Jordanian/PLO--communique, 
will have something to do with the agenda? And why you said 
that you are not expecting anything positive from the Soviet 
Union? Why are you expecting them to resume relations with 
Israel? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I am not saying we 
are expecting them to resume relations with Israel. On the 
Hussein-Arafat talks--my assumption is that it is an issue that 
would come up in the conversations in Vienna. But I have to 
reiterate that we are not engaged in negotiations with the 
Soviet Union. We are not going to be talking with them about 
how these talks could be used to push the negotiating process. 


So, other than an exchange of views on what is going 
on in the area, I don’t see the Pahd visit or the 
Hussein-Arafat talks playing any role. 


Q You are going out of your way by cautioning 
everybody not to be overly-optimistic about these talks. The 
Jewish community leaders met with the Secretry yesterday and he 
assured them that nothing of this sort of coming to an 
agreement with the Soviet Union about anything. It looks like 
these are rather unusual circumstances for unusual meetings for 
an unusual subject, in my opinion. Other than that, why is 
this cautioning us yesterday and today? Are you trying to 
assure the Israelis that you are not going to go around with 
any other ideas except what you are telling the Israelis? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Not only the 
Israelis. I think it is important to realize that we are in 
effect telling all the parties in the area that whatever they 
are doing themselves, whatever movement can be generated in the 
area, we are going to support, and what we are not trying to do 
is get together with the Soviet Union and try to impose a 
US-Soviet condominium or US-Soviet plan on the area. 


So, one reason why we don't want to raise expectations 
and why we don't see this as being a negotiation is because we 
believe any negotiations should be focused where they are right 
now, namely, on the parties in the area, not on a US-Soviet 
approach to the area. 


Q Por the sake of posterity, there was a statement 
in The Washington Post front page yesterday from a senior US 
official who was recently on the West Coast, and I am 
quoting--"Before’--he is talking about the Palestinians or the 
PLO--"Before there has never been a Palestinian commitment to 
the peaceful resolution of the problem. Now there is." He was 
commenting on the agreement between Arafat and Hussein. 








Was there any indication that the Palestinians wanted 
peace when they accepted all United Nations’ resolutions and 
conferences and everything? Is this a proper statement? Could 
you say that this is an opinion of the government about this? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, we are 
straying a little bit from Vienna. I think what he said was 
that initial indications are that there might be willingness on 
the part of the Palestinians to engage in negotiations, but 
until we have further information about the document itself and 
about the agreement itself, we really can't say. He didn't go 
any further than that. 


Q Can you elaborate, please--to avoid 
miscalculations, I would like to know, in what areas do you see 
any ominous signs that there will be miscalculations, and 
whether you are referring to Syria or Afghanistan. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We think it is 
almost tautological that the more we know about each other's 
positions and the more we understand each other's policies and 
goals in the region, the better it is for both sides. Only 
through a lack of understanding can you have, do you start to 
worry about, miscalculations. We are talking not only about 
the Middle East, we are talking about Afghanistan, we are 
talking about the Persian Gulf, as well. 


Q Obviously you have a series of questions to ask 
or to submit as position papers or as queries. Will this 
include, for example, your asking them to exercise some sort of 
positive influence over the Syrians in view of the forthcoming 
talks, knowing the background that the Syrians were able to 
foil the recent agreement, and can possibly do the same in 
future Hussein-PLO talks? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I am really not 
going to be able to get into any details about what kind of 
positions we are going to be putting forth. 


Q Will the Syrian things be part of your 
discussions then? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We are going to be 
talking about the Arab-Israeli dispute. 


Q In what context will the Southern Lebanon 
discussion be run? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Once again, I don't 
want to get into the details of what we might or might not be 
saying. The fact is it is a prominent issue on the agenda at 
the United Nations and in the region. It is an issue of 
concern for both of us, so it is an obvious issue to be 
discussed. 




















Q What besides an international confer nce do you 
think the Russians might raise? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: It is a question, 
obviously, much better put to them. My own assessment is the 
international conference and the broader issue of some Soviet 
role in whatever process starts in the Middle East. But, as I 
said, those are just assumptions on my part. 


Q Is there no agreed upon agenda between the sides? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: No. We have told 
them the issues we plan to raise, but there is no agreed agenda. 


Q Are you willing to give the Soviets any 
effective role in the peace process in the Middle East? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: As I said earlier, 
we don't deny that the Soviets have interests in the area. At 
the same time we think for them to play a helpful role there 
have to be evolutions in their position, and the present Soviet 
position we don't see leading to a helpful role in the peace 
process. 


Q Sir, given all the qualifiers you have just 
stated and the fact that the more you know about each other's 
positions, the better for both sides, and all the other 
limitations you have just placed on these talks, how can they 
evolve if a larger conference will not take place and if you 
don't see it going beyond that? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: There are no plans 
to have the talks evolve into something else. 


Q Yes, but what does that aim to accomplish? And 
even if you.... 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, we just 
happen to think as a general principie it is in both our 
interests to have a better understanding of each others’ 
positions and that is the reason for the talks. 


Q And then what, I mean, if you are not going to 
take it any further? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: We think that is 
sufficient unto itself. 


Q What is the relationship between the treatment 
of Soviet Jews in Russia and the situation in the Middle East? 
I don't quite--you are pointing it as that is one of the things 
that they could do to show they are being helpful in the Middle 
East, but where is the link there? 




















SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, obviously, it 
is an issue of great concern to Israel, and it is an issue that 
is often used as one of the indicators of Soviet attitude 
toward playing a truly disinterested role in the context of the 
Middle East. You are right. It is not a direct issue, but 
indirectly it is an indication of what we think of their 
seriousness. . 


Q You mentioned five topics you would discuss with 
the Soviets. Can you tell us which has the most priority than 
the others? Can you tell us which subject is first and which 
subject is last? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I really don't 
know. We don't yet have--if you are asking which one we are 
going to raise first, I am not certain. I would assume that 
probably more attention is going to be paid to Arab-Israeli 
issues than Afghanistan, just because of how important they are 
on our various agendas. 


Q You don't find here a great contradiction in the 
American position, when you refuse to have an international 
conference on the Middle East, but you discuss the Middle East 
with the Soviets separately? In the absence of the countries 
and the parties concerned, you are discussing with the Russians 
the Middle East. So why don't you sit with the Russians and 
with the parties concerned to discuss the Middle East? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Two points. We 
also discuss the Middle East with the British, with the French, 
with the Chinese and we do it bilaterally. And there is a 
major difference between having an exchange of views on the 
situation in a region and having an international negotiating 
conference. When people talk about an international 
conference, they are not talking about sitting down and 
exchanging views, they are talking about negotiating a peace 
plan, and that is the issue on which we are opposed. 


Q Just to turn around what you were saying a 
minute ago, if Soviet positions on the Middle East did evolve 
in the several ways you mentioned, could we then see them 
playing a helpful role in the peace process? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I really can't 
predict it. I think that if their positions did evolve in that 
way, then obviously we would see that as an indication that 
they are moving in a direction that we think is more helpful 
and we would just have to reassess it again. But as to whether 
or not that would be sufficient, I just can't say. 


Q We would then reassess questions like the 
international conference if we see a different Soviet set of 


Policies or potential role? 











SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Wo. We would 
reassess our view of any Soviet role in the Middle East peace 
process. 


Moderator: Two more questions, please. 


Q Sir, what sort of role is the United States 
going to play on the issue of Afghanistan at this time? Do you 
think it will be different than you were playing for the last 
five years? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Once again, I am 
not going into the details of the exchange. Our position on 
Afghanistan is well known. Our position is not going to 
change. We have four primary goals: first, the removal of 
Soviet troops; second is the reestablishment of a free 
Afghanistan as a non-aligned independent country; third is that 
the people of Afghanistan determine their own future; and 
fourth is the return of the refugees. I am confident that that 
is going to remain our position during the talks in Vienna. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Will there be a 
joint communique after this exchange of views? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: No 


Q Where will the meeting take place, the talks 
take place? 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Probably in the 
respective embassies, but that is not certain yet. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thanks very @uch, 
Bernie. 


: I think it's useful to get updated, and I wanted to do 
some of that From the standpoint of how we see developments in 
the region. It is @ time in southern Africa in which there is 
a lot of interest; it's also a time which, I think. calls for 
all of us to try and read various tea leaves as best we can 
It's not an easy part of the world sometimes to interpret. 


L've just gotten back, as Bernie indicated. from a 
week of discussions in South Africa which Focused on all the 
obvious interests that we have there and in the region, 
including our negotiations on independence for Namibia, our 
efforts on the Cuban issue -- which is related to it -- our , 
desire to consolidate and advance the peace process more 
broadly in the region to bring about the full fruits of the 
Nkomati Agreement between Mozambique and South Africa, and of 
course, to catch up on the situation in terms of developments 
inside South Africa itself. 





Let me start with the nogiations on Namibia and 
Angola. We, [ think, are in a position to state that we have 
moved to a different phase of this effort in that we now have 


proposals from both sides, as you know -- published proposals, 
in fact -- on the issue of Resolution 435 and Cuban troop 
withdrawl. 


Having obtained these initial proposals from the two 
sides, what we've been engaged in the past roughly three months 
has been to explore areas of potential compromise such that we 
could narrow the gap that very clearly exists between the 
positions of the two sides, that is Angola and South Africa. 
When I say “gap,” let me be very clear that what we're talking 
about is the relationship, the sequencing relationship, the 
relationship of time between South Africa's commitments under 
Resolution 435 and the commitments that Angola would make on 
the issue of Cuban troop withdrawal from Angola. 











When [ say that we're entering a new phase, [ would 
define it as follows. We have the opening proposals ihis is 
obviously a question of very great importance to both parties 
No party wants to be placed in a position where it is being 
asked to continue showing additional Flexibility if the other 
party is not prepared to do likewise What we're trying to do 
is to explore the potential common ground that may exist so 
that we c**) advance the process, and we're doing that now. 


[ don't have any dramatic announcement to make today. 
but we certainly believe that there is enough indication of 
potential movement to be able to continue the process, which we 
are going to be doing. We'd like to move this forward as 
rapidly as we can, and we sense that for a whole variety of 
reasons, that may be a sentiment which is shared by others 
involved. Obviously, the current situation is not all that 
satisfactory for any one. 


On a related point, I think 1 might just mention that 
we continue to believe that the completion of the Lusaka accord 
of a year ago is an important objective. It doesn't 
necessarily produce by itself a settlement, but it's an 
important objective to complete that disengagement agreement 
We are hopeful that that will take place. [t will be affected 
by a number of factors including meetings between the parties 
directly concerned, that is South Africa and Angola. [t will 
be affected, as well, by the military situation on the ground, 
including the kind of action that may or may not take place as 
concerns SWAPO infiltration into Namibia from Angola during 
this time of the year which is a time in which such action 
often takes place. But I'll repeat my first point on the 
disengagement, namely that we think that there is a chance that 
this process can be completed soon, and we hope that will be 
the case. 


We are at this stage giving very careful consideration 
to our own moves to advance the broader process on Namibia and 
Angola, and I expect that you'll be seeing further contact 
between us and other parties in the near future. 


On the Mozambique situation, we are watching and 
involving ourselves with both interest and concern to make 
certain that the Nkomati takes root and produces the fruits 
that everyone hopes that it will. On the one hand, there has 
been a very clear signal of international support for this 
process from western countries, From a number of African 
countries, and we're seeing a growth of economic relationships 
between Mozambique and the western Financial institutions, IMF, 
World Bank, European Community, and so forth 
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On the other hands, as we all know, the conflict 
inside Mozambique continues and will have to be dealt with. We 
are Firm in our support for the Government of Mozambique -- are 
doing our best to encourage others to bring about an early end 
to the hostilities there through our own diplomatic contacts 
and influence ~ 


We have developed a number of important programs of 
support for Mozambique, and those are having a favorable 
effect; but as I said before, we attach great importance to 
bringing the military confl.ct there to an end. 


That's in a nut shell on the regional front. Let me 
just say a word further about the south African situation 
itself. There have been a number of developments in statements 
recently which, as you know, are in our view important. we 
issued a statement, which I'm not going to go beyond here 
today. shortly after the speech at the opening of Parliament by 
the state President of South Africa in which we basically 
stressed the importance of these commitments in principle, or 
Guidelines, if you will, and at the same time the fact that we 
will be looking very closely to see what concrete actions are 
taken to follow up and implement statements that were contained 
in that and other speeches that have been made. 8ut ['m not 
going to go beyond that in my opening comments, and we can take 
questions from there. 


Thanks. 


(Continued on next page.) 





Q Can you tell us more about the timetable problem? 
Have the Angolans talked about a specific timetable for the 
withdrawal of the Cubans? 


A Yes, indeed, they have. Their opening position, 
which is contained at this point in a U.N. document, is a 
published position. It was published, I believe, in the month 
of November 1984. So that's fully available. [t's been widely 
reported in the press; it's not news. 


What ['m saying is -- the new phase -- is that we have 
been engaged since Novenber in the exploration of the parties' 
positions, recognizing that, obviously, concessions or 
compromises or flexibility will be necessary if we are to 
bridge the gap between the stated positions of Angola and South 
Africa. That is what the new phase is about --— exploring 
potential common ground and trying to put our weight behind 
those compromises which must be made. 


Q Would we put our weight behind some type of 
partial withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola or we would want 
all of them out? I had heard the term -- about 4,000 or 5,000 
troops -- that the South Africans might accept it as a 
compromise. 


Would we put my weight behind such a proposal-that 
would leave 4,000 Cuban troops within Angola? 


A. I'm not going to comment on what we might put our 
weight behind because we don't yet have enough clarity to make 
that judgment. Clearly, we're seeking to resolve a problem and 
not simply to continue one. This is going to require political 
decisions at the highest level for those two governments. 

Those decisions have not yet been made. 


Q Would that small number of troops -- 4,000/5,000 
troops -- garrisoned away from the Namibian border, would that 
still be perceived as some type of threat to the region? 


A [I think that's a judgment that has to be asked of 
the parties directly concerned. 


Q Would we view that presence as threatening -- 
4,000 troops garrisoned away from the Namibian border? 


A It all depends on the shape of the package that 
we are able to come up with. It involves many complex issues. 
[It involves the U.N. plan, it involves the relationship of time 
between it and the Cuban withdrawal schedule, it involves 
measures of monitoring and verification, safeguards, and the 








whole package as one whole. And until we see the shape of a 
package, it's very hard for us to make such a decision in the 
abstract. 


Q What gives you anymore hope now that a year after 
Lusaka Accords that the South African defense forces are any 
more ready to take the final steps outside of Angola? Are you 
any more hopeful at this point? 


a Yes, I think we are, based on our recent 
conversations. [ don't think that there's an awful lot of 
advantage from the South African standpoint in having the 
process nearly complete but not complete. fhat's one point. 


Secondly, the key issue, of course, is what will take 
place once the Joint Military Commission reaches the border, 
assuming it does. And 1 think on that point there's been a 
great deal of back and forth, and we haven't yet got a clear 
outcome. But no party wants -- and that includes us --— no 
party wants to see a situation where they get to the border, 
and then there's no basis of continued stability. 


Most of what the Lusaka Accord has done is to stop the 
war between the forces of South Africa and the forces of 
Angola. For twelve months there has not been fighting between 
those two armies. It's a significant accomplishment. -And in 
moving to the border, [ think all of us want to make sure that 
accomplishment is not lost or eroded. Otherwise, we go back to 
the status quo ante of raids and counter-raids and right back 
to Square One. 


Q Have you had any dialogue with SWAPO about 
whether they'll take advantage of the dry season to start 
infiltrating Namibia again? Is that any basis for hope at all, 
that SWAPO is going to lay off this time around? 


A It's the rainy season that we're talking about. 
We keep in regular touch with SWAPO, and make it clear in our 
view what is the best way forward. SWAPO will stick to its 
principles, and I think it will also wait to see what decisions 
are made by others. The war, as concerns SWAPO itself, 
continues, but it's a low-level war. [ wouldn't describe it as 


a sudden escalation or dramatic new stage in the military side 
of things. 


In fact, the Lusaka Agreement has dampened down that 
aspect of the conflict as well as stopping South 
African-Angolan clashes. 


Q In recent meetings with Congressmen and others, 











President Castro has made a number of statements about his 
attitude towards your negotiations. Is there any new 
significant development as a result of those statements in 
Havana? Do you see any special message from Havana? 


a I don't really think so. We're negotiating 
directly with the parties concerned in southern Africa. That 
is, with South Africa, Angola and their neighbors. 


Clearly, at some stage, if we're to get an agreement, 
we assume that the Government of Angola and the Government of 
Cuba would have an understanding or an agreement between them, 
and that's fine, we would encourage that. 


Q After your visit, are you now completely 
satisfied that the South African Government, in one form or 
other, one part of it or another part, is not giving MNR any 
support whatsoever? 


A I think our general impression is that that has 
been stated publicly by a number of Mozambican officials, which 
is that there is very little suggestion of official South 
African support since the Nkomati Agreement for the resistance 
in Mozambique; very little, if any. 


Q What is your assessment of the situation in 
Mozambique? Are they on the ropes? 


rs) Mozambique has seldom been a country that was 
easily administered or completely peaceful, if you look back a 
number of years. It certainly faces a very serious situation 
now. I'm not sure I would use the phrase “on the ropes." No, 
I don't think so. I think what you see is low-level conflict 
in many different areas of the country. 


. You see a campaign that is waged by the resistance 
that is focused, in many ways, on economic targets. It's 
disruptive. It is, after all, far easier to be a guerrilla 
than to be a government, particularly in that part of the 
world. But, having said that, it is not our impression that 
the Mozambican Government is about to be overthrown. It is not 
our impression that the resistance has the assets necessary to 
be that kind of a challenge to the Government of Mozambique. 


Q Are we closing down that observer mission you had 
at Windhoek? 


a We have closed it down; yes. 


Q Why did you do that? 











a For several reasons. One, our contacts with the 
parties had made it clear to us that they didn't have -- that 
our mission didn't have any further purpose to be served. 

There was, in fact, movement towards completing the process of 
disengagement, and that if they did get to the border, as we 
hope, this Joint Military Commission could be henceforth 
supported directly out of Pretoria which is what we would do in 
the future, assuming that they do reach the border successfully. 


We have been able, through our presence in Windhoek, 
to maintain very active contact with all the elements necessary 
in the South African hierarchy, and through that situation been 
able to pass messages back and forth to both sides by being 
there on the scene. 


:  Q If you were a betting man, would you put any 
money on this whole issue being resolved in 1985? 


a Which whole issue? 
Q South African and Cuban troops out of Angola? 


a No, I won't try to give you any percentages. I'm 
not a betting man, for starters. But I would say this: That 
we see clear elements that are encouraging. As I mentioned, 
that conflict has been directly affected by the Lusaka 
Agreement. 


There is, in fact, less cross-border violence, in 
general, in southern Africa today than there has been at any 
time since the Portuguese Revolution in the mid-1970's. We 
don't sense that anyone in the region who lives there, and is 
responsible for events there, is eager to see a reversion back 
to the earlier period in which there was a kind of uncontrolled 
escalation of violence. We don't sense that that's what the 
Frontline State governments want or what South Africa wants. 


Q The Lusaka Agreement, the disengagement, was 
signed last year. The agreement was supposed to have taken 
three months. It's almost a year. It still isn't over yet. 
There is no agreement on Namibia as of yet. 


Are the two tied together, or are they just closely 
together paralleling? Are they tied together? 


a No, they're not tied together There's been 
some, I think, misunderstanding about that. [t would, of 
course, encourage and strengthen the atmosphere for the 
progress on the broader issues, to have disengagement 
completed, but they're not linked. 























Q You have had consultations on the southern 
African issue with the Soviet Union. I wonder if any 
additional discussions are planned, or have any been held 
recently similar to those that we're going to have with the 
Soviets on the Middle East? 


i) No. The short answer is that none are planned, 
at least not at the level of some that have been held in the 
past. That doesn't mean there won't be, but there is no 
current plan. We, of course, keep in touch and exchange 
information and positions at other levels on a regular basis 
just by regular contacts. 


(Continued on next page) 











Q You said that you are also taking some -- 
gathering impressions on the internal situation in South 
Africa. Can you tell us what effect, if any, you gauged about 
the ferment that's been going on in the United States now with 
the Embassy demonstrations, the awakened general awareness of 
it? Is it having any kind of effect over there? 


a I would put it this way: What we're seeing more 
and more public evidence of is, if you will, the tip of an 
iceberg. It's been under way for a good number of years, and 
it has much more to do with dynamics inside South Africa than 
it does anything else. 


I'd go back to the Portuguese revolution. I'd go back 
to the Soweto events in 1976. [I'd go back to the clear 
evidence increasingly appreciated within white political 
circles, that economic development and apartheid are directly 
contradictory. There has been a whole series of measures taken 
by the current state president to seek to build for himself the 
necessary base of support -- power base, if you will -- to 
carry forward a program of reform in South Africa. 


Probably the most significant watershed in that whole 
sequence is 1982, the year in which a decision was taken to run 
the risks of dividing Afrikaanerdom and the National Party. 
Since that time, we've seen further moves as a result... We will 
continue to see further moves. What's now becoming clear -- 
this tip of the iceberg that ['m referring to -- is that some 
aspects, some doctrines, that have been cherished for many, 
many years are being put into review in the most Fundamental 
way: whether it's the question of forced removals; the 
question of in which manner the black majority will have a 
political voice; the question of citizenship, which is central 
to the one [ just mentioned. So we're seeing many aspects and 
many issues talked about, addressed and commitments made in 
principle. 


But this is something which does not happen, in our 
judgm>:, as a result of events of a month or two or three. It 
happens as a result of an historical process that goes back a 
decade. 


We like to believe we've played some modest role in 
that regard, but we would not claim principal credit in that 
respect, nor do I think any other American should either. 


Q You were just talking about the political 
situation in South Africa, about cherished ideals being put 
under some type of review. We've mentioned on several 
occasions with the South Africans the status of political 
prisoners in South Africa, such as Nelson Mandela. 
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Do we have the impression that the South Africans are 
genuinely considering a release of Mr. Mandela? Percy Kaboza 
said in The New York Times today that he thought it was just a 
ploy. Do we think the South Africans are really serious about 
releasing Mandela or some of the others that are in prison 
there? 





A If I could put that question in a context, I'd 
put it as follows: [I think we are getting beyond the period in 
South Africa's reform process where reform can simply be 
dispensed unilaterally by government. One is encouraged to 
note that that is not just our interpretation, but that is in 
fact what people who are closely connected with the reform 
process in government are saying themselves. 


But that means it's consultation, it means dialogue, 
it means negotiation, and I think we're seeing signs on a 
number of fronts that the government is seeking to create the 
kind of a climate that would encourage people to participate in 
a genuine two-way exchange, as distinguished from the past 
situation that we've often seen. 


I cannot comment on what we will see in the coming 
months on the Mandela issue, except to say that we, obviously, 
hope that political prisoners will be released and we hope that 
the dialogue on that question is not over. 


Q. Just a follow-up. Do we have any information 
about any further meetings between South African academics or 
members of the National Party meeting with the African National 
Congress in other countries on an unofficial basis? 


i) I have nothing further on that. No. No further 
information. 


‘ Q Did the subject of growing pressures for American 
disinvestment or increased, or for that matter decreased, 
economic sanctions against South Africa come up on your trip? 


a It did, in the sense of describing our policy and 
where it stands. You know what our policy is, I'm sure, but 
it's been recently reaffirmed. We believe our policy is the 
right one. It's making progress. It is the right policy -- 
those are the President's words -- and we're sticking with it. 


That clearly implies that we don't believe that 
punitive measures are the way to advance a process of change in 
South Africa. That is, by the way, also in our judgment, the 
view of most South Africans and most Americans. 
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Q Did they ask you for a reaffirmation of your 
policy? Were they concerned by what's going on in Congress? 


a They are certainly aware of what's going on in 
Congress. I think they're savvy enough to recognize that for 
those who wish to either wage economic war or pressure against 
South Africa, or those who wish to see the President's policy 
changed, that one of the Few handles one has, because of South 
Africa's very significant self-sufficiency, is the corporate 
presence there. 


But having said that, our firms employ less than one 
percent of the South African labor force, and, therefore, it is 
hardly a credible coercive instrument. 


Q If I could just ask the Mozambique question 
another way: In your discussions with the Angolans, do you 
sense any problem about closing that gap you've talked about 
being raised by their looking to the other side of Africa and 
seeing that an agreement made between the South Africans and 
the Mozambicans is being seriously threatened by the insurgent 
forces the Angolans and others may believe is still getting 
assistance from South Africans; i.e., you've got a credibility 
preston for the South Africans on the Mozambican side, which is 

rightening the Angolans. 


A I think the point is well taken. We would not 
say, as [I've already indicated, that the reason the war is 
continuing in Mozambique is because of South African bad 
faith. We have not said that. That is not our position. 


We do believe that there has been something of a flow 
of continuing support, political, financial, and perhaps 
logistical, and it has many ways of getting there, I might 
point out. So that's a factor. 


But to get to your question, there is no doubt in our 
mind, first, that the Government of Mozambique has played an 
important role in advancing the peace process vis-a-vis Angola 
and Namibia, which of course, is of value to us. 


Secondly, it feeds into itself both ways. We are 
talking about a regional peace process which involves a dozen 
countries, and given the language connections between Angola 
and Mozambique, the common colonial history, and so forth, 
there are very important ties between those two governments, 
and they watch each other carefully. 











12 


Q My last question, and this has to do with UNLTA: 
We have contacts with UNITA on a fairly regular basis. I 
wanted to know if we had the impression that an agreement 
between South Africa and Angola, ceasing South African support 
for UNITA within Angola, do you think that that would advance 
the peace process concerning the Namibia settlement all that 
much more, or do you think it really makes a difference? 


A Clearly, the kind of package that we're aiming 
for is a Namibian settlement that will include the 
implementation of 435, which itself removes not only what South 
African forces are left Angola, but South African forces would 
have left Namibia by the time of Namibia's independence. That 
speaks for itself in terms of its impact on the equation 
affecting Angola. The Angolans are well aware of that. So I 
think the way we address that issue is by the implementation of 
435, which itself addresses directly Angola's own security. 


Q I mean, we would expect that would be prior to an 
agreement? What about an agreement now? Do you think that 
that would help get 435 started if the South Africans agreed to 
stop aiding UNITA? 


A I think the problem with that approach is that 
what one is doing is trying to disaggregate the logical package 
that I've just been describing. One is talking, in effect, 
about preconditions. You can be certain that the first answer 


one would get from the South Africans, if one posed that 
question, would be about Angolan hosting and support for SWAPO, 
Angola hosting and support for the ANC, which is in Angola, and 
a whole series of counter-preconditions would be put on the 
table, and before you know it, you'd be stuck. What we're 
trying to get is a package deal. 


I just have a fairly simple question: I notice 
in the'86 budget that we're upping military or security 
assistarice to Mozambique to three million. Is there going to 
be any change in the nature of that assistance as compared to 
the 1,150,000 package this year? 


a No. Not that I could foresee. We're talking 
about training and generally non-lethal kinds of equipment, 
transport -- 


Q Why are we upping it? Why are we doubling it and 
then some? Is there any particular reason? 


a The basic purpose is to devise a modest program. 
You start with small beginnings in such a thing. You start by 
having people survey and talk to each other, explore what makes 
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sense and what doesn't make sense, and that's just the way 
these programs seem to develop -- not just in Mozambique, but 
any place. 


Q Could I just ask you, then, on Mozambique, sort 
of to get an idea here on background: What is the feeling in 
Mozambique? Do they think that the South Africans, all of 
them, are really living up to the spirit of this accord? [ 
mean, there's no question, I don't think, that officially the 
line is that the South Africans are backing it, but are there 
elements in the military who are still aligned with Renamo? I 
mean, are there still drops across the Transvaal of supplies. 
Are there still rebels being trained in Transvaal]? 


a I've answered the question as far as we 
understand the position. We don't have the impression that 
there is official South African violation of its own diplomacy. 


Let's look back at the history of this. Then-Prime 
Minister Botha, as one of his most significant achievements, as 
he defines it in domestic terms in South Africa, negotiated the 
Nkomati Agreement. For that to be directly violated or 
undermined by divisions in the ranks, 1 would have thought, 
would cause him some concern. 


I would refer you also to some statements in the press 
recently in Lisbon made by an important member of the Cabinet 
of Mozambique in which he pointed fingers in, I would say, a 
number of other directions. So the situation is murky. It is 
complicated. 


We are doing our best to get clarity and to encourage 
clarity and to get all parties to do all they can to bring this 
conflict to a cease-fire stage. It came very close last 
October, and then there was some erosion. People are trying to 
get it back on the tracks now. 


Q One more over there: Did you talk about the Vax 
case or its aftermath? The Vax case? 


a I'm not sure I know what you're referring to. 


Q When the computers were smuggled by Richard 
Mueller through South Africa back to Sweden? 


4 I don't have anything new on that. I think we've 
said what we have to say. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:50 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought it sight be 
helptul to give you «a little -- you sight have some 
questions on this speech and we sight -~ we'll have a schedule for 
teday and we'll gost between 9:00 a.e. and 10:00 a.8. on the Ranch 
report. 





I can't think of anything elee other than that. 
Q Any pictures today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pictures? Wo. 


What the beckground with the speech is, three or four 
weeks ago, the President outlined this epeech to his staff that he 
thought there was @ sessage and particularly an educational sessage 
in taking thie epproach to the funding situation in Contest Asnering, 
ne beck at what he feele is substantial progress -- I'd like 
to make this on background, if I could. The reason being this is the 
Gon ‘t-upetage-the-President backgrounder, not that we're giving you 
secret inforestion. Anybody yot probless? 


lle felt we were asaking substantial progress in Central 
Americe. Looking at £1 Salvador, the Duarte government hes becose 
politically legitiaste at home and respected satroed. And, with the 
way our sid hes progressed in that country, been able to prevent « 
guerrilla victory there. 


Guatemala is headed for a second round wi ¢seocratic 
elections in ‘U5. Honduras will have presidential elettiune at the 
end of this year. 


And the initial iapilementation by Congress lest year of 
the Jackson Pien ofters hope for econosic recovery to desocratic 
nations in the region. 


The only probles that existe now is the Soviet 
Cilient-state of ry in Central Aserice. What we're trying to 
@o is to prevent the final consolidation of the Sandinistes as « 
toteliy Maraiet-Leniniet society. We believe that represents « 
long-tere threat to political stability in Central America, in fact, 
in ell of the Americas. 


The recent elections in Central Americe were “shes 
elections", ee we've called thes. And we think that's just another 
step in thie process. 


We eee the delivery of sophisticated offensive weapons 
Continuing unabated from the Boviet Union and ite surrogates. it 
represents « Girect, iasediate threat to Coste Rice end Honduras and 
Gould even pose & strategic threat to the United States. 





There's still about 10,000 Soviet, Cuben, Beet Geraan, 
— HMA 
2-le -% 





fen, Libyen and PLO silitery personnel in Hicaregua. 


What we would like to 40 in the weeks and sonths sheed is 
Gentiase te strengthen cur Central American friends and promote their 


s 
| 
; 
q 


be vee U.S. silitary forces. The 

Soviets have denonstrated to us in the last two or three years that 
ate necessary short of silitary 
help the communists consolidate in Nicaragua. 


way suet be found for the U.S. to support 
Gemocratic resistance forces in Wicaragua. we will work with 
Cangress to find & means to support the froedos fighters -- legal and 
etfective seans. Congressional authority is needed to silow us to 
provide, a6 « siniaum, financial aesietance to the resistance 


If we fail to restore assistance to the treedos fighters 
ané have sose influence over thee. Ceete Ries. Hondurss and Ei 
Salvador, in our opinion, will fece an extraordinary thrvat. 


So, to conclude, the communist consolidation in Nicarsgus 
thet the Soviets ere supporting will go unabated with the sost 
eéverse consequences for the United States and for thie hesiephere, 
if we Gon'"t act and act proaptiy this year. 


The latest figures we have -~- and those have been out ~~ 
en Bicer ‘se silitery forces, since 1979, they've grown {roe 10,000 
te 119, +» 62,000 of thea on active duty. Thvy hove increased the 
of -~ since June of ‘v4 of receipt of maturivl from Soviet Bloc 
countries. Since June of ‘84, this aray expansion hase buen about 
12,000. There have sven $0 additional tanks, for 5 total of about 
150; 7% armored vehicles added, for a total of 200 and 1) combat 
helicopters, including at least $5 MIi-24 attack helicopters, which are 
the ones thet the Soviets used in Afghanistan; 4 totsl of 4 
helicoptere. 


; 


Mat we continue to push for is the regional countrivs to 
agree on the Contedora Treaty, which would accomplish the 21 
Objectives, and we will continue to push for that. 


Really, the Bottes line -- the two things we want is 4 
Genceratic process that includes freedoe of press, trovdos of 
religion, treedos of opposition, freedom for isbor unions, a6 well « 
the reduction in the ae silitery torew to 4 parity with ite 
neighbors and the removal of the Cubaen-Soviete. 


Jerry. 


Q If Congress fails to provide the aid, is there anys 
or, ot el) of U.S. wilitery intervention? I ask the quvetion 
of camperioonse -- histories, comparisons he draws — 











AIA A 


what you just suntioned. 
leé on any Other option, 
I think we run into 
And it’s the Covert 


£ 
t 
to. 


Lov, I think there have 
y tending or overt tunding 


What is the edainistration 


IAL: 
ré count 
t set 
be able 
there are « few -~ but enough -~- to oe 


infivential thet heave @rawn the line et covert. 
that troubles thes sore than anything elise, 


Can I fteliew up? 
We fvel like tnet “ongress oy and larye supports our 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
Central American progres. 


We're going to Go an oducetionsl progres. 


t 
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Be you heve the tising on when @ formal request will 


Q 
go to the #111? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, that hasn't been 
worked out. 


Q -- Rerch let? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The speculation is it 
will probebly come after the MEK wote, but we haven't worked thet out 


ené I think thet's what we're going to be -- try to be talking 
through on the Hill. 


. Por the $14 million? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yee, $14 million ia a 
good figure. 


Q Ie thet the figure that you're using, $14 million? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. We haven't ever 
weed it on the recoré. Just dancing sround the covert business, but 

Q Thet's for fiscal ‘65, right? 

Q Yes. 

SESTOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: Yes. 

Q What's the legal berrier you're referring to? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Legal bercier as to 
whether you cen fund a ~~ somebody thet's not # country end encourege 
the overthrow of « legitimate government. 

Q Wheat is the operative stetute? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't know whet it is. 
We would heave to ~~ where are three or four criteria in the lewyers’ 
mind thet esteblisies whet « oe conser or @ legitimate 
orgenisetion ia that you cowld fund. Apparentiy we eren't quite that 
fer with these prop le. 

Dreke's waiting there. 

Q In your etetement beginning, I's not -- what ie it 
thet we think the ontres can Go, short of bringing down the 
Bicerequen government thet cen prevent the consolidetion -- 


SENTOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: We're stopping short of 
seying we're e@voceting the overthrow. 


Q I underetend qbet. 
MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION ‘se doing 
is they are, number one, being -- they are forcing the Nicaraguan 
government to _—a 
on beckground leve 
Sandinistas' vill : coincidental with the 
ebb and flow of the 

So I think it -- also @ are a certain number of 
people in Bicaragua, well over 100,000 or so, that we estimate are 
supportive of freedom fighters, non-combatants that would be 
encouraged to i 
indeed, 


the 

continue theic support. And ‘ce there -- if, 
Se © ie ce * ey oe eee Oe in a free 

election. 


So that's -- we just feel like it would encourage then to 
vote. The biproduct of it is, is th: old interdiction argument that 
we've used. 


Q When you talk -- when you bring up the population -- 
are you suggesting in any way establishment of some territory under 
control of the Contras -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. I'm talking 
about just average citizens there that want the Sancinista government 
to return -- that 100,000 figure, don't use that. I think thet 
refers to 100,000, 150,000 that are in the Contra effort. I don't 
a that's the correct figure. I don't think we have an estimate 
on that. 


Q Is there any move afoot, since the Contras hold 
territory, the Contras have people, many people, and they have + sed 
forces of their own, to declaring a provisional government that would 
then permit the United States to go overt with what is now covert? 


SENIOR ACHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's part of whet we 
looked at, Jerry, but it does not -- I don't think it meets the legal 
c icements. You've named a couple of them -- organizea territory, 

so forth. I don't think they quite can measure up legally es far 
~~ maybe en organized government, or whatever. I just -- I don't 
think they're quite that fer along. 


Joe, you were waiting, and then I'll come back up front 
-- of Candy, I haven't -- go ahead Candy. 


Q You said you wanted Nicaragua to establish « 
pluralistic and totelly democratic government, and then said “We 
believe this cen be done without the use of force, so I want to get 
back to Jerry's question. If -- it seems to me that that's sort of a 
~~ "We believe this can be done without the use of force," leaves 
open a little bit more than your response to Jerry's question that we 
would, since Costs fice and all these other things are at stake -- 
=“ oy not use force if it can't be done without force, if it's 
that vite 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we just believe 
that with proper funding it can be. And we believe that there ere 
ways -- thet if Congress will support us, we will. Sut I just 
wouldn't want to reise any U.S. troops in Central Americe scare at 
ell. It's just not in the cards et all as far an I can see -- it's 
not in the President's mind eat all. 


Joe? 


Q Did you say $14 million for the current fiecel year? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For ‘65, yes. 


MORE dH (440 / 





Is there ete another 
eeech Gan *ole 8 separ request proceeding on 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: You sean for Contra 
funding? wo. 


Q There wes not « request in the budget for that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe so, 
Boce. I's sure there's « provision in the ‘66 budget for it, but it 
being covert, it wouldn't show. It would just show in « lump 
, oo- 


Q But is there « request for thet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot @ specific request, 
I don't believe. And whether -- how we would proceed, whether we -- 
we just haven't decided whether it would go the supplemental route, 
seperate funding route, or whatever -- 


Q So no decision has been made on an ‘86 funding 
request? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think so. I 
frankly don't know. 


So, Lou? 


Q Ie the -- just to be clear, I guess it's obvious, 
but is the purpose of the President's radio speech today and your 
briefing, to try to sobilize populer support behind getting this 
financial eid fer the current Contras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think those seabers of 
Congress that are so strong egainst covert ere -- we're just going tr 
have to have some sort of « President-to-the people ceapeign in order 
to sobilise some support behind this. You know, it's obvious, 
they've really got their heels dug in against covert, end we've got 
to convince thee that that's the best way to, and really the only 
route, we see to do it. 


° I still don't underetand the Contras couldn't 
declare a provisional government in the territory they hold? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can get that for you, 
Jerry. There ere five or siz criteria that are required to meet the 
legal qualifications, and I don't think -- and I know they don't seet 
thes. I don't know which they don't seet. 


Owen. 


Q Did I understand you to sey earlier thet the 
Sendinisces sight pose « strategic threat to the United States, or -- 


~— SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, with thie weaponry 
t «-«- 


-- of influence @ strategic threat to the United 
States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With thie continuing 
infius of weaponry they could, yes. 


Q Wheat kind of weapons would constitute « strategic 
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threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, obviously, 
offensive fighter aircraft would be -- but -- 


Q # What do they have besides helicopters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? These M-24s87 
These MI-246? What about thea? 


Q What do they have besides thea? 


Q Anything besides helicopters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's esbout it as far 
ae I have on the list here. 


Q Do you really think thet poses a -- a threat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think « 
helicopter's going to fly up from Managua to -- 


Q Washington. (Laughter .) 
Q Miesi -- 


Q That's why I wes wondering why you said it poses «a 
threat -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If these guys continue 
wnabseted with the strength they've got, and the willingness of the 
Soviets to support thea, they could certainly leap-frog up the 
peninsule. We've never made a -« 


Q You're saying prospective strategic threat, rather 
then one -- they don't currently propose a strategic threat to the 
United Stetes today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't quess to whet 
they heave, but if those jets had shown up as we first thought they 
were, that does. And of course Cuba does. There's no reason they 
woulon't supply Niceregua just like they supply Cube. 


Q On this $14 million, is that the seme figure that 
wes blocked last year, or is this « higher figure? 


Q Yes. 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I6 it? Terry seia it 
8. 


Q Just to set the record straight, ere you still 
maintaining thet it is not our objective to overthrow the government? 


SENIOR AUMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: That's cight. 
(Levghter.) The ernment -- if the government would sllow tree 
elections, we would support « freely elected government there that 
met our criteria. Wow, if they ellowed free elections, would the 
Sendiniste government win? That's the question. Prohebly not. 


Q Sut you're still saying that our objective is not to 
overthrow the governeent of Nicerequa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We want tc see the 
Sendinietes ley out these principles of pluralistic society. 


Q What would discourage the Contras, if they hed some 


Geqree of success, from going ahead and overthrowing the government 
on their own, even if we hed -- 
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Ace the Bicaraguans suspected in the fire-boabing of 


Q 
Ms. Schuster’s truck? (Leughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sither that or the 
Islaenic _— I don't know which. (Leughter.) We're waiting on a 
phone call. 


Q Can you give us some background on this thought that 
was expressed the other and egein by the President today, 


comparing Lafayette and Bolivar? Is that an inspiration of the 
President's or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q I mean, it's open -- 

Q Where else could it come from? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What's the question? 


Q Well, historically, one of the reasons, you knov, 
apart from freedom-loving democracies, one of the reasons that France 
supported the revolutionaries here was to go against Englend. So is 
there -- does he mean to draw the compariann hetween England in 1776 
and the Soviet Union in 19857? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think he's done 
it obviously, but it's out there. 


Q I mean, that's a reality. I assume that he 
understands that there are power politics involvea besides mere 
treedom-loving -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's cight. 


Wheat has been the impect on the fighting 
effectiveness of the Contras in the administration's opinion «ince 
funds were cut off? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They've maintained, as 
near es I's up to date on it, they have maintained their operation. 
But they -- it's been, more or less, on hold, I guess. Wot much 
progress during thet period. 


And we're threatened with losing this -- the cohesiveness 
thet existe in the Contras, such es it is, if we don't fund then. 


Jackie? 


Q Are you throwing out what you call the old 
interdiction erqument or is that still -- 


SEHIOR ADMINICTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that's still « 
product of whet we do. There's a -- what? -- LA Times ot Washington 
Post story this gsorning that says we're abandoning that argument. 
Thet wee the original argument used. In fact, the briefer even 
throws off on the CIA for ever using that. But that's « successful 
biproduct of it -- interdiction. 


Gene? 
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Q 
prompted by the cont 8. threats to their government. iIs 


cntinateg 0 cleia the silitary buildup you cite is 
U 
any recent period @ we backed off in hopes that they would 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there has -- not 
I's aware of. We've -- they have such overwhelming numbers 
» a6 far as their nei S&S are concerned, that we feel 

to offer Costa Rica and the others our support, either 
econcsic and certainly silitary training-wise, and so forth. We run 
these exercises down there. 


Q Well, in some of the discussions with thes, have we 
offered to tone down the rhetoric and cool off the Contras if they 
would stop eccepting these areas shipments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we've made it 
then that, gone into the four principles of elections and so 
ogee free press, et cetera. So I think we've made it broader 

t. 


i 


George? 


Q I understand why we don't want them to spread 
subversion up the pennisula, but I don't understand why we want thes 
-~ why we think it's our business what kind of government they have, 
whether it's @ free government, a dictetorial government, or what. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: If they would mind their 
own business, stay put, it would -- ma @ Leninist-Marxist 
government would work there. But ook at the Cuban model and 
what they've been doing for these 20, 30 years here end you see 
exactly the same pattern in Nicaragua. And that buildup of forces 
and the willingness of the Soviets to continue to contribute is just 
~~ it defies any imagination of @ peace-loving country there. 
They're just not -- and what they've done -- the labor unions, no 
opposition, et cetera, et cetera. 


Q Does the President eccept or agree with the feeling 
of Nicaragua that there might be a threat from the United States, 
given five invasions in the 20th Century a8 @ reason why thet 
government sight be a little anti-American? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I really -- I don't 
think so. 


Q Do you know if he has @ view on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the leadership 
of thet government may be using that to whip it up. 


Q Well, d0 you think -- I assume he's aware of it. Do 
you know if he's expressed any thought on the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q ~~ 20th Century history of the region? 
SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First off, it's @ -- 


it's just not « legitimate concern. It may be an imagined concern on 
their part, but it's not legitimate. The President's aware of it, 


yes. 

Owen? 

Q Some people in the ed@miniatration think that if the 
Saendiniste government isn't altered this year, that it will be 
permently entrenched there -- Does the President share that view? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That they would be 















permantly entrenched this year? 


Q That this is -- either a change in this year or it's 






SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether 
he's ever -- I never heard his express a timetable along those lines. 
But everybody recognises that this is a critical year, that the 
further we let it go, the less chance of being successful in a 
Gemocretic form of government there. 


Q If I could elso follow up a little bit on George's 
question. Do I understand that if they were to, let's say, halt 
exporting revolution, as you put it, but ssintein a Marxist-Leninist 
government internally, that you would find that acceptable? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If they -- export of 
revolution is not the only thing. It's the free society, and above 

all, the free elections and let an opposition flourish, and so forth. 
Q 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
















Well, that’s the question -- why do we care? 














Pardon? 


Q Why do we care whether they have free elections anc 
an open society? It's not our business as they keep within 
themselves. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There's no -- we've 
made no secret that we prefer # democratic form of government in 
Central America and elsewhere, and that we support it. And there 
have been giant strides, particularly in Central and South America. 
So we prefer the democratic form of government, but we say to then, 
patton _—e elections and see if you survive cown there at the 
ot a. 












Q Yes, but you may not -- the question is like -- take 
@ country like Chile which doesn't exactly have a democratic 

government, but there are no cherges about them exporting revolution. 
Why aren’* we trying to fund revolutionaries there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would presume that we 
would look toward thet in Chile in the long term, that -- not being 
thet up to speed on Chile as to whether -- how severe the abuses are 
of the democratic pesition. Sut there's no doubt that we have 

attempted through our quiet diplomacy to persuade Chile in -- 

















Q -- diplomacy with Nicaragua -- in other words, if 
Wicategue were to, a8 you put it, mind their own business and stay 
put, we would employ the same sort of quiet diplomacy that we employ 
presumably with the Philippines, South Africa, Chile? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two or three 
things on Nicerequa. Proximity is importent. The totel sise of the 
threat there is isportant. The totelity of the ogmression there is 
iaportent end -- 


Q Theit oppression is worse than 5 w+ ice’s? 










SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
scale of one to ten, but << 


I cen" rete them on «@ 







Q More so then Chile? 









SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we're beginning 
to deteriorate here. 


WR. SPEAKES: Ranch report -- beck OW THE RECORD -- 
horseback ciding in a little bit, lunch and then ranch chores. 
Probably go to the clearing brush and chopping wood route. 






Q All right. 

Q When's Geparture tise tomorrow and check in? 
MR. SPEAKES: Do we have « schedule yet? 

MR. PRAMKLIN: We'll have it shortly. 


MR. SPEAKES: What's departure time? Anything else 
hanging out there anybody wants > know? 


Q What's going on Monday? 


MR. SPEAKES: Wothing. The President's taking the day 
off. Soliday. So is the Press Office. We'll be phone duty on 


9:40 A.m. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON 
THE VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER MARGARET THATCHER 


February 19, 1985 
The Briefing Roos. 
10:16 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As know, Mrs. 
Thatcher's arriving tonight. Let me give you a little bit of the 
substance and then, very quickly, unless you've already been briefed 
on the schedule, I can also take you through the schedule of her 
visit to Washington. 


The overall purpose of this visit is really to continue 
the policy discussions on political, military and economic issues 
that got underway in December curing her brief visit to Camp David. 


Mrs. Thatcher is especially interested in exchanging 
views on arms control and East-West relations. And as you know I 
think from press reporting from London, she is also very interested 
in discussing international economic questions. We are ready to 
address those questions in the meetings during her visit. We will 
also want to discuss the problem of terrorism, and especially the 
growing problem of coordinated, multi-national terrorism in Western 


Europe. 


In addition to these broad subjects, we expect the usual 
regional issues to come up -- the Middle East, for example, and 
Central America. 


Just very quickly on the schedule: As I mentioned she 
will acrive here tonight at about 7:30 p.m. Tomorrow morning, after 
doing a number of television interviews, she will address a joint 
meeting of the Congress. She then comes from Capitol Hill to the 
White House for a meeting in the Oval Office with the President. 
on one the meeting with the President, there is a working luncheon 
which will be hosted by the President. And then there is a lengthy 
meeting, that is, an hour, an hour and a half meeting scheduled in 
the Cabinet Room with the President and Mrs. Thatcher in which, it is 
expected, that arms control and security questions will be the focus. 





Following her rture from the White House she will go 
back to the Hill, meet with Congressional leaders, including the 
Majority leader in the Senate and meetings in the House. 


Tomorrow, Wednesday evening, she will receive the 
Christian A. Herter Memorial Award from the World Affairs Council of 
Boston, and that will be at the residence of the British Ambassador 
here in Washington. And there will be a dinner hosted by the British 
Ambassador on Wednesday evening at which the President will attend. 


On Thursday, she will host a breakfast at the 
Ambassador's residence, which is being dubbed an “economic roundtable 
meeting,” to discuss economic issues. She will first meet with 
Treasury Secretary Baker and then the meeting will be a to 
include Secretary Shultz, Baldrige, Block and the Special Trade 
Representative, Brock. It is again to address economic issues. 











She then later in the morning has a meeting with 
Secretary Dole. She has a meeting with Paul Volcker. She will then 


Q Why would -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She will then depart 
Washington. Let me just say that there will also, in the late 
morning on Thursday, be a meeting between Secretary Shultz and 
Foreign Minister Howe -- Foreign Secretary Howe, who is accompanying 
Mrs. Thatcher. 


Q I'm sorry, I didn't -- the names of the Cabinet 
officers, is that at the breakfast? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is at this economic 
roundtable breakfast, following this brief meeting between Mrs. 
Thatcher and Secretary Baker. 


I'd be happy to -- - 
Q What time is the address to Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At 11:00 a.m. tomorrow 
morning. 


Q You say you're ready to discuss all issues, or we 
are -- does that mean that we are going to make some sort of 
concessions in the currency fieid, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no I <= being 
ready to discuss issues does not mean you're ready to make 
concessions, and I don't think that, in the economic area, Helen, 
that the issue is so much one of concessions. I think the Secretary 
of the Treasury's made clear that we are prepared to intervene and 
have intervened to protect currency. So there's nothing new there. 
And I'm not too sure that she will even be arriving here asking for 
concessions. There's no secret she's concerned about the strength of 
the dollar and the declining value of the pound, and I think that 
both sides will want to discuss what this means, and what can be -- 


Q And what is this Dole meeting -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and what necessarily 
should be done about it. 


Q Why is she seeing Secretary Dole? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just, to tell you 
quite honestly, I'm not completely sure, other than that there are a 
variety of transportation issues between the two sides including 
civil aviation and air fares. 


Q But, now, the strength of the dollar -- the 
intervention so far -- has it had much effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's impossible to say, 
Sam. I mean there has been some sli @ recently in the dollar. 
It's impossible to say because we don't know what the situation would 
be absent that intervention. 


Q Baker seemed to indicate that nothing much had 
happened that they could track from their intervention -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's just that it's hard 
to say. It's hard to demonscrate a negative. 


Q Do we know of any new ideas that she may come with 
on that subject? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. And she -- and 
ain, I would steer you away from the notion that there are major 
disagreements between the two sides on this issue; because I think on 

bedrock economic philosophy, and the importance of a free 
international market, I think the President and Mrs. Thatcher see 
things very much in the same light. 


Q What will she be talking to Mr. Volcker about? 
Q On SDI -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry -- Andrea? 


Q On SDI, do we -- are we satisfied now that she is, 
after the Camp David meeting, completely supportive? Or does she 
have some reservations about the amount of money involved, perhaps, 
and the efficacy of the long-range -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of any 
reservations she has on tire amount of money involved, so far. “The 
SDI program's an entirely American funded program, although there is 
some interest in some European capitals, including West Germany in 
perhaps participating in the SDI program. But I think that there is 
no disagreement on the basic thrust of the Strategic Defense 
Initiative program which, as you know, is research at this stage. 
And it is research that is completely consistent with the 1972 ABM 
Treaty. 














Now, there could be differences vetween the United States 
and some European leaders -- and this is a good reason thet this 
meeting is taking place -- on the long-range implications of the 
strategic defense initiative. For example, one issue that has arisen 
is the entirely expected question of whether or not if the United 
States were to provide some territorial defense for tiorth America -- 
whether the Europeans -- what impact this would have on European 
security. And we, in our discussions with the Europeans, have mace 
completely clear that we would not want 4 strategic defense system 
that only protected the United States, that kept the Europeans 
unprotected. 


This, I think, is the sort of issue that will come up ir 
the talks. That's why I stressed, when I began, on the fact that 
these are a continuation of talks because there was more than an hour 
discussion of this in Camp Davic, which produced Mrs. Thatcher's 
statement, which the President approved. It showed, I think, a good 
Geal of convergence on this subject between the two sides. ° 


Q And the ofher question on the nuclear issue is that 
she's going to be seeing Lange shortly. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Seeing who? 
Q Lange -- 
Q Lange -- 


<) -- the New Zealand -- 

SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought you said 
“ondale. 

) Can -- oO you think she <- 

2 vondale? 

Q Who? 

Q who? 

Q -~ can be helpful on the whole question of nuclear 


allergy among some of tive allies? 


STNIOR ADNINISTTATION OFFICIAL: I tiink she can be very 
helpful on an issue like this because she -- if we want to use this 
phrase “nuclear allersy,” sie facec a situation in her own country of 
rising protests about the deployment of nuciea. weapons prior to »er 
election in 1963. She nade it <= she didr't try to hide from the 
issue. She made it 4 campaign issue. She made the issue of resolve 
anc the maintenance of a nuclear balance and the credibility of 
nuclear deterrence a key issue in the campaign. And, a8 you know, 
she scored a resounding success in the polis. 


So I think she is @ very good example of the positive 
impact of standing up to these issues and getting the support of 
public opinion behind you. 


Q Sit, with which one of these groups will she be 
Giscussing the deficit? All of them? Or what? 


SELIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can't predict 
what issues -- when she is going to raise what issves. I would 
expect that the issue would come up in this so-called “Economic 


Roundtable” I mentioned. But, of course, it could come up in any of 
the other meetings. 


Q What do you think she's talking to Volcker about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just <- I don’t Know. 
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I really can’t say. 
Q Hish interest rates? 


SENIOR AP™INISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just can’t say. I 
don’t know. 


C On a public opinion scale, we've been hearing from 
England that she's in fairly serious trouble politically at this 
point. 


SEU:IOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's incorrect. 
Q That's incorrect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look at her 
majority -- Rerember, the Dritish have a parliamentary system, which 
means, a8 long as she las & strong majority in her Parliament -- 
Sorry, Chris, some -- ycu know, some of us aren't experts like you 
are. 


Q I think everybody in the room knows -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Foreign affairs. 
- ~~ that it’s @ parliamentary system -- 


SIONIOR ADMI“ ISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that as 
long as she has that very strony rajority, I think she's not in any 
political trouble, whic: coesn’t mean that she coesn't iave political 
problems from time to time. But I don't think it's right to say 
she's in @ weak political position. Sve's in a position to force 
through any legislation that she would lie. 


Q I think he's referring to the public opinion polls, 
which say that her standing with the Dritish people is at its lowest 
point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFTICIAL: I think <= my own 
knowledge of British politics, that it is not unusual thet prine 
ministers, even with large majorities, standing in public opinion 
polis falls. But I tiink what's interesting is that in bi-election 
after bi-election, titre’s really 16 <= neither the Labor Party or 
the Alliance Party ‘as sounted a serious challenge. 


In fact, some of ner most cifficult political problems 
are with her own back-benchers, people from her own party, which is 
normally the result when you have such @ large majority. 





Q Is there anything specifically that the Jnited 


States car ring this meeting or is there anything we can offer 
her that ove her stancing in the polis, even if it's with her 
own -- 


SENiOk AC™INISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't conduct our 
foreign policy to improve foreign leaders’ standing in their polis. 
We conduct @ foreign policy to strengthen the security of the United 
States and its key allies. 


It's no secret that the President has a tremendous degree 


of respect and admiration for Mrs. Thatcher. And we want a very 
successful meeting to come -- to come out of this visit. 
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Q Does the United States feel that Western Eur is 
not doing enough or should be doing sore against sulti-nationa 
terror isa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are -- we, for years, 
have been concerned about the problems of terroriss and have been 
pushing our friends to do sore. And when I say, “do more,” that 
means gore coordination amongst police forces, sore exchange of 
intelligence information that would help us apprehend these 
terrorists, more work in the legal area to improve extradition. 


In the recent wonths end weeks, we think some real 
progress has been made. You'll recall that at the London economic 
summit last ,» there was @ strong statement on terroriss. That 
has led toc tf cooperation amongst the summit countries. There -- 
in fact, there's @ meeting scheduled of the summit country terrorist 
specialists, I believe next sonth, in preparation for the Bonn 
econosgic summit. 


Ané the British have been very supportive, given their 
own experience with terrorism, both from the IRA and you'll recall 
the St. James Square episode last ct with the Libyans. And we're 
working very closely with the British to improve terrorist 
cooperation across the board in Europe. 


So we -~ what I's saying is, we think some progress has 
been made of late. 


Q Ie it this eéministration’'s view that the letest 
wave of terrorist incidents is coordinated, centralized? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I mean, I don't 
know what centralized is, but coordinated, yes. I mean, when -- 
they, themselves, say it's coordinated. When the French, the 
general, the French general in charge of ares sales was tilled, you 
hed two communiques released simultaneously, one Direct Action, 
which is the French group, and the other by the Arey fection, 
which is the German group. They both claimed responsibility for this 
ané said publicly that this was the result of « coordinated terrorist 
atteck. So they are claiming that their coordination is in place. 


Q Will these discussions on terrorise include us 
teking any further action to stop any U.S. citizens aid to the Irish? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are very 
concerned about that problems. We think that it is misguided and 
mistaken to provide money to terrorists operating anywhere, including 
in Northern Ireland. And we have spoke -- the President has spoken 
out licly about this probles. A number of distinguished Irish 
Americans, such as Senator Kennedy, hes spoken out about it. And we 
will continue to speak out a the provision by American citizens 
of money and even ares to left-wing terrorists in Northern Ireland. 


Q Previous to the Finance Ministers meeting in 
January, the policy ou intervention in currency market was limited 
Gisruptions in the market. It now seems to be broader. Is thet «a 
response to British concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't -- I would 
mot suggest that it’s in response to any specific country's concern, 
although I think -- and this, you're getting into an area that I 
would not consider ayself very expert -~ but I would say that there 
is some general concern over currency volatility and we would like to 
G0 something about that probles. 


Q Are you going to be Ambassador to Germany? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no comments to 
make on that. 











Q Do we think -- 
Q Would you like to be? 


Q What is our view of -- about the steps that 
Thatcher's taken recently in terms of raising interest rates to try 
to do something about stabilis the pound, even though it has led 
to sore inflationary -- I mean, is that the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we want -- 
it really isn't very helpful, especially in public, Andrea, to 
comment on econosic policies taken by another country. 


Q Well, what will be owr response to her when she 
per -- I mean, her briefer said that she wasn't going to come 
here with her handbeg flailing, but that she is privately going to 
raise some questions about the deficit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, she rr ili 
privately reise those questions and we, in private, will try to 
respond 


Q With whet kind of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think we've 
‘alked about the deficit before. A couple of points that are worth 
making -- one, that interest rates in the United States have, in 
fact, been going down, and nevertheless, the dollar's been 
sesenathenss. It is very hard to ree it is very difficult to 
prove that there is a direct correlation between the strength of the 
Goller and American interest rates. There are other factors at work. 


And one of those factors is the dynamism of the American 
economy. The fect that the American economy if growing naturally 
attracts foreign investment. 





So you can't simply argue that interest rates are to blame. 

Secondly, I'm quite sure that in -- both on the Hill in discussions 
with Senator Dole and other leaders and here -- she will hear how the 
-- both the Executive Branch and the Congress intends to come to 
grips with the deficit. 


Q Well, she might hear that the Executive Branch and 
the Congress are stalemated -- the Republicans have yet to come up 
with their own progran. 


Q Mrs. Thatcher is said to be very concerned about 
protectionism, and in particular the 20 percent surcharge proposal 
which is doing the rounds on Capitol Hill. Has the administration 
got a position on that at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what I would 
simply say is that time after time, over the last four years, the 
Reagan administration has opposed protectionist measures on the Hill, 
and I have no doubt we wiki continue to do so. 


What I think is very important to underline is that 
despite this huge trade deficit that the United States is running, 
that we have successfully blunted protectionist pressure in the 
Congress. And I think that's a real success story that people have 
ignored; that we have been able to maintain a relatively free and 
open trading system, and we will be working to make it even more open 
at the forthcoming Economic Summit meeting in Bonn. 


Q On SDI, did I understand you to say that you might 
be discussing British participation in the researach? — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The issue of European 
cooperation is a topical one right now, and it may come up. 


Q In the context of what Britain will do to 
participate in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, now, you're 
putting words in my mouth. We have just noted recently a growth in 
ome of interest in possible participation in research and 

velopment of the Strategic Defense Initiative. I can't tell you 
cnether Mrs. Thatcher has any specific plans in this regard, or 
whether she even plans to raise it. 


Q So are you saying that -- 


Q On arms control the -- Mrs. Thatcher and the 
President met two months ago. She describes herself as his biggest 
fan. What is it they have to discuss? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have major 
negotiations beginning on March 12th. There's the question of what 
Our approach should be in the negotiations on the intermediate-range 
nuclear forces. There is stili the issue, although there's complete 
agreement between London and Washington on this, there is the issue 
of strengtheni Our arguments on the exclusion of British and French 
nuclear forces in those negotiations. We have new strategic arms 
negotiations getting under way. The focus on those negotiations will 
clearly be the reductions of nuclear systers. We know the British 
have some ideas on how to go about this problem. And we also know 
that in the third negotiating group, the one on space and defensive 
— that the British have views on how that issue should be dealt 
with. 


So there's been a good deal of work done in Washington 
since December 22nd and now, a8 you know, on preparing for these 
negotiations. And it's not surprising that the British, who stay in 
very close touch with us on these issues, will have some ideas. And 

















this is a good opportunity to consult. 


Q Do you -- I believe you said that Mr. Block will be 
there as well as Mr. Brock? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q What is she goinc to talk about that concerns then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Britain is a very 
important member, as you know, of the European Community, and one of 
the biggest issues between the United States and the European 
Comaunity cemains the question of oe and sales of 
agricultural products, both transatlantic and to third regions. 


Q You said earlier that there‘s been « good deal of 
convergence in -- between the Thatcher and the Reagan positions on 
SOI, and you also said that there could be differences on the 
long-range lications. What are the divergent points? I don’t 
think that I rd you -- — - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I mentioned 
before, there was this question which we think we've resolved to the 
Satisfaction of some Europeans, but some Europeans have stressed this 
“decoupling” concern. Other Europeans have expressed concerns, for 
example, about the changing of a strat based on mutual assured 
destruction to a stra based on mutual assured security. This is 
rer “~~ potentially we're talking about a weet profound change 
in U.S. military strategy and doctrine as well as alliance strategy 
and doctrine. And Gon't begin this process -- you don't begin a 
process of potentially profound change 











without a good deal of discussion and cebate with your closest 
partners. 


2 When you say some cVuropeans, are you -- you are 
including Ars. Thatcher? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q This is -- 


SINIOR ADNINISTRATIO:: OFFICIAL: tio, I mean one thing 
that we want to do -- 


Q -- including her? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- one reason we're 
going to have these meetings is -- as you “now, we had some 
discussions in December. There are some basic agreements worked out. 
There's been a lot of work since then. Her people have been thinking 
about this subject. We've seen aldressing this subject. There's 
been a meeting between Shuttz and Cromyko. - 


So, I°1l be in a much better position to talk to you 
about what the two sides -- agreements and possible disagreements are 
after the meetings. 


Q Well, are you saying that she is not as concerned as 
those “some Zuropeans” -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't heard Mrs. 
Thatcher address these issues since December 22nd. So, there, there 
seemed to ve a goor area of agreement, but I think it is premature to 
try to speculate on where the two sides will be until the meetings 
nave taken place. 


2 Could I follow up on that for a soment? You 
suggested that in SDI we had promised that we woulcn’t just protect 
the United States. What sort of discussions is the President having 
with her to expand SDI to also protect Zurope? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we haven't had any 
yet. I mean, the President hasn't had any with ‘ics. Thatcher. 


S Sut what is the thinking -- 


SENIOR ADNIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the thinking is 
very clear. Ané the President has said this publicly, that we would 
mot unilaterally erect a Jefense umorella over tho Jnited States and 
leave our allies in the lurch, that any exploitation of this research 
program would be use. to protect Luroze as much as the United States. 


And, inceed, in some of the technological areas, it is 
actually easier to provide protection for Europe than it is the 
United States. 


MR. SINS: Last question, please, ielen. 


2 Is Mr. Pertini miffed that the President bumped hin 
at Strasbourg? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not <= that is 
incorrect that <-- Nr. Pertini has not been Sumped. My understandings 
is that iic. Pertini plans to give his address on tie 9th. And it was 
in our own thinking, it made no difference to us whether he gave his 
acdress on the 6th or the 9th. I mean, there's certainly enougl time 
for more than one address before the European Parliament -- 


Q He told reporters in Cairo that he was not going. 
Why should he be a sub-deacon to the President? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
those remarks, Dut they're certainly -- 


Q They're on the JPI wire. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
read it all the time, llelen. 


THE PROSS: Thank you. 


END 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try to quick *y 
run down @ discussion of the issues. I think as I was ing -- was 
it yesterday? Yes. -- there was a brief private meeting the 
Prime Minister and the President where a variety of issues vere 
discussed, including Central America and Northern Ireland. 

Then, following that meeting, there was a working lunch 
where there was discussion of what I guess could be called 
comparative politics -- talking about political developments here and 
in Britain, @ lot of discussion about the role of the media -- 

Q Yeah? 

Q Here, here. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- in Washington and in 
Britain. 


Q On what subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The problems of dealing 
with the sedia. 


Q Oh. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Flatter you all. 

Q Mc. Buchanan -- 

Q What was decided? (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Then a fairly lengthy 
Giscussion of the Middle East, and the President briefed the Prime 
Minister on the Fahd visit. Both discussed -- 


Q When did he become “Fahad,” for God's sake? He was 
Fahd just last week here. 


Q But she called hia “*Fits.* 


, ADMINIST TAL: I'm sorry. 
Cn ER gd 
_ pr - 


Q Well, I don't know. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And some discussion of 
Hussein's status; both the Prime Minister and the President 
emphasized the importance of achieving a concensus of views within 
the Arab community; a discussion of the internal politics in the 
Palestinian Movement; an agreement that there should be a continued 
emphasis on the importance of the President's September 1 Initiative’ 








some discussion of the so-called “quality of life program" for 
Palestinians on the West Bank. 


The subject then turned to the observance of V-E Day in 
Europe, as well as the observance of the 30th Anniversary of the 
Austrian State Treaty, which is May 15th this year, as well as the 
10th Anniversary of the Helsinki Final Act, which is next August. 


There was then a lengthy discussion on international 
trade economic issues. <A very strong agreement on the parts of both 
the President and Prime Minister on the need to fight protectionisaz. 
The two agreed ca the proposal for a new round of the GATT to extend 
free trade into new areas, an issue that will be addressed at the -- 
presumably addressed at the Bonn economic summit. 


A discussion on the deficit and the President's efforts 
to reduce government spending, in which it was interesting that Mrs. 
Thatcher noted that government spending takes a lower -- is a lower 
percentage of overall spending in the U.S. than in Britain. Probleas 
of -- this was sore philosophical discussion of the problems of_ 
welfare state mentality and the difficulties stopping the somentua of 
increasing government role~in 





the economies of countries in Western Europe, a discussion of the 
strength of the dollar and of efforts on the U.S. side to intervene. 


The point was made by Secretary Baker, and some 
discussion also by Don Regan, that more -- that recently we had done, 
we had been more active in intervention than any time in the last 
four years, but also realistic recognition of the limits that any 

ernment, including the United States can -- that exist in 
ntervention, given the strength of market forces. 


A discussion by both Mrs. Thatcher and the President on 
the problems of reducing the size of government. As she put it, her 
concern over the growth of an “entitlement society,” as she put it. 
It's where the special interests believe that they have a special 
claim on government resources. 


A discussion of the problem the President was facing in 
reducing spending with the budget in that some of his own 
constituents, his own supporters, were facing cuts in the budget. 


And then, the_last major subject was the aras control, 
security basket, where there was a general agreement, first of all, 
that the Soviet Union's strategy in Geneva would be to attempt to 
hold progress on the intermediate range and the strategic arms 
negotiations hostage to concessions by the United States on the 
Strategic Defense Initiative. 


There was agreement that for the forseeable future that 
we would need to maintain an adequate military balance. That is, 
that we would need to go forward with military programs designed to 
sustain a strategy of deterrence, and that that meant, that for the 
British, that -- see a continuation of the efforts to modernize the 
British nuclear deterrent as well as the continuation of the 
deployment of Cruise missiles in the absence of an arms « ontrol 
agreement. And for the United States, efforts to move ahead with tre 
strategic modernization program, such as with the MX and with the 
Trident missile. But at the same time that it was vital that a 
research program go forward so that at some stage in the future 
decisions could be taken on giving greater emphasis to a strategy of 
defense -- moving away from a strategy of mutually assured 
destruction. 


Q Why are they -- have these negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just finish. 
There was a discussion, then, of terrorism and the importance of 
greater cooperation in this area. And Mrs. Thatcher noted the -- i 
particular, the courage shown by Prime Minister FitzGerald, of 
Ireland, in combating terrorism in Ireland and Northern Ireland. A-' 
she noted that it took only one day for the Irish Prime Minister -- : 
believe this was yesterday -- to pass legislation in the Irish 
Parliament which would make it difficult, if not impossible for tre 
IRA to use money or to use Irish banks for depositing money stolen -- 
stolen money. 


And there was, then, a -- the subject of terrorism moves 
naturally into a discussion of Northern Ireland, and there the 
President strongly reiterated what he told her earlier in the day, 
that was our support for the continuation of the so-called 
Angilo-Irish dialogue -- that is the conversations between Mrs. 
Thatcher and Prime Minister FitzGerald. 


And I'll try to take your questions. Yes? 


Q Did Mrs. Thatcher ask for a piece of the R & D pie 
on Star Wars for British high tech industry? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She did, indeed, say as 











she -- as is mentioned in her speech -- that she wantec Britain to 
share, if possible, in the research aspects of the Strategic Defense 
Initiative and Secretary Weinberger said that we were open to such 


European participation. 
Q That means sharing in our R&D budcet, not theirs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, what that means 
is that there would be research contracts in -- U.S. research 
contracts that Europeans would be permitted to compete for. 


Q Are the British objecting -- and did Mrs. Thatcher 
object to some aspects of testing with components, suggesting that -- 
that in some ways they violate the ABM Treaty? 


SENIOR ADMNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. That issue did not 
come up. 


) Was there any specific ideas on this imbalance 
between the dollar and the pound, as to how to redress it? . 

SENIOR 7DMINISJTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm not awaref 
that. Although, I think, as I pointed owt yesterday, there will be 
further discussions tomorrow with Mrs. Thatcher on economic issues 
that -- She is scheduled to meet with Secretary Baker and then have a 
larger meeting on intornational economic issues. 


Q Let re just ask you, then, if they didn't discuss 
remedies or changes, «hat kind of discussion did they have on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She was quite 
interesting on this question. She talked a lot about the problex of 
currency volatility. Anc she made the point that, while there are 
covious concerns about the strength of the dollar, that the diggest 
Ganger will be @ rapic cecline in the value of the dollar, arc ther 
talked about the current international system in which you have a 
large number of speculators with a groat deal of power who are able 
to move large amounts of money from one bank to another bank. And 
that it is something -- that is very much 4 psychological issue. 


Q Did she tie that to the U.S. Seficit? 
SENIOR AD“INISTRATIOS OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did she speak at all in any particular way about ti 
U.S. deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was a 
Giscussion of the difficulties, and I think it was more, both sides 
registering, a8 I pointe. out, the very real difficulties of tryin: 
to reduce government spending in this atmosphere of, as she put it, 
so-called entitlement society. 


Q Did se mean poor people? 


SCWIOR ADYINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, she meant specia) 
interests. 


Q There wore no exhortations or requests for policies 
or changes, that the sense you're conveying from her? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there sas 
mo need for exhortation because, I mean, the President was very clear 
on the neec, a6 well ac “rs. Thatcher, on the overall desire to brine 
cown government spencing. It was more a 
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realistic discussion of the impediments and the problems -- the real 
political problems in doing so. 


Q Who put forward the idea that the Soviets might hold 
hostage the SDI concessions by the U.S. for the intermediate range 
and strategic weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She pointed out that 
risk. But I might say that it's -- that certainiy it parallels our 
analysis. This is something that we have recognised is a potential 
probles. 


Q Did you outline, or did the President or anybody 
else, Outline for her the administration position on INF and 
Strategic talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was, I think 
it's fair to say, a general discussion of our overall philosophy -- 
our overall approach to the negotiations -- our desire to achieve 
reductions, our desire to stop the erosion of the ABM Treaty. But we 
éid not lay out any detaited negotiating approaches, because quite 
candidly, we're not at that stage yet. But you can be sure that 
prior to any discussions with the iets, we will consult with Mrs. 
Thatcher and other key allied leaders. 


Q You mean they will know what our negotiating 
position is? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q They will be told? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Rui she wasn't told today what the trade-offs are, 
or what the different percentages are, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not -- 
Andrea, we're really not at that stage yet. 


Q Well, can you -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chris? 


Q I just want to follow up on this question about 
holding hostage, because when you talked about it now you said that 
we are both talking about the potential risk, but when you first 
mentioned it, I think you said that there was general agreement that 
that would be the Soviet strategy. Is it a risk? Of is that your 
assessment of what the strategy will be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that all you 
have to do is just listen to what the Soviets are saying. I mean, 
Gromyko, just yesterday, made a statement where he said that unless 
the Americans make important concessions on the Strategic Defense 
Initiative, then these negotiations won't go anywhere. And so I 
think the Soviets are already saying, or are establishing some 
preconditions for progress for the negotiations. And they're going 
to try to — that it is the American position on the Strategic 
Defense Initiative that is responsible for any lack of progress in 
the negotiations. So -- 


Q Well, given the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- and I think that's 
just clearly going to be the Soviet strategy. 


Q Well, given that, and given the President's 
MORE 














statements that he's not going to bargain at this point, when you're 
simply in @ research phase, what does that say cbhout the prospects 
for any kind of progress in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I just think that 
it is a sisteke for either side to be -- even before the negotiations 
-- to argue that the other side has to sake all the 

ons before progress is possible. What we want to do is wait 
and see what happens in the negotiations. We will have some 
oposals to gake. We will be prepared to make progress; and we'll 
Kees to see if the Soviets are. 


Q Did I understand to say that Mrs. Thatcher said 
the strength of the U.S. doller the weakness of the British pound 
was @ psychological, rather than « real problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. She didn't say it 
wasn't -- it's, from her standpoint, it is obviously « real probiles. 
She did mention, however, that there was « logical component. 
That the fact the strength of the two currencies are, in large part, 
Getersined by currency traders who engage -- who deal with a great 
Geal of soney and very --“in @ very short time span in teras of 
moving that goney sround, and that there is a psychological 
component. And I don't think anybody would disagree with that. 


Q What's her beef about the press? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yow all have thin skins 
to think that @ discussion of comparative politics in the media would 
involve criticisa. 

Q What -- what was it, then? (Leughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was @ great deal 


of praise. 

Q Of? (Lavughter.) 

Q who? (Laeughter.) 

Q Why don't you be a little sore -- 

Q What were the points that they made about -- about 
the media. 


Q One more question. 


Q You said the role of the media -- how do they see 
the cole of the media? What are the points they made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, the gentieran 
back there has a question. 


Q Why did you throw that out then if you don't want to 
discuss it? 


Q Was it Mee. Thatcher or President Reagan who 
initially edvanced the idea that the tise is “propitious” for « new 
Mid East peace initiative. 

@ That's her word -- he wouldn't have used that word. 


Q She used that word, and he didn't. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was an overall 
egreement. There has been some positive -- there have been positive 
devel te in the Middle East; and that, in particular, we hope 
that there i8 an increasing concensus within the Arab community on 
the need for negotiations. 





Yes? 


ie) They talk -- and they talked about the 
anniversaries. Did they raise the subject of the joint East-West 
celebrations in which -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think the real 
emphasis was on the need to gaintain cohesion and unity within the 
West in these celebrations and, in particular, being sensitive to 
German concerns and sensitivites in these celebrations and 
commemorations. 


Q Dic the Regan, Baker cemarks about currency 
intervention -- was that prompted 








by ber suggesting a more active role -- by the Jnited State. in 
intervening that we weren't doing enough? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. She never -- she 
éién*t argue we weren't doing enough. She -- I -- I really -- 


Q ~~ were they responding to her on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really can't remember 
exactly how that came up. I think that it was just an effort to nake 
the point that we heve been more active than we have at any other 
time in the last four years. And it was really a recognition, too, 
that there is -~- there are limits to what the United States 
government can do and other governments can do because you're talkin; 
about really free market forces and that the governments -- even the 
United States government -- just does not have the reserves or the 
economic clout to change those forces in a dramatic way. 


Q Dic she discuss her decisions to raise interest 
rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. She mentioned it. 
She said that she had raised her interest rates to 14 percent.~ 


Q -- or did she give any indication of what she 
intends to = tomorrow in the continuation of the economic 
éiscussions 


_- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think she -- 
think she recognized, as we do, the very difficult probleas of 
Stinging down government spending. That is why she herself brou;> 
up the point that Sritish government spending, as a percentage of 
overall spending, is higher than in the Jnited States. That al: 
weste!n government have, a8 time a8 gone by, increasingly incresse: 
government spending and that once you've done that, it’s very 
difficult to reverse that process. 


ef 


And the President, for example, spent a little tire 
talking about the Grace Commission as an example -- (Laughter) <- o: 
what he's done to try to reverse this -- 


Q 2,470 -- 


Except for government's pension reform, naturall,. 


-- her handbag at his. 


Q Is there any specific action on the Reagan 
initiative or renewing the Reagan initiative? Is there any 
éiscussion of specific actions to be taken? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, other than this -- 
the recognition that we have a framework for how we would like to 
move and that we neeced to continue to stay in towch with the 
moderate forces in the Arab world as well as the Israelis. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could we have two tore 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Dernie, Pat. Okay. 
Pat, Bernie and Leo. 


Q “ats. Thatcher in her speech to Congress this mornin; 
said comparing Jemocracy to communism indicated that democracics do 
mot threaten even covernments they Cisagree with. Was she in any way 
critical of owr latest approeches in terms of Nicaragua? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I am aware of. 

=) Did she discuss it at all? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot that I's aware of. 


Q Did she, in fact, use the ters “hostaege* concerning 
Ster Wars and the talks coming ep -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She did use the word 
*hostege." I wrote it down. 


2 Ané 6o we specifically agree with that assessment? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what we agree with 


~~ I assume we agree with it because I've said it slready many tines 
~~ is that the Soviet Union will acye as Gromyko has said, to link 
progress in the STAST and INF negotiations to progress in the area of 
space and defensive arms. That's -- they -- Gromyko in his lengthy 
press conference saic that this is their approach. 

Q Was -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Leo -- last quest fon 
please. o = 


2 Was the reason, then, that we -- that both of thes 
expressed strong agreement to continue INF deployment -- is that sort 
of a -- to this Soviet strategy? In other words, the signals fror 
the Soviets -- if they gridlock things in Geneva, then they simply 
face continue’ western sissile buildup in Europe. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would just say 
that -- aaybe you could uncerstand it as that, but not really. I! 
mean, what the emphasis and the support for continuing INF deployrent 
is, is just an implenentation of an agreement that the Alliance has 
taken, which is there is only one thing that will stop the full 
deployment of 572 cruise and Pershing II missiles in es and that 
is an arms control agreement in Geneva calling for lower vels. 


Q Sut wasn't it a pointed reminder for the Soviets ts 
Q -- politics. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not tryin} to write 
leads for you or anything. It was just a reiteration of a current 


conmitment. 

C Is t»sere a lead there? (Laughter.) 

MR. SIMS: Thank you, sir. 

SENIOR AD“INISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weil, I cowld find ore. 
(Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:18 P.M. SST 














CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Oh, you know, holding things up, and 
the games that were played over -- 


Q You mean the destitute farmers who are about to go 
benkrupt because of the policies of this sdministration? 


CONGRES MAM MICHEL: Excuse se? 
Q Did the President say “bleckesil,* Mr. Michel? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we've heard -~- as kind of « 
quoting what he'd read in the newspapers, I quess. (Leughter.) 


Q So he Gid use that word? 
Q@ 8&0 he 4id say it? 
C So he Goes read the newspaper? 
. Someone told his, is that it? 
Q What 4id he say to you? 
Q What did he say about the budget, Senator Dole? 
Q Why are you here? (Laughter.) 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I think the -- front-on, the 





And, of course, we consider that to be of absolute 
paramount importance, to get the positive kind of vote there -- 
particuarly a week after those talks begin in Geneva. 


Q Well, will the Senate go first, Senator Dole? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I assume we will. We'll accommodate 
Tip where we can. But seriously, I think we are planning to go 
first. We do hope we can have the votes to continue MX. 


I would only go back, though -- I think the President did 
indicate again that we have a very good programs in place with the 
American farmer. It may not have yet been noticed by the sedia, but 
it's been out there for several weeks. And we believe that if the 
American farmer understood the loan guarantees and the direct loans, 
there would be a lot less clamor for some of these wild programs that 
are going to be introduced as amendments today in the Senate. 


We hope all amendments are rejected. We ought to stop 
trying to fool the American farmer. Planting season is here. Even 
is we passed the amendments that are pending, there's no that we 
could do such to the American fareer before this planting season 
ended. So, we've got a good, solid program. And we would like to 
think that we've been very responsive to the farmers’ needs. 


Q Did the President Going any more for the 
farmers, either in terms of credit bail-outs, or in terms of the fara 


program than what he's already proposed? 


SENATOR DOLE: I think, indirectly, yes. I think the 
President indicated that he thought we'd done a good job on the 
Senate side, keeping all these amendments off. Wow the votes come 
today or tomorrow on the Senate side. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Secretary Block did make the 
observation that we're looking for the banking community out there to 
pick up on that -- on their share of the responsibility of the $650 
million, and that if there is that kind of manifestation at place 
out there, then conceivably if more is needed, we'd look upon it 
sympathetically. 


Q Aren't they part of the probles? 








Ien’t the Bank Committee lobbying with the farmers because they're 
trying to get rid of-- 
SEMATOR DOLE: Banking Committee -- Mo, they're not 
- The Banking Cousittee is for the bankers. I's an 
you 


on how bankers ate. They‘re trying to get a little sore, 
» they want @ little sore now. They like to have the 


governaent aseune ane a3 their responsibility. 


gpdgh — Gg. Mh most bankers are 
willing to go -- right now the Kansas Bankers Association is very 
happy with the peckage we have in place. They're going to work with 
farmers. But I do believe that one apendzent we're going to vote on 
is strictly -- probably drafted by the bankers, which is not 
unprecedented 


Did the President discuss Hicaragua today? 

Could I stay on this for one second? 

Certainly. 

Can we finish with -- 

Why Go you think the farsers are so duab about their 


probleas? 


SEMATOR DOLE: I don't think they are. I think they're 
more sophisticated than sost of us -- 


You say they don’t understand what's going on. It's 
been weeks. ~_ Gon't they understand? 


SEMATOR DOLE: Wo, I said the sedia apparently hasn't 
been -- yet noted. The farsers are very sophisticated, bright 


people. 


Q It's the media who Gon't understand the fare 
probles? 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I think the sedia understands it. 
But I think you'd rather play the Democrat versus Republican, who's 
for less and who's for sore, than edvising the people out there what 


progres -- 


Q Senator Andrews doesn't understand? The South 
Dakote Legislature doesn't understand? 


SENATOR DOLE: Senator \ndrews is going to oppose -- 
Q Governor Janklow? 
SENATOR DOLE: -- the advance loan payment. 


Governor Janklow, he blames the Congress, you know. 
Well, = know, everybody's looking for something; but I just happen 
to believe we've got @ good program in place. Agriculture's 
something I know @ little about, and, in ay view, there's a lot of 
hype going on, there's @ lot of PR going on, @ lot of posturing going 
on. Ané there ien't such going on to help the producer. 


Q Bype by whos, Senator? 
Q ~~ fareers who were here? 


Q Who's doing the hype and who's doing the PR? There 
are @ lot of Republican legislators who were here. 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I Gonm't many -- @ lot of thea from 
my estate, but they weren't beck here saying we ought to spend sore 





money. The thing we ought to do is reduce the federal deficit and 
lower interest rates and moderate the strength of the dollar to help 
the American farner. 


Q Well, who’s the ones who are the -- lobbying the 
most and -- 


SENATOR DOLE: SBanks. 
Q Is it the media? I mean, who is it? 


SENATOR DOLE: Wo, I think the banks are lobbying the 
most, and, obviously, there are some farmers who would like the 
government to do sore. But there's no way, in sy view, that we can 
replace all that lost equity. When land prices drop, it's not the 
federal government's responsibility to come in and say, “Well, if 
your land dropped a thousand acre, we'll sake it up.” 


Q Senator, if the farmers get their way, what's the 
next interest group, and what does it say about the budget process? 


SENATOR DOLE: That's another reagon. If you can't say 
no up front, we're not going to say no to anyone else. We've already 
said to the farmers, “We have a very generous package. We're going 
to guarantee -- the banks have all these bad loans. We're going to 
restructure that debt and guarantee 90 percent of it." Now, that's a 
big, big contribution to the bank and to the producer. 


We've also said to the banker -- and there isn’t any $650 
million cap -- We've also said to the producer that “We're going to 
give you direct operating loans from Parsers Home Adsinistration.” 
And they're going to be added, but there's no cap. 


So, you know, I think we've got a good program and I 
think many of sy Democratic colleagues share that view. But they're 
looking at ‘86. And I don't fault them for playing a little politics 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: But one of the other points that 
ought to be also talked about with respect to the advance payment 
routine is that there's really no limitation on who gets that advance 
payment. The farmer who doesn't need it at 211 would be a chump if 
he didn't take advantage of the advance payment and do with it as he 
will. And that's the kind of proposition we're going to be faced 
with in the House on Wednesday. And it ought to be rejected out of 


Q Did the President say what he would do if some of 
these provisions wind up on his desk? 


SEMATOR DOLE: Wo, I don't think he said specifically. I 
Gon't believe they're going to wind up on his desk. I think we have 
the votes in the Senate to prevent that. And, again, we're not 
unsyapathetic to farmers. I think that's how it's been cast, that 
we've got the good guys and the bad guys. You know, I think 
everybody's in this, the farmers, obviously, are depressed. The 
banks have risks. And we're going to try to relieve some of those. 
But that's the way it goes. 


Q Senator, the criticises of the program as it was 
spelled out in September was that, for one thing, a let of the banks 
were not getting involved with it. They didn’t want to get in on it. 
Bow, the restrictions have been eased, the conditions have been made 
easier for the banks. What is it that you say the banks are lobbying 
for now? You seem to be putting the blame on thes. 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I'm not blaming. I'm just saying 
some banks want a better deal. I don't -- you know -- people always 
want a better deal in this town, and sometimes they're able to get 
it. One was first cash flows, commercial banks. We had « 





farmer e little reserve with the bankers to lower that to 


requirement had to be 110 percent cash flow, which will give the 
- We agreed 

a hundred, which it easier for them, makes it a little sore 
"We 


4ifficult for the farmer 


we want $100 million of 
appropriated money to take care of any interest loss we sight have.* 
t to t of an interest buy-down 








That should -- that would be unprecedented. It's a direct transfer 
of payment to the banks, and we just don't beliewe it ought to be 
adopted now. 

Q Well, is this, then ee 

Q -- you talk about -- 


Q -- can I talk -- is this, then, @, a8 some critics 
say, more a rescue mission for the banks than it is for the farmers? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I don't want to suggest that in a 
broad sense because many -- sost bankers -- and I again speak for ay 
own -- are ready to go with the program right now. ‘re ve 
satisfied. But let's face it, are some who would like to have 
more. And if they can find ts they to offer the amendszent, they 
have that right. 


Q What about -- 

Mr. Michel -- | 

~~ Central America? Can we get on that? 
-- one question on the fara. 

No. 


Mr. Michel, €id I understand you to say that if this 
aid y is not sufficient that you would be sympathetic to 
looking down the road at something conditional? Is that what you 
said you before? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes, and -- but we want to see the 
-- and see the initial program being taken advantage of because we 
think it's adequate. And there just, as the Senator indicated, there 
have been that modification now, -w~ye-w A - 110 percent to 100 
percent. That's a move on our part and on the administration's part. 


Ané we throw that out and see how they take advantage of 
it. And, then, if it's beyond that tise and it's segpee o- 3 
think another point here is that it's not universal soughout the 
country. You've pes ae t five, six states in the Midwest 
that really have the probles. we have agriculture in all the 50 
states, and it's really concentrated in those most troublesome 
states. So, it maybe sn‘'t need a1] that grandiose programs to 
cover universally the entire country. 


Q But if it's not sufficient, you would consider 
further action 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes. 

Q -- this year? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Sure. 

SEMATOR DOLE: -~- understand that -- I will just ed 
— let mer t, I think there's been @ lot of sisunderstanéd 
about the $650 willion. That's not @ cap. That was # progres t 
September, as the President said in his redio message. That's been 
interpreted by some, “Well, that’s a11 we're going to get." Well, we 
haven't used that yet. 


But we've been assured that if that's used and sore is 
necessary, sore will be available. 


Q Did both of you -- 


Q -- cap -- 





Q Is there @ cap scon? 

SEMATOR DOLE: Ho. 

Q Go shead. 

Q Do you have any cap? 

SEBATOR DOLE: Ho. 

Q Did both of you -- 

Q -- we talk about the Mi for ewhile? 


Q Did both of you support the President's call to 
remove the Bicaregquan Sandinistsa government? 


MR. SPEAKERS: Sans, there you go sisstating the 
President's -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well -- 


Q The President said the other night that he wanted to 
remove the present structure of the Hicareguan governaent. 


MR. SPEAKERS: San, you've Gone that twice -- 
SENATOR DOLE: Well -~ 


MR. SPEAKERS: -- once in & press conference and once 
here. 


Q I am not eééressing sy question to you, Mr. Speakes. 
MR. SPEARES: i's -- . 
Q li te these leaders whe are grown sen, with 


your permission, right here. 
MR. SPEARES: I am sorry, bet I -- 


Q You brought thee out to sey whet? Just what you 
went thee to say? 


MR. SPEARES: So, I's out here te be sure thet you state 
the oo. 


Q Well, if you young sen can't epesk fer yourself -- 


SR. SPEARES: -- steted it incorrectly et the press 
conference ané you stated it rectly here. 


SEUATOR DOLE: Just let ge state, I doen't knew the 
Presiéent's views, so I can't eédress that question. 


—_ Q Well, @e you think anyone knows the President's 
¥ 


Q Whet are your views? 


Q Whet is your view about thet? Se you think the 
governgent should be changed -- 


SERATOR SOLE: Gh, 1 Gon't hewe ¢ view on that right sew. 
Q Well, @e you think what -- 
SERATOR DOLE: I've get ether probiless. 








Yes? 


Q Do you think what he said about the Nicaragua 
government at the press conference, the newly defined strategy -- 


SENATOR DOLE: I was -- you know, I sust confess, such as 
I like to watch the President, I sissed the press conference. We 
were trying to negotiate the end of « filibuster. So, I don't -- 

Q Senator, Go you think that what the President has 
been saying recently, in his reédio speech and in his statements about 
Nicaragua, and about the need to increase the pressure on that 
government, changing the rationale for what we're ing our money 
on will be helpful getting covert aid approved this year? 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, in, I'm going to reserve judgeent 
on that until I've read what he se 


Q Do either of you think covert eid has « chance in 
your Bouse this year? Well, I sean -- 


rv) i’@ seiiy -- 
Wait, can I get @ -- 

-- you have not read what he said? 
~~ Sam, can I get a -- 


You say you didn't hear it. 
SENATOR DOLE: Wo, we've been fairly busy on -- 
Q Thie wes lest Thureday, but you have yet to read it? 
Q Well, there was @ radio speech « week and a half -- 
Q Mr. Michel, have you reed it? 

eurseives te that leove. And I mest Gontecs thet there are some 


other consultations I'd like to have with seabers of the 
e@ministration for a little bit sore iéance on how we eédress that 


iseve d@uring the balance of this sess » We -- whether or not sid 
to the Contras -- if coming up in the Bouse, you know, within the 
neat le of weeks which it will not, thet would be «, obviously, « 


probdiles us. 
Q Senator Dele -- 


CONGRESSMAN HICEEL: Sut there sey be some new approsech 
thet we sight went te take. And I Gen't want te clese out any option 
there because I think it's ebsolutely imperative thet no setter whet 
thet we centinus esesistance te these whe are, in effect, fighting our 
bettles by striving te get « sore pluralistic gevernment down there 
in Bicerequae. And I think we aekhe no Benes about this. 


Q Well, yeu support, then, whet? The ahange of «6 
government? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we're set al eure 

‘a -- gome of us sight heave seme feelings shout how 
: Goins structured to get the Gesired reeult. And if what 
you're cannot -- 














° idance ¢ ite House i 
. 5 cane table "nat e legislative stsacsee “ 


Q Se $2 3088 00h another question on thie 


CONGRES Suan MICHEL; Well, 7 thiaW we were iven to 
understand that Obed) in tnnenaey On the ath ws the 
Feport that's ealiog for in the «. - 


Q "icearegua. 


© 0° YOU think the edministration, Senator Dole, hes 
Bade an Of fective case for Covert *88 i stance for the Contras? 


— CONGAESS maw MICHEL: are you *64ressing thet question to 


SEMATOR DOLE, We'll fing Out whether it's been « 
we = 











Q ~~ what $0 ie costae of yee See now, 
especially with the Senate Arsed Services ttee saying that they 
would not agree to a 4 percent increase in defense spending? 


SENATOR DOLE: We spent a lot of time on the budget this 
morning to indicate that, you know, we're at work on it. There's 
ing to be a lot of conversations with the White House. We have « 
ull-blown explanstion of it today at noon at our policy luncheon by 
the Budget Committee Chairman, Senator Dominici. We believe we're 
pretty such on target and on track. There have been some presature 
Obituaries that it's not going to go anywhere. It's not going to be 
» but we still beliewe that -- we're very positive on budget 
Geficit reduction. 


Q Well, what about that specific question, though? 
Q Did the President give on defense numbers? 
Q What about that -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: We discussed defense numbers. We 
discussed « ict of things. 


Q Republican Senators in the Armed Services Committe 
who said they would t, in the final analysis, 4 percent real 
growth. Is that 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, thet, I think, is a step in the 
right direction. I don't know for certain, precisely where we're 
going to come down, but that's « change from $.9 to 4 perent. I 
believe there is this indication -- we're not kidding anyone -- 
among Senate Republicans, if we're going to put @ package together, 
Gefense has to do a bit more. And it's no secret. We haven't -- 
we're not trying to undercut the President, we're trying to put 
together a deficit reduction age big enough to have an impact on 
interest cates and the financial markets. 


Q Was there any give from the President, though? 


Q You mean more than 4 percent? A bit more than 4 
percent? 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's 90 one at « time. 


SENATOR DOLE: We're down from 5.9 to -- well, not down, 
we haven't rceached conclusion -- but Senator Goldwater, Senator 
Stevens are the key pisyers in this area in the Senate, and we're 
going ~~ we've had one meeting last week. We're going to have « 
series of meetings. We'll probably move from the Senate to the White 
House at the appropriate time, end we're also working with the House 


leadership. 
Q Did he talk about Social Security, Senator? 
. Well, wait -- wait -- 
~ ShhADh. 


Q Was there any give from the President? That was the 
question before you -- ' 


SENATOR DOLE: It was @ discussion. I mean, nobody made 
any commitments; it waen't that kind of @ discussion. 


Q Did you sense | flexibility when i talked about 
5.9 and 4 percent of the -- the direction you're moving in? 


SENATOR DOLE: Wo, 1 didn’t. There waen't any response, 
I mean, I Gidn't -- didn't study hia -- 








- il - 


Q Did the President, say, “Bo,” you know, “I don't 
want you to go thet?" I sean, sormally on defense, a6 he did with 
the Governors yesterday when the issue of defense came up, it appears 


Did he talk ebout Social Security, Senator, et aii? 


MA. SPEAKES: Let's take Owen, and then Bob, and then 
conc i ude. 


Q Senator, 41d you talk sbout Social Security -- the 
question of the freese in COLAs? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, on thet issue, of course, the 
President reaffirmed his earlier position. And, a8 @ satter of fact, 
reminded us of the letter which I had di Gown here thet I sew 
circulating eround free -- with Tip O'Beill's signature, you know -- 
wet making it another political issue for the purpose of raising 
wnds to “save Hedicare,” “seve Social Security,” end all the rest. 
So, you know, e6 long a6 that continues to go on, you're just not 
—s to get the President to change or aiter his — Ané I 
can fully understand that, end those of us in the ° 
particularily, and that's the way we left it. 


Q Are you now talking about « $64 billion reduction in 
fiecel year 19667 Has the figure soved up? 


SEMATUR DOLE: Well, the numbers heve changed sccording 
to Senator Dosinici. 








Q A new Tip letter? 


SEMATOR SOLE: You have to -- really seed $63 billion 
insteed of $50 billion. 


Q What Tip letter are you talking ebout? 

Q A new Tip letter? 

Q What is the Tip letter about? 

SENATOR DOLE: Fund -- 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: It's « fundraising type of letter 


thet has -- that’s gone out to y everybody that’s on @ mailing 
list for « Social Security dy Ané it has « certificate 
in it, teo, you tnow, that this whatever support they're 


going to give to keeping the systes whole and -- 
Q Could you provide us with a copy of that? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Oh, sure. I've got one. 


SEMATOR DOLE: Some of the farmers I talked to yesterday 
sey, “Bow, we think COLAs to be on the table.” I sean, 
everybody sees if we get « little sore somewhere else we may not have 
to teke as such from whet they're interested in. 


Q Should COLAs be on the table -- 
Q Well, the Governors say that, too. 


SENATOR DOLE: COLAs are -- I agree with Tip O'Weill. 
eg tery on the table. It's not hard to put it on the table. 
The hard thing is to pick it up. 


Q Are you going to pick it up? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, we'll ceaech et the same tine. 
(Laughter .) 


Q How are you going to -- plen to do that? 


Q How deeply can you cut defense without harming U.S. 
Getense readiness, while, eat the same time, making @ significant 
reduction in the deficit? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I Gon't know that we want to 
advance ifie tigure » and I don’t know that I detected any 
real flexibility in the President's attitude on that issue as he 
reaftfirceed his ition egain. Sut I've seen times in the pest when 
the Congress just teken the bull by the horns and Gone what it 
thought it hed to do on thet iesue. 


Ané it's quite enderetendable that the sinute the 
President comes Gown one {rection of @ percentege point in public, 
then he has ~~ he's slreaedy given away, and seybe we'll just have to 
Go that for the edministration in the appropriete legisletive sanner 
with both Houses -- 


‘ 


Q Ie thet leadership? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: <- then coming to egree -- excuse 
me? 


Q Ie thet leadership? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we've got to do -~ a8 I said, 
I'm going to Go the very best I can to sustain the President's 
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position, and so will Bob, I's sure. Sut we've also got to, 
eventually, put together a peckege that has reasonable expectations 
of , °-esege. 


Q Why is he leaving it to you? Why doesn't he -- 
SENATOR DOLE: Oh, he's not. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he's not, absolutely not. 


SENATOR DOLE: He's encouraged to take to the sirwaeves 
ané bywaeys and whatever this sorning to put the heet on us if they 


had to. 

Q Did he say he was going to take to the byweys? 

SENATOR DOLE: I think he's willing to put the heet on 
us. 

Q Get your beckpecks ready, we're going down to 
Nicaragua. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:07 A.M. EST 














PRIME MINISTER SETTINO CRAXI OF ITALY 
March 4, 1985 
The Briefing Roce 


10:06 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADM »,STRATION OFFICIAL: Okey, let me just 
briefly run through Prise Minister Crazi’s schedule, give you « Bhort 
summary of what I think’ll be the asin iseves in the visit, and then 
take your questions. 


Crasi arrived een in New York from Brazil. His 
wite has come down to Washington -- he's still in New York. He's 
going to meet with the U.N. Secretary General this sorning. His wife 
will be having coffee with Mrs. Reagan this sorning. 


The Prime Minister will be seeting with Governor Cuomo in 
New York egein this gorning. Se arrives this evening et Andrews Air 
Force Bese. Tomorrow he'll have the -- excuse se? 


Q Do you have the tine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He arrives at 7:50 p.s. 
Tomorrow he'll be seeting at 9:00 4.8. with Secretary Shultz at his 
hotel. At 11:30 a.m. he'll be geeting with the President and that'll 
be followed by « lusch which should carry through to about 1:45 p.s. 


Other seetings he will be having in Washington include 
Federal Reserve Chairman Volcker at 4:00 f*. tomorrow, Secretary 
Baldrige 4:30 p.e., Secretary Block et 5:15 p.m. There'll be « 
Ginnet tomorrow night hosted by Secretary Shults at the State 


Department. 


The following morning at 9:00 a.m. the Prime Minister 
will be meeting with World Bank President Clausen. At 10:45 a.a. 
he'll be addressing @ joint session of Congress, and at 12:00 noon 
he'll be at the National Press Club. 


Q I's sorry, when is -- when is the joint session of 
Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 10:45 a.#. 

C On Wednesday? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Ie thet becoming « new standard -~ ? 

Q Ie he the first to -- 

Q When -~ when is the Press Club -- noon? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I°11 get on to the joint 


session of Congress in @ sinute. Let se cower thet and then tate 
your questions. 





Q The Press Club's at noon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At noon, right. Hoon to 
2:00 p.m. At 2:15 p.m. he's meet with Secretary Baker and at 3:00 
p-m. Poreign Minister Andreotti will be meeting with Secretary Shults 
et the State Department. A 5:00 p.s@. tomorrow Attorney General Meese 
will be calling on Crazi. 


Q Tomor row? 
Q -~ Wednesday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -~- Wednesday. We're on 
Wednesday -- excuse se. And there'll be a dinner at the Italian 
Ambassador's residence on Wednesday evening. 


On Thursday Craxi will depart Washington for Boston where 
be’ll be having meetings with -- at Harvard/MIT and will be departing 
Thereday evening via New York for Italy. 


Crazi is here both in his capacity as Prime Minister.of 
Italy and as the President of the European Community. I think that 
the ssin issues which I would expect to come up in his meetings with 
the President and with other sembers of the Cabinet are, first of 
all, East-West relations -- they've just had a visit by Foreign 
Minister Gromyko last week. The Geneva negotiations on strategic and 
intermediate range forces in space and defense weapons will be 
opening next week, and I would expect that there'll a good exchange 
in both directions on both those events. 


The Middle East is something that's of important concern 
to Itely, both as « country and as the EC President and there's 
enough going on there to suggest that they'll want to exchange views 
on the Middle Eastern diplomacy in which the Italians have been 
supportive and ective in the past. 


The Bonn Summit will, obviously, be a focus of 
Giscussions, not only with the President, but with some of the other 
Cabinet sembers that Craxzi will be seeting with. ain, their 
aa as EC President gives thes an important role in the planning 

or that Summit. 


Italy has been active, indeed I think probably the sost 
successful European country, in waging the campaign against 
terror isa. 








It*s been wery effective at home -- their role in freeing General 
Dosier is only the best example known to Americans of & very 
vigorous, very widespread, very comprehensive and very -- in the end 
very effective campaign against a fairly saessive domestic terrorist 
campaign against Italian democracy. 


They've also been very active in cooperating with us on 
Grugs, organised crime. And I would imagine that the Secretary and 
perhaps in the President's meeting some of these subjects will be 
discussed as there is a continuing interest in the probles of 
terrorism. There have an upsurge of terrorism in Western Europe 
directed against WATO; and Italy is one of the leading countries in 
organizing a concerted Western response there, too. 


Finally, I think one point worth noting in the Prine 
Minister's visit is his edédress to the Congress. This is the first 
time since 1951 that an Italian head of government has addressed the 
Congress. Alcide De Gasperi addressed the Congress in 1951. 


Ané I think that the fact that Crazi has been invited to 
Go so is indicative of the such gore active, such gore prominent role 
which Italy has been playing in the last several years Western 
Giplomacy. They've become a such sore rtant factor in the middle 
East and in NATO councils. They are oh » a8 I said, an active 
role in issues like terrorism. Their ro Lebanon was very 
supportive as far as we were concerned. 


And I think that there's an appreciation that in Italy we 
have an ally that's not only supportive -- because it has been 
supportive for many years -- but an ally that's bringing new weight 
to our common efforts. 


Q Well, who initiated the appearance before Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding of the 
chain of events was that a number of Senators and Congressmen 
indicated that they would welcome -- a very large number -- indicated 
that they would welcome an address by the Prime Minister, that the 
administration, once it was aware of this interest, informed Speaker 
of the House, who I think is the normal channel for such matters, 
that given the strong Congressional interest in such an address the 
administration endorsed and thought a very good idea. And, then, the 
invitation was issued to the Prise Minister. 


Q You said that -- okay -- you said Italy was -- role 
in Lebanon was very supportive. Were you referring to the 
peacekeeping force or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Italy has also been very supportive in the 
Geployment of -- is it cruise missiles that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. In fact, 
I should have mentioned that. 


And Margaret Thatcher made a strong int of 
supporting the administration's space weapons resear program. is 
there an effort here to have supportive Allied leaders do the 
administration's bidding for it before Congress when they visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We haven't had any 
official conversations I know of, or even unofficial ones, about 
Crazi's address to Congress, so there's certainly no administration 
effort to get Allied leaders to go up and tell ress any 
particular message. Wo, I don't think that's a fair interpretation 
of how this came out. In fact, it's the first time I've heard that 
suggested. 


Q Well, he does support space -- Star Wars? 
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SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that, like the 
other Buropean leaders by and me they believe that a vigorous 
research program in this area is fully justified: And they 
unders that decisions ® research program have not been 
taken and are not likely to taken in the near future. And I have 
mo reason to believe that he's going to have any problems with that. 


I think that all of the Europeans read lots of stories 
coming from the United States. The SDI ream is @ te f complex 
ogram. It has a lot of proponents some of whom take it a lot 
urther than does the sdministration itself. And, so, some of thes 
are looking for -- 


Q Like who? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, read the paper 
-- anybody who takes the SDI Program beyond a research progras is 
taking it beyond where it is at the goment. And, so, I think that to 
the extent European leaders are looking for assurance, they are 
looking for assurance that 0.8. policy is what it is; and, therefore, 
it’s not going to be difficult to provide to thes. 

Q Is it your view that he, in fact, favors it? He 
seems to be making some ambiguous statements -- he has over the last 
week or two. Is it your view that he does favor the SDI Program? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is ay view, but the 
man really has to speak for himseif and I'm sure he will when he gets 
here, that c= 


Q Bow explicit nas he been? I mean, that's a question 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- that he has and will 
continue to favor a vigorous U.S. research program on strategic 
defense. 


Q Is this a joint session or a joint meeting of 
Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a joint session, I 
think is the technical tera. 


oF So, the U.S. will -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ise it a joint meeting? 
Q Yes, a session's only the President, I think -- 

Q -- the 0.8. will -- 


Q I thought a session was anytime they were 
constituted to do business. 


. No -- well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I think 
it is the standard format for receiving -- 


Q The same as Thatcher was which was a joint meeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q The same as Thatcher? Okay, thanks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. So, I apologize if 
I gave you the wrong terminology. 


Q And he will be reassured that it's a research 
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t? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se certainly will be. 
Assuming he's seeking such reassurance, be will receive it. 


Zz cam and that everyone will be consulted before there is any 


Q Bow, when Mrs. Thatcher was here -- sorry -- Hrs. 
Thatcher was here there was discussion that the UK would be given 
this government's negotiating strategy when Geneva starts -- 
fall-baeck positions and such. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Is that the same thing for Mr. Crazi and the Italian 
government, do you suppose? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I's confident that 
Mc. Crazi will be involved in the discussions on this with the sane 
Gegree of intimacy as other Allied leaders, and that discussion as a 
strategy for the Geneva seeting will be a focus of the discussion. 
I'm not sure who said that we were giv out our fall-back 
positions. Quite frankly, it’s unusual this or any 
administration to even formalise its fall-back positions before it's 
ready to fall back. 


Q Wo, no, that's cight. And she hadn't -- it hadn't 
happened yet -- but I was referring the other background briefer, 
_ x 





for us -- that she would be given the entire strategy including 
t. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if said 
it, it aust be right. ‘ Vas 


Q Of course, no, I -- (laughter) -- I asked you -- 
same for hin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q I'd just like to ask on this concept of leaders 
coming and speaking before Congress, again, just how helpful does the 
administration consider it to be to have Mrs. Thatcher and now, 
presumably, Prime Minister Craxi essentially endorsing the 
— © space weapons research program? How helpful is 
that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i can't answer you 
because I haven't really thought of it in those terms. I suppose on 
balance it is helpful, but I have to say that the decisions -- I 
y believe that that was an important ground in making the 

ecision. 


Q No, I'm not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow, if we knew they 
were going to go up and vigorously attack the administration across 
the board, that might have been a factor. But this is not part of 
the administration's Congressional affairs campaign, I think it's 
fair to say. 


Q -- apart from the campaign -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q -- given the realities of the battle up there and 
the persuasion that needs to be done, how helpful is it to hear fron 
some leaders from other countries that are basically endorsing the 
adainistration's progran? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really can't answer 
the question. I don't know. I suppose that it's helpful on the 
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margin. It is our view that to the extent that Congress welcomes 
these -- and, obviously, the Congress has « limit, has a tight 
schedule and can't do it very often -- that any exposure to foreign 
leadgers and to foreign, in particularly Allied, points of view is 
heloful to the Congress in making its decisions. 


Q You said that Congress welcomed the seddress and that 
the:c had been interest shown by a number of ressmen. But it 
sort of begs Selen's stion, which is who initiated the discussion 
about whether he should address -- was it a White House suggestion 
originally -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: I think that the -- 
Q -- as it was with Thatcher? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that the White 
Bouse's first involvement -- that the chain of events would have been 
that the White Bouse received letters from -- I can't remember the 
ezect numbers, but something like 49 or $1 Senators and 150 or sore 
members of Congress, each of which endorsed the idea that Crazi- 
should be invited to address the Congress, and at that stage, the 
White Bouse then made a decision to endorse this and to send it back 
positively to Congress. 


MR. SIMS: Let me -- Johanna, if I may correct the record 
on the Thatcher speech, we never said that we initiated that but that 
we had endorsed this. And I think the same is true in this case. 


Q Forgive se, I read that in The New York Ties. 


MR. SIMS: Don't believe everything you read -- 
(Laughter.) 


Q What -- 
MR. SIMS: Read USA Today. 


Q Hot enough time in the day. (Laughter.) What is 
the Prime Minister's feeling on the exchange rate? You mentioned 
he's meeting with Volcker and others, so presumably the dollar and 
the exchange rate will come up. I'm not familiar with what he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if he has a 
lic position on this. My assumption is that, like all European 
eaders, they're concerned that the strength of the dollar -- on the 

one hand, of course, it's good for their balance of trade with the 

United States. On the other hand, it does increase the price of 

products that are priced in dollars, like oil. And I think the 

—— feeling in Europe would be a preference for a somewhat weaker 
liar. 


Q So, you're not aware of any position that's he's got 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q -- that there should be this or that kind of 
intervention? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I mean, I would 
think his position would be generally similar to what we've heard 
from other Europeans on the subject. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:20 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
CENTIOR ADNSULSTRATION OFFICIAL 
TdE VISIT OF PRIME aqutsren CRAXI OF ITALY 
March $, 1985 
The Briefing Roce 
1:57 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me begin by just . 
talking very briefly about the meeting that Prime Minister Craxzi had 
with the Secretary of State, and then move into the session with the 
President, and give you an overall sense of the agenda today. 


In the meeting this morning with the Secretary of State, 
the principal subjects were the economic and trade questions -- the 
upcoming Bonn Economic Summit. Our -- the U.S. -- strong desire for 
an agreement on a new GATT trede round, trade expansion round. And 
because both the Secretary of State and the Italian Prime Minister 
have recently been in Latin America, there was substantial discussion 
on both Central America es well as other development in Latin 
America, including Chile. 


In the meeting with the President, which took place in 
the Cabinet Room -- the session began by the President seeking the 
Prime Minister to brief him on the recent visit to Rome of the Soviet 
Foreign Minister. He discussed Mr. Groymko’s positions on various 
subjects including the Strategic Defense Initiative. It was clear 
from Prime Minister Craxi's briefing of that visit that the Prime 
Minister was very strong in his endorsement of a united NATO position 
on arms control, as the Geneva talks get underway. 


The President and the Prime Minister then Jiscussed those 
negotiations, and theic -- a8 stated by the Prime Minister in nis 
departure statement just a few minutes ago -- there was substantial 
convergence in the two sides’ positions on arms control and defense 
matters. 

There was sone discussion about the technological 
spin-offs of the Strategic Defense Initiative. Prime Minister Craxi, 
as other European leaders, such as Chancellor Kohl and Prime Minister 
Thatcher, mentioned the Italian desire to share in the technologica. 
benefits that might tlow out, both civilian and military, from the 
Strategic Defense Initiative. And the President assured Prime 
Minister Craxi that the administration had every intention to wor 
closely with the allies as the research program on Strategic Defense 
progresses. 


The subject then shifted to Latin America, where the 
President talked about the overall movement in Latin America toward 
Democracy and his concerns about the lack of democracy -- the 
development of a totalitarian form of government <-- in Nicaragua. 
Prime Minister Craxi agreed with the President's concerns about the 
Situation in Nicaragua. 


Prime Minister Craxi then raised his concerns over the 
situation in Chile, and the President and Prime Minister discussed 
Chile briefly -- 


Q Which situation -- the political or the economic ~-- 











SEAIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: The solitical situation, 
with both leeders ecoeceasey some concern sbout the Chilean 
situetion. Prime Minister Crasi and the President then soved on to 
the Middle East, where there was egreement that there wes sore 
movement in the Middle East, that the United States end European 
countries should encourege further sovesent. 


There wes complete eqreement thet direct negotiations 
between the ties wes the best path to pursue in seeking « 
resolution the Areb-lereeii dispute, 6s opposed to any 
international conference, which, course, is the Soviet proposal -- 
a Geneve- conference on the Middle “est. in fect, I just noted 
down thet lowing Prise Minister Cresi’'s overell sesesement of the 
Middle Bast situation, the President's response was that the two 
sides were “on the same treck.” The President reiterated that we 
believe thet, not only thet his so-called Septesber 1 initiative, 
1962, offered a path for making progress in the Middle East, but 
thet, in sore broed teres, that Resolution 242 still was the best 
vehicle for echieving « settlement. - . 

There was then « discussion of the prodles of 
international drug traffic, with the President complimenting on 
Italien efforts to curb this probles. The President talked about the 
Giftfticulties -- well, the successes on the one hand, thet the United 
Stetes hed Sed in intercepting of interdicting the flow of drugs -- 
but the very real challenges, or difficulties, that still existed. 


The neat subject, thet eleost naturally flowed from the 
discussion of 4rugs, was terrorism, with both the Itelian Prise 
“inister and the Italian Foreign Minister saying that there was a 
clear lin« Detween drugs and terroriss. This set with egreement from 
tye Presicent and ot*ers on the American side. 


The President then caised the issue that the Secretary of 
State ha! caised earlier in the morning seeting, -rich was tre 
importance of anot*er trade round in the GATT -- noved that we could 
achieve italian agreement. Gill Brock then weigned in, and taired 
a>out the efforts taat the administration had made in recent years ir 
fighting protectionism, and the Itelian cesponse, the Prime 
Minister's cesponse, was that the Italians favored a xew trade rouni 
in principle, and that we should continue Giscussions on an exert 
Gate for such @ round. 


And finally, trere was a discussion on the Italian 
efforts, as the -- tolding the Presicency of the Community <-- to 
achieve accession into the European Community by Spain and Portugal, 
with the President stressing tat we supported this development and 
the Italian Prime Minister saying that he was going to fight for 
Spanish and Portuguese accession to the community. 


Q Nothing on the dollar? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was some 
discussion on the dollar with the Italian Prime Minister, recognizing 
how the current strength of the American dollar had aided Italian 
exports. I believe he said that Italian exports in the last year to 
the United States had grown by 50 percent. 


Q In his desarture statement, I thought I detected a 
-- some kind of -- he said somet' ng about stability, and it sounded 
as if he was saying there might still be a problem from his point of 
view. Did that come up? Of was he just saying that that's «a 
problem, but it didn't come up in the talks with the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's the 
correct way to put it. 


Q Can you -- 
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. On thet point -- 
S2BN10R ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 





Q ~~ he did say on international economics it was -- 
hermonise our setiorel efforts -- I's wonderi if there was any 
discussion on this? If not, the currency prob + pet se, or the 
deficits or any other international currency probileas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in the meeting 
between the Prise Minister and the Secretary of State, which I said 
fecused « good desl on econcsics, there wes discussion of the 
éifficulties of ceducing deficits. There's sone round here, as 
you tnow. The Itelien Prime Minister hes been exceedingly coursgeous 
in trying to cut beck the Itelian deficit which is, in relative 
teres, very lerge. And, in fect, he's ctiskhed his political life on 
more then one cocasicn in on effort to control Itelien spending. And 
the Secretary of State complimented hie on this effort, and said that 
the President was dedicated to reducing U.S. government spending. 


Q Could you say whether, in the readout that he gate ~- 
of his seetings with Grosyto, whether he gave the President an 
assessment of how euch of an obstacle even SDI research is going to 


be in Geneva? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: «ell, Om that I thins 
there were twO Soints: one was that the ion 
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the Gevietse were in « -- and I's putting thie ia ey Gen words, 
Andres; bet thet. es I underetesd the Prise Hinieter, he was saying 
~~ ené@ the Perceigqn Hinicter, whe sise eééressed the subject -- he 
egeet aeore ties, ectusiiy, with @. Gresyte thes mr. Cresi in 
$a, As. f -§ ,h . 4t -y 1.4 
thet they were learning ebout the Befense Initiative. 
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SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. it wes sore, I 
think, en iapression, es 1 understood it, thet both the Prise 
Minister and the Itelien Minister hed that they -- they were in «4 
sense telling the President, “Well, stick to it. Oe try te get your 
arqueents ecroes in your converestions with the Soviets.* 


Q Did they interpret the Grosyko visit -- did the 
Itelianse interpret the Grosyko visit as an effort to drive « wedge, 
es you put it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they interpreted 
the Gromyko visit as an effort to sake the Strategic Defense 
Initiative the focal point of the negotiations. I think it wes taken 
for granted that the Soviet strategy will be, or has been, to create 
wedges within the alliance. 


There's one other point on this that occurs to se. There 
was some discussion between the Prise Minister and the Foreign 
Minister and the President and the Secretary of State on the fact 
that the Soviet position of trying to curb the Strategic Defense 
Initiative is somewhat disengenuous because, as the Secretary of 
State pointed out, and Mr. Gromyko apparently agreed, or has agreed 
in Geneva, that it is very difficult, if not impossible, to constrain 
@ research program and that both the United States and the Soviet 
Union have research programs and that the problems of verification in 
stopping or constraining research are insursountable. 


Q I just want to follow on something that Andrea 
asked, I'm not sure if she really got an answer to, which is did 
Gromyko give the Italians a sense of how such an obstacle SDI would 
be? In other words, is it possible to get an agreement, given U.S. 
commitwent to SDI? What did Gromyko tell the Italians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't <= that issue 
was not eddressed in those terms, Chris. Perhaps Gromyko did address 
it with the Italians; but it didn't come up in today's conversations 
in those terms. 


Q And if I can just follow that. Craxi in an 
interview, I think last week, said that he hoped that the U.S. would 
give “guarantees,” which ie the word he used, to the Soviets about 
SDI and didn't really explain what he seant by guarantees. Did he 
today and what exactly he thought the U.S. position should be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q ~~ towards the Soviets on SDI? 














SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho. 


Q Did President Reagan eek Mr. Crazi for any specific 
enégdorsesent on the Itelian side to the SDI research? Any -- He did? 
Did you receive any specific answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: MMnt really. I think 
thet we weet our sllies to support thie effort and we welcose their 
eupport. It is aot an sliied undertaking. It is not lit= the 
Decesber 1979 decision. but we welcose thet support. Ans {i think 
thet if leok et Prise Minister Creszi‘s statement. I think what 

ece the fect thet Mr. Crezi says that he is cosfortable -- I 
that’s aot the word he uses -- but that he eccepts President 
Reegen's eeeurences about the Strategic Defense Initiative. 


ie) Well, thet e111 sounds like sort of he and sone of 
the other eliied leedere are being pulled slong, especially when you 
eaphasiae thet we're certeiniy -illing to share any of the 
aie 2 ical by-products of (): It eleoet sounds as if you're 
loos 


reasons to give thes to support it. ° 

















SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you've got it 
completely bectwards, if I cowld be so -- (laughter) -- if I could be 
so -- 


Q I do that often. (Leughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -~- Be So bold. I sean, 


we have not sought for this -- sought th s obvious ine desire on 
the pert of the Europeans to share in the 1 spinoffs of 
SOl. This hes been something that they heve re end it's been 


something that we are approeching with an open-minded attitude. 
secret end hes been no secret for over a year 
las about the Strategic Defense Initiative in 
seen in our view -- you aay disagree wit 
free to aake this essessment -- but based 
in public end privete, there is « growing 
convergence, lieve, between the Asericen and the European _ 


Q Sut you seid it was not specific in either being 
asked of answering, yes, ve support SOI. 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: We did not ask and we're 
mot asking our allies to sign on the dottcd line. 


Q On SOI -- 


Q Did the Prime Minister caise the issue of Italian or 
Turopean participation, either through contrects of some other way, 
with the 301 orogras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: eli, yes, ne did. I 
thought I made that clear in ay opening remarks, that he sade the 
point that -- and I think he also alluded to it in his departure 
statement -- that he -- that they wish to share in the technological 
spinoffs of this program. And the President hes -- toon an 
open-minded attitude toward such participation. 


Q Does that sean contracts? 


Q To clarify, I mean participating as contractors 
through the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not -- I don't 
think we're ceally at that stage of really specifying what form of 
participation. It's a very complex subject. I know the Europeans 
have not come to us with any specific proposals and we're studying 
this issue here in Washington. And at some Stage, clearly, things 
will have to become more precise. Sut at this point, people are not 
talking in terms of whether people are bidding for contracts on the 
one hand or formal participation on the other. 


Q Did he talk about deployment if SDI were to work; 
about the need to negotiate with the Soviets on any possibile 
Geployment, to take @ position on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, but I think our 
position has been that before deployment took place, that we would -- 
under the terms of the ABM Treaty -- enter into consultations and 
discussions with the Soviet Union. I think that's understood and I 
think that the Italians, like other allied countries, support that. 





Q Did the President raise that with Craxi? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Wo. 


Q Well, on that point, it's been written in recent 
Gays that administration officials have been quoted as saying that 


——————— 














the President has changed Sis sind on the ides of possibly sharing 
SOI with the Soviets. The possibility wes caised in an interview -- 
what? -- @ year end a half ego. Has he, in fect, changed his sind on 
sharing -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It really didn't come up 
todey in seetings with Crasi. 


Q But has he -- is it your sense that he's changed his 
Bind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘%o. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

fe) Would you say that -- = ° 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know better than I. 


Q Would you sey that Itely and the United States share 
the same tind of concern and the same position on Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: ell, I wouldn’t want to 
say thet they share exectiy the seme position. shat I would say is 
thet they --(leughter) -- is thet they -- I don't find that so 
hilerious. ut it's pretty care when two countries share the sane 
position on any compliceted issue. 


I think they both share @ very genuine concern about te 
lect of democratic institutions and processes in Nicaragua. 


Q Two weeks ago, Mrs. Thatcher was here, you were 
Sriefing us on background. You said this governsent would share our 
negotiating positions with the Brits. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Is it the same and will it be the save level wits 
the Italians or are we to be less forthcoming with thea -- 


SENIOR ADNINISTAATION OFFICIAL: The answer to that is, 
yes. We will consult at the same level and in the same degree of 
svecificity. They -- the Italians, as I think the President sade 
abudantly clear today, Save denonstrated that they are very stalwart, 
or and loyal allies, and they desecve first-class treatment 

rom us. 


Q Is there ever, in that regard, any concern about “r. 
Craxi's political situation, the possibility of coalition ever with 
the communists? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you're familiarc 
with the current communist position, they're not looking for a 
coalition with Mr. Crazi. And I think the position in Mr. Craxi's 
view on @ coalition with the communists is very clear. So the answer 
to that is, no, there's no concern. 


Q On the economic question, Mr. Craxi made reference 
to the concerns of the Thicd World -- not just our countries, he 
said, but the Third World. The same line that Mrs. Thatcher wsed. 
Are you detecting in this and in other communications a unified or 
some coming together of the European position on the econoay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean on the economy 
or on the Third World? 


Q On the recovery and the effects of the U.S. deficit 
ané all of thet. 











I think honestly that I can't say that I am, because I think that 

while there are some ceal -- very real sisilarities between Mr. Crazi 
ané Mrs. Thatcher on some economic policies, I think it's fair to say 
that there are some ceal differences. And I think that -- there are 
some seet just ower the horizon -- there's @ meeting of the OECD 
in il then, of course, there’s the Bonn econozic summit, and I 
th we really won't know whether or sot there is -- you tnow, where 
these countries stand and how united they are on some of these issues 


to think, to be quite honest with you, that 
be @ united position, that, for instance, on 
ade round there are some countries which have 
ic in ting that, like the Geraans, like 
—— itionally been less protectionist, and sone 
pn nay Ry hg Ay enthusiestio ené tend to be ance 
ionist, like the French. So those differences sake a united 
ront somewhat difficult to sustain, which is not to that there 
will not be an effort by the Europeans, those senbers the European 
community, to try to coordinate policy where it's possible. - 


Q On Latin America, was there any sense that the 
President said, “We Gon‘t like what's going on in Nicaragua," and 
Creszi came beck and said, “Sut what about Chile,” you tnow, which the 
Americans support. Was there any kind of edge to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “oe, I think, to be -- to 
try to describe what happened, I don’t think it was the President 
saying, “Look, we've got @ problem in Nicaragua,” and then Crazi 
saying, “We've got @ probles in Chile.” The President said, “We have 
& probles with Nicaregua,* and Crazi said, “I agree with you,* and 
then there was some discussion of that. 


But then Mr. Crazi caised the problem of Chile. He said 
this is another probles. So I think that's the way to understand it. 


Q What did the President say at that point? Is there 
any indication the United States -- of he told Crazi that we would be 
more forthcoming on husan rights? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that «+ I 
think whet we've said about Chile in the last week or so speaks for 
iteelf. We have expressed concern about the situation there. As you 
know, we've recently withheld, I think it was, an Inter-American 
deve t Bank loan, which is the first tise we have done it in the 
case of Chile. 


Q The PresiJent didn’t break any ground bere with J.5S. 
policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. I! 
think he -- 


Q Did the President ask or is the Prime Minister to 
cooperate in any kind of an enterprise to bring about sore democracy 
in Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMIN. STRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Ie there any -- of maybe a better understanding 
among the Evuropesns, rticularly the Socialist International, which 
he is @ leader, to cnberotend that the Sandinistes ceally are -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President spent, as 
he normally does, some time describing his own views about Nicaragua, 
some of the background to the Sandinistas seizing power. You've 
probably heard this before, but the various egreements or commitments 
that the OAS achieved or obtained from the Sandinistas and their 
failure to implement those commitments, so I think in that sense 
there was @ ceal effort with Crazi by the President to kind of 








explain why it is that we're so disturbed by Gevelopsents there. 


Q Well, 4i4 Crazi eek bis to try to crank up Contedors 
again, of was that brought up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it came up, ectually, 
with the Secretary of State, where we said we'd, you tnow, we'd 


continue to t @ regional solution, if one is ible. Set the 
Secretary ce that bieself. Se ween't prompted Prise Minister 
Craeszi. 


MR. SIMS: Let's get one or two last questions here. 


Q Did the Prise Minister express any sisgivings at aii 
about SDI? 


Q Following thet, is the White Bouse -- despite 

fect that ‘re mot asking the allies te sign on the dotted line, ~ 
éces the nistretion read Crazi*s Geparting statement as an 
endor sement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I wouldn't call it 
an endorsement, but I would say that it certsinly represents support. 
If t can -~ there's certainly no criticism and I think their desire, 
the Italians desire to share in this process, and the fect, and I 
don’t have the statement in front of me, the fact that if you read 
the statement, it talts about the President's commitsent, I think, to 
balance and to arms control, and then the point that the 30! progras 
is consistent with that, i think, indicetes that there hes been « 
lessening of concern over tise and this is, as I say, consistent with 
our overall view of the luropean perception of SDI. 


P) Thank sou very such. 


Q As you look et Gromyto's trip to Italy as well as 
his talks with Genecher, do you feel confident that this lest-sinute 


wedge-driving has failed? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q It*s March. Why hewen't the Belgians deployed yet? 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
ENL 2:23 P.M. EST 
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MR. SIMS: May I have your attention before we begin. 
Some of you have asked about the departure plans for our negotiators. 
They'll be leaving Andrews at 5:09 p.m. today. There is a photo 
opportunity there. If you wish to take advantage of that. the number 
I have is 981-4511. They will arrive in Geneva at 7:68 a.m. 
tomorrow, Geneva time. There will be a brief arrival statement by 
Ambassador Kampelman and their plans are to be in Brussels Monday for 
a briefing of the North Atlantic Council there. 


If you want additional details about this, please call 
the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency at 632-9594. I think all of 
you heard the President's remarks this morning on departure. We have 
the text of those remarks here, if you did not, and we're pleased to 
have his National Security Adviser, Robert McFarlane, to answer your 
questions now. We will have to close this precisely at 2:00 p.m. 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President met this morning with the 
three negotiators leading the groups on strategic offensive arms, 
intermediate range arms, and defense and space systems as they 
prepared to depart for Geneva this afternoon, as Bob said. In that 
meeting, the President expressed the hdpe that he places on these 
negotiations, premised foremostly upon the declared objective of the 
Soviet Union and the United States to agree upon reductions in 
offensive systems, leading ultimately to their total elimination. 


At the same time, the President stressed his concern over 
trends in the strategic balance which are worrisome and must be 
arrested, and he focused in particular upon the fact that the balance 
is out of kilter in offensive systems, particularly in those which 
have a prompt, hard-target, kill capability. 


He referred, as well, to new systems which are in the 
wings which promise to contribute a further de-stabilizing element, 
and he mentioned in particular the possibility of MIRV-ed, mobile, 
land-based systems. He also referred to the poor record of Soviet 
compliance with past arms-control agreements and the importance that 
we deal forthrightly with it, if we are to achieve agreements in 
which both sides can have some confidence in the future. 


He believed that in some, these several activities, the 
trends and the balance, the character of new systems, the history of 
non-compliance, has called into question the fundamental framework on 
which deterrence has rested for the past IC years or so. At the same 
time, he said that there are promising elements in the mix and, in 
particular, he said he believes that if we and the Soviets can come 
to terms, there is on the horizon the possibility that we can move 
away from offensive nuclear systems and toward defensive systems, and 
that we should open promptly a dialogue with the Soviet Union in this 
regard. 


Turning to the specific agenda of these negotiations, the 
President stressed that his objective remains significant reductions 
in offensive forces; in addition, under terms that would be 











verifiable, that would lead to equality, and which would improve 
stability. Secondly, he stressed that we sust try to arrest the 
erosivun of the ABM treaty, which was treated in last sonth's 
compiiance report sent to the Congress. 


Further, however, the President said that in our approach 
to how we get reductions in offensive forces, the United States need 
not try to dictate the character of the Soviet force structure and 
that we sheuld approach that issue flexibly. The ultimate goal 
remains to achieve significant reductions in START but we sare willing 
to meet the Soviet Union halfway in the approach we take to this. 

















The Soviet Union has approached these talks in the past 
focusing upon launchers as a unit of account; the United States, on 
the other hand, focusing upon ballistic missile warheads and 
throw-weight. 


The President has provided guidance that makes possible 
the bridging of these differences for this round. We have no desire 
to dictate the structure of U.S. and Soviet missile forces. We 
simply want to set overall limits on then. 


In addition, because bombers and their weapons pose less 
of a threat to stability, they are fundamentally retaliatory systems 
that are poorly suited for use in a surprise attack. We believe that 
they ought to be limited separately from ballistic missiles and their 
warheads. Wevertheless, we are also proposing limits on heavy 
bombers and on the number of ALCMs that they carry below the limits 
that were set in Salt II. 


We're, therefore, ready to explore trade-offs between 
areas of U.S. and Soviet advantage and interest to consider 
provisions that would allow a Soviet advantage in ballistic aissile 
capability in return for a U.S. advantage in bomber capability. We 
are prepared to recognize in our outcome and in our negotiating 
strategy that there are, obviously, significant differences between 
U.S. and Soviet force structures and asymmetries in then. 


An important part of our proposal is ballistic missiles 
and heavy bombers could be limited under a common ceiling and, 
Similarly, that ballistic missile warheads and ALCMs could also be 
limited under a common ceiling. 


With regard to INF, the Jnited States position in the 
past provides, we think, a satisfactory framework in which a good 
agreement can be reached. You recall our objective has been a 
zero-zero outcome. 


But we've made clear that as an interim measure we could 
accept a balance at equal levels of warheads in a global context and, 
further, in ‘83 as the Soviets left, we made clear that we were in a 
position to not necessarily -- deploy our full entitlement in Europe, 
that the number of Pershing IIs would be decreased accordingly in any 
reduction from our intended deployment and that we were as well 
prepared to talk about aircraft limitations. 


The United States is posress® at this time as well to 
consider various approaches that will give us at the end of the day a 
zero global ceiling. And the flexibility is at hand in this round 
for exploring any number of different approaches. 


The third basket of negotiations deal with defense and 
space arms. The President has stressed in his instructions of more 
than a dozen pages that we should begin in this session to establish 
the United States view on the relationship between offense and 
defense, to present the United States’ concerns on the erosion of the 
ABM Treaty, to provide the Soviet Union with a comprehensive 
rationale for the United States Strategic Defense Program, and to 
take ae some dozen different issues with the Soviet Union -- 
including our view of the current strategic situation imbalance; our 
strategic concept which was laid out at Geneva as to how we view the 
evolution in strategic forces in the next 10 ae and the transition 
over time away from offense and toward defensive forces; a treatment 
of why we're concerned about the erosion of the ABM Treaty; a 
treatment, in extenso, of our concerns over compliance with it; a 
discussion in depth of our concern about air defenses and the 
potential for upgrade and their use as antiballistic missile systems; 
a discussion of emerging technologies, and how and why we believe 
that they can lead to a more stable framework for deterrence. 


As a final personal comment, I have to 




















say that I know many of you have heard that there were a family -- or 
was a family of options presented to the President, particularly for 
the strategic aspect of these talks, and that is true, which featured 
a half dozen different options. 


The President reviewed all of these, and at the end of 
the day, believed that our tradition of moving incrementally by the 
adoption of a single option, sending a team to negotiate it, getting 
a reaction, then coming back -- all for the purpose of changing one 
number or two or three, prevents dynamism and inhibits the pace of 
negotiation. And, consequently, the President established the 
outcomes which he believed would serve U.S. interests and serve as a 
more stable framework of deterrence. 


Outcomes built around warheads, destructive capacity, and 
delivery vehicles -- but stressed that there are many, many ways that 
you can get there. And in a sense, the President chose all six and 
provided the flexibility for our negotiators to proceed to explore a 
number of different avenues that could lead to this outcome. 


I have to say I have never seen instructions that have 
provided any negotiators with greater latitude for serious 
give-and-take. I'11 be glad to take your questions. 


Barry? 


Q You were less clear on INF whether the President 
came down with a specific vosition or whether the instructions are to 
the negotiators to go with any one of several options that obviously 
have a desirable result. And, secondly, in your discussion of 
bombers, it's a little ambiguous to me. Are you saying bombers are 
available as a trade-off for trying to reduce the heavy Soviet 
ground-based missiles? Because I don't quite get what you mean when 
you say they're separate ani yet they're not. You're clear on -- I'm 
trying to -- is bombers -- is their position on INF specifically and 
are bombers available to be traded off for those heavy missiles you 
want to reduce? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Okay. For all the questions, let me say 
that I'm not going to get into the specific numbers and details of 
the agreement, and that's because, unlike Eureka three or four years 
ago, we and the Soviets hope to pursue confidentiality in the talks 
and hope to maintain that. We will talk conceptually about the 
approach. 


On your first question, we believe that the position of 
two years ago on INF, which said in a nutshell that we'll take any 
number between zero and 572, provides for an infinite number of 
solutions. That position is reaffirmed. 


In addition, there is new instruction that amplifies 
exactly what kind of qualitative outcome we are looking for in a 
global sense and says that there are a number of ways you can get 
there from here and authorizes the exploration of these. But I 
wouldn't go beyond that right now. 


On the bomber question, what it seeks to deal with is 
the asymmetry in forces between our advantage in bombers and theirs 
in ballistic missiles, and to say -:tat there are ways where the 
Soviets can maintain an advantage in ballistic missiles if the United 
States can maintain an advantage in bombers, and that we need to get 
to specific numbers, loading anc so forth, to find what trade-off 
preserves stability. 


But, I'm sorry, I just won't go beyond that. 
Q May I follow that? What's the difference between 


that and where the United States left off in the fall of <= or in 
December of 19837 Isn't that the same position? 


MORi 











MR. MCFARLANE: Well, now, to be able to set a goal, to 
deliver, as the President said in his UN speech, establish a road ma 
of how we proceed in the course of the next generation and to be 
able, however, to discuss the pace -- the pace at which you get to 
that ultimate outcome, and the milestones along the way, in terms of 
warheads, throw-weight, launchers, and so forth -- ihe far more 
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flexible position. Wow we have ideas; it isn't that we're going in 

there without some specificity on what are sensible milestones at 5 
or 10 year periods, and at those periods, how many warheads will you 

have -- we do. I don't want to talk about those numbers right now 

But what is sitterent is there is great latitude to discuss carious 

ways to get to « stable outcome. 


Yes, Roy? 


Q But did the President, in choosing all of the above, 
in setting broad goals -- did he set qualitative goals, or 
quantitative goals for where he'd like to be -- specifically, say, on 
START? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, he did stress the qualitative 
aspect of stability -- that in our discussions we ought to stress the 
a of limits which would provide incentives for the Soviet Union 

to adopt more stable kinds of systems and to go away from 
destabilizing systems, like MIRV mobiles. So, to put a premium on 
adopting single warhead systems is an important measure, to 
discourage by making much more severe limitations on MIRV mobiles 
would be another. Yes, he has treated the qualitative aspect of it. 


Don? 


Q I'd like to ask you about two things you did not 
mention. One is, does the United States delegation inter= to take up 
with the Soviets in Geneva the question of an extension of the 
current SALT II treaty which is due to expire at the end of the year? 
Or, I guess, not technically an extension but a continual segime of 
not undercutting it. And secondly, you did not mention an 
anti-satellite -- the anti-satellite question. It was reported this 
morning in The Wall Street Journal that the United States will not 
offer or accept any new limits on SAR SHSETSL LOTS weapons in Geneva. 
Is this correct? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The United States position is that our 
goal of stability is best served by two lines of activity. Number 
one, reducing offensive systems, and two, at to terms on how 
defensive systems can be introduced. Now that is conceptually a -- a 
significant evolution away from the existing framework of deterrence. 


It will take time to establish an understanding, much 
less support for that evolution. Getting that is what we are after 
in this first round. And it's premature to talk about why, if, 
whether, you would want to place restrictions on things which are not 
yet at hand on our side. Indeed, and we're talking about non-nuclear 
systems that don't threaten any person, why that would be useful is a 
reasonable question to ask. 


Q What about the question of SALT undercutting -- 
taking that under -- 


MA. MCFARLANE: The undercut question won't be addressed 
per se, however, inferentially, the discussion of compliance, which 
is tercibly important will affect the decision the United States must 
reach before the deployment of the next Trident submarine. So those 
exchanges will surely influence our decision when it's taken. 

\ 

Yes? 


Q To follow up Roy's question about where the 
President would like to see us end up, in quantitative terms, are we 
still talking about 5,000 warheads? Or are we willing to be more 
flexible on that? How deep is the -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: The United States does believe that 
ultimately -- the millennium -- sero would be preferable. That for 
the period of the treaty we seek, that 5,000 is a reasonable goal; 

















that the pace at which you reach milestones toward that objective is 
negotiable. 


Bernie, you had a question? 


Q Yes. On this question of the interrelationship of 
the three separate areas -- the Soviets, of course, in all their 
advance statements have stressed the necessity from their point of 
view that there be a close interrelationship and that -- and they've 
expressed concern, said that *re willing to have reductions in 
the offensive systems, but only teras of the curbs on the research 
or -- they're vague, obviously, on what they want -- but they want 
progress in some tangible fora in the space research area. Have you 
-- are there specific instructions on keeping eve ing as separate 
as possible, or how do you -- you didn't address 
interrelationshio of the three separate groups in your statement. 


MR. MCFARLANE: The United States acknowledges that there 
is an interrelationship among these sudjects, 

















and before it is feasible, really, to talk about trade-offs, one has 
to establish a foundation of understanding. Unless the Soviet Union 
grasps the concept that we're promoting here, there really isn't a 
basis for talking about limitations or of trade-offs between this 
area and another. 


The -- at the same time, there are fundamentally 
different baskets of defensive systems which, for the most part, 
don't exist yet and, therefore, don't pose a threat today, versus a 
lot of offensive systems which exist and cause a considerable threat 
today and, therefore, are sore urgent. Consequently, if you can sake 
progress in that area, the United States believes that it's important 
to go ahead with it, and we'll be stressing that with the Russians, 
to seek early progress in reduction of offensive systens. 


Q Bud, can I follow that? Do you have any sense from 
the Soviets, any hints from them, differing from their public 
statements on this interrelationship? The public statements have 
been so blatant in the sense of “if not this, then not that.” 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I agree that there may be «a 
maturing of Soviet thinking on this issue, and I can't prove that. 
But it may be that the Soviets have not taken into account that the 
criteria being applied to U.S. defensive research make imprudent or 
unwise a policy decision on their side to react by going for more 
offense. 


I mean, if the United States is not even going to pursue 
this program unless it meets criteria that are -- that is, that they 
will be survivable and cost effective, that is, cheaper than the 
Soviet counterpart to defeat it, this means that -- that for the 
Soviets to undertake to make gore offense would be a hopelessly 
self-defeating proposition. 


Q May I follow on that?. 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q Wheat would make you think that there was any change 
in the Soviet thinking, since only yesterday we had Mr. Shcherbitskiy 
telling us that if we proceeded with SDI, they would have to take 
adequate measures, offensive and defensive? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, perhaps I shouldn't say that there 
has been -- that there may be, in train, now, it may be that our own 
Gelivery of these criteria hasn't been absorbed over there, and I 
think, once they think about it, that it doesn't make great sense to 
adopt a strategy that you know is going to be, one, more expensive 
and, two, unsuccessful. 


Yes? 


Q If I can just also stay on the defensive area, I 
understand that the U.&. is ruling out setting any ligits on 
research. But would we consider at this stage in the negotiations 
setting limits either on development, testing, or deployment before 
the research is completed sany years from now? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, first, Chris, it's not only the 
U.S. Foreign Minister Gromyko ecknowledged in Geneva that lisits on 
research are simply not verifiable. Secondly, for systeas for which 
prototypes don't even exist, it really is premature to think about 
limiting testing of things which haven't matured to the point where 
you even know it's sensible to test or not to test. So it's simply 
too soon to consider that kind of thing. 


Q Years too soon? 











Q Does the President stick by his promise to share the 
technology, even though some aspects of it could have offensive as 
well as defensive capability and, second, will the 0.8. try to talk 
to the Soviets about some sort of sutual phsese-in, some step-by-step 
approach of elements of the defense that could be ready at different 
times in the coming years? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The first point goes to the President's 
statement, I believe, in late October about sharing of technology. 
And the context of that statement was that the development and 
deployment by the U.&. of defensive systems would appear to be -- 
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would give us a unilateral advantage, as it surely would. And the 
President's point, in answering that, was to say we are not going to 
seek -- in fact, we could not seek, given the Congressional 
oversight, unilateral advantage by defense at the same tize we had 
offense. 


He went, indeed, beyond that to stress our intention not 
to gain unilateral advantage, to say that we would share. And we do, 
indeed, stand by that. It's a little premature now to know what can 
and cannot be shared. 


As a separate but related matter, the European countries 
have expressed some interest in competing for contracts. That, too, 
we welcome. It isn’t yet clear how that will work. But the concept 
is there. / 


On the matter of whether or not a phased integration of 
Gefensive systems into the fore-structure is feasible, that depends 
both on what technologically happens and whether something which 
emerges could be integrated in a stable way -- stability being the 
key criteria here. And then the functional corptribution it would 
make to ering, as we seek both boost, post=boost mid course in 
terminal elements here -- conceivably, yes. 


Bill? 


Q Will you push the Soviets to agree on something? 
Will you seek some sort of timetable for existing technologies that 
are currently under testing? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, that’s premature at this point. de 
need to lay the foundation first. 


Bill? 


Q Did the President express to the negotiators today 
any sense of wish for a timetable of any kind in getting agreements? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, the President's charge was sore 
toward getting a good agreement and to stay there as long as it takes 
to do that. The earlier th* outcome of a good agreement, the better. 
But we should be patient. And both in his remarks to the Congressmen 
par Ag and to the team, I guess the more recurring theme was 
patience. 


MR. SIMS: Bud, in a sense of fairness, could we give the 
last question to Mr. Shalnev. 


Q Yes. Thank you very such. 


Mr. McFarlane, you said that unless the Soviet Union 
grasped the concept of your doctrine which you're promoting here, 
there would be no basis for trade-offs at the talks in Geneva. Is it 
a kind of pre-condition? It strikes me as a pre-condition that 
unless the Soviet Union accepts — Goctrine, there will be no basis 
for agreement. Is it an impression you're trying to create or am I 


wrong? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, now, there you go again. I didn't 
say that. \ 


Q Could you repeat the question? (Laughter.) 
Q With the right eccent. 
MR. MCFARLANE: The question is that I had said that 


unless the Soviet Union grasps the concept of trade-offs that -- or 
grasps the concept -- that there could not be trade-offs. 


There is a little “apple and oranges" in here. 
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Specifically, when I say that it is important that the Soviet Union 
grasp the concept, I'm talking about the concept of how we evolve 
away from offensive deterrence toward defensive deterrence. 

Separately, when I talk about trade-offs, I was talking 
in the specific area of strategic offensive systems and how we could 
trade off between our areas of advantage and theirs. Wow, I believe 
that their grasping the concept is fundamental to our being able to 
move toward greater reliance upon defensive systems. And I believe 
that's ible, but you've first got to establish the intellectual 
foundation on both sides. 

MR. SIMS: Thank you very such. 

Q Bud, is the Eisenhower and the Mississippi -- 

MR. SIMS: I'm sorry -- 

Q -- going to Lebanon? 

Q Yes, can you help us with that? 

Q Can you clarify that? 

MR. MCFARLANE: I don't know. 

Q You don't know? 

Q Excuse me? 

MR. SIMS: Let me handle that, if you will. 

Q Why? 

MR. SIMS: For those who want additional stuff from the 
Press Office here, there is more than-you need on all of this. We'll 
have a movement to the Old BOB shortly. 


Q Can you clarify what's happening with the Eisenhower 
and the Mississippi? 


MR. SIMS: I would refer you to the Pentagon. The 
Eisenhower, as I understand it -- 


Q They have not answered any questions about this, 
Bob. 


MR. SIMS: -- left port within the last few days and is 
operating in the Mediterranean. That's all we ever say. 


Q Is it connected to any concern about terrorist 
threats? 


MR. SIMS: You ask the Pentagon. 
Q Ask 3ud. 
Q It was a non-answer. It's what I expected. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:02 P.M. EST 
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MR. SPZAKES: i'd like to welcome you to a special, 
ficest-of-a-kind White Bouse press conference on U.&S.-Canedian 
relations by Assistant Secretary of State for European and Canadian 
Affaics, Richard Burt. 


I wish to welcome all of you to this brief room -- 
wsenbers of the White Bouse Press » most of whos will be 
travell with the President to City next weekend, and to 
meabers Sho Conaéien Dees eens. Ube ase ceoddent tn teen ton, 
as well as those who are in Ottawa at the National Press Center's -- 
Mational Press Building's Press Gallery Auditorium, where this 


briefing is being transmitted live by television and from where we'll 


have some of our questions. 


In addition, the audio of this conference is being 
transmitted to the foreign press centers in Washington, New York and 
Los Angeles, and to the press rooms at the State Department and the 
Defense Departament. 


Just as this briefing is special for us, the President's 


trip to Canada is special. His first visit to another country during 


his ficet term was to Canada. His first visit to another country in 
the second tere will be to Canadse. He is looking forward to his 
meeting with Prime Minister Mulroney, and he's look forward to 
making U.S.-Canedian relations, which are already » even better. 


We want to thank the USIA and the Canadian government for 


making this possible today. 


Let se discuss our format for just # moment because your 
cooperation is crucial. Mr. Burt will begin with an overview 
statement and then will be . YX to questions from reporters in this 
room. He will then teke -- will take questions from three 
reporters here and then switch to Canada. We will have questions 
there from three Canadian journalists which 3-4 be able to 
hear in this room, and then come back to stions 
from three reporters here before shifting loot bes back to > oe 


This alternating pattern will 9° on until we've anewered 
all of your questions until -- or until we've used up the tise which 
is limited to one hour. We plan to end with « series of questions 
from Caneda since we're beginning here. We would ask reporters 
recognized by the briefer here and by the moderator who is Pierre 

@ in Canada to identify themselves by name and organization for 
convenience of their colleagues in both countries. 


If you feel the need for a follow-up question, that is 
certainly all right. We'll still count three reporters before 
svitching to another country. Sut remember that your follow-up may 
Geprive someone elec from having time to ask a question because we 
are limited here. 
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In Washington, we'll Save a written transcript of the 
briefing by 5:00 p.=. It may be picked up either in the Press Office 
or Room 45 at the 17th Street entrance of this building. 


With that, I*d like to turn the podiums over to Assistant 
Secretary Burt. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, thank you very such. 


I saw some of you shake your heads when Larry said that 
the briefing was limited to one howr. I also shook sy head, and with 
your ration, I'm sure we can -- it doesn't have to necessarily 
go that ° 


I'd like to begin by just giv you something of ai. 
overview of our approsch to the summit seet and try to describ: 
what we think the gost salient issues are and a little bit about what 
will actually bappen during the visit to Quebec City. 


Ms Larry mentioned, I think the fact that this is the 
first Presidential visit in the second Reagan adsinistration -- and 
we believe that that symbolises very strongly the importance that we 
attach to the relationship with Canada. We have gone through an 
extensive precess of preparation in Washington for this visit. We 
have carried out # comprehensive review of the U.S.- 
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Let me break down the substance of the seetings into 
several categories. The first would be the question of global 
security and the timing of the summit is very appropriate. The 


econosic summit in May. So this gives the two leaders an opportunity 
to discuss the strategic nuclear areas control problesas which will be 
on the egenda in Geneva, and to sleo seddress global political issues 
thet are certain to come up in the discussions in Bonn in May. 


The purpose will be to coordinate policy. We think that 
on gost global security questions we can coordinate policy, and that 
is going to strengthen the role of North America in dealing with the 
rest of the world. 


Im particular, in the security reals, as you know, we 
hope to achieve agreement on the North Warning Systes. I want to 
emphasize that this system was « Canadian initiative and has been 
under discussion for over 10 years. And so it is, I think, an 
achievesent that, after years of discussion, we have been able to 
reach a oar on on an important systems which will enhance early 
warning sir Gefense capabilities in North Aserica. 


There has been some controversy or some question about 
the relationship of the Borth Warning System to the President's 
Stragegic Defense Initiative. I think we addressed that problem in « 
statement that was issued yesterday at the State Department, but I 
just would like to be very clear on this. There is no relationship 
between the Borth Warning System and going forward with efforts to 
enhance early warning and air defense in Porth America, and the 
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research program, the Strategic Defense Initiative, which is looking 
at long-term options for strategic defense. 


Moving from the areas of security and defense, another 
big area, of course, is trade and investsent, and I think that this 
is one area which is perhaps taken for granted by people on both 
sides of the border. We forget that U.&.-Canadian trade is the 
biggest flow or the biggest single economic transaction in the world. 
The United States trades -- Canada is the United States’ single most 
important treading partner and, of course, the United States is the 
same for Canada. 


The annual trade is $110 billion, which is gore than the 
U.S. trade with all of the Buropean Community countries. I sight 
mote that 20 -- the trade balance is such that $20 billion -- that 
the Canadians have a $20 billion edvantage in the area of 
merchandise. So the ability of the two countries, facing the 
protectionist pressures which exist on both sides of the border, to 
continue to preserve this absolutely vital interaction in the 
economic area has been a very understated but, nevertheless, very 
important success story between the two countries. 


And so the two leaders will be talking about how to 
combat protectionisa. We know that Canada is undertaking a policy 
review of its trading relationship with the United States. We have 
strongly supported that review and we hope, of course, that the 
outcome of that review, as stated by Canadian officials, will be the 
establishment of a more open trading system, which will lead to sore 
investment in the United States and sore investment in Canada, which 
will go a long way to resolving, in particular, these nagging 
unemployment probleas which exist. 


Finally, there is the important issue of the environment. 
We recognize that acid rain is a serious problem to the Canadians. 
What I think a number of Canadians fail to recognize is that we take 
problems of environment very seriously. And if I can be blunt for a 
moment, the United States has led the world in taking the initiative 
on addressing environmental oo that it was the United States, 
in the late 1960s and early that was a trailblazer in the 
passage of legislation like the Clean Air Act. 


And we've sade some important progress in that area. 
Since the passage of the Clean Air Act in the early 1970s, we have 
been able to reduce sulfur dioxide emissions by some 30 percent. 
Since 1980 we have reduced S02 emissions by 10 percent. 60 our 
Commitment to cleaning up the environment and coming to grips with 
environmental probleas is really second to none. 


Now on the issue of acid rain there are some honest 
Gifferences, but we recognize that this is an important issue between 
the two governments and we want President Reagan and Prime Minister 
Mulroney to discuss this problem and we, by the way, welcome Mr. 
Mulroney's recent statement on setting new Canadian goals in the area 
of cleaning up the environment, because we believe that, working 
together, the United States and Canada can address these 
environmental concerns, including the acid rain problea. 


Just one -- a few more minutes on the trip itself, some 
of the details that sight be of interest. The President will arrive 
in Quebec City at 3:30 p.m. on Sunday, March 17, and he will leave at 
3:30 p.m. on the following day. There will be three substantive 
meetings between the President and Mr. Mulroney during the visit. 
The first will be a head-to-head seeting tete-a-tete on Sunday 
afternoon. The second will be a smaller seeting, not with the two 
sides’ delegations, to discuss security and arms control probleas on 
Monday morning, and then a larger seeting with the full delegations 
following the restricted meeting. 


In addition to those business sessions, there will be a 
signing ceremony, which will take place at the Citadel just before 











Geparture on Monday. There will be a gala performance put on by the 
Canadian side, with Canadian performers, which will take place on 
Sunday and, finally, the Prise Minister and Mre. Mulroney 
will give a emall dinner in honor of #r. and Mrs. Reagan on Sunday 
evening as well as a larger luncheon on Monday. 


The principal governzent officials eccompanying the 
President include Secretary of State Shults, Secretary of Defense 
Weinberger, Don Regan, the Chief of Staff, Bud NcParlane, the 
Bational Security Adviser, and, of course, our Ambassador, Paul 
Robinson in Ottawa. And we understand that « number of Canadian 
cabinet sinisters will eccompany Mr. Mulroney at Quebec City. 


In eGdition to the seetings that Mr. will have 
with Mr. Reagan, Secretary of State Shults will seet with Poreign 


Bow I'd be happy to take your questions. I'll start 
taking three questions here. 


Andrea? 


Q On acid rain, you have acknowledged that there are 
Gifferences. Canada this week announced its own efforts, but our 
underetanding is that half of the emissions that affect Canada cone 
from the United States, and if the United States is still not willing 
to go beyond the U.S. position that research is necessary and comsit 
the kind of money that even Mr. Ruckleshaus hed tried to into the 
budget, what hope does Canada have to do something significant about 
reducing ite emissions over the next 10 years? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I think, as I pointed 
out, Canada -- we welcome the Canadian decision and, in our view, 
Canada, by taking these steps, is essentially catching up with us in 
what we have been prepared to do. I think Prise Minister Mulroney 
has been very candid about this, that the Canadian environmental 
problemas are not merely @ spillover from the United States, but they 
originate in Canada as well. And so that's a good step. 


We have -- it's not as though we're doing nothing. As I 
pointed out, we're doing a great deal. We have spent billions of 
Gollars, and that’s not an exaggeration -- I could even give you an 
exact figure -- but we have spent billions of dollars since the early 
19708 to clean up the environment, and that has resulted in sone 
substantial reductions of the 











- Ané we certainly intend to continue 
find it nece to take further steps, we 
will take those steps. One thing we will want to do because this is 
an important issue between the United States and Canada is listen to 
what Mr. Mulroney has to suggest. And we'll take those suggestions 
very seriously. 


Quite candidly, we recognize there are differences 
between the two sides. We think that research is necessary, that the 
acid rain phenomenon is an enormously complicated phenomenon. But 
we're not prepared to be negative on this subject. We want -- we are 
approaching this meeting with an open mind and without any apologies 
because we think that the United States has done more than any other 
nation in the world to clean up the environment. 


Q What -- ete See's talk about the general 
approach to the environment. t the Canadians are talking about 
are specific solutions to acid rain -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, no, but the specific -- 
no, no, that’s not correct, Andrea. The principal problea with acid 
rain is SO-2 emissions. And the United States has done more than any 
ow oo e-paead in the world, including Canada, to reduce S0-2 
emissions. 


Q Well, it's also contributing more SO-2 emissions 
than any other -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I don't think that's 
necessarily true. I don't think that’s true. 


Q Well, just to clarify, is there any U.S. intention 
to get beyond the current position about research? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I don't want to -- I 
really don't want to prejudge, first of all, what the President and 
the Prime Minister have to say about this problem. I know, as I said 
before, the President is going to Quebec City with an open mind. He 
will want to hear Mr. Mulroney out. And I don't want to try to 
predict what the results of those discussions will be. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the Prime Minister has invested a 
certain amount of political capital in this meeting, and up until 
now, his main stress has been on some kind of movement on the acid 
rain question. In view of the fact that the President on his visit 
to Canada in 1981 said, "I recognize the problem," how is he going to 
go beyond that in his meeting in 19857 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, u're really asking me 
the same question that Andrea asked me. And if I knew the answer, I 
mean, I wouldn't even tell you because I wouldn't want to steal the 
President's thunder on this subject. But more importantly, these 
meetings, while there are preparations and a lot of discussions 
between the two sides, a lot of preparations on our side and 
preparations on their side, they are not preordained events. 


The President is going to Quebec City to listen to the 
Prime Minister and to hear him out, to listen to his case. And I 
don't want to suggest or to even speculate what decisions might 
follow from that. 3ut I think it's important not only to emphasize 
what the United States is already doing about this problem, which I 
think is often ignored, it's also important to recognize that we 
understand the fact that this is an important issue in Canada and we 
understand the fact that we have to adheces it in the agenda on 
U.S.-Canadian relations. 


Q Mc. Secretary, a number of U.S. allies including 
Canada were surprised to learn recently that you had contingency 
plans to put nuclear weapons in those countries in times of crisis. 
Is Canada and the United States -- 








ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: That question is incorrect. 
Q Well -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: The President had approved no 
such contingency plans. There were some plans that had been drawn up 
in the Pentagon, but they had never been oved by the President. 
So, it's incorrect to say that we had contingency plans. We respect 
Canada's non-nuclear status entirely. 


Q Aren't you trying to work out consultative 
procedures with Canada to tage in the event of a crisis U.S. 
fighter interceptors to Canadian bases and perhaps any U.S. nuclear 
weapons at all? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Do you want to repeat that 
question? 


Q Have you got any plans to work out consultative 
procedures with Canada, first, to disperse -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: We have consultative 
procedures. 


Q -- to disperse U.S. fighter interceptors to Canada 
in terms of a crisis to Canadian bases? 











ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I just -- I don't know the 
answer to that question. We obviously have consultative procedures 
with Canada on defense and military questions. But I don't know the 
answer to that specific question. 


Q If I may, One more question on the North Warning 
System. When it is built and the Canadians see Soviet cruise 
missiles coming, is that the end of it? Is the United States not 
going to be asking Canada to take some sort of offensive action 
against missiles before they get to the 49th Parallel? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I don't know. That's a purely 
hypothetical question. 


Q I'd like to ask -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I'm supposed to -- I'll come 
back to you -- but I'm supposed to go to Ottawa now, my friend. 


Q Recently, the Minister of External Affairs in Canada 
made it perfectly plain that Canada would not -- has no policy to 
accept nuclear missiles of any kind on Canadian soil, and that even 
if a contingency plan did exist, that we retain the option to refuse 
any such missiles. Can you tell us whether the State Department and 
the President hope that the President will raise this with the Prime 
Minister to make sure that Canada doesn't succumb to some kind of 
nuclear allergy and that we do keep the door open to the deployment 
in Canada of nuclear weapons at some possible future date? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: No, we have no plans to raise 
the issue. It's been an issue totally exaggerated by the press, as 
far as I'm concerned. It's not on our agenda. 


Q Mr. Burt, I wanted to return, if I could, to acid 
rain. There are reports coming from Washington to Ottawa that Mr. 
Reagan will do more than simply listen about the Canadian acid rain 
complaints and, in fact, he may propose some sort of task force 
between Canada and the U.S. to work on this as an ongoing problem or 
situation. Can you tell us anything about that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I'm not going to comment 
specificallyon the report. I'm just not going to steal Prime 
Minister Mulroney's or President Reagan's thunder on this issue, as I 
said before. We take the problem seriously and, as I said before, 
we're going to approach the problem with an open mind. 


Q Mr. Surt, about free trade, there's lots of pressure 
in Canada, there have been some studies by the Senate, the Canadian 
Senate on free trade. And what's your forecast about that issue? 
And you were talking about agreements or treaties being signed in 
Quebec City about free trade. Is the Congress in favor of broadening 
the aspect of free trade with Canada and is there pressure here of 
going forward with that idea? 


ASSISTANT SECKETARY BURT: Well, I think I understood 
your question. I don't <= you mentioned something about the 
Congress. I can't speak for the Congress. 3ut I think there is -- 
it's no secret that President Reagan favors trade liberalization. We 
have fought successfully protectionist neasures that have been 
introduced in the Congress. Ke support more liberal trade betweon 
the United States and Canada. 


Prime t‘inister Mulroney also appears to Support that in 
principle. We know that he is undertaking a study on this subject 
and we are viewing that effort with a -- from a sympathetic 
standpoint. We think that free trade is a perfect example -- or more 
liberalized trade is a perfect example of the character of the 
U.S.-Canadian relationship, where when we cooperate, both sides jain. 
We get more investment and we get more jobs. 


MOR? 














Cc But, Mr. Burt, are you favoring a sectorial approach 
to free trade, or just a broader approach of every product conzing in? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: We're going to wait and see 
what the Canadian review is. It's not useful for us to speculate now 
or to announce specific preferer -. ‘et's wait and see what your 
government is able to come up * « i° and then we'll be able to sit 
down and talk. 


Back here. This fetiow wanted to ask a question. 


Q Mr. Burt, first of all, I'd like to suggest that the 
face you've painted on American action on acid rain is perhaps the 
happiest we've seen for many, many months. But, in light of that and 
given the high priority that the Canadian Prime Minister has given in 
regard to this Quebec City summit to the issue of acid rain and has 
gone so far as to tell the Canadian public that it's tops on his 
agenda, are you concerned, given what you have just said about the 
American action of preferring to treat the issue with more research? 
Are you concerned about the fact that perhaps no progress will be 
made in Quebec City on this issue and that that could, subsequently, 
give a very negative flavor to the public perception of the summit? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I think the first point 
to realize is that the U.S.-Canadian relationship is probably the 
most complicated bilateral relationship in the world. And there's a 
lot of reasons for that. We share a tremendously long border; the 
kind of commerce that goes back and forth; the fact that we share so 
many common institutions; that we're in the same boat, so to speak, 
means that there are any number of real potentials -- there's a 
potential for any number of real disagreements. 


And one of those areas that we disagree about is acid 
rain. I don't believe that if we disagree on any single issue that 
the summit mecting will be spoiled. I think there is simply too much 
that we agree on to allow any one disagreement to spoil this meeting. 


I just might add, I think this -- without -- even before 
this meeting takes place, I would call it a success. And the reason 
I would it a success is it's forced us -- it's forced us here in 
Washington, and I would assume, people in Ottawa, to in 
addressing, in a comprehensive fashion, all the issues in the 
relationship. 


We've been forced to come together and talk about 
security problems, to talk about defense issues, to talk about 
environmental problems, to talk about economic problems. And because 
there are so many little frictions and disagreements in the 
relationship, we've already resolved a number of these questions. 


So it's been a very healthy and productive enterprise. 


Q A supplementary on that, if I might. I accept what 
you're saying about the need to address these issues, but I would 
suggest to you that that process takes place by virtue of the 
quarterly meetings that take place between the Secretary of State anc 
the Minister of External Affairs; and that these agendas are moved 
ahead on a systematic basis as -- by virtue of that process. What is 
different about this meeting, vis-a-vis acid rain? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, listen, I'll tell you. 
I don't want to put -- I don't want to say something that would get 
me in trouble with my boss, the Secretary of State. Sut there's a 
Aifference between a meeting of two Foreign Ministers and two heads 
of government. 


I mean, the -- you're right. Three years ago, we put 
into place a management system with the U.S.-Canadian relationship. 
And we have continued these meetings four times a year. But when two 
heads of government come together, especially with the personalities 
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of Ronald Reagan and Brian Mulroney, the system gets geared up. 


And I saw @ lot of people smirking when I talked about 
that National Security Council meeting. But I can just honestly tell 
that didn't hawe a bunch of Cabinet Ministers sitting around 
Jest gossiping, you had people who were extraordinarily well-prepared 
and knowledgeable about a range of U.&S.-Canadian issues. And I think 
that's a very heai Gevelopment. And the reason it came about is 
because of this t meeting. 


So the whole process of educating us about your problems 
-- and I would assume the reciprocal process of educating your people 
about our concerns, has been a very positive development. 


Q Coulé you tell us, Mr. Burt -- 


Q Could you tell us if you anticipate any progress or 
if the President will raise the issue of crown share in oil and gas 
production? 


ASSISTANT Sti:cRETARY BURT: Well, I can't -- I don't know 
if that specific issue will come up. I'm quite sure that energy 
problems will be raised. They're on our agenda. But whether we will 
-- whether the details of the NEP program will be addressed, I can't 


say. 


Q Is the administration satisified with what the Prise 
Minister has done so far in that area? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I think we -- I think 
the answer to that is, + But we don't believe that the Prime 
Minister of Canada shou take decisions to do us favors. We have 
been told that that decision was taken because it was in Canada's 
interest and we assume that to be the case. 


Now I've got to go back to Ottawa. One more, I'm told. 
This fellow. 


Q How much time are the President and the Prise 
Minister going to spend in actual substantive meetings? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I would say, in teras of 
the actual substantive meetings that have been scheduled, although I 
would note there's a lot of time where they're together and they can 
address things, but we're talking about two hours. 

Q Two hours total? 

ASSISTANT SECKETARY BURT: About two hours. 


Q And secondly -- second follow-up question. In 
mentioning the people who come in with the President -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: That's a totally separate 
question. Let's go to Ottawa. 














Q I would like to go beck to the question of the 
Worthern Warning Line, please, sir. And could you outline for us 
what the United States expects to get out of the Northern Warning 
Line, if Canada takes over the sdministration of it? The United 
States has had control of that line for so many years. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, this is a joint 
enterprise, end I guess I would answer that by saying the United 
States gets the same thing out of it that the Canedians get, which is 
enhanced security. There is a threat to North America posed by 
sir-breathing systems, like bomber systems, end cruise sissile 
systems, as well es the problem of early warning -- of ballistic 
sissiles. So, I think that because we have common interests -- we're 
both gembers vf the MATO Alliance -- and we want to deter and protect 
against any nuclear conflict, or any conflict, that the benefits are 
sutuel. 


I would just say that we have found a great deal of 
enthusiasa on the Canadian side for the North Warning System. To be 
honest with you, they have been pushing this harder than we have, I 
think, perhaps, for the economic implications -- I don't know, you'll 
have to ask the Canadian side. But we think it's a step in the right 
direction. 


Q Follow up question, sir. You mentioned ballistic 
missiles. Wow we have been continually given assurances here 
that the early warning system is not to be used for the detection of 
ballistic missiles. Wow, does that mean that the early warning 
system will be linked, eventually, to the SDI system, should that 
system go ahead? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Wo, it means that I made «a 
mistake. 


Q What misteke? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: It isn’t meant to track 
ballistic missiles. 


Q Mr. Burt, on the issue of trade you mentioned, and 
it's pretty clear that the Canadian government has some worries about 
the kind of protectionism measures that the U.s. could take that 
would affect our trade relationship. Can you give us some idea, 
though, since there is a large trade deficit that works in Canada's 
favor, what the U.S. will be looking for from Mr. Mulroney in teras 
of something we can do to help you cut down your deficit? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, we're not asking Canada 
to solve our problems. Our trade deficit is our own problem, and 
we're going to sddress that problem here in Washington by, among 
other things, reducing our budget deficit. What we do want to do is 
talk to the Canadian government about steps both sides can take, on 
each side of the border, to provide for more liberal trade and sore 
liberal investment, so that we can maintain, and hopefully even 
expand, our current economic growth and we can create more jobs. 


Q Sir, and to follow up, are there any specific areas 
you see, though, that Canada can help? There are certain areas of 
friction where Canada exports goods to the United States that are 
hurting the deficit. Amything that you'll be asking the Prime 
Minister to do on that? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Wo, I couldn't go into 
specifics on that. I just don't know. 


Q There is @ cross-country study being done by the the 
government on a paper called, “Securing and Enhancing Trade Relations 
with the United States,” and from this cross-country hearing with 
businessmen, the Mulroney government is expected to approach the 








Reegen eésinistraetion with some propossls. i*ms wondering if there 
have been initiated by the sedsinistration, or sight be initiated froe 
this Quebec City summit, « similar study in the United States by the 
e@ninistration in sounding out businessmen in the United 
— oo increased trede with Canada -- to the point of free 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I*m not eware of any 
such study, or any plen for such « study, but I know that 8111 Brock 
is very interested in this subject, end he steys in touch with the 
business community end others. And he, in fect, et that BSC meeting 
thet I alleded to earlier, spent some time briefing the President on 
our own view of the need to liberelise 0.8.-Canadiaen trede and why we 
thiak it would be in both sides’ interest. 


oS. I want to go beck to this fellow 
that I cut off, let cos oe have his follow up. 


Q Thank you very such. It was sot « very licated 
one. You sentioned the sesbers of the delegation, but you didn't 
gention anyone from EPA or someone who sight heve spestt ie. you know, 
expertise or involvement in the ecid rain question. Is there -- who 
is coming slong in that sres? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I will have to get you that 
information, but I's quite sure 











that there will be people familiar with that probles, environzenteal 
problems, in the delegation, bvt I‘ll have to -- 


Q But no high level person like EPA Administrator -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY tURT: Im not sure. I'll have to 
get that for you. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Yes. 
Q You said when you were talking about this National 


recognizing the probleas, that the U.S. government has come to 
recognise the importance of the United States-Canadian relationship. 


That suggests that perhaps thet once upon « tise they didn’t. What 


important reason is Ronald Reagen. And you remember when he was 
running for President in 1960, he placed very special emphasis on 
squaring away some of our relationships here in what he called “our 
own neighborhood.“ And he promised that, if elected, he would spend 
a good deal of time sddressing Canadian and Mexican relationships. 
Ana he’s followed through on that promise. So I think Ronald Reagan 
has made a big difference. 


More recently, I think Brian Mulroney has sade a big 
Gitference. I mean, here's a guy who ran on the platform of giving 
the Americans the benefit of the doubt, so to be quite honest with 
you, we have a better atmosphere, really, a better climate for 
addressing U.&S.-Canadian issues. 


I mentioned before this management system that we've put 
into effect and here we really started on these problems prior to the 
election of the new government in Ottawa and George Shultz 
estat ‘ished a good, close working relationship with Minister 
MacEa_hen and is continuing to meet with Joe Clark. So there's been, 
I think, a very important personal commitsent here. 


But there are objective factors as well. And I think 
that when, in the late 1970's and early 1960's both countries faced 
real economic problems, high inflation, rising unemployment, there is 
@ recognition that the quickest way you could come to grips with 
these economic problems and turn these problems sround was to get to 
work on the .S.-Canadian relationship. And I think we've already 
made substantial progress and we'd like to sake sore. 


Q Canadian officials told us the other day of another 
agreement that sight be reached to make it easier to catch crisinals 
on both sides of the border. Could you tell us the American view of 
that, what that's sbout? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: I really -- I have to be 
candid here. I don't want to say too much about the substance of 
these agreements. I don't want to foreshadow those. I want the 
President and the Prime Minister to be able to talk about those 
egreements. But you're correct, we have made progress in the area of 
law enforcement and you'll learn about the details of that progress 
in a few days’ tine. 


Now, back to Ottawa. 

Q -- this will be the last question from Ottawa. 

Mr. Burt, you’ve spoken of the Canadian-U.&. relationship 
as probably the most complicated bilateral relationship in the world, 


sharing @ long border, common institutions, with a potential for a 
number of real agreements. 











So this isn't 


as rare as a seeting with, say, a Chinese leader or a Soviet leader. 
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_ a > 5 You've —— trade — and I's 
wonder cose President treveling treée 
econcaic edévisers? _ ” 


i> in ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Well, I believe that he is. 


Monday. those two separate seetings You're not including the 
Sunday seetiag, or is it two hours the Sunday seeting? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY SURT: So, that's two hours including 
the Sunday seeting. 


Q So the Sunday seeting is like « half-hour -- 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Yes. 


Q -- end then on Monday they seet for an 
hour-end-e-half in two seperate sessions? 


Gon't Know. We're watching closely but I's not eware of any changes. 
enone 


They epperentiy are going to take « decision at point scon, but 
I Gdon’t know. 
Last question. 


Q eS See on See See, Se eS ee 
the President's latest budget that would either increase funding for 
thie probles or does it contain any reduction in funds? 


ASSISTART GECRETARY GUET: I's not the rignt person to 

ask about the budget. I really -- I can't say. I know that - I 
thet there is « substantial emount of somey for research, which 
we think is @ necessary step at thie point. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 3:30 p.m. EST 
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S. Muberek will depart the J.8. for 


in thie visit, we expect thet the peace 
process will be heed the list of issves ‘which the President will 
went te diecues. in his recent interviews -- and they span the lest 
tee te three weeks that he's given several intecviews - he has urged 
y ~ no a letions between Iecsel and « joint Paelestinian-Jocéanian 


We note that Isceeli Prise Hinistec Peres responded 
pecitively to thie initiative. President Nuberek ~~ 
thet es a fircet — % we the Jaited Stetes he with 
Gelegetion with leree pe leter on. Eing Beeseia has 
Sely endorsed at least the first stage of this two stage process. 


we consider this sctivity es 011 apperentiy siaed et 
lay @ Gicect negotiation between the Arabe and tereel under wey. 
ie te schieve peece between Iereel and ali of its Arab 
ne We will be exploring with the President how he sees his 
taitiative Geveleping and what role the Yaited States can play to 
tesilitete this. 
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thet objective. a we ace pleased 
logue with Iereel and hope it will lead to 
improvement in that relationship. 


leek beck over the last several yeers, the hoarse 


lations the fens with the Iereelis - 
& Aa kL ... value of direct 
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seconé as area of disccesion will be Saeeeee 
ts for a substant increas: :n our econcnic ass 
military debt. Egypt is experiencing a decline in 





















Our lews do aot provide fleszibility to ftorgi 
existing debts. Sut we'll be 4iecussing all these issues with 
President, with the sembers of his delegation. 


I will be happy to take any questions. 


Q What are the figures on the econcaic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: for’ftiscal -- do 
want the two years, this year and next year? wf For fiscal ‘85, 
the economic assistance was $615 sillion, <8F. t leaves out the 
PL 480. Fiscal -- 

Q Wait a minute, please. Wait. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ESF -- Econocaic 
Supporting Assistance, Fiscal ‘85. 


+ 615 -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 8-1-5. 
Q 8-1-5 what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “Million. billions we're 
not into. 


Q The only -- I'm sorry, did you Cinieh the list? 
Q wo == *96? ‘ 


SENTOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Wo. On fliecal ‘66, we're 
qgoirg up for $615 million as well. Fiecel ‘86 -- Clecal ‘35, PMB <- 


Q met? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: FMS. Foreign Nilitery 
Seles. Fiscal ‘65, $1.175 billion. Fiscal ‘66, $1.3 billion. 


Q That's grantee? 
Q That's for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Foreign military sales, 
ell grant; economic supporting funds, 011 grant. 


Q Ge through these numbers egein, please. (Laughter.) 
Q Come on. 
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fe GERTOR ADMINISTEATION GFFICIAL: tet ae pase then out 
if, taeeugh the preas often. te*s tee <- 


bape * @ $2.3 Bidlien is Sec evenenic end ailitary? He. 


@ dust military sales. 

. GERIOR AGMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘iilitery foc 86, $1.3 
Billion; esoncaic suppor fends, ‘86, $618 aillien. There wes 
alee Pt 466, a couple of items in there. 


In your statement the only -- 
Why is President Reagan reluctant to -- 


Q 
Q 
Q °In your statement, the only reason you gave for 
“ — pn Rh. AA the edédit = oe oe 


statement. i's gled pointed that out because it got dropped. 
Te's in the conteat their own econoay, their own econcnic efforts, 
cefora development, and our economic -- our budgetary probdless. 


Q ts the Sgyptian econeny in worse shape than the 
Tereeli econcay? 


SEATIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- well, it's <= 


Q Ie the Egyptian efforts to correct that lagging 
farther behind than the Isrceeli efferts to correct their probles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q So, in other words, if they got their house in order 
more, then we sight be able to fit thes in our budget -- 


SENIOR ADNIUISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's one of the 
factors that's got to be taken in, yes. Theic ceform — there's no 
dicect comparison. There ere two different econcaies. has 
launched a nusber of ceforss, some politically very ticki ones, 
such as the bread prices that got revised rés shacply last yeer, 
such as the increase -- repeated increases in energy eges for 
aoe +t a bills in the Egyptian household -- those have gone up 
steadily. 


| 
There isn't yet an overall structural refore underway. 


Will you be discussing Iereeli-fgyptian relations 
and the Gaypeten aabackebes ont tetas == 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION UFFICIAL: Absolutely, yes. 


Q why is President en celuctent to host the talks 
thet President Mubarak has called for? Why is the time not right? 


SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This subject is one 
we've just got to hear more from 


wont # lon A 
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be seen against the base line of what started in Asean, Jordan in 
64 with the King as host to the seetiag of the Palestine 
Mational Conference. 


Q Anda the recognition of the UN Resolutions, is that 


5 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, when you 
look -- if we have -- and I guess we acknowledge there is an 
euthoritative -- an official text today, the text that was released 
in Jordan, the text of the so-called “Pramework Agreesent"™ did refer 
-- and I think this is the first tise in @ Palestinian document, 4 
PLO document, which -- @ document t *vwe signed on to -- that 
referred to something sore specific t @ll relevant United Nations 
resolutions, it referred to United Nations Security Council 
oe So, that narrows the field down. Of course, that does 
ne ° 


We have asked, as you know, for -- in terms of our 
Gialogue with the PLO -- that -- we have said there's a -- yes, 
there's @ pre-condition, explicit scceptance of 242, 338 and 
articulation of a view that Iereel has a right to exist. What we see 
in that Pramework Agreement is signe of sovement and nobody can deny 
that citing -- it's no smell step for the PLO to have signed on to to 
telk of Security Council Resolutions. Sut if they've soved there, we 
are in -- we think it's <-- we're going to -- we ask why they cannot 
articulate 242. 


Q What ‘s the U.S. position on the level of PLO 
involvement in the Palestinian part of the joint 
Joréanian-Palestinien delegation? Do we accept PLO sembers, but not 
officers? Do we accept le who are not publicly committed with 
the PLO but are backed by the PLO? What's that situation? 


SENIOR ADMIWISTRAION OFFICIAL: I go back -- We want to 
hear from President Muberak and sore detail from King Hussein about 
wheat they heave in sind. At the soment, we're dealing basically in 
what has been said on the public record. We need to get a clearer 
idea of their thinking. 

Q Why don’t you see his then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're seeing hia this 
afternoon. How soon -- Who? 


Q Hussein. 


+ 3y2A 













SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION 
sesing hia, will be sesing his. We're not ruling cut any other -- 
Q Goviously, you hevea't been able -— “ees 
Boveaber, you still don't know whet they're talkiag 


. ee ee There sect be cone level of 
' PLO tation that ete us. Can you give 
— on of what Mubarak is likely to hear when he brings this 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not sure 
er how he's + to couch it himself. So, the first -- he's 
qeing to over thie this afterncen with the Secre 
and in consesen with the Seentéent. So, we'll have « better fiz 
on 6 efter the meetings at the White House tonortow. 


But there's no one siaple answer to your question. It's 
between 


-- if you're talking about <-- We are not asking a distinetion 
levels of the PLO. I know Moshe Deyan's 


‘BEST AVAILABLE DOCUMENT 








Moshi Dayen is not going to dictate anything ia 






Who said that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ue -- I'a just eware -- 
the f£ of opinions that has covered this on the Israeli side, even 
on the Arab side, our position has been that we don't aset with the 
PLO, we don't have a substantive dialogue -- we don't negotiate or 
recognise the PLO until -- 

































Q May « fellow e on thet? Last geese President 
Mubarak demand that U.S. talk directly to PLO. id he now érop his 
demand by suggesting this Palestinian-Jordanian delegation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that 
President Mubarcek is any less interested in getting the PLO and the 


United States into « dial then he was last year. How this has 
modified it -- it is te a Jordanian-Palestinian «- joint 
Jocdanian-Palestinian delegation in sost of the statements I've been 
seeing. 


Q They seid, why don't you persuade thea through your 
discussions oc thr @ Gialogue without reuniting thes. Why would 
the United States object to such « notion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have our 
‘ ditions foe negotiating with the PLO. 


Q Well, ten’t it your goal to come to the tebles 
without any preconditions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our goal is to get the 
talks -- dicect talks started. That's right. 


Q De you have aaything to say today on the increasing 
level of violence in southern Lebanon against Isreelis and aegeinst 
the Lebanese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL) 1 think you're in the 
«'cdle of what's going to be several bitter weeks as the withdrawal 
completed. 


Q What's going to happen to the Americans -- 

SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're taking 
meaxiaue preceutions for our personnel in Lebanon and have been for 
some tine. 

Q Are they go.ng to be evacuated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. We don't anticipate 
an evecuation. 


Q Can we take it from your remarks that Mubarak is not 
qeing to the funeral -- 


SENLOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know thet. I 
Gon't know the enswert to that. 


# \A2A 








MR. SPEAKES: She did, yes. That's the one area that we 
do hove « cutetentios Galy of Gio cunsessations ant co-Ceeth with 
noes 01361-03/13 
PAT AVAILABLE DOCUMENT 
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Q Well, isu't -- & 


SEBTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 laid out the schedule 
2. 2 6S ee Oe Oe a just before he 
ace ° , 


Q I*a wondering if there is «a political fallout for 
hia if he does not attend the funeral - 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If he does not go to 
Russia? Well, that's a question you'd better put to his. Sut sany 
cesidents represented -- have their countries represented at a lower 
evel. 
Q Arce you ruling out or poet me open the possibili 
sien del 


of a U.S. seeting with the Jordenian-Palesti egetion? Is 
@ possibility, because -- siace the Israelis object so strongly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not 
interested in enything that smacks of pre-negotiations of the 
American position. Wow, if you tetk ebout esetiag with Palestinians, 
we meet with Palestinians on a daily besis -- reputable, —. 
Palestinians, West Bank, Gasens. We seet with Jordanians on «@ ily 
besis. Sut it depends what content there is behind the tere 
"“Jordanian-Palestinian delegetion.* 


Q Any thought being given to « Hussein visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We <<« there's nothing 
set, but I wouldn't cule it out. 


Q for a number of weeks, there's been @ sove on 
Capitol Hill to decrease the aid package to Egypt -- to epply 
pressure, or rather, to pressure President Mubarak to return his 
eabaessador to Israel. Oo you think that that could have negative 
effects internally for hia, particularly if he goes beck with less 
then he expected? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, t think that 
President Mubarak fully understands the views, set only of th. 
administration -- the Congress about the desicability of getting his 
ambassador beck to Isreel. We've never pulled any punches on that 
issue. Whether he's going to go beck with less than he expected, 
let's see how the discussions go. If generally do, { don't know about 


Q Yes, but it seems like it's being set up as a quid 
pro quo -- return the embassadgr and you're going to get sore aid. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that is not the view 
of the edministration. The fect is it's an important -- political 
reality that the absence of the ambassador deeply troubles a number 
of Americans, # number of Iscaelis. it's become a very significant 
political fact. We would Like to get the eamgbessador back. 
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So, we'll see. 


Specifically, is he going to get sore aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
We've got, say -- we're one 
be hearing hie requests which wil 


Those aren't cost-frccee shifts of 


@ is @ heavy negative 
eee his, we'll talk to his, and ‘he'll go out 


(Laughter. ) 
She writes thea. 


vel 


ive -- 
So what are you going to 46 about it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GPFICIAL: Gee, 1 must be reading 
case ia. 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


We recognise that. 


than you ere. 
position in that world. 


I'a not going to predict 
to be discussing, we're going to 
eounably, track with the 
eubsission of @ request for 
We're going to be 


"che 
Leok at the FHS debt probles -- the President's 


fen White Paper of January -- 
Re can't waive past debts. 
thetically -- see what we can do. 


oliiciones eid. 
listening eyape 





I’m etill @ Little unsure about the U.S. position on 
Before the Pand, and after the Pand 
ng to 
Bow it seems @ Little 


talking to en Arab teas. 
vieit, we were told that the U.S. hed no interest in talki 


Agebe before negotiations again with Iersel. 
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Wo, that waen't the question. 


Q 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, but that's, you 
the phrased Jordanian-Palestinian -- what do you seen ofr 
what Ae -- not you -- what is seant by Palestinian? The 


s 
Q But I‘e asking, if it were sanitised froa the PLO, 
would be ted ia seeting with «a Joréanian-Palestinian 
negotiating teas before tereel was involved? 
use 

and 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If it can serve 
yr y ining our views, and hearing free Jordan 
Palestinians their views. It would Be no hang-up on the idea 


just Because it is joint. Sut behind “Palestinian® is what we've got 
te ask. Waet's seant by thet? 


Q There was @ story lest week, if I cresenmber it 
correctiy, that reported there was & new Egyptian interest ia Seviet 
eras purchases. is that « factor et 411 in these talks? Oi¢ you see 
thet, end Go you have any comment on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GFPVICIAL: Well, the ien- 
of course wes, I guess, Ma percent fet or 
tlee before -- 10 yeare beck. I woulda‘t 


surptised at “a 
looking for epares to keep that part of the iaventory that can 
keep going, which is now getting pretty old. I's not aware of any 
major, Of any new Being sought, but for that I think you've 

te e@dérees yourself to the fens. I haven't heard of it -- 


Q When you were on the Hill last week, I think you 
said you would try to handle any Egyptian supplesental request ia the 
sense package as the lereeli ey request. Ie that still the 
oor Ana ie there any propgort lity involved, or anything like 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there is no -- there 
foraule for the celationship -- you know, that it should be “x* 
-- there's nothiag crisp on that, but we -- 

Q 


But you are -- 
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‘ GEESGR AGMERICTERTIN GUPICIAL: <- yes, wo heven't 

> > eanees. Se esulé Be in teres of a joint . 

t Bes 616 cay on the Bill, 3 Believe Mr. Wallece did, 
DET, cae gan tage 00 Ease UD Eaigut SOQEESe Up UnESe EARLE © Ween OF 


i «* 


bow 


GEEICR AGMINISTRATICN GPFICIAL: it's @ week on Wedncoday 
o> 00° Gutelan O2 Ue © Games tase. 


ee oc oe ect “Gr te tt poseinie une 
ent the PY *G6 ia the sane piece Gr ie it the 
jest go over the ‘66 


s 
3 
i 
ul 


, SEBZCR ADMIBISTRATICN GCPFICIAL: Well. we would like to 
P a Whether it's going te be poecible, we éca't 


Q Te follew up thea, aa oe eee ee oe 
eoamittee te get it on “= you're saying you Gen‘t 
you'll have it on Wednesday 


SEBIOR ADMIGISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gen’t think we'll heave 
it by Wedaceday, ac. 


Q After Mubarak seets - think you'll have it? DOay 


| 
i 
f 


start, of the eve of Mr. 
*e ercivel. Wow Go you understand the Saudis’ position? . 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GPYICIAL: Secry -- the Saudi 


Q On Mubaerak’s initiative end on the whole -- 


| 

SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The whole framework 

? Well, = think the Seudie prefer to r nothing, rether 
a ae oe te say nothing, firet of all; sosething 

positive second; and negative is « weak third -- as & general 

pe incipel. 





MR. GINS: Can we have one sore question? 


Q Yee, will you be discussing Eygyptian-Soviet 
relations, end if co, what will you be saying -- or what would the 
Gaited States like te say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, we're very 
sealietic about this. The Egyptians have cleis to leaderenip in the 
Thieé World -- Third World sovesente -- going beck over the past 
generation. We think ‘es eeaories are long about the 

aeture thet reletionship, as it develeped in the 
sistios ent seventios. And we're not -- we don't think they're going 
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no, . €@ Sesget. Se we're ast concecned about thet soleticnship. 
a [7 _— tae 
{Sa THE PERS: Thesk you. 


Can yeu enewer cone of cur questions about the : 





Q Bow he's official. 
Q On the selection of hia? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't have any 





yet, as. 
Q Will Sush etay in Geneve or will he come beck here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe he'll stay 
there ia order to help. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
ao 10:55 A.A. 88ST 
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SENIOR ADMINISIRATION OFFICIAL: It's a real slow 
afternoon for you. I spoke to that same group. Maybe you can 
talk them into translating my pearls of wisdoms, too. 


The Secretary met today with the Foreign Minister of 
Mexico, Sepulveda. He actually had three meetings. We had a 
meeting in which the two respective Ambassadors, the Deputy 
Secretary and myself, Ambassador Shlaudeman, and others from 
the Mexican side, participated. They then had about a 15 or 20 
minute private meeting meeting between the two of them, and 
then we had a lunch that immediately preceded -- a working 
lunch -- his appearance on down here before he left. 


He asked me to extend to you his apologies that he, 
the Foreign Minister, didn't answer any questions because he 
was running late onto another meeting, and that is why he felt 
he had to run on. 


The meeting has been set for some time. It is a 
periodic review that we do with the Foreign Minister. We at 
one time summed up how many meetings they've had in the last 
twelve months. I can't remember the exact number, but it was, 
I think, surprising to all. It's interesting how many times 
they do get together at different places. [ think obviously it 
was fortuitous that it came at this time with a focus on drugs, 
and the U.S. and Mexican casualties that have been a by-product 
of this narcotics problem. I think they both agreed that it 
was an international problem; not just a bilateral problem 
between the United States and any one country, be it Mexico or 
Colombia or Bolivia. That it had, in fact, international 
ramifications to it. 


I think that there was a very realistic appraisal of 
that problem. There was the recognition that both Presidents 
have been involved in the issue. That they are directing their 
respective forces, both law enforcement and others, to 
concentrate on the issue. I think what has been brought into 
focus is that there has to be more work, both individually and 
collectively, on taking on this international problem. 











There was a discussion of a variety of other subjects, 
as you might expect, in a bilateral relations discussion with 
Mexico in which we have a whole gamut of issues that face us at 
any one time. There was some discussion of a trade and 
investment issue. fhere was some discussion of a tuna issue 
and the sanitation issue along the southern California border; 
the Maritime Boundry Treaty, which was signed by both countries 
in 1978, and of course the Contadora and the whole Central 
American issue. 


Both of them agreed and did peepee with each one of 
these issues in one form or another, cause they recognize 


that the meeting between two Foreign Secretaries is what 
provides the needed impetus on a periodic basis to grapple with 
these specific issues and see where we are and what needs to be 
done to advance the discussions. 


So with that I'll stop and take your questions. 


Q Did they talk about the next meeting between 
President Reagan and President de la Madrid? Did they set a 
date? 


a No, we didn't set a date. There had been some 
discussions prior to this meeting between our two respective 
governments, and we have not been able to come up with a 
convenient date yet. 


How about the meeting between Shultz and 
Secretary Sepulveda, the next bi-national meeting? 


) That date is also in abeyance, waiting to see 
what we come up with at the Presidential meeting; so we have 
not set a date on that either. We, in essence, discussed the 
range of subjects that are at a Presidential or a bi-national 
meeting. 


Q What discussion was held regarding the kidnapping 
and murder of the DEA agent? What did the Secretary say about 
his feelings on the progress, on the Mexican investigation of 
that? 


a Foreign Minister Sepulveda did reiterate 
President de la Madrid's firm intentions to follow the order 
and follow the progress of the investigation and prosecution. 
Secretary Shultz, on his part, acknowledged and thanked him for 
it, and also acknowledged the fact that there weren't just U.S 
agents or casualties in this war but there were also Mexican 
agents. So it was discussed that the two Attorneys 














General who are law enforcement heads will be meeting soon -- [ 
don't have a date for you -- to follow up with that 
investigation; and also the broader issue, which is to put some 
more emphasis into the program on the whole narcotics issue. 


Q Did the Secretary express any dissatisfaction 
with the progress of the Mexican investigation? 


a No. I think we're past that point. [I think that 
President de la Madrid, in his conversation with President 
Reagan, made it very clear and President Reagan and President 
de la Madrid covered that issue between themselves. We've had 
subsequent conversations. 


Sepulveda did, in fact, express, as I've told you, 
President de la Madrid's intentions, and we have taken it at 
that level. 


Q Secretary Sepulveda is reported as maintaining 
that this is a minor incident that shouldn't expand in damaging 
relations between Mexico and the United States, and that this 
is an issue that should be taken into the jurisdiction of the 
Department of Justice of the United States and the Procuraduria 
General de la Republica in Mexico. Oo you share this position, 
and -- 


a I'm not so sure that that's the way I understood 
him to relay that to us. [ think, and [ know, that Secretary 
Sepulveda is pragmatic enough and has enough of the realization 
of the U.S. scene that this is not, in the eyes of the United 
States, a minor issue. 


The murder of a U.S. citizen, official or otherwise 
overseas, is a matter of serious concern. I know the Foreign 
Minister understands and appreciates that. 1 believe both the 
Secretary and the Foreign Minister in what they have said was 
that there is a necessity to pursue that issue and a 
recognition on both sides, at the same time recognizing that 
under normal circumstances there is a range of very important 
U.S.-Mexican bilateral issues that must continue also to be 
discussed. 


Q In your opinion, is this issue worth enough to be 
in the agenda of the Secretary of State and the Secretary of 
Foreign Relations? 


a Maybe I didn't make myself clear. The meeting 
was set before this unfortunate incident in which U.S. and 
Mexican casualties were involved. It would be natural to 
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expect that it would be an issue to be discussed. That doesn't 
surprise me at all, but it was discussed in a context with 


other issues also. 


Other Administration officials have not been shy 
about criticizing the Mexicans for what one of them called 
“apathy/lethargy" in conducting the investigation. The 
impression you're leaving is that the Secretary raised none of 
this with his visitor. How would you describe -- 


A No. I don't think that is a fair assessment. [ 
think what you have to keep in mind is this. That at any time 
you have an investigation into a crime -- [ can feel distressed 
over apathy and lethargy in investigations of crimes in the 
United States at different times. [ think that we can all feel 
them at different times in different countries, specifically if 
it involves U.S. citizens. fhat becomes, from an American 
point of view, a more-understandably-personal issue. 


But I think the Secretary of State, with his 
conversations with Sepulveda, with the President's 
conversations with de la Madrid, has put a lot of Faith in 
President de la Madrid's indications that he has put a lot of 
attention on this issue. So we'll wait and see how that 
investigation goes. 


But you know as well as I do, whether that 
investigation takes place in Guadalajara or New York City, or 
somewhere else, these types of investigations always create 
frustrations on the part of other people, and [ think we have 
to keep it in that perspective. 


Q Do you think that it has damaged the relations 
between Mexico and the United States due to the fact that it's 
a serious matter? 


A No, I don't think it's damaging I think what it 
has done is, it has brought to focus one more time the breadth 
of the relations between the two countries. If you're 
interested in an historical analysis, in Septomber 1982, with 
the economic challenge faced with Mexico, it brought the 
U.S.-Mexican relationship and the complexity of it to a much 
higher level in the eyes of the United States 


When you get an attention-getting issue like this one, 
and justifiably so -- first, the kidnapping and the murder of a 
U.S. citizen, especially an official -- that brings the 
attention level up to it. there are a variety of other less 
dramatic issues which we deal with day-to-day on a very broad 
span of relations, as you can expect, between two countries 
that share a 3,000 mile border. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Was the possibility of high-level Mexican 
officials being involved brought up at all? 


Q Were there any questions about relations on the 
border, did the Mexican Ambassador discuss the whole idea of 
the border closings and that? 


a No. He had been in earlier -- that is, the 
Ambassador -- to present a note to the Deputy Secretary on that 
issue, and we've discussed that. That was a week-and-a-half, 
two weeks ago, and the border, generally speaking, is back to 
close to a normal situation, and that was not an issue for 
discussion today. 


Yes. 


Q Does this friendliness on this subject make 
inoperative the Secretary's remarks that “our patience, our 
tolerance has been exceeded by these events’ ' 


a No. You know, far be it from me to make the 
Secretary's remarks ever inoperative, under any circumstances. 


Q But how do you jibe -- 


A I guess the best way for me, Joanne, is to go 
back to what I just said, and that is that there has been a 
series of discussions over a period of time since the issue 
first came up. I'm giving you the climate as a result of the 
meeting today. I don't think that either the Secretary of 
State nor Foreign Minister Sepulveda believe that the issue is 
behind us or anything of that nature. But President de la 
Madrid has made statements to the President we have -- and 
since been repeated again -- and we are, you know, hopeful --~- 
awaiting their investigations and hopeful that it can lead to 
something -- inside the parameter to knowing that these types 
of investigations anywhere do create a certain amount of 
frustration and disappointment on time. 


Yes, George. 


Joanne, don't give me that look. Now, it wasn't that 
bad an answer. (Laughter) 
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Q Secretary Sepulveda was in Cuba last week. You 
said Contadora came up. Did he have any -interesting insights 
as to the Cuban position on this issue? 


A Well, I think it would be more accurate to 
portray the discussion along the line that we all agree that 
the removal of the artificial block to the Contadora process, 
that is the Urbina, so-called Urbina Affair, that with that 
removal, now it opens the way for them to get back on the track 
to chatting with each other. And I think that it would be 
accurate to reflect the Foreign Minister's thinking, 
Sepulveda's thinking, that he is in the process of consulting 
with the other Contadora countries exactly how to get back onto 
that track that was stopped by the Urbina affair. 


Q Did he ask for Shultz' help or change of attitude 
in any way? 


A No, no. 


Q Did he ask for a readout of the meeting in 
Montevideo with Mr. Ortega? 


A Yes. And we gave it to him. 


Q There is a Contadora meeting in March, later this 
month. Did he say that this might be something where a draft 
treaty could be proposed? Did he give you any time framework 
to look for? 


A No, he didn't give us either -- he didn't give us 
a specific date, nor a specific event. What he talked more 
about, in generalities, were the necessity to get a meeting of 
the minds among the four Contadora countries and in the five 
Central American countries as to how they proceed from here. 


Q Did they talk about the Mazanillo talks? 


A Did not come up. 


Q Did not come up? 

Q Did you have any requests to make of him -- you, 
plural? 

4 The answer is no. Let me just double check here. 


No, we had no specific -- 








Q Didn't you ask for assistance or help in regard 
to Central American policy or in any other way with Nicaragua? 


A No. What with -- the focus of the Central 
American was on his thoughts on how Contadora would proceed 
from here, as Mexico is, you know, more than just one of the 
four Contadora countries. 


Q Can you tell me -- it's perhaps a parochial 
question -- any specific progress on tuna or sewers? 


A Let's take the sewer first -- sanitation, we like 
to say. Yes, I think there is progress on the sanitation 


issue. It's a complicated issue, and I'll try to give it to 
you in 30 seconds or less, but basically, what it amounts to 
is, number one, where and how do you treat it? Number two, how 
do you prevent spillage of sewage, raw sewage or minimally 
treated, into California, because the terrain runs downhill, 
either from the breakage of pipes or the lack of collection?. 
And number three, how do you get whatever you've treated, out? 
And those three have been the subject of a lot of discussions 
with us. 


We now have the Inter-American Development Bank 
involved in it because they have a loan proposal, and you have 
some very interested southern Californians, including 
Congressional delegations. And I think that we're fairly close 
to coming to a meeting of the minds on all three of those 
aspects and how they relate together. 


Q Does that imply an agreement soon? 


A Well, yes. But, you see, there is, so to speak, 
an agreement or a variety of agreements, that would, in theory, 
lead to that. What you need is to make little amendments 
and/or understandings as to how those three come together 
because they are inter-linked problems. 


Do you want a little more about sewer? 
Q I think that will probably do it for sewers. 


(Laughter) 


a Now, on tuna, the Secretary made reference to the 
fact that we have recently concluded with Canada, or are in the 
process of concluding with Canada, a salmon treaty, and 
pointing out that, you know, maybe there are some lessons 
learned there for both of us in how to go about and resolve the 
tuna issue. 














Q On drugs again, is it your feeling, then, that ‘ 
the DEA should have no reason for complaints about Mexico's 
handling of the investigation of Camarena? 


a Well, I'll let the DEA speak for themselves. 
O.K.? We talk to them quite a bit. I read what allegedly our 
DEA people ON BACKGROUND say. I don't know who those people 
are. We make a lot of -- we have a lot of communications with 
DEA. 


Look, I think it's understandable that when you have 
one of your persons killed in a situation like this, to become 
very frustrated over it, and it's an understandable 
frustration. You have to understand that the DEA agents live a 
very dangerous life, under any circumstance. I mean, those of 
us that have served overseas that have head DEA detachments 
assigned to our embassies understand full well the full-time 
danger. I mean these guys are dealing with the scums of the 
earth, and so it's a full-time, dangerous thing. So when one 
of them is kidnapped, and then subsequently found out to be 
murdered, and there isn't an expeditious follow-up on the 
investigation of the murder, they have a right to be upset 
oe it. And that being upset about it is shared by the rest 
of us. 


The issue is, how do you get that investigation back 
on the track that it should (be on), and I think that's where 
we have a meeting of the minds. I understand their 
frustrations; I share it. But I think we're trying to back on 
the right track. 


Yes. 


Q Do they ever ask you something to the effect of 
why so much fuss over one agent when so many agents have been 
killed in this kind of thing, on both sides? 


Did they ever come to a question like that? 


q Sure. That type of question has not been put to 
me directly, or that type of statement, but [ have heard that 
people have made it, and I think also that that is a valid 
issue. I mean, like I said going in, people have been killed 
on both sides of this. I understand that. 


They understand the issue that you just raised, but 
they also understand in a very practical point of view that the 
United States does not take kindly to the killing of U.S. 
citizens, be they official or not. 











Yes. . 


Q Can I ask you what proportion of the discussion 
was taken by Contadora? ' 


A Let me see if I can break it down to you, because 
it was three blocks of time. I would say, roughly a third of 
the time. 

Q Drugs the other? 


cy) No. Then drugs less than -- as I say, a third or 
less than a third, and then the other issues. 


He's yawning. He wants to quit. 


How would you characterize the talks -- this new 
proposal of President Ortega? How do you characterize it? 


A Which new proposal? I heard it -- the one I 
heard in Montevideo? 


Q You know, when he said that he was going to 
retire this (inaudible) -- 


A I think we've answered that adequately on the 


record -- 
Q And you don't have any new proposals from him? — 
A No. We've had -- You know, we get accused of not 


having consistency, but we've had consistency since December of 
'83. Four points. They don't want to hear it. fhey'll all 
glaze over. 

(Laughter) 

Q Thank you. 

MR. CARLSON: fake two more? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whatever. I'm game. 
I've got nothing else to do all afternoon. 


Q Did Mr. Sepulveda express any disatisfaction with 
Mr. John Gavin in Mexico? 


(Laughter) 
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On Contadora, we understand that one of the 
things Sepulveda was coming to say was that the United States 
really ought to pay more attention to Nicaragua's willingness 
and genuine desire for a Contadora agreement, genuine desire 
for an agreement. Was that presentation made? 


And secondly, do we have any plans to change, in any 
way, our formal posture, our stand, our statements regarding 
Contadora, as a result of this meeting? 


A No. As we said, we've been trying to push them 
to get back together. We're pleased to see that they are. 


As to your first question, we exchanged views as to 
what we thought different people's desires and motivations are, 
and I'll keep it in that general tenure, with regards to your 
first question. 


Q Why? 

A Well, mainly because there wasn't any eoncene 
asked to be passed on and there were more kind of persona 
impressions. 

Q Thank you very much. 


Q Would you say the drug issue is solved now? 


A No, the drug issue is not solved. I just 
finished telling you. It's got a large international dilemma 
to it. 


(Briefing concluded at 3:25 p.m.) 

















The Briefing Recs 


1:58 P.M. EST 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OCPFICIAL: In deference to the fact 


, Gepart 
President Reagan discussed the economic and military assistance we're 


both of the general issues 
ee and then > i 
the br “oe there was some to- froing 
a Let se just try to, once 
t. 
have requested over $2.3 billion in economic and 
military assistance for fiscal ‘86 beginning next October. Eight 
fifteen -- 8-1-5 -- of that is economic supporting funds, 
billion is foreign silitary sales -- all grant, and 2-1-3 -- 
liion, PL 4860. 
Q What? 
Q Two point what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 213 << Two hundred and 
thirteen. 


Q Por what? 

SENIOR AMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: PL 480. 

Q Pood for Peace. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pood for Peace, right. 

Q George McGovern. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Recognizing that ‘s 
PMs debt -- the silitary sales Gebt to us is increasi y_@ bur 
we again propose that our silitary assistance in fiscal 86 be on an 
all grant basis. And these totals, I think, clearly represent our 
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manifestation of how we can work together to address Egypt's 
éevelopment needs. 


Q This is supplesentel -— 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, this is not 
supplemental. This is goney that has been appropriated. 


We also to finance part of a fourth generating 
unit <-- yr Ay -- for a large conventional ft plant in 
Cairo. Peter McPherson, Director of AID -- istrater of 


AID -—- comment st lunch that the power ts in which the United 
States governzent has been involved in ing construct in Egypt 
more power than the high » if you need a -- is 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. All right. we'll 
keep going. a 


Agreement has also been reached on the details of «a 
bilateral investment treaty which we're going to subsit soon for 
ratification by both weg to their respective legislatures. 

We anticipate that this treaty will stimulate increased U.S. interest 
in investment in Egypt. 


We talked, to sus on the economic side, about the need 
to find ways to encourage sore joint ventures, investzent 
opportunities. We talked about the economic probleas of the Sudan. 
a. that gives you the range of subjects covered under that 

ng. 


Q May I ask a question here? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q The bottom line is that the request -- the 
as request is being considered but no assurances, then, on 
that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there are no 
assurances as of now, but we're going to consider. 


Q And there's no change in the request to Congress for 
the aid for -- no increase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fiscal ‘86 is submitted. 
That's set with the Congress. 


Q Ané there's no sovement in that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no sovement now 
in that area, no. 


Q What specific military aid is there? 

Q On the -- sir -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q What specific silitary aid -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is what 
specific military aid. Well, I can -~ I'm pulling this out of ay - 
memory. I don't have a note here with ae. Sut I think that the new 
a assistance requested for fiscal ‘S86 of $1.3 billion includes 
only $20 million for new systems out of that entice total. The rest 
is supporting the equipment already furnished to Egypt under previous 
years. 


O% 





There wes one other question in the back. 


Q Yes, is there any reason to think that after this 
meeting, that the indications the sedsinistration officials have been 
giving, that it wes unlikely that the edministration would eventually 
grant the for the billion is changed? In other vords, 
there's st @ heavily negative sounding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you're 
getting a number of signals which is always part of the game, I 


guess. (Laughter .) 


Q Well, bas anything changed? Did the meeting change 
any of that? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President was told 
es G2 ee eee That's no news. And we would look at 
requests consider t we can do. There were no doors slansed. 
We'll do what we can. It is, obviously, not the best year. 

Q eed 1986, is that -- 

Q Did I hear you say -- 

Q -- you've leaving open 1986? 

Q “~~ @id I hear you say -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not closing 
anything off, and that's in all honesty. There's nothing -- no final 
decisions taken on supplemental or -- ‘86 is set as & submission. 


About ‘86, is the military aid only in grant or is 
it all U.S. aid to Egypt -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So sorry. Military aid 
is all grant; it has been all grant in fiscal ‘85. [It will be ‘86 
all grant. 

Q What about economic aid to Egypt for that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Economic aid -- all 
grant. 


9 Oh oe 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, now, except it may 
be @ lone component, very soft terms, under PL-460. Yes. Is that 
the only lone aspect? Yes. Under the Food for Peace, there's very 
long-tera, soft terms. 

Yes, ma‘an? 

Q Ie there anything different today than yesterday 
when you talked about the U.S. compelling budget needs? And now you 
seem to be softer or sore amenable to a -- 

SEUVIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, I've got 
to either clean up sy language or harden up sy language. Yesterday, 
I was accused -- 

Q Now, just anewer -- just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= of being soft on one 
of the political issues. There's no change. 


Q No. You seemed very negative yesterday. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I feel Detter 


MORE 











today. It's -- (laughter) -- let's aot read too much into zy 
acjectives. 

9 Well, all we're trying to say, is tnrere sore of an 
opening today for this or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we were in 
general aware before the President's seetings, which started after 
our briefing sterday and og ts Rye g his meetings at the *hite 
House, generally aware of the prob now we saw ther. 
Unquestionably, he put a very strong -- gale a vary stron; 


presentation about the 














Q tft you will. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You are getting -- 
you're ceally getting hungry sow. Yes. 


Well, as @s to the peace process, President Reagan 
today and Secretary 3 an before he left on his trip to 
Moscow, they hed serious thoughtful discussions with President 
ee Se See cee ee Cee ee eee As you know, 
President Mubarak has made ceal efforts to invigorate the 
wee MD ye Ap By Aa yf to the 
negotiating - We appreciate his efforts and we believe they 
represent « positive contribution. 


As @ result of cur discussions, we have « better 
understanding of each other's position. It's clear that and 
the Onited States share « common objective of direct negotiations 
between Iereel end Jordan with Palestinian representation. It's also 
our common view thet such negotiations are the only path likely to 
lead to « just and Gurable peace. 


Presidgent Mubarak discussed with us his concept of « 
meeting between the United States and « Jordanian-Palestinian 
Gelegetion. We welcome the opportunity to exchange views with the 
President. In thie context, we discussed the importance of finding « 
practical peth to direct negotiations through seans ecceptable to the 
parties. 


“Re 























Bow, you can't possibly have any further questions after 
that. (Leughter.) 


Q Bas there been any progress made on finding a way to 
have a joint seeting? 


Q Will you repeat that sentence about integrity of 
this relationship? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- is the basi« for 
further progress in the peace process. ‘ 


Q Thank you. 
Q So did the President tell them, and Secretary Shultz 


discourage Mubarak fros ing further on this — 
Jordanian-Palestician de tion tell hia, ite frankly, that 
that delegation would sot be acceptable to Wash ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Im not going to get 
into the details of the exchange beyond saying that there was an 
meer egy Rony @ very dbroed exchange and, of course, President 
Muberak's » which he first sade public about three weeks back, 
was a serious effort by the President to get things soving. He's « 
man who's very interested in finding some prectical way -- he's 
looking et @ variety of ideas, he discussed a variety of ideas with 
us. And he -- but the goal is to get the negotiations going, get the 
peece process soving. 


Q But no commitment sade to this specific, very 
serious proposal? But no commitment sade by the U.S. to accept this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At this stage, I'd say 
we are still esting some questions about it. @e want to discuss it 
with all of the parties. <A meeting in isolation from a broader 
scenario wouldn't serve the President's -~ President Muberak's 
—_—o Our purposes, or, indeed, any of the other parties. Where 
Goes it lead? 


Q Well, did either side come up with an idea for 
solving the lem of what Palestinians would be included, sow to 
solve the probles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I can't say we came 
up with any specific ideas. We're going to be thinking about this. 
We're going to be pursuing it in our discussions with the other 
parties. 


Q Yesterday you had reservations because there was not 
enough clarification of that joint delegation. You were waiting for, 
obviously, President Mubarak to present his views. Oo you still have 
those reservations we after you presumably got those 
clarifications froa his 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was « 
discussion where one answer led to another question, so it's an 
unfolding process. 


Q Is there the possibility of inwiting the Jordanians 
to Washington? 


* | So 4id he drop his demands -- 


“Oak 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. 


Q is there a possibility of inviting the Jordanians to 
Washington to clarify their position? The King? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know that 
Poreign Minister Masri is coming next week as a visitor at the 
invitation of Secretary Shultz. King Hussein is, of course, 
well-known as a man actively engaged in efforts towards peace, and we 
consult closely with the King on a range of matters all the tine. 


The timing is such that for a visit by his Poreign 
Minister -- we think that this time is a very appropriate one to be 
meeting with the Jordanian Poreign Minister. 


I don't have his schedule, but I was told by the 
Jordanian Babassy that he does plan ample time with the media while 
he's in Washington so I know you'll have a crack at hia. ° 


Q Did President Mubarak drop his demands that you 
should talk directly to the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mubarak did 
not present demands to President ae or to member of the 
administration. It was not that kind of discussion. 


Q What about PLO? Did he speak about PLO? What did 
he say about PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going into the 
details, but, of course, he talked about the PLO. Wouldn't be at all 
surprising, would it? 


Q About your position concerning direct talks, did you 
put any kind of practical proposals to start a kind of dialogue with 
aa party, any Acab party, either Palestinian, Jordanians, or 
: — an-Jordanian? You stick to the direct talks. Anything 
else 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of American 
dialogue, you've that going on day and night with the Jordanians, 
a ecaem with the Isreelis, with the Palestinians, not with 


Q Did he discuss with you Lebanon and what's happening 
in the Security Council? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We discussed Lebanon, 
yes. 


Q Did you discuss what's happening in the Security 
Council? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did not discuss that 
specific aspect. 


Q Can you tell us what you said about Lebanon? 


Q If I hear you right, you said you are still asking 
some questions about the proposal of President Mubarak -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not asking a8 many 
as you are but -- (laughter.) 


Q You want to discuss it with all parties. Aren't the 
Palestinians part of the parties that you're going to be discussing 
it, and who are the Palestinians going to be discussing it with? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course, they are. 


MORE 























That's one of the questions. 
Q Did the President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: I don't want to be cute. 
Of course, we're discuss it with the Palestinians -— with 
Palestinians. We're not 4 ing with the PLO for reasons which 
we've meade amply clear. 

Q When President Mubarak left, he was very 
strong on this is not a -- this proposal is not something 
Giscaréed or discounted. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


to be 


Q Ané we're looking for new avenues of new 
possibilities. Do you think that it's not clear to his, or do you 
think that he still feels as though he should pursue this, that this 
is still something to be pursued -- the joint Palestinian-Jordanian 


Gelegation? ° 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's very 

interested in that a oy I think he is, though, as I said 

earlier, this is a san is trying to find a practical way, any 


prectical way to get the peace process soving again. 


Q But he’s not -- you're saying that t feeling is 
that he's not particularly wedded to just one specific -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's very 
interested in that idea and I think he's -- we've ey eee sore 
questions which we'll be discussing further with the Egyptians. We 
certainly have reached no decision ourselves on this. But he didn't 
come with the idea to give it up in Washington. 


MORE 
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Q Sir -- 

Q Could you -- on Lebanon? 

Q I got the idea when you were talking about the joint 
Jordanian -- delegation that it was a concept of thes coming to 
America for a separate preliminary seeting with the edsinistration 


— to meeting with Israel that there were reservations about -- or 
it the entire concept of the joint delegation? 


Q Good question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's how <-- I 
eee Se heels Seer ae “aa “ane, to Seranse 60 Semees Siveet 


a ee re pan a. ey Ded. ies, towards direct 
negotiations. And 7 > See exploring this with all of the 
parties, as I said, incl sh 

Q Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How do any of these 
ideas -- and there's sore than one idea afloat. 


What 


Q 

Q -- in so sany words, that stion -- no doubt in so 
many words that question was posed to Presi t Mubarak. How does 
this advance us toward direct negotiations? What, in effect, is -- 
was the answer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say 
President Mubarak isn't consulting just with Washington. He too, is 
in touch with all the parties -- that includes Israel -- and he's 
going to remain in touch. He made that perfectly clear. 


Q What was the question? 

Q On the joint Palestinian-Jordanian delegation, if 
the delegation recognizes 242, would the United States then talk to 
thea, the delegation -- or the PLO? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I said, we have 
no problems seeting -- never have had a problem seeting with non-PLO 
Palestinians. 

Q -- the delegation itself? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The delegation, if it's 
coming from the government of Jordan, the government of Jordan has 
accepted 242. There's no probles. 


Q Was there a -- discussion of Israeli-Egyptian 
relations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course there was. 

Q Can you elaborate on that? Was the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. (Laughter. ) 

Q Doesn't he say -- 

Q Anything new on the ambassador? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we feel very 
strongly and there's no sisunderstanding between us and Egypt on 
this. That a sound Egyptian-Israeli relationship will be a major 


contribution, in fact, a major take-off point, for the broader peace 
process. 


MORE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) No. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GUFICIAL: Look, the fact -- the 
fact is that, okay, this is the second meeting between the two 


te -- or was -- 4id he seet ° 
Q Third. 
Q Third. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Third -- this is the 
third, I's » == September of ‘63, February of ‘64, March, ‘85. 
Thies isn't «a that <-- 


Q “- '@2 -- late <= 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe it wasn't ‘63 -- 
it was ‘62. Anyway, this is the third -- Pebruary ‘64, March ‘85. 
This is not a eae that starts and stops with an arrival for 
@ state visit or an official work visit at the White House. There 


is a dialogue between these two rs that is going on constantly. 
The r of issues, I mentioned, just referring back 
in to the ¢ issues, when you get down to working out sone 


these investment treaties, these AID projects, there is a network 
of ties between the United States and Egypt that becose highlighted, 
sure, when the President comes to Washington. But, this ien't the -- 


an abrupt beginning, or an abrupt ending when he leaves Washington. 

So, we es all kinds of issues, all kinds of 
questions affecting region. I sentioned the Sudan, Gulf War, 
Lebanon, this has been a very broed ranging set of subjects that 
you're only going to have an effective exchange when you have a sound 
-- basically sound relationship which is the situation with Egypt. 

So, there is no criep answer -- did he yes, no to this -- 
to these two issues. There's a sajor econosic assistance progras, a 
major foreign military sales program with Egypt. These are going on. 
These have been strengthened, in fact. 

Q Briefly, what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the President -- 
President Mubarak very such appreciates that. 


MR. SIMS: Can we get to our last question? 

Q Suppose there is a Jordanian delegation including 
Palestinians who are not carrying paseports or cards -- pink, yellow, 
-- Go you welcome it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're -- 


Q Can you repeat the question? 
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SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're -- no, don't 
Bother to repeat the question because the answer is that there's 
enewer today. 
Q Well, did you accept -- did you accept Mubarak -- 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:23 P.M. EST 























Os THE VISIT OF 
PRESIOENT ALFPOUSIN OF ARGENTINA 


The Briefing Roos 


10:10 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good gorning. This is a 
briefing about the forthcoming visit -- State Visit by 
Pres t Alfonsin of Argentina to Washington. . 


President Alfonsin and the country of Argentina sysbolize 
the trend to democracy in this hemisphere. We want to acknowl 
the importance of President Alfonsin and ina in thie r 
through this State Visit and thereby emphasise our own te of 
strengthening and supporting democratic institutions throughout Latin 
America and the Caribbean. 


We believe that this visit is strongly consistent with 
the interests of both countries, ocoth governments in supporting the 
strengthening of democracy. 


Relations between the United States have iaproved 
significantly with Argentina since December 1963, when President 
Alfonsin was inaugurated and the visit reflects our closer 
relationship with the Argentine government. 


I would note that this is the first visit to a head of 
state -- by a head of state of Argentina since President Frondizi 
visited the United States in 1959. And that was the only previous 
visit here by an Argentine head of state. 


Q 1969, sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1959, during the 
Eisenhower -- ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- State Visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- administration. It 
was the last State Visit by an Argentine President. 


President Alfonsin is scheduled to arrive on Monday 
afternoon in Washington and will depart on Wednesday evening. 


He will meet with President Reagan on Tuesday sorning. 
There will be a luncheon on Tuesday hosted by Secretary of State 
Shultz and a State Dinner that evening here at the White House hosted 


by President Reagan. 


Another highlight of the visit will be an address by 
President Alfonsin on Wednesday to a Joint Session of the Congress. 
And this event, too, I think, is one that has iaportance in 
recognition of the symbolic role of President Alfonsin as a sajor 
Gemocratic leader in the hemisphere. 


That's about all I have in way of background and 
schedule, and would take your questions at this point. 

















Q What's on the agenda? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse ne? 
Q What are they talking about? What's on the agenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sub will be 
ses"ordasting aeaserecy Sn tatin Anetices"se't guneric topic. "when 
promot t » 88 & gener ° a 
that, there Bg A be discussion of bilateral satters, such 
as cooperation in the economic area, our interest in Argentina's 


continued working with the IMP, continuing efforts to achieve 
stability and restore econoszic growth. 


There will be some discussion, I's sure, of the 
to democratic institutions posed by the narcotics trafficking that is 
@ real threat to so many countries. In this regard, I would note 
that Mrs. Alfonsin will attend the First Lady's Narcotics Conference 


here in April. ° 


There will undoubtedly be some discussion 
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of nuclear cooperation. We, as you know, are «6 y to the 
protocols to the Treaty of Tlatelolco and signed but nas 
mot ratified that treaty, and we have encouraged and do encourage 
Argentina ocecoming a party to tnat safeguards regine. 


~ What kind of -- 

Q — safeguards. 

SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Safeguards regine, yes. 
Q Do you expect aid to Nicaraguan Contras to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't tnink that tnat 
likely to pe a sajor issue of discussion on this visit. I think 
t tne regional conflicts and problemas in various places 
tne nemisphere will be discussed and I's sure that Central Aserica 
will pe one of tnose regions that will come up in tne discussion. 


Q What about Chile? Are they concerned about 
anti-democratic -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I tnink that, 
again, within this context of the common interests of tne two 


governments in supporting democracy tnat you can expect tnere to ve 4 
discussion of the immediate neighboring countries, Chile and -- 


Q Ie tnat a not issue for them? In particular -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is a matter 
of concern, because they are immediate neignbors. Wow one very 
positive element in Argentine-Cnile relations is tne approval by tne 
Argentine Senate just yesterday of tne Beagle Treaty -- tne Beagle 
Channel Treaty, and Chilean approval of that treaty would then allow 
it to come into force, and that’s a sajor accomplishment, I think, 
for the Alfonsin government, to achieve a peaceful resolution of 
that oorder dispute. 


Q The Reagan edsinistration naen't ceen as vocal on a 
Gaily pasis about Chile as it has been about Nicaragua. Ise Argentina 
tnat vocal and are tney likely to come here, as Craxi Gdid, and push a 
little oit? 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's a 
matter of vocal versus non-vocal; I think it's a matter of ocotn 
governments having @ concern about the prospects for « peacefu! 
transition to democracy within “hile, and tnat will undoubtedly be 
one of the subjects tnat will be discussed. 


Q Ie there anything this government can do to help 
Argentina with their economic proolens? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weill, we have in tne 
past been helpful witn things like the British loan, you may recall, 
at tne time that they worked out their arrangement with tne IMF. 
There will be meetings with Ambassador Brock, Agriculture Secretary 
Block, Secretary Baker, Commerce Secretary Baldrige, ana there will 
be a look at areas where we can oe helpful. 


Q Well, could you sum up their situation? High 
inflation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tne situation right now 
is that tney are -- they have an agreement with tne IMF and the 
principal problem that they are naving is hign inflation. It's 
running in tne neignbdorhood of 800 percent, I believe, tne last 
couple of sontns, and that is opviously an impedisent to productive 
investment within Argentina, wnicn is going to oe necessary for tnes 
to restore some growtn. 











at all during this seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There may oe sone 
Giscussion of it. The United States nas strong ties of friendship to 
botn Argentina and the United Kingdoms, and our interest is in seeing 
@ negotiated resolution of tnat dispute between two friends. We do 
mot have a keen interest in getting in-between thes. 


Q President Alfonsin is very likely to urge the - 
administration to -- to press the edministration to urge tne Britisn 
to try to renew tne dialogue on tne Falkland dispute. Is tne 
administration going to accept? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That'll nave to be 
something that 














comes up in the discussions. I have nothing to announce about any 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- U.S. role in this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's an obvious 
Giscussed -- the Falklands as 4 subject to be 
Giscuseed. I would not say that « U.S. role in that is « sajor issue 
to be discussed. 


Q Does the edsinstration have such difference with 
Argentina's positioca ? 
not to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said, we're 

issue and we encourage a negotia 
parties. It's sot a satter of our taking 
char 


HL 
i 


acterize the politics of the Alfonsin 
| aan a pry & hgh. ~~ I wonder if his 
tic form is tectly in line wi t the Reagan 
edainistration like ~$-%, I‘m @ Gummy on Argentina. You 


know, right, left, center? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Argentina -- we favor 
the process and it's not 4 satter of having a preference for « 
particular ty or @ particular policy when we're talking about, do 
we support » We're supporting democratic governzents that 
cover @ pretty range of epectrua of political views. 


lew ané obeerv lection results, in 
noras by which we judge tic valves in allowing 
their a. is governed. I think that 
@ year of experience that we've seen with an 
judiciary, with an executive branch that has brought 
civilian control over the silitary and that has been sanaging the 
country while certainly experiencing difficulties in the economic 
area -- it has been functioning well and that the Congress is 


working. 


Ana this ection by the Senate in approving « treaty, the 
Radical Party which President Alfonsin is a semaber has @ sajority in 
the Lower House but not in the Senate. And the Senate was able to 
this treaty by having some people cross over party lines. 
Ana I think that is @ healthy sign. 


Q Ie he on the left side of the spectrun? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Radical Party is 
known to be one of -- it holds some liberal points of view. And I 
would not get into left, right. That can sosetiaes iaply 
connotations that would not be intended. 


Q Have silitary ties been reestablished since the 
inauguration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That has not been « 
ae iseve. The Argentine government has not engaged in sajor 
itery ecquisitions, largely because of budgetary constraints. We 
have expressed support for the government's restoration of « civilian 
ministry of defense with the <-- civilian control over the silitary. 
es is some lisited foras of cooperation, particularly in the areas 
of training. 


Q Will there be any Giecussion of human rights 














progress in Argentina? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If there is, it is 
likely to be reflective and congratulatory because that is one of the 
in which, I think, President Alfonsin takes considerable 


echieverments 
pride, and justifiably so. 
MR. GINS: Last question, please. 


Q Could you be sore specific on the areas of econcaic 


cooperation that are going to be explored? The bridge loan that you 
cited was something that only lasted for « few weeks. 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Well, 
that’s the sature of « bridge loan. 


Q So can you be gore specific about the areas that 
will be explored? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there's 
anything epecific that I can into. We have substantial trade in 
the neighborhood -- I think send us about « billion dollars and 
we send thes about $800 sillion or $900 million. Ways to increase 
that -- I think that encouraging working with the IMF on « 
stabilization progres. Sut I can't get into the specific details, 
Gon*t really Know what that <-- 


Q Well, are they looking for another bridge loan? 


KNEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no -- that's not « 
matter et isswe right now because they have an existing IMF 


agreenent. 
MR. SIMS: Thank you. 
Q Toenk you. 


END 10:25 A.M. EST 
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Q 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- $40 billion. 

Q That's two-way trad. -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 60 -- 


Q That's 70-50, sir, approximately on the trade? Or 
mo, it wouldn't be << 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Give se that again -- 


What was the auto << 





70-50 «- 
Q How's that break out <-- the 1107 
SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 100 and -- 
Q -~- trade -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 1.0 is our trade 
with thea, right? It's not two way? 


Q That's two-way trade. 

SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- two-way trade. 

Q Two-way trade. 

SEMIOR ADMIMISTRATON OFFICIAL: ~~ 110 ie two way, okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <- and there is an 
eéventege to the Canadians -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, about a $10 billion 
trade deficit, as I understand it, advantage to the Canadian side, so 
it would be roughiy 65 or 40 or 55, I guess. 


So, trade and investsent has been « key point of 
G@iecussion between us and the Canadians, and it nas been an area that 
there has been substantial progress. And we look for sore progress 
as the two leaders sect. 


In ‘63, to give you « better background, Canada proposed 
that the two countries examine negotiation of free trade agreenents 
for some of the industrial areas. The Mulroney government has not 
Gecidea whether to pursue this approach by sectors yet or to try sone 


WORE #\A\ 4 








a 8 
of tveen “me this will, egein, be 
a hey subject in Quebec City. 


- Going to international security, Canadians in the Trudeau 
yey = ané previous to that have had an interest in aras control. 

the Mulroney government has stated chat it will continue this as 
@ Canadian priority. Sowever, the Prime Minister has enphasised that 
Canada will pursue its ares control abiectives ia consultations with 
Siheé Sembers of the Western Alliance and will avoid public 
initiatives which could undermine the U.S. negotiations. 


This io important to us because we believe that 
Consultations and a close Al ance are the keys to improving the U.S. 
posture with the Soviet Jnic.. 


Q You sean they've agreed not to discuss the aras 
negotiations publicly? Do I read that right? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. You'll recall that 
the Trudeau governsent in the past sade some private initiatives that 
were a bit surprising to us. One was the series of -- the trip that 
Peime Minister Trudeau made around the world in order tc bring about 
some sort of Super Power sunait. 
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forces have been active in MATO and they've participated in the Sorcth 
American Aeroepace Defense Command, NORAD, and in peacekeeping 
operations arouwd the world. , 


Canada currently spends less per capita on defense than 
other MATO country with the exception of Luxembourg and iceland, 
which has no arsed forces. The Mulroney government has pledged to 
enhance defense spending and just recentiy announced that they will 
increase their MATO forces by 1200, which would, in al) prowability, 
increase the percentage of GHP that they're spending on their arsed 
forces, which brings it sore into line with the MATO comsitagent that 
MATO asks & percentage of GHP of the seaber nations. 


The Canadian governsent, under the Pries Hinister's 
direction, has also begun a formal review of its defense policy, 
which is important. And, finally, they have egreed to help us 
modernize our air defenses, which is discussed in detail in your 
press book. This was anmounced by the Canadians and our Defense 
Department, i believe, the day before yesterday. And there was « 
Defense briefing on it. This is the Horth Warning System which is «4 
modernization of the old DEW Line that's taking clace and will 
provide us with an enhanced capability of both nations to have early 
warning. 


Q Will they sign anything on that Guring thie trip, or 
not? 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will be discussing 
that with thes. Is there @ paper on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We would expect to sign 
those agreenents. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okey. Yes, | see. Yes, 
the Morth Warning Agreement will be something that will be signed in 
all probability. And alec, we will be discussing the general 
international security satters with thes, too, which could lead to 
some statement on the part of the two leaders. 


On Canadian foreign policy, we've always hed a -- that 
has been @ central point in U.&.-Canadian relations because of our 
Close ties geographically, historically, economically and culturally. 
CanaGea is « senber of NATO and they have participated in a number of 
multilateral organizations through that period. 


They've taken a leading role in promoting areas control 
initiatives and they have sent peacekeeping force participation to 
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| Seendag ends aucniag on ene Cian don't pena ry 

aa daneunations’ seunteries, when ences peablens beeween eomneciés. 
Se atten 50 pease 66 aegetsattons, the Uatesd Steses ent Gonads 
have signed, on January 26, «6 governing Pacific salsca 
tisheries, and the President and Pr Minister Mulroney are expected 
te exemenge the instruments of ratification of tne treaty during the 
signiag ceremony on Monday. 

Just today, and we'll sheet of paper it 
enortiy. tne President sasigned the congresetc istian es 
Gao Gannte’s cotities it and acu we pet inte ection these itens. 

Turning to the environment, the United Stater and Canada . 
have hed « iong history of environmental cooperation dating back to 
Saab, GaPes Gal aanaaneae an Geans bites Gates aamioe ¢ recent 
years, we've had agreement on Great Lakes water ity and other 


A mumper of iseves are still on the U.8.-Cenadian egenda 
w 


clean air is tice and is 
i of icy. And we Gesonstrate 
ia our etrict edherence to tne clean air lew and tne $150 
Dillion we've epent since 1970 to comply witn these regulations. 


We are pleased to note that Canada, under Prise Minister 
Mulroney has initiated a vigorous programs siong tnese sane lines. We 
nave stated our policy that besic scientific questions resain 
unresolved as to acid rain and the President nas requested $85 
Billion in fiecal ‘66, which is « 54 percent increase over fiecel 
‘85, to help provide anewers to the iaportent questions of 
environmental concern. That, too, will ce « topic early an in tne 
discussions in Canada. 


°) Larry, that research is epecificaily -- the $85 
Billion -- is research on what? Specifically on -- . 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Acid rain. 
y Just on acid rain? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yee. 

Q That's up 50 percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fifty-four percent. $85 
Sillion in ‘66, 54 percent over tne ‘85 request, and this will oe 
sceething the two leaders will diecusse very early in their seetings 
om Gunday and Monday, and it will be « topic of the initial seeting 
on Sunday. 


Q But basically what they're going to agree to Go is 
ctudy it toe another year, rignt? 


SRMLOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we nave been in 
Giecussions with tne Canadians and, a6 I say, there has been 
significant progress, in our view, on U.8.-Canadian cooperation. And 
ee tae Prige Minister and the President enter their diecussions, they 
may be ready to aake sone statement on the satter. Sut I think -- 


WORE piaziA 





, -- to have hia as socretary of Labor, given the fact 
we're ealbinn about sany sore sonths nov. 


_* WR. SPCAKIS: Yes. Once again, at the sozent, I con't 
i have any comment for you. 35 -- 
ey "ORS 13372-3/25 
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Q Along those lines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- I would leave it to 
thes to sake — 


Q Bas the President changed his view at all — 
Q Larry, in 1962, the -— i's sorry. 


io) Mas Reagan changed hie view at all t. tne one that 
a oe ee a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The view ne carries 
qgeing iato tne seeting is that there are strong areas for cooperation 
end, as I pointed out, that tne United States has & commiteent and 
it*s becked up by Gollare. We're putting our soney where our soutn 
ie as tar as clean air is concerned. 


Canada, tor the first tise, under Prise Minister 
Mulroney, has sleo initiated « programs. So we think there's progress 
om both sides to elisinate -- as far as the specifics of acid rain, 
we Know that there are basic questions that ressin unresolved. There 
ie Gebate about thes and the United States is committed to tne tune 
of $65 siliicos in ‘66 to look into theese satters. 


Andrea? 


Q° Te follow up on that, there was 4 Mational Acadesy 
of Science study in Septeaper of ‘62 which esid that there was 
conciusive evidence, what they called circumstantial evidence, and 
i*a@ wondering why the Reagan sdminietration etill feels tnat sore 
research is needed when the Canadians have been very clear snout 
eeying tnat, even though Mulroney says hie hands weren't clean until 
they began the clean-up thesselves tnis pest week, that tne evidence 
ie very clear to thea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where there are 
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Q Just te fellew -- I's set questioniag thet you've 
resclved « let of the bitterness. Sut in teras of the 6.8. 
commitaent, $85 siliicn ced toe what Sucklesheus twe years 
peereeee -- @ yeer ené « half age -- which wes $1.5 Billion te $2.5 
on. 


SEBTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have certainly 
our expenditures os, in any case, on & prudent level -- 
ing te epend -~- whet could be spent wisely end productively. And 
thet's cur jedggment in this cease, thet thet's the proper lisit. 


Q ie there -- sorry -- is there « feeling that since 
Buctiosheus wes named, and the President charged hie with studying 
thie situation te selleviate 0.8.-Canedian concerns <-- specifically, ! 
think it wes in May in '6), wee it net, something like that -- heave 
there set been eny studies thet are considered conclusive te do thet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the etudies teke 
@ leager peried of tise then hee been allotted. 


. te there say indication thet eaythiag beyond further 
study is goiag te be erticuleted here? Tou've given us en indication 
on seleon and the Dew Line end 411 the reset. ite there «+ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are sone 
eGditional Geteils that the President end the Prise Minister will «+ 
they will Bbeilld upon the preliainary work and the foundsetion thet has 
been isid the, on the Minieterial level, es they talk. If think it 
ie ~~ it will ge « oon wey towerd sllevieting eny contention between 
the United Stetes and Canada over the subject of ecid rein. 


Q But is there an ection egendse? te there « clean-up 
egendsa? Any Kind of thing slong these line? 


SEMLOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If think we heve te weit 
entil the twe «<~- Caeneds hese initiated « progres thet | guess you 
would call @ clean-up egends. I°@ certainly sey thet ovr steps sede 
on the Cleen Airc Act qualifies ee « clean-up egendse. Se «~ in both 
coees. 


Mike? 


Q De you enticipete eny joint ennouncement? Any joint 
-- on ecié cain «~ I don't sean on _ announcement, | seen « joint 
effort being imitieted on ecid rein 


SENIOR ADALHISTOATION OFFICIAL: | think we will leeve te 
the President end the Prise Hinieter the oppertenity te telkt ebout 
it. And if they're successful in bellding on the foundetion that's 
lbelé, then perhepe they will went te telk on it. Sut we'll just 
Leeve thet for thee. 
moet BADIA 
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Q @s00. 
MR. GPEAKES: Werode that thing oo hard this aorning. 1 
mas 61371-03/15 

Owen? 

Q i thiek seas of us ere trying to seme sease of 
bew auch sovemeant there si Be Gn thke daaee Guclam emake anueen 
geetiag. Uslike scae of ether iseves, where @ teady have 
treaties of spresseats that just Reve to be signed, ie it possible 
thet éuriag President's talks with the Priae Hiaister, thet he 
will come out with « position different free that which he took going 
is? te thet option still open? 

SEBIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
Presidest certsinal the Cenediesn summit with en open siad 


yy Ae Ne ee SS 
there @ growing consensus 
ides of the border as to how te approech this 
ak the two will be eble te 


Aaé I th bu 
Q Well, if = could follow up -- I deat hear 
to some Cansdier officials. They give « differest 
in which they hope thet in the personal seeting Mulroney will 
per the President te, in sone ser: signal « desire to 
thea siaply study the probles in « joint cooperstive way. They don't 
feel thet there's « consensus. 
stu 
heve 
etey 


: 
3 
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TOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘Two greet irisheen who 
@ wonderful way with eech other will aepproech this situation and 


Jerry? 


Q Is it correct thet et « einiaue there will be « 
—— tesk force of some kind emerging from this seeting on acid 
tein 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'1l just heave to wait 
entil the two telk. 


Q Se you egree it is -- could be fluid -- that’s all 
i’a eeking. 


SERTOR ADMIBISTEATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the President hes 
an 2 wind. He certainly hes strong views on it, and he's spent 
considerable tise on it, sot only this yeer, but previous years. 


2 « end then Bob. 


De you expect whatever statement they sey want to 
geke toe come out Sundsy afternoon after their initial seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could, but it just 
éGepends on the seeting. 


Bob? 


Q The Prige Minister said et lesst « few weeks ago 
thet ecid cain would be at the top of the aegends es far a6 he was 
concerned. Ocese the United Stetes, does the President see acid rein 
ee heaving thet seme steture in the discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: t'd Like to see the Vice 
President's etatesent on thet specifically, but -- 


Q Ho, the Prige Minister -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= | geen the Prine 
Minieterc’s stetement on that epecificelliy, but there ere «- thie is 
on leportent iseve to ue end on iaportent ieeve te the Canadians and 
we cecognize thet, end we will treet it es euch. Sut it is sleo, es 
evidenced here, on iaportent iseve with the press. f would be gied 
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with @ etrong financial cousiteent te look inte the astter. Sut we 
heave alee -- you caneot ignore, on the U.S. side what we have Gone ia 
the pest. ia the seventics and ies, ee tar as Cleese air is 
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thie situation to alleviate U.8.-Canedian concerns -- specifically. I 
think it wee in May in ‘63, wee it not, something like that «-- heve 
there sot been any studies that are considered conclusive to Go thet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL« I thiak the studies take 
@® leager period of tise than has been sliotted. 


Q le there any indication thet anything beyond furtrer 
study is going to be articulated here? You've given us an indication 
On saleon and the Dew Line end all the reeset. ie there «- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are sone 
eGditional details that the President and the Prise Minister will -- 
they will build upon the prelisinary wor* ead the foundation that hes 
been leid by the, on the Minieterial level, ae they talk. I think it 
ie -— it will go @ long way toward ellevieting any contention between 
the United States and Canada over the subject of acid rein. 


Q Sut ie there en ection egenda? te there « clean-up 
egengda? Any tind of thing slong those line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we heave to wait 
wntil the two -~ Canede hee initiated « progres that I guess you 
would call « clean-up egenda. iI'4 certainly say thet our steps sade 
on the Clean Air Act qualifies ee & clean-up egends. So -- in Both 
cases. 


Mike? 


Q Do you anticipate any joint announcesent? Any joint 
-- on ecid rain -- I don't sean an _— announcesent, [| sean & joint 
effort being initiated on eciéd rain 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If think we will leave to 
the President and the Prise Minister the opportunity to tel*t about 
it. Amé if they're successful in building on the foundation that's 
leié, then perhape they will want to telk on it. Sut we'll just 
leave that for thee. 
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i 
nevertheless -- 


I cannot lead you beyond 
Hevertheless, | would 


I would «~ it hese 
heave for the two leegere to tell you whet they hewe arrived at in 


by Gn ocutetending reporter that site in your 


he i eay, 


lower 
Paréon? 


the joint task force? 
But. 


TOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
he that heve been worked cut on the 
ining Geteile that suet te 41 


reese 
nere 
it teke it thet’s ome of the details that have worked 


Set to echo hie, to etesel froe hie, would thet be « 


Ge weueliy site there «- 
sie «-~ (le ghter) -- 


Will you? 
Would we be aaking & big sieteke to write thet? 


Mould thet be « siese to write thet? 
SENIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
Q 
SEBIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
SERIOR A MISISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
SENIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


eireedy been written 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
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G <sfe you saying at -- 
Q We weet te heve cous surprises. 

e — Ot the least, thet's shat we sight eapgect? 
GEELOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: Paréen? 


o ™ teen 
eaaeo chat Oo Ghee NST Saet exo gun exging ot the Senet 


Q You sentioned soee other areas thet have been 
G@iecusced in teres of where there sight be sose changes in trade 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You sean epecific 


Q Commodities or egreesents of reetructuring berriere. 
~ Lumber, pharsaceuticais -- 

~ Wet ere sose of the areas ~~ 

Q ~- | eeen, ere they going to heave ~~ 


SEFIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't went to leed you 
late any epeculation on any given commodity, but | Go Enow thet the 


groundwork is ieid for «-- 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ~~ for some significant 
Giecusesions on the part of the two leaders. 
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', @eployuent, the Geneva talks, the U.8.-Soviet relations. All of that 


Q Central America? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of that -- Central 
America -- will be discussed but, you know - 


Q I I ~~ I wonder if there 
ap bo © gusleutes fasus Go am 68 Os an ae =o 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In any statesent that 
might be prepared -- 

Q Were you seeking, or was the President seeking 
support, for instance, on any particular area of aras control, SDI, 
Of something like that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. The Canadians have 
already been very fort in every area, so I think that's - I 
Goa't think there's a wuecessity for any specifics on that. 


Q On the social side, are some people supposed to 
bring bleck tie outfits, thar sort of thing? 


SEMIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those who have <-- the 
Canadians are inviting «@ number of seabers of the press to the gala, 
end it ie bDleck tie, and those who have been so honored by our 
Canadian collesgues have been notified here already, so have you not? 

Q That's all right, no probles. 

Q Do you know anything about the gala, what it's -- 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's -- Bob, the 
traditional Irish -- 


Q Song and dance? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- whatever. 
Q ~~ have an Irish these. 

Q -- green beer. 


Q -~ President and Prise Minister are supposed to go 
on the stage? Ie that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're sainly going on 
the stege, a6 the President often does, to greet the perforserse and 
congratulate thes on their perforsance. 


Q In our advance report, Jerry Schuster suggested that 
the President and the Prise Minister sight sing “When Irieh Eyes are 
Sailing.* 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they will 
vocalize as the epircit sovese thes. (Laughter.) If the great Irish 
epircit ie -- if St. Patrick is present in that hall, they say very 
well buret into song. 


Q Will they harmonize -- 
Q When do -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: They will harmonize 
throughout . 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
dana 
END 4:04 P.m. EST 
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The Parliamentary Press Gallery 
Palais du Justice 
Quebec City, Canada 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRAT.ON OFFICIAL: I'll try to go through 
this as efficiently as possible; make a few opening remarks and then 
try to give you a gist of the sessions this morning. 


We believe, for our part -- that is the American side -- 
that the two days of meetings that are ending this afternoon were the 
post productive meetings in the history of the U.&.-Canadian 
relationship. We were able to address a number of long-standing 
problems, some of which we have successfully solved; others we have 
found a way to address. And I think equally important, I think we 
have set up sechanisms for addressing any new problems or differences 
that sight emerge in the relationship. 


And I think there are two principal reasons for this -- 
for the success of the meetings. One, is that they were very well 
prepared by both sides. Obviously, it was not possible for the two 
leaders to discuss in great detail the variety of agreements which 
will be signed later in the Citadel. And I think it's a testimony to 
the officials on both sides of the border on the work that they have 
Gone in preparing for this meeting that the results are so 
productive. 


But a second reason, and more important reason, is -- and 
I think it is obvious from the very public events in the Summit -- is 
the personal relationship between the two heads of government. And 
flowing out of that personal relationship -- and I will address this 
in more detail in just a moment -- but flowing out of that personal 
relationship, I think, is a very such strengthened commitment on the 
part of the two leaders, to consult closely on a range of problems 
and a commitment to ensure that decisions taken in Washington and in 
Ottawa are made with a special sensitivity to the concerns of the 
other. 


Well, with those sort of general remarks, let me try to 
go into more detail on the issues that were addressed this morning. 


In the first meeting, in the so-called “restricted” 
meeting, the overall subject was East-West security, arms control, 
and defense. The meeting began with the Prime Minister asking the 
President an update on the status of the negotiations in Geneva, his 
thinking about U.&.-Soviet relations in the post-Chernenko era. 


There was then a discussion between the two leaders and 
Secretary of State Shultz and Foreign Minister Clark on their 
respective meetings in Moscow with Mr. Gorbachev. And the President 
was able to describe for Prime Minister Mulroney his thinking on 4 
summit meeting, or a possible summit meeting, with Mr. Gorbachev. 


The President said on that subject that the ball is in 
MORE 














their court, i.e., the Soviet court; that he felt that any sectings 
should not be just a “get acquainted” meeting: that we have had a 
number of contacts with the Soviet Union in recent sonths, that a 
number of discussions were underway: and that he felt that if 
Mr.Gorbaechev was ready, that they could have a real substantive 
meeting at this point. 


The President thanked Prime Minister Mulroney and Foreign 
Minister Clark for their supporiive comments on -- for research on 
the Strategic Defense Initiative. Also thanked the Prise Minister 
for his decision to commit 











an additional 1200 troops to MATO in Europe. And there was then «4 
Giscussion on defense trade between eo Sees States and Canada, 
ger 


where Mr. Weinber informed the Pr Minister and his colleagues 
that the United States would work for a sore balanced defense trade 
and also emphasized the need of working on the probles of 


ssaneets Sy Seeeeen eumatesss 6) Set ee ar 
Soviet military -- would not end up in the et Union. 
on 


Middle East, a discussion on Central America, which the Pres 
Gescribed efforts by the Nicaraguan government to -- propaganda 
efforts to persuade the American public and others of their case. 
Both the President and the Prise Minister voiced their support for 
the Contadora process in Central America. 


The President and Secretary of State were able to sention 
Vice President Bush's brief encounter with Daniel Ortega. And the 
Secretary of State praised the efforts that the Canadian governsent 
has been making in the Contadora process to strengthen sechanisas for 
verification of any agreement in covering Central America. 


i 


In the larger plenary session, the focus was on trade and 
economic growth. There was a sutual recognition by both Prise 
Minister Mulroney and President Reagan of the interdependence of the 
American and Canacian economies and their strong support together for 
fighting protectionism. And, as I think the President sentioned in 
his luncheon address, there is agreement between the United States 
and Canada on the need for a new multilateral trade round. 


There was a strong effort on Prime Minister Mulroney's 
part to emphazize the importance here in Canada to ensure that the 
United States is sensitive to the changes in the American econoay 
that have an impact on the Canadian economy. And there was a, I 
think, strong statement from the President that that would be a goal 
which we would -- that we would achieve. 


There was then a discussion of the problem of employment. 
And the President noted that the United States is producing new jobs 
on the average of about 300,000 new jobs a month. There was a 
Giscussion by the Canadian side of the Canadian effort to deal with 
the unemployment problers and other economic problems, emphasis on 
attacking the deficit -- the Canadian deficit, structural adjustment, 
as well as creating greater private sector opportunities. The 
President said that was very much his agenda, that the United States 
was committed to working on the deficit problem as well as the other 
Canadian priorities. 


The President was able to brief Prime Minister Mulroney 
on his effort to get Congressional support for deficit reduction and 
Don Regan described the possible Congressional calendar, the upcoming 
Congressional calendar for the deficit reduction efforts. 


And finally, Prime Minister Mulroney ended the meetings 


with a very 











strong personal statement on his commitszent to problems solving in the 
relationship. Se said that the U.8.-Canadian relationship was “ay 

baby,” that he was going to give it his personal attention, asked the 

a that the United States keep Canada on the front burner of 
ts concerns. 


And the President answered by saying that the 
relationship between the United States and Canada was probabiy the 
most unique relationship in the world, that in the areas of the 
environment and in trade and in security we have to work together. 
And that was the end of that session. 


With that I will try to answer your questions. Yes? 


Q The President mentioned in his speech and you 
mentioned support from the Canadians for SDI. Sut Mr. Clark said 
there's been no formal request to Canada to ticipate in research 
and that they are very concerned about the Treaty. Can you tell 
us, has there been a request to Canada to participate in the 
research phase of SDI? What's -- - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: one. 

Q -- the status of that? Why not then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNone. 

Q How has their support been expressed -- just -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In public. I think in 
statements before the Parliament as well as you should, when it's 
available, take a look at the Declaration on International Security. 
But we are — forward with the research program and have not asked 
Canada for any financial support. If there is Canadian i’: erest, we 
would be prepared to examine it, but we're not looking for that -- 
for financial contributions. 


Q By saying that the summit ball is in their court, 
Gves the President mean that he now regards the necessary 
preparations and the prospect of success to be in place and that, if 
the Soviets are willing, that he's now willing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's made it 
clear that he is willing to meet with Mr. Gorbachev. 


Q But you indicated that he told Mulroney that we 
coulé have a real meeting at this time. Does he think that things 
are far enough along for them to have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he's prepared to 
meet Mr. Gorbachev. 


Q More so than he would have been to meet with his 
successor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- I really 
can't say. 


Q Why is he ready now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say. On why is 
he ready now I think it's -- I think there are several reasons. 
Ficst of all, as the Secretary of State has made clear, this is a 
potentially important moment in the U.S.-Soviet relationship. We 
have negotiations getting underway in Geneva. The President has his 
-- has begun his second term in his programs; security programs and 
arms control programs are firmly in place. And we have a new Soviet 
leader. 


In addition, we have under way with the Soviet Union 











talks in numerous sreas, not only in the Geneva area, but there are, 
for instance, conferences -- upcoming international conferences on 
human rights. We are talking to them about economic and trade 
issues. And there ere numerous sreas in the bilateral relationship 
so that we think that such a seeting would be useful. 


= 82 So ee would such a 
eecting be ready -- I'mean, why is ready at th this time if he wants 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I -- 


Q ~~ if he wants sore than just a get-ecquainted 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that I‘ve just 
Gescribed why we think that « seeting now would be sore than just a 


get-acquainted meeting. 


Q What issues could you agree to that would make it 
more than a get-acquainted seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it’s not clear 
that we would be able to agree to any issues but that there would be 
a very important —— on a range of problemas. We have 
negotiations getti rway in Geneva; we have various bilateral 
issues that are in discussion with the Soviet Union. Obdwiously, we 
would want to try to sccomplish something in such a meeting. But 
there is no way in advance that we could guarantee that we could. 


Q If the President wants a meeting with .'c. Gorbachev 
and if he thinks the ball is now in their court, why did he use this 
stage today to use the toughest anti-Soviet rhetoric that he's used 
since Mr. Gorbachev has taken over? 


SCWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't 
necessarily share that statement. But I think he made it clear in 
his eddress that the President is 4 realist, and you don*t have -- 
you, in order 
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Ané I don't think that means that 
Soviet prectices. 


Since this is on beckground, could you spell out the 
violations that the President referred to of ABM, SALT II and the 
other violations he referred to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just very quickly 
because I -- it's too bad we're not talking about Canada. Sut the 
violations of the ABM Treaty are the construction of the large 
ee le reder at Krasnoyarsk; the SALT II Treaty, of the 

velopment and deployment of more than one new sissile and their 
failure to provide us with necessary information on -- through their 
encryption of telemetry -- on their new sissile progres. 


Q “~~ saying that the ball is in their court, does that 
mean that the President never received any kind of @ response fros 
Mr. Gorbachev to the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary of State, 
I think, was quoted on Sunday, when asked if we'd received any 
response, as saying, “Not really." And I'll stané on that. 


Q Well, to follow up, in teras of Mulroney's 
conversations with Mr. Gorbachev, as well as the Vice President's, 
— was no indication given about their feelings on having « 
cummit? 


SEWIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, well, obviously, 
that didn't come up in the meeting with the Canadian Prime Minister. 


Q If the President is so concerned about Canedian 
sensitivity now anc if he really wants it to improve the relations 
between the two countries, why would he come here and talk about the 
eS Te sharing of SDI technology, does he not know how sensitive an 

ssue it is in Canada now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he respects, as 
do, I think, all officials in the U.S. government, Canadian 
sovereignty. And it's a decision, as in every other area of defense 
and security, that Canada is free to make. It's entirely up to the 
Canadian government. 


Q But it looks like an an offer -- it sounds like an 
offer to share that technology. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Other Western countries 
-- other Western leaders, such as Chancellor Kohl, have made it known 
publicly that they would be interested in sharing that technology. 
Dut it is designed to be an offer on the part of the United St«tes 
that can or cannot be taken up. It's entirely up to the Canadian 
covernment. 


Q What was Mulroney's assessment of Gorbachev after 
his meeting and how did he sense Gorbachev's willingness to have 4 











summit or -- Can you give us any feel for whet his report was on his 
Moscow -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I -- it's -- 
Obviously, beceuse that wes « conversation that wes cetween the 
Canadians ané the Soviets, it's really not appropriste for se to go 
into any Getail other than to say I think there was # recognition by 
the Canadian side, as well as our side, that this is an intelligent 
business-like san. 


Q But can you clarify Secretary Weinberq. . 
statements of this sorning and whet the implicetions are garding 
any -- 


I guess I can by siapl 
oey thet the question that he wes asked was entirely tica 
t there is absolutely -- and I want to 


absolutely no progres, plan or 


the Canadian oe to stat 

Gefense sissi on their terri ané that any decision, any such 
Gecision would be entirely up to Canedian 
to emphasize that there is no such plan on our 
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» can 1 follow up? Given the 

rc mow in Canada -- 
best « little bit disruptive to this 
ts? 


thet he egreed to answer it, in an of itself, sakes it wor 
pyr suing. 


Q Did the subject -- 


SESIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not saying it's not 
worth pursuing, I's just gaking very clear that I think that anybody 
who would write their story as suggesting that sosehow the United 
States has such « plan, or that Secretary of Defense Weinberger 
suggested that we hed such « plan, is making « sajor sistake because 
it is untrue. 


Q Did the subject come up today in the seeting? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: do. 

Q Did they know about it at the tise? 

Q No discussion of it whatsoever? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, because there's no 
such plan. There's no such plan under consideration. 


Q Did they express some unhappiness, some displeasure, 
with the fact that Secretary Weinberger would even suggest that? 


SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that there 
was any ~~ we had -- there was an instant readout, so that issue 
could be addressed. 


Q They didn't know about it at the time they sat down? 

SENIOF ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 

Q so =~ they didn’t know? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was knowledge that 
ae Weinberger had given @ press statement that then, in the 
course of the meeting, the language that Secretary Weinberger used on 
respecting Canadian sovereignty was brought to the attention of the 
Prime Minister, and he was very satisified. 


Q Mr. Clark indicated at his briefing that the subject 
was raised at the meeting today, and that -- 
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The fect is, 
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United States 


ition ‘e that we will newer take any 


actions without the -- without consulting and the support o 
Canadian governsent . 


OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


at the Pentagon were a surprise to « ict of 
And thet our pos 


those contingency plane were never approved 
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part of the President and Prise Minister to seet once « year. 

what we're Going is we're setting & problem-solving system in piece. 
And the fect that the two senior political leaders in both countries 
have committed theaselves, both in private and in public, end the 
fect, frankly, that their personal chesistry is so good is « real 
achievement. And that is the sost isportant outcome. 


Q Was there any epecific edditianal progress on trade? 
The Canadians hinted at something. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I just couldn't 
say because I don't know what the Canadians are hinting at. I think 
you should want to -- you'll want to reed this trede statement very 
carefully. I would argue that of various results of this egreenent, 
the area of trade is the one that is easily taken for granted, but in 
the long run, is probably one of the sost important. 


Hot only given the level of U.&.-Canadian trede, but the 
fact that there is « real commitment by both sides to sove towards « 
more open treding systems and the isplications of that for the growth 
of both economies and unemploysrent. 


Q Wae there any discussion this ——— of the U.S. 
trade deficit, new numbers which were published today 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, there was no 
Giscussion of that. There was a recognition that, in teras of 
U.8.-Canadian trede, that the Canadians are running a $20 billion 
trade surplus and that thie has helped the Canadian economy to «4 
substantial degree. 


Q You quoted Secretary Shults as saying “not really” 
about & response to 4 summit meeting. Were there any informal 
responses? I mean that seems to leave the door open to some 
response. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I's just going to -- 
I'm just going to stand on what the Secretary of State said. 

















let's sake two + Piret of ell 
say thet the earlier statements were ware, which is not to say you 
can’t find scee. Sut I think the general thrust wes one of -~- 


Q Certainly wermer than he hed been in the past. 
wouldn’t you say? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- was one of reslics. 
Well, I's not eure sbowt thet. Sut the Secretary of State's 
statement et his press conference, for example, I think said that, 
yes, there are opportunities, but we have to be 
can’t let our expectations get out of hand. And I think there's « 
reel desire froe the Presicgent on Gown to open the door to dialogue 
with the Soviet Union, but et the same tise, remind the Aserican 

eer ious 


public, the Congress that there are very i 
the two sides and that we can't ignore those differences. 


Q To tollcow up -- 


Q Was there « concern, then, that, in fect, there was 
& King of euphoria gripping perhape the U.S. and allies and that the 
pendulum hed to be browght beck sore -- I sean, even -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say that there 
has been « tendency in the U.&.-Soviet relationship to swing between 
uncue pesesisicns, such as when the Soviet Union walked out of the 
negotiations in lete 1963, and undue euphoria. And what we need to 
Go is hew & consistent, petient course. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe you nave a 
statement wnicn was handed out a little earlier. 


Tne two Presidents just completed tneir seeting. Tne 
supject: President Reagan started off the meeting witn 
congratulating President Alfonsin on tne recent vote in nis Senate 
tnat ratified the seaglie Channel accora ocetween Argentina and Cnile, 
@ dispute tnat’s veen going on since tne i680's. 


Tne supjects wnicn they discussea were: continuation of 
tne discussion on democracy, on the wnole economic issue, on Central 
America, and on Chile. 


On tne economic issues they talked apout not only tne 
austerity measures necessary, but leaving in place tne foundations 
for tne prosperity tnat will follow. In other words, it's not only 
just trwt austerity aspect in compliance with IMF and belt-tigntening, 
but it’s taking tnose measures tnat can enaole tne growth of tne 
economy in @ positive manner. 


Tney also discussed -- President Aifonsin orought up the 
issue of the difficulties of competing with some of their exports, 
specifically meat, in Europe and in third country markets vecause of 
tne subsidy of meat generating out of tne European Community. 


And witn regard to Central America, tney discussed the 
necessity for a democratic pluralism and agreement tnat tnere snould 
be a political solution to tne problems tnere. 


They talked about Chile, and tne necessity to nudge ana 
urge bDotn sides to continue, or to restart tne transition for 
Gemocracy that was envisioned in tne 1980 Constitution, that seemed 
to nave come to a halt in tne later stage of siege. 


Witn regard to Central America and Nicaragua, it was sade 
note tnat it's interesting that in the last inaugurations to which 
President Alfonsin nas veen, and also, in one case, Vice President 
Busn together witn Secretary Shultz, tnat Daniel Ortega would appear 
in uniform -- a ratner unusual metnoa of aress for an elected 
President. Those were the pain subjects that were covered -- pernaps 
if I -- 


Q Wnat? (Laugnter.) 
i) You're kidding. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm not kidding. 
Pernaps I should at tnis stage, tnen, take your questions. 


\ Wnat was tne -- I don't understand the significance 
if -- are you saying that tnere's a dictatorsnip as -- tnat ne's 
snowing the world that it's actually a dictatorsnip pecause he wore a 
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unifors? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. We just fourd 
it strange -- mention was sade of it in the meeting, and I've neard 
it raised pefcre, tnat when you have tnese inaugurations in Latin 
America and you go there and there are democratically elected 
Presidents -- Sanguinetti from Uruguay, Alfonsin from Argentina, so 
on and so fortn -- tney‘re all dressed in civilian clothes. And 
Daniel Ortega always wears his uniform, and it kind of stands out and 
note was made of it. 


Q Was it a remark of President Reagan, anc do you know 
wnat the answer of President Alfonsin was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, it was 
acknowledgment tnat it was a rather strange situation. 


Q You know tne thing tnai: stood out, I think, tnat I 
want to ask you about, if it’s time for questions -- is tnat after 
tnis welcoming spee.nh by President Reagan, in which he denounced 
Nicaragua and communism and said it gust not be allowed to spread, 
tne only two points that President Alfonsin made were: tnat there 
should pe a peaceful solution in Nicaragua througn dialogue, and on 
tne oasis of non-intervention. Does that not seem to oe a -- ratner, 
if not a denunciation, at least a disassociation from U.S. policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'd nave to ask 
President Alfonsin what nis intentions were on tnat. I -- we didn't 
take it tnat way. 


Q In tne conversation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A line of dialogue and 
nonintervention is consistent with Argentine policy, and -- 


Q But not ours. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- well, no, I tnink it 
is. And is consistent witn the policy of -- it's a standard policy 
in tne nemispnere. You'll find tnat in several different countries. 


Q You had some problems, I noticed -- I was watcning 
you out on the lawn -- witn tne translation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


(2 In tnat -- in tnat you “idn't think, it was oovious 
from the people around you -- you didn’t tnink tne translator was 
giving proper spin to a couple of difterent points. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was -- no, let 
me tell you, tnat one of tne worst tnings to do in that dusiness, and 
I, a8 an amateur nave to do it on occasion, is Monday sorning 
quasterpack somebody. Sut there were a couple of words tnat got 
Gropped as we went along. 


Q But of importance? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, I's -- 
part of my Ousiness is reading tea leaves, whetner I like tea or not. 
And tnere were a couple of words tnat I think mignt have given it, 
but what I would suggest is that wnen the written transcript comes 
out on tne translation, that you take a look. 








~~ 


There was nothing critical, but it was a question of a slight 
modi fication. - 


Q It was the mention of the word “security” that 
President Alfonsin mentioned that wasn't in the translation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tnat*s correct. That 
was one of thes. j 


Q Security in reference to what? 

Q To the security of the country. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of the hemishere. 
Q Oh, the hemisphere. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. In another case, 
there was the omission of the word, when they talked about peace, 
they talked about -- there was the omission of the word “process” in 
it. Im other words, symoolizing a mechanism. But I would urge you 
to go to the written transcript, I think. 


Q Was the dropping of this word deliberate or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that was President 
Aifonsin'’s interpreter. Why don’t. you ask the Argentine government? 
I don't think so. I don't think it was-.deliberate. I'm sure it was 
just the press of time. Pe 


Q Can you give our view of the implication: following 
up on Sam, of his statements about non-intervention? > 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, as I said, I am not 
surprised. It is consistent with the Argentine view. It is 
consistent with many of -- Latin countries. 


Q Well, did that come up in the discussion, and if so, 
in what sense, in what context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it didn't come up -- 
the non-intervention aspect did not come up in the discussions. 


Q Well, you said that the two Presidents agreed that 
tnere ought to be democratic solutions to the problems. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Democratic pluralisna, 
right, and a political solution. That's correct. 


Q And a political solution? Did President Reagan 
agree to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they both agreed to 
a very political process in a democratic -- and democratic pluralisa 
is a very important aspect, certainly from our point of view. 


Q Did the President talk about his view on removing 
the Sandinistas or making them -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What the President 
talked about was he reiterated for President Alfonsin his support for 
the freedom fighters and the rationale behind it. 

Q Did Alfonsin challenge him on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he didn't challenge 
hia. 


Q What was his reaction? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not respond 
directly to that. They were talking about all the elements of the 
problems in Central America and Nicaragua, and they had agreed to the 
elements that are necessary -- that is, the pluralism and the 
political solution. 


Q What was your view of President Alfonsin's 
discussion of the economy in Argentina? Maybe I got it wrong, but he 
seemed to be saying that we cannot sake adjustments that would impose 
sacrifices on those who have less. I was not clear, were you, on 
what he was saying about the austerity measures and how far they 
would go in Argentina? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what President 
Alfonsin did -- incidentally, that was another number that was 
translated wrong. He talked about a $40 billion debt, and what 
President Alfonsin said was almost $50 billion and the translator 
said, I think, almost $40 billion. 


But, anyway, the -- no, I -- gy impression was that it 
was a very eloquent, heartfelt frustration with attempting to tighten 
belts and how far can you go. 


Q Well, are they going far enough to -- President 
Reagan pledged to do all we can to help them. Are they going far 
enough so that we can give them more help? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have, on occasion, 
you know, in the last two years, have, on occasion, participated in 
bridge loans. So we have continued to help. You will always have 
this argument between those that are in the business of drawing 
austerity programs, drawing up -- i.e., IMF and others -- and host 
countries. I mean, that -- you will always -- they'll never agree 
that one -- that it's enough or it's too much. You'll always have a 
difference of opinion on that. I find -- I don't find that strange. 


Q Well, what's our view? I mean, are they doing 
enough? Are we -- do we have any more plans to help then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no specific 
Plans at this time. The President reiterated again in private what 
he said in public, that he stands ready to help where we can. The 
Gilemma is that when you take austerity measures and you sometines 
meet the mark, sometimes you can't meet the gmsark. Have you not met 
the mark oecause of external forces beyond your control or have you 
mot met them vecause the austerity programs are not designed properly 
Or not iaplemented properly. That is always an open area. I think 
that's always a kind of an unfathomable -- what? 


Q But the implication is -- 


Q The U.S. must have a view. The U.S. has to have a 
view. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The implication is -- I 
mean, it's a fact of life that there is 800 percent inflation in 
Argentina today. And that is something that is not pleasing 
rertainly to President Alfonsin because it inhibits his ability to 
jet the growth of the economy going. Obviously, it's not pleasing to 
the IMF and, to us, it's not an indicator of a direction. 


Nevertheless, the President did, as he did in public, and 
he did again in private, is congratulate President Alfonsin on some 
of the tough seasures he has taken. 

Yes. 

Q Is there any specific -- 


Q The President made the assertion in his speech that 
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there are three times as many Contras fighting the Sandinistas as 
Sandinistas that fought the Somozistas. Can you -- that’s not 
something we're aware of. Can you either authenticate that -- and if 
it's true, what does that say adout their ability to -- (laughter) -- 
succeec? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me see if I can get 
you some specific numbers on them. I don't have it off the top of ay 
head. 


Q Well, could you answer the implication of the fact 
that if it*s true that they‘re not succeeding very well? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it's 
true -- your second part, you‘re looking at about 120,000 people 
under arms full-time in Nicaragua today as opposed to the Somoza 
government which was at the time -- I don't know, what, 12 or a 
thousand or whatever, what was the number, sir -- 7,000. So, I mean, 
you're talking about a whole different ball game in numbers. Let me 
see if I can get those first numbers for you. 

Yes? 

2 One other question on that subject, though: 
Yesterday in Canaca, the President said slightly more than twice as 
many were fighting. Tocay, tuere were tnree times as gwany. Are -- 

2 sy God. (Laughter.) 

C -- forces just flocking to the Contra sige or -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what the best I 
can co for you is try to get the people here to provide the specific 
numbers for you. 


Q Sir, was there any request of assistance 
specifically from President Alfonsin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was ciscussion 
made of prior U.S. participation in bridge loans, and there was the 
reiteration of President Reagan's offer to Se helpful where we can. 

Yes? 


. Are you saying that Presicent Alfonsin voiced no 
Opinion whatsoever on the Contras? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. That's 
correct. 


Q -- he did not say -- 

Q das to see it work eventually. 
Q -- at all what he thought? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q Okay. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not address 
the word Contra or the issues Contras. He -- 


2 -- the issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he addressec the 
issue, but he addressed it from the arena which I've just told you. 


Q In this austerity program, what is the status of the 
IMF funding at this point? I mean, is it -- they're obviously 
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squeezing the country to succeed in their austerity program. we 
obviously don't think they've -- with 500 percent inflation. Are 
they right on the margin right now as to whether they lose I°:F 
funding or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘1l have to take that 
guestion. I don't think that's an accurate assessment. ‘hat you 
have is a lag in reporting of figures with regarés to accurate 
figures, with regards to what has happened and whether they meet IMF 
criteria or not. And they usually run about 29 days Sehind -- it's 
not an unusual event. 


2 But they‘re zeetin3; -- Dut at this point they're 
still getting IMF funding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. You see what 
-- IMF -- they got what they had cozing to thez. 


Q Right. 


SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have not been 
denied anything to date the sum that they have coming towards thes. 
That's correct. 


Q Right. And -- but the lag -- you're saying the 30 
days is that it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The lag is in the 
reporting of what Sas been their performance, not the lsjg in 
disbursement of funds. 


2 hich means that they are close to the sargin as to 
whether they receive funding or aot? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they've already 
received that funding, earlier funding. 


Q But I mean for the future? 


SZNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Sut that is 
something that'll be negotiated in the future. 


Q Anything on the Falklanc/Malvinas come up in the 
3iscussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTR *ION OFFICIAL: Yes, President Alfonsin 
did mention that -- and that was an item in which -- was still a 
great concern to them, and that they were hoping to be able to sit 
Gown again with the Jritish and the -- and see if they can arrive at 
some solution. 


Q Did he ask for any help with Mrs. Thatcher? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Did the President say anything about it -- Presicent 
Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: wo, he just took it on 
board. We didn't -- 


Q Following up on this INF funding -- 


MR. FRANKLIN: <= interrupt just one second. Will the -- 
one technical announcement <-- will the travel pool please form now 
for the -- going up to the Hill? And we have about just three or 
four more minutes of questions. 


Q Okay. Foliowing up on the IF funding question, 
they would normally receive another train of the INF loan in April. 











Do you feel that they will qualify to receive that train? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's too early 
to predict that. In fact, actually I don’t think the disoursement 
comes until -- the projected disbursement after they look at how the 
performance has been. I don't think it comes until later than April. 
I think what they do is have another agreement or a reaffircation of 
the agreement in April. And I think it's too early to tell at this 
stage. 


*) Do you feel that there's problems in their meetings 
to talk -- it's because of the way the agreement was originally 
drafted or do you feel that it's a problem inside <he country and the 
way policies are being handled? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think you can 
always -- IMF agreements are negotiated agreements. 


Q But what is the U.S. view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what -- I'am 
telling you, the U.S. view is -- and you go through all of these -- 
IMF agreements are negotiated agreements between the IMF and the host 
countries. Like negotiated agreements, neither side is very happy 
with the total: i.e@., host country thinks it’s too austere; IMF may 
think at times that it isn’t. And, so, you have this continuing 
professional difference of opinion. What clouds the issue is if you 
fail to meet a target or targets -- there's a variety of them -- it's 
the Accountant's Full Employment Act. If you fail to meet those -- 
one or more of those targets, then the question becomes, is it 
because of something internally not done -- austerity -- or is there 








external factor like meat subsidies in Europe or something of this 
mature. And so you just it as you go along. 


9 Both men, then, in their speeches talked about 
democracies as sweeping through South and Central America. I wonder 
if you could identify the countries -- the recent democracies for us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I == how auch time 
have you got? 


Q Argentina. 
Q Guatemala. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Going back -- We'll just 
go back in reverse chronological order. Brazil -- This is based 
inaugurations and/or elections -- Brazil; Uruguay; Equador, which is 
@ re-democratization. You have Argentina. You have £1 Salvador. 
You have Honduras. You have an initial one in -- 


Q Nicaragua. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in Guatemala, heading 
towards @ presidential election at the end of December. You have 
scheculec coming up elections in Peru and Colombia. In the last two 
years, you've also had them in Venezuela. Anc there's a whole slew 
of re-democratization elections in tie Caribbean, Grenada. 


Q How confident are you that those democracies can be 
maintained, given the economic problems, in particular? 


SENIOR ACNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it’s 
always -- I think the biggest risk to a democracy in this hemisphere 
that we live is the economic situation and then the attendant climate 
that it can create for civil disorder and/or insurgencies. 


So, all of these democracies now -- those that are new 
ones, recreated, during a period of time in which the hemisphere has 
suffered a recession and is now -- has bottomed out and coming out of 
it; but that's just in the recent past -- are -- in a -- in @ general 
term, there's different degrees of fragility among the different 
Gemocracies. 


Q Alfonsin mentioned that in his statement, that there 
was this fear <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm all for that, too. 
There was what? 


Q But he mentionec this, this fear. Did he bring this 
up in the private meeting, that he has this fear if things don't get 
better that there are these insurgents in his country that they're 
going to give him trouble? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he didn't. And I 
think the way -- if you go back and read the speech, the way he -- he 
made that statement about “this is the down side if we don't. 
However, this is how we have to go ahead.” That's the way I took it. 


Q Was there any discussion of the mutual defense 
provisions of the Rio Pact? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there was not. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:56 A.M. EST 
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FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL. You should have all received 
some old wine in new bottles earlier today. (Laughter. ) 

I don't really have any kind of an opening statement. 
We didn't even realize that there would be this much interest 
because it is not really, as you probably can see from reading 
it, a document with that much new information. It is an effort 
to try to bring some of the old information together. 

There is new information in here, by the way, which 
has not been released before. -- some of the graphs, for example 


-~ the tonnage of military equipments, and the equipment 


shipments to the region -- et cetera, et cetera. But if you're 





looking for the smoking gun -- or the smoking burro, as 
somebody was looxing for in another briefing -- it isn't in 
this one. 


So I'll just take whatever questions you might have on 
this particular publicatiscn at this time. 

Q Toward the end, there's a picture on page 39 of 
an aide of Borge. How do you know that's cocaine in that box? 

A That's information that was released at a 
hearing in Miami. 

Do you have that (addressing colleague)? And, by the 
way, there was a disconnect. You were supposed to have 
received some press packets with some of the information in it, 
and we found out that they're all at the Pentagon. So if you 
have any Pentagon correspondents, they might be able to pick up 
a packet for you. They should have some of the original 
pictures, et cetera. 

This particular picture was part of an indictment or a 
case that was made. And some of these people were indicted, I 
believe, in Miami. I don't have the exact date. Do you have 
the date? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: It was in the hearings of 
August 8th. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Wo, I know’ but this was 
reported before. I mean this picture has appeared in the press 


before. This was part of a DEA case where this individual was 











accused of having participated in the shipment of this stuff. 

The cocaine actually made it to the United States, and 
I believe it's part of the evidence that DEA had against this 
man. And then the case was not concluded because he never 
actually came to the United States. 

Q Well, you haven't answered the question. Was 
this seized then and identified as cocaine? 

5 I believe so; that's correct. 

Q And there is a chain of evidence between the 
seized cocaine and this box 

is That's what I am told -- and that all that 
information is part of this DEA case against this particular 
individual and some others. 


Q And who -- 


a There was an indictment in Miami -- 
Q Yes. 
a -~- based on this evidence. 


Q And was this thought to be a one- 
time operation or regular, or -- 

a I believe that the answer to that is "No" -- that 
this particular shipment was part of a number. There was at 
least one other, and I believe there was supposed to be a third 
one. But we can get you more information on that. 


Q Sure. 


A I'm not an expert on this particular case. This 











has been reported, as I said before. 

Yes? 

Q I wondered if you could address what you feel are 
Soviet strategic interests in this region. In particular, this 
document cites an April 15th, 1983, meeting between Bishop and 
Gromyko. 

There were some press reports prior to the release of 
this which quoted Gromyko as stating that the area was boiling 
like a cauldron and that it was ripe for revolutionary 
expansionism. It also said the introduction was written by 
Secretary Weinberger. 

This document is different than that. I wondered if 
you could address these issues. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, that's a good point. 

I do want to emphasize that that document that you're 
referring to was not a document. It was a draft, one of a 
number of drafts. As you can see, there is no introduction by 
Secretary Weinberger. And, in fact, there was a decision long 
before that draft leaked that there wasn't going to be an 
introduction because it was going to become a joint 
State-Defense Department paper, not just a Defense Department 
paper. 

So there are a lot of reports in the press about an 


earlier version of this paper which are simply incorrect. 














They're based on things that, even before the leak, had been 
decided that were going to be changed. But we stand by that 
Gromyko quote. 

I have another anonymous Government official here to 
help me with this. For your information, this person went 
through all of the Grenada documents prior to their release; 
and this colleague can answer that question better than I can. 

THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

; The document you refer to is the handwritten notes of 
Gromyko's response to a presentation made by Maurice Bishop. 
In Bishop's original presentation, which is a typewritten 
document, and in the press packet of the Pentagon are copies of 
this for you. 

The typewritten document -- as I say, Bishop's 
presentation advises Gromyko that one of the things that the 
New Jewel Movement is doing is organizing twice-yeariy seminars 
in Grenada of revolutionary groups in the Caribbean and that 
the Grenadan Government is paying for these seminars and also 
providing stipends to the revolutionary groups. 

This is not Grenadan groups but other revolutionary 
groups in the Caribbean. 

He then says, “This has already cost us a half million 
dollars” and requests that the Soviet Union contribute to this 
activity. 


Gromyko responds by saying that they will take that 


into consideration and do whatever it possible to help the 














Grenadans in this regard -- and then goes on to say: “You must 
be very cautious so that you don't get the imperialists angry. 
But you're doing the right thing. The way you're setting up 
these seminars is exactly the way you should be doing it.” 

And Gromyko, in effect, puts a Soviet stamp on this 
project of bringing revolutionaries from all over the Caribbean 
into Grenada for seminars and training sessions and for the 
Grenadans to not only pay for that but to give money to these 
little groups of revolutionaries to keep their groups 
functioning. 

Gromyko responded to Bishop in the context of 
Gromyko's understanding that the area was “a boiling 
cauldron." He says, “Our intelligence says the same thing that 
you have now told me. We think that this is a ripe area for 
exploitation. But the caution that you're using in organizing 
this is the appropriate way to go. You have to continue what 
you're doing, but be careful.” 

Q Could you stay here for a minute? I mean, what 
do you mean? Whose handwritten notes? 

THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: There were three Grenadans at 
the meeting. 

Q Yes. 


a We know that the notes were not taken by Bishop. 


They are not in his handwriting. 








Q Uh-huh. 

A We have not been able to identify whether it was . 
one of the other two Grenadans. They were Unison Whiteman, who 
was the Foreign Minister of Grenada, and W. Richard Jacobs, who 
was the Grenadan Ambassador to the Soviet Union. 

Q All right. Did you say whether he provided any 
-- the Soviets provided any financial help for this project? 

A Gromyko indicated that they would take into 
consideration -- they would try to do whatever Bishop had 
requested in this regard. 

Q And could you tell us -- how did you come upon 
this material? 

A There are in the large batch of Grenada documents 
that were obtained and brought back to the United States and 
are now in the National Archives. 

Q Do you interpret Gromyko's remarks as restraint, 
or do you interpret them as exacerbating a situation you don't 
like? 

a Neither. He was suggesting the Bishop was doing 
the right thing. 

Q But he says, “Be cautious," doesn't he? 


i) He says "Be cautious" in the context. He says, 


"You are being cautious." 














Q Yes. 
A "You're doing it right by having the so-called . 
seminars, which are actually bringing together the 
revolutionary groups in the area." What he's saying to Bishop 
is: “Continue what you're doing." He's neither saying: "Stop" 
nor “Do more." 
Q Thank you. 
Q Do you have any more information on Soviet 
ships? Do you know if any Soviet-registered ships went to 
Nicaragua besides the one that caused all the fuss in November? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Soviet-registered ships? I 


mean -- 

Q Yes. 

A Yes, we have. In fact, there's a picture: in here 
with a couple of -- just in this one picture there are two 


Soviet ships docked at Corinto. So -- 

Q They're delivering supplies? Arms? 

:) Yes -- military supplies. 

Q 20 you know how many in total there? 

A I don't think we're ready to give that out. 

Q And did the two go there about the same time as 
the one in November? 


A I don't know the date for this particular 


photograph, but I mean there have been a number of Soviet 








ships. But, as you know, a lot of the shipment of military 
hardware to Nicaragua has come actually in Bulgarian ships of 
Soviet equipment. 

Do you have anything to add to that? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: One other thing on the 
shipment. 

The significance, perhaps, of the Hind shipment is 
that's the first time that a major weapons system was shipped 
in on a Soviet ship. There have been a lot of other Soviet 
ships coming in bringing spare parts and smaller equipment, but 
the bigger items -- the big ticket items, such as T-55 tanks 
and PT-76s -- have basically been brought in on Bulgarian 


ships. And then the Hinds came specifically on the Soviet ship 





for the first time. 

Q Did the Hinds actually come in on the Bakuriani? 

A One question here. 

All right. At this point we're seeing about -- there 
was a picture in here showing four, but there are probably six 
in there at this point. The Cubans have organized their 
squadrons with 12. 

Now, that doesn't mean necessarily that the 
Sandinistas would organize the same way. But at this point we 
see half a dozen of the Hinds there -- possibly more to come. 
But it's a new complex weapons system to introduce into their 


system, so they're probably going to keep at that level for a 


while and 
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it's‘a lot of firepower just with those six. 

Q Are the Cubans flying the Hind helicopters? 

A No, no firm evidence of it. But the Hinds have 
been seen at Sandino doing touch-and-eo landings, so it appears 
as teough they're in a training mode at that point. 

The Cuban pilots had trained the Nicaraguans in flying 
the Mi-8, and the -8 is not too different in its handling and 
configuration than the Mi-24. So they're probably doing 
transition flying with the Mi-8 qualified pilots -- probably 
into Mi-24s. But we don't have anything firm on whether or not 
the Cubans are flying them. 

Q When do you expect the Mi-24s to go into combat? 

a We really don't have any idea when that -- 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: You'd have to ask the . 
Nicaraguans that. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 

Q Do you have evidence that the Cubans are training 
there at Sandino where the Hinds were shown? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, let me -- look, we want 
to talk about what is in this document, as I said. I think 
we're going a little bit beyond that. That may be the subject 
of further reports. You know, as we have more information that 
we can corroborate, we will try to release it. But the purpose 


of this, I'm sorry, is not to speculate as to what's going to 
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happen but just to talk about some of the evidence that we have 
declassified -- or from unclassified sources -- about what we 
see happening in Nicaragua, and the rest of the Caribbean. 

This is not just Nicaragua. It talks about Grenada, 
El Salvador, or other countries. 

Q How do you expect this document to fit into the 
Administration's effort to win this funding for the Contra 
program? 

a Well, I don't know the answer to that question. 
That's not the purpose. The purpose is to try to continue to 
put out information which we believe has not been sufficiently 
done -- by ourselves or by others -- that provides a context 
for the debate that is going on about U.S. policy in general in 
Latin America. This book, as I said, does not deal with 
Nicaragua alone. This is one of the several subjects that is 
mentioned in here. 

There's no question that there is a battle of 
information taking place -- a lot of it obviously aimed at the 
contra funding, particularly trying to make sure that the 
Administration does not get its request. 

But this particular booklet is part of an effort to 
try to get information out. 

Now, we had information. Just last week, I believe, 


you got something on the Salvadoran elections -- that's not 


aimed at that particular funding. The Contadora process a 
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couple of weeks before that. 

I mean a lot of things, we believe, have not been 
sufficiently explored and we think we have a responsibility to 
get out whatever information we might be able to get out on 
these subjects. 

Q Isn't this part of that same battle of 
information though? And would you say that the timing of thi 
is not related to the coming debate on the contra aid question? 
That's what you're implying, and I -- 

A No. I'm not saying that it's not. I mean this 
is part of an effort which began a long time ago, and in fact 
one which I think the Government has not paid sufficient 
attention to -- to get information out. We've been criticized 
by you all, I think correctly, for not getting enough 
information out into the public domain to support some of our 
positions. 

This is an effort to get that out. I mean as far as 
the timing is concerned -- I mean, it is no more or less 
relevant to that, a particular debate, as any other booklet 
that we might put out on a related or unrelated subject. 

Q I think what bugs us though: Isn't it a little 
bit redundant -- since, as you say, it is old wine in new 
bottles? 

Basically, the updating in this book is not too much 


ahead of the last time we had this kind of information. 
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7 I'm sorry -- not too much what? 

Q Not that much more updating in sere since the 
last time. 

Wouldn't the last report fairly well suffice with an 
appendix? 

a No. This is the first time that we have put 
together in one booklet information relating to -- to my 
knowledge -- -- the Soviet-—Cuban support for the establishment 
of Marxist/Leninist regimes and the movement of hardware and 
political support for either groups or individuals or 
governments 

It's an effort, as I said, to try to bring some old 


information together; but there's also some new information in 


here. 

Q Could you -- 

a You know, we're asked a lot of times. And people 
say, "Well, how can you say that?" -- whatever that is. 


We would like to be able to say, "O.K., here it is. 
You decide for yourself." I mean, if you believe some of this 
information, then maybe you will agree with some of our 
contentions. This is an effort to try to gather that 
information together. 

Q Do you have any new information here or evidence 


about arms being provided by the Russians and the Cubans and 


Nicaraguans to El Salvador guerrillas? I haven't 
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been able to read the whole thing. 

i Do you have anything new about that particular -- 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. Basically, as far as 
“new,” this is one page. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Not on that subject, no, 
because, as I said, it's, what -- 45 pages? -- a lot of which 
are tase’ up by illustrations on a number of different 
countries. 

That particular subject I think was covered in much 
greater detail in this booklet that we put out last year 
(holding up document), followed up the following month by a 
briefing that took place in this room (holding up another 
document) which was also put into a little booklet. Both of 
these address that particular subject. 

Now, as new information comes in, we will try to make 
that information available to you; and I don't think it would 
be unreasonable to expect that something like that might come 
up in the next few months. 

Q Just on that point, you mention other booklets. 
Would we expect that there will be, perhaps, a series of two or 
three booklets coming out of this -- 


4 No, there's no series. I mean, it's not a series 


-- as new information, or requests for old information, in a 
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different format as we see it, is received. 

For example -- look, this is not aimed at this 
particular audience here. A lot of members of Congress have 
requested information from us on this general subject. Members 
of Congress that I've talked to or debated, for example, have 
said: “Well, you know, you really have to give” -- if they're 
friendly, let's say -- if they're favorable to the 
Administration position -- they say: “You really have to give 
me something that I can use when I go out and speak, wherever 
it might be in my district” -- or other people say: “Well, 
you've never really proven the Soviet and the Cuban involvement 
or support for these regimes." 

Well, this is an attempt to try to respond to some of 
those requests for information. 

So as other requests come in, I think it's safe to 
assume that we will try to respond to them -- in different 
ways. And it may not be a booklet. It may be a speech; it may 
be testimony on the Hill. It may be any number of different 
ways. 

Q Could you tell me how many of these you have 
printed and the printing cost? 

4 Yes. Twenty-five thousand copies, and the total 
cost is -- $45,000? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Forty-five thousand. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Forty-five thousand dollars. 
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Q And how do you distribute them? Who's getting 
them? 

i) The State Department and the Defense Department 
have their usual lists. They're going -- obviously, they went 
up to the Congress today. 

Q Right. 

4 The press, the universities, other academic -- 
you know, Think Tanks -- audiences like that. 

Q I wonder if you could speak to the implications 
of the Soviet-Cuban connection. What is the threat to the 
United States from, (1), the Soviet Union, and (2), from Cuba 
and Nicaragua, based on this report? 

a Well, I think it's pretty evident that it's a 
relatively low-cost operation for the Soviet Union to tie up 
rather large amounts of United States resources -- whether they 
be political, economic, or military -- in an area in which the 
United States has traditionally not had to devote resources, 
particularly military. 

In other words, if you look at the world the way that 
the Soviets do -- and they're chess players -- and I'm just 
speculating, obviously not being a member of the Soviet General 
Staff. But, if I were, I would look around my borders and see 


a rather unstable Warsaw Pact, problems in Poland and other 


places, and I would look at the south and see some great 
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instability in Moslem countries. 

And I have Moslem provinces to the south. And then 
you look at Afghanistan, where I have over a hundred thousand 
troops tied up -- and look at China, where I've got -- what is 
it, 40 divisions, tied up on the border? -- or whatever it is 
-- and I might be tempted to use relatively small amounts -- I 
mean small compared to the Gross National Product -- to try to 
do the same, or something similar to the United States, to try 
to put the United States on the defensive by creating 
instability in the southern flank of the United States. 

And I think that if you see the actions of the Soviets 
-- particularly beginning in '79 -- whether they were 
opportunistic or whatever -- I think you can see an effort to 
devote those resources to bringing about that instability. 

And, obviously, instability is not in the interests of 
the United States. 

Q Wouldn't you defeat their purposes by not rising 
to the bait and not contributing all these resources -- 

a Well, that's kind of a risky -- 

Q Isn't that a way to win, instead of putting out 
25,000 copies of the booklet? 

a Oh, I think, you know -- 

Q I disagree. . .If you ignored them -- 

i) If we ignore them, will they go away? If you 


guarantee that they'll go away -- 
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Q If this tactic is to get you to commit resources. 
Q No, not go away. You were asked what the threat 


is, and you said the threat is that they're getting us to 


commit resources -- you, U.S. -- to commit -- 
a Yes. 
Q -- resources. 


A Oh, I'm not asking about -- yes. 

Q Why don't you just ignore the challenge, and 
wouldn't you win that way? 

rs) No. 

Q No? Why? If all they want you to do is commit 


resources, and you don't, the game's over; isn't it? 


a Well, what I'm talking about is the resources 
the United States has had to commit -- not in terms of 
publishing -- 

Q No. 

a -~ 25,000 copies 


Well, I don't know what you mean -- 

Q Well -- 

4 -- but in terms of the billions of dollars that 
the United States has either committed or projects to commit to 
defense -— and particularly to looking at a new area of 
possible instability where you have to commit additional 
billions, or may have to. 


So I think that, frankly, by ignoring them, they will 


just simply not go away -- with all due respect. 
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Well, anyway. I think that answers it. 

Q Yes. 

Q Is there some increase or what in that activity 
-- the Soviet-Cuban activity? 

i Well, I think some of the graphs indicate -- at 
least, as far as tonnage is concerned, it does indicate an 
increase in their involvement in terms of -- . If you look at 
the amount of weapons shipped to Cuba and to Nicaragua -- for 
example, page 25 is Nicaragua --— that certainly does indicate 
an increase. 

And where's the one for Cuba? 

Q On page 9 though, it indicates a decrease in ‘83 
and ‘84. Can you explain that? 

a Well, you have to look at the trend. 

Q I mean it's 68.3 in ‘82 and it's 55.0 in ‘83. 

a Yes. You have a problem. 

Q Is that reflected in perhaps the increase to 
Nicaragua? 

I mean it's not a pejorative question. 

4 No, no; I know that. No, I don't know whether 
it's reflected. 

One thing we found out in the Grenada documents is 


b 


gd to start 


that the Soviet Union uses Cuba as a transshipment point for a 






lot of the shipments. It could be that they deci 
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shipping directly to Nicaragua. 

For example, it could be that -- this is strictly 
speculation. It could be that until 1982 that they were 
transshipping through Cuba to nicoresee and, therefore, this 
decline in '83 from ‘82 may correspond to the increase you see 
in Nicaragua. 

But you can see in ‘84 once again it's increased. 

Obviously, we don't have the figures for ‘85. It 
could show an additional increase. 

But the trend -- if you look at, say a ten-year period 
-- I think does indicate an increase. 

Q All right. Have they been able to tie up U.S. 
resources -- substantial U.S. resources -- in Central America? 
As far as I know, military assistance to Central America has 
been minimal. 

a Well, U.S. assistance has been minimal --~- true -- 
but it has had to increase in response to this military 
challenge. 

Everything is relative. And if you look at the 
military assistance figures, for example, for €1 Salvador or 
Honduras, they have increased 

They are still minimal, I agree with you. 

Q Well, you mentioned a figure of one billion 


dollars. 


a Well -- 
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Q Is that a -- 
-— I was mentioning a -- 
Q -- figure of speech, or. 


A No, no. A billion dollars of total 
economic/military assistance for one year. I was talking about 
in terms of the amount of money -- which we don't have the 
figures there -- that the Defense Department may have to spend, 
or may be spending, to protect that southern flank. And by 
that I mean, you know, land and sea. 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: One other factor I think you 
have to look at when you look at what cost the U.S. is paying 
-- not only in economic but in political and strategic terms as 
well: Admiral MacDonald, down at CINCLANT, has to keep those 
sea lanes open not only for the trade that is passing through 
but in case he has to resupply quickly NATO. 

In order to do that, he's got to dedicate certain 
forces to Cuba. Cuba has become an increasingly greater threat 
to him from a contingency standpoint. 

Now, if an emergency occurred in Europe -- to be 
euphemistic -- and all of a sudden we had to get supplies, the 
question is: What is Cuba going to do? Are they going to side 
with the Soviet Union? Are they going to be ambiguous? 

But he has to keep in mind, to keep that contingency 


in his mind, that he's liable to have to apply forces there; 


and they are forces that could be applied to, say, the North 
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Atlantic, or in other areas. 

So in that sense it bottles it up. And that's a cost 
that is not as easily calculated. But it's certainly one that 
if you're looking at -- at my colleague has said -- from the 
chess player's standpoint, it does tend to checkmate us a 
little bit and restrict us. 

So if you're looking out from the Kremlin view, it's 
an economic or a strategically valid investment to make -- even 
though it might make a lot of sense in purely rational economic 
terms, what they're doing. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Are there any other questions? 

Q How is it going otherwise? Are you persuading 
Congress to your way of thinking? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Oh, that will be the subject 
of the next bottle of wine. (Laughter. ) 

MODERATOR: Thank you. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 3:59 p.m., the BACKGROUND briefing was 


concluded. ) 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: This is an On-The-Record briefing by Assistant 
Secretary of State Richard Burt on the incident in East 
Germany, who will make a statement and then answer some 
questions. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY BURT: Thank you, Ed. I would like to make 
a few remarks about the shooting of Major Nicholson, of the 
United States Military Liaison Mission in Potsdam. 


Major Nicholson was part of a two-member United States Military 
Liaison Mission patrol in East Germany. He and his partner, 
Sergeant Schatz, were unarmed and traveling in a U.S. military 
vehicle. The U.S. military vehicle was marked and could be 
identified as a U.S. military vehicle. They were wearing U.S. 
military uniforms, camouflage uniforms, field uniforms. 


As we noted in our statement in the noon press briefing, the 
Military Liaison Missions operate on the basis of a bilateral 
agreement signed between the United States and Soviet forces 
shortly following World War II -- 1947, to be exact. The 
Soviet Mission is accredited to the American forces in the 
Federal Republic of Germany, and is treated strictly according 
to the terms of that 1947 Agreement. 


The incident took place after 3:30 p.m., German time, on March 
24, yesterday, near Ludwigslust, in East Germany. I['11l point 
out the location. It's right here (indicating). These lines 
that you see on the map are actually air corridor lines. The 
yellow markings are called PRAs, or Permanent Restricted 
Areas. These are areas in which the Soviet Union has said are 
off-bounds to the Military Liaison Missions. You can see this 
occurred right here, (indicating) near, but not on -- and [I 
will get into this issue in more detail -- near, but not on or 
in, a Permanently Restricted Area. 


When attacked, the two-man patrol was not in a restricted area, 
and no Soviet forces were visible. Major Nicholson had left 
his vehicle when he and his partner were fired upon at 
approximately 3:50 p.m. by a Soviet soldier who had emerged 
from a nearby woods. They were not warned in any 








way before the shots were fired. Major Nicholson was hit in 
the chest by one of the approximately three shots fired by the 
Soviet soldier. 


When his partner, Sergeant Schatz, sought to come to his 
assistance, he was ordered back to his vehicle at gunpoint. 
Several other Soviet soldiers arrived immediately and prevented 
the other American from administering any medical assistance to 
Major Nicholson. 


At approximately 4:20 p.m., a Soviet soldier arrived with a 
medical kit. No effort was made to assist Major Nicholson 
until approximately 4:50 p.m., at which time it was determined 
that Major Nicholson was dead. Military Liaison Mission 
officials in Potsdam were not informed of the nature of the 
incident until approximately 6:30 p.m., and the first American 
official was not able to reach the site of the shooting until 
9:00 p.m. 


We understand that Major Nicholson's body has now been returned 
to West Berlin and that it will probably be flown into West 
Germany this evening. 


The above, what I have just explained, is based on the facts as 
we know them today. We will, of course, continue to look into 
the details and will fill in gaps, if they exist. I'm sure 
that no amount of further investigation will change one basic 
fact, that there was completely no justification for the murder 
of Major Nicholson or for the use of force of any kind. 


I would be happy to answer your questions. 
Q:Rick, what were the major and the sergeant doing there? 


A: They were -- The mission of the MLM in the GDR is to liaise 
with Soviet military forces and to monitor Soviet military 
activities. 


Q:Is it common for them to do that on foot, Rick, to leave 
their car in an area that is near a restricted zone, and to 
wander around on foot? 


A:I would say that their mission is, in terms consistent with 
the 1947 agreement, is to monitor -- to liaise with Soviet 
military force and to monitor their activities. 


Q:Which of these two functions were they engaged in at that 
time? 








A: They were in the process of monitoring Soviet military 
activities. 


Q:The Soviets are saying that they were taking photographs of 
the restricted areas. Is that true? 


A:Well, they were not in the restricted area. 
Q:How close -- 
Q:Did they have a camera? 


Q:You said you'd get back to that earlier. How close were they 
actually to the restricted zone? 


A: They were some 3- to 500 yards from the restricted area. In 
fact, there is a roadway, Highway 191 in the GDR, which 
delineates the restricted area, and they were some 300 meters 
south of that roadway. 


Q:Were they taking pictures? 


Q:The Soviet Embassy in Washington issued a statement in which 
it charges that the major had a camera and had penetrated the 
Soviet restricted facility. Is there any truth to any of that? 


A: There is no truth that the major had penetrated a Soviet 
restricted area. | 


Q: But he had a camera and was using it? 
A:I'm not going to comment on that. 


Q: Rick, in addition to the Permanent Restricted Areas, the 
Soviets at times create their own restricted areas by putting 
up signs which are not agreed on --— they are not the 
four-language signs. 


Q:Was this an area which the Soviets had, although the U.S. 
does not accept that -- a restricted area? 


A:I'm not aware. I just don't know if that's the case. I will 
make clear, though, that based on the incidents as we now 
understand it, there was no effort to warn Major Nicholson. 

The first shot that was fired was fired actually at the 
sergeant who was in his vehicle, and the second or third shot 
hit Major Nicholson. 








Q:Well, did it hit the car -- the shot fired? 
A:I don't know. I don't know. 


Q:Mr. Burt, let me just try to clarify a couple of things that 
you seem to have avoided answering in the last series of 
answers. One, you said that there is no truth that the major 
had penetrated the restricted area What about either of the 
two -- 


A:No. 


Q:-- or the vehicle? 


A:The vehicle, the major, and the sergeant were all outside of 
the permanently restricted area’. 


Q:0.K. So you would say, then, that the Soviet accusation that 
there were clear warning signs in Russian and German, warning 
that they were on a -- 


A:We're not aware of any -- 


Q:-- restricted area is not -- 

i 
A:We're not aware of any clear warning signs, and we are 
confident that the major, the sergeant, and their vehicle were 
outside of the restricted area. 


Q:And the -- 


A:I might add that even if they were in the restricted area -- 
which they were not -- killing the major, as we have pointed 
out in our statements, was totally unjustified. 


Q:What is the upshot of this situation? What happens now? 

What is the United States going to do about it? How does it 
regard this particular situation in terms of our relations with 
the Soviet Union? 


A:Well, Don, I think it's a little too early to address some of 
those broad questions. We obviously view this situation as a 
serious situation. As I said before, it was totally 
unjustified. We are continuing our investigation into the 
issue. 


We have begun discussions with the Soviets ._.re in Washington 
and have had discussions with them in Berli They have 
expressed regret for this incident in our discussions with 
them, and we would want to continue this investigation. I 
wouldn't want to go beyond that for now. 








Q:Did the Russians apologize or regret it? 


A:I just said that in our discussions, the Soviet Union has 
expressed its regret. 


Q:Can you comment on the status of the sergeant? There was one 
report that he was apprehended --~“this, according to the wires. 


A:Well, he was kept -—- Let me go through this again so you 
understand what happened. After he was fired on in his 
vehicle, the major, who was on foot, was shot and killed. The 
sergeant made an effort to assist the major with medical 
attention -- he had a first aid kit. He was forced back into 
his car at gunpoint by the Soviet soldier who shot the major, 
and the sergeant then remained in his vehicle for some time as 
Soviet forces arrived on the scene. 


(Continued on the following page.) 








Q:Rick, at what range was the Major shot? 
A:I'm sorry, I don't have that information. 


Q:Pick up the chronology again, if you would, Rick.Just carry 
the chronology on fro there. What happened from that point 
forward? 


A:At what point forward? 
Q:Well, from the time -- 
Q:Until the Soviet arrived. 


A:The Soviets arrived. There was this inexplicable delay some 
30 minutes after a Soviet medic arrived with a medical kit 
before they sought to administer to the wounds of the Major. 


At that point, at that time -- which was 4:50 p.m. -- he was 
dead. 


The Sergeant was then kept on the scene until late into the 
evening after 9 o'clock, when a U.S. official arrived on the 
scene. And after efforts to interrogate the Sergeant were made 
and the Sergeant merely showed his accreditation to the 


military mission, the Sergeant was released and he returned to 
West Berlin. 


Q:Who were the American officials who arrived on the scene? 
Were they from Potsdam or from West Berlin? 


A:I'm sorry. 1 don't have that information for you, Hank. 


Q: Just a quick question: Are you saying that an hour went on 
from the time that he was shot until he received medical aid? 


A:Yes, [ am. 


Q:Do we know if he was alive in that period? 

A:Well, we know that he was alive for a certain amount of that 
time. For how long, we just don't know, Bernie. He did say, 
after being shot -- the Sergeant heard him say, “Jesse, I am 
shot." 


Q:Do you have the name of the Sergeant? 


A:Schatz. 








Q:How do you spell it? 


A:S-c-h-a-t-z. I'm sorry, I don't have his first name. I 
imagine it's Jesse. 


Q:Rick, one detail: If I can tell anything from your map up 
there, you say he was 300 meters south of Road 191. That would 
appear to put him in the PRA. 


A:Well, I don't know. You really can't tell. If you look 
close into a map, it could swing around. 


Q:Yes; but you say the road marks the limits of the northern 
boundary. 


A:No, no, no, no. 

You see, this is a road here. These are air corridors. 
Q:Right, I know. 

A: Yes. 

Q:I'm talking -- 


A: If you get close to that -- we don't have a large enough map, 
but it could easily swing around and curve around. 


Q:But does the road mark the limit of the restricted area? 
A:Yes, it does. 


Q:Well, then, if he were south of it at that point, he would 
have been in the area still. 


A:I'm trying to explain to you that on any map that road could 
easily come in and out, you see. 


Q:Have there been previous difficulties of the American liaison 
people monitoring this area, or recently in Germany? Is this 
part of some pattern of difficulties between the United States 
and Soviet Union in that area - 


A:Well -- 


Q:-- or is this something more or less out of the blue? 








A:-- I wouldn't want you to put words in my mouth. I think 
that there have been incidents in the past. There was a French 
soldier who was killed over the last year in an incident, and 
there have been other incidents of this sort in past years So 
these events have been known to happen. 


But what is of concern again is that this kind of force was 
used and that after it was used there was no effort to 
immediately minister to the wounds of Major Nicholson. 

Q:I guess what I’m trying to get at is: Is this part of 
something, a pattern of difficulties, that has been had in 
recent weeks or months with the Soviets regarding the 
monitoring of military activities in Eastern Germany or in that 
particular area? Have we had something building up to this? 
_A:Not that I'm aware of, no. 

Q:Rick, I'm essentially following Don's line of questioning 
here. He used the word “murder,” not just “killed.” 

Murder is a consciously premeditated act. 

Is that the way the Administration sees this? 


A:At this stage it is certainly our understanding that the 
Soviet soldier shot to kill. 


Q:May I follow this? 
MR. DJEREJIAN: O.K., one more. 
Q:0.K., I'm sorry. 


All right, the followup is this: Does this killing appear to 
have been an act of policy or the action by -- 


A: There's no -- 
Q:-- one soldier? 


A :There's clearly no way of knowing that, but it was the act 
of one solider. That's obvious. 


Q:When his body was returned to U.S. authorities, was a camera 
returned with it? 


A:I don't know. 


Q: The New York Times story a year ago -- 











A:Well, I don't know the exact details about a camera in this 

case, but normally these individuals do carry -- 

they are unarmed, but they do carry cameras, because one of 

their missions is to monitor Soviet military activities, just 

as the Soviets who travel in the Federal Republic of Germany ‘ 
also carry cameras. This is a normal kind of military liaison 

mission activity. 


Q:A Times story a year ago, talking about these --— the military 
liaison missions -- says that cars have telescopes, 
eavesdropping equipment, and cameras. I'm just curious -- 


I am not trying to suggest that this individual did not have a 
camera. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you. 
A:Normally, as I said, they are equipped with cameras. 


Q: Housekeeping, Rick, still: Do these fellows live in Potsdam 
or West Berlin? 


A: They live in both. 

To explain how they work, we have 14 people who are stationed 
in Potsdam -- that is, uder the 1947 agreement. There is a 
larger group who are in West Berlin, and they are rotated 


through the facility in Potsdam. At any given time though, 
there are no more than 14 members of the MLM in Potsdam. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Barry? 

Q:Rick, you said there were incidents there before involving 

the French, for instance. Were they sent there or were they 

there in any respect -- 

A:No. 

Q:-- to establish a presence, to establish right to be there? 
A:No. 


Q:Was it a testing of Soviet -- 
A:No, no. Now, let me clear about this. 


QYes, please. 
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A:When I said there were incidents before, I didn't say that 
there were incidents here. 


Q:Oh. 


A: The function of the Military Liaison Mission is to travel -- 
they have under agreement the right to travel through the GOR. 
And there have been instances where people have been injured 
before. 


There's nothing special about this area (indicating on map), 
and I'm not aware of any incident that took place there. And 
there was no effort, as far as I can tell, that anyone was 
trying to make a point. What they were doing is going about 
their job. 


Q:What did they ask him? What did they ask him now? What was 
going on? Was there some special operation for the equipment, 
do you know? 


A:No, I don't. I'm not certain how many troops are there in 
the GFFG. Like $00,000 in East Germany. 


440,000 troops in the GFFG. That's the Soviet forces -- 
Germany. And these areas that are permanently restricted are, 
as you can see, quite substantial. And this is where they 
undertake their military maneuvers and training. 


And I think there is a nearly constant pattern of military 
activity taking place in these areas. 


Yes? 


Q:But does the U.S. have similar restricted zones for the 
Soviet liaison people in West Germany? 


A: Yes. 


Q:Were the Soviets specific about what they regretted? Is it 
just the shooting or were they in any way specific? 


A:No. The regretted the shooting and the death of Major 
Nicholson. 


Q:If you answered this in the beginning, I apologize. But was 
the Major wearing camouflage, as the Soviets alleged? 


A:He alleged he was wearing a U.S. Army field 








il 


camouflage uniform. He was not hiding the fact that he was a 
U.S. officer. 


You've got to understand, he is accredited to the GFFG. He is 
accredited to the Soviet military and has a pass which enables 
him to travel freely through East Germany. 


Q:Rick, had American personnel visited that particular area 
before without incident; do you know? 


A:I believe they had visted that area before without incident. 

Q:Do you know anything about his serial -- sorry. 

Q:Rick, was he ordered to stop? Was either he or the Sergeant 

told verbally in some way to stop the series of shots that were 
fired? 


A:We're not aware of any verbal warning. 


Q:So that you say there were at least three shots -- or about 
three shots, you say. 


A:One shot was at the vehicle where the Sergeant was -- 
Q: Uh-huh. 


A:-- and the other two shots were apparent - well, we know at 
least one of those other two shots was aimed -- 


Q:Oh. 
A:-— at the Major. 


Q:One could have been a warning shot. You don't know whether 
it was or not. 


A:We just don't know. 
MR. DJEREJIAN: A couple more questions. 
Q:Do you know if he stopped after the shooting started? 


Who stopped? 


Did the Major stop whatever he was doing when the first shot 
was fired, which he said - 
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A:No. 

Q:-—- was not at him? 

A:No. The first shot was fired at the Sergeant -- 
Q: Right. 

A:-- who was in this area. 

Q:Did the Major stop what he was doing? 


A:We're not aware. The Sergent was ducking. He's our source 
of information. 


Q:Why did the Soviet Ambassador not come today -- and, as you 
said, the No. 2 came -- and what was the tone of Secretary 
Shultz in his remarks? 


A:Well, the No. 2 man -~- Oleg Sokolov -~ came in at his own 
request. 


In other words, they contacted us, while the Secretary of State 
was briefing the President on this situation in the Oval 
Office. And the No. 2 man came in to provide their version of 
events, which we understand they have since talked to members 
of the press here in town and to express their regrets for this 
incident. 

Yes? 


Q:May I ask: Did he also lodge a stern protest with the United 
States Government, with you? 


A:I would not call it a strong protest. He did allege that 
Major Nicholson was on an espionage mission. 


Q:And can you relate your tone, or did Shultz 
meet with Sokolov? 


A:Did who meet with? 
Q: The Secretary of State .Did he meet with any Soviet? 


A:No. 


Q:0.K. May I ask what your tone was with Sokolov? 
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A:Well, my tone was one of very stern and serious about this 
matter. 


MR. DIEREJIAN: The last question. 


Q:Rick, would you care to characterize the Soviet version of 
the events? : 


A: They're wrong, dead wrong. 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you very much. 


Q:Thank you. 


(The ON THE RECORD briefing was concluded at 3:40 p.m.) 











BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SHOOTING OF AMERICAN ARMY OFFICER IN EAST GERMANY 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 27, 1985, 10:07 A. M. 


MR. CARLSON: This is the BACKGROUND briefing on the . 
shooting of the U.S. Army Major in East Germany. Instead of 
using the overheads, we will have some handouts. We have to 
send out, obviously, and get more than we thought we were going 
to need. So we'll get some more, and they'll be available by 
the end of the briefing at the least. 


The briefing is ON BACKGROUND, for attribution to 
senior officials of the Defense Department and the State 
Department. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We thought it would be useful 
to have this briefing to give you a little bit more information 
about the Military Liaison Missions -- how they operate, the 
rules of the mode, what the experience has been with the 
ca haaee Liaison Mission since the time of their establishment 
in 1947. 


We have, as Brian said, someone from the Defense 
Department, who will provide most of the information. 


I thought I just might make a few general points at 
the beginning as a lead-in. 


You've all seen, I'm sure, the TASS statement 
yesterday, which was designed to justify the killing of Major 
Nicholson on the grounds that he was engaged in espionage 
activities -- although as you see or saw in the TASS report, 
they did express regret at the events, although blaming the 
events on Major Nicholson and his behavior. 


We feel that the use of deadly force, as the Soviet 
sentry did in the case of this tragic event, is totally out of 
keeping both with the rules under which the Military Liaison 
Missions were established and have operated since the 
Huebner-Malinin Agreement of 1947 and with, indeed, the 
practice which has developed since that period. 


As the press has noted, since the death of Major 
Nicholson there had been incidents over the years. But in none 








of these incidents, with the possible exception of the death of 

the French sergeant about a year ago in an accident -- which 

may have been deliberate, may not have been -- has force been 

used in a way which caused the death of one of the members of a 
Military Liaison Mission with the staff of the Military Liaison ° 
Mission. 


Since the very beginning of the Military Liaison 
Missions in 1947, the members of the Mission -- that applies to 
the Soviets as well as the British, French, and American 
military officers -- have been unarmed. They rely for their 
protection on the people -- or in the case of the U.S. Military 
Mission in the GDR -- on the Soviets. They are not ina 
position to defend themselves; they do not have arms. So, ina 
sense, they rely for their protection on the authorities to 
whom they are accredited. In the case of the U.S. Military 
Liaison Mission, these authorities are the group of Soviet 
forces in Germany, headed at this point by General Zeitzer. 


We also find it incomprehensible, as Assistant 
Secretary Burt pointed out on Monday, that Major Nicholson was 
allowed to go without medical attention for almost an hour. No 
one can say whether Major Nicholson would have survived had 
been given prompt medical attention. But just simply in human 
terms, to leave a seriously wounded person on the ground for 
that period of time and to prevent the NCO who was in the 
vehicle from providing whatever medical attention he could have 
provided struck us as being particularly inhumane in the case 
in the way the Soviets handled it. 


Now, of course, the TA statement of yesterday did 
present what we considered -- and I think as Bernie Kalb said 
yesterday -- a tendentious version of the events. We stand by 
on the basis of the investigation which we've been able to 
carry out -- incompletely, obviously, since the event. We 
stand by the version of the facts as we presented them on 
Monday -- as Mr. Burt presented them on Monday. 


So with that lead-in, I think I would ask my colleague 
to join me and to present a few facts about the Liaison 
Missions, the way they functioned; and then we'd be prepared to 
try to answer some of your questions. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: All right, thank you. 
I think it]s probably particularly useful for us just 


to talk about the rules of the game as played by the Missions. 
And by that I mean both the Soviets, US, and UK and the French. 


After the 1947 agreement, each side was allowed to 











travel freely through the zone to which its personnel were 
accredited, except for designated restriction areas. And you 
were supposed to stay out of those restricted areas. 


And, as a matter of practice, the members of the 
Mission carried cameras, they observed military activities, 
they took pictures -- both of activities of each other's 
military systems -- and they performed liaison functions. 


The uniforms and their vehicles are clearly 
identifiable, and I'm going to underscore that point here in 
just a minute. I'm going to show you what our soldiers 
ete ne te carry in their pockets to distinguish the Soviet 
vehicles. 


The Soviet authorities are fully familiar with the 
ground rules, as are our own members of the Mission. And I'm 
going to beat you to the punch, because there's been so much 
raised and I've heard a lot of discussion about whether or not 
they're considered spies. And the answer to that is: 
Emphatically, no; they do not engage in espionage. They are 
observers. They are allowed to observe activities in these 
unrestricted areas. The functions are known, they're accepted, 
and they're conducted by both sides. 


Now, I've got to say at this point that, yes, there is 
a certain cat-and-mouse connotation or quality to their 
operations, but in no way are they considered spies. They are 
accredited personnel, and deliberate violence against them is 
against the rules and is known. 


Now, there are certain areas which we declare to be 
restricted areas for both sides. They're either permanent 
restricted areas or temporary restricted areas. 


A permanent one would be one around a sensitive 
installation to which we did not want the other side to be 
privy. A temporary one would if we were having a major 
exercise; and, if we did not want the Soviets to view that, at 
a precise time well before that exercise were to take place we 
would give them notice that we had a temporary restricted 
area. And they're perfectly aware of this and they do the same 
thing with us. 


So the point I'd make there is that Major Nicholson's 
activities were thus normal in what he was doing, entirely 
. consistent with what our own Mission does and what the Soviet 
Missions do in West Germany, and he was not -- and I underscore 
this: he was not -- in a Soviet designated restriction area. 











Now, let's talk about the Soviet patrols. They 
frequently travel throughout West Germany. We see them taking 
photographs; they're observed. And when they're in a permanent 
restriction area, they are detained by U.S. personnel. . 


Now, [I'm going to show you. We have a handout. Do we 
have enough? 


VOICE: Yes. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Would you hand those out, 
please? 


Each of our soldiers carries in his pocket this 
little card (holding up card). And you'll see, when you get 
it, it shows on this card the license plates that the Soviet 
Mission vehicles carry. All of them have the same 
designation. The only thing different would be the numbers, 
because they are different numbers of vehicles. And you can 
see it tells our soldiers exactly what they're to do when they 
seek one of these vehicles in our areas. 


And I would ask you when you get it, if you look at 
the second part, it tells them what they do and what they do 
not. 


But I think the most important and the telling point 
on this is No. 2 -=— Paragraph 2. It says that “Attention may 
be affected by any member of the U.S. Forces. When making 
detention, no force should be used or lives endangered" -- “no 
force should be used or lives endangered." 


It goes on to tell them to try to box in the vehicle. 


Now, you've been told about it , but I would 
reemphasize it because I think it's worthwhile to do that. We 
have detained the Soviets on many occasions in our restricted 
area. 


On March 20th, members of the Soviet Mission were 
detained in a temporary restricted area because were having a 
major exercise there. We had so informed the Soviets; we 
detained them. In fact, the German Civil Police detained them 
first --— turned them over to our military police -- and they 
were further detained by the police, shown proper courtesy, and 
released after about eight hours' detention. 


Q How many were there? 











SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: How many were there in that 
detention. Two. 


Q Military people, obviously. 


aq Military people. Members of their Mission fully 
accredited. 


So I tell you that to show you that as recently as 
March 20th, we've had a violation in a restricted areas as 


opposed to our officer who was not ina restricted area. And 
you can tell the difference in how we treat them. 


And so, as a consequence, I would just underscore, as 
my colleague has already said, that it was completely 
unnecessary, completely uncalled for -- the incident was. 


Q May I? There's a distinction between a temporary 
and a permanent restricted area, and I was told by an Army 


spokesman the other day that the United States didn't recognize 
the temporary restricted areas -- or thee was some dispute over 
whether the rules apply there. 


A No, no; that is not so. When they put on a 


temporary restricted area, it is a restricted area. And the 
same thing applies on our side. 


Q So you're denying that he was in a permanent or 
temporary -- 


Q- Either side. 

Q Right. 

A He was not in any kind -- 

Q Any kind at all. 

a -- of restricted area. 

Q Was there any dispute about he area? Did the 
Russians say it was and you said it wasn't -- didn't recognize 
any kind of dispute? 

a The Soviets have said in their press releases 
that he was in a restricted area. But we know, and can point 


out to you, that he was not in a restricted area. And I -- let 
me -< 


Q And he hadn't entered one in order to get to 








where he was shot -- he had never been in one that day? 
A That I can't answer. 


Q Was there any building he was photographing into, 
as alleged in the TASS report? 


A There was a building in the vicinity, yes. And, 
again, if it's in a non-restricted area, then there's no 
problem with that. 


Q That's right. Well, then, that's the point I 
wanted to make -- 


A There is no problem whatsoever with that -- 


Q -- is it so intended. 


-~ and it is the same way on our side. 


Q No. What ['m saying -- 

A I mean when the Soviets do that to us, we accept 
it. 

Q But if you climbed up, if you got to the very 
perimeter -- if one got to the very perimeter of a restricted 
area -- and because, obviously, cameras have developed 
incredibly over the last 28 years -- if he were to do something 


that reached in -- not physically in but saw into a restricted 
area in a way that maybe he couldn't have seen 20 years ago -- 
that would what? -- that would still not be, in your terms, 
violating the restricted area? 


A I -- that's -- 


Q I assume they don't just go out with Brownies and 
take pictures -- 

A No. 

Q -- you know, for family albums. 

a No. They have sophisticated cameras -- 

Q Right. 

a Just as we do. And I would say in that case that 


if we thought that he was taking pictures of something that was 
particular sensitive then we would have the right to at least 








detain him. 
Q No -— but are you saying that Nicholson, or 
someone in his situation, would have the right -- provided he 
stays physically out of a restricted area with his feet -- to ‘ 


use cameras to probe into a restricted area? 
He has that right? 
A Yes, he has that right. 
Q I wanted to clear up -- 


Q If there was a photographing or sketching or 
observing U.S. troop installations, they should be detained? 


a That's correct. You can detain them -- 
Q I'm sorry -- the restricted area. 
A -- you can detain them at any time outside a 


restriction area. 


Q Their first team photographs it. 


A On the card it says: “to make sure that the 
Soviet vehicle would have no way of getting away suddenly by 
driving through a ditch or taking other similar action.” There 
have been reports from Americans in there about high-speed 
chases and attempts to get away and being followed by Soviet 
troops. 


What are the guidelines for an officer who is 
challenged? Is he supposed to try to make an attempt to get 
away? Are they playing “Hide and go seek" with the Russians, 
or what? 


A They are not playing “Hide and go seek" with the 
Russians. I mean if he can leave, then he should leave the 
area. If he is stopped by an armed sentry, I mean it is common 
sense that he's probably going to stop. He should stop. 


Q But what are the orders on that -- not what 
common sense is. What are his instructions? 


a I've got an expert with me. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: What is the question? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: What are the orders -- 








Q The question is: What orders does an American 
officer have if challenged by the Soviets? Should he try to 
get away -- because there have been news reports of high-speed 
chases through the East German countryside. That is, our e 
attaches have tried to get away from Soviet Russia. 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: First of all, he should not 
be, as my colleague said, in a restricted area. So I'm 
assuming that we're talking about non-restricted areas. 


He has the right of access, according to the 
agreement. He has the right of free transit. He has the right 
not to have that transit interrupted. 


However, should he be detained or an attempt be made 
to detain him by force, then the Mission Officer should so 
respect the order of the Soviet, protest and request that his 
superior be called to the scene; and that is in accordance with 
allied procedures. 


Q I'd like to follow that, please. Now, let's 
assume for the moment that this Liaison Officer has been 


photographing from outside into a restricted area. 


Your colleague -- unless I misheard -- said that in 
our area, our people are under orders in that situation to 
detain. 


O.K. Let's assume similar orders from the Soviets to 
detain. Is our soldier told to try to get away with his film? 


A I can't answer that. 
Q Is there no standing order on that? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: I don't know; I can't answer 
that. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I would say, if he's in the 
non-restricted area, he should try to leave that area. 


Q This has become an enemy operation right away, or 
what's going on here? I mean how hard are his orders to get 
away with the film? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: His orders -- I don't know; I 
cannot answer that question specifically. 


Q There's no standing order on evading and escaping 








with the film? 


THIRD SENIOR OFFICIAL: There is a standing order, but 
we dont' have access to that. 


Q Can you share with us at all -- 


Q You don't have access to that? Forgive my 
incredulity. I don't understand this. (Laughter. ) 


Can we come back to the specific case for a 
second? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I will try to get you an 
answer to that question -- 


Q Thank you, sir. 


. a -- before we leave. 
Q Can we come back to the specific case for a 
second -- 
a Sure. 


-- and apply what you've just said in the last 
couple of minutes to this specific case? 


A Yes. 


Q First of all, did Major Nicholson physically open 
a window -- as alleged by the Soviets -- to take pictures 
through the window? Let's take that as the first thing. 


And second of all: In accordance with what you just 
said, did he try to escape with whatever pictures he had after 
either shots were fired or he received a warning ~-- whichever 
came first, or whichever came at all? 


a I do not know precisely whether or not he opened 
the window. 


Q I mean -- well, you can't dispute the Soviet 
account. 


A I -—- you know, he may have opened the window. 
That is still within -- 


Q So that the window -- 
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A -- that is still within balance of what he can 
do. 


That has nothing -- you know, it has nothing to do 
with the incident as it happened. He may or may not have 
opened the window; I can't answer that. 


Our version is that he was not called upon to stop and 
that warning shots were not fired. 


Q Was he taking a picture through a window -- 
through an open window? 


A Yes. 

Q Did he have any weapon? 

Q What's the answer to the question? 
(No response. ) 


(Cont'd on next page.) 
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Q You never said the building was not in the 
restricted area. You said Nicholson was not in the restricted 
area. 

4 Well, if he opened the window to the building, 
then I'm assuming that the building was not in arestricted -- 
He was not in a restricted area -- 

Q And that was not the boundary. 


“ -- and what he was doing was not in a restricted 
area. 


The wall with the window in it was not the 
boundary? 


A No. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Major was roughly 300 
meters, as I understand it -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's right. 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: -- From a restricted area. 
Now, there was a building nearby, but he certainly was not -- 
the building was not in a restricted area -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: -- nor were the items that he 
was observing in a restricted area. 


Q Picture of what? 


Q You've had time now to fully debrief Sergeant 
Schatz, I presume. 


a That has been done, yes. 


Q So you would know whether or not Major Nicholson 
was trying to escape or running away at the time he was shot? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. At this point, I am not 
privy to that debriefing. 


Q Uh-huh. Would you know -- 


a The initial reports from the Sergeant were that 
the shots were fired without warning. One came very near him 
~~ how near, one doesn't know -- and the Major was hit by one 


of the other two shots. fhe Major obviously -- the shots were 
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fired in rapid succession, and obviously the Major did not have 
time to run to reach the vehicle where the Sergeant was during 
the incident. 


Q According to the original report, the Sergeant 
had close contact with the Soviet soldier who killed the Major 
because he was forced back into his vehicle by that Soviet 
soldier. : 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Sergeant could see the 
Soviet soldier. That is correct. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q And he was pretty close to him. I would imagine 
the Soviet, or velatively -- 


a Well, I'm not sure. I think it was about 100 
meters, 100-to-150 meters -- 


Q Oh. 
a -~— but then he came up on the scene rapidly. 
Q I was just wondering, because it hasn't been 


mentioned, whether there was anything about the Soviet 
soldier's conduct or condition or appearance or whatever that 
would lead you, would suggest why this incident happened. 


a No. 
FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We haven't seen -- 


Q When a group of Soviets came, after the single 
sentry started the incident, who, what was the rank of the 


senior officer in that group, who presumably said, "No, you 
can't attend to him medically,” and so on? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The rank of the Soviets who 
came to the scene gradually escalated as the incident 
proceeded, and about two hours later, I understand that 
Colonel-General Krivosheyev, who I believe is the chief of 
staff of the group of Soviet forces in Germany -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: -~=- that is to say, General 
Zeitzev's chief of staff, was on the scene as was the chief of 
the U.S. Military Liaison Mission, Colonel Roland Lajoie, so 
they would have been the two senior officers 
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- By that point, Major Nicholson was dead. 
ra Major Nicholson was dead by that point. 


Q Who was the officer who was saying to both 
Sergeant -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Schatz. 


Q -- and to the Soviet medic, or whoever, that "You 
can't attend to him.” 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We haven't been able to 
identify -- 


Q Not even by rank? 
FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: He was not a high-ranking 
officer. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Not a Sigh-ranking Soviet. We 
know that. 


Q Question about the ‘47 Agreement. Does the 
Agreement stipulate that all members of the military missions 
will not carry arms? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: It does not so stipulate, but 
that is part of the procedure, part of the practice which has j 
grown up, that the mission may (inaudible) 


Q O.K. So in order for them to carry arms, does it 
take an agreement by the four powers? 


a Well, there was no four-power agreement. We have 
three bilateral agreements between the Soviets and the French, 
the Soviets and the British, and the Soviets and ourselves. 

Now -- 
Q So what would it take if we wanted to arm the 
military mission members? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I think we could probably do 
it, but I don't think we want to do it. 


In 1947 when this agreement was first made, everyone 
carried arms, but the two Germany's were a different place in 
those days. Now, in this day and age, they simply have, over 
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the past, oh, I'd say at least 25 years, they have not carried 
arms. They do not even have arms in the trunks of their 


vehicles -- there are no arms. 


Q The last question: Is there any thought to . 
arming them? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. No. 


Q I don't understand, are you saying that he was 
taking pictures? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes, he was. 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 
, Q He was taking pictures of military equipment? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: -- as he is allowed to do 
under the agreement, yes. He was carrying out activities which 
are totally consonant with the terms of the agreement and the 
procedures of the Military Liaison Mission. 


I'm wondering, since it's so uncalled for to use 
force under the rules of the game that both sides play here, 
I'm wondering what you attribute this to, an accident, a one 
trigger-happy soldier, or something more, something more on 
purpose from this other detainee, March 20th. 


Could you address that, please? What kind of thing do 
you attribute this to, then? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, there certainly is no 
relationship as far as we can determine between what happened 
in Hof, the incident which my colleague described, and what 
happened to Major Nicholson. So I think there is no 
relationship there. 


The Soviet Military Liaison Mission personnel are 
frequently found in our Permanent and Temporary Restricted 
Areas, so I don't think this incident in Bavaria had any impact 
on that. 


Now, let me go on to answer the rest of your 
question. We do not at this time have any firm conclusions as 
to why the Soviet sentry behaved as he did. It may be that the 
debriefing of Sergeant Schatz, as one of your colleagues has 
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just suggested, might reveal certain facts about the behavior 
of the Soviet who fired the shots, but I've not seen those 
reports. 


Q (Inaudible) : 
a I beg your pardon. 


Q Could you get back to us on that since it does 
seem to be a fairly important part of the story? 


A If there is indeed anything in the debriefing 
that would relate to that, I think we can get back to you on it. 


Q Can I sort of try to clarify the summary of what 
you're saying? You're saying he was not in a restricted area; 
he was taking pictures; you're saying he was taking pictures of 
something inside a building; you do not know if he opened the 
window to co that; he is permitted to take pictures of 
something inside a building, if it is not in a restricted area? 


A Yes. 
Q The building was not in a restricted area? 


A The building was not in a restricted area -- 300 
meters away from a restricted area. 


Q Because, obviously, I don't know how you could -- 


a The building was away from a restricted area. I 
mean, it was very definitely not in a restricted area. I mean, 
we're not talking about a borderline case. 


Q You can't straddle a highway, for heaven's sake. 


a No, no, no. The highway happens, as a matter of 
fact, to be on the border of a Permanent Restricted Area. 


Q Right. So the building is on the other side in 
the unrestricted -- 


a The building is away from that road considerably, 
so -- 


Q All right. Can you tell us what he was taking 
pictures of and what hap -- Have you tried to show that film to 
the Soviets to demonstrate the innocuous nature of his mission? 


) Military Liaison Mission personnel were in that 
same area recently, I mean before the incident took place. 
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It's not -- this was not an unprecedented appearance by 

Military Liaison Mission personnel in the area where Major 

Nicholson was shot. 
Q Was there anything unprecedented or unusual -- ‘ 
A Nothing. | 


Q -- about his taking pictures from outside into a 
building? 


A Nothing unusual at all about what he was doing. 

Q Well, then, have you -- What is being done with 
the photographs? And are they being shown to the Russians to 
try to support your case that there's -- 

Have they been returned? 

FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'm not sure. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We think the Soviets 
destroyed the film. 


Q What is in the buildings? 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I do not know. 


Q And the other question, it seems to me, though 
that -- you say that the rule -- 


Americans are supposed to detain Soviets, even if they 
are in a nonrestricted area doing things that we don't like? 


A That's right. 
Q Now, assuming the Soviets do the same -- 
A Same on the other side. 
Now, these are American regulations. The Soviets 
don't necessarily have these rules, correct, although they are 
generally -- 


a That's correct. 


Q -~ assumed rules, but not specifically these? 


fa Correct. 
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Now, you've said that if an American is caught as 
Major Nicholson was doing, carrying, filming something in an 
unrestricted area, if possible, he should get away. Doesn't 
this -- And we know from past experiences -- there have been 
car chases and whatever as they try and scoot out -- that cars ° 
have been shot at before, although no one had been killed by 
this -- I mean Soviets -- 


Wasn't the situation getting a little -- I mean, was 
it just accepted that it was a sort of dangerous situation 
where maybe one could, somebody could go over the line a little 
far? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: There have been incidents in 
the past. Nobody questions this. There was one shooting 
incident, I believe in 1962 --? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's right. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: -- when some shells were fired 
into a Military Liaison Mission car? From 1962 until 1985, we 
have no, at least I've been able to find no records that there 
were any shots fired at U.S. personnel in the GOR, and we have 
no cases of Soviet Military Liaison Mission personnel in the 
Federal Republic being fired upon, as the General points out. 


Q Well, I mean the whole situation is a little open 
to this happening. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: As long as you follow the 
rules, the Soviets were perfectly within their right if they 
wanted to, to bring their vehicles to the scene, box in the 
vehicle, and detain the Sergeant and Major Nicholson. Nowhere 
in the rules are you supposed to use that kind of force. 


Q Unwritten rules, now, these are. 
is) That's right. 


They may be written for each side, but they are 
unwritten formally. , 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, these are rules --— these 
are customs, as well. This is the way in which the Military 
Liaison Missions have functioned since 1947. 


Now, there have, as I mentioned been -- there has been 
one case in which shots were fired; but this is one case which 
I'm aware of over a period of almost 40 years -- 38 years -- 


that the Military Liaison Missions have been functioning. 
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Q General, will you explain how PRAs are notified 
and marked on the ground as well as on the map? And how the 
TRAs are notified and marked on the ground? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Permanent Restricted 
Areas are sent out well in advance. The Permanent Restricted 
Areas are a matter of record. Théy are marked on the maps. 
They're agreed to by both sides. On the U.S. side, to show you 
how, to what great extent we go to insure that there are no 
incidents, on each bulletin board in our military 
establishments, we have that map posted, with the hash mark 
restricted areas posted on it. The Temporary Restricted Areas 
are sent at least 60 days in advance of any sort of exercise 
and are clearly marked on the map on both sides. [They send us 
their Temporaries and we send them ours. 


Q How about on the ground? What's marked on the 
ground? You've got 440,000 Soviet troops in Germany. How are 
these things marked on the ground so a Soviet that a Soviet 
soldier knows? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: They are not marked 
specifically on the ground unless the Soviets have a similar 
system to ours, and I don't know what their system is. 


Q Well, the Soviets said in this case that there 
were signs in German and in Russian marking this as a 
restricted area, presumably. Is there any evidence of that? 


a No. 

Q Is it customary to do that? 
is) No. 

Q General, I -- 

a 


But let me go back and say one thging about 
that: In a Permanent Restricted Area, you may have a very 
sensitive installation which you may, or they may, mark within 
a Permanent Restricted Area. But there are no wires strung 
around these areas with a clear marked sign that designates 
them as a Temporary Restricted Area or a Permanent Restricted 
Area. It's up to each side to insure that their soldiers know 
what the areas are. 


Q Until I read these orders -- I just want to come 
back to this. In other words, there is no explicit permission 
on either side to either photograph or observe military 
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authority? I had the impression from the other briefings -- 
forgive my naivete -- that if you weren't ina Restricted Zone, 
you were free to photograph or do whatever you want like a 
tourist; but apparently, that's not the case. The Soviet 
prohibitions against photographing their military stuff, which 


they have all over the Soviet Union, applies here, and we have 
the same rules. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


(Continued on next page.) 
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Q So anybody photographing any military object is 
doing so at his own risk? 


a That is correct. 
Q So he was -- I mean -— I don't -- can you -- 
a I don't like those words, “at your own risk." I 


mean -- 
Q At the risk of being detained. 
A Yeah. At risk of being detained. 


No. But can you explain to me what the 
justification for keeping the Liaison Missions are now? I 
mean, we don't like the Soviets photographing us. They, 
obviously, don't like us photographing them. 


Why do the two sides keep this up, given the more 
sophisticated intelligence capabilities you have today anyway? 


A Because despite the amount of sophisticated 
intelligence we have, we still get a great deal of intelligence 
from this. Our sophisticated means, as sophisticated as they 
are, do not provide as good intelligence or as good information 
as you get from being on the scene. 


Q Given the type of treatment that our officers 
have received from the Soviets recently, is it fair to say that 
the Soviets were playing this cat and mouse game -- your words 
-- in a rougher fashion than we have ever played previous, say, 
in the past six months? And if that is the case, were we not 
flagging our people, saying, "Don't take unnecessary risks." 


a We have not seen an escalatory kind of treatment 
of our soldiers. They have always been a little bit tougher 
and rougher than we have, but we were willing to accept that. 
But we -- you know, it was not on a steep slope that would have 
given us some indication. 


I think that -- if I could say it, and I wouldn't want 
to speculate, but I think this was an out of the blue kind of 
thing, totally unexpected. 


Q Just to clarify what you said, the building that 
we're talking about was a Soviet installation, a Soviet -- 


i) Soviet building. 
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Q And he was photographing military equipment 
inside? 
A Yes. 
Q What are the rules on photographing? Is there 


any kind of understanding about that? But the building was not 
in a restricted area -- . 


a That's correct. 
Q -- of any kind. 
a That's correct. 


Q Okay. What are the rules under that whole 
practice? 


A It's a full practice, it's a known practice, but, 
as we said earlier, you had the right of detention. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: The Soviets carry cameras. 
Our guys carry cameras. 


Q And if a Soviet, as you say, in the March 20th 
incident, is detained in a restricted or non-restricted area 
with a camera with film upon which we think photographs have 
been taken, is it U.S. practice to seize and destroy the film? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q I didn't hear the answer. 
Q Is it true that the area -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I won't necessarily say 
“destroy it." (Laughter) 


Q Was the area where this shooting took place 
previously a temporarily restricted area of the Soviets, or had 
it been used for some kind of military maneuvers in the recent 
past, and that is why the U.S. people were there before? 


ta It had been a restricted area previously. 
+ How long ago? 
“ Uh -- 


Q Temporary, I presume, right? 
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a Yes. The restriction on that was lifted -- I 
believe it was February the 20th. 


Q February 20th? How long had it been restricted? . 
a I can't answer that. 

Q Could you find out? 

. Yes. 


Q And why was it restricted? Do we know? I mean, 
do we know what went on there that they restricted it 


temporarily? 
4 No. 
Q Was it a maneuver of some kind? 
A It could have been. I think it's a maneuver, but 


I'll try to get that. 


Q I have a political question. This is the second 
briefing that you guys have had making a fuss about this 
incident. The White House, at the same time, seems to have 
been playing it down to the extent that when President Reagan 
was asked if it would disturb relations with the Soviet Union, 
he said, "No, it only made him more eager to go and visit." 


What exactly is the attitude here? What is the 
political sort of fallout of this? Are we really upset with 
the Soviets in using this to disturb the relationship or no? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: ‘Let me take a little bit of 
issue with your question the way you phrased it. We're not 
making a fuss about this issue. We're concerned about what I 
think the President correctly described as the unwarranted 
tragic death of Major Nicholson. 


We feel that there-.is an important point to be made 
here, which we've been trying to make this morning regarding 
the way in which the military liaison missions function, the 
way they have functioned since 1947, the way we think they 
should function. 


That's what we're trying to do now -- to correct, I 
think, some of the misconceptions which the Soviets have been 
trying to put out regarding the activities of Major Nicholson 
and why this incident took place. 
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We're not trying to hype this case, to make it into 
something it's not. But it is a serious event. An American 
military officer has been killed for no reason. 


Q Two questions: You've given us the U.S. rules of 
the road here in this sheet. Do you know what the Soviet rules 
are, and are they similar to ours? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We do not know what the 
Soviet rules are. We assume that they have rules that are 
similar to ours, but as a fallout of this, I can tell you -- 
which has been discussed at a high level. You know, the one 
thing you have to do when you ‘+ # an incident like this is you 
have to say, “Well, what do we <o to make sure that it won't 
happen again?" And I can guarantee you that there's going to 
be some high-level military-to-military discussion that 
hopefully will ensure that the Soviet rules are very much like 
ours and that it won't happen again. We've never had this 
problem. 


Q My second question was on itineraries. Do the 
liaison officers have to file itineraries before they go? Did 
they file them in this case? Did they stick to them? 


a They do not have to file itineraries. [hey are 
free to travel in non-restricted areas without filing anything, 
anywhere they want to go. 

Q You say it was a restricted area, and it was 
lifted on February 20th. What procedures did the Soviets 
follow to do this, to lift it? What notice did you get? Do 
you have that in writing? 


a Yes. We get that from the Soviets in writing. 
How they tell their troops about that, I don't know. 


Q But you have a document that you can present to 
demonstrate that. 


a Correct. 


Q And was the previous visit by Americans to this 
site before February 20th when it was -- 


a No. It was after -- 


Q What's the date of that? 


a I don't know the exact date of the visit to this 
area, but it was within a week or ten days. 
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Q There was no incident. 
No incident. 
Q Nicholson and Schatz, or others? 
Sie” I do not know whether it was the same two 
Q There are only 14 of you in East Germany. 


That's correct. 


It's fairly easy to keep you under constant 
surveillance. Is that done? Aare your people followed all the 


time? 
. a They are followed not all the time, but from time 
to time they are under surveillance. 
Q But the Russians would have not much excuse to 
say they didn't know who you were. 
a That's correct. 
Q Also, do you know what branch of service the 


sentry was, because I'm told that the Soviet military swntries 
in East Germany are from the KGB and not from the Soviet 
Ministry. 


a I can't answer that. 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: We don't know, and it may be 
that the debriefing report, they would have noticed what kind 
of shoulder boards the man had on, but we haven't seen that. 
We haven't seen the debriefing report. 


Q At the actual site of the incident, as different 
observers began to descend upon this area, there was the body, 
and there was the cluster of people. Did not the U.S. person 
at that time say, “Okay, let's note where we are, here's the 
highway, that's the boundary, we're on this side of the 
highway.” 


Didn't that sort of thing go on? I mean -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That was done. 
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Q And yet the Soviets still, even on the scene, are 
maintaining that that area where the pool of blood is and where 
the body was, was in a restricted zone? 


“ No, no. The Soviet officials who came to the 
site, as I recall from reading the reports of the conversation, 
did not insist that the incident took place in a restricted 
area. 


Q He said he traveled through a restricted area to 
get there, right? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: They could have alleged that. 
In fact, he did not, as far as we know. 


Q The Highway 191, right adjacent to that, is a 
restricted highway, as I understand it. 


“ I do not believe that it is. I think the 
highways through restricted areas are open, as in the case, for 
example, of the Autobahn. 


Q On our side it is. 


i Yeah. For instance, in the Federal Republic of 
Germany, if you have a restricted area, and an Autobahn goes 
through a restricted area -- a road goes through the restricted 
area, it's an open road. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: It's open 
Q Do you know? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'm not really sure, and we 
haven't been able to find out exactly how the Major and the 
Sergeant reached the point where the incident occurred, but the 
Soviets at the scene did not, as TASS has claimed, claim that 
it was restricted area. 


Q The Soviet argument, as I understand it, they are 
saying it doesn't matter whether this incident occurred exactly 
in a restricted zone, but we proclaim them guilty because the 
only way he could have gotten here was coming through a 
restricted zone. Is that what they're doing? Just so you can 
give us some background. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Let's assume that everything 
they said was true, that he came through a restricted area to 
get to where he was to take the pictures Regardless of that - 
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Q I'm not trying to make the Soviet case. I'm 
rying to understand the case they are making. Is that the 
case they are making? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: They have alleged that. . 


Q Okay. And so they are saying, at least in 
private, that at the time of the incident, the body. where he 
was shot, was not actually in a restricted zone? 


4 They have not claimed -- they did not claim, as I 
recall from the report of the discussion which took place there 
at the site, that the man was in arestricted area. They made 
other claims regarding his activities. They made claims 
regarding the actions of the Soviet sentry who fired the shots 
which we, I think, have demonstrated to be untrue. 


Q What was the sentries point of fire, please? Was 
he in the restricted zone? Was he outside the restricted 
zone? Was he guarding the building outside the restricted 
zone? Where was he standing when he shot Major Nicholson? 


i From the information I have, he was about 150 
meters away. He was in the non-restricted area, and he fired 
three shots, one of which hit the Major. It's an AK-47. They 
were fired fairly rapidly, and the bullet entered in the chest 
and exited out the back. 


Q Can you deal with the accusation in the Tass 


statement that the Americans ran down -- did you see that? -- a 
Soviet army officer -- traffic, I suppose, causing great bodily 
harm? 


“ There was an incident in which one of the 
vehicles, a military liaison mission, did have this -- run over 
a Soviet officer. The Soviet officer recovered. It was an 
accident. 

It was an accident? 
I beg your pardon? 


It was an accident. 


> > 


It was an accident. We expressed regret for the 
accident. 


MR. CARLSON: Let's take about two more. 
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Q The sentence before you said, “Let's assume 
everything the Soviets said is true," and then you got 
interrupted. Please finish your sentence. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I was going to say, let's 
assume everything was true, they had the right to detain him, 
but they did not have the right to shoot him. 


Q Do we have any idea at all of what Sergeant 
Schatz told the Soviet interrogators? 


4 I do not have any idea because I haven't seen the 
debreifing, but I know for a fact from the initial reports that 
the first thing he told him was he grabbed the first-aid kit 
and said, “Please let me take care of Major Nicholson.” 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: There was very little contact, 
conversational or otherwise, between Sergeant Schatz and the 
Soviets. They forced him to remain in the vehicle. The Soviet 
sentry with the weapon made clear to the Sergeant that he was 
supposed to remain in the vehicle, but there was very little 
contact back and forth between the two of them. 


Q But his orders would be, name, rank and serial 
number, is that -- 


a Yes. WNo further discussion. 


Q Isn't it true on the basis of the fact that you 
have said here today that you are not privy to the Sergeant's 
readout? That you really don't know whether the two Americans 
were ever in a Temporary or Permanent Restricted Area during 
the time involved here? You really don't know the answer to 
that question because you're -- 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I know that at the time of 
the incident he was not in a restricted area Whether or not 
he traveled through another restricted area to get there two 
hours before, I can't answer that question. 


Q And the highway, you say you don't know if 
Highway 191 in that area is restricted or not? 


a I believe that highway is open. 


Q Could you check it out for us, because it seems 
to be central -- 


“ Okay. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:52 a.m.) 
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MR. CARLSON: Good afternoon. This is the BACKGROUND 
briefing on the visit of Sudanese President Nimeiri. It is ON . 
BACKGROUND, attribution to Senior Administration Officials. 
I believe that Briefer Number One will have a few remarks for 
you on the nature of this private visit, then the meetings that 
, will be held, and then take your questions. 


FIRST SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a few 
words to set the scene. President Nimeiri is here for a 
private visit and is having a regular medical checkup, which he 
dees in this country on a regular basis. 


During his visit to the States he will be, as you 
know, meeting with the President, and he has appointments as 
well with the Secretary of State, Mr. McPherson, Secretary 
Weinberger, and will be having some meetings with Congressional 
leaders, as well; and he has some appointments and contacts 
with private business people in this country, too. So that is 
the context: it is a private visit here. But normally, when 
he comes on such visits, there are meetings with people in 
Washington, in the Administration, and the Congress as well. 


Sudan, obviously, is a very important friend and 
partner in Africa, in both the African and the Middle East 
context. We have a very good relationship with Sudan which was 
recently, I think, consolidated further by the visit to 
Khartoum of Vice President Bush who was there for several days, 
visited around the country, visited several areas where 

refugees are being fed as well as where the Sudanese themselves 
who were displaced by the drought are being fed. And it was, 
as I said, a useful and very constructive visit which touched 
on all the major bases. 


We value our relationship with Sudan in the context of 
its firm position on a number of Middle Eastern questions as 
well as African questions. It's a constructive partner. It, 
through its diplomacy, has demonstrated a support for peaceful 
solutions. It has a distinguished reputation in terms of its 
policy on refugees, welcoming and caring for refugees. It is a 
country which we consider to be, in every sense, an important 
partner of ours in the African context. 





I think I will leave it there and ask my colleague if 
he wishes to add on the economic side, and then we'll go to 
your questions. 


SECOND SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me 
be very brief because I think we primarily look to your 
questions today. - 


The situation that has been of particular concern to 
us, of course, is the drought in Sudan, where there are up to 
6,000,000 people affected so far this year, either arrived or 
approved. There has been 750,000 ton of food for a total value 
of $123 million of food and related disaster assistance. 


It's truly a huge problem, both in requirements, and 
of course for people, of both the Sudanese themselves, 
especially in the western part of the country, as well as 
people who have come over the border from other countries, but 
especially from Ethiopia, there on the eastern side of the 
country. 


Our total economic package is a fairly serge one -- 
this year, including the food, about $255 million of economic 
assistance. There has been, as you know, a temporary hold on 
some of this assistance, a total outstanding amount now of 
about $181 million. This has not been disbursed because of 
discussions about economic policies and programs. 


In recent days, the Sudanese apparently have taken a 
number of steps and have had fairly fruitful conversations with 
the IMF. We look forward to hearing from President Nimeiri as 
to further details about those discussions and about the steps 
that he has undertaken. 


I think that's all I have. I suspect that many of you 
have questions for my colleague or for myself. 


Q (To First Official): I wanted to know what was 
our understanding of the military situation that the government 
faces in the south, with the SPLA? And are we going to be 
considering any ‘additional requests for military aid from 
President Nimeiri during this visit? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not aware of any 
such requests. We do have a Military Assistance Program in 
Sudan, have had for a number of years. It is oriented, 
obviously, to the external threat. We're not -- and we have 
never -- encouraged military solutions to the problems that 
Sudan faces. On the contrary, we've taken a very firm 
position, as I think you know, that this government, which in 
fact is the 





government that reconciled Sudan and brought the Sudanese civil 

war to an end in 1972 -- we hope that they will get the 

situation in the south back on the political track, and push 

the course of political reconciliation. So we believe that ‘ 
that is the only way to solve that problem, that there really 

isn't any military solution to it. 


We have maintained our Military Assistance Program -- 
and it's a modest program; it's not in any way oriented towards 
the notion of a military solution in the south. I would add to 
that that there have been some important developments which you 
have, no doubt, seen in recent weeks, including some statements 
by the President trying to open up the political reconciliation 
progress and appointing people to a committee which has not yet 
begun its work, but which, hopefully, will try and talk through 
some of the differences that exist between the government and 
the south. 


Q One point, just a follow-up: hasn't the 
government with Nimeiri's, decision to split the south into 
three regions and with imposition of the Sharia, hasn't he, 
basically, made a lot of his own problems right now, as far as 
his relations with the south? 


Is it our understanding that his policies have 
contributed to the unrest there? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, there are a variety of 
factors. I think, no doubt, there has to be a policy of 
tolerance in a country as diverse as Sudan. We're talking 
about Africa's largest country, with a great great variety of 
ethnic groups and religious affiliations. And so, clearly, we 
feel that there has to be religious tolerance, and we have made 
our view known in that regard. 


But let's be realistic, at the same time, the 
situation in Sudan is being fueled from the outside as well. 
And if there is to be dialogue and reconciliation, you have to 
have two to dialogue -- you have to have several to dialogue. 
You can't just have a government willing; you've got to have 
people willing to engage in that process. 


Q (To First Official): How destabilizing are the 
activities of the Muslim brothers, or the Muslim Brotherhood, 
in Sudan? And could not they and other groups capitalize on 
the increase in bread prices and the removal of the subsidies 
that are fueling the riots now? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, obviously, the 
Government feels concerned about the Muslim Brotherhood, which 
is why the Government has taken certain steps toward them in 





recent weeks, which you are familiar with. Our most recent 

information suggests that the demonstrations and the rioting 

that we have read about the last couple of days appear, for the 

moment, to have eased down, to be much less of it today. But 

I'm not making any predicton beyond that. ‘ 


Q (To Second Official): Excuse me. The Second 
Official just said that the Sudanese had fruitful consultations 
with IMF, but does he know (as you know)? the broad rights at 
home -- would you be willing to consider that fact in your 
position concerning the $181 million dollars? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, we intend to, during 
this visit, to learn a good deal more about what the Sudanese 
are planning in terms of their economic policies and programs. 
We, of course, have some idea from our people there, but we 
don't feel that we know all about it. 


Our concern all along has been that we have only 
so-much money for Sudan, and that unless economic policies 
change, we simply won't have enough money to fill the needs 
that the Sudanese Government has. In short, some economic 
steps to reduce subsidies, to devaluate the currency, and other 
steps -- quite apart from the IMF's desire to achieve those 
things, we have felt were necessary for purposes of making 
better use of the very limited resources that we have. 


Of course, we are concerned about the situation, the 
stability, the strength of the Government of Sudan, and those 
questions are ones that are always discussed in the overall 
context. So we'll be listening to President Nimeiri when he is 
here. 


Q May I follow up? Are you consulting with IMF? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We regularly talk with the 
IMF. But our economic assistance is not tied to an IMF 
agreement. Rather, what we have said all along is that certain 
structural adjustments in the economy of Sudan were necessary 
so as to make better use of our money, indeed so that our money 
would be able to perform what is necessary there in Sudan. 


Q A question for First Senior Official: You 
mentioned that the rebellion in the south is being fueled 
partly from the outside. Could you go into a little detail on 
that and talk about also how the instability in Sudan might 
affect Egypt, were the Sudanese situation to worsen? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, on your second point, 
there's no question that the relationship between the 





Egyptians and Sudanese is a very close and important one to 
both countries. I think the Egyptians follow with great 
interest, and sometimes concern, developments in Sudan just 
like we do. 


On the question of outside support, it's a well-known 
fact that on numerous occasions the Government of Libya has 
issued threats and actually implemented actions, hostile 
actions, against the Sudanese sovereignty and territorial 
integrity -- both terrorist actions and conventional actions. 
More recently in light of the southern situation, there has 
been a pattern of involvement including Libya and Ethiopia in 
direct support, in hosting, in training, and financing the 
southern military effort, and that continues. 


Q (To First Official): There have been news 
reports, on one hand, saying that the Administration has 
cantacts with the rebels in south Sudan. On the other hand, 
that the Sudanese Government, especially President Nimeiri, is 
having secret contacts in the Arab World with the Libyans out 
of his frustration with the U.S. Administration's position 
towards him. 


How substantial, how true are those stories? 


FIRST SENIOR OFFICIAL: Well, I think I'd point to the 
fact that in his announcement a few weeks ago, President 
Nimeiri made clear that, as part of his southern reconciliation 
effort, he intended to include southern elements, both inside 
the country and outside, and that he would hope to reach and 
communicate with all the elements at the appropriate time. 


By the same token, we have sought to be in touch with 
all key points of opinion in Sudan, and will continue to do 
that. So there is nothing mysterious about that. We have had 
contacts with people who were based outside, and we will 
continue to do so with the full knowledge and unde “standing of 
the Government of Sudan. If we have any role that we can play, 
we will play it -- we haven't been asked to do anything 
specific. 

On the question of Libya, I think the Sudanese 
Government is the best to answer that question. They have 
already answered a similar question just a couple of weeks 
ago. I don't think it would be accurate to characterize any 
such discussions as, in effect, a response to things we have 
done. What we're trying to do, as my colleague has indicated, 
is to help restore Sudan's economic health. 


And there really isn't any alternative but to go this 
route. We can't solve the Sudanese economic problem by 
ourselves simply by disbursing funds. There needs to be a 
context. It includes coordination amongst donors in the 
international financial institutions. 








Q Can I have a follow-up, please? In the main 
trend of events in Sudan, do you believe that it's caused by 
our side's interference, or rather by internal problems? 


i) I think there's a mixture of elements here. As I 
mentioned, Sudan is an enormous country facing a number of 
problems, including a continuing and worrisome influx of 
refugees from across its borders, both in the east and the 
west, from Chad and from Ethiopia. 


So it has that very substantial burden, and it has a 
very proud tradition of receiving such people, even at a time 
when its own people face very grievous problems as a result of 
the drought. 


So I don't think one can ascribe the situation to a 
single cause. There are economic problems, as (Second 
Official) has indicated. There is a problem of political 
reconciliation which needs to be addressed, and we hope is 
being addressed. 


I might say when Vice President Bush was in Sudan, he 
spoke very clearly on that point. There is, as well, without 
any question an effort to destabilize Sudan from certain 
neighboring countries, and that's an aspect of the situation. 


Q Two questions (to Second Official): Last week, 
as I understood it, the United States is withholding #67 
million in CIP from ‘84, $40 million share in the petroleum 
facility, and $125 million in 1985 ESF. 


SECOND OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q That doesn't add up to the figure you've given 
us. Are you releasing the petroleum facility? 


a The figures, to review them, is that in 1984 we 
have not yet disbursed $40 million for the so-called petroleum 
facility, and another 27.5 for the CIP or the ESF. Then for 
‘85 there is a yat undisbursed 114 million, and that's ESF. 


Q Okay. And just to follow: With Sudan's 
arrearages problem with the International Monetary Fund right 
now, which amounts to about $120 million -- 


a Correct. 


Q What hopes do you have that they are going to be 
able to get an agreement, despite the fact that they've taken 
these steps? 








4 There are several steps here, as you're 
suggesting. One is to come to terms with the IMF on the 
various policy changes -- program changes. Again, while these 


changes are sometimes difficult, they are changes which the IMF 
feels are necessary to put the economy of Sudan in a position 
so that it can't have any chance of growing -- putting itself 
back in order. 


But even with those changes, as you're suggesting, 
there still will be what is referred to in the trade as a gap, 
a gap of, in this case, probably hard currency, dollars, that 
will be necessary for Sudan to have to import critical goods 
during the months ahead. That gap will be substantial amounts 
probably, and how that gap is addressed is something that will 
have to be looked at in the weeks ahead if an IMF agreement is 
a possibility. 


Q Can I just follow on that, to clarify? 
A It's a complicated thing. Let's get it straight. 


Q Well, yeah, but we're talking about repurchase 
obligations here of $120 million. 


A One, you've got the payback to IMF, if you will, 
of $120 million. But, over and above that, for an IMF 
agreement to come into place, there would be necessary -- the 
IMF only enters into an agreement if they can see all the 
pieces fit. In addition to $120 million, there is a need for 
some substantial additional resources for, as I say, 
importations of critical resources. 


It's important, I think, to focus and understand on 
these short-term structural problems, because they're extremely 
serious. But as we struggle and worry about today -- the 
drought and the financial difficulties -- it's worth, too, 
looking at what Sudan has in the years ahead. 


Sudan has vast areas of its country which could be 
substantially mare productive -- not just the irrigated areas 
along the Nile River, but rather so-called dry land, rain-fed 
agriculture; and just in the last few years with our help and 
other people's help, there's been developed a sorghum, a hybrid 
sorghum which is a grain that poor people eat, where the yield 
increase is 150 percent -- 150 percent to traditional sorghum 


Indeed, if 25 percent of the land in Sudan that's 
planted to sorghum were planted to this new hybrid sorghum -- 
and I think it will spread rapidly in the years ahead -- only 
25 percent of the land would make up the grain gap. 





You've got the petroleum in the south. You've got a 
lot in Sudan if there is political strength and stability and 
its economic policies and programs are in place to make it. . 


So as we focus on all of today's problems in this 
visit, and that's reasonable to do because we have to deal with 
those, it's also important to see that in the years ahead a 
good deal can be put together. 


Q A follow-up on that last point: Can our ESF be 
used for that payback to the IMF? 


a That's a matter on which we haven't made a 
decision. 


Q It can be considered, though? 


4 It could be considered, but no way am I saying 
today that we're going to. 


Q (To First Official): What are the prospects of 
an easing of Sharia Law, and would that be a necessary step to 
reconciliation? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: It certainly is among the issues, I 
think, on which various southern leadership elements have 
strong views. It is our understanding that Sharia is not being 
in fact applied in the south, but the issue of its application 
to southerners outside the south has been one that has been 
troubling to southerners. 


There are certainly other issues as well, including 
the issue which I think was raised by an earlier question, 
namely, the question of the governance of the south. Is it to 
be a unified southern structure, a single entity in the south, 
or is it to be multiple entities, and there are various other 
government policies and programs that concern southerners 
besides that one. 


Q Sir, it seems that President Nimeiri's power base 
is shrinking rapidly. He just alienated the Muslim Brotherhood 
who until recently were one of the pillars of his government. 
He has a growing rebellion in the south. A long time ago he 
alienated other leftists and nationalist forces, the 
intelligentsia. 


The question is, how concerned are you for his 
political survival, given the fact that Sudanese are known for 
overthrowing other unpopular governments in the past? They've 





done it before. There is no reason why they couldn't do it 
now. Are you that concerned about his political survival? 


a If I had to look at countries that were high on ° 
the list of being unstable or having the most frequent changes 
of government, I certainly wouldn't put Sudan very high on that 
list, if you look back to its independence in 1955. I don't 
think that Sudan has such a history of frequent changes of 
government, but let me try and answer your question in a more 
direct fashion. 


We, obviously, are concerned about the health and 
stability of Sudan. We consider it an important friend. We 
consider that our relationship with Sudan is with Sudan -- the 
government and the people of Sudan. It's not confined solely 
to the government of the day, but, obviously -- and we have no 
hesitation in saying so -- we consider President Nimeiri and 
his colleagues to be important friends, and we hope that 
they're able to solve the problems that they face. 


Q Given that, and given everything else that's 
going on in the Sudan, I mean, you're not going to send Gaafar 
Nimeiri home at the end of next week empty-handed. I mean, 
what are we going to see come out of this in terms of the 
release of aid or any other commitments by the United States? 


i) I think (Second Official) has made that as clear 
as we can at this point. We haven't yet had the official 
meetings that are scheduled to take place here, and we look 
forward to those meetings as a chance to catch up with each 
other on the whole question of economic decision-making, the 
reform program, the meetings that they've just had with the IMF 
which we're not party to, and until that has taken place, I 
don't think we have any further announcements to make, 


SECOND OFFICIAL: There's another component of those 
discussions, and that is the need to review with them the food 
situation, which we've already, as I indicated, provided 
enormous amounts of food this year. But there is a suggestion 
ee the need is still great, and we'll be discussing that as 
well. 


Q (To First Official) About the stability of 
Sudan, I want only a follow-up on that. Do you think the 
Sudanese regime is a democratic regime, and do you think that 
15 years of the rule of Nimeiri is enough of suppression for 
the Sudan? 


I mean, do you advise him to democratize his 
government as you advise other countries friendly to you? 
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a FIRST OFFICIAL: Obviously, we have a very clear 
policy. and we've spoken out on numerous occasions on human 
rights. That applies not only to Sudan but to all countries in 
Africa. We try to be open and candid about our concerns on ‘ 
human rights issues. 


If we were to confine our diplomacy in Africa to those 
countries that have democratic systems, we wouldn't have too 
much diplomacy -- if you get my message. (Laughter) 


Q The FPLM has just turned down a reconciliation 
call -- made by President Nimeiri. Would that move change your 
position on the use of American-made armaments in the south? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I didn't hear the first part of your 
question. The FPLM has -- 


. Q The FPLM has sent down the reconciliation call 
made by President Nimeiri a couple of weeks ago. 


“ I think we're at the very early stages of a 
process, if this process takes root, and we clearly hope that 
it does, in which the very first step was a set of 
announcements by the government of things it was prepared to 
do, and the second step was the appointment of a commission to 
begin to talk to in more detail some of the grievances, some of 
the issues, and in which the government would make a little bit 
clearer than it's had a chance to do so far what's on offer. 


The government has said, basically, that anything can 
be discussed except the unity of Sudan. Sudan's not going to 
be broken up. So with that in mind, it seems to me that the 
question of the participation of the FPLM or others on the 
outside -~ it's premature 


MR. CARLSON: Let's just take two more One back 
there and one here. 


Q Are there any more Ffalasha refugees still now in 
Sudan to your information? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I don't think we have the impression 
that there are many in Sudan at this time, if any. 


Q Do either of you know how many refugees there are 
in Sudan, and from how many countries? 


FIRST OFFICIAL I think our figures are at this point 
about a million. 
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SECOND OFFICIAL: About a million, which is a 
tremendous percentage of the continental whole. Continent-wide 
it may be about two and a half to three million. So it's a 
very large percentage, and it's from several countries, Chad 
and Ethiopia being the largest contributors. 


FIRST OFFICIAL: Uganda also. 
Q Only one question about the Falashas: Since we 
are on background, can you tell us anything about the 


cooperation of Sudan in transferring the Falashas to Israel -- 
since we are on background? 


FIRST OFFICIAL: I have no comment on that. 


MR. CARLSON: Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:35 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL 
OW THE VISIT OF PRMIE MINISTER OZTAL OF TURKEY 


April 1, 1985 
The Briefing Roos 
10:34 A.M. EST 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. 


What I thought I'¢ Go is just say a few things about the 
visit and then run through the schedule, and then I's a11 jours. 


Prise Minieter Ogal’s visit marks the first visit to the 
United States of a Turkish Prime Minister in 1} years. 


We see the visit as an important one, both because it 
syabolizes the improvement in U.S.-Turkieh relations, but, secondly, 
we believe it is important because we think it will contribute to 
further improvement of this important bilateral relationship. 


About Turkey iteelf, what I would say is that it has come 
through a rather difficult period in ite history, politically, 
economically, socially. And in the lest 18 sonths, one has seen dSoth 
* —— towards full democracy, #6 well as widespread economic 
refore. 


Prime Minister Ogal is the firet Prise Minister elected 
since the return to dezocratic rule some 18 months ago. As @ result, 
it is particularly appropriete to have hie here as one of the symbols 
of a revived Turkey. 


Turkey is important as well for strategic reasons. it is 
one of the 16 members of the Atlantic Alliance of NATO. Within NATO, 
Turkey has the second largest army. As @11 of you probably know fros# 
Looking et @ map, Turkey is located in @ very strategic position. 
Indeed, it has the longest border with the Soviet Union of any NATO 
member. And it is located between the Soviet Union and the Middle 
East. 


The United States, over the last few years, with Turkey, 
have expanded their -- our economic, political and silitary contects 
~~ I°Ll be glad to go into any detail on that with you leter -- and 
we expect that, indeed, owr full range of political, economic and 
military relations will be discussed with the Prime Minister and his 
entourage. 


Let we just very quickly rum through the visit iteel!. 

The Prime Minister actually arrived in the United States last 
Wednesday evening, which I think is the 27th. He has already been to 
New York and Chicago. And he will be ectually arriving this evening 
at Andrews <-~- late this afternoon, ectually «- from Chicago. There, 
he gave @ speech at the Mid-America Club, today. In New York, he met 
with many Dusinesssen and spoke at the Cowncil on Foreign Relations. 
As I eaic, be arrives here late thie afternoon, early this evening. 


The officiel part of his vieit begins tomorrow sorning 
when et 11:30 @.5. he meets with the President in the Cabinet Roos. 
The President will then hoet «@ working lunch for the Prise Minister, 
which will be followed by departure statements tentatively to be at 
1:30 p.@. tomorrow afternoon. 


MORE 





Prise Minister Ocal will then go on to many meetings with 
the Congress. 


Tomorrow evening, the Ambassador of Turkey is hosting « 
reception and dinner for the Prise “Minister at the Turkish Embassy. 
And I believe that Vice Presicent Bush will be the Senior Aperican 
Official present there. 


On Wednesday. April JIrd, the visit continues. The 
official parts include @ meeting with the Vice Presicgent at 10:00 
a.m. On Wednesday sorning, & meeting later -- meetings later that 
morning with Pete McPherson of AID, with Commerce Secretary Balérige. 
Georgetown, the Center for Strategic and International Studies, will 
be hosting a lunch on Wednesday, followed by sany sore Congressional 
meetings. And 


MORE 





at 5:30 p.2. om Wednesday the Secretary of State will seet with the 
Prise Minister, and later that evening the Secretary of State will be 
hosting dinner for tne Prime Minister at the State Departsent. 


On Thursday, April 4th, the visit -- official part -- 
includes a seeting at the Pentagon witn Secretary Weinberger. Then, 
many of you will probeoly oe at the lunch on Thureday -- the Sational 
Press Club lunch. Later that afternoon on the 4th, Secretary of the 
Treasury Baker, then Secretary of Agriculture Block will be seeting 
with the Prise Minister. 


I show no other officiel seetings and I have his leaving 
Washington sround sidésay on Friday, April Sth to head cack to Turkey. 


io} Ie he asking for new silitary and econosgic aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, a8 you know, 
Turkey is already the third largest recipient of American security 
eesistance. In the cosing fiscal year -- fiscal 1966 -- the 
eGainistration has requested that Turkey receive $939 sillion in 
security assistance. That is divided up as follows -- 


Q I‘s sorry, which fiscal year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fieceal year 1986 -- the 
one that the legislation has just gone to the Hill on, which begins 
as of October 1 of calendar year 1965, just to confuse you all. 


It‘s $939 sillion total. That includes $150 million in 
econcsic support funding or ESF and the rest is « sixture of -- is 
ell military eid -- & sixture of FMS -- foreign military sales 
credits, grant and « $4 sillion international military education and 


training progres. 
Q Can you breakout the FMS and the silitary -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The MAP is $230 sillion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The MAP, or grant 
Poe weryy is $230 swillion. The overall FMS is $555 sillion of which 
$345 sillion would be at @ concessional rate and $210 sillion would 
be at the treasury rate, and that should edd up to $939. 


I think, to anewer the question sore directly, that I 
expect the sid progres will be discussed and Turkey's possible needs 
for future years would be « logical ites to be on the agenda. 


Q To what extent do our relations with Turkey as an 
ally become sore important in the light of events in Greece? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did everybody hear the 
question? To what extent do Turkey's relations as an ally become 
more iaportent as @ result of events in Greece? I think our 
relations with Turkey stand on their own. Turkey is an important 
meaber of the Atlantic Alliance and it would probably be incorrect to 
view U.&.-Turkieh relations simply in the context of the 
U.&.-Turkey-Greece triangle, if you will. That Turkey is iaportant 
because of our political ties, our strategic ties, our economic ties, 
and opviously, while it is effected oy the clisate of U.S. relations 
with Greece, and while U.&.-Turkish relations are affected oy 
Greek-Turkieh relations, both directly and over such issues as the 

or Cyprus, I think ite probably best to see U.&.-Turkien 
relations lergely standing on their own. 


iS) Well, that sounds very nice, and i's not trying to 
be argupentative, but, doesn't Turkey become sore iaportant as Greece 
moves further away from the United States? ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there's 
any choice to be gade between Greece or Turkey, that somehow toere's 





s © sus gain and that, as relations -- if relations witn Greece 
were to get worse, that somehow relations with Turkey would 
necessarily compensate. I don't see the two countries on that kind 
of an up and down escalator. 


Q Doesn*t it really go by the region, though? With 
Iran gone, Greece soving away, that puts a lot of importance on 
Turkey, doesn't it -- obviously so? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se answer that 
question oy saying two things. One is, as you yourself sentioned, 
because of changes in that part of the world, you know, Afghanistan, 
the revolution in Iran, the war between Iran and Irag, the Soviet 
buildup in Syria, the Soviet buildup in its own southern silitary 
districts, Soviet presence in Bulgaria, that Turkey occupies « 
rather, how shall we say, uncomfortable neighborhood -- indeed, a 
rather tense neighborhood, and also one of large and obvious 
strategic importance. So regardless of what goes on with Greece, 
U.&.-Turkieh relations have their own sosentus -- their own, I 


suppose you might call it -- strategic isperative. 


At the same tise, let se just try to put U.&.-Greek 
relations in perspective. Yes, it's true that we have had our 
difficulties with Greece and we've spoken out clearly on them. At 
the same tise -- what I sense is the tone of some of these questions 
-- I think it's wrong to write off the U.&S.-Greek relationsnip. 


To the contrary, we maintain important ties with Greece. 
We are, for example, requesting $500 million in security assistance 
for Greece in this coming fiscal year -- in -- in fiscal year 1986. 
We maintain important silitary facilities in Greece and we saintain 
important political and economic ties. We've made it clear that we 
-- while we have difficulties with the current government of Greece, 
that cur desire for improved relations is undisinished. 


e Why does it -- why does Turkey have such a large 
navy in the Aegean -- which the Greeks feel very threatened acout? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the answer to 
that is that Turkey does not have such a large navy in the Aegean. 
The bulk of Turkish forces are not oriented towards the Aegean, but 
largely are oriented towards the north and the northwest. One of 
Turkey's key strategic missions in the Atlantic Alliance is to guard 
the straits -- the Straits of the Bosporus and tne Dardanelles -- and 
that’s obviously the key route by which tne Scviet Union would sove 
ite aic and naval forces 





from the Black Sea into the Mediterranean. So such of Turkey's 
capability has to be oriented towards the protection of the land 
mass, land areas on both sides of the Straitc. The actual apsount of 
forces that Turkey holds in the West, both air, land, and sea, is 
actually a fairly sodest proportion of Turkey's overall capability. 


Q If Greece kicks U.S. servicemen out, will we seek to 
compensate by finding extre bases in Turkey? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, we are 
hoping that we can work out an arrangement with the Greek governsent 
wnere that eventuality will not come to pass. We believe that our 
bases in Greece serve Aserican interests and Greek interests; that 
tne current agreesent runs for at least another few years: and we are 
hoping that we will be able to continue it. We have sade clear 
publicly that because of the comments of the Greek government, saying 
that this agreement will not run beyond the end of 1968, that as a 
prudent, precautionary seasure, we have begun sose thinking about 
what the United States would have to consider doing. 


Q Can we presume that the President will be asking the 
Prise Minister about the possibility of opening bases in Turkey? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not at a stage in 
our contigency planning yet where I would presume anything of that 
sort. 


Q What's going to be discussed with Weinberger? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I do not have a specific 
readout for you on what the Secretary of Defense plans, sorry. 


Q How big an increase is the fiscal ‘86 request over 
fiscal ‘85 for FMS? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If I can find the piece 
of paper, I'll give you all the numbers. Okay, let se run through 
it. The total -- let ae give you, actually, if I may, a slightly { 


longer perspective which say help you. | 


In fiscal year 1961, the total security assistance was 
approximately just under half of what we are proposing now, which is 
$453.7 million -- this is fiscal year, 1961. And then it was divided 
-- $250 million in FMS, and just around $200 million in ESF. 


In fiscal year ‘84 -- let se jump ahead to that -- you 
had in FMS credits, $585 million. You nad $130 million in grant or 
MAP; and $138.5 million in ESF, for a granac total -- if one adds in a 
few other dollars here or there -- of $856 million. 


Last year, which is fiscal year 1985, if you'd like I'll 
run both our requests by you, as well as the actual, if that would 
help. The request was for $525 million in FMS, of which $250 million 
was concessional; a grant or MAP program of $230 miliion; an ESF 
program of $175 million, an IMET -- which is the education account -- 
of $4 million, for a grand total of $934 million. 


Congress made a few cuts in that, and what one ended up 
with was an FMS program in ‘FY -- an actual ‘FY ‘85 FMS progras of 
$465 million, of which $250 million was concessional. So basically 
there was a cut of $40 gsillion on the non-concessional FMS. MAP was 
cut from $230 million to $215 million; ESF held at §175 million; 
IMET was cut by approximately $1 million, so one ended up witn $878 
Billion in the actual ‘FY ‘85 account. 


Q Do you expect the Prime Minister to ask for sore 
than the §939 that you've put in this oudget? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: it's quite possible. We 








have estimated that Turkey -- if OMB and if, not dependent on thea, 
but if the United States government could spend money on security 
assistance for Turkey -- unconstrained by this particular budget 
considerations we have now, but rather, siaply targeted by Turkish 
needs that we thought were reasonable, given their ability to apdsorb, 
as well as the requirements -- we would estimate that we would 
probably run a program of something like $1.2 to $1.5 billion a year. 


I nave no idea what the Prise Minister of Turkey will ask 
for, either on the military or economic side. But, based on solely 
military criteria, there is a case to be sade for sore. 


Q What are those needs? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The needs are to 
nodernize the Turkish -- and particularly the Turkish Air Force anc 


Army. 


Turkey's Air Force and Army at the moment operate with an 
awful lot of World War II and Korean War vintage equipment. And one 
has a massive modernization program, in some ways exacerbated by the 
fact that between 1975 and 1978 this country embargoed all military 
aid to Turkey. So Turkey -- 


Q -- years again? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon me? 
Q What were those years again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Between 19575 and 1978, 
there was a Congressionally-mandated embarso. 


Q Why was that? 
Q The Cyprus invasion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This was in reaction to 
the events of the summer of 1974 on Cyprus. 


And so what Turkey has is, in general, you know, the 
problems of widespread obsolescence exacerbated by this four-year 
cutoff of U.S. support and the fact that it is a relatively poor 
country. For example, the per capita income in Turkey is only 
$1,000. And it's just very hard for Turkey to keep -- to devote the 
amount of resources to defense that it would like to. 


Q Are there any major aircraft sales or tank sales or 
co-production deals in this thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A large chunk of the 
security assistance -- and you could probably roughly estimate it at 
maybe, give or take, about a third of the military -- the military 
slice of the security assistance will go towards the F-16 sale. 
Turkey has contracted for 160 F-l6s. The first, which are scheduled 
to be delivered, I believe, in a few years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- ‘87. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In ‘87, the first ones 
are expected to get there. And it's 160 F-l6s overall, which -- 
beginning then -- there'll be elements of co-assembly, co-production. 
There's -- some of the details are to be worked out between the 
contractor and the Turkish government. 


Q Co-production on the F-168? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There'll be elements of 
it. 


Q Two offbeat questions: Do the Turkish prisons still 
hold a lot of Americans? And, two, is there -- the question of 
Armenian terrorism, revenge cone in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the question of 
Turkish prisons, I do not know specifically -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no Americans 
in Turkish jails. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I know of no 
Americans in jail -- in prison in Turkey right now. 


On the question of Armenian issues, I expect that it will 
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be something very much on the sind of the Prime Minister, indeed, 
because of the events in Toronto this gsorning -- 


Q This morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there's the threat 
to the Toronto subway system. I think that even without that -- but 
that would simply underline the Turkish concern over the fact that 
over the last -- I don't have number of years -- few years, in any 
case, as many as 40 or 50 Turkish citizens have died as a result of 
terrorist attacks by Armenian-related groups. 


Q Does the U.S. have @ position on that Armenian 
problem, the acknowledgment of alleged genocide of Armenians since 
1906 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States hac a 
very clear position against terroriss -- :, 


Q No, I understand that. But what about the position 
of the terrorist groups that they want Turkey to acknowledge this 
genocide? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States -- Let 
me speak -- has a position on these resolutions -- if that's what 
you're asking about -- which is that we are very concerned about 
these resolutions because we believe that they could inadvertently 
contribute to support for terrorism, and because it would obviously 
cause major difficulties with an important ally. And it's for that 
reason that we would -- you know -- not want to see those resolutions 
pass the United States Congress. 


Q Do you think the President will signal his 
willingness to get involved in trying to renew the talks on Cyprus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States is 
involved in Cyprus. And the talks -- let me get one or two steps 
backwards -- all -- the last five or six months of 1984, the 
Secretary General of the United Nations, Mr. Perez de Cuellar hosted 
what were known as “Proximity Talks” in New York dealing with Cyprus. 
And what he would do is he invited both the representatives or at 
times, the actual President of Cyprus, Mr. Kyprianou, as well as Mr. 
Denktash, who is the head of the Turkish Cypriot community. And 
either they or their representatives were in New York for these three 
rounds of Proximity Talks. And what these were would be basically on 
Monday the Secretary General would meet with one and on Tuesday he'd 
meet with the other. And then on Wednesday, back to the original one 
again. ; 


At the end of this process, in December, they had reached 
the point where he felt he was able to call a@ summit meeting in which 
the two would meet together with hia, face to face. 


This meeting was held in New York in January, from 
January 17 to January 20 of 1985. And, as the Secretary General said 
when he issued a statement at the end of this meeting, unfortunately, 
it did not succeed, that the Turkish Cypriot side was prepared to 
accept this set of documents that had been prepared. Whereas, the 
Greek Cypriot side would only be willing to endorse this set of 
Gocuments as a basis of future negotiation and discussion, but was 
not willing to accept it as it stood. 


What this set of documents was 
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besically « framework for the constitutional and territorial 


that the Secretary Generel lest senth 
President Kypriancyu, in Geneve. The 
te egree to sesething which could then restart the talks. We are yet 
-- we are not there, and hopefully et seme point we wi 

but thet is really where the negotiations stand. 


The American involvement -- Vice President Bush set with 
the Greek Cypriot President, aise in Geneve in March. Twice during 
this edsinistration the President has set with President Kyprienou. 
Tne President has also set with the Secretary General of the United 
Bations to discuss this. One of ay other hats is as the Special 

ws Coordinator, end I have hed countless seetings with all of the 
principles in this -- 


Q What's the asin stusbling biock? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the ssin 
stumbling block on se is -- well, there's probably « few -- one 
is, the constitutional division of power; which is, if one has « 
reunited country, how does one balance both the needs, requiresents, 
will of the Greek Cypriot sajority -- which is approzisately 80 
percent of the population -- and yet, et the sane tise, otect, 
politically and in every other way the Turkish iot sinority -- 
which is approzisately percent -- to come up with « systems that, 
on one hand, has edequate safeguards yet is aiso workable. And 
there's this tension -- which I think sore than anything. 


There's also, then, questions of territorial division. 
Right now, the Turkish Cypriots occupy epprozisately 386 percent of 
the Island of Cyprus; so there's that question -- what would the 
territorial division look like in « Turkish sone of « tederal 
republic. You would have two sones, and «hat would the Turkish sone 
-- what would its geographical extent be? 


There are also questions about external guarantees to be 
anewered. There are questions about what, if any, presence of 
foreign troops would be permitted on the island and so forth. 


.Q How many Turkish troops are there now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Approximately 20,000. 


MR. ROUSSEL: Let's get Alesandre and make this the last 
one. 


Q Oh, I'm sorry, I just want to know, do happen to 
know how gsany times the President has met with Turkish officials, or 
whether ne's set Ozal before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This, to the best of ay 
knowledge, will be the first meeting between the President and Prise 
Minister Ozeal. The «- I think the Vice President and the Secretary 
of State just ran into him in -~ it might have been in Moscow for the 
funeral a few weeks ago. But there hasn't been any formal seetings. 
This is, agein, it's the first meeting between any Turkish Prine 
Minister -- first official meeting in 13 years. There have been one 
Or two other cases where Turkish Prise Ministers have come to 
Washington, say, for a WATO seeting, and have set «a President in the 
context of that. But there have not been separate bilateral talke. 


Q None have met Reagan before? 
SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
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Q Any talk about drugs? 
@ Sew sany people -- 
Q -- G@rug trefttic? 


SEBSIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On drugs, Turkey's « 
success story, end has basically eredicated its own production of 
Opiua an¢ «ther drugs. There is some probles still with Turkey as « 
transit ro.ce, where vw come frose Soutn Asia and the Middle East 
and go > * a thet is one of the things we will probably 
be esiking eneut 


6 Will you clarify one thing -- 
SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll try. 


Q In that catelog of nills surrounding Turkey, you 
referred to the Soviet presence in Bulgaria. Sas something changed 
there, or is that just the ongoing thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is ongoing. What 
is different is the Soviet presence in its own southern silitery 
districts, in the Caucasus, Turkisten, and Tranecaucesus’ silitary 
Gistricts. If one looks et Soviet divisions there now, as opposed to 
say, ten years ago, one sees & considerable upgrading in the quality 
of the Soviet forces that are arrayed against countiies such as 
=— Iran, Turkey, end so forth -- the countries of Southwest 
Asia. 


Q Wno will be the President in the seetings and with 
the Prise Minister, do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have @ list, but 
it's a good chunk of the -- it say be the President, the Secretary of 
State, the Secretary Of the Treasury, '»:t I don't have an exact list, 
so I don't want to mislead you. And we can saybe -- I'd ask sone 
others to get you tnat. 


The Foreign Minister of Turkey is accompanying the Prise 
Minister -- Poreign Minister Holefoglu -- H-O-L-E-?f-0-G-L-U. 


Q You said we've begun to think about the possibility 
of this ‘68 deadline being -- coming -- coming true. Does that sean 
-- and I know the previous questions -- you don't like to emphasize 
it, but does that sean that Turkey will play @ bigger role in these 


contingency plans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really couldn't say 
yet. I don't oc 


Q I mean, who's doing the thinking on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're just beginning on 
something that will happen, initially, et a military level I assume 
-- to come up with actual silitary requirements. It's the kind of 
thing people et the Pentagon get paid to do. But then, it's 
obviously a decision that goes far beyond the silitary. It's a broad 
political decision as well, so obviously it would be something that 
would be looked at by the State Department and the White House. But 
again, I don't want to mislead you to think that we are very far down 
the track; we're not. And there is no great desire to go down that 
track at all. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SERIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very such, 
Bob. I think I sight just leave 4 sinute for people to read through 
the stetesent, then I'll put in some contest. 


Omay. the seeting that has just taken Zlace between 
President Reagan and President Siseiri and colleagues on each side -- 
let se set the contest for that @ little bit. President Biseiri is 
here on @ private visit which includes « sedical checkup which he has 
regularly each year in this country. 


In addition to his seeting with the President today, 
he'll oe having seetiags with Secretary Shults later in the week. 
Another seeting, he's seeing -- he has already seen the Secretary of 
Defense -- will be seeting. in addition, with Adsinistrator NcPherson 
of AID later this afternoon. And he's hed other seetings. as well, 
with leaders in Congress during the coucse of this week and with 
leaders in the private sector. 


The . presidents discussed « range of issues. They 
divcusse! the drought and our role in seeting tae drought esergencs 
in Sudan. They discussed longer tera econosic development issues. 
They diecussed Gudan's econosic refora progras and our effort to 
support and encourage that. They discussed tne issue of political 
reconciliation in Sudan and relations between Sudan and its 
neighbors, including the security picture that faeces Sudan. 


The statement which we are handing owt today siaply 
indicates the econosic part of that contezt, sakes clear that we 
support the seasures that have been taken Sy the government of Sudan 
to sove its economy to @ gore stable footing, and it sakes sone 
specific references in that context to our decision to go forward 
with the cemaining fiscal ‘64 ESF disbursements totalling $67 
zillion. 

I aight just add that $40 gillion of tnat is the such discussed 
petroleum facility which should save Sudan significant foreign 
exchange once that's on the tracks as well as a CIP commodity iaport 
programs for Sudan. And tien it goes on to point out that we ace now 
in a position to begin building with the governsent of Sudan and 
other donors and other institutions a viable ‘85 progras. 


Then it goes on to point out in addition, tnat oeyond tie 
taree quarters of a aillion tons of food -- that's both emergency and 
cegulac food under PL 460 Title 1 and 2 -- additional decisions have 
been made for a total of 225,000 metric tons which will bring us 
close to i gwillion tons for Sudan during tae course of this current 
fiscal year. Sudan, as you know, is one of tne countries sost 
effected by the drought emergency spreading across Africa. 


We estimate that at least six million people in Sudan are 
affected by this drought which makes it cight behind Ethiopia in 
teras of countries sost affected by the drougut emergency and, as has 
been frequently noted, there are well over a sillion cefugees in 
Sudan. 





Lat ae stop with that and take questions. 

Q Will you give us the figures -- I's unclear -- I 
though taere was gore soney frosen than $07 sillion. Is there sore 
fcozen? Was all of it celeased? What's the oreakJown? 

SESIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The SreakJown is as 
follows: tue fiscal ‘64 ESF that hed not yet been Jisbursed was $47 
Billion. So tnis disbucsement announcement takes cace of tne ESF -- 
taat’s Econceic Support Punds -- in the fiscal ‘64 prograsz. 

Q@ Sow such is in the fiscal ‘85 progas and -- 

SESIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know if I have 
the ‘86 ceyuests of Congress in ay head. Perhaps ay colleague would 
have it. 


SESIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's adout $120, I 
tnink. 


* What's ‘85? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $120 foc ‘86. The ‘85 
is $114, I selieve. Ise taat correct? Yes. 


Q Is *@5 still -- 
Q Ie that $114 -- 
Q ~~ ‘@5°s been appropriated already, is that correct? 





SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘85 is covered through 
the CR, that’s right. That was voted last fall. 


° But is being withheld? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “Withheld” is 
misleading. We always negotiate the application and the use of funds 
that are provided in this context. The ESF progras provides for 
Ciscussions, negotiation between us and the recipient government 
every year. And until those negotiations are completed, why, funds 
are not cisbursed. 


Q What's causing the delay? Especially in light of 
Sudan's needs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think there is « 
Gelay. I think what we're looking at is one thing at a tise. You 
first resolve iseves that concern the previous year’s program. And 
we're now in a position, in light of the positive soves that have 
been made, and «.e likelihood that others will do as we are doing, to 
begin to try and build an ‘85 program. It's not something we can do 
by ourselves. 


Q The elimination of the gasoline and bread subsidies 
last week caused anti-government riots, and the doctors are on strike 
and they're calling for the ouster of Nimseiri. Is his government in 


jeopardy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I wouldn't draw that 
conclusion. I think, clearly, the kind of measures that we're 
talking about, whether they're taken in Sudan or in other countries 
in the Third World, or, for that matter, in our own country, they 
require some -- they have some political pain attached to them, but 
they're also the only way to get the country back on its feet. And I 
think it's a reflection of that fact that the government of Sudan has 
gone ahead with these kinds of measures. There really isn't any 
alternative but to get on top of the economic belt-tightening that 
must be done. 


Q -- come back to these numbers? Because I'm not 
quite clear. You say there was $114 million in fiscal ‘85 that's 
been appropriated. But you aleo say that you're now beginning to 
build a 1965 assistant program. I's -- 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Building it <- by 
“building it,” let me be very clear, I's talking about building it in 
our discussions with the government of Sudan and in the context of 
Sudan's discussions with other donors, with the World Bank and with 
the IMF. 


When we say “build a program,” we mean build a 
multilateral program that involves all the key donors and the 
international financial institutions with the government of Sucan. 


It's got to be, in @ sense, @ coherent whole. Otherwise, 
you don't fill gaps, you don't get debt rescheduling and so forth. 


C How do you come up with a figure of $14 million if 
you don't yet know what you're going to do with it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know what you're 
going to do with it in @ general sense, but you haven't actually 
negotiated the conditions precedent for its disbursement and release. 


Q ~~ what does that sean? “Conditions -- for ite <- * 


SENI.*® ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The terms that we 
establish with the government of Sudan, which will enable us to go 
forward and actually hand over the checks. That kind of negotiation 
goes on with every recipient of §s° «ey year. 
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i] But you've established that they seec $114 sillion 
worth of sid. 


SEXIOR ADMINISTFATION OFFICIAL: That's right. And 
Congress has voted the funds. 


° What kind of aid is that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's balance of payment 
support and bucget support. It can be used for a wide variety of 
things, including coemodity imports, such things as 

the petroleum initiative, fertiliser imports, that kind of thing. 


Yes, sir. 

Q The only thing remaining to relesse it is -- 
Q Do you tell the governgent of Sudan -- 

Q -- working out the terms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Working out the terns, 
yes. 


Q -- you tell the government of Sudan, “If you don't 
get your act together financially, we're not going to give you this 
money”? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we don't talk that 
way to other sovereign governments. (Laughter.) What we try and do 
is encourage -- we try to encourage steps that we feel make sense and 
hear them out and hear their side of the story. And we also talk, of 
course, with other donors as well, and we keep in touch with the IMF 
and the World Bank. 


Q -- follow up on that, aren't we satisfied with what 
they have been doing? And have we withheld funds because they 
haven't properly put their act together? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I would say that 
what we've been doing is trying to encourage measures which will get 
Sudan back on its, feet. And I don't think it's a question of sitting 
there with a gun to someone's head at all. It's the kind of 
Giscussion we have all over the world with recipient governments of 
our aid. 


Q Now, would that apply in the case of Senator 
Kennedy's proposed restrictive legislation with regard to South 
Africa? And will the State Department oppose any amendment which 
wouldc apply similar restrictions to any African government that coes 
mot have the freedom that you want to vote and vote regularly and 
have rival political parties? Or is it only to South Africa that 
you're concernec about? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not aware that 
Senator Kennedy is targeting any other African countries. 


Q Well -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But << 

Q -- then are you opposed to this one target thing? 
Or do you think that we should be straight across the board ‘in our 
concern for humana rights? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that it's 


essential that one have a human rights policy that applies across the 
boarc. 
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+] -- ell of thes. Then you’¢ oppose Senator Kennedy's 
one shot thing, right? 


SETIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think our 
position on legislative moves towards sanctions egeinst South Africe 
is very well known. Sut I sight point owt there isn’t any aic 
progres, really, in the case of South Africa, so -- 


Q Two questions. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 


Q One is do you all have reason to believe that the 
IMF is not going to provide loan soney to Sudan? And, two, did the 
issue of the Falashas come up in the discussion with President 


Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first point, 
there clearly are discussions underway -- there have been IMF teans 
in Sudan and Sudanese visits here -- on the question of establishing 
an ‘65 standby egreesent between the fund and the Suden. That's not 
yet completed; but the discussions are underway, end we obviously are 


hopeful. 


On the second point, no, the iseve of FPalashas dic not 
come up. 


Q Would you give us « readout on the silitary 
assessment figures and tell us what happened in the discussion on the 
security situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the security 
situation was discussed in terms of support from outside Sudan for 
the southern Sudanese rebellion, a8 well as @ lengthy discussion of 
the importance of @ strategy of political reconciliation in the 
south. 


President Nireiri some weeks ago announced several 
initiatives to try and defuse the southern situation. He's appointed 
& commission involving both southern and northern political leaders 
to open dialogue about 
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the teres for, hopefully bringing that situation to « successful 
conciusion end ending tne viclence in the south. So I think there 
was «6 diecussion both about cross-border activity, tnet hes been 

wl ia teres of fueling that rebellion, end also about « 
political treck for resolving. 


Yes? 


Q When Vice President Bush went there and iet thes 
heave, I believe, $50 sillion sore, and then arranged to have the -- 
fly owt of the Ethiopian Jews to lereel -- was he authorised to do 
thet by Congress, or was he just told to do it by the President? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the funds that 
were involved in the disbursesents announced during the Vice 
President's trip, which wes besicalily some eéditional food in the 
Grought contest, plus $15 sillion of the ESF were already approved by 
Congress. So there ween't « requirement for any Congressional 
euthori sation. 


Q Yeah, well what about the ae out with our -- 
thet was quite « lot of expense -- of the Ethiopian Jews to lereel? 
Who euthorised that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't have any comment 
on that question. 


. You won't have any comment -- but what does that 
mean? You sean, you're just sesuming that he did it without any 
authority et #117 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i's not assuming or 
ecknowledging the point in your question. We have said thet we 
attech importance to the very prow’ treditiun that Sudan has of 
welcoming refugees and treating them Gecentiy. And beyond tnat, 
we're not going to go. 


Yes? 


Q Sir, everywhere you go with this question -- the 
State Deperteent, end you and the White House and every 
whatchamecellit -- everybody says we have @ bieckout on this, we 
Gon't say one word, we don't comment on this et all. I think the 
American people have got «4 right to Know what's being Gone with their 
plenes and their soney. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't have any comment 
beyond what's been seid, which is no comment -- 


Q Are you saying that they don't have @ right to know? 
I mean, why is there @ blackout? It certainly seemed to be « good 
thing, d@don*'t you think, sir? 


Q ~~ there's an appropriate choice of words. 
Q Don't you think it was @ good thing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course we're pleased 
that people are able to be resettied in countries of their choice. 


Q You said the discussion of the situation in the 
south was lengthy. Why was it lengthy? Did it include the question 
of tne use of U.S.-provided hardware in that war? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We, of course, Go not 
encourage, Of permit that to be the case. We don't encourage the use 
of our silitery aesistance programs, because we don't think there can 
be @ silitery solution to the southern probles. We've sade that very 
Clear and the Sudanese government knows our position. 











= -- 


Q What was -- what were the terms of the discussion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About tne President's -- 
President Nigeiri‘s thinking about how to open up channels and make 
this new committee work; his hopes that it would work; aud, of 
course, we encourage that, because we Delieve it's essential, as tne 
Vice President said earlier when he was in Knartous. 


Q Did they discuss, or did they talk about Libya in 
that context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Libya was, of course, 
Giscusged. 


Q Are you urging -- conciliation with neighboring 
countries such as Libya and Ethiopia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we certainly 
believe tnat there should be a harmonious situation and tnat peace 
should reign across borders; but it's obviously a complex situation. 
Sudan has been for a number of years a prime target of Qaddafi's 
destabilizing policies, and that has not changed. So, I don‘t think 
really the question should be put to the government of Sudan. Sudan 
does have a good neighbor policy, and I think intends to stick to it. 


Yes, sir? 


Q In light of some of the problems that Mr. Nimeiri's 
facing -- the drought, attack from Libya, Libyan-supported guerrillas 
-- how stable do you see his government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would just 
comment that I think he has faced a number of attempts on his 
government over the years since he came into power, and he's survived 
tnem. We don't have the impression that there's some imminent 
Gramatic event about to take place. We obviously hope for the 
stability and health of Sudan; and our policy of support for Sudan, 
which is a major recipient of U.S. assistance, is based on support 
for Sudan as a whole. But having said that, President Niseiri, 
obviously, is an important fciend. 


Q Well, sir, if I may follow up -- in light of the 
problems he's facing, and tne American position witn regard to the 
aid, did ne express his displeasure with how the administration has 
treated nim? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. In fact, on the 
contrary, he was at some pains, as I think as he was in his departure 
remarks, to point out that we are playing by far the lead role in the 
current drougnt emergency. That figure of $970,000 metric tons of 
food, by tne way, represents a very substantial proportion of all 
food flowing into Sudan this year from all sources. 


Q Were the riots discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Nimeiri 
touched oriefly upon the situation in Khartoum and appeared to have a 
fairly confident view of then. 


MR. SIMS: Let's have tne last couple of question -- 
Sheila, here, and -- 


Q In the last few weeks, Nimeiri has devalued the 
currency and taken off some of the suosidies on food, correct? Food 
and something else. Are there any other economic steps that the U.S. 
is pressing him to take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it all has to do 
with an economic reform program aimed at freeing up the productive 
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forces of society, giving proper incentives to farmers and producers 
om the one hand. and reducing subDsidies for urban dwellers who have 
Deen -- had their way of life suosidized for so long that tne economy 
pecaze padly distorted. -- some budget measures, and some measures on 
the valuation of tne Sudanese pound whicn have oeen taken. But I 
think at this point what we're looking at is projecting forward some 
of those policies and decisions in tne context of an IMF standody. 


MR. SIMS: Last question. 


Q Was anything discussed on tne silitary level? 
Military aid, or any aras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: During this meecing? 
No. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 1:21 P.M. EST 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOP ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRIME MINISTER OZAL OF TURKEY 


April 2, 1985 
The Briefing Roos 


1:40 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I norgally try to do, 
I'll run down the list of the topics that came up in the seetings 
this gfworning. You should know that in addition to the speetings this 
morning and over lunch, the Prige Minister will be meeting with the 
Vice President and the Secretary of State tomorrow. And there was 
something of a division of labor in the subject matter; with the 
meetings with the President focusing on important bilateral 
U.S.-Turkish issues and regional problems; with East-West issues 
going to be taken up in tomorrow's seetings. 


The President opened the meeting by warmly welcoming 
Prime Minister Ozal. He called Turkey an important friend and ally, 
and praised the new government in Turkey for the courageous steps it 
had taken in the area of economic modernization, in reestablishing 
democratic institutions, and in tne area of human rights. 


The Prime Minister thanked the President, and said tnat 
in the last four years Turkey had made some basic changes -- bdDasic 
economic and political changes -- and sketched out the problems that 
Turkey faced four years ago -- problems of terrorism, virtual 
political anarcny, difficult economic circumstances, horrific debt 
burden; and went on to talk about the government's economic 
stabilization program, nis efforts to remove suvsidies, to maxe tne 
Turkish ecvwnomy gore competitive, to reward private initiative, to 
reduce goveiument interference; and said that Turkey was becoming an 
example fcr developinc countries, especially for Islamic developing 
countries; and stressed the need for continuing U.S. support -- 
political and economic support -- and the need for increased trade 
with the United Stetes. 


He pointed out that Turkey was one of the few countries 
where the United States had a favorable balance of trade. The 
Turkish Prime Minister went on to discuss .he geopolitical 
circumstances confronting Turkey; the fact that, as a NATO ally, the 
country had a 1,200 mile oorder with the Soviet Union, was the 
guardian of strategic straits connecting the Black Sea witn the 
Mediterranean, and made the point that a strong Turkey has a 
deterrent impact on the Soviet Union. 


He went on to discuss the importance of military -- U.S. 
military aid for Turkey, the importance of concessional and grant 
aid, and the problems facing the Turkish military witn outdated 
military equipment. 


The President emphasized tne administration's commitment, 
as he stated in his statement a few minutes ago, to gaining 
Congressional approval for the full budget, secvrity assistance 
budget request for Turkey; appreciated the role that a strong Turkey 
does play for a strong NATO Alliance. Went on, then, to talk about 
the very positive record of the last four years, where the 
administration had been able to win from tne Congress record level 
security assistance requests. Said that this year's request from 
tne Congress was a record level, and said that the administration 


MC RE 











would continue to oppose a seven-ten ratio between -- security 
assistance between Greece and Turkey. 


The President told the Prime Minister that the United 
States appreciated the help that Turkey had given the United States 
with the gsultinational force in Lebanon. That -- also appreciated 
the help Turkey had given the United States in cooperating on 
narcotics traffic. 


And Secretary of the Treasury Baker told the Prime 
Minister that the United States is very pleased with recent Turkisn 
economic performance. And there was some discussion of efforts to 
liberalize trade between the United States and Turkey. The President 
ezphasized that he would be seeking at the Bonn Economic Summit 
progress on trade liveralization. 


And the Turkish Prime Minister talked about the 
structural changes tha* had been sade in the American economy in the 
last four years, contrasted them with the lack of such changes in 
European economies, and said that he was going to make an effort -- 
that despite political obstacles in Turkey toward privatizing amore of 
the Turkish econosy. 


The President then raised the subject of Cyprus. Said 
that Turkey had played an important role in efforts to reach a 
settlement there, and hoped that effort would continue. 


The Prigze Minister, Turkish Prime Minister, then briefed 
the President on his meetings over the weekend witn leaders of tne 
Greek Orthodox Church, his meetings in New York, and his meetings in 
New York with members of AHEPA -- those are members of the 
Greek-American commjunity. 


There was then a fairly lengthy discussion of tne Middle 
East and the conflict between Iran and Iraq, where Turkey has been 
playing an active role in discussing that conflict with botn Baghdad 
and Teheran. The Turkish Foreign Minister pointed out that Turkey 
was one of the few countries that had relations with both countries. 


And there was then a discussion of the Arao-Israeli 
dispute. Then a review of the status of differences between Greece 
and Turkey, and Turkish efforts to cool down the disputes, cool down 
the rhetoric, and the Prime Minister said he was working for a sore 
stable relationship with Athens, but noted the difficulties with the 
current government in Athens. And the President noted that we, too, 
have frictions with the government in Greece. 


There was then a discussion of the situation in Iran, 
with the President and the Secretary of State asking the Prime 
Minister and the Turkish Foreign Minister for their views on the 
internal situation in Iran. And some discussion of the -- noting the 
Turkish ties with Libya -- some discussion of the internal situation 
in Libya. 


I think that’s a fairly comprehensive overview of tne 
issues. I'll try to answer your questions if I can. 


Q Were there any substantive answers, or information 
the United States government learned from hia regarding either Iran, 
Iraq or Libya? Was this one of the really important points of the 
meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it was one 
of tne lengthier sessions, and I can't speak as an expert on Libya or 
Iran, but it is true that the Turks do have close ties with both 
governments. And there was discussion, for example, in Iran of the 
Ayatollah Khomeni‘’s influence and other central actors in -- 


Q Beyond discussion, was there any passing of 
messages? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Wo, it was really an 
exchange of views. 


Q You said that the President praised the Turkisn 
human rights situation. How does this square with the fact that a 
number of American human rights organizations have been very active 
the last several days in issuing charges of increased torture, 
arbitrary detention, and things like that? And secondly, was there 
any discussion about whether the Turkish government is concerned 
about the possibility of Congress passing a resolution on Armenian 
genocide? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, on the first 
question, I think that you have to see things in terms of trends. 
And I think the -- we, as we have said, we are obviously concerned 
about hugan rights in Turkey as we are concerned about human rights 
everywhere. But the record of human rights performance in Turkey is 
one of 
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steady improvement cover the last two or three years. And this is 
something that the President welcomes and he hopes will continue. 


So, we see steady progress in this area. And it's 
something that we can publicly -- we're publicly prepared to welcome. 
And we think it's a positive, hopeful development. 


On your second question, that issue did not come up, but 
I would not be surprised if it came up in conversations either with 
the Vice President or the Secretary of State. 


Q Did anybody suggest to the Prime Minister that it 
was not helpful of Turkey in the Cyprus problem to have given 
recognition to the Turkish Republic on Cyprus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we made that point 
some time ago. This point -- the point was not made in today's 
session. The point that was made in today's session was that we want 
to move beyond that development and focus on the efforts that the 
Secretary General is making to reach a settlement. 


And as you know, we think that the Turkish Cypriot side 
has made some important soves in those negotiations, and we think 
that is a good effort. We think the government of Turkey played a 
positive, constructive role in the recent negotiations. And we hope 
that that role will continue. 


Q Sic, did the subject of a summit -- a U.S.-Soviet 
summit -- come up today? And, also, could you just tell us why the 
IT resident said the ball was in their court on the summit when he 
received a letter apparently from the Soviet leader? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, I 
think I said at the outset that there was somewhat of a division of 
labor here. And I assume that East-West issues will come up in 
meetings with the Vice President and Secretary of State. So, the 
answer to your question is no. 


Ana I'm here really to debrief on the meetings with Prise 
Minister Ozal. I'll let -- give Bob Sims or someone else the “hot 
potato” on the broader questions. 

Q Wheat is the ‘86 budget request for aid to Turkey? 

SENIO% AI MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. But I 
will get you these figures. I don't have them off the top of ay 
head. Do you ave them, Peter? 

Q oo 785. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There you go. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tuna knows -- $785 
Billion in FMS. 


Q In -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In FMS. And I don't 
know -- how such -- is that -- is concessional? 


Q -- concessional? It's 500 is FMS and 200 -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Talk to her. She knows. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you add ESF, it gets 
up to nearly a billion. 


SENIOR A. “MINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's almost a billion 
Gollars altogether if you add economic support funds. 


MORE 








Any others? 


I forget, what's the Greek-Turkey aid balance that 
the administration favors? It*s seven to ten now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we don‘t favor that. 
We -- 


Q No, you don‘t favor that. Was there a figure of the 
onz you do favor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we do not believe 
that there should be any sechanical ratio between any two countries. 
We think that each -- decisions on each country's aid level should be 
made on their own merits, on the strategic arguments as well as their 
econogic situation. 


Q Sic, in the discussion with the Prime Minister about 
Iran and Libya, was the discussion about terroriss? In other words, 
what causes these governments to help terrorists, etcetera? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not really. There 
was some mention of the problem that the Turkish government earlier 
faced -- terrorism. And the Prise Minister pointed out that four or 
five years ago there were some 25 people being killed a day as a 
result of terrorist activity. 


But, no, Bernie, it was more a discussion of kind of the 
internal dynamics of decision-making in both Iran and Libya. 


Q Sir, yes. Wow, hcw are you going to pull together 
this aid that you are saying and the President is promising chat it 
will be at the level of the administration request? Are you hoping 
for the conference committee to come back -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, ‘he 
President can't -- I mean, the President has committed the 
administration to working for that request. He can't promise that. 
That's going to be the result of Congressional action. And I don't 
think now we want to prejudge where and how we will try to achieve 
those requests. It's just much too early to say. 


Q Was thers any talk of the possibility of eventually 
moving the 0.S. bases in Greece to Turkey? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Was there any discussion of co-production of F-lés 
or M-l6s, etcetera? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there -- you know, 
I'm glad you asked that stion because I did -- there was some 
discussion of Turkish defense needs. There was not any specific 
discussion of F-16 co-production, although Turkey is buying and will 
be producing parts of the F-16 Aircraft. 


But there was some time spent mentioning Turkey's air 
defense cequirements and its need for a modern air force. And 
Secretary Weinberger was able to sketch out our efforts to provide 
them with sodern aircraft. 


Q The -- beyond the F-lés -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, but they have a -- 
there's essentially a problem; before they get the F-16, they are 
interested in acquiring other aircraft from either the United States 
or other countries, such as F-4s, for example. 


Q This is that Egyptian -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no -- there has 
been an Egyptian offer under discussion, but it was more of a general 
request for freeing up aircraft that would fill this gap before the 
Turkish Airc Force began flying the F-16. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One or two more. 


Q Yes, what was the specific request on trade, and 
what was the President's response? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the request on 
trade was that because Turkey is a modernizing country, it's a 
developing country, that the United States should do what it could to 
resist protectionist legislation, which would reduce trade 
opportunities for Turkey. And the specific reply from the President 
was that we were prepared to do that, that there was strong pressure 
or. the Bill for protection!sm, but that we were fighting that 
pressure, that the President, at the Bonn Economic Summit, was going 
to be working for a new GATT round, which was going to liberalize 
trade. And I think the Prime Minister was very satisfied with that 
response. 


I thirk there was a real community -- or a community of 
interest and, also, a fundamental agreement, .n terms of sort of pure 
kind of economic philosophy between President Reagan and Prine 
Minister Ozal. In many respects, the Turkish Prime Minister is a 
real Reaganite in his approch to Turkish econzmic problems. And it's 
paid off substantially. 


Q -- pressure on both steel and textiles? Pressure in 
Congress for protectionism on both steel and textiles? 


SENIOR ADMIAISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was just a 
discussion, really, of protectionist pressures. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we miss any 
questions from the Turkish journalists who are here? 


Q Yes, I would like to go back to relations between 
Greece and Turkey. You said that Premier Ozal wanted to have a 
stable relationship, and you said something about President Reagan. 
~~ what was it? <= that he had any problem -- having problems with 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, all I seid was that 
there was some sention -- the way I would phrase it is there was some 
recognition on both the Turkish side and the American side of the 
éifficulties of doing business with the government in Athens. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 1:58 P.M. EST 
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BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
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The Briefing Roos 


10:03 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought sayoe what I 
would do was give you @ quick synopsis of President Betancur's 
official working visit schedule. It's quite an extensive one. 


He arrived yesterday at Andrews in the gworning. He had a 
wreath laying ceremony at Arlington National yesterday msorninc. He 
hosted a working lunch for U.&. corporate officers at the Colombian 
Amrassador’s residence. I don't know who the participants were, but 
I would guess companies that are doing Susiness in Colombia or want 
to. 


He delivered an address to the OAS -- 
Q The Mafia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and he hosted a 
reception for members of the Colompia community. And last night 
Secretary Snultz hed hig as a guest of nonor at a dinner at the 
Department of State. 


Today he started off at 7:30 a.m. witn a working 
breakfast with tne financial leaders in the international lending 
community -- that is the official ones -- Chairman of the Board of 
Governors, Federal Reserve, Volcker, Bill Draper of Ex-Ia, tne 
Managing Director of the IMF, the President of the World Bank, and 
the President of the IDB. 


He this morning is attending a coffee hosted by members 
first of the Sena @« Foreign Relations and then the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee. He will deliver an address at Georgetown at 11:30 
&.@. this gorning and receive an honorary degree. 


He'll be signing @ loan agreement at the World Bank 
headquarters this afternoon, and then after that he meets separately, 
in separate meetings with Secretary Shultz, Secretary Baxer, and tnen 
& peeting with the Vice President at the Vice President's residence. 


Tonight he hosts a dinner in nonor of the Vice President 
at the residence. 


Thursday, egain starting with a 7:30 a.m. oreakfast, oe 
will be meeting with the U.S. government trade and commerce 
officials, including Secretaries of Agriculture, Secretary of 
Commerce, U.S. T.R. Brock, and some Undersecretaries from 
Agriculture, Commerce and State. 


He will be signing @ loan ag: ,ement later in the gorning 
at the IDB headquarters. And he'll be seeting with Attorney General 
Meese later in the morning. 


Then from 11:30 a.m. on he has @ meeting and then a 
working lunch witn President Reagan and other members of tne 
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President's Cabinet. He will be departing Thursday afternoon at 6:00 
p.m. from Andrews Air Force Base. 


The subjects that we feel will be covered in these 
meetings fall bDesically in the areas of narcotics, Contadora, the 
financial picture for Colombia, and trade itess. 


Im the narcotics field, as you know, there has been close 
cooperation between the Colombian and the U.S. governzent. The 
Colomgpian government has taken some very Drave soves in the 
extradition of U.S. -- five U.S. citizens that we'd asked for -- or 
five Colombian citizens whos we'd asked for, to be put through our 
justice system here. Their Minister of Justice, as you know, wes 
assassinated by drug people in Colombia a little earlier, and so he 
has taken a full court press on this issue. And we're very pleased 
with the progress that they have sade in a very difficult sitwation. 


In the Contadora process, as you know, he personally -- 
that is, President Betancur has taken an active role in it. He has, 
at various times, called for dialogue between different groups, and 
he has recently sade a trip through sost of the Contadora countries. 
And we're looking forward to his analysis and report of how he feels 
the next step for Contadora is. As you know, tnere’'s a meeting of 
the Contadora Vice Minister's April 9th, or 10th and lith, of this 
sonth. 


In the finance picture, Colombia, as all countries, have 
been feeling 4@ necessity to role over their dept. They are currentiy 
talking with the IMF. That does not necessirily wean it'll lead to a 
standard IMF agreement; it sight ce something snort of that, along 
tne lines of wnat Venezuela did, where they do what is called an 
“enhanced surveillance.” But tnat is just @ possibiliy that I as 
pointing out, Decause they are still talking with tne IMF. 


In the trade area, Secretary Shultz and the Amoassador, 
Colomoian Agbaessador Lioreda, 
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will sign an OPIC agreement this afternoon. That is the Overseas 
Private investgent Corporation agreesent, as you Know, provides an 
insurance programs for U.S. investments overseas. I think it has a 
significant valve in the case of -- in all cases, certainly in 
Colombia also, because what it does is it has a good symbolic sanner 
about it in the sense that it shows that the OPIC corporation views 
that Colombia is 4 stable place in which to make overseas 
investments. And we think this will be 4 significant stride. 


Wita that. I will -- only one other thing I will tell 
you, that in the toasts last night, which we will try to get for you 
@ transcript of thes, President Betancur spoke sainly without notes. 
Ana when we have 4 transcript of his toasts and we have the 
Secretary's toasts. we'll sgaxe them avuilable to you, if you'd like. 


But I thought it was rather interesting his -- and se 
Gwelled on narcotics. He talked about tne dignity of man and being 
the principle that they inherited from Thomas Jefferson -- their 
constitution is 100 years old as opposed to ours, over 200. 


But he said that, “Let us together to undertake this war 
without quarter against drug trafficking because it is an indignity 
to the human person.” He considers this drug war to be tantamount to 
@ third World War and needing the resources of all the countries, as 
the previous two World Wars had Drought about. 


Secretary Shultz, in his toast, had comsplisgented the 
government of Colombia and President Betancur for the brave steps 
tuat they had taken in this very difficult venture that we both 
snare. 


So with that, I'll stop and take your questions. 


Q Won't the President have to have some plan to 
discuss regarding the American effort on covert aid? Won't »e have 
to nave sade some decisions for tne tise he sits down witn setancur? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: WNot necessarily so. 


Q How can tney discuss the ContaJora process witiout 
Giscussing the next American approach? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What you have is -- sou 
know, I think that Bop has sade it clear to you tiat we don't need to 
reiterate to you the President's fira backing of the freedos 
fighters. At the same time, you have a Contadora process going on. 
They are not sutually exclusive. 


I's sure tiiat both subjects will come up, and we're 
looking forward to hearing from President Betancur, wno has nad a 
very -- just over the weekend, has set with sany of the sembers of 
tne Contadora, including Central America and the outer four. 


Q The last tise these two sen met, if my recoilection 
is accurate, Betancur lectured the President on <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wasn't there and 
| was worrying about other things, Like yettiny tne President out of 
@razil oefore he got to Cologbia. So I won't dispute your 
recollection. 


Q Bolivia. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that was the 
President of Canada. Remeaber that banner, Helen. 


Q Last night, did he say anything about how he sight 
Giffec with the United States’ approach for covert 4id to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. He did not address 
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the issue of covert aid at all last night. 
Q Well, is he for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to ask his 
that question of how he stands on it. 


Yes? 
Q Where is the Contadora process? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's seeting on tne 9th 
and i0th of -- I sean, iith and i2th of April in Contadorea. 


Q I wean where do they stand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, where they stand 
is that they removed an artificial barrier to it. which was the 
so-called Urbina affair, which was the Asylee problems between Costa 
Rica ané Sicaregua. When that was removed, they set the date for 
this one. 


I anticipate that they will be working on a fourth draft 
and they will be meeting at tne Vice Minister's level. 


Yes. 


Q Back on the question of tue Nicaraguan insurgents -- 
I understand that you indicated to the Congress ocefore that twere 
weight be a pusn for that in the second half of April. Is there any 
decision -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let ge just bore you 
with cepeating what | s4ic earlier. And tat is that there's no 
doubt, I don’t think, in anydody's aind of tne President's tira 
commitment to tne freedom fighters. The issue of when it will come 
up is something that's still under deliveration. And when tne 
President sakes that decision, I's sure Gob will mace sure you're the 
farcst to «now. 


Q But is there any -- 


Q Is there any doubt in anyone's sind on his 
commitgent to the Contadora process. since you knocked out three 
other plans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I's not so sure I 
really -- let se follow that question of yours through. I don't Know 
about three other plans. I think it's fair to state that over the 
period of tise, the opponents to tee President's program, ootn in the 
Jackeon Plan and in regard to Wicaragua, have always said you don't 
support Contadora enough. 


I thin« tne cecord shows that we have. When you figure 
-- if you're interested ia trivia -- that Harry Shlaudenan, since 
Apr.i i of last year through December J0th of iast year, nad i2v 
meetings witn just foreign sinisters and neads of state of the sine 
Contadora countries, I think that shows a fairly active diplomacy 
centered aroun the Contadora process. 


Yes. 


~ One of the things that President Betarcur said in 
Mexico is tsat he wants to sponsor direct segotiations or sediate 
direct negotiations between the 








United States and Nicaragua. If he raises that, what would be the 
U.S. response to those negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our stand has been thet 
it isn’t an issue of direct negotiatons between the United States and 
Nicaragua. We sat down with them through 10 seetings in Manzanillo 
that were mot negotiations; but they were dialogue to pursue seeing 
if we could breathe life into the Contaedora process. 


Now, President Betancur has always been @ creat fan of 
Gialogue and I would point out to you that Arturo Crug and both the 
inside anc outside opposition to the Sandinistaes have sace a very 
valiant attempt in their March 2nd declaration in Costa Rica to enter 
into this dislogue with the Sandinistas. It is, in fact, the 
Sandcinistas that have refused. And so, if there's going to be an 
initiation or re-initiation of dialogue, I would like to see 
everybody's efforts behind getting that dislogue going. 


If you read what they said -- if you read what they said 
in their March 2nd declaration, and you analyze it as opposed to what 
the Salwadoran guerrillas saic in their demands for dialogue with 
Duarte, which he initiated -- let's get into this symmetry discussion 
for @ ginute -- you will see that they ‘eve gone such farther in the 
points that they have leid out. They will accept Daniel Ortege as 
President, as you go through elections and do different things. 
That's a whole different ball game from the power sharing demands 
that were gace by the guerrillas in £1 Salvador. 


Yes. 


G Are you linking, then, the internal talks between 
Crug, the internal opposition, and the leaders of tle insurgents in 
the Sandinista government, those talks with the resumption of the 
Manzanillo talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm not linking 
them. What I did was take off on his question about dialogue and | 
just pointed out to you an effort at dialogue that iz crying to de 
startec and nobody seems to question why won't the Sandinistas sit 
cown with somebody that's even a lot more reasonable than the £1 
Salvador guerrilles. That's all. I was just raising « question for 


you. 
Q What is the link between those two <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the link is 
this, that everybody seems to be very, very happy about ensuring that 
Duarte sit down and talk with the guerrilias in El Salvador. in 
fact, it you recall, it was he <= the one that said, “I'll meet you 
Tuesday at Las Palmas, no agenda, unarmed and -- “ He took the 
initiative. And yet nobody seems to be that enthusiastic about 
insisting that the Sandinistas sit Gown with the representatives of 
Nicaragua. The lack of symmetry there is lost on me. 


Yes. 

io Are you insisting on it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'@ pointing out to 
you that I think that's @ very valiant attempt et dialogue. And the 
internal resolution, reconciliation in Nicaragua is very *ey to this 
whole issue that we face in “Nicaragua. And here is an atcempt at it, 
anc they don’t even want to sit down. 

Q Well, if it’s so valiant <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's get back to 
Colombia, because I think that's what we were all about <- 


Q Let we finish the question. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If going to get in 
trouble with these guys, otherwise. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, you're fine. 


*) -- finish the point, if it’s so valiant an effort, 
why aren't you insisting that there be a link? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I mean, you know 
-- I*1ll tell you what, I°1l be happy to hand you all the statererts 
we've mace over there at the State Department Press Briefing: but if 
somebody doesn’t pick up on thes, it’s, you know, it’s kind of hard 
to get it out. 


Q Well, since we're the protagonists, why don't we 
really sit down and talk -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I have -- Pardon? 
Q Why do we really refuse to go into a real dialogue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen, we haven't, you 
know. Poor Harry Shlauderpan suffere’ through 10 meetings at 
Manzanillo with ther. 


G And broke it off because -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, wait @ finute, we 
failed to set the date for the next one, for a very good reason, 
because the Nicaraguans were telling everybody, “Don't worry about 
Conmtedgora. We are gaking this tremendous strides in Manzanillo.” 
Anc you remember when we set that deal up in the first place, there 
was only one reason for Manzanillo, and that was to breathe life in 
the Contadora. 


Q Well, if ee 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not closed -- 
Helen, we have not closed the door on Manzanillo. If they get going 
again, we'll entertain it. We just failed to set the date for tie 
next one. 


Q But if you reached a settlement through a dialogue, 
would it really matter? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen, why don’t you ask 
the question, “Why don't the Sandinistas sit down with the 
anti-Sandinistas, too?” See, that’s the lack of the symmetry that I 
-- Just loses se on it. 

Q I don't have any Sancdinistas -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I better get out of here 
before I get in trouble. 


Q -- at the podiun. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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Q Tell us about the seeting. 
Q Do you guys have a deal on the budget? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, the Senator was late for the 
meeting because he was already -- he was worKing hard this morning in 
@ breakfast meeting with the Budget Committee, his own Budget 
Committee meetings; and, actually, in his absence, Jim Baker began 
the meeting with a bit of a dissertation on tax reform and 
simplification -- what he had been doing to lay the ground work for 
the administration's tax proposals. 


Actually, the discussion that took place had to do such 
more than anything else with scheduling. And now -- how that would 
be orchestrated, because we're all caught up currently on the budget 
process. And then the President's summit meeting in Europe -- when 
we get to that tax reform and finalizing the budget process, the 
President really ought to be on hand to help with all the power and 
persuasion that people -- 


Q Well, can you give us the schedule? For instance, 
when do you push for the Contra aid? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, that's still somewhat up in 
limbo, but I think there was a general consensus and feeling that if 
we were to get tax reform -- much gore able to speak than I am, Bob 
is than I am -- that this would have to happen. Get the thing 
underway probably before the President left for the summit meeting. 

Q Well, what's the next big item on the schedule? 


Q Wait, could we get -- what do you mean “get” it -- 
Go yOu sean present it to Congress? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: To have a proposal and be talking 
about something specific. Now, that -- 


Q By tne end of April? 

Q This sgonth? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wow, that time schedule may tend 
very well to slip because of the trauma we're are going through 
on the budget process. 

Q Has tne President endorsed a plan yet? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, no -- 

What's the current tninking? That the 


administration will send up a bill with language, or that you will 
write it up there? 

















CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, that wasn't specifically 
mentioned, other than the bases that had been touched up to this 
point; and, frankly, i'd have to applaud the Secretary of Treasury 
for the number of meetings he's had with interested parties -- the 
specific people up there on the House side. I think the Senator can 
speak gore directly to those on the Senate side. 


Q Does he have a plan yet? Does Baker have a plan 
that he's -- that he can sell to the President and send up to you 


tnis sonth? 
Q Senator -- speak to us. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I think it's still -- still all in 
tne foragula. 


SENATOR DOLE: We're on the verge of progress. 
(Laughter .) But I would just say -- that’s an old line we've been 


using on the Hill all week -- 
Q it worked. 
SENATOR DOLE: (Laughter.) 
Q New audience. 
SENATOR DOLE: That's true. I'm glad you want to keep 


your good stuff. aut, we hope to have the budget matter on the 
Senate floor the week of April 22nd. We mentioned that this sorning. 


Tnat would also -- if Mr. Baker plans to come up with something -- 
what, in mid-May, or whatever -- at least on that, under that 
schedule, the Senate would have completed action on the budget one 
way or the other. That's the big thing up -- there's a deficit 
reduction package; we hope to conclude preliminary work today, and 
then let a couple of weeks go by where all these groups rally behind 


it and support it so we can get it passed. 
Q Do you have an agreement on the budget numbers? 


SENATOR DOLE: Wo, we haven't completed our own work; we 
hope to do that by late evening. 


Do you have more meetings together with the White 
House Working Group? 


SENATOR DOLE: Yes, we have another one at 2:00 p.a., 
which probably will last three hours. 


Q Late evening today, you mean. 
Q -- discuss higher education this sgorning, Senator? 
SENATOR DOLE: We discussed education this aorning. 


Q And did you -~ how did you come out on student 
loans? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, we haven't made any final -- 


Q Are you -- is there sovement on this in any 
direction? 


SENATOR DOLE: Yes. 

Q Which way? 

SENATOR DOLE: I don't know whether it's up or down; but 
it's probably movement in the sense that we've gone through about 14 
different items, and we've had -- you know, we've tried not to 











indicate what numbers we're talking about, and so far we've been 
successful. (Laughter. ) 


Q Will student loans be cut? 


Q To each other you haven't indicated, or -- 
(Laughter. ) 


SENATOR DOLE: It's better that way -- you don‘t offend 
each other. 


Q Senator, will student loans be cut? 

SENATOR DOLE: Pardon? 

Q Will student loans be cut? 

Q Yes. 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, we'll find that out later. 

i) What about the Contras, Senator, did the President 


discuss the schedule -- when he's going to start this process at all, 
or -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We brought up the subject only to 
the extent that I wanted the administration to clearly understand 
that, without any change in formulation of tne policy there, we're 
dead in the water for the goment in the House of Representatives; and 
that we've got to nave some flex and a little bit of movement there 
to get us what we eventually would like to get. And I think all of 
us -- no question within that room there -- are strongly in favor of 
the President's position with respect to helping our friends to the 
extent of -- 


Wnat -- 
-- aid -- 


What kind of flexibility? 


o Oo oOo oO 


Are they going to give you -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We just brought up the matter to the 
degree that it ought to be discussed in-house some more before we -- 


Q As a result of that expression to the President, is 
there a recommendation -- or was there a recommendation on your part 
that the request to tne Congress be delayed after he comes back from 
Europe. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Did not make that -- 

Q Would you make that recommendation -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Just that we ought to be talking 
more seriously about the change in policy -- 


Q What do you mean “change in policy” -- 

Q Let's -- let's try to -- 

SENATOR DOLE: We're not goinc to have time on our side. 
Q Let's try to find out what ‘ou're really saying. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me, Helen. 


Q Are you saying that the $14 million is not 
acceptable to the House now? Dead in the water -- 

















CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, if it were -- you know, I 
wouldn't -- 


Q Okay, then, but what are you also -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- if it would go down, and I think 
that -- 


Q -- also asking hig to Jo? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- that would be tragic if that 
happened. 


Q Well, what change in policy? What do you mean by 
change in policy? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, that's just in -- we've just 
got to talk about it. 

Q Well, are you saying it -- 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And I'm not prepared to -- 

Q Are you saying it should be overt instead of covert? 
I think we're trying to understand what it is that's dead in the 
water? Is it tne idea of covert aid? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes. 

Q So -- so what are you saying? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Simply wvecause of the real tight 
language of the Boland Amendment, and that's been our problen. 


Q Tne administration argues that doesn't apply any 
more. It's expired. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well -- 

Q What would you like to see done, Congressman Michel? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I'm not altogether sure 
exactly what. I want to see something fly, and we'd have -- we can't 
put our fingers yet on exactly what that might be -- 

Q You're looking for an alternative method? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I have talked to some other members 
-- who have maybe a little bit of an adjustment in their thinking o7 
this thing; and I'm not talking about on our side of the aisle, but 
on the other. And I'm not prepared to tell you what that is. 

SENATOR DOLE: A lot of discussion -- 

Q Tnougnt, Mr. Dole? 


Q When you say you want more flexibility, what kind of 
flexibility are -- on whose part? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, just something a little bit 
—e that would give us an opportunity to do what ought to be 
e. 
Q Senator Dole, you had a thought on this? 
SENATOR DOLE: I have no thought, but just an observation 
to what's really happened. Bud McFarlane's been trying to put 
together a number of options; and those will go to the President 











soon, and then they'll come to us soon. And I think then we take a 
-- make a judgment. There‘s option A, B, or C, whatever it might be, 
will that satisfy a majority. That's apout it. 


Q Options other than covert aid? Or options to go 
with the covert aid? 


SENATOR DOLE: I assume it's a combination, but, you 
know, I haven‘’t seen -- 


Q But you mean -- Senator -- options that somehow will 
dress up the $14 million packege and make it more palatable? 


SENATOR DOLE: I'‘m not certain I'd characterize it that 
way, but I assume that's what -- 


Q Senator, one option is that the President make a big 
public appearances, and he‘d go down to the Orange Bowl, and he'd go 
on national televsion -- pushing for this same $14 billion package. 
Are you saying that that won't work? It isn't just a question of 
selling it harder, but you've got to sell sometning different? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, again, until I see the options, I's 
not going to guess what they may be. But we know they're at work. 
I've talked to McFarlane a time or two; I assume Bob Michel has. And 
as recently as yesterday we discussed the fact that he was working 
with key members in the Senate, and he would be back to us. But 
beyond tnat -- 


Q Aren't you talking about options for funding -- 
SENATOR DOLE: What we're really concerned about is -- 
Q -- for funding the Contras, or options -- 


SENATOR DOLE: -- the $300 billion deficit reduction 
package, not the $14 million. 


Q -- options for funding the Contras, or options other 
than funding the Contras to achieve the same result? 


SENATOR DOLE: You'll have to ask McFarlane -- 


Q Senator, can you tell us now what you expect to have 
by the end of the day -- 


Q Going to invade aren't you? 


Q -- and do you expect to present a whole budget 
package, and does the President seem more amenable now to a 
compromise on defense -- 


Q Take a poll -- 
Q -- or whatever were the stumbling blocks? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, what we've been trying to do -- and 
I'm not suggesting that it's going to be -- you know, we think we've 
fairly close. But I's not suggesting we have 51 Senators who say, 
“Well, this is it, I'm going to vote for everything in the package.” 
It's very difficult to do on a budget bill or a tax bill. We do 
believe that what we -- we've taken the Budget Committee Resolution 
which -- and I commend the Budget Committee -- but, we've eliminated 
some programs; we've fattened it up a bit; we've made it larger -- 
more deficit reduction. We're getting into defense and other areas 
today that are going to be pretty tricky. Hopefully we can reach 
some accord with the President where he's not only quietly for what 
we're doing, but he's very vigorously -- can vigorously support what 
we do. Going to television, whatever he needs to do, to rally the 
American people to reduce federal spending. 

















Q Did ne gsention that as @ possibility -- going on 


television? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, we've been discussing with Don 
Regan. I think it‘s not only a possib.ity, it's probably going to 


nappen if we can get togetner on it. 


Q Did you urge hig to be sore active? I mean, did you 
say. “If this is going to fly, you have to take a leadersnip role?” 


SENATOR DOLE: WEll, we've indicated, you know, 
-- we can‘t win without his, and he can't win without us. 


tnat it's 


Q Senator, are you saying -- when you say that there's 
going to be an agreement tonight -- is this an agreement amon jst tne 


Senate group, or is this with the President? 


SENATOR DOLE: We have a working group. We have 
working group, and the White House 3as a working group. 


Q But the question -- if 1 can just follow -- 
where's the agreement? Just within the Senate group? Or is 
Senate group and the Wnite House agreeing tonight? 

SENATOR DOLE: Wo, it'd be both. 

Q Total package by the end of the day? 

SENATOR DOLE: We nope so. 


Q You're talking about a package that you can 
proceed to try and sell on the Hill? 


tnen 


SENATOR DOLE: Right. I'm not saying it's -- you know, 
it's going to be nard to sell. We've got some hot buttons in there 


-- about one every page. 
Q Well, is tnere a bill yet on defense? 
SENATOR DOLE: No. 
Q Got some hot what? 


Q Buttons -- (Laugnter.) 


Q Did you say -- say that you might have a deal on 


defense? That -- 














SENATOR DOLE: I was going to say, that's one of the 
areas we haven’t come to -- that and Social Security. 


Q So between -- somewhere around 3 percent? 

Q Yesterday, you said agreement sight be too strong a 
word. Is agreement too strong @ word today or is there going to be a 
real agreenent? 

SENATOR DOLE: It‘*s something a little less than that. 

w Senator -- 


Q Something a little less? Well, what's a little less 
than an agreesent? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I haven't thought of tat. 


Q Senator, ace you talking about really just aaving an 
a et on @ broad outline or a broad outline -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, no, we're fairly specific. In other 
words, we're looking at terginations and -- and I guess I shouldn't 
use the word “agreement” because all we're -- what we're looking for 
is the substitute -- that’s the word -- for the Budget Committee 
resolution which I would offer on April 22nd or in that area, and 
then we would go to work on it on the Senate floor. 

Q And it's more than $50 billion? 

Q Senator, is the -- 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, we hope so. 


Q Is the $14 million account rate also dead in the 
water in the Senate? And save you also so told the President? 


SENATOR DOLE: I haven't suggested that. I've suggested 
we wait and see what options they have. But I must say that our 
focus has been more on the $300 billion package than the $14 aillion. 

GQ Senator -- 


Q What is your assessment of whether the Senate would 
Or would not accept? 


SENATOR DOLE: I naven't sade a Whip check. 


Q Senator, can you sum up how the President felt about 
these issues today in teras of the budget -- where he -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Oh, he was really on today. 

Q He was on wnat? (Laughter.) 

Q Magnificent? 

Q What was he on? (Laughter.) 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I think, in hia words, he said 
we've really reached a watershed here in this whole business of 
programs that ought to be eliminated, that having -- 


Q And did he agree with that? I mean, we want to try 
to find out what was his response. 


Q Was he being flexible? 
SENATOR DOLE: Very enthusiastic. 











MR. SPEZAKES: I nave a quote from that. 
SESATOR DOLE: He has a quote. 


Q Cid ne discuss defense cuts and -- did he discuss, 
today, defense cuts and Social Security, the substance of these? 


SENATOR DOLE: Wo, ne didn*t get into those. 
u Senator, can I -- 

Q Is there any movement on COLAs? 

Q -- to tae question of the timing for -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's take Charles and Andrea and then 
close down. 


Q To the question when you said -- I ta#i:* you started 
to say that you don’t think there would be tise to deai with 
Nicaragua before the President goes to Europe. Is that correct, more 
or less, what you were tninking? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, what I's suggesting is 4 lot of 
people are leaving here tomorrow and we're out next week and cose 
pack on the iStn. We hope to spend that time in the Senate -- | 
can't speak for the House -- trying to encourage support, work for 
tneirc own people on any Dudyget agreesent, dDudget substitute we've 
sort of informally agreed upon. And we don't oelieve we ought to ve 
doing @ lot of things on tune floor that week. 


Q So it would be better from your perspective to wait 
until he ceturns from Europe? 


SESATOR DOLE: Plus that would give us 4 chance to look 
at the option. You Know, I'm not certain how gany votes we have for 
it. 

Q Did you tell his that? 

SENATOR DOLE: We've indicated what we would like to see 
in the schedule on the Senate side. We also understand we've got a 
lot of work to do with Bob Michel and the House republicans because 
we've been sort of quietly trying to put together a package. And 
it's gy understanding that David Stocksgan's going to go over that 
witn you tomorrow, isn't he? 

MR. SPEAKES: Yes. 

- And just to clear up the issue of Social Security 
COLAs, there's Clearly been some movement by the President on 
defense, Out was there ans movement today on the COLA issue? 

SENATOR DOLE: They weren't even discussed. 

Q Senator, you -- 

Q So thac’s not on the taple? 

SENATOR DOLE: It's not -- wasn't on the table up here. 


Q Well, is it going to be -- is that going to be in 
your package? 


SENATOR DOLE: Something will be. 
Q Senator, you used two teres. You said you took the 


Budget Committee proposal and fattened it, and then you said you sade 
more moves in the way of deficit reduction. Could you -- 








SENATOR DOLE: Same thing. It seans the sane. 


Q Meaning you‘rce actually going to get deeper into 
reducing the deficit. 


SENATOR DOLE: We hope so. 

Q Have you gone farther than the comspittee? 
SENATOR DOLE: Yes. 

P) Can you tell us how? 


Q Which is then also farther than the President's 
proposal? , 


SESATOR DOLE: On, no. Didn*t go nearly as far as the 
President. 


Q bet ais was only $48 billion or $50 billion -- 

SEWATOR DOLE: Some sid-point DSetween the Budget 
Committee and the President's. We'll give you specifics on tat 
later, 1 hope. 


a Woaerce? 


Q Ace you Coming back here today, Senator, to seet? 
Is that tune plan? 


SENATOR DOLE: They haven't told we the plan. I doubt 
it. 


Q Well, you said you're going to sect at 2:00 p.a. 
Where ace you going to meet? Here or there? 


SENATOR DOLE: The Capitol. 
Q Up there? 

SENATOR DOLE: Up there. 

Q Up tnere. 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


ENDL 10:42 A.M. EST 
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MR. CARLSON: Good afternoon. Th*s is the briefing on 
the Sixth ASEAN-U.S. Economic Dialogue. ‘he briefers are Under 
Secretary of State Allen Wallis and Philippine Minister Vicente 
Valdepenas -- they are the co-chairmen of the dialogue. 


We do expect to have a press statement ready in a few 
minutes which we'll distribute even as the briefing proceeds. 
I think first, Under Secretary Wallis has a few remarks, and 
then we'll hear from Minister Valdepenas and then your 
questions. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: I'll just say that this is 
the sixth of these U.S.-ASEAN dialogues. The last one was held 
in December 1983 in Manila. We hold them about once & year, 
maybe a little bit longer interim. There are representatives, 
of course, of all the ASEAN countries, and each delegation 
includes people from a number of its agencies, end we have 
representatives from various U.S. agencies, and anything of 
mutual interest may be discussed. 


The agenda are worked out in advanie. Each side gets 
to put anything on the agenda they want to, and so we come 
prepared to talk about whatever the other side wants to talk 
about, and they come prepared to talk about what we want to 
talk about 


I'd juct say, in summary, that we thought it was an 
excellent meeting, the best of these dialogues so far; but I'd 
like to call on my co-chairman here, Mr. Valdepenas and 
introduce him, and then we'll be available for questions to 
either of us, or our associates. 


MR. VALDEPENAS: Thank you, Mr. Under Secretary. 


We have just concluded a two-day meeting between the 





ASEAN and the United States. As you know, this is the sixth 
cycle of this session. It is really a very workman-like 
session, where we make an effort to, as it were, “let our hair 


down" on a number of, shall we say “statics” in the 
relationship between the United States and ASEAN. 


This sixth session was significant in another sense. 
[It was the first time that the sixth member of the ASEAN, 
namely Brunei Carussalam participated at this particular 
dialogue; and therefore, it does improve, or rather demonstrate 
the increasing solidarity of the ASEAN; and we are very happy 
that the U.S. Government has been very willing and ready to 
listen to many of the issues and concerns that the ASEAN has 
raised to the attention of the U.S. Government. 


In the nature of the case, the focus of our 
interventions in the last two days has been on trade matters; 
and I guess that in the course of the open forum, you might 
want to raise queries about how those issues were handled 
during the two-day meeting. 


Thank you. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Why don't we both stay up 
here and see who wants to answer whatever questions we get. 


Q Well, did you resolve any problems? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: That's hard to say. We made 
a lot of progress. We don't aim, at these weetings, to resolve 
a problem specifically at that time; we try to find out what 
the problems are, what the different points of view are, and 
usually we then undertake to go off and work on that and to 
communicate further in a short time. 


Were there any that were actually solved during the 
meeting? If so, it wouldn't have been a very important 
problem; that is, if it takes work -- if it is an important 
problem, it will take some work in checking it out with 
different agencies. But maybe you remember some that were 
specifically solved. 


MINISTER VALDEPENAS: I quess in this kind of 
exercise, a lot of our time is taken up by simply tabling the 
issues or concerns before the U.S. Government, and then the 
ASEAN-Washington Committee, particularly its Economic 
Coordinating Committee, takes it up on a daily basis until the 
problem does get resolved. And [I would like to say that we 
have made a lot of progress in the area of development and 
cooperation. 








The U.S. Government has made a decision on another and 
a third project on energy development cooperation; and I think 
the preoccupation of both the U.S. Government and ASEAN is on 
how to get on with the initiatives, trying to improve the 
character of the world trading system. 


I think that, to my mind; there is common agreement 
between the U.S. Government and ASEAN governments on the wisdom 
of perhaps launching a rew round of multilateral trade 
negotiations. 


Q Mr. Secretary, does the Reagan Administration 
believe it can head off the effort in Congress to impose 
retaliation on Japan for trade problems, and do you intend to 
meet with the Deputy Foreign Minister who's arriving here 
tomorrow? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Let me say this particular 
press conference is on the ASEAN subject, and that's a little 
bit outside that bound. So while 1 could answer that, I think 
it will get us off the track, and maybe I can catch you 
separately. 


Q Well, the subject was trade at your meetings, and 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: tIrade between us and the 
ASEAN countries. 


Q Right. But, obviously, Japan is an important 
trading partner for all of these countries. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Any protectionist measures 
certainly have ramifications beyond any one country, no matter 
who they're aimed at, and I think the ASEAN countries are very 
consci us of that. 


Q Could you list the major demands that ASEAN made 
on the U.S. and how the U.S. responded specifically? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: They don't come in a spirit 
of making demands. 


Q Requests? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Nor do we -- you know, 
suggestions, let's say. We are very interested in the economic 
development of that area. I'm sure you're all aware of the 


fact that that's one of the most -- probably the most rapidly 
developing area in the world. In the last decade or so they've 











averaged something like seven percent growth, real growth, 


which means they double in about ten years, and we're very much 
interested in that. 


Furthermore, they have generally followed the kinds of 
economic policies that we've recommended to developing 
countries, so we're particularly interested to see them that 
successful. 


They did have quite a number of specific suggestions 
relating to things that AID might do or that the Ex-Im dank 
might do or -- I've forgotten what other agencies were there: 
but they had quite a number of those, and they also described 
some that are already underway and indicated some of them have 
paid off very well for a low cost, and maybe you'd like to 
expand on that, about the specific suggestions you made where 
further assistance from the U.S. could be highly productive. 


MINISTER VALDEPENAS: Actually the range of 
development cooperation projects span a very wide area, but one 
of the more successful projects that has been implemented by 
the U.S. Government is in theo area of energy It did not cost 
too much as far as the U.S. Government was concerned, but the 
spill-over effects on the ASEAN was really very large. 


So we had requested, and the U.S. Covernment has 
acceded to our request, for a third energy development program 
in ASEAN. 


Q Several of the ASEAN nations have been concerned 
about our disposals of tin, which is an important commodity for 
them from the stockpile, and they've been seeking an extension 
of the 3,000-ton annual limit that's been in effect for the 
last couple of years. 


Did this matter come up, and was there a resolution of 
this? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: Yes, that did come up, and 
let me ask Mr. Howarth to comment on that one. That's a 
technical question of some duration 


MR. HOWARTH: [ will quote to you from our Press 
Release, which will be coming down in a few minutes. 


In keeping with the U.S.-ASEAN Memorandum of 
Understanding concerning disposals of surplus tin from the U.S 
National Defense stockpile, anticipated disposal levels for 
calendar year 1985 and world-—market conditions were discussed 








Both sides recognize that the Memorandum of 
Understanding is a continuing document and remains in effect. 
The ASEAN side expressed the strong hope that tin disposals 
could be kept within the level described in the Memorandum of 
Understanding, and stressed the view that there be no market 
disruption from these disposais. The U.S. side reaffirmed that 
the spirit underlying the Memorandum of Understanding, and the 
consultative process provided therein, continued to quide 
relations between the United States and the ASEAN countries in 
this important matter. 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: I sort of identified Mr. 
Howarth. It's Richard Howarth, H-O-W-A-R-T-H. He's Acting 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific affairs; 
and he was Vice Chairman of our delegation. 


Q Did Cambodia come up; ASEAN aid to resistance 
groups? ' 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: No, not in these meetings. 
Q No, not at all? 


g Was the matter of the trade with Japan discussed 
at the session? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: 1 don't recall any discussion 
of trade with Japan, no. 


Let me say something about when I hesitate about did I 
recall. fhese are really pretty good discussions, where there 
is real discussion. At a lot of these international meetings, 
people sit there and read things that their staffs wrote a 
month ago, and what the next one says doesn't have any relation 
to what the other one said. These are actually genuine 
discussions 


consequently, I have to stor and think because we were 
free enough in the discussions so we could have touched on 
Japan; but, no, we didn't. At least neither of us remembers 


Q Did you come to a common understanding about 
protectionism within ASEAN against, or lack of accessibility to 
U.S. products and vice versa, since this was touched on in the 
ope: ‘ng? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS Il hope we did We certainly 
presented our point of view on that and it's clear to me they 
understand it; and they presented their point of view to us, 
particularly in certain areas ~- textiles, for example -- and 





we understand that, too. So I'd say we have an understanding 
of each other's points of view. That doesn't mean that the 
delegations have free hand to make what whatever adjustments 
they might think are suitabie. 


Do you have any comment on that issue? 


MINISTER VALDEPENAS: I guess both sides really tried 
to work on bringing down any kind of trade barriers considered 
to be fairly important. 


I suppose that the ASEAN, as a group of countries, 
have relatively liberal market-—access regimes within their 
import markets. The evidence on this is that the share of the 
U.S. exports absorbed by ASEAN between 1978 and 1983 went up by 
almost two percentage points, and that is a very significant 
increase in five years’ time. 


Q Would you like to see it go up more, Mr. Wallis? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: We're always happy to see 
trade expand. 


MR. CARLSON: Thank you very much. 


(Background briefing concluded at 4:55 p.m.) 
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MR. MCFARLANE: One or two points of fact may be useful 
before taking your questions. 


The law, specifically the continuing resolution of last 
September, prohibited the expenditure of funds until the President 
made a report to the Congress on the situation in the area, 
determined that continued funding was necessary, and further, that 
tae Congress then vote by joint resolution in both Houses to approve 
with a positive act. That report could nave been received no earlier 
tnan Feoruary 28th. It was submitted last night. 


After it is submitted, a resolution of approval, once 
filed, triggers the clock, that is the length of time provided in the 
same law after which the resolutions will be considered on the floor 
as privileged resolutions. 


Tnose cesolutions were introduced today in the Senate and 
@ resolution of approval was introduced today in the Senate. A 
resolution of approval will be introduced on the House, it is our 
understanding, on April iSth. By agreement with the leadership, we 
understand that the resolution will be considered on the Senate floor 
on April 23rd. 


Q Well, what about the House? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Tne House will consider it at some point 
between April iStn and April 30th, but no later than that. 


Q It doesn't have to lay on the table for 15 days is 
what sou're telling us. 


MR. MCFARLAVE: Wo. Once the resolution is filed, it is 
referred to committees and may be discharged as early as 8 days later 
and no later than 15 days later, and once on the floor, after laying 
over for three days. Ten hours of debate will be heard. Amendments 
are not in order. It vecomes privileged and may be called up by any 
meaver. 


Q So it's really about the 26th in the House that it 
could first -- after 8 days, plus 3 days -- be read. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Under the terms of the law, that is 
correct, Sam. I understand that it has been discussed py the 
leadership and that they nave come to agreement on commitment for a 
vote in the Senate on the 23rd and on the House, some point no later 
than tne 30th. 


Lou? 


Q Why was this particular maneuver tried at this time, 
and do you have any reason to think that the Sandinistas will accept 
it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Peace is its own excuse for being, and we 
promote it as often in every opportunity we have. I don't mean to be 
frivolous. We believe that the model provided in El Salvador, for 
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the government talking to rebels in a forum moderated by the bishops, 
has proven that it has promise in Salvador. It's been validated 
recently in Salvador by new elections. We thought it worthwhile to 
try once more. 


However, there are other reasons. We think that the 
Climate has changed somewhat in that other Contadora countries are 
coming forward to say that this seems sensible; that while Contadora, 
which relates to Nicaragua‘s relations externally, that internal 
reconciliation is aiso being espoused by the Contadora countries. 
And it is in their document of objectives. 


Q Do you think -- if I could -- Go you think that the 
Climate has changed in the Congress? And could you give us your best 
evaluation now of how -- of how you think you stand in relation to 
the number of votes you need to get this money? 


Q I couldn't hear the question. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Lou has asked whether we believe the 
Climate has changed in the Congress and do we believe we have the 
votes. 


I believe that the discourse with the Congress since 
January has made clear that many see the legitimacy of the freedom 
fighters’ cause. Many disagree with the means used in the past for 
supporting them and are seeking an alternative formula. And it's 
from listening to those people that we've put this together. And 
while we couldn't say today that the votes are there, we believe the 
Climate is changing. 


You'd have to talk to the Congress to get your own sense 
of whether it's 218 in the House and 51 in the Senate. The President 
will be very active publicly on this issue between now and the votes. 


Q Is it exactly the same as the San Jose declaration? 
And what are the provisions for verification of the various steps 
you're requesting for tne Sandinistas to take? 


MR. MCFARLANE: First of all, we make requests of both 
sides nere. We are asking the Sandinistas to accept a dialogue 
within the rubric of the San Jose declaration. But we're also asking 
the Contras to, first, extend that window or that offer beyond April 
20th when it was to have terminated, until June lst, which contains 
certain risks. 


The Sandinistas are continuing to arm and a point is 
ceacned at which tney believe they are strong enough to overwhela. 
So the Contras -- there are down-sides for the Contras to go into 
this. 


Q Bud, you said the President will be very active 
publicly before the votes. Can you tell us what he's going to be 
Going? There's been talk of him going down to the Orange Bowl, 
thece's been talk of a television speech. Can you tell us now what, 
in fact, he will be doing to advance this? 


MR. MCFARLANE: No. (Laughter.) There are six or seven 
proposals in right now, Bob. I don't believe any of them have been 
approved except for one and I believe it's Nicaraguan Refugee Relief 
Foundation, which is meeting here in Washington the i5th or so. And 
beyond that, no decisions have been made. 


Q Is it going to be more than just calling Senators in 
nere and kicking them in the pants, that kind of thing? It's going 
to be actually public -- talking to the people on television or 
sometning in that -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. I don't think he's approved calling 
Senators in and kicking them in the pants. But that's -- there's 
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more than that, yes. 


Q Well, he will not do anything during his vacation 
out in Santa Barbara, will he? Any public event? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, there‘s no specific event on the 
calendar right now. 


Q Will there be? 





MR. MCFARLANE: He'll have to decide that in the days 


Andrea? 


Q I'd like to get an answer to Candy's question. If 
we -- if this money is released and $14 million is available for 
support, doesn't that, in turn, free up other funds to make it easier 
for the Contras to support their military activity? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Theoretically, yes. I think, to get some 
perspective on it, you have to bear in mind that this year, Nicaragua 
receives from external sources about $200 million in various kinds of 
economic help and subsidies. That doesn't count the military value 
of what they get from several sources. 


Now, when you compare that to what is at issue here, 
whece the possibility of $14 million being released is posed against 
that number, ten, fifteen, twenty times as great, you don't have two 
partners to a dialogue on equal footing. They're -- what they have 
now, which is very modest, surely less than $10 million or so since 
our aid was suspended, tiis is not making a strategic change in the 
Situation at all. But, theoretically, the money's fungible, yes. 


Yes. 


Q Bud, is the end object of this new proposal to have 
a change in the present structure of government or removal of the 
present structure of government in Nicaragua? And, secondly, under 
what circumstances is the United States prepared to resume the 
bilateral -- the direct talks with Nicaragua that were broken off in 
January? 


MR. MCFARLANE: In the Contadora document of objectives, 
the parties thece all agreed tnat part of peace in Central America 
was internal reconciliation in each of the countries, and all 
espoused that, including Nicaragua. Now, they said that because 
cross-border operations, whether they are vy Salvadoran rebels, or 
Hondurans, Guatemalans, or Nicaraguans, lead to these groups taking 
safe haven in neighdDoring countries. 


Honduras, for example, has a stake in internal 
reconciliation next door, Nicaragua. 


Now, internal reconciliation is essential aiso so as to 
have stable governments espousing policies which don't threaten 
neighbors. Right now, the Nicaraguan government does and declares 
that it does. It's not a secret. 


Our policies have been designed to intluence change in 
the Nicaraguan government. That is different from changing the 
government. If you can, over time, influence them toward pluralism, 
toward providing the freedoms and liberties that are enjoyed in other 
democratic countries, those values and institutions are incompatible 
with subverting your neighbors. It doesn't require that the 
government change the leadership necessarily, but that its policies 
change, yes. 


Bill? 








Q How is the San Jose document -- to follow up -- the 
San Jose document does not accept this as -- accept this government 
except as an interim government and Dasically wants a whole new 
structure. Wow, if you're endorsing -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, that’s just not right. The San 
Jose document says that it acknowledges this government to preside 
during the conduct of the dialogue and it doesn't prejudge who may be 
the government afterwards. It provides -- or it says that on the 
agenda in these negotiations ought to be an electoral law, the 
conduct of an election for a constituent assembly 











and for municiple elections and a plebiscite on the Presidency. But 
all of those are open to the electorate. And the winners of those as 
well are freely chosen and not prejudged. 


Q Bud -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Bill. 


Q Let me ask you, did you already deal with the time 
frame for the Congressional vote? I came in a little late. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, April 23rd in the Senate, and prior 
to the 30th in the House. 


Q Fine, fine, fine. 


Q How flexible -- or you say the United States doesn't 
want to change the structure of the government so much as influence 
its aims. But what are we to make of the President's statement that 
we'll never walk away from them no matter what happens, meaning the 
Contras? They seem to be interested in drastically changing the 
government. Could you reconcile your statement with the President's, 
that we'll never walk away? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I've got a long speech which maybe I 
better save until Santa Barbara, but you make a very penetrating 
point that has a global application here. 


Q Good boy. (Laughter.) 
Q Nice work. (Laughter.) 


MR. MCFARLANE: In the past six months, the reality of 
freedom fighter movements in many places around the world has begun 
to be a point of some interest to the Congress, to the people, surely 
in the Executive Branch. And that is, how is it that we determine 
whether these movements are deserving of support or not where they 
exist in totalitarian states or democracies or in some ambiguous gray 
area form of government? If we are to support them beyond the form 
of government they are functioning against, how? Shouldn't we take 
into consideration our own vital interest? If you meet all of the 
criteria for legitimacy of a freedom fighter movement, how do you 
support it? Overtly or covertly? 


The basic issue is that we are faced with low-order 
conflict, subversion in many places of the world, that the Soviet 
Union apparently intends to compete at this level in the late 20th 
century, and that we have to have a means of dealing with it. Now, 
what means are at our disposal? Going to war and doing nothing or 
covert activity. 


Covert activity has been considered by many, and is 
today, incompatible with basic American values. If that is so, then 
how can you compete if there are no interim measures sustainable 
between doing pjothing and going to war. All of these things are very 
penetrating questions. 


Yesterday, you saw one answer expressed by the Congress 
in saying that we ought to have $5 million go to Thailand so that it 
could be used in Cambodia. Well, how do you justify that there and 
Afghanistan and in other places but not in Central America? 


Q If I could narrow the question maybe -- (laughter) 
-- isn't the President -- 


Q Good. 
Q -- global -- 


Q -- isn't the President giving the Contras a carte 
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blanche to reject anything by saying that he will never walk away? 
What if the Sandinistas move a little bit toward the San Jose 
principles? The President has said we're never walking away from the 
Contras. Doesn't that -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Clearly, anyone that the President says 
we will support, he does so judging that they have acted and will 
continue to act in ways that are compatible with our own values, law 
and popular support in this country. So, he says that he will not 
walk away from the freedom fighters in Nicaragua in that context. If 
that were to change, if there were to be stonewalling, if there were 
to be bloody-mindedness in the negotiations, those would be reasons 
to reconsider. 


Q Bud, let me go back to the timing, if I can for a 
minute. You're asking the Congress to vote. And you're asking thea, 
in effect, to give you a blank check or to give the President a blank 
check contingent upon Nicaragua accepting a proposal which puts its 
own sovereignty on the line. And, then, if they don't, then we can 
hit them with everything we've got and use this money which has 
already been freed up and the Congress has no more check on it. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Bill -- 
Q Well -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: -- I don't know when I've heard a more 
unbalanced portrayal -- (laughter) -- of a political situation. 


Q Well, you've got one good one and one bad one. 
(Laughter.) 


MR. MCFARLANE: (Laughter.) First of all, we have a 
government which is in a contest with people who used to be a part of 
that government, people who are not challenging the sovereign 
institutions of the country, they're simply wanting to be a part of 
it. They are waging this contest under circumstances where they are 
getting virtually no support, except from the people, against the 
regime which has very little support from the people, but quite a lot 
from outside the country -- hundreds of millions of dollars. 


Now, for those people who were part of the revolution to 
seek democracy and other reform compatible with our own values and 
the welfare and apparently popular sentiment in Nicaragua is 
deserving of our support. And the President has said we will give 
it. 


Q But why isn't it a blank check as -- 
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MR. MCFARLANE: It is not a blank check because the only 
requirenent for foreclosing military assistance is that the 
government engase in talking. 


Now, if they do so, they necd have no fear of any 
military assistance going to anyone. 


Q Bud -- 


Q But if I may just follow up, just once, you're 
asking the U.S. Congress to give up its authority over these funds 
once and for all. And they'll have no more to say about what happens 
to then. That's dependent on the actions of these other governments. 


MR. MCFARLANE: You make a good point. And maybe I just 
was too thick here. 


Q Sh, I got one, then. (Laughter.) 


AR. MCFARLAUE: Surely the President doesn't intend that 
we gct authority to spend these funds anc then are unresponsive in 
how we do that to Congressional sentiment, nor to the behavior of the 
Contras and the way this process unfolds if you reach 60-days time. 
Some have asked, well, couldn't the Contras guarantee that they will 
get military aid, simply by walkirg away? No. If the Contras walk 
away from the contest, having clearly not acted in good faith, and 
having demonstrated no interest in what they say they espouse, the 
President couldn't in good conscience deliver that assistance. 


2 But how does Congicsrs know that he wouldn't? 


MR. MCFARLA‘F: Concress can judge that themselves. 
They'r2 making trips -- Lee Mamilton and others are on their way. 


Q The monies have been appropriated. 


MR. MCFARLAIE: I think that this is truly part of what I 
said earlier about there needing to be a Congressional and UCxecutive 
Branch judgment on whether this forn, this policy instrunent is 
viable or not. Part of forging that consensus between us and the 
Hill is our performance and the way this isc hancled. So we have a 
stake that goes beyonce Nicaragua to all of the freecom fighter 
movements in tne world. Because somchow we have to come to yain 
support in the Congress for this -- for a policy instrument that can 
compete effectively with low-order conflict. 


Q Bud, is Heen Pastora coming in on this with the 
otner Contra leaders? Or is he still a holdout? Is he being 
consulted on this? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I naven't Veen in touch with hin. 


Q well, you know, he claims the CIA refuses to fund 
his freedom fighters. And he refuses to cooperate with the others. 
‘Now, what is the story on it? 


“R. MCFARLA':E: tic did not espouse or join in on the San 
Jose proposal. We do view him as a legitimate freedom fighter and 
leader of opposition elements there. 


Q Will he be brought in on this? Or will you make a 
separate -- 


“MR. MCFARLANE: Well, for him to »e wrought in <= whoever 
is vrought in depends upon Nicaraguans, not Americans. We don't 
pre-iuice who sits at the table. 


*, Buu, is the reason to celay the louse vote still -- 
or delay the process in the Mouse until April 15th because you want 
to ave morc time to work on the louse menverc? 
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MR. MCFARLANE: I think there was concern on the House 
that this was too -- abruptly done, giving them too little time to go 
through their own processes. And that date was really our response 
to their preference. They asked that it be not introduced until the 
15th, and we said, fine. 


Q If the House turns you down, and the President made 
Clear he wouldn't walk away from the effort to restructure and change 
the Nicaraguan government, coming to the point that you told us 
about, are you considering options other than the Contras? If that 
way is not one that the Congress will approve, are you consicering 
other options for dealing with the problem of Nicaragua? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The short answer is no. Going back 
several years, we considered a family of options, if you will, for 
influencing change in Nicaragua. I'd say, strategic options and 
those that are regional and then those that are directly bilateral. 
There is a family of options. We could cust those off. We haven't 
recently. 


Q But if the President means what he says, and he 
often does, and he won't walk away, will you not have to cust then 
off, if this route proves unacceptable to the Congress? 


MR. MCPAMLAIEC: “ell, the answer to that would effect the 
Climate and perceptions of good faith in gving into this nove today. 
And we go into it with good faith hoping it works. And we woulcn't 
prejudge what might happen right now afterwards. 


George. 
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Q If you had the votes for the $14 million in sgilitary 
aid, would you be going this route? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I's sorry, I missed -- 


Q If you'd had the votes for the $14 sgillion in 
gilitary aid straight out like you wanted it originally, would it be 
gone this route? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don't have a good answer for you on 
that. (Laughter.) 


Q Okay. but to what extent was this prompted oy the 
fact sou didn’t have the votes? (Laughter.) 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don’t have any comment on that. 


Q Did President Betancur pledge support for this? Did 
you discuss this specfically with him? Is there an effort to involve 
other Central American countries directly in this process? 


MR. MCPARLANE: Yes to all of your points. The 
President, going back several months, directed me and others -- Don 
Fortier -- to consult actively, and we have been, dozens of peopie on 
the Hill. He asked the Secretary of State to oe in touch and to 
travel to the area and talk with Contadora countries and both foreign 
ministers and heads of government and state. And this has been a4 
very thorough-going, diplomatic, and political iterative process on 
the Hill, too. 


We've talked to Lee Hamilton, Durenberger, Dick Lugar, 
and a lot of others up there who have had a lot of good ideas. 


Q What kind of active role would the Central American 
countries and others take? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Their cole, both in the Contadora context 
and conceivably in any guarantor arrangement for the conduct of 
elections could be relevant. The San Jose proposal includes that 
regional countries ought to be guarantors of the electoral process. 
And in that way, as guarantors, we think they have a role sostly. 


Q Bud, in the Oval Office this morning, the President 
was asked specifically about San Jose and didn't seem to recognize 
it. And I'm just kind of curious as to whether he, in thinking -- in 
putting together this statement today, whether he or you intended to 
draw the San Jose principles into the U.S. policy or perhaps he had 
neard of this idea under some other name. I'm puzzled by the blank 
look, frankly, when we mentioned San Jose to hin. 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President was fully aware of the San 
Jose principles and of our own four central points that we've made 
for years on this issue. They are compatible with one another. They 
are not congruent. We believe we can support the San Jose 
principles, and he does. 


Q Well, I'm just -- do you intend for us to take the 
San Jose principles as something President Reagan is supporting 
today? 1 mean, it's just curious that it was -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q -- out today here and nae now subscribes to that with 
the four points he's been talking about for all these months. 


MR. MCFARLANE: He endorses them and they are compatible 
witn U.S. policy. They are not our policy. We didn't develop thea, 
they did. Our policy is built on the four points that are 
well-known. These are not incompatible with thea. 
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Lou, and then here, and then in the back. 


Q After Congressman Michel and others told you that 
the proposal for the $14 million in military aid was dead in the 
water, did you or other people in the White House ask Michel and 
others whether this kind of approach would be -- would have a chance 
of success and did -- what did he tell you, if you did? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, this really isn’t news, but it's 
important in the longer scheme of things that this really has been a 
very long and deliberate process. And it really has involved a iot 
of meetings with a lot of people and a lot of listening by the 
Executive Sranch. 


I met with Bob Michel and Trent Lott in January. We 
talked about this for a iong, long time. And we have since. 


Q This proposal? Tlis proposal that you're presenting 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, not this specific proposal, but this 
was culled 4:om those conversations which went on on both sides of 
the Hill. 


When Bob Michel said this yesterday, tne President had 
already congealed in his own mind tne concept and he had wanted to 
send some letters to Contadora countries and to consider it once aore 
with the Secretary of State before conducting one, final consultation 
with the Congress. So ne didn’t bring it up at the leadersaip 
meeting yesterday. It was in his mind and he nad tentatively -- 
well, leaned toward the concept. But -- 


Q This concept that you're -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: That's right, out he wanted the 
Secretary's feedoack« from regional countries as well as feedoack from 
the Hill. And so, yesterday afternoon, he told me to go to the Hill 
and to let him Know what reactions were to the concept. The 
Secretary by -- concurrently, had consulted with President Betancur. 
And that feedoack was available last night. And this morning, the 
President received the Congressional feedback, and that's the way it 
nappe ned. 


Q You told him -- if I could just follow -- you told 
him after your consultations yesterday afternoon that this plan had a 
cnance of success in tne Congress? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I told him that the reaction was that 
this was constructive, that it was, on the whole, viewed positively, 
and while there were still considerable opposition and many critics, 
that it had enuanced the chances for success. 


Andrea? 
Q You said <-- 


MR. MCFARLANE: I'm sorry. Right after Andrea, in tue 
middle, and then the back. 


Q Did you say what tne verification of the cease-fire 
would involve? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, that is undefined in the San Jose 
document and we have no pre-cooked notion. It's for the parties to 
agree upon. I would -- | mean, it is going to be very, very apparent 
when cease-fire violations occur. I <= but we do need a mechanisa 
for that. And I would think that's the first order of business if 
the Sandinistas accept. 


Q And for the withdrawal of troops? 
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MR. MCFARLANE: That would require many -- it would 
require a lot of people. And we've had a number of offers from 
people in this hemisphere to participate -- countries offering a 
battalion here, a company there, a platoon there. And so, I think 
the numbers are there to -- 


Q You mean, you envision some sort of a sultinational 
peace force there? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Conceivably. 


Q And a peace force to oversee the withdrawal and the 
cease-fire, similar to the Middle East? 


MR. MCFARLANE: That is conceivable. Ultimately, if they 
come to an agreexent, this would be gonths or 4 year from now. There 
would nave to be an arrangement for confirming the withdrawal of 
foreign elements, and that would take a lot of people. 


Q Contadora nations? 

MR. MCFARLANE: Those, plus probably --we would probably 
welcome people from outside the hemisphere, too. Sut there are 
already a lot within that nave offered. 

Q How about U.S. troops? 

MR. MCFARLANE: I think they'd oe unnecessary. 

Yes -- last one. 

Q Isn't a 60-day period too short a time really to 
think that the two parties could unravel this big 4 snmari? And 
doesn’t that smack of an ultimatum that may create a great deal of 
resentment against the plan by the Sandinis(as? 

MR. MCFARLANE: Well, 60 days is not too long 4 time for 
the parties to judge whether there's good faith or not. And if there 
is, then both will say, let's continue this. And if they say they'll 
continue this, there'll be no wilitary assistance from us. 

So, no, it isn't too short a time. It is the right tine 

to evaluate whether the Sandinistas proceed in good faith or not. 
And if they do, it will go on. 

Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


Ewe 3:59 P.M. EST 
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MR. REGAN: The White House and the Senate Republican 
leadership have reached agreement on the gost ambitious budget 
reduction — in post-war history. If oved by both Houses of 
Congress, federal spending and the federal deficit will be slashed by 
$52 billion in fiscal ‘86 and by @ total of alsost $300 billion over 
the next three years -- fiscal » *7 and ‘*8. 

i 


The agreement indicates that we're serious about federal 
spending. It*s good not only for the nation's financial sarkets but 
for continued strong economic growth in the years to come. 


The President is comm.tted to this package. And he 
intends to fight for passage in both Houses. 


Q When did he sign off on it? 
MR. REGAN: This morning. 
Before lunch? 
What time? 
| MR. REGAN: Yes. 
. Before lunch? 
MR. REGAN: Yes. 


Where did he make his compromises -- we haven't had 


MR. REGAN: Wow, let me go over that with you. 


The -- and by the way, I'd like to pay tribute here to 
Dave Stockman. I think he did a great job. 


Q When is he leaving? (Laughter.) 
Q “- was going to say yes. 
MR. REGAN: Sic transit gloria. 


In his negotiations with the Senate leadership, he put in 
an unusual amount of time and effort into this. And it has 
succeeded 


The resulting deficits that come from these slashes that 
I told you about are approximately $175 billion in fiscal ‘86, $145 
billion in fiscal ‘87, and $99 billion in 1988. That's roughly 2 
percent of GNP at that point. 


Now, there are as. programe that are 
eliminated from the federal budget in this, including such things as 
EDA, Community Services, Ex-Ia Bank Direct. Loans, AmTrac, UDAG, Job 

Corps, terminates general revenue sharing starting in 1987, and « REA 





phase-out. And there are approximately 30 major programs that will 
be reformed in this, including such things as fare price supports, 
fare credit refors, aid to highways, public housing operating 
subsidies, user fees for Coast Guard services, Petroleum Overcharge 
Fund, and the like. 


The main things that I know are of concern to you 
are: What did we do about defense and what did we do about Social 
Security COLAs? 


In defense, we agreed on a 3-3-3 -- real growth ‘86, ‘87 
and ‘68, in addition, of course, to the inflationary increase. We 
originally hed asked for 5-9 for fiscal "86. Wow, we're at 3. The 
Senate Budget Committee had been at 0. 


In Social Security COLAs, the Senate Budget Committe: was 
at a freeze on any COLA for 1986. We have agreed that instead of a 
cost-of-living adjustment based upon inflation there would be « 
es 2 poses increase each year -- 1986, ‘67 and ‘68 -- in 
other words, 2-2-2. 


Now, let me explain a little bit about that. As you know 
now, the COLA increase in Social Security is that any time that the 
CPIW is above 3} percent for the year that cost-of-living adjustment 
is made in the following year for the Social Security recipient. if 
it is below 3} percent, there's no COLA increase at all -- stays flat. 
Under this Pas regardless of what happens to inflation, there 
would be a 2 percent increase each year. inflation is less than }, 
and a Producer Price Index -- 


Q (Laughter .) 

MR. REGAN: <-- I might esdmonish you before you snicker -- 
Producer Price Index is > 7 i Fe right now, and inflation 
so far this year is 3.5. recall that last year there 
was the definite seesibiiiee that the CPIW would be below 3 in 
October. 

Q Well, so -- 

MR. REGAN: But this, regardless of what happens to 
inflation, there will be a guaranteed increase each year for Social 
Security -ecipients. 

Q But I think -- I was snickering -- 

MR. REGAN: All right. Wow, we'll have questions. 

MR. SPEAKES: Yes, let's just discontinue -- 


MA. REGAN: I'll take a couple, and then I's going to 
turn it over to Dave. 


Q Let me ask about that. 
MR. REGAN: Sam first -~- Sam first. 1°11 come to you 


MR. SPEAKES: -- let's discontinue the cameras. 

Q As i correct that the Senate Budget Resolution -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Sam, Sam, just « minute. Let's go back to 
Our normal briefing cules, kill the lights, discontinue the cameras, 
ané continue to take -- he's giving you -- 


Q The Senate Budget Resolution was for freezing the 
Social Security COLA for one year, for fiscal ‘86, is that correct? 








MR. REGAN: That's correct. 

Q Now, you've agreed to guarantee a 2 percent increase 
for "86. But, in effect, you have reduced the COLAs for ‘87 and ‘88 
to 2 percent. 


MR. REGAN: Only if you know for certainty what the 
inflation rate -- 


I have a dollar bill with your name on it that I'll 
‘put on the table right now. 


MR. REGAN: -- what the inflation rate is fer ‘87 and 
‘88. And no one knows what the inflation rate will be for ‘87 and 
"88. It's purely hypothetical. ; 

Q How did you arrive at this figure? 

MR. REGAN: Pardon? 

Q How did you arrive at this figure? 

MR. REGAN: By compromise with the Senate leadership. 


‘ Q -- why not assume that it's going to be below 3 
percent? You won't have to pay anything. 


MR. REGAN: Well, the President, you will recall, said 
that he wanted to make sure that those Social Security checks would 
not be reduced. And this -- he's living up to his -- 


Q Yes, what happens after the third year? Do you 
revert back to the current law? 


MR. REGAN: Yes. 


Q Mr. Regan, can you explain the bit about when you 
reached this particular compromise in Social Security? 


MR. REGAN: This morning. 
Q And -- 


MR. RIGAN: Recall, I went up to the Hill at -- arrived 
up there about 10:30 this morning. 


Q Okay. Who -- was it proposed this morning or 
proposed last night and -- 


MR. REGAN: This morning. 
Q Who proposed it? 
Who proposed it? 
MR. REGAN: I did. 
Q Who proposed it? 
MR. REGAN: I did, on behalf of the President. 
You proposed the 2-2-2? 
~~ talked to Reagan before you proposed it? 
MR. REGAN: Pardon? 


Q Had you talked to the President before you proposed 
it? 





MR. REGAN: Naturally. 


Q Well, was he -- was it the President's proposal or 
was it your proposal, sir, that the President approved? 


MR. REGAN: This is one of the things that we had 
discussed earlier as ideas that were floating around. And I again 
surfaced it this morning with the President. 

Q Is this correct, Mr. Regan, that regardless of what 


the actual COLA is -- I mean, actual increase in inflation is over 
the next three years, it'll be a 2 percent rise? If it's 0.0 percent 


MR. REGAN: Each -- yes. 
Q -- if it's 5S percent -- 


MR. REGAN: Wot just -- not just one year, but each year, 
2-2-2. 


Q So, it's a ceiling as well as a floor. 


MR. REGAN: Yes. Sure. That's correct. But you will 
recall that this is the way Social Security used to be. 


Q Sir, that’s not our understanding, sir. It‘*s our -- 
MR. REGAN: What do you sean? 


Q Well, we understood that it would be 2 percent up to 
4 percent inflation -- 


MR. REGAN: -- 5, there's a 5 there instead of a 4. 


Q -- and then if inflation is above that, you will go 
above 2 percent. 


MR. REGAN: <-- right. That I will accept. If inflation 
Goes go above 4 percent, the full COLA would be in effect. But if 
the COLA -- 

Q Yes, above 4 percent. 

?) -- full COLA? 

MR. REGAN: Pardon? 

Q For the amount, above 4 percent. 

MR. REGAN: Yes, for the amount, above 4 percent. 

Q -- the CPI when it's 2 -- 

Q No. 

Q Not quite. 

MR. REGAN: Wo. 

Q Is it -- in *86, is it a 2 percent cap no matter 
what? And in ‘87, do you get 2 percent, and then anything over 4 
percent you get on top of the 2 percent in ‘87 and ‘88? 

MR. REGAN: Yes. 

Q Right. 


MR. REGAN: Dave will be here and go over it step by step 








in a minute. 


Q May I ask a question? Could you just explain why 
the President agreed to basically half his requested increase in 
defense and agreed to this Social Security -- 


MR. REGAN: Johnny -- 

Q Did he get something in exchange or what or -- 

MR. REGAN: Well -- 

Q -- why'd he agree to it? 

MR. REGAN: Obviously, we were going through this entire 
package; I told you 17 major programs are being eliminsted, and 30 
programs are being reformed. In the spirit of compromise, in order 


to accomplish that, the -- and the Senate Budget group had come out 
with 0 for defense and 0 for COLAs -- 








we tried to keep this thing moving, and this proved to be an 
effective compromise. 


Q What are your projected budget authority figures for 
defense spending now, under this comprosise? 


MR. REGAN: Dave, you'll have to -- 
MR. STOCKMAN: I'll get that -- 
MR. REGAN: Yes, you'll have to get that. 


Q How specifically are you reducing the defense 
budget? You talked earlier about not eliszinating programs? 


MR. REGAN: Well, this will now be up to the Defense 
Department working with the Armed Forces Committee as to where the 
specific cuts will actually happen. But the -- we had 
representatives from DOD with us -- Will Taft, to be specific -- 
during most of these negotiations, and also Bud McFarlane; so they 
were confident that they could make the three percent increase 
without cutting major programs. 


Q What reason do you have to believe that this will 
clear the Senate? 


MR. REGAN: It's may understanding, and I wasn't on the 
Hill, so I'g@ reporting second and third-hand -- I would ask that you 
repeat tnat question to Dave Stockman, who was there -- out this was 
brought to a Republican conference tnis afternoon by the Majority 
Leader. And, in general, I would characterize it as something they 
thought they could accept and go with. Obviously, no one Senator 
will commit to the entire package until he sees what each item is. 
But overall they thought it was a good package. 


Q Mr. Regan -- 

MR. REGAN: sack here. 

Q Mr. Regan, what will happen when this goes on to the 
floor and they begin to work on it, and they sight start trying to 
Change things. Will tnen the President want to back off, or what? 


MR. REGAN: Wo, this is our proposal, and that's it. 
We'll have to see what they come up with as they vote. Yes? 


Q Were any agreements made on tax reform in 
conjunction with <-- 


MR. REGAN: WNot one thing in here -- no taxes in here 
whatsoever. No agreeements on tax reform. That shoe comes after the 
Economic Summit. But, that's one of the sajor features of this -- 
that we've accomplished these cuts, an agreement for cuts, without 
any agreement for tax increases. 


Q Mr. Regan, did you say that no gajor weapons progras 
would be affected by this? 


MR. REGAN: I said they thought they could do that. 
Q Talking about weapons programs? 
MR. REGAN: Yes. This will be the last one for ne. 


Q Senator Goldwater's committee reported out a bill 
mark-up that hit the 3 percent figure. Do you know whether what they 
did today has been done in consultation with you and is acceptabie to 


you? 








MR. REGAN: Wo, they were working on a separate track; 
but we understood what they were doing, and watcned what they were 
doing. But this was not as a result of advance knowledge of what we 


were doing. 


Q But it does give that target figure. Do you know 
whether what they did was a separate -- 


MR. REGAN: I'd nave to go back and re-check that with 
Will Taft, Cap Weinberger -- to find out exactly how did it come out. 
I dare say, they had people following that hearing. 


Thank you all very such. 


END 4:16 P.M. EST 
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MR. STOCKMAN: Okay, there are probably a few questions 
left, so go ahead. 

Q ° How guch aore in deficit reductions does tnis 3 
percent acnieve over what the President -- what was in tne 
President's budget, in terms of spending on defense? 

MR. STOCKMAN: On defense outlays? All rigat. It's 
aoout $10 billion the first year, relative to wnat we proposed -- $9 
billion, excuse me. 

Q $9 oillion more. 


MR. STOCKMAN: $9 wbillion ore. And avout $69 oillion 
over three years. 


Now that's -- 

Q -- authority -- 

MR. STOCKMAN: That's outlays. No, that's from -- 

Q You mean less? 

Q Less -- 

Q You mean $9 billion less? 

MR! STOCKMAN: Yes. 

Q More is less. 

MR. STOCKMAN: I'm sorry. | 

o) That's not from “Rose Garden,” that's from -- 

MR. STOCKMAN: No, tnat's from the request that the 
President made in January -- $9 willion more in outlay reduction in 


‘oG, $69 billion more in outlay reduction over tnree years. 


Q Could you give us tne final estimates for budget 
authority and outlays in defense -- tnat might oe a simpler way to <-- 


MR. STOCKMAN: Okay. Well, let's not do every year -- 
we'll be handing this out. sut 1986 is the most important one. The 
3, 3, 3 turns out to be $304 billion in oudget authority. It turns 
out to ve about $266 villion in outlays. 


Q Could you give us a comparable figure for domestic 
spending -- the differential between what you asked for and what -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. 
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“ -- this tning would do on domestic spending? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Roughly we asked for $40 pillion in 
domestic spending savings in ‘86. This is somewhat over $30 billion 
without Social Security, and somewhat over $33 billion with the 2 
percent increase guaranteed for Social Security. On a three-year 
basis, this is about $152 billion in domestic cuts, not countin, 
Social Security; and about $20 billion more if you count the Social 
Security compromise. 


Q Over tnree years? 


MR. STOCKMAN: How much were we doing over three years? 
I'd have to go pack and check that. Its probaply slightly more tnan 
that. I would say, as a way to characterize it, we've propably got 
tnree-fourths of the dollars that we asked for, and, more 
importantly, about 90 percent of the permanent structural reforms. 
That is, programs tnat we wanted to terminate, like UDAG and AMTRAK, 
Or programs where we wanted major reform, like student aid, Medicare, 
Veterans healtn care and so forth. 


On tnose key items tnat effect tne long-run budget, we 
got 90 percent of the reforms. Now, they're not quite tne way we 
specified -- there was a lot of bargaining and adjustment, problems 
taken care of. sut | say tnis, not in terms of dollars, out in teras 
of headings. If you line up all of those major things we've veen 
talking aoout for thtee montns that were in the budoet for sometning 
more than just a freeze -- Dut, some Dasic structure’ change in the 
program -- we got avout 90 percent in this package. 


W Could you explain the Social Security -- 


Q Clarification please? Mr. Regan said several tiaes 
-- 17 eliminations -- I see only 15 on here. 


MR. STOCKMAN: Well, the reason -- some of the lines have 
two programs in tnem. If you count up -- 


Q Could you go over Social Security and Medicare 
again? 


Q Yes, now does the 2 percent, 4 percent work for 
tnose of us who -- 


Q -- tne programs? 
Ma. STROCKMAN: All rignt, let me try to <= pardon? 


d Could you go through quickly some major departments 
-- do sou KnOw what nappens to mass transit, and stuff like tnat -- 


MR. STUCKMAN: Okay. Yes -- would you like me to do the 
Social Security one first? And only once, and very carefully, 
step-voy-step. 


Under current lew tuere is an automatic COLA based on the 
CPI. Wut if the CPI is under 3 percent, on a third-quarter to 
third-quarter basis, tnere is no CULA at all. 


What this agreement does is set aside permanent law -- 
what I've just descrived -- for tne next three years, and suostitutes 
in its place a two-point package. 


Number one: automatic 2 percent eacn year regardless of 
tne inflation rate, wiicn is bette’ tnan current iaw if tne inflation 
rate is very low. 


Secoud: automatic full wh for tne aaount of inflation, 
or tne percent of inflation, avsove the assumptions in tne budget 
today, whicn for your purposes are 4 percent. 
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So, therefore, if inflation turned out to be 2.9 percent, 
under current they would get zero. Under this agreement they'd get 2 
percent. 


If inflation turned out to vce 4 percent, under current 
law they would get 4 percent. Under this agreement they would get 2 
percent. 


If inflation turned out to be 6 percent, under this 
agreement they would get the 2 percent guaranteed, plus 2 percent 
more on top for the difference between 4 percent and 6 percent. 


So what we're saying is, that as part of this 
across-the-voard effort to reduce everything, to get us out of this 
deep soup that we're in on the deficit, everybody's going to take a 
little sacrifice in tnmat corridor between 2 percent and 4 percent. 
If we keep inflation low, the economy going and so forth -- 


Q Is that true for fiscal ‘86? 


MR. STOCKMAN: It's true for three years -- ‘86, ‘87, and 
‘ss. 


Q Didn't Regan tell us -- 


; MR. STOCKMAN: Well, wait a minute. Let me say, what I 
have descrived works in each of the three years, precisely as I have 
described it. 


. Okay. 


Q Isn't this a violation of the President's campaign 
promise, not to tinker with Social Security benefits? 


MR. STOCKMAN: I don't tnink so, and we've gone around 
and around on that. He has explained on -- a number of times that -- 
wnen he spoxe tne exact words that be did in the debate, he was 
talking about the basic benefit. After that some people raised tne 
question, or implied tnat it applied to tne COLA. He nadn*t intended 
that, but he acknowledged that it could be construed that way. He 
therefore said, I will not go along with a COLA freeze, since sone 
people have construed or applied my statement to the COLA, I will not 
go along with eliminating it entirely. 


wut this compromise is a way of dealing witn tuat gray 
area, wvecause it guarantees a COLA to everybody, and there will not 
be anybody who will lose a COLA as a result of tnis agreement, even 
for one year. 


Q Would you tell us avout student aid refora, please? 


Q What is your projection on the inflation rate for 
the next tnree years? What's your projection? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Well, the projections used in the vudget 
are 4.0, 4.0, and 4.0. Wow, actually they're 3.9, 4.1, and 4.1 or 
something like that, if you want it, out don't get it confused. It's 
4 percent each year on the CPIW, which is wnat is actually used to 
determine the COLA. Now it’s not the same as the GNP deflator, or 
the CPI that you report on every month. dut the law uses tne ola 
Consumer Price Index -- the CPIW -- on an unadjusted basis, vy the 
way. 


Q Anat nappens to the Social Security tax base?. Is 
there any corresponding change in the indexation of the wage vase? 


MR. STOCKMAN: No. 


iv Dave, can you go through some of tne big programs -- 
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Medicare. 
-- like Medicare, Medicaid, and -- 


o coc oO 


And student loans. 
Q Student loans. 


MR. STOCKMAN: Okay, on student loans. Very quickly, 
there are three features to it. One, is a package of cnanges in the 
GSL program that Senator Stafford, who's Cnairman of the committee, 
nas proposed and endorsed. They're very technical; they have to do 
with the re-insurance rate in state agencies and disbursing the loan 
at the time the student needs it and not at the first of the year, 
and allowing the bank to earn interest on it, and so forth. 


Then there are two other features to it -- or three 
Otners. One is, we're going to try to reduce the error rate. In the 
Pell Grant Program it is not 19 percent, so we will set up sone 
stendards to reduce the error rate, just like we set up and are 
working now for food stamps, Medicaid, AFDC, and other means tested 
programs. 


Thira, there will be a cap on eligibility for guaranteed 
student loans -- subsidized guaranteed student loans, at $60,000 a 
year in adjusted gross income. Avove that you can still get a loan 
-- guaranteed loan from tne federal government -- but wita no suosidy 
on the interest rate. 

Q Is tnat $60,000 compared to your $32,000 for -- 

Q -- nave to do with $32,500, or what is it -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. $32,500 -- so it's double what we 
proposed. It's part of tne compromising process. 
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Fourth, there'll be a cap on the amount -- or the costs 
of education that will be recognized by the federal government for 
determining the amount of grant and loan award that somebody gets. 
That's tuition, room and board and fees, an $8,000 cap. That doesn't 
compare precisely to the $4,000 thing we proposed. The concept is 
somewhat different. But, basically, that $8,000 cost of education 
cap is above all the public institutions, state universitics and 
colleges in the country and is about the average for private schools. 
Nowever, it is below the very high-cost private schools where you 
have costs in the range of $12,000-$15,000. 


Q Will this mean nore students get aid, then, under 
the -- Do you have any idea -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: Much more than under ours. This is a very 
major compromise; Lut the concepts are still there, that there's some 
limit on income and we're not going to subsidize people beyond that. 
There's -- 

Q You worked it out to numbers of students? 


MR. STOCKMAN: No, that's all coming. Mut whatever the 
educators have charged, to reduce it by about -- 


Q tir. Stockman, what did you do on Veterans? 
Q Wait, wait. Time out. Let's continue on -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: All right. 


C Is this etill similar to the idea that <= match of 
all aid that you can get, the $8,000 cap? 
‘ 


MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. 
Cc -- general. 


MR. STOCKMAN: However, it's a@ cap on the way you compute 
it. Sasically, you're starting out with the cost of education. You 
deduct what you and your family have to contribute under current law, 
the schedule of what your snare is. And then the award is everything 
left. 


Now, what thic cays is that the cap for cost of cducation 
is $8,000. Let's say a typical middle-income fazily has to 
contribute $2,000. You deduct that, so they could then get $6,000 
wort:: of GSL, fell Grant, Supplemental Opportunity Grants and so 
forth, if they were available at the college. 


Q Pei year. 

YR. STOCKMA': Per year. That's right. 

C The cup includes the family contribution? 

MR. STOCKNAN: The cap is on the cost of education, wiich 
is the starting point for calculating ow such somebouy gets. 
Whereas before what we proposed was o cap on the aware that the 
feicral government actually gave you. And <-- 

Q Sir, will you tell us what you dic to Votc.’anc? 

MR. STOCKMAN: Yell, there are two features on Veterans. 
One, all the recipients of pensions from the federal government would 
be treated the sane, the 2-2-2, as I've daucribed it for Social 
Security, applics to Veterans pensions and compensation anc co forth, 
as well as to everybody else, civil service. 
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Q Military retirenent? 
MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. 
Q Military retirement, too? 


MR. STOCKMAN: All federal pensions are treated with the 
Social Security compromise or rule, guaranteed 2, guaranteed above 4. 
And that includes military retirement, civil service retirement, 
reilroad retirement, Veterans and so forth. So that's the first part 
of Veteran's. 





Q SSI, too? 


YR. STOCKMAN: SSI is exempt from any change in the COLA. 
Pood Stamps is exempt from any change in the COLA, on the grounds 
that it was decided by the Senate LTudget Committee, and also in our 
budget, that the means-tested low income programs wouldn't be 
touched. And as a result of that, you're not going to have this 
charge that a lot of people will be thrown into poverty as a result 
of the COLA restraint. 


The other thing on Veterans health cure is they adcoptec a 
target of savings for the Committee that will require some of the 
health care reforms in the Veterans health care systen that we 
proposed, probably including means testing for those above 65. “low, 
this is medical care when you coo into the VA hospital. 


Q What avout Medicare? 
MR. STOCKIIAI!: Pardon? : 
Q Medicare? 


MR. STOCIIAN: On Medicare, it is essentially what was in 
the Senate Budget Committee package of two weeks ago, a freeze on the 
providers for one year, hospitals, doctors, nursing, laboratories, 
home health and so forth. 


Q Sw in other words, there’s not the increase in the 
Part DB premiuns -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: I'm getting -- I’m waiting for people to 
write it down. 


Am taen the package o| reforms that the Sonate Buéget 
Committee acopted, which includes tive iocrease in the Part 0D premiun, 
wut over five yoars. Ane it does not start <-- it wouldn't occur to 
the extent that the prorium increase would: be more than the 
cost-of-living increase that they would be entitled to on Social 
Security uncer this program. So nobody could possibly lose a dime in 
their check cucing the perioc that there's COLA restraint in effect. 


Q Is the Co- Mone Care -- 


WR. STOCK ‘Atl: Tle Hone Pealth Care Co-Paynent was in te 
Senate Budcet Committee package. It's still in there. The effort to 
reuuce excessive reimbursoment to nedical schools is still in there, 
all of tuore itens. 


On Mecicaid, there is a cap, which is different than the 
{revere. So we have backed off an! conpronised. “ach year, on 
rcimbursement to the states, based on the modical price inflation, or 
the so-called “"CPI,” the medical costs. So that's about six percent 
&@ yeur in Our cstimates <- tict's higher than general inflation <- 
gach state will cet Six percent more e@aci, year to moet tueir Medicaid 
-- Medicaid necusc. We huve some acjustments in that to take care of 
new Leneficirrics, the CHAPS program, new AFDC beneficiarics and so 
forth. 
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2 -- do mass transit? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Mass transit, the agreement is to phase 
out operating subsidies over five years, rather than in one year, 
eliminate them, as we've proposed. So that's a major compromise that 
was made with some of the urban people. 


Qo Agriculture. 





Q Is that operating -- what happens to capital? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Capital -- in the case of capital, there 
is an agreement to phase down from the current level, which is 2.7 
billion. There is 2.7 DSillion between the penny tax, which is all 
capital, 1.1 billion, and then the general fund forsula grants, 
Section 9. Together, those are 2.7 billion a year. We'll phase that 
Gown to 1.7 billion by 1°6&. And most of it will come out of the 
penny tox, 1.1, the rest of it will come out of general funds. 


QC How about the highway repairs? The lLighway funding? 


MR. STOCKMAN: The highway funding is what the Senate 
Duiget Committee proposed anc was approved by the Puhlic Works 
Committee, which is a slight reduction in the obligation rate that 
the states may actually spend out of the trust fund each yeur. I 
think it saves about a billion a year. 


Q Are there no pay caises for military or civilian? 


MR. STOCKMAN: The military pay-raise issue has to be 
Jealt with py the Authorizing anc Appropriating Committee under the 
$304 billion eonvelope that they have to spend. And in a »Sudget 
resvlution, you're not maling those kinds of line-item choices. 
That's for military, uniformed pay. 


On civilian, there is a freeze acsumption for one year, 
no federal pay increase in 1936. 


Q So there is room for a uniformed services pay raise? 
Could be. 


MR. STOCKMAN: A pay raice will cost a couple of billica 
and they've cot 304 billion to sperd. Now, they've got a lot of 
other things to spend it on, weapons systems, readiness, anmunition 
aim. 60 forth. It soula not ve fruitful to get into a discussion of 
ahetier it’s in there or not. Tie \uthorizing Committee ‘ws to 
veciuc. 


Now, separately, wholly unrelatei to this, the Senate 
Armed Services Committee cecide) to defer tie pay raise until next 
January. Thet may wolu. It may not. Mut you can't <-- There's 
nothing in bere taat Diacs anybouy. 

¢ Tivilian cut gone” 

(R. HTOCLMAN: That's gone. ‘oe gave up on that. 

Q On what? 


“RA. STOCAMAT: The five percent civilian pay cut is one 
of tne things that, obviously, we acceptec that <- be droppa!. 


Q And what about the cutting Seck of personnel? 
You're not going to Jo that? Civilian and military? 


IR. CTOCKMAR: The tarcot t*at was in the Senate Budget 
Resolution for reducing civilian percunnel outside of DOP is sté)1l in 
the resolution. That's alout 50,6000 »y 1908. 


Q That's outsice of NOD? 
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MR. STOCKMAN: Now, within DOD, the Armed Services 
Committee undoubtedly will look at personnel and see how such they 
can reduce there. But civilian personnel are paid for out of the DOD 
budget, so it will depend on how the Armed Services and 
Appropriations Committces structure the budget under that 304 
billion. To hear the talk up there, they‘re looking at ways to 
reduce personncl. But I don’t want to say it’s in or out because 
it’s up to the Committee. 


Same way on the 50,000 on the domestic side. That'll 
have to go back to all the Committees to see where you can do it with 
some reforms. 


UW And what about the bases, the military bases? 


Mi. STOCKMAM: Well, that is, again, @ line item that has 
to be dealt with by the Armed Services and the Appropriations 
Committees. 


2 What ure the mean assumptions -- 
Q What programs would credit -- 

G -- in the farm progranc? 

. -- cover? 


MR. STOCKIA: The question was raisec on the farm 
progran. 


2 Yes. 


MR. STOCKMNAT: There aren't any main assumptions in the 
sence of a detailed -- you know, you've got five major commodities, 
you've got target prices, loan rates, set asides, pay diversions and 
so forth. 


There is no specific program that will meet that number; 
but there are a whole variety of ways to get there. It was worked 
Out wits the Ag couwnmittec members from tine Senate. 


tow, basicully, it is 8 billion in savings targeted over 
three yoars, wits very little the first year, because mout of it's 
locked in, and then bicger cavings in the out years. That's fron a 
base Line of 43 billion in spending, if we don't change current law. 


$0, . asically, woat we've came is guaranteed that there 
woulkl be availavle about 11 billion a year in spending for farn price 
Gupports, after the Conaittee takes the seforms that are neeced to 
hit at savings taroet. 


2 -“- acting as if there's no tlouse. What are you 
going to lo abou’ the ‘louse? 


‘kh. STOCT’AN: Sell, ! mean, we've got to take it one 
step at a tine. 


2 Yes, Sut you act like it's nut even there. Are you 

“Pr. STOCKVAT: I am not acting like it's not t wre. This 
is 4Oilvw, to be the most difficult imaginable proposition to pass in 
the Senate. Co, we're going to worry about that fight now. And then 


we move on to tie louse later. They're a little behing the schedule. 


2 7Oliwater just put cut <= excuse me <-- A pTtess 
release that says tie Committee acopter a oudget of 312.3 oillion -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: ‘ell, the reason for that ic <= Jerry <- 
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the reason for that is that’s on a defense function basis, 050. All 
right? And that includes the DOE energy weapons programs. The 
number I gave you is only DOP department. But they're equivalent, 
when you make the translation and add in the DOD -- the -- 


Q -- public housing -- 


Q Do one more in defense here. The President has saic 
all along that he figures he needs everything he asked for. But now, 
what scems to be happening is he's agreed on a number without having 

down and approved any specific cuts? He doesn’t know what 
things night be cut? 


MR. STOCKFAN: You don’t go to any compromise, whether 
you’re Senators, who want to save some money, let's say, in mass 
transit, but they also want to know what's going to happen. So you 
go through some theoretical ways to get those savings and see whether 
people would like the result. 


On defense, the same thing was done. I mean, it was 
hard, tough bargaining and negotiation, but the Nefense Departacnt, 
and Cap, and others who were involved, catisfied themselves that if 
need be, we coulu get cown to that number, that theré wouldn't have 
to Le any Dig, critical and important weapons systoms cancelled. But 
don’t confuse that with program. I moan, the defense progran 
concists of thousands of things, including ammunition, inclucing 
various kinds of purchases for the readiness programs, including 
working down the maintonance backlogs at the depots anc so forti:. 
There are going to have to be som things deferred or given up in 
programs. But on the key, up-front, important weapons systens, 
obviously, we'll endeavor to persuade the Congress to put together a 
bucget, under the 304, that would preserve tiose. sut that's still 
to ve fought out Jown the road. 


Q wuwen Cap tole him he could do it, t’ & was enough to 
sign off on? 


MR. STOCKYAN: I think that would be fair. Yes. 


C Mave, could you cive us a sort of cynopsis, balance 
sheet on what did you give up to get what? 


R. STOCKMANT: Well, odDViously, we geve a lot of ground 
on Jefense. And I have indicated what those numbers are. It is a 
very big change over three years. In budget authority, as I told 
you, it's nearly a $90 billion cut over three years from what the 
President actually requestec in January. Put from tie base line thet 
we're using, and the Genate Dudget Committee is using -- the 
so-cellec “Pose Garden Jase Line” <-- the cut is $120 billion over 
three years in budget authority. And that's the key issue. That's 
really what measures your defense progrem. So «xe had to give groun 
a lot -- considerable ground <- without going too far in defense. 


The Presicent, obviously, would have preferred! not to 
have to treat with the Social Security matter in this, 
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but that became necessary to glue the package together, and a fair 
way was found to compromise it. 


What did we get? We got out of it everything you see on 
this page -- as I said, 75 percent of our dollars, 90 percent of our 
major structural reforms and program terminations. So, it's just one 
of those basic bargains and compromises that -- back-and-forth -- 
that have to occur in this system to get something done. And it's a 
good bargain for both sides. 


2 What's the defense -- the real defense spending 
increase ncw under the compromise? 


MR. STOCKMAN: -- 3-3-3 -- 3 percent real a year. 


Q Was your plan for credit agency user fees modified 
by the Senate Republicans? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Very, very little. Mostly it’s in there. 


Q How about the increase in the VA Guaranteed Loan 
Payment? . 


MR. STOCKMAN: That was modified. It was put at the same 
level that the FHA has today. In other words, for the big FHA 
Program where we help people insure their mortgages, it’s 3.8, and 
that's what's in there now for veterans. 


Q It's up to 3 instead of up to -- 

MR. STOCKMAN: -- 3.8, yes. | 

Q Does this mean that -- 

Q -- most of the housing cuts that you went -- 
MR. STOCKMAN: Pardon? 


Q -- is the farm -- is the housing program one of 
Farmers Home Loan -- is that it? The Rural Housing? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Yes, the Rural Housing Program is 
terminated. That's a 3 billion-dollar-a-year program. 


Q What is the -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: But we will pick up the need in the rural 
area by putting all housing into the HUD Program, which is more 
efficient, and it helps people get into existing housing, rather than 
build these expensive new ones. 


Q What's the Civilian Military Retirement Reforms -- 
$5 billion -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: That is a target that will go back to the 
Government Operations Committee to try to do some of the reforms 
beyond a COLA restraint that we have proposed in our budget. They'll 
probably have to do something on early retirement. They'll probably 
have to do something to recalculate future annuities and so forth on 
a less generous formula. That, again -- you can't specify it for the 
last sentence of statute. That's what the committees are going to 
have to do. ’ 


And the other important thing here on this point is that 
everything on this page -- all 53 of these lines -- are reconciled to 
the jurisdictional or standing committees of the Senate, which means 
it's not soct of “pie in the sky” savings somebody writes down on a 
piece of paper. But if this passes, then all of the Senate 
committees will have to go to work producing the legislation that 
creates these savings. 
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Q What is envisioned under Item 48 -- Federal Work 
Porce Reforms -- or is that -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: That's the $50,000 target that Senator 
Roth has proposed to achieve over chree years. I's 5 percent -- 4 
percent of the federal work force -- try to reduce it through 
attrition -- 


Q That‘s all it is or -- it's not -- 
MR. STOCKMAN: Yes, that's all it is. 


Q -- AMTRAK -- you got what you originally proposed 
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MR. STOCKMAN: Yes, AMTRAK is terminated, beginning in 
1986; UDAG is terminated beginning in 1986; Job Corps is terminated, 
again in 1986; EDA, Appalachia, a variety of other programs. 





Q Did you get military, civil service retirement -- 
retirement refora into this? 


MR. STOCKMAN: The Senate Budget Committee has a small 
target. Now, if you'll look on line 25, that's the compined target 
for civilian and military retirement reform, but the committee is 
going to have some jurisdiction as to now it splits up -- I mean some 
discretion. 


4 


#) What's the procedure? They didn't explain it to me 
-- are they going to go back to the -- do you know if they're going 
to go back to the Budget Committee and pass this out, or is tnis 
going to be offered as a separate -- on the floor -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: It can oe done either way. It's merely a 
technical, parliamentary issue, and somebody's going to figure that 
out later. 


Q Does this compromise bind the President next year in 
FY -- when he presents the FY ‘87 budget? And to offer one tiat only 
contains 3 percent real growth in defense then? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Well, the tneory here is that everybody is 
committed to the entire package and everything in it, and will stick 
to it, and try to deliver it -- both on the floor when we vote and in 
the future if people try to change it. 


Now, the only caveat is, clearly, if some major 
development would happen in the world tnat would change tne defense 
picture, tne tnreat would become severe for some reason, you would 
nave to re-evaluate where you are in defense. But in the kind of 
world we're in rignt now the idea is that that's what our budget patn 
would be. 


W How mucn -- what is the -- coulda we <-- 


W So the first vote in tne Senate -- to go from 3 
percent real on defense down to zero or 2 percent. 


Q Please get a question oack here. 

Q Come on, Dave. 

MR. STOCKMAN: Pardon? 

Q Call on somebody back here, would you please? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Okay. All rignt. I'a sorry. Let me -- 
okay, gO anead. 


Q Go ahead. Let nim finisn. 


MR. STOCKMAN: Well, the question was, what nappens if 
somevody tries to reduce the defense agreement here -- 3-3-3 to 
something less? Well, tne answer is, every single item in here is 
probawly going to face an amendment. In Senate, unlike tne House 
where you can't nave a closed rule, the interest groups and the 
people tnat are pro and con everything in nere are going to make an 
effort to change it. We're going to have to have a strategy to go 
all out to beat every amendment that would detract or undermine tne 
balance or tne total -- balance, politically and programmatically, 
and tne totul deficit-wise that we have in this packaye. Wopody can 
guarantee anything in advance, out everybody's committed to going all 
out to wold tne packaye togetner. 
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Q Including tne President? 
MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. 
Okay -- in tae back -- yes? 


Q What are the figures? How -- what is the Social 
Security savings over tnree years under this agreement, as compared 
to what it would have been under the Senate Budget Committee package? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Okay. The agreed -- over three years, you 
can see the totals on the second page -- line 52. On a three-year 
basis, it produces the same savings, for all practical purposes, but 
the rate at which you achieve it is different. $21 billion, witn 
what this compromise is over three years, compared to the baseline. 
The other approach that the Senate moved away from -- a one-year 
freeze and tnen back to norg@al, would nave produced slightly over $21 
billion. So it's the same thing, out it's spread in a different way. 


Q Is the formula for dealing witn Social Security -- 
tne idea of tne 2 percent -- we got some hint on the Hill that tnat 
may nave come from the President nimself. Did it? 

MR. STOCKMAN: I -- you know, there are all kinds of 
compromises and new ideas in here tuat came from a lot of people. I 
don’t think -- I don't really «know where it started first. It was 
Gigpcussed by a lot of people. I can‘t say who came up witn it 
originally, I don't know. 

° Q Sir, in dollars -- 

MR. STOCKMAN: But the President felt a lot sore 
comfortable with tne idea of guaranteeing everybody an increase, and 
I think ne's going to make a large point -- tnat I'm going to nave 


assurance that every one of the 37 million people will get aore 
Social Security each year than tney got the year before. 


Thank you. ' 
Q Was Social Security the last issue resolved? 


MR. STOCKMAN: I think that’s obvious and fair to say, 
yes. 


One more question, then -- ° 


W Are sou going to try to get one up-or-down vote in 
both Houses on this? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. Yes. 
iv] Just one wig packaye? 


MK. STOCKMAN: Well, you can't avoid amendments along the 
way unless you want to stifle tine democracy, but -- 


Q Did you change tne TVA funding? 


MR. STOCKNAN: Yes, I oelieve there's some reduction in 
TVA funding in the Senate package. 


7] Wetter or worse? 


THE PAESS: Thank you. 
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MR. REGAN: Good gorning, everybody. A couple of 
personnel announcements first. 


The President, today, announced his intention to appoint 
Linda Chavez to be Deputy Assistant to the President and Director of 
the Office of Public Liaison. Ms. Chavez is currently Staff Director 
for the United States Civil Rights Commission and a member of the 
Council of the Administrative Conference of the United States. 


She served as Assistant to the President, the American 
Pederation of Teachers, AFT of the AFL-CIO, and as editor of the 
“American Educator.” 


Previously, she was a consultant for the President's 
Reorganization Project in the Civil Rights Section. 


Ms. Chavez graduated from the University of Colorado with 
@ B.A. in 1970 and attended the University of California at Los 
Angeles from 1970-72, and the University of Maryland from 1974 to 
‘75. She's married, had three children, resides in Bethesda, 
Maryland; was born June 17, 1947 in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 


Q Is she being moved because she's against the -- 


MR. REGAN: And she told me -- and she told me -- this is 
not part of the official announcement -- but she has told me that she 
intends to change her party affiliation to Republican, from Democrat, 
in the very near future. 


Q Who does she report to? 


MR. REGAN: She reports to Pat Buchanan, in accordance 
with the previous announcement, that the Public Liaison Office would 
report to Pat Buchanan. 


Q Was changing her registration @ requirement for the 
job? 


MR. REGAN: I have a second announcement. The President, 
today, announced his intention to appoint Linda Lugenia Arey to be 
Special Assistant to the President and Deputy Director of the Office 
of Public Liaison. 


Ms. Arey is currently Executive Secretary to the 
Department of Transportation. Previously, she was Special Assistant 
to the Deputy Secretary of Transportation from 1983 to ‘64; Special 
Assistant to the Office of Public Affairs, Department of Justice, ‘82 
to ‘63; and Special Assistant to the Executive Secretary, Department 
of Education, 1981 and ‘62. She served as Assistant Dean at the 
University of Richmond School of Law from 1978 to 1981; and was 
Project Director of the Mental Health Legal Studies Center at the 
University from 1977 to ‘78. 














Ms. Arey graduated from the College of William and Mary 
with a B.A. in ‘66; Wake Forest University with a Masters in 1975; 
and the University of Richmwond School of Law with a J.D. in 1977; 
was born November 25, 1944, in Savannah, Georgia: resides in 
Washington, D.C. 


How, questions on that. 


Q Why did Chavez move from civil rights? Is it 
because she's done a bad job over there? 


MR. REGAN: She's done an excellent job in civil rights; 
that's why she's moving up. Thank you, Helen. (Laughter. ) 


Q Can we get to trade? 
MR. REGAN: Pardon? 
Q Can we get to the trade issue? 


MR. REGAN: We're going to get to the trade issue in the 
near future. 


Are there any questions on this personnel? Yes, back 
there. 


Q What do you expect -- what kind of charge does 
Chavez have? I mean, is there something that needs to be done ir 
that job that hasn't been done before? What will she do? 


MR. REGAN: Well, she's replacing Faith Whittlesey, as 
you know, who's becoming Ambassador to Switzerland. And in that 
recarcd, her job as Deputy Assistant to the President will be to take 
Presidential messages, Presidential initiatives to the public, 
various groups, and work with those groups. And at the the same 
time, receive from those various groups their opinions on what should 
be done as far as policy, possible legislation and the like with the 
administration. 


Q Do you have any special emphasis you'd like her to 
place on -- are there any particular groups you think that need -- 
the President would like to devote more attention to in the near 
future? 


MR. REGAN: Wo, just -- Well, currently, of course, will 
be -- and we'll probably get into that later this morning -- but our 
current initiative is obviously with the -- for the Nicaraguan 
freedom fighters, the $14 million and then the budget and after that 
the tax bill. So I suspect that over the next several) sonths 
there'll be quite a bit to do in that area. 


Q Just one more question. There's been a lot of talk 
that the adpinistration wanted to rike a stronger appeal to siddle 
class blecks and it also was concer:..1 about the fall off from the 
vote among Jews for the President in the last election. Are those 
two areas that she'll be devoting attention to? 


MR. REGAN: Those are areas she will be concerned with, 
yes. 


Q Did she have to become a Republican? 
MR. REGAN: <= right here. 


Q Does she become now the highest ranking Hispanic in 
the adgwinistration -- 


MR. REGAN: Will she be what? 
Q The highest ranking Hispanic. And was that a factor 





in her selection? 

MR. REGAN: I suspect she is among -- I don't want to say 
categorically -- but I think she will be among the highest ranking 
Hispanics in the edsinistration. 

Yes. 

Q Was that a factor? 

MR. REGAN: Pardon? 


Q Was the fact that she's an Hispanic a factor in her 
selection? 


MR. REGAN: It didn’t go unnoticed, yes. (Laughter.) 

Yes, Helen. 

Q Did she have to become a Republican? 

MR. REGAN: Did she have to become a Republican? No. 
But in accordance with a tradition that was set by the boss, she is 
changing. There's a recent example of that also with another woman 
in the adsginistration. 

Q Who is no longer in. 

MR. REGAN: Well -- who's no longer in. Or was in. 

Back there. 


Q Word was going around the administration a few weeks 
ago that you were kind of lukewarm for Linda Chavez -- 


MR. REGAU: Never listen to gossip, you know, you can get 
confused in that. 


Q -- were you pleased by this appointment? 


MR. REGAN: Oh, I'm very pleased by it, and it was my 
recommendaticn to the President. (Laughter. ) 


Yes. 

Q Do you anticipate the Outreach Group on Central 
America, that had been going on on a regular basis from this office 
to continue. Or is that a -- 

MR. REGAN: Well, of course, quite obviously she will 
have outreach groups in the Hispanic community, and they are very 
concerned about what's going on in Central America, not just 
Nicaragua, but all countries in Central America. 


Q But the regular Old EOB briefings that have taken 
place on Central America -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, they'll still be done by NSC and others, 
certainly. 


All right. 
Q Mr. Regan. 
MP. REGAN: Yes. 


Q Does the fact that she's going to be reporting to 
Mr. Buchanan signal a growing amount of power for Mr. Buchanan in the 
administration? 


































MR. REGAN: Wo, we've previously announced that this 
office, regardless of who would be in it, would report to Mr. 
Buchanan. This is part of the reorganization of the White House that 
I’m trying to accomplish on a step-by-step basis. 


Q Mr. Regan. . 
PR. REGAN: Yes. 


Q Does this mean that Mr. Buchanan will heve time to 
return our phone calls? 


Q Ho. 

MR. REGAN: If it’s for on-the-record statements and the 
like, I've left that up to his judgment, knowing that he knows a 
litt’e bit about communciations. And I suspect when he's ready, he 
will talk on the record. 

Q Mr. Regan, when will she assume her job? 

MR. REGAN: Pardon? 

Q When will she take over? 


MR. REGAN: In about two weeks, I believe. 


Q Trade. 

Q Trade? We're ready now. 
Q We're ready. 

Q Ready. 

Q Cameras. 

Q Hit it. 


MR. REGAN: Are we ready? Are you ready? I'm happy -- 


As President Reagan has 6aid on numerous occasions, 
United Statee-Japan relations are critical to peace and stability in 
the Pacific region, and, indeed, throughout the world. These 
relations are excellent in many respects. But we've been 
increasingly concerned over Japan's failure to open its economy to 
imports, to allow competition in a free market. 


Prime Minister Nakasone's statement today is an 
unprecedented appeal to the Japanese people to embark on the path to 
free trade. We applaud his personal ieadership and fully support his 
Objectives and the objectives of the Japanese government that he 
enunciated. 


The effort to open Japan's markets requires more than 
just the elimination of specific barriers. 


It reguires a change in attitudes toward foreign imports. in this 
respect, today's appeal is an important and a welcome step. Changing 
Geeply entrenched habits and attitudes is not an easy task. We 
admire the willingness of Prime Minister Nakasone and his government 
to take on the challenge, as well as their recognition that these 
steps are in Japan's own interest as well as the interest of a free 
and open world trading systern. 


We're studying the details of the Prime Minister's 
speech, the recommendations of the Okita Commission, and the progress 
report on current negotiations. Although the package contains few 
new or immediate market opening measures, we understand that an 
outline of specific actions will be worked out by July by the 
Japanese government. 


In addition, in the short run, the Prime Minister's 
statement reinforces his January commitment to successful resolution 
of the market access issues in the four sectoral negotiations -- 
telecommunications, medical equipment and pharmaceuticals, 
electronics and forest products. In recent weeks, significant 
progress has been made in the telecommunications sector, although 
more remains to be accomplished. Specific and concrete progress in 
@ll four areas is needed urgently and should result if the principles 
of the Prime Minister's statement are followed. 


Q What have you really got here? The people who have 
looked at it so far -- reporters, I'm talking about -- seem to think 
that it's just another list of promises. 


MR. REGAN: Wo, it's quite deep. If you consider that 
almost 75 percent of that speech was devoted to the Japanese people 
in @ very unusual setting -- instead the formal remarks usually 
written and then read, the Japanese Prime Minister and others that 
follow -- this is the first time that there's been a freewheeling 
television statement by the Prime Minister in which he pointed out to 
his own people the need for them to change their habits. This is 
trying to change attitudinal consumer behavioral patterns. 


Q Notwithstanding the good intentions, it's clear that 
before July apparently there'll be no new specifics. 


MR. REGAN: Well, just @ moment. Yes, there will be 
because in the four sectoral things progress is being made, and there 
will be new things happening in telecommunications, pharmaceuticals, 
forest products, and the like between now and July. The things for 
July are more far-reaching than just those four sectoral things. 


Q All right. But my question really drives to whether 
this is going to be enough to stave off Congressional legislation, 
forcing the administration to take some actions? 


MR. REGAN: It will depend on how the legislators read 
this entire package. The package that we received this sorning, 
including the Okita Commission report and the report of the 
Ministerial Conference, is 40 pages long. It's quite a document. 
And in it, there are a lot of things the* **-sire serious 
consideration. And that's why a top-of-the-head response, “There's 
nothing here,* doesn’t hold. 


Q But do you think -- 


c What about the fact that they haven't lowered 
tariffs on -- removed the tariffs on forest products? I mean, they 
haven't taken specific steps beyond -- 


MR. REGAN: Yes, the Okita Commission does say that they 
will lower tariff barriers. They haven't put the specific ones in, 
but they said that's part -- that the list of tariff reductions will 
be drawn up by June. They'll actually enunciate which ones by June. 





Q In the past, Nakasone has sade promises to the 
President in December -- in January to -- 


MR. REGAN: January 2nd it was. 


Q ~~ but the Japanese bureaucracy has not followed 
through. I mean, do you have any sense that this time Nakasone will 
have the domestic-political response from his own -- 


MR. REGAN: Yes, because, obviously, this is pretty 
courageous action by the Japanese Prime Minister to stand up. He's 
risking @ lot politically here. Se and his Foreign Minister Abe are 
risking quite a bit in these statements. And that's what we think is 
very unusual, and that's what we appleud. 


Belen? 

Q A bottom-line question: Are we satisfied with what 
they've done, the administration willing to go to Congress now and 
say this is okay? 

MR. REGAN: We are satisfied that real progress is being 
made. We recognize that this is a deep-seated problem. We've known 
all along that even the removal of trade barriers by themselves would 
mot necessarily mean that people would start to buy the products, 
even if the products could be sold. So, we're now attacking -- or 
the Japanese are attacking the problem on two fronts -- one the 
removal of the barriers, slowly to be sure, but, nevertheless, 
starting down that path. At the same time, they're trying to change 


the buying habits of their own people that have been engrained in 
them for the past 40 years or more. 


Yes? 

Q ~~ there are two elements here, obviously. You're 
happy with what Nakasone has said anc, then, there's the question of 
the report. Do you repudiate what an unnamed U.S. official in Tokyo 
seid this morning which is that this is a big yawn? 


MR. REGAN: Yes. I don't think it's a big yawn at ali. 
I think the guy must have been a little sleepy. (Laughter.) 


Q But you haven't read it yet, have you? 
MR. REGAN: Pardon? 


Q I'm sorry. I thought you said you were studying it, 
you hadn't finished studying it yet. 


MR. ROGAN: Yes, but we don't think it's @ yawn. 
Q How do you know? 

MR. REGAN: Far from it. We -- 

Q You haven't -- 


MR. REGAN: Well, first of all, we recognize the 
significance of the setting of this -- 


Q Oh. 


MR. REGAN: <~ and the statement thet the man hes made. 
We have read thet. 


Q Yes, but you're saying -- 


Q But the question -- 
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Q -- the speech -- 
c ~~ was about the report. 


Q What specifically -- why are they waiting until June 
+ specifically are they announcing today that we're so pleased 
7 


MR. REGAN: Well, first of all, we're pleased that the 
Prime Minister is taking the step -- and it has to be the leader of 
the country take the step -- to try to change the buying habits of 
the Japanese people. Picture that in the sense here in the United 
States -- if the President of the United States was to try to change 
the buying habits of Americans, you can imagine the difficulty of 
that. 


Now, here's -- the Prime Minister is willing to do that. 
And he has gone on television and specifically told his own people 
it's @ matter -- and these are his words -- a life-or-death for the 
Japanese to change their buying habits, that if they don’t they'll 
have unusual unemployment. They will not be able to sell their cars, 
their videos and machines in the United States. Those are his 
words. Those are very strong words. That's not something you 
yawn about. 


Yes? 
Q -- what about the second half of my question? Why 


MR. REGAN: What's the second half of your question? 


Q The second half is: Why are they waiting until June 
to give us some specifics and what were the specifics that made you 
so happy? 


MR. REGAN: Because they just got -- the Cabinet met -- 
let's remember now what happened here -- the Cabinet met for two 
hours yesterday on this, the Japanese Cabinet. They received the 
Okita Commission report; this is the first time that we have seen the 
results of this Okita Commission. It was set up for that. The Okita 
Commission had seven different things that they recommended -- market 
access and import promotion, market access and high technology, 
financial capital markets, prudent exports, economic cooperation and 
Gevelopment aid, foreign investment and foreign lawyers. Why anyone 
wants to open up to lewyers is something else again, but -- 
(leughter) -- nevertheless, that is one of the things they -- 


Q Mr. Regan - 

MR. REGAN: But what I'm gettin .+ this is the first 
time that the Japanese Cabinet has seen the Or. ite Commission report. 
Ané based upon that, they're now saying, okay, let's go forward on 
these items. 

Back there. Yes? 

Q Mr. Regan, Gidn't Gaston Sigur win greater 
concessions in March on telecommunications? Isn't this « step 
backward in the telecommunications area? 

MR. REGAN: Why Go you say that? 

Q Well -- 


MR. REGAN: What have they done in telecommunications 
that makes you think they're stepping beck? 


Q The specifics of this proposal don't seem to go as 
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far as Mr. Sigur’s specifics in March. Is that -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, we specifically said -- and I said it in 
my statement -- that in recent weeks significant progress has been 
0 in telecommunications. We don't think this is @ step beck at 
2 el 


Q Well, is it anything less than what Mr. Sigur wes 
getting in -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, this is more forward-looking. 
Q This is gore -- 
MR. REGAN: Devid? 


Mr. Regan, it's been said by several administration 
officials that the real problem is not market access but the 0.5. 
Geficit -- budget deficit -- and, therefore, the strength of the 
Collar against the yen. Do you subscribe to that and do you believe 
that’s the real probles? 


MR. REGAN: There is no dowbt that the strong American 
lier bes led to more imports from Japan and less exports to Japan. 
That's # natural consequence of @ strong currency versus « weaker 
currency. They have said that they would like to see us get our real 
rates of interest Gown in order to weaken the doller. We would agree 
thet we would like to see real interest rates in the United States 
come down. We don’t think that the current interest rates -- numbers 
in the United States reflect the job that we have done on inflation. 


We have taken steps to reduce our budget deficit. The 
combinetion of low inflation and less ing at the federal level, 
we think, will be recognized in the world markets. Whether or not it 
results or bow such it will result in # weaker dollar, we don't know. 
But we recognize that a weakening of the dollar will help in this 
situation. 


Q Mr. Regen -- 
MR. REGAN: Yes. 


Q =~ do you have any preliminary estimates on what 
impect this might have on the trede imbalance, $37 billion -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, it's very difficult, having seen this now 
for only two or three hours, to try to reflect with any preciseness 
on what thet might do to the trade deficit. I will say this -- I 
Gon*t think it'll heave very such effect, if any, on the ‘85 trade 
Geficit, particularly as they have removed the an restraint 
now and will be sending sore automobiles later on in ‘85. 


As far as ‘86 is concerned, we would think that gradually 
there should be a shifting in that trate imbalance, @ lessening of 
the trade imbalance. 

Yes? 


Q Are you saying it’s going to get worse before it 
gets better? 


MR. ROGAN: Wot necessarily worse, Sut it certainly won't 
get much better very quickly. 


Q Mr. Regan =~ 
MR. REGAN: Yes. 


Q -- the Okite Commission, I understand, hes also 
recommended that the Japanese government buy more U.S. goods. Does 








that mean we're going to sell more arms to them or does thet mean -- 
MR. REGAN: WH. 
e ~~ other items besides the military -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, they're -- in “epan, a8 you know, sany of 
the wtilities, 








many of the government buresus buy only Japanese equipment. They 
heave newer bought United States equipment, whether typewriters or 
computers -- anything of that nature. And I suspect that that's 
where most of the purchases will be made by the Japanese government. 
Certainly not in the areas field. 


Yes. 


Q Both Japanese officials end now, yourself, by 
acknowledging that the trede deficit numbers won't improve very 
Grematicelly or very quickly, seems to eddress « problem that's 
coming from the Hill, and that is that unless we see real results and 
the implication is fast, we're going to push shead with this kind of 
legislation. Wow, how do these numbers then -- what do they portend 
for this pressure coming from the Hi11? 


MR. REGAN: Well, again, we would hope that when the 
Congress does return and t study what has been done here and see 
the direction that it’s heading, they'll recognize that progress is 
being made. 


How, obviously, overnight, you're not going to turn 
around « $37 billion deficit. But it's progress toward that that we 
would hope not only the Congress, but the sarketplace would 
recognize. 


Yes. 


Q Other administration officials have estimated that 
even if the markets were perfectly open and free, it would only 
change the trade imbalance by about 20 percent. So that 80 percent 
of the trade isbalance, by estimates of other people in the 
acministration, really have to do with the currency problem -- 


MR. REGAN: No, not a8 &@ currency problems. With the 
consumer buying patterns of the Japanese. That's whet Nakasone is 
addressing here; that even if the barriers are open, are let down, 
the market is open, you're bound to get preference by consumers for 
local products. 


Q Then how such of the trade imbalance is due to the 
problems of the dollar? 


MR. REGAN: Wo one cen tell you with any degree of 
precision on that. There isn't an economist in the world <-- there 
are estimates, and one estimate is as good as the other. I would 
Gare say that if the dollar were to come down, we could -- and they 
lower their barriers -- we could probably cut that deficit in half in 
three to four years. 


Q What's the President's reaction to all this? 


MR. REGAN: The President's reaction? The Presicent was 
vory surprised, pleasantly surprised that Mr. Nakasone took this rare 
action -- one politician looking at another, recognizing the 
political difficulty of coming out in front this way -- and 
applauding it. He -- 


Q What does he think of what would happen? 
MR. REGAN: Pardon? 


Q In addition to his great political courage, what 
else? 


MR. REGAN: Well, that he recognized the domestic side of 
the probles, didn't try to just blame us for the probles, put all the 
bleme on us <~ say, if our businessmen made & better product, if our 
businessmen could sell better, if our businessmen only understood the 
Japanese, they sight be able to do better if we got o lower dollar. 





- Instead of that, Nekasone, while saying that those 
factors were present, recognized that the true depth of this probles 
is the Japanese buying mentality. 


Q Well, what I's asking you is, does the President 
think this solves the probles? 


MR. REGAN: It helps in solving the probles -- 
Q Do you think that -- 

MR. REGAN: -- that doesn’t solve it completely. 
Back there. 


Q Mr. Regan, when the Piesident set with Nakasone in 
Los Angeles in January, they agreed to review the market access 
opening -- mgarket opening steps at the summit. Isn't this July 
Geadline or timetable a step beckward in that sense, that they won't 
have such to discuss in Bonn? 


MR. REGAN: Oh, no, because remember, on January 2nd, 
they were talking about the four sectoral issues and it was in the 
relationship of the four sectoral issues that they said they'd review 
it in Bonn. And they will be doing that. And our negotiaors will 
be working with the Japanese during the remainder of this sonth, 
prior to the -- I 4c t know what the date of the meeting is -- May 
2nd or 3rd, what’ ver the date that the two leaders will meet. 


Yes. 


Q Do you think that the Senate resolution had any 
effect in bringing this about? I mean, if we -- 


MR. REGAN: I think the Senate resolution did have quite 
a jarring effect on the many pecple in Japan, including some of their 
politicians. 


Q Well, to follow up on it, do you think then that the 
Senate should proceed with some of this legislation -- Danforth and 
others -- to make sure that the Japanese -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, I think they've accomplished the 
objective of getting the Japanese attention to what the Congress 
wants. 


Q I want to ask you about Soviet sissiles -- 
Q Can we stay on this? 

MR. REGAN: Let's finish up with trade. 

Q When this is through. 

MR. REGAN: I understand. 


Q In the -- I remember you saying during the 
Williamsburg summit in 1983 that there was no proof that there was 
any relationship between high budget deficits and interest rates. By 
what you're saying today, that if we bring down the deficit and that 
might bring down the high dollar and help this problem, aren't you 


changing your view? 


MR. REGAN: Wo, because there's still no proof of that 
and we have asked -- at the time of the Williamsburg summit and since 
-- for proof of this. We still haven't gotten that proof. 


There are still sany who are saying, “Cut your budget 
Geficit, interest rates will come down,” as though the two were 





linked. What we're saying is, is we should cut the budget deficit 
regardless of whether it brings interest rates down or not. If it 
brings it down, that's serendipity. 


Q Mr. Regan -- 
MR. REGAN: Yes. 


Q With this commitment and with the deadline now of 
vuly, what really is going to be done or this at the May economic 
suar.it? 


MR. REGAN: Quite a bit, because in these four sectoral 
issues, we'll be talking about that. We'll also be talking sore 
after having read sore of what the commission report is here, the 
Okita Advisory Commission -- what do they sean by standards and 
certification: what do they sean by prudent exports? 


Q Is one of the jobs then at the May summit to keep 
the pressure on the Japanese to follow through? 


MR. REGAN: Well, we will be urging the Japanese to -- 
not to weaken in their resolve to solve this probles. 


Yes. 


Q You said that really the sost significant element in 
this whole package is Nakasone's plea to his own people to change 
their buying habits. Knowing the buying habits of the Japanese, how 
successful do you think that's going to be? Words from the Japanese 
to buy Marlboro cigarettes, is that going to be enough? 


MR. REGAN: As far as the Japanese are concerned, this is 
unprecedented for a Prime Minister to go on TV and do something of 
this nature. It's hard to say what the effect is going to be. We'll 
just have to wait and see. It will take some time, but I judge that 
you should see a spate of -- how will I put it -- some type of 
reaction to the Prime Minister's talk over the next several days. 


Yes. 


Q Mr. Regan, do you think it's a good business deal to 
depend on the persuasive power and the political survival of the san 
you're dealing with? 


MR. REGAN: Well, who else do we have to deal with? You 
can't very well go over his head. You have to deal through his and 
[ Yo) -- 


Q -- to put down specifics in writing, actual things 
that you agree to in writing. 


MR. REGAN: Pardon? 


Q Rather than this persuasive arrangement, where he 
has to persuade the Japanese people, something specific that we can 
count on. . 


MR. REGAN: There will be specific steps that will 
actually be enunciated. We're already talking now about the June 
steps, the July steps, and so forth. There are actually going to be 
tangible evidence of the amount of progress that will be made. 


Q Mr. Regan, how much concern is there that Mr. 
Nakasone's statement is rhetoric that won't have any impact on the 
bureaucracy, as it hasn't in the past? 


MR. REGAN: I can't anewer that at this point, not being 
a Japanese bureaucrat. So all I can say is we'll just have to wait 
and see, while I think that it could be quite persuasive because of 





- 13 - 


the unusual nature of the plea. 


Q Mr. Regan, just -- 


MR. SPEAKES: We ought to try to wind this up -- Wait a 
minute. We ought to try to wind this up pretty quickly on this 
subject, get to Sam's subject, because the Chief of Staff has an 
11:30 a.m. meeting. 


Q Just from the standpoint of the average Japanese 
consumer, how realistic do you think it is that he or she is going to 
change buying habits any more than, say, if the President went on 
television and said buy Japanese? Is the average Japanese going to 
walk into a store and say, “Ah, I can't buy Japanese products. I 
have to buy -- 


MR. REGAN: We'll see. Again, remember that Japanese 
advertisers, Japanese stores may take up promotions of foreign 
products. That's not an unusual thing in our own stores here or in 
our own advertising, to have promotions for foreign goods. And I 
suspect that might also happen in Japan. 


Take this -- this is the last question on trade. 


Q Do you really see the Japanese walking into a store 
and buying General Electric instead of Sony? I mean, does that sake 
sense to you? Are we -- 


MR. REGAN: Yes, it does. 
Q It does? 
MR. REGAN: Yes. 


MR. REGAN: Why? 
Q Yes. 


MR. REGAN: Depends upon price, comparable product, 
things of that nature. Why not? 


Q Actually, GE is made in Japan, isn't it? 
(Laughter . ) 


MR. REGAN: Some products, but not all. (Laughter. ) 


Q The Post has 4 story that the Soviets are testing a4 
new missile to replace the SS-20 and that’s one of the factors that 
led to the Gorbachev initiative because he didn't really want to put 
any more SS-20s8 in place. Is that something you agree with? 


MR. REGAN: We have known for quite some time that they 
had a new sissile to replace the SS-20 and we recognize that it is 
getting close to 4 time when they could start to deploy it. So, 
therefore, their not wanting -- their wanting to stop deploying the 
208 came a8 no surprise to us. 


Q I know you've said, and others have said, that you 
see this as simply a propaganda-type initiative on Gorbachev's part, 
primarily. But is there any -- did you attribute any other motive to 
hia? Is there any good faith motive there lying under the primary 
one of a propaganda initiative? 


MR. REGAN: If so, I haven't seen it or detected it. 
This is the same thing that Brezhnev brought up several years ago. 
It's reiteration of a long-standing Politburo doctrine on deployment 
of missiles. It seems to be aimed directly at peace-seeking groups 
in Western Europe and those who would stop deployment. And it looks 














-14- 


as though they were trying to achieve something for nothing here in 
getting us to stop and they, for their own good reasons, saintaining 
a terrific advantage. 


Q Mr. Regan, to the extent that this is a propaganda 
effort and it indicates sort of business as usual or a return to 
something of the past, does that hurt prospects for a summit because 
it increases the likelihood that you're not really close to any 
breakthrough in relations? 


MR. REGAN: Wo, I think the two things can be handled on 
separate tracks. We would hope that in the Geneva talks, that they 
would -- things they put on the table would not appear in print and 
they would negotiate in private. At the same time, a meeting between 
the two leaders could go forward. 


Q Ana if I could follow up on that, the -- there's a 
story in The Times today that indicates that the State Department is 
renewing the interest in having a carefully planned summit with 
specific areas for agreement. Would it be fair to say that the mood 
of the administration now is shifting away from a get-acquainted and 
more to the idea that there has to be a lot of groundwork and 
specific results? 


MR. REGAN: We've always felt that there should be a lot 
of groundwork and an agenda set before any meeting between the 
leaders, and we're still on that. 


Q And how important is it that there be the likelihood 
of results coming out of it? 


MR. REGAN: Well, we think that it would be a big 
letdown, not only for Americans, but also for the rest of the world, 
if the two loaders were to meet and accomplish nothing. 

Q So do you think -- 


MR. REGAN: That has happened before in Kosygin and 
President Johnson at Glassboro, for example. 


Q With Kennedy -- 


Q Do you think it's more likely then that a summit 
meeting would be next year, rather than this year? 


MR. REGAN: Wo. I see no time frame as having been set 
or any change in the time frame over the last several days. 


Q Well, what do you make of the fact that you and 
others have said that there are no current negotiations -- please 
correct me if I'm wrong -- simply both sides have expressed in 
principle a desire to meet? Why aren't there some discussions 
underway about when and where? 


MR. REGAN: Those things take time. In international 
diplomacy, there's a lot of staff work and the like, and that is 


going on. 
Q But are there staff work and discussions going on? 
Q Staff work and low-level discussions going on then? 
MR. REGAN: I wouldn't want to characterize that, no. 
Q Well, high-level discussions? 
Q Is that a no? 
MR. REGAN: Pardon? 
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Q Does that mean there aren't discussions going on? 


MR. REGAN: That seans that there ere discussions going 
on on either side and both sides, but nothing that can be reported in 
public. 


° Well, are they specifically on a summit or is it 
just diplomatic contacts between the two countries? 


MR. REGAN: Diplomatic contacts, I would say. 

Cc But on the subject of a summit? 

MR. REGAN: On the subject of a possible seeting. 
Yes. 


Q Did the President tell Secretary Shultz that he 
didn’t want a summit unless he could see some real progress in the 
problers-solving area about three weeks e907 


MR. REGAN: In that connection, I would say that the 
Presicent has said right along that if there is to be a meeting 
between him and the leader of the Soviets, he would like to see some 
results come from it. And that's what we're working towards, rather 
than just having meetings for meetings’ sake. 


Yes. 


Q You said the Gorbachev proposal is the same as the 
Brezhnev one three years ago. But since then, the U.S. and NATO has 
deployed. So don’t you think he is accepting the deployment and that 
would be a positive -- 


MR. REGAN: Who's the “he” that's accepting it? 
Q Gorbachev, by taking up an old proposal in a new 


context, he's accepting the fact of th deployment, which wasn't the 
case before. 


MR. REGAN: Well, he -- it is a fact that we have 
Geployed and he has to recognize that and that we don't intend to 
stop deploying. 
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Q Social Security. 

MR. REGAN: I*1l teke one gore and then that's it. 

Q While you say -- 

MR. REGAN: Back there. 

Q Mr. Regan, I case from South Korea. Would you -- 
please, what kind of top issue between U.S. and Korea solve in 
meeting the late April? You said in the past, we'll discuss 
Nicaragua eid anc the human rights situation in South Korea? 

MR. REGAN: I would say that the sain subjects of the 
meeting, obviously, will be the subject of international relations 
and -- 

Q I like it. 


MR. REGAN: -- the international trade between Korea and 
the United States. Those will be to the sain subjects. 


Q Were you surprised at how badly the Social Security 
lobby beat up on Ronald Regan last Friday? 


MR. REGAN: Bo. We think they were wrong because they 
seem to know what inflation’s going to be with pretty close precision 
over the next three years, which is something that even econosists 
failed to do. 

Q What do you sean “even”? 

MR. REGAN: Pardon? 

Q What do you mean “even economists”? 

Q Especially economists. (Laughter. ) 

Q They simply want hie to keep his word. 

Q But would the President beck down from that -~ 

MR. REGAN: The President hesn't becked down at all in 
Social Security. He's guaranteeing an increase in Social Security 
year on year, regardless of whether there's inflation or deflation. 

Q Any chance he'd back out of « compromise proposal -- 

MR. REGAN: Ho. 

Q -- now thet -- 

MR. REGAN: Absolutely not -- 

Q Is the Bicareguan Peace Pian having -- 

Q Keep your word, Mr. President. Keep your word. 


G Is the Bicereguan Peace Plan having -- saking 
progress in teres of getting support on the Hill for the $14 sillion? 


MR. REGAN: We are saking -- we are going forward on many 
fronts, trying to alert people to what is happening here. And I 
would say that -- I couldn't enewer that until the Congress comes 
beck, because they're all scattered now. It's impossible to get any 


END 11:21 A.M. PST 
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MR. MCFARLANE: Good morning. Thanks very such, Larry. 
Q Good sorning. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I'd like to open with one or two words on 
summits, and then take your tions, which I hope will include 
something about Nicaragua. Laughter.) If not, I may have something 
to say later on. 


Q ~~ the way Gorbachev does it. He writes the 
questions and the answers. (Laughter.) 


Q This would be over if the comedians would be cals. 
Q Oooh . 


MR. MCPAILARE: In recent weeks, I think that « certain 
amount of interest has been rated in the prospects for and the 
basis on which « sumpit seet might be held with President Reagan 
and Generel Secretary Gorbechev. 


Reporting on this subject suggests that there say be sone 
a in your sinds as to just how the President views the 
question of meetings ond summits. Let se try to eliminate that for 
you in just a somert. 


Firet, there is a difference between 4 meeting and « 
summit. And drawing a distinction between the two is for a very 
specific reason. Based upon « somewhat romanticised port 1 of 
certain summits of the past generation, the very ters “ t" has 
taken on an inflated seaning. If I asked, I expect that sost 
Americans would say suesite make things better. Well, the truth is 
that some have and some haven't. One can recall, for exemple, 
President Eisenhower's seetings at Geneva that evoked the spirit of 
Geneva, « lar —s of wareth and expectation that something 
fundamental hed changed in the Soviet Union. 


The artificiality of this construct was by crises 
that occurred over Berlin not long afterward. Similarly, later 
summits by Presicents Kennedy and Johnson raised popular expectations 
that « new “climate” had been established which justified lessened 
vigilance or « softer U.S. approach in owr diplomacy and negotistioc. 
These hopes were dashed by the events of the Cuban sissile crisis anc 
the invasion of Czechoslovakia. 


The President's conciusion from absorbing this history is 
that it ie unrealistic to expect that getting together at the summit 
could produce any fundamental change in the way that the Soviet Union 
views the world or its own self interest. 


At the same time, this is not to say that we cannot sake 








progress in resolving problems. It is to say that the solutions 
usually come as the result of extended negotiation. Occasionally, as 
our two countries engage in this problere-solving effort, we can reach 
milestones at which degrees of progress in one or sore areas werrent 
@ summit based upon tangible accomplishment. At such summits, this 
tangible a can be acknowledged and priorities can be set 
for the prob that we ought to tackle in the ensuing period. 


In short, with preparation, « summit can serve the very 
T22OS DUES 6 Seebite poageets that is based upon real, not 
illusory, progress and reduction in tensions. That is the 
President's view of summits. 


How, let's talk about seetings. Historically, there have 
been meetings, as opposed to summits, which have also been useful in 
@ more limited sense. When a change occurs, for example, in the 
leadership of one country or the other, it is worthwhile for the two 
leaders to meet for the purpose of getting to know each other, to 
hear each other's -- the other person's interests and their 
priorities, and, as long as no one deludes themselves, that such 
meetings have altered fundamental differences or the depth of 
disagreement, no hare is done. In fact, there is some value in it. 
Harm is Gone when such an essentially personal encounter is endowed 
with artificial overtones of “new eras,” “spirits” and so forth. 


The President has stressed that he would welcome « 
meeting with the General Secretary. He would also welcome « summit 
at the proper time and as the culmination of an extended dialogue 
which has produced tangible accomplishment. 


There's no predicting how long this process could take. » « 7 
It could be this year. It is largely a function of Soviet interests 
and priorities, both internal and external. 


Short of a summit, one can conceive of a seeting being 
held. While such a session to get acquainted might be feasible in 
the short term, it would seem to tax the schedule on the Soviet side. 
Although, that is not for us to say. One can _ a meeting at 
events associated with the United Nations thie fall as well. 


At this point, I'll be glad to take your questions. 


Q Are you saying that it's possible that there could 
be both, there could be « short, get-acquainted seeting and later a 
summit? You sees to be saying both are possible. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q Well, if you've spelled out, as I think you heve, 
previous foresulations of what would go into « summit, careful 
preparation and all the rest, can you tell us, what, if anything, 
would need to be done and need to be watched for in order to hold « 
meeting? In other words, having warned about not deluding ourselves 
and havi false expectations, will there have to be an agenda for « 
meeting, for instance? Will there have to be any linkage to Soviet 
behavior? In other words, tell us about a meeting. 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President believes that the climate 
of the relationship is such «s to justify a meeting now and for the 
foreseeable future, absent any dramatic change in iet attitudes. 


There need not be « specific agenda for such « seeting, 
which ie oriented in the short-tere toward the new leaders, the 
newly-elected President of the United States and the new General 
Secretary getting to know each other, surveying the current family of 
disagreements and assessing each other's commitment to the resolution 
of problems. 


Q What accounts then for -- if you're through, I's 
sorry. Are you not? 








MR. MCFARLANE: I suppose so. (Laughter.) 


Q What accounts for the change of heart? The 
President had said repeatedly in his first term that he did not want 
@ meeting for the sake-of « meeting, thet there had to be a ~ 
carefully-prepared agenda and thet there had to be, as you described 
it, conditions for e summit. Why does he now want « meeting? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, Bill, I do think that saybe we have 
been responsible for some ambiguity or semantic reference. The 
President's position, that you've summarized, I think accurately, 
seiaseeh 00 Gd aaneme of & 6 summit as I have now described it. But 
the President, to me and to the Secretary of State and others, has 
said that he has been ready for « meeting for some tine. 


Q ~~ the October session or the session of 
the UN the earliest point at which « meeting is likely to occur? And 
were you suggesting that the Soviets are not ready for a meeting, 
and, therefore, even a mecting is perhaps unlikely this year? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, it really ien't for me to speak for 
the Soviet Union's sense of timing on a meeting. And I shouldn't. 
That was purely a personal view, that they have other things on their — 
plate right now, which would seem to foreclose it. But that's not up 
to us. 


On the first part of your question, « meeting could 
theoretically occur at any time that the Soviet Union is prepared to 
Go it. The events this fall, both the UNGA and the follow-on 40th 
anniversary could present such an opportunity, and it isn't clear 
that the Soviet Union -- that the leader will come or not. 6&0, 
that's -- 


Cc Can I follow up om that? Will the Shults« and 
Gromyko seeting, which I understand is scheduled for May l4th or May 
iSth, will they be discussing possible dates for a meeting or will 
they ¥ discussing a summit or what will be the nature of those 
talks 


MR. MCFARLANE: Bo, ‘the President's guidance is that we 
should engage in as thorough-going an offort to solve probless in the 
several areas of discourse with the Soviet Union, human rights, areas 
control, regional probleas and bilateral issues, and that it should 
be the pace and quality of that effort and the results that flow fros 
it that determine when the soment arises that you have achieved 
adequate, tangible accomplishment to warrant getting together at « 
summit. As opposed to goi into that process saying that you sust 
have « summit by X date, which is not the President's approach to 
this. 


Q Did we get any signal from the O'Neill group as to 
whether Gorbachev is signaling any readiness for 4 meeting, 4 summit, 
one way or the other? 


MR. MCTARLANE: I have only seen press reports on it so 
far, which are that there did seem to be « reaffirmation on the 
Soviet side of interest in a meeting at the proper tine. 

Q Bud <- 

Q Bud, can you tell we whether -- 

Q Just to follow up, do you see any significance in 
the fect thet that seeting went so long, that they set tor three 
hours and forty-three sinutes or some such tise frame? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, one has to, I think, look at that 


moRc 





as positive and it’s difficult to -- 
@ -- could we -- 
Cc He wents the Hicareguan -- 


MR. SPEAKES: -- you've had your five sinutes now. What 
Go you want to do? 


Q He wants -- 

. Mc. McFarlane wants to sey something sbout 
Biceregua. We would like wery such to be able to tape whatever he 
wents to say about thet. He made the point hisself that he had 
something he'd like to say about it. 

Q I want to esk « question on -- 

Q Yes, i'd like to stay on the subject, too -- 


MR. SPEAKES: You know, you seem to have a disagreement 
between your television people and your -- 


Q I am not disagreeing with sy colleaques at all. i's 
telking to you and asking if we can do it. 


Q Let's finish the subject, and then if you want to go 
beck to lights and cameras on Bicaragua, do that. 


Q Now, there's an ides. What about it? 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's either do it one way or do it the 
other. I's -- 


Where are we heeded now on 4 summit or toward « 
moeting? What is the sost likely prospect? 


ie) What? 
MR. MCFALLANE: I'm sorry, Helen, I didn't -- 


ie) Okay. What is the sost likely prospect at this 
stage? Ate we going to have « summit or © seeting and where does it 
actually stand in the negotiations for either now? 


MR. NCFARLARL: First, one Goesn't negotiate to have « 
Sumit nor 4 seeting. One negotiates to solve problems. And if you 
succeed in Going that, then you say, “All right, let's have a 
sumeit.” Sut we have not established the requirement going into our 
Gislogue with the Soviet Unico» that we suet heve either of these 
things within any particular time period. 


Q Well, what do we want? 

Q Pu, did the Presivcent -- 

iS) What dows the U.S. want? 

MA. MCTARLATIE: The U.S. wants to solve problene. 
Acknowledging those at 4 summit is « secondary setter. We are 
hopeful that we can solve problems, and sre committed to it and that 
thet would lead to 6 summit is very such our view of how this proces: 
Ought to work. 

G Bud -- 

Q hud, you seem to be -- 


~ Bud -- 


ORL 








mR. MCFARLANE: -- look upon 6 summit es -- with -- as «4 
useful thing to do coming at the end of « process that has given us 
tangible accomp!lishments. 


Q Bud -- 
Cc But we would like a meeting at the W this f2117 


MR. MCFARLABE: The President has said he would welcome « 
meeting with the General Secretary at any tine. 


Q Is it feir to conclude from what you're saying that 
you're lowering the tions of a summit, and you're saying, in 
effect, that there be -- there probably will be « seeting -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Gerald, I's ing to establish « 
framework in which to judge wheat « summit is. That's all. I's not 
— to elevate or lower the prospects of this sdsinistration that 

ll occur within any particular tise frane. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I am saying finally that we hope that one 
will. But we are engaging in this problem-solving effort to make it 
feasible. 


Q Well, Bud -- 
Q Can you tell us whether the President's -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: David. 


Q -- invitation and the subsequent corr used 
the teres “sumsit,” which you have defined for « aoe I sean, 
you've made a clear Cistinction between thes, and I's curious whether 
the correspondence with the Soviets has, you know, one, the other or 
both. 


MAR. MCFARLAUE: Without tr rule on giving 
the text of letters, the Prosident has te oy he » about “the 
desirability of a seeting. He has separately satees’ about the 
imperative of solving problems. 6&0, he has covered generically both 
of thee, and has been positive toward both. 


. Let se -- I's -- 
C Well, had the Soviet Union -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Bob. 


Q Bud, you're saying thet there aay have been sone 
ambiguity in the past and perhaps the adsinietration ic « little 
responsibie for this whole question of summit seetings and 
qet-ecquainted seetings. In fact, a8 I recall, there haen't been 
asbiquity. Whet thie edminietration has said time and again is that 
& get-ecquainted meeting is not something the President wants. It 
seems to me today you're shifting geare rather abruptly and sharply, 
and | wonder if you could explain why? 


MA. MCPARLANE: I think the President's openness to « 
meeti goes beck quite some tise. I do think -- I could be wrong 
about it -- but that earlier descriptions and definitions from the 
adminietration heve really sesociated preparations with « summit. 
Theat hae at least been the intention. And -- 


Q You've never drawn thie distinction before. Today's 
the firet time thie dietinction has been drawn, and i's asking you 
what is the iaport of that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think the significance of thie iseve is 








é 
; 
~ 
: 


Gent specifically invited 
Gorbechev to « meeting then -- not to « summit? Is that correct? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I honestly believe that he has said we 
is open to « seeting now and he 
believes that we should pross on with an agenda that can lead to « 


summit. 


And on a specific issue, 60 we have reason to 
believe that the Soviets are disciplining the soldier who shot Major 
Nicholson? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I'¢ prefer not to comment on that now. 


Q Bud, without tranegressing the rule about 
correspondence between heads of state, can you tell us whether the 
Soviets have indicated « preference yet for either « summit or «4 
mecting, of in their correspondence with you all, have they said that 
they -- which do they want? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The Soviets have said that they are open 
to 4 mecting and think that it would be worthwhile. They heve, _ 
beck now several sonths before General Secretary Gorbachev came in, 
expressed the same Gefinition of the need for careful preparations 
end eo forth that we heve. 


To give you just « straight anewer, I think that they, 
too, are open to either « seeting or a summit. 


Q If a meeting is held, how should we describe it, 
because I understand that what we're talking about is, in the — a 
mect ing at the summit, seaning the top of the governments involved? 
and it's been shortened colloquially to say “summit”. But now you're 
saying that there may be 4 meeting. Sut wouldn't it also be at the 
summit of the tops of governments involved? I's not quite clear how 
you suddenly have divided two words. 


MR. MCPARLAWE: That's right at the heart of the matter, 
Sem. And I think that what I'e@ trying to enlist really is your help 
in kind of lifting some of the surk that has surrounded this issue 
for so long. 


Q I think « lot -- I's confveed -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: The fact ie that, historically, when 
meetings at the summit -- and that's how they have been identified -- 
have been imbued with this aura of great change and accomplisheent, 
which hasn't been werranted really. And it is because both seetings 
and summits have all been called summits and they've 411 been sushed 
together in thie rather amorphous, not very useful definition. 


Q What you're saying then is, there say be 4 meeting 
at the summit but you want it clearly understood ahead of tise -- 








Good, because I didn’t hear what you said anyway. 


Q 

MR. MCFARLANE: I think that the responsibili to try to 
as with the Soviet Union is clearly « sajor priority of 
President Reagan. How, he will engege on that, and after « certain 
point in time, « meeting with the Soviet leader would, under any 
circumstances, have to be called « summit beceuse we have gone for 
long enough to have reached a point that there is an expectation of 


accomp] ishment. 
Q Okay. 
Q How about Nicaragua? 


MA. MCFARLANE: What I's —s you is that for the two 
leaders to get together in the short term, it is very unrealistic to 
expect there would be great change. There could not be. 


Q Bud, just to perhaps beat this to death, but is it 
correct to say then that «4 “acquainted meeting is likely to be 
held before « summit, peri 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think that it has been « kind of « 
disservice, Jorry, to have probabilities being bandied about in 
recent days. it lends an artificial cast to what is a fairly orderly 
process. An) that said, I take your point that there are some events 


that are going to happen. 


There is going to be a UNGA and « 40th anniversary, and 
you can't change that. So there is an opportunity. Now, to the 
extent that that is the only game in town that you can talk about in 
April of ‘85, all right. One can say, well, there -- because it's 
the only chance, it must be a greator chance that 4 seeting would 

there. But that is equally as soft because the Soviets 
havon’'t even said they're coming, for that matter. 


Q Bud, can you give us an example of 4 get-acquaintet 
meeting? You gave us some summits where the expectetions were 
over-blown, 

Q Kennedy-Khruschev. 

Q ~~ but hes there over been such a -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: Kennedy-Khruschev. 

Q Kennedy-Khruschev. 

Q Oh. 

iC) What about Reagan-Grosyko? 

Q A tow sinutes ago, you mace it clear that in the May 
14th moeting, Shults and Gromyko would not go in negotiating for « 
summit. You said they would solve problems and if « summit came out 
of that <-- what will be the relation between the May 14th seeting an! 
4 meeting between Reagan snc Gorbachev? 


MA. MCFARLANE: The Secretary is not going into the 





conversation to deal with the subject of either «4 seeting or «4 
summit. He's going in there to talk about solving problems, perio. 


Q What problems? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Disagreements and the four beskets -- 
Q How about Sicaregua? 


MR. MCFARLANE: -- human rights, bilateral issues, areas 
control, and regional issues. 


And regional issues. 
Cowld you clear up Nicaragua next for us? 
Bo, wait. 


Holé it, hold it. 


Q Over the past several days, -- adsinistration 
officials hawe said that there would have to be -- they would like to 
see some progress -- as you have just enumerated before « summit. 
Sow, what about « meeting? What kind of progress would there have to 
be for a seeting? Are there no preconditions for a seeting othor 
then an .- Mr. Gorbachev that, yes, he would like to get 
together and seet with the President? 


WR. MCFARLANE: Bob, I really think I've answered that. 
Q Well, I understand -- 


Q Mr. McFarlane, in this attempt by the Reagan 
acweinistration to re-write Webster's Dictionary and sake «a 
Jistinction between 4 summit an¢ 4 secting between two world leaders, 
Soes that ettempt sask « division within the administration between 
thoee who would like « summit and those who would like what you are 
now calling « seeting? 


MR. NCFARLANE: Ho. (Laughter.) 


Q Bud, Don Regan, in the briefing room, sade the 

statement, “We've always felt that there should be a lot of 

gt ounéwork and an agenda set befure any seeting” -- (laughter) -- Hu 
later said, “Well, we think that it would be a big letdown, not only 
for Americans, but aleo for the rest of the world if the two leaders 
were to “seet” -- (leughter) -- anc ——— nothing.” ow, sy 
roading of thet literally suggests that Don Regan yesterday said that 
& meeting between the two leaders aust, (a) be carefully prepared 
and, (b) eccomplish. You today are telling ws that there Goes not 
have to be « carefully prepare) agenda, one; and two, that they don't 
have to eccomplish anything. Who is speaking for the Presitent -- 


you of Don Regan? 


MA. MC. ARLAME: Both Don and I -- (laughter) -- have 
talked about thie, end so -- an! the President has, too. 


Q wnat ie your correct definition of 4 seeting? 
MR. MCFARLANE: What I have just told you is the 


President's view of summits, ae I have sai’. Don anc I have both 
viewed it the same way. 


Now, I think that there is, for us from the podium here, 
& willingness to say that before, the interchange ability with which 
we heave used these words may have really contributed to some lack of 
unleretancding. And so, Don's views of this, the President's an! sine 
am! the Secretary of State's are ail the same. And it is as I have 
portrayed them this sorning. 








Q Well, was he referring to @ summit when he said 
meeting? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q Bud, can you tell us about -- the President set 
Gromyko at the United Nations last year and then they set in the 
White House. They had some discussions and, I recall, they didn't 
come out, you know, with large, major agreements afterwards. Would 
that kind of model fit what you're talking about for a meeting? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 
In the back. 


Q Yes. If we reported that there was -- that there 
were no preconditions, such as an agenda or progress -- if we 
reported that no progress wes needed for a seeting, would we be 
incorrect? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think it would giss the point that a 
meeting is a useful thing to do, but it is not preceded by the 
process of problem-solving that has led to a long package of 
agreements. But it is, nonetheless, useful. 


Q If i may follow, would there have to be a subjective 
determination by the Reagan administration that there was some sort 
of progress before there was 4 meeting, as differentiated from a 
summit? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I really think I've answered that in the 
original question. 


Q Fine. Let's talk about Nicaragua. 
Q Can we talk about Nicaragua? 

Q Bo. 

Q We're not leaving it to Bud. It's not ten against 


Q If you Go not have to negotiate to have a meeting, 
can you give us some idea what sort of process there is to arrange 
one? I mean, surely, it's sore a matter, you know, than 4 phone 
call. And where are we in the process for a meeting 4s you 
distinguish it trom 4 summit? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Woll, the two sides have each stated 
their agreement in principle to have one. Each side is now thinking 
about whether it is feasible in the short term and either side could, 
in the days, weeks, months ahead, come up with a proposal for it. 
Bothing has come forward’ from cither side right now since the 
agreement on both sides that it would be useful to do it. We're 
still thinking about it on both sides. 


In the back? 


MR. MCFARLANE: in your opening remarks, you sont ioned 
the 62 Cuban sissile crisis as one of the cisappointaments arising -- 
or following on a summit. And then later. you cited the 
Kenne*;-Khruschev meeting 48 an example of a meeting. I don't follow 
the -- I‘a totally confused -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: That's the vory point. It was portrayed 
as 2 summit and of having fundamentally altered the relationship: 
that there was this new cra. Now, some did and some didn't portray 
it that way, but the feeling generally in the country was that the 
Ssumeeit hec made things better. 


MORE 











- 10 <- 


Q I didn’t think -- were there agreements signed in 
Paris? I's sorry -- Vienna. 


°Q Vienna. 


MR. MCFARLANE: That's my point. Because, nonetheless, 
it was called a summit -- I mean, I's trying to distinguish here 
between the popular igage of what you all call summite -- 


Q Well, I thought the problems in Vienna was not the 
American public not distinguishing, but Khruschev's view that Kennedy 
was a lightweight that could be pushed around, which came from that 
meeting. And I suppose if Gorbachev and Reagan get together, each 
will be taking the other's measure, just as Khruschev, erroneously as 
it turned out, thought he had taken Kennedy's measure in Vienna. 


MR. MCFARLANE: You're absolutely right. The point is 
that if the American people don't have any illusions about expecting 
great change out of a meeting that is held, then we do not change our 
policies based upon this artificial expectation. That's the issue. 


Q Can 2 meeting fail? 


Q Is the agreement in principle on both a summit and a 
meeting or just a meeting? The agreement in principle that we have 
-- is it on both? 


MR. MCFARLANE: In my judgment, ycs. 
Q What? 

Q What was tho question? 

Q What was the question? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The question was, do I believe that the 
state of thinking on both sides is agreement in principle to go to 
either e meeting or a summit? And I said, yes, in sy judgment. 


Helen? 


Q In light of the fact that the White House has 
rejected the Soviet moratorium proposal, this very recently, with 
some pretty strong indications that the White House didn't even 
respect that approach at all, and now in light of your sort of 
“ownplaying any possible prospects for a serious substantive summit 
meeting anytime soon, doesn't it appear now -- aren't we getting a 
signal from you now that we aren't making much substantive progress 
with the Russians? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I would say that the state of the 
relationship in the wake of the first torm 
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is stable. And the absence of more specific agreement is the product 
of a very conscious Soviet strategy during the first term to seek to 
alter U.S. policy by playing upon the vulnerabilities of democracies 
via a stance of confrontation, of frightening, of walking out of armas 
talks, of KAL kinds of things. 


And I think my point today would be that there are signs 
of a change and toward greater willingness to reduce tensions and tc 
engage on an agenda of these several different areas. Wow, that is a 
decision that is recent. And you don't accomplish things overnight. 
So, it isn't surprising that there hasn't been great change in the 
past four months. Historically, as you know, there -- it's taken 
months or years to get the kind of solutions that change reality. 

So, it isn't surprising. I think there is promise in the 
relationship. It is based on a pore sober view on our side than may 
have characterized U.S.-Soviet relations in the past, but a 
willingness on the President's part to solve problems. 


Q Is a get-acquainted meeting a necessary part of the 
careful preparation for a summit? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. 

Q Based on your criteria -- 

Q -- the meeting fail -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: All the way in the back. 

Q Based on your criteria for a meeting, theoretically 
if the Soviets said, “We would like to meet in two weeks," could you 
do that in terms of preparations? Could you do it right away? 

MR. MCFARLAWE: Sure. 

Q Sure? 

MR. MCFARLANE: Sure. Yes. 

Q And to follow up, can the meeting fail in your view? 

Q -- can you do it right away? 

Q Is there -- criteria for a successful meeting? 

Q He said, “Sure.* 

MR. MCFARLANDC: Wo, I think that as long as the American 
people's understancing of what a meeting is is clear, then it is 
useful, and prospects for a failed meeting are kind of a 
contraciction in terms. 


Q Nicaragua? 


Q How does the shooting of Major Nicholson fit into 
this -- 


MR. MCFARLAWE: If you have a question, go ahead and ask. 
Q We've been trying. 


Q iow does the shooting of Major Nicholson fit into 
this new trend -- you saic a greater willingness to reduce tensions? 


WR. MCFARLANE: I think that the murder of li-jor 
Nich .son was clearly an intolorable act and incompatible witi a 
relccionship in which you can solve problems. And I think the -- it 
remains an open question as to whether the Soviet Union absorbs that 
act in this spirit and accepts our insistence that this kind of 
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behavior is intolerable and unacceptable in our relationship. 

Q Is there a new point -- pardon me. Go ahead. Is 
there a new point that the administration would like to make or a new 
action the administration would like to announce concerning 
Nicaragua? 

Q Yeaahbh. 

Q Yeaahh. 

MR. MCFARLANE: Do you have a question? 


Q The Nicaraguans have asked for peace talks with the 
American government. 


Q What's going on here? 
Q -- coming back on -- 


Well, I didn't know whether we were. Who said we 
could? 


-- back on -- 

Let's turn on the lights. 

I'm happy to, but I thought Speakes said no. 
No -<- 

Go ahead. 


-- we got an agreement -- 
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Has there been an agreement? 


Q The Nicaraguans have -- rejecting the President's 
proposal -- have said that they are willing to negotiate directly to 
reopen peace talks with the United States. Is that in the works now? 


MR. MCFARLANE: No. The problem is between Nicaragua and 
its neighbors. The problems is also between the Sandinista 
government and its own people. It is not a problem with the United 
States. That said, the United States is willing, where it can be 
helpful, in fostering the kinds of accommodation with Nicaragua's 
neighbors that can lead to stability. 


We also think that because the Contadora Declaration of 
Principles recognized that an important part of any hope for 
stability over the long term must include internal reconciliation, 
that that must be a foundation part of any hope for enduring peace 
there. And that's why the President's proposal for negotiation 
between the Sandin’stas and their own people is compatible and 
ceinforcing of the Contadora process. 


Q But operating from the premise that the relationship 
between the Nicaragua and the United States is so tense and 
contributing to the problem down there, could not some renewal or 
reopening of negotiations between Washington and Managua perhaps pave 
the way for the kinds of internal reconciliation and wider 
negotiations that you're talking about? Couldn't the United States, 
then, have the kind of influence in Managua that, for example, it has 
in El Salvador? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, no. And the reason is because the 
disayreement is not between Nicaragua and the United States; it's 
because Nicaragua is seeking to subvert the stability in its 
neighboring countries. 
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Q Yes, but Nicaragua doesn't agree with that. They 
think that their quarrel is with us. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, the United States is at this point 
not the target of Nicaraguan subversion or violence. Wicaragus has — 
not got anybody on the Rio Grande and cso forth that is overtly 
bothering the United States. They do with their neighbors. And 
that’s a problem they ought to tend. And we're willing to help tend 
that in Contadora. 


Q That's noc the problem that they see. I mean, 
that’s the problem that you identify for the United States -- 
obviously not the one that they see. They see what they regard as 
U.S. interference into their affairs as the problem. That's why they 
want to talk to us. 


MR. MCFARLAWE: Well, when a majority of the people of a 
country resist oppression, a majority that is not receiving support 
from the United States, it is, I think, inaccurate for the 
Sandinistas to say that this is American interference. This is 
Gomestic opposition. And when the Sandinista government imposes 
restrictions on the church, on free speech, on the press, it is going 
to have an opposition. And they do. And thet is a problem that they 
can only resolve with that opposition. It isn't the United States 
that created the opposition. It's their policies that did. 


Q Mexico has apparently refused to embrace the Reagan 
Peace Plan. Does this suggest a very strong split in the Contadora 
nations concerning the Reagan Peace Plan? What is your view of 
Mexico's reluctance to embrace it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I con't accept that 
characterization. 


Q They have embraced it? 
Q What is the -- 
Q Correct me, please. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think that the Mexican response has 
been to view it as potentially playing a constructive role in the 
political accommodation among countries of the area. And they have 
said as much. 


Q Didn't they put out a communique saying they're 
withholding support on grounds that they did not want to interfere in 
Wicaragua‘'s internal affairs anc that de la Madrid rebuffed the 
President in a phone call yesterday? Do you reject that? 

Apparently, they put that out publicly yesterday. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I think when you read what they 
have said -- they have said that they see this as perhaps making a 
positive contribution to the process. Well, I don't view that as a 
negative stance. I wouldn't overdraw it. I think that when you look 
at that, however, in tandem with the responses received from 
Colombia, Venezucla, Panama, that there is an openness to this idea. 


Q -- isn't also true that neither Panama nor Venezuela 
have embraced this either? 


MR. MCFARLAWE: No, our indications are that both Panama 
anc Venezuela think this is a very constructive step. 


Q What indications are you talking about, Mr. 
MeFarlane? You keep saying that. I mean, has -- 


HR. MCFARLANE: The positions that they have stated to us 
in diplomatic channels. 
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Q What's the President done, if anything, the lest few 
Gays? Has he been on the phone with de la Madrid? Has he talked to 
other Contadora leaders? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President has since -- in fact, 
before the announcement of the Plan, been in touch with leaders of 
the Contadora countries -- before and since and in the last few days. 


Q Has he gotten the specific eugpese from the lesders 
of any of the Contadora countries for the Plan 


MR. MCFARLANE: That's what I‘ve just said -- fros 
Venezuela, from Colombia, from Panama. And then in a less effusive 
sense, from Mexico as well. But that's accurate. 


Q Did he talk to -- which leaders has he talked to in 
the last few days? Can you tell us that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: He has talked to each of the Contadors 
leaders in the last few days. 


Q and -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: And I refer there to the four sponsoring 
countries -- Panama, Venezuela, Colombia and Mexico. 


Q Did he initiate all of those phone calls? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q And the only response that was less than 
satisfactory as far as you are concerned was Mexico? 


MR. NCFARLANE: I wouldn't say it's less than 
satisfactory. I think we welcome what they have said. 


Q Less than -- 


Q What is the real U.S. fear of negotiating directly 
with Menagua? We have relations with them -- diplomatic. We have 
trace with them. We have a peace plan for them. We financed the 
overthrow of the government. So, why shouldn't we talk to them? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, Helen, first ‘of all, we don't have 
a resistance to that. In fact, we initiated negotiations with 
Nicaragua, and we talked at length for many, many. many meetings. 
Now, it was only after it became very apparent tset Nicaragua had 
nothing to say, that it had no ideas for compromise, or, for that 
matter, response to what we were proposing, that it became obvious 
that this was a delaying tactic, a diversion, something they could 
point to as justifying avoicing se: »us progress in the Contadora 
context. And, so, we said, not reiusing further talks, but, “We 
don't think you are engaging seriously here. When you have some 
ideas that are constructive, let us know." But st that point -- but 
until that point, no further meetings were worthwhile. 


Jackie? 


Q Has the President talked to any members of Congress, 
any Senators during this break? And are prospects still as bleak as 
they were last week for passage of the $14 million aid request? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I think it's too soon to tell. I 
think there is -- there has been a change in thinking on the Hill 
since last fall. And that'll be recorded on the 23rd and before the 
30th, but there's -- sentiment is in flux, I think. 


Q Has the President talked to anyone specifically? 
You saic he telephoned these foreign leaders. Has he telephoned any 
of his own people -- 
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MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. 
Yes? 


Q Can you tell us again what the source is for this 
figure, that a majority of Hicaraguans now support the Contras? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Me. (Laughter.) 
Q Can you be gore specific? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I's sorry. That is just sy own 
conclusion based upon talking to people both in the country and those 
who spend their lives there, and away from Managava and out in the 
rurel areas. 


Q So, it's informal -- it's an -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: And it is -- it's a subjective judgment 
on my part. I think, however, that there is objective evidence of 
it. Specifically, is the Sandinista government able to recruit? 
It's trying very hard, but the evidence is the people are leaving, 
and they're turning up in Panama. You can check that. And in Costa 
Rica and in Honduras. 


On the other side, you find the freedom fighters having 
large numbers of people rally to their cause. In addition, apart 
from that evidence of people joining, these are people that are 
living off the land. After all, we haven't been apy them for 
many, many months now. And instead of declining, they are expanding 
-~- both in numbers and in the health of their movement. 


Q One last -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q ~~ will you be presenting some sort of evidence to 
Congress of this? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think we have submitted, as you know, a 
report that says here is what we think conditions are, and I expect 
we'll have an unclassified version of that shortly. 


Yes? 


Q Why should anyone come to any other conclusion but 
that the stalemate continues down there, given that Managua has 
rejected Washington's proposal and now Washington is rejecting 
Managua's proposal? No progress. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don't think that's a very comprehensive 
view of what's happening. Managua, heretofore, has, I think, relied 
upon the -- certain positions of the Contadora countries that have 
been rather sympathetic. I think that there is some change in that, 
ané that could well influence Sandinista thinking about negotiating 
internally. So, I think there's change there. 


Q I'd like to ask you about a news report which I 
can't vouch for, but if you have some information, maybe you can tell 
us about it. The wires are saying that the Dutch Foreign Minister 
came out of a meeting with Gromyko -- meeting -- and said he had a 
dis? »rointing meeting, and apparently, according to the wires, said 
the tetherlands will have to accept the new NATO missiles. Do you 
know anything about this? Can you comment on it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I haven't seen the report. 


Q All right. Fine. All right -- 
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Q Well. can I -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Thank you very such. Anybody else have « 
question? 


Q One last question? There's also «a story about China 
indicating that the U.S. has agreed to send « non-nuclear warship on 
a visit to China. Is that true? And if we've asgreed to that, why 
wouldn't we agree to -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: I have no comment on it. 

Q All rcight. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:56 A.M. EST 
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actually a relatively lengthy statement by the Secretary when 

he came downstairs. ~ 


The major focus of these meetings -- it's no surprise 
~~ was trade and economic relations. [here there a number of 
other topics discussed. It is an extremely important 
relationship to us in many ways beyond the economic. I think 
it's important to remember that and to stress it sometimes when 
that is lost sight of. 


In fact, the Foreign Minister 3 the Secretary talked 
at some length about the Bonn Summit, a ut our common 
interests in pursuing a reduction of ten.vions in the Korean 
Peninsula, about our mutual relations with the Soviet Union, 
about the importance of getting a new multilateral trade round 
launched, and generally about regional developments in Asia. 


But, as 1 say, the major focus was our current trade 
and economic problems. fhe Secretary stressed at some length 
to the Foreign Minister some of the points that you all will 
see contained in a different Form in his speech in Princeton; 
the feeling that there are some things that basically need 
correction. 


In the international economic system, they need some 
tough policy decisions to achieve that. He recognizes that 
part of that is our own effort to control our deficit, but that 
there is also a major problem that Japan has to address. It's 
a problem that is reflected perhaps best not in our bilateral 
trade deficit -- though that's a manifestation of it -- but the 
fact that Japan's trade with the world as a whole is 
substantially in surplus. 


As a matter of fact, Japan's overall surplus with all 
of its trading partners on a net basis is $44 billion a year 
That essentially is a reflection, in the Secretary's view, of 
the fact, as I think he may have said in his remarks to you 








downstairs, of the fact that Japan has a very high savings 
rate. and it's own domestic investment is quite a bit lower. 
and, effectively. Japan is exporting a great deal of capital 
But another way of looking at it is that if Japan were not able 
to export so much, it would be -- that employment in Japan is 
based very heavily on this need to export 


It's our view, and [ think it's the view of the 
Japanese Government. as stated in the statements released on 
April 9, that efforts need to be made in Japan to address this 
problem, particularly by removing some of the barriers to 
investment opportunities in Japan. As a matter of fact. not 
only barriers for foreign firms but barriers for Japanese firms 
as well. And with the removal of more of these barriers, with 
more open markets in Japan, it would ternefit the Japanese as 
well as Americans. 


The Secretary stressed particularly hard the urgency 
of this effort, that if we don't correct these problems 
Quickly, we could face a round of protectionism which the Prime 
Minister, in his speech on Tuesday, likened to the round of 
protectionism that confronted the world in the 1930's -- with 
the famous Smoot-« wley tariffs -- in this country and a round 
of tariffs in other countries that helped substantially, in 
most economists’ view, to prolong world depression at that time 


It puts a special burden on Japan to move quickly. 
And while we appreciate that there has been some real progress 
to date, including progress since the President and Prime 
Minister met in Los Angeles in January, there is much more 
progress that needs to be made, and in our view it needs to 
move much more quickly. 


One of the areas of most substantial erserese to date 
has been telecommunications, and the Secretary talked about 
this at some length, I think, in his public remarks I might 
make one side comment, by the way. I've not seen the exact 
text of Ambassador Mansfield's remarks, but I'm quite certain 
he was referring, when he used that 90 percent figure, to 90 
percent of what we hoped to have achieved in the 
telecommunications sector by April 1, or by the beginning of 
April. Even in the telecommunications sector, we're still at 
the beginning of a process. We have produced some substantial 
reductions in potential barriers in the sale of 
telecommunications equipment in Japan. But, as the Secretary 
said this afternoon, “The real test is when the cash registers 
ring; when real sales take place.“ We still have some of that 
on work on the telecommunication system that has to be worked 
out. 





In particular - and in this respect what the Foreign 
Minister said today was quite reassuring -- in particular, we 
are concerned at what appeared to us to be an excessive range 
of requirements that equipment has to meet in order to be sold 
in Japan. Excessive in the sense that it could foreclose a lot 
of products that might be competitive because they don't meet 
some particular standard This, in fact, was one of our two 
major concerns at the time Gaston Sigur was dispatched a couple 
of weeks ago to talk with Prime Minister Nakasone. And we got 
a commitment then from the Prime Minister to have a very speedy 
review of the standards with the effort to reduce them to the 
bare minimum The Foreign Minister has told us today -- 
confirmed today -- actually what we have been told earlier, 
that, in fact, that effort uill be based on reducing standards 
to those specifically needed to prevent hard to the 
telecommunications network or harm to the user or what is 
called “cross-talk” -- that is, interference between users 


We believe that is a very significant commitment of 
course, there can be a lot of debate about what particular 
standards meet those criteria and which ones don't, but those 
are basically the criteria that we have in our system. and if 
Japan were to adopt that more limited regulatory scope, it 
would be a great step forward. 


We had in mind, in January, that telecommunications 
was both the most urgent sector, given the privatization of NTT 
that was going to take place -- that did take place on April 1 
- and also the one in which we had the most detailed 
preparations prior to the Los Angeles meeting, and therefore we 
were poised to move forward quickly. 


The other three sectors have gone more slowly we 
would like to speed them up, and [I think the Foreign Minister 
clearly indicated his agreement to that notion. 


One of the toughest issues has been the question of 
tariffs on forest products in the forest product sector In 
our view that is perhaps the major barrier to the sale of 
American forest products in Japan, and we are pleased, at least 
now, that the Japanese, with some hesitations, have agreed to 
put that issue on the table Of course, in our view, it has 
got to be more than on the table. We want to see reductions, 
and substantial reductions, in those tariffs at the earliest 
possible time. But it is also clear from other reporting that 
the Japanese Government is looking at ways to restructure their 
own forest products industry to reduce some of the excess 
capacity so that the opposition to many foreign products would 
be somewhat lower, or lowered 





In the area of medical equipment, we're really. in 
some ways. just begirning that work lt is significant, I 
think, to note that one specific issue -- the sale of kidney ° 
dialysis machines in Japan -- was solved I mention it because 
it illustrates, in a way. two aspects of the problem that we're 
coping with. This is a case of an American product that we 
have considered, in fact, I think it's agreed, to be highly -- 
competitive that would permit kidney dialysis on a less 
expensive basis at home. 


As a matter of fact, it was a subject that came up 
during the Los Angeles meeting. Prime Minister Nakasone 
apparently was already rather well informed about it because 
some American Senator or Congressman had raised it when he saw 
him in Japan. He knew more about the problem than we did, and 
it has since been solved. But it's a problem that arose, 
éssentially, because, as we understand it, insurance 
regulations did not permit reimbursement for the use of this 
particular apparatus -- excuse me -— did not permit 
reimbursement for dialysis except in hospitals. And since the 
whole point of this apparatus was to avoid having to go into 
hospitals, it didn't qualify for insurance. It was a kind of 
arrangement, rather clearly, between doctors and the ministries 
issuing the insurance regulations to kind of make sure that 
people came to the hospitals and the doctors got the business 


It took the personal intervention of the Prime 
Minister, as it has taken high-level interventions on a number 
of these issues, to get them solved. We are very appreciative 
of the fact that we are getting this kind of high-level 
attention in Japan. Increasingly, I think, we're getting 
attention at all levels. 


I think it a problem, if it's going to move forward 
faster, as it must, that's got to be solved more repaeey. 
really, at all levels of the process. 


I might stop there. I think that covers the substance 
pretty thoroughly. 


Any questions? Yes? 


Q Did you get a firm commitment that the review of 
telecommunication standards would be completed by Bonn? 


a No. I think we both agreed that we would try to 
get it done by the Bonn Summit I think that's going to put a 
big burden on the negotiators to work very hard There's no 
point -- I guess there's a phrase I threw around here sometimes 





-- "IF you want it bad. you get it vad.” [ mean, we don't want 

to set an artificial deadline that produces a bad result. but 

we would iike to move this quickly fhe deadline that the 

Prime Minister said was 60 days from about a week ago but he ° 
said he wanted it to go more rapidly. and the Foreign Minister 

agreed to try to do it by the Bonn Summit 


Q The LOP is -- its power base is in the rural 
areas, basically in Japan. as I understand it. So why. of all 
products, did the U.S. insist on forestry products? I don't 
see the logic behind that I mean, that could hit at the LOP - 


i) We have four sectors that we're dealing with: 
Telecommunications is one, electronics is the second one. 
medical products/pharmaceuticals is a third, forest products is 
the fourth one. These are areas where we're competitive You 
could argue on that ground that anywhere there's a powerful 
political group, protectionism should run rampant. That's not 
our view. We are trying to prevent the wave of protectionism 
in this country, and these decisions are going to be difficult 
ones. We recognize that 


We recognize that the forest products area is 
particularly difficult for the very reasons you say. I think 
it's significant that the Japanese Government seems to be 
taking a kind of broader approach now ~-- of saying, “Because of 
the reasons you cite, we can't simply lower tariffs and let 
foreign products come in without doing something to deal with 
the problems of this industry.“ But they seem to be 
approaching a view of doing the two things together -- of 
providing some of kind relief and restructuring for the 
industry and at the same time, in tandem with that, lowering 
the barriers 


It's an important industry It's one where we think 
we're competitive. We've picked four areas where we believe if 
the barriers were lower we would compete effectively 


(Continued on next page) 








Les. 

Q Was anything specific and concrete accomplished 
today? 

4 I think a number of things specific and concrete 


were accomplished, but the most important thing is non-specific 
and non-concrete. I mean, in fact, the Secretary has listed 
some of the specific concrete things that have been 
accomplished. Whether one had to have this meeting today to do 
it or not, you could argue about. But I think the most 
important thing that is accomplished by a meeting like this is 
particularly to convey directly to the Foreign Minister the 
strength of feeling in this country, including the feeling of 
the Secretary of State himself, who is somebody that they have 
a great deal of respect for and whose commitment to a free and 
open trading system they understand. And when he says he's 
worried about where we're going, that message is, I think, as 
important to convey in person as any specific concrete piece of 
business. 


Also, this kind of first-hand impression of the 
dimensions of the problem that the Foreign Minister can now 
convey from the Secretary and also from representatives of 
other Cabinet agencies, including Secretary Block, who were at 
a sort of informal get-together after the meeting, I think 
strengthens his hand in Japan in arguing for some of the 
changes that are necessary. And it's clear that just as Prime 
Minister Nakasone has played a very substantial role in the 
progress that has taken place to date, the Foreign Minister has 
also played an important role. 


The issue is not an issue between the U.S. and Japan, 
in a sense, as much as it is between people on both sides of 
the Pacific who believe in free markets and people in both 
countries who want more protectionism. And certainly this 
government -- and particularly the Prime Minister and the 
Foreign Minister -- have been big allies in the effort to open 
up Japan's markets and help us keep ours open. 


Q This might have been in the first part of your 
statement, but did the Secretary promise some specific -- 


A Excuse me just one second. 


I mean, Les, I mean I'm sort of answering by saying 
that the most important things are not the specific concrete 
things. There are specific concrete things, as the Secretary 
has listed, such as the acceleration of the standards reduction 








effort, the commitment to put tariffs in forest products 
discussions -- these are stages ina process. They don't solve 
any problem overnight, but I think in each of those areas, as 
in the medical area, as in the electronics area, where we've 
had a commitment today to resolving a potential major barrier 
-- or at least addressing, and I believe resolving, a potential 
major barrier to the sale of satellites -- has been accelerated. 


Any of those individual things are not as important at 
a meeting like this as the broad general message of urgency. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Did the Secretary promise any specific effort to 
fight protectionism or to prevent protectionism in the U.S. 
Congress or did he just say, we'll continue to oppose it? 


a Well, I don't know that he promised a specific 
effort. He made it very clear that we are strongly concerned 
about it, and that we're looking for help from Japan in order 
to be able to fight it, that we're worried about it because of 
what it can do to our economy as much as what it might do to 
anyone else's. 


Yes, sir. 


Q It seems like the Japanese have made some valid 
points, like American businessmen in Japan don't speak 
Japanese, whereas all Japanese in the United States speak 
English when they're trying to ceil their markets. 


Does the State Department, or is there any comment on 
this, that Americans themselves ought to be making better 
efforts to sell their products to Japan? 


a We agree that Americans ought to make better 
efforts, but frankly, I think that kind of talk is the kind 
that simply gets people enraged. I mean, there are real 
barriers: the tariffs are a real barrier; the kinds of 
procedures that we're acdressing, that we're trying to 
simplify, are real barriers. And some of the incentive for 
businessmen to overcome other barriers such as the issue of 
language capability, there's not a lot of incentive to overcome 
those barriers if you know there are a bunch of other 
regulations that simply won't allow you to sell. 


There's the famous story that American cars are not 
produced with right-nand drive for sale in Japan, but on the 


other hand, American cars sold in Japan face so many 








regulations that by the time they get in, the price is 
essentially doubled. If you're facing that kind of barrier, 
there's not a lot of incentive to think about how to do the 
things to meet what the consumers are asking for. 


The basic philosophy that Prime Minister Nakasone -- 


By the way, so this argument that the problem is just 
that you need to try harder is not one that we heard today from 
the Japanese. We know that that is a dimension of the problem, 
just as we know our own deficits and the strength of the dollar 
are a very significant dimension of the problem. 


But there are a lot of areas -- and we've picked out 
these four -- where, even with the strong dollar and even with 
perhaps less than adequate ability in the language, we could 
compete. And we're asking for things like the ability of 
representatives of U.S. firms to serve on Japanese standards 
boards, not Americans but Japanese who would work and represent 
an American firm. That's something that's standard practice in 
the United States, and doesn't take place there. 


I think what the Prime Minister said in his statement 
on Tuesday -- that the basic goal is to open up markets so that 
consumers can choose the products that meet their needs, and 
not be told by a lot of regulations and a lot of restrictions, 
that, "These are the only things you can buy" -- I mean, then, 
I think, on fair competition, our businessmen would compete 
pretty well, and they might learn to work harder. 


Q The Secretary emphasized in his Princeton speech, 
a little bit in this speech, and in your remarks right just now 
you've talked a lot about other problems besides trade barriers 
being essential, in other words, the internal economic system 
in Japan as being an essential problem. 


A Uh-huh. 


Q And you spent the entire first part of your 
statement dwelling on that before you even got to trade 
barriers. 


What -- are we asking for anything specific to be done 
or is that just sort of a long-range, vague, kind of thing to 
bring up? 


A Well, I think, actually, the Japanese have raised 
this point with the Okita Commission, which was, one of the 
three parts of the statement on Tuesday was the receipt of the 
recommendations of this Commission, which has basically 











pointed out the same problem, that Japan saves far more than it 
invests. It, therefore, has a surplus which it ends up 
exporting, and that heavy trade surplus is creating great 
strains on the system. That is something that is recognized in 
that report. 


One of the commitments made on Tuesday -- not 
commitments -- one of the statements the government made on 
Tuesday was that they were going to develop specific 
recommendations for addressing that. That's very much in the 
nature of their own internal economic policy. Certainly, we 
might have ideas of our own, but at the moment, since they are 
addressing the problem on the basis of their own 
recommendations, I think we'll wait and see what they come up 
with. That's to be at the end of June. 


Q Just a technical point: is there current surplus 
still $44 billion? I heard somewhere that that was revised 
today, or yesterday? 


A Well, the figures I have -- and correct me -- the 
surplus with us in 1984 was $37 billion. The $44 billion I 
gave you is their surplus with the whole world. I mean, 
certainly, it's the nature of foreign trade that balances 
bilaterally between any two countries aren't necessarily going 
to net out, and, for that matter, one shouldn't expect, taken 
as a whole, that it will net out at any given time. But to 
have a surplus that big, taken as a whole and over a long 
period of time, means that Japan is just exporting and 
exporting and exporting. And that is putting very severe 
political strains on the world trading system. 


Q It's stili $44 billion? 


A As far as I know, it's $44 billion overall, not 
bilateral. 


Q We've had commitments from the Japanese for a 
long time to improve things, to get to work, to really ‘work 
hard on these things. What makes you think that these 
commitments are any more significant? And do you think that 
when the President sees Nakasone in Bonn next month that 
anything further can be accomplished? Or is this a long-range, 
wait-and-see attitude you're taking? 


a First of all, I think we've had commitments and 
we've had delivery on the commitments. For example, we have 
made real progress in telecommunications. [hat was something 
Nakasone was very clear about in January, and he's worked very 
hard to do it; just as a year before that, he was very clear 
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about the commitment to liberalize capital markets -- and 
that's an area where we've made substantial progress. very 
substantial progress, to the point. I guess, where it's not on 
our agenda at the moment. We don't record that the progress 
has been made or is still being made. 


It is in the nature of this kind of business that it 
takes time -- it takes time even.once you've made some progress 
to see what the real results are. I guess our point is that it 
takes time, but it can't take as much time as it's been 
taking. It's got to speed up because the frustration and the 
impatience could have very dangerous ramifications if the 
process isn't faster. 


That doesn't mean that all the problems are going to 
be solved by the time of the Bonn Summit, but I think there has 
got to be a series of continuing efforts, almost month by 
month, for some time now. 


Q Could you give me some sum-up of the Korean 
Peninsula and U.S./Soviet summit? I think Mr. Abe said -- he 
talked about it. 


A The question is, what can I say about what was 
said about the Korean Peninsula or about the U.S./Soviet summit? 
I can't tell you a great deal, simply that in the case of the 
summit, both sides have indicated an interest in such a 
meeting, but there has been no agreement on a time or a place, 
or for that matter on an agenda. [There are various | 
possibilities which ue are looking at and which we're exploring 
in diplomatic channels. 


On the question of the Korean Peninsula, the main 
point, I think certainly stressed by us -- I think it's a point 
of clear agreement -- that the promising road to reduction of 
tensions in Korea is through discussions between the North and 
the South. Those discussions had resumed after sort of a 
ten-year interval last fall. That aroused some hopes. . They 
were then broken off by the North Koreans on what seemed to us 
like a rather thin pretext; but we are pleased to see that they 
are resuming again next month. 


I think both we and the Japanese want to do everything 
we can to encourage progress in those talks 


Q Can we get a filing break? Some of us have to 
leave here. 


O.K. Let's do two more questions; then I'll 


a 
guit. O.K.? ; 
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Q Anything on SOI on that same vein? Anything new 
on SOI or did they just repeat - 


a I think it was just touched on. I don't think : 
there is anything new. 


One last one? 


O.K. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:46 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd like to make a few 
brief opening remarks, and then I'll be happy to answer any 
questions. 


This is the first visit to the United States by an 
Algerian head cf state since Algeria‘’s independence in 1962. The 
visit, in our view, reflects the consistent improvement in 
U.S.-Algerian relations, which has taken place since President 
Benjedid assumed office in February of 1$79. 


The official visit begins tomorrow at 10:00 a.m. with a 
welcoming ceremony here at the White House. That will be followed by 
@ meeting with the President, both a small session and a larger 
meeting involving senior officials from both countries. 


Tomorrow, at 12:30 p.m. Secretary Shultz holds a luncheon 
in President Benjedid’s honor at the State Department. This will be 
followed by afternoon seetings with Secretary Weinberger and then 
Secretary Baldrige. 


President and Mrs. Reacan will host a State Dinner here 
in the White House on Wednesday night. 


On Thursday sorning, President Benjedid will be on the 
Hill. He meets separately with the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee and House Foreign Affairs Committee. 


On Thursday afternoon, he wili meet with Secretaries 
Herrington and Block and will have another session with Secretary 
Shultz. And he will meet with World Bank President Clausen on 
Thursday evening. 


President Benjedid will host a reception in honor of the 
Vice President and Mrs. Bush at the Washington Hilton on Thursday 
night. 


On Friday morning, he's scheduled to have a press 
breakfast which will be followed by meetings with Arab and African 
diplomats and members of the local Algerian community. 


The Vice President will host a lunch on Friday for 
President Benjecid at the Vice Presicent's Residence. 


I might add that the Vice President and Mrs. Bush were 
the guests of the Benjedids during their 1983 visit to Algeria. 


The official visit ends Friday afternoon with President 
Benjecid's departure for Los Angeles. 


In California, he'll visit Fresno, Riverdale and San 
Francisco in addition to Los Anyeles. The focus of his visit to 
California will be on agriculture and high-tech industries. 


MORE 








President Benjedid will depart the United States on 
Monday, April 22nd. ’ 


I said at the outset that President Benjedid's visit is «a 
reflection of the isprovement in U.S.-Algerian relations, which has 
taken place since he assumed office. Let me amplify this a bit. 
There are no sajor outstanding bilateral problems between our two 
countries. On the contrary, the relationship is warm and sutually 
advantageous. Alseria, for example, is the seventh largest exporter 
of petroleum to the Unitec States. We are Algeria’. largest 
customer. The United States imports 30 percent of Algeria'’s total 
crude oil production. Including refined products, we import 
approximately 327,000 barrels a day from Algeria. By comparison, we 
import from Saudi Arabia, our largest supplier in the Middle East, 
370,000 barrels a day. 


We share common goals and concerns for regional 
stability. Algeria has attempted to sediate the present Iran-Iraq 
dispute. It's worth keeping in sind that the only successful 
mediation effort between those two countries was achieved by Algeria 
in 1975. 


Algeria has also been in the forefront of efforts to 
Slleviate the effects of the African drought. The Urited States will 
never forget the invaluable role Algeria played in obtaining the 
release of our hosteges from Teheran. 


Algeria, under President Benjedic, has also been helpful 
on Middle East peace issues. During the visit, we will be exploring 
how each of us, in Our Own way, can move this process along toward 
our shared goal of peace and stability in the region. 


We hope as a result of this visit to expand our bilateral 
relationship in the agricultural area. We think this is one field 
where we can be very helpful to Algeria. 


A second area in which we can assist is high technology. 
President Benjedid has expressed an interest in exploring 
possibilities for cooperation in both these fields during this visit. 


We hope in the near future to initiate a series of 
agricultural scholarships 


MORE 








to assist Algeria's efforts to improve its farm sector. 


On the militar, side, we have not had a major silitary 
supply relationship with Algeria. Our only significant sale has been 
17 C-130 transport aircraft. Last week, the President signed a 
determination, making Algeria eligible for FMS sales of silitary 
equipment. We would consider requests on a case-by-case basis. 
Algeria has indicated it wishes to diversify its supply sources. We 
think it in both our interests to encourage this. 


Lest year, we began providing a small $50,000 IMET -- 
military training program for Algeria. In FY ‘86, we proposed to 
Gouble the size of that program. We believe the visit is of equal 
importance to President Bendjedid. Algeria is an important founding 
member of the non-aligned sovesent -- a leading African as well as 
leading Arab state. 


President Bendjedid will want to discuss issues of 
importance to each of these groups. We look forward to a candid 
exchange with him. Specifically, we expect President Bendjedid will 
want to discuss a number of North-South as well as Maghrib issues 
with us, and especially the question of the Western Sahara. As ! 
noted earlier, we also expect to discuss the Middle East peace 
process. 


I'd be happy to answer any questions. 


Q Aren't we going to get ourselves into some probles 
here, considering that Morocco is currently our biggest friend in 
that area, at least militarily, and that these two countries are 
obviously going at each other through the Polisarios? A lot of 
Moroccans have been dying. How are we going to supply both sides 
with areas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first -- should 
Clarify what this means, what the President's determination last week 
meant. We have been, of course, my be military equipment to 
Algeria, most notably the C-130s8. Algeria has already been eligible 
for FMS purchase of services and training. 


What this will not do is we are not starting a 
relationship with Algeria where we will sell silitary equipment on 
credit or on concessional terms. The main advantage that Algeria 
gets from being eligible for FMS purchases is that it can use the DOD 
procurement system, which makes it much easier in terms of res and 
maintenance, in effect, sets the appropriate service as a buffer 
between Algeria and the contractor. 


Or a more direct response to your question: We don't see 
our relationships in Worth Africa as being a sero-sum gain. We will 
look at any request from Algeria. Our ar | criterion for 
determining whether we'll go ahead is how will it affect the regional 
military balance. We gone believe strongly that Algeria faces 
threats from a number of tions in Worth Africa. In other words, 
we don't see it as merely a Moroccan-Algerian equation. 


Q Where are those threats? I's curious, too. It's 
bigger than any other country in their -- sizably so. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, our 
view is that the most destabilizing element in North Africa is Libya. 
Ané it's not quite correct to say that Algeria has the largest armed 
force in the Maghrib. I think Chad can see that Libya has a such 
larger armed force in terms of equipment -- military equipment. So, 
it's not as if the only -- it's not as if Algeria perceives its only 
threat as being Moroccan. 


Q Can you elaborate a little bit about the U.s. 
position in the Western Sahara? Do you envisage a change in that 
position in view of the fact that Algeria supports the Polisario and 
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they're at odds with Morocco? And does the change, if any, 
antagonize the Moroccan government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't see any change 
in our position. Our view of the dispute is that any settlement of 
the Western Sahara dispute has to take into account several factors: 
ficst, that there cannot be a military solution to the Western Sahara 
question; second, that the wishes of the Western Sahara people sust 
be ascertained in some way; and, third, that it's up to the parties 
Girectly involved to work out @ solution of the Western Sahara 
Gispute. The United States has not come forward with any initiatives 
as a way of solving the dispute. And we have no plans to take the 
lead in formulating any such initiatives. 


Q When you said that you -- wishes of the Western 
Sahara -- you were not -- to say self-determination of the 
Sub-Sahara. But, apparently, that -- your position -- neither 
Morocco, neither Algeria appreciate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot sure if that’s not 
an envious position to be in. We've always -- our position's always 
been that the wishes of the people of the Western Sahara have to be 
Getermined. How that is done is up to the parties directly involved, 
and we're not going to lay out an 8-point or 10-point specific plan 
for how it should be done: We don't think the United States should 
be in a position of imposing that kind of detailed scenario on the 
parties. It's up to them to determine the best way to proceed. 


Bernie? 


Q Sir, on the arms, what has happened to that study 
that was underway on sale of arms to Middle East countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's still in the 
process of being written. It's dangerous to predict when it'll be 
Gone. And I best not. We were talking about having it done sometime 
in April or May. By the way, this arms transfer study does not 
affect the Maghrib. It looks at our policies in the Middle East and 
in the Persian Gulf -- doesn't affect the Maghrib countries. 


Q What was Algeria's position on the Jordanian-PLO 
agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A question, I guess, 
much better addressed to the Algerians. * know that publicly they 
have neither condemned nor supported it. 


Yes? 


Q You said that military sales will be -- things will 
be handled on a case-by-case basis. But are there any early 
indications as to what the Algerians’ interest is? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot at all, and I would 
be surprised if the Algerian delegation is coming with a shopping = 
List of specific itezs. I think it's gore -- I look forward to a 
general discussion of what our attitude would be toward silitary 
sales. 


The Deputy Chief of Staff is coming with President 
Bendjedid and he'll be having conversations with Secretary 
Weinberger. But I would be surprised if there are any shopping lists 
floating around. 


Q How do you envision the role of Algeria in the 
Middle East peace process? Does its relation with Syria a -- 
problems, or what? I sean, how do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We both start off with 
the same goal, which is @ secure, stable, and peaceful region. 
Algeria is @ country with considerable influence in the Arab world in 
tne non-aligned sovement. We and the Algerians agree that working 
toward that goal of peace and stability in the region, we both should 
work in our own ways is sort of parallel tracks. There's no plan for 
@ grand Algerian-Agerican condoginium for a peace process in the 
Middle East. 


But, @s8 you point out, Algeria certainly has sore 
influence with Syria than we do. They're in @ position of being 
respected in the area. King Hussein stopped oy Algiers after he 
reached a framework agreement with Arafat. So. really, it will be an 
opportunity for us to talk to them about how they see the process 
going and what can we both do in our own separate ways to encourage 
movement in the process. 


Q How would you characterize Algeria's relations with 
Libya? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Once again, it's such 
better directed toward the Algerians. As you know, President 
Bendjedid, in his interview over the weekend which appeared in The 
Post, said that he is not in favor of any actions which can be seen 
as interference in Libya's internal affairs. How Algeria views what 
we see as a Libyan threat in North Africa and the destabilizing 
effect of Libya is much better addressed to thes. 


Q Well, is Algeria a Libyan target? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's, I guess, better 
addressed to the Libyans. (Laughter.) 


Q There are none around. 
Q There may be. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't <= it's very 

hard -- I've learned it's very hard to speculate on anything on the 
Middle East. To speculate on what Qeddafi really thinks <-- I think 
it verges on the foolhardy. 


Q Yes. You just said Algeria feels threatened by 
Libya. I've never seen Algerian or heard Algerian officials teix 
about Libya as a source of threat to Algeria. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I never said that 
Algeria feels threatened oy Libya. I said it's really up to the 
Algerians to say whether or not <-- what their attitude is toward 
Libye. 


It was evident in the -- once again, in the interview 
over the weekend that President Bendjedid has some qualas ind 
questions about Qaddafi and the role he plays. Obviously, it's «4 
neighboring country and that's going to effect their attitude toward 








Libya. And as a sember of the non-aligned, leader of the Third 
World, Algeria has always had the very strong position that it's not 
going to be inter.ering in the affairs of neighboring countries like 
that. But I really can't get into any sore detail than that. 


Q I assume the pact between Lidya and Morocco will 
come up apong the Maghribdian issues. What's the Aperican assessment 
of that agreement now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Once the Oudja Accord 
was signed, we said that we were troubled by it because, in our'view, 
it would just further act to legitimize Qeddafi. And we saw -- did 
mot see that in either our interest or in the interest of the region. 
Severtheless, we have very important interests in Morocco. It's a 
Close relationship and one that is extremely important to us in «a ict 
of different ways, commercially and strategically. And we don't 
believe that our relation with Morocco should revolve only around the 
fact that they signed the Oudja accord. 


Bevertheless, we have said to the King and said to his 
government that we were disturbed by it and don’t see it as a helpful 
move. 


MR. SIMS: One last question, please. Frank? 


Q Clearly you hope that this visit will formalize, if 
mot cement, improved relations between Algeria and the United States. 
But what -- specifically, what role do you believe that that can play 
to have these vastly iaproved formalized relations between the two 
countries in the region? What are your broader hopes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It can help in a lot of 
ways. I think it’s going to be very helpful in terms -- could be 
helpful, will be helpful in terms of the Middle East peace process. 
Say, Algeria has different equities in the erea than we do, but the 
same goals we have. 


Second, it sight well be helpful in terms of Iran-Iraq. 
Algeria has had a tradition of negotiating -- mediating between <ne 
two. You recall the Foreign Minister died in an airplane accident 
flying between Bagdhed and Tehran. 


On the commercial side, we have a trade imbalance of 
about $3 billion a year with Algeria, and we want to see whether we 
can open up Algerian sarkets in teres of agriculture, specifically 
irrigation techniques, and high technol gy. So there is a broad 
range of issues on which -- I think we can really intensify our 
cooperation. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


ENO 10:19 A.M. EST 
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PRESS BRIEFING 


CONGRESSMAN ROBERT H. MICHEL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S MEETING WITH 
THE CONGRESSIONAL LEADERSHIP 


The Briefing Roos 
19:38 A.M. EST 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Good morning, everyone. 


This morning. the President led off with a discussion of 
sid to the Contras because the resolution has been introduced in the 
Senate and yesterday, even though I was not here, I had authorized 
the introducticn of a similar resolution to begin to get the clock to 
running in the House of Representatives. And Secretary Shultz picked 
up on the issue, mentioning a fact of how well our policy has worked 
thus far in El Salvador that in Guatemala, there's been an 
election and a middle road has emerged there. In Honduras, we're 
Going fairly well; in Costa Rica, very concerned about what bappens 
in Nicaragua, and, of course, overall, making the point, and the 
normal pitch thal the administration has made a11 along for 
continuing -- or unfencing that $14 million for aid to the Contras. 


And then beyond that, we began a discussion of the 
budget. That's over in the Senator's lap currently and we'll be -- 
in the House, we'll be meeting with Dave Stockman, our leadership and 
Budget Committee members, at noon to get caught up on what they've 
agreed to with the Senate. 


This isn't to say that House Republicans would buy in 
toto. I think Mr. Latta made mention of the fact that on revenue 
sharing, for example, and some of the other programs he would have 
taken @ little bit different approach. But having said that, Alan, 
you go ahead and give them your observations and we'll subject 
ourselves to questions. 


SEWATOR SIMPSON: Sure. Bob, thank you. 


This is the grey book we'll be working from. This is the 
Senate Administration Defict Reduction Plan. We have possibly done a 
very creative thing. We've probably alienated everyone in the United 
States in some way with something in this particular plan. We're 
going to pursue it. We've given it a great deal of thought. The 
week will be filled with meetings with various groups that are 
seriously effected by this budget plan. Various Senators from the 
satious areas of the United States most heavily effected will be 
meeting on this. We intend to seek a unanimity which will be very 
difficult to attair. We would we would have some of our 
Colleagues on the other side of the aisle to assist us with regard to 
this. And so that's what we're up to in the Senate this week, will 
be heavy stuff. And we will also be involved deeply with the 
Nicaraguan situation, and Bob has covered that very well. We think 
that it's critical that we go forward with that assistance package 
anéd seek to assist them with what they say they want, which is 
reconciliation and peace. So -- 


Q Congressman -- 











SENATOR SIMPSON: -- shoot away. 


Q ~~ still dead in the water with the new 
re-packaeging? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, the morning that I had made 
that statement here before you {slks, it was really before the 
President had sade a decision that he was going to pick up on the 
agreement of San Jose, Costa Rica, which I thought, frankly, having 
had it placed in the record early in March that -- and getting some 
editorial support around the country -- that that was an option for 
us, that we were saying for all practical purposes that there be a 
cease-fire and there'd be some talking going on, and then this gives 
us an opportunity to proceed with humanitarian assistance and then 
with the carrot and then the stick that, if something doesn't happen 
within a given reasonable period of time, then we may have to go back 
to our old game plan. But giving both parties the option to extend 
that date, I think that’s a viable option. 


Now, there'll be those who say, “Well, that's playing 
right into the hands, how can you -- * 


.°) The Democrats say that the votes still aren't there. 
They say that after the recess they've recounted and it's still very 
fire. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we've been gone for 10 days, 
Sam, and -- during the Easter recess -- and there are some behind the 
scenes -- least, little bit of talking going on, and maybe there's a 
way in which we in the House can still fashion something that would 
give us some running room. If not altogether -- 


Q Well, Congressman, you don't sound ve.y optimistic, 
truly. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I -- You know, let's face it, 
1 said from the very beginning, reminded the President again this 
morning that in my judgment Speaker O'Neill had definitely put his 
feet in concrete on this issue for whatever reason, I don't know, but 
that he was just definitely going to oppose our move, as he 
envisioned it, in Central America by his appointments to the 
Intelligence Committee, enlarging that Committee, and a few of the 
other things that have taken place since ther. 


Q Do you agree with the President that a vote against 
aid to the Contras is a vote against peace? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I happen to support the effort 
of the acainistration, that if the assistance is not there after 
we've once strung out our friends and put them on the mark and on the 
line, as I look down the road in any kind of other similar operation, 
you know, your credibility gets to be stretched, and -- 


Q But that isn't -- you seem to be making an argument 
for your side of the story and conceding, perhaps, there's an 
argument on the other side which you don't agree with. It seemed to 
us -- many of us -- that the President was, once again, making a 
loyalty test out of this vote. You're either a good American or 
you're not. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we Americans have a proclivity 
for disagreeing with one another on some very important issues. We 
were making that point with our friends over there in the Soviet 
Union. But, nevertheless, I think when the President feels strongly 
as tne Commander-in-Chief that this is the way <-- the direction the 
policy ought to go and he's principally in charge of it, we've got an 
Obligation to support it. 


I happen to think that what we're doing down there 
currently is far better th». what we've been doing in the past and 
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has shown results. While those namby-pambies earlier on thought 
there was no way to make any progress in El Salvador, we are making 
it today and Duarte was elected, and it's a moderate kind of 
government, and there is movement. 


Q Congressman, you talk about -- 
Q Which namby-pambies? 


Q -- you talk about needing running room, are you 
talking about the possibility of further amending the President's 
peace plan to get more support in the House? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: The problem with the resolution 
which I was obliged -- which I introduced yesterday -- I was obliged 
to introduce it only in one form, as a result of the Continuing 
Resolution that mandated the specific language. Now, admittedly, 
that language of that resolution is at variance with what the 
President did by his verbal commitment in saying that it will be 
limited to humanitarian assistance -- 


Q -- what I'm asking -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: <-- the resolution does not say that. 


-- if I can follow, though, is what -- are you 
Saying, though, that you need to amend the President's peace plan or 
are you saying that -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: No. 
Q -- as he's presenting it, you think that's enough? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I think we need some language that 
probably is more consistent with what the President's statement was. 
Then, we're both on the same track, and then I think the Congress 
will feel more comfortable about what they're voting for because 
they're saying, “But we're voting something I'm not for, and taking 
the President's word that it really means something else.” We're not 
inclined to do that, generally -- 


Q Well, are you talking about giving -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- in the Congress, and that's our 
problem. 


Q Are you talking about giving Congress another shot 
at it -- when you're talking about some of the things that some of 
the Democrats, that Hamilton and Barnes are talking about where 
Congress would have another right to come back before the aid 
converted to military? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I've heard -- just having 
returned and heard some of these compromises, or at least other 
suggestions that are floating around, I'd like to get back to my 
colleages -- 


Q Are you open to that idea? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, at least we've got to talk 
about what -- If there's some movement on the other side, I've always 
got to talk about how we capitalize on that movement. 


Q If it gets through the Senate, this is all a moot -~ 


SENATOR SIMPSON: I think you want to remember, too, that 
Senator Durenberger, who is Chairman of the Intelligence Committee, 
has some views which are very compatible with the President. That 
was not so some weeks ago. That was very important to see that. 
There have been delegations that have been in Nicaragua over the 
Easter break -- Dick Cheney, Bob Stump, others -- 
MORE 








they're sharing their information. The critical issue is, I think, 
that if we are to fall for the blandishment that if we do nothing and 
Go not give the aid that they will do something -- we realize that 
there's nothing to give us any indication that that would be a valid 


Q Well, what's your vote count in the Senate? 

Q -- in the Senate? 

SENATOR SIMPSON: What? 

Q What's your vote count in the Senate? 

SENATOR SIMPSON: I think it would be, as I see it right 
now, it'd be supportive. And you want to take some clear signals, 
and I think you ought to visit with Dave Durenberger who has some 
very important nuances of the issue to share. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Who specifically, I think, this 
morning told the President that there was general agreement in the 
Senate on the theft of the revolution, having taken place in 
Nicaragua, and that the question now is how to get the handcuffs off 
the President to -- the hard-and-fast prohibitions there that would 


give the President more flexibility to do what he thinks ought to be 
done. 


Q What about the Boland Amendment? 
Q What theft are you talking about? 
Q 


Was this Durenberger who told this to the President 
-- just clarify -- 


Q Yes. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes. 


Q Bob -- 
: Q Well, but you've got to repeal the Boland Amendment 
f -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And that's why Al Simpson said -- 
Q You're going to repeal the -- various Boland 
Amendments? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, if the Boland Amendment is so 
prohibitive and restrictive that -- that's the kind of thing, I 
think, we'd like to get around, is easing that somewhat. 

Q Well, is it also a matter of consistency? I mean, 
if you vote $14 million to aid the Contras to overthrow the 
Nicaraguan government, would it not be consistent to repeal the 
Boland Amendment? Otherwise, you've got two contradictory laws -- 

Q It doesn't apply anymore anyway, does it? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me? 

Q It doesn't apply anymore anyway, does it? 


Q Well, not the original amendment. But you have a 
Boland Reservation or -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Right. 
Q All right. 
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Q Is that 80667 
Q Congressman, you've talked about some compromises -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get a couple questions in the back 
and conclude. 


Q Congressman, you've referred to some compronises 
that are floating up on the Hill. But is there any sense of 
compromise on the President's part? Is he looking at other options 
than what he's proposed? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he mentioned nothing other 
than what he -- the statement he had made the other day as -- well, I 
guess it was the day before we broke for the Easter recess. 


SENATOR SIMPSON: Well, he's done some pretty good 
compromising, suggesting the Peace Initiative and the things that 
he's proposed. That's a little different than weeks ago. That's 
obvious. 


Q Durenberger told us outside that he still opposes 
covert aid. That's his problem with the President's proposal and 
with the upcoring vote, that he supports the President's objectives. 
Doesn't that get back to what you were alluding to about, that you 
really first need to vote down this resolution next week to clear the 
deck and then get to something where you can build a consensus? 
Isn‘*t that -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, maybe a variable of that. I 
don't want to commit myself hard and fast. But there's -- I's 
looking for some room out there in -- 


Q But the resolution doesn't give you room. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That's right. That's right. 
Q Okay. 


Q Congressman Michel, you're a combat veteran of World 
War II. How do you think the President should go about undoing the 
Gamage from this cemetery visit on this visit to Germany? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I'm not sure. I guess I 
haven't thought about that one enough, nor known enough about what 
was going on while they were formulating the plans. WNobody ever 
asked me initially what my reaction would have been. But I know that 
when I've -- I -- this last year trip to Germany, I did not go to one 
of the concentration camps because I've been there before -- to 
Dachau and to Auschwitz and several others. So, that's been firaly 
implanted and embedded in my mind. I've seen it. 


Q Did you go to a cemetery? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me? I have not ever gone to 
a German cemetery, although I've gone to our -- 


Q -- and SS are buried? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: <-- to our own on -- up above the 
beaches in Normandy and some of the other places in Europe. 


Q Does that disturb you, the idea of an American 
President laying a wreath at a cemetery where you have the people 
that fought in the Battle of the Bulge? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We just came from the Soviet Union 
where every time we go there we're laying a wreath at that mass 
cemetery outside of Leningrad. Now, at that time, we can say they 
were fighting -- helping to fight our war. 








Q You can not only say it, it's true, isn't it? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, yes, that's true, although -- 
Q -- they not fight the Nazis? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- to hear the Soviet side, you know 
they won the war singlehandedly. 


Q Weil, that's oe (Laughter .) 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And you have to correct them on that 
every once in awhile. 


Q Well, you seem to be troubled -- 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We did play some role -- 

Q What's the answer to this question which you have -- 
Q Yes, what's your -- 


Q -- you've artfully dodged for long enough? 
(Laughter.) 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I really -- let me -- 
(laughter) -- let me really think about that awhile and come back to 
you. 

Q Get back to us on that one. (Laughter.) 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That's a tough one. I haven't been 
asked that one before. And I don't want to make a snap judgment. 


That's a very, very serious, sensitive subject with obviously a lot 
of people. 


Q Did it come up this morning in the meeting? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: It did not. 
MR. SPEAKES: Let's take John and Bob and conclude. 








Q Congressman, bottom line on the Contra resolution, 
as it stands now, you don't have the votes, it would take a 
compromise to get something through -- is that accurate? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I think that’s pretty accurate for 
the soment. 


Q Did you tell chat to the President? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: In a different sort of way, but I 
think it comes down to roughly that -- that I wouldn't expect the 
administration or the President or Mr. Shultz to change their view 
from that which has been publicly expressed any number of times, but 
that I might just have to have -- use sy own feeling for the sense of 
the moment to get something to keep it from failing -- 


SENATOR SIMPSON: Well, I think -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- and that would be disastrous, in 
my judgment. 

SENATOR SIMPSON: But that comes, too, from what the 
Speaker, himself, has shared with the President as to how strongly he 
feels. And so that does leave the good Majority Leader -- our 
leadership in the House with not such other option. Tip O'Neill has 
expressed very clearly and crisply to the President and that was 
reflected in the meeting this morning. And so you have no other 
options to go to. 

Q When did ne express that to the President? 

Q Lunch. 

SENATOR SIMPSON: I'm not aware as to when that was. 


Q Expressed what? I'm not sure -- what? That the 
Contra -- 


SENATOR SIMPSON: How richly he feels about this issue of 
$14 million to Nicaraguan assistance. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I think there have been several 
occasions when -- I know one time, I can't remember when, when the 
Speaker was just absolutely adamant with the President. 


MR. SPEAKES: It was the one-on-one lunch he had with 
hia. 


Q Lunch. 

MR. SPEAKES: Let's take Bob and conclude. 

Q Senator, 4id you indicate that the votes are there 
in the Senate for the Contra aid plan without any saneuvering room or 
revision or anything of that nature? 


SENATOR SIMPSON: I would say at this point, that is 
true, with what David Durenberger expressed to us. 


MR. SPEAKES: Thanks a lot. 
Q And what exactly did he express to you? 
Q You said something else outside of that. 


SENATOR SIMPSON: You talk with David Durenberger and 
he's the kind of a chap that will tell you. 


Q He did. 








& Yes. 

SENATOR SIMPSON: What did he say? 

Q He opposes aid -- covert aid -- 

Q He said he was against the Contra -- 


Q -- but he supports the principles und is looking for 
some way to -- 


CONGRESSMAE MICHEL: Well, but I think he was very -- I 
think he was also ver: .<*eful in his discussion with the President 
to say. “Mr. Presider . « ws Chairman of the Intelligence Comsittee 
and I don’t intend t: <."° the opposition against your will.“ -- 
something to that eft 


Q What is 80-667 Ise that the resolution? 
COMGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse se? 


Q He referred to Resolution 80-66 or the law PL 80 -- 
there’s some number he attached to a piece of legislation. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I‘m@ not sure exactly. You'd 
better go back and check with hia. I don’t want to -- 


Q Congressman Michel -- 


Q You said you weren't consulted on the visit to 
Bitourg. If you had ceen, would you have advised against it? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Let se say that I haven't really 
given it that such thought. 


Q Senator Simpson, what's your view on that? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Let ge think all the nuances of that 
trom -- 


Q -- your view on that question of Bitburg? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: As @ matter of fact, I didn't know 
tnat particular cemetery, for exemple, is supposed to be the one or 
is the one where it's noted, I guess, for the fact that so many 85 
troops are buried there. That was the first knowledge I had of that. 


Q When is the vote, Congressman Michel? 
MR. SPEAKES: We've got to go. 

Q When is the vote? 

Q Senator Sispson? 


SENATOR SIMPSON: Well, I was in the tale end of the aray 
of occupation. How do you -- in Germany. How do you -- how can you 
possibly address that when you're talking about the terrible pulls 
and rips that come from the concentration camps, the genocide, 85 
troopers -- who I went to school with at the University of Wyoming 
during peacetime. I mean, who's going to sort that out piece by 
piece? It's @ marvelous exercise. 


But there is an ally that is as interested in putting 
that nightmare to some type of modern perspective. We're a great 
nation of scab-pickers in this country. We go back 40 years to find 
stuff that give us anguish and we've got plenty of it right here 
today. So I don't know why we want to go back and steam around in 











that stuff. That's sy -- 
Q Some scab. 


Q Mr. Michel, when‘s the House vote schedwled on the 
Contra aid? 


Q What was the SS doing in Wyoming? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We don't know, but the clock started 
running yesterday, which means that it cannot be -- well, it could be 
before -- well, it cannot be before eight days and it has to be 
brought up then within 15 days. 


Q Are you going to vote down the first resolution in 
order to bring up a second one that addresses -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That would not be my prerogative 
since I'm 70 votes short in that body, if you recall. 


Q -- @ second vote that addresses -- 

Q 70? 

Q -- bringing in the humanitarian use of those funds? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I'm sorry -- I -- 

Q Well, the only vote is on $14 million for silitary 
overt aid. If that goes down, can you then introduce a resolution 
along the lines of the President's peace initiative? Humanitarian -- 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I could, but I's inclined to 
think that if that's going to be the decision on the Democratic side, 
to just absolutely eliminate it, period, then it doesn't sound very 
much like they would be inclined to go along even with something of 
my initiative as distinguished from one they would offer, being in 
the majority. I just -- I think that's a bit impractical. 

Q Well, wait. Mow you got -- 

Q Now you got nothing. 


Q You've really confused us now, Congressman, 
seriously. 


Q You said two different things. 


Q I mean, you've been saying to us that you thought 
that the original option was -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: But I understood the question as 
saying if you had flat-out vote against it. Now, it could be 
negatively ceported oy the Appropriations Committee because it's a 
fenced-off funding. But beyond that, then is when I am thinking in 
terms of something different than a flat-out prohibition. 


Q Well, once it gets to the floor, then you can do 


something. 

Q Before the final vote. 

Q You mean -- 

Q Once it's on the floor, before the final votes, some 
kind of -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Right. 
Q In other words, you amend the resolution. 
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COMGRESSNAN MICHEL: Right. As a matter of fact, we go 
to the -- if the Democratic party -- if I were the Speaker and caught 
in a similar kind of a situation, I could very well go to the Rules 
Committee and throw out everything we did before by way of mandating 


the procedure and inaugurate a new -- 


Q But why should he deal? He's got the votes. He's 
got 20 to 30 votes to kill you on this issue. Why should he even 


comprosise? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: The Speaker has, for some reason, 
put himself in a hard and fast position. We have always had on 
occasion to deal with some Democrats of & more soderate persuasion on 
certain issues, to want a little bit different way out. And this say 
be one of those occasions where some sembers would like to have a 
little bit different solution than that prescribed by Tip. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before going on to 
questions, let se share some thoughts with you based on a smaller 
meeting that the President had with President Bendjedid in the Oval 
Oftice and a larger meeting in the Cabinet Room that just finished. 


The President noted in the meeting in the Oval Office, as 
he did in the Welcoming Ceremony, our happiness with the return of 
cordial relations with Algeria, how hap; ; we are that we have this 
opportunity to continue to strengthen the bilateral ties, and once 
again referred to the leadership role that Algeria plays, not only in 
Africa and the non-aligned movement, but globally. 


On specific issues, the Middle East Peace Process was 
Giscussed. The President reaffirmed his commitment to the September 
lst Initiative. He noted that what we are looking for is direct 
negotiations between Israel and the Arab side, negotiations based on 
Security Council Resolution 242, which calls for the exchange of land 
for peace. 


The President also noted that, as we have said formerly, 
that the Palestinian issue is a serious one, has to be addressed and 
we've always believed that in any negotiation -- any negotiation 
requires the participation of the Palestinians. 


President Bendjedid reaffirmed that Algeria welcomes any 
initiative that could help lead toward peace in the Middle East. He 
expressed his view that the situation was certainly dangerous in the 
area, noted that, in the Algerian view, a key stion is the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinians and reaffirmed that Algeria 
believes that all nations can live in peace and security in the 
Middle East, but that the Palestinian issue sust be addressed in that 
context. 


The Maghreb, North Africa, was also discussed. The 
President reaffirmed that -- our belief that the solution sust be 
found in the regional context. President Bendjedid, once again, 
affirmed that Algeria does want a peaceful solution, any instability 
in the region is dangerous to Algeria and that Algeria continues to 
encourage a peaceful settlement among the parties. 


In the larger meeting in the Cabinet Room, trade issues 
were discussed. We noted that we look forward to increasing -- to 
the intensification of the economic relations between the United 
States and Algeria. Also noted the establishment of the Joint 
Economic Commission, which we hope to sign that agreement tomorrow 
establishing @ Commission which will look at ways to increase trade 
between both sides. The Algerian side noted that they also welcome 
the establishment of the JEC, that it should further enhance 
cooperation between American and Algerian business. 


The agricultural issues were also discussed briefly. We 
talked -- briefly about the possibilities for agricultural 
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cooperation, what the United States can offer Algeria in that field, 
specifically in terms of agricultural technology and in the field of 
irrigation. We also noted our interest in increasing agricultural 
exports to Algeria. 


Finally, the question of silitary sales was addressed 
very briefly. President Bendjedid reaffirmed that Algeria has no 
aggressive intentions an) if it did purchase any equipment, it would 
only be for defensive purposes. We noted, as we have formerly, that 
we will be gled to consider any requests and we'll consider them on a 
case-by-case basis. There were no specific items mentioned. 


Glad to take any questions. 


Q You mentioned that the Algerian President said that 
he welcomed any new peace initiative in the Middle East. Did he 
specfically refer to the fact that Algeria would accept the concept 
of direct negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said he welcomed any 
initiative which would help lead toward peace in the Middle East. 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He did not get into the 
specifics of whether or not Algeria supported any specific plan. 


Q But are there indications that they would accept the 
concept of direct negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's better 
addressed to the Algerians. 


Q To what extent did you invite or try to enlist 
Algeria into joining the Egyptian-Jordanian sort of moderate Arab 
axis in trying to promote these overtures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We pointed out that we 
think that the steps that the Jordanians have taken and the Egyptians 
have taken have been very positive and have helped move the process 
in the right direction and that anything that other parties could do 
to continue to move the process in that direction, by encouraging 
moderate forces, we would appreciate. 


We also noted that -- as we mentioned before -- Algeria 
has different assets in the Middle East -- or different equities, 
rather, than we do, is respected and admired by all the parties and 
has legitimacy in the Arab world and hope that they would <-- that we 
could both in our own ways work toward reinforcing the peace process. 


Q Did they give you some indication that they would be 
willing to take on a fairly active role in that respect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think <-- it's 
certainly been our impression that the Algerians have been playing an 
active role in that they're in contact with all the parties. As you 
know, right after King Hussein and Arafat signed the framework 
agreement, King Hussein visited Algiers, talked to the Algerians. 
Just before President Bendjedid left Algiers for the United States, a 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation arrived in Algiers to talk about the 
peace process. So, they have been playing a very active role. 


Q Was that an oversight that you didn't mention 
anything about the Iran-Iraq war and Algeria's role in trying to 
bring it to an end or try to find a solution to it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Other regional issues 
were discussed, but very briefly. There was no -- 


Q But there was no <- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo detail. 
+ -- talks about that? 


Q This support you spoke sbout by the Algerian 
President, was he supportive to the Reagen pian or to the 
Palestinian-Jordanian new initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't get into what 
specific plans were supportable and which weren't. He expressed 
Support for any kind of plan that could lead to progress in the peace 
negotiations, but we didn*t get into that kind of a detail. 


I*ve been reminded -- it's a good point -- the other 
Middle East issue which we discussed was Lebanon and the need for -- 
to have a return to security and stability in that country. S3oth 
sides expressed our concern about what has been, over the past couple 
of days, a deterioration in the situation and the need to encourage 
-- to do what we can to help the central government reestablish its 
control and to -- not only reestablish control, but spread his 
control over Lebanon. 


Q Given that, in light of that and knowing Algeria's 
traditional position and friendship with Syria, how much of a role 
will Algeria play or will it play any role in trying to become kind 
of a rapprochement, perhaps, with the Syrians to help out in Lebanon 
and help -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A rapprochement with -- 


Q Well, with the United States, considering that there 
have been differences in the past. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We, as you know, we have 
diplomatic representation in Damascus. Confident that Dick Murphy, 
on his trip out there, will be going to Damascus. There's no need 
for us to have interlocutors in having discussions with the Syrians. 
I think we view the Algerian role and position more that they 
certainly have greater equities with the Syrians than we do, and, 
therefore, as we both look for ways, not only to move the peace 
process forward, but look for ways to strengthen the central 
government in Lebanon, that the Algerians can work with their friends 
in a more effective way than we might be able to. 


Q So they have been asked specifically then, have 
they? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we have not made 
that request of then. 


o) Oh -- 


Q Did President Bendjedid ask the United States to 
recognize the self-determination of the Sahara people -- Western 
Sahara people specifically or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Bendjedid 
reiterated the Algerian position on the Western Sahara dispute. 
Rather not get into the details of what each side asked of the other, 
but, as I say, the Algerian position is not changed from what the 
public position is. 


Q Have your position -- he was satisfied with your 
position -- of the Western Sahara people or no? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's best 
addressed to him. I think he did -- he appreciated the fact that the 
President was very sincere in wanting to find a resolution of the 
conflict, and any resolution has to be in the regional context and 
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Gepends upon the parties directly involved. 


Q Did he convey any message from the Palestinians and 
the Jordanians to the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we discussed the 
peace process, obviously, President Bendjedid did 
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talk at some length about what his understanding is of the 
Palestinian position -- the Areb position. 


+) Did they talk at any length about terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFFICIAL: The specific issue did 
mot cozme up in these conversations. 


¢ Was there any direct allusion to the Palestinians 
and the PLO problea? 


SEWLOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. Much of the 
conversation about the Middle East peace process dealt with the role 
of the Palestinians. And, as I saic, the President reaffirmed our 
view that Palestinians would have to be -- would have to participate 
in any process and that legitigate rights of the Palestinian people 
hed to be addressed. And President Sendjedid reaffirmed the Algerian 
view that the key quection in the Middle East peace process is the 
future of the Palestinians. 


Q Could we ask this | eae ae though? Did President 
Bendjedid convey any message from King Hussein or the Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd rather not get into 
whether or not he browght a specific message. As I said, he met with 
& Palestinian-Jordanian delegation just before he came. We and the 
Alczrians both expect that this is going to be very high on our 
agenda. 


2 When you said he welcomed all initiatives, did he 
specifically welcome President Reagan's initiative? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said that he welcomed 
any initiative which would bring peace to the Middle East. 


2 What about President Reagan's, because he did not -- 
reject at the front, you know that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it's safe 
to say that we both have the same ls and our goals are outlined in 
the President's initiative. We did not get into a discussion of any 
kiné of confirmation or reaffirmation -- confirmation of Algerian 
Support for the specific initiative put forward by President Reagan. 


* Was there discussion of what the U.S. role should 
be, though, et this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, on the -- 


Q ~~ and Gid President Bendjedid suggest in any way 
that the U.S. become more or less active a player? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Bendjedid 
encouraged an active U.S. role in the peace process. This is 
consistent with the Algerian view in the past and, generally, the 
Arab view. And that was, as I say, reaffirmed during the 
conversations. 


Q Does this visit advance the Mideast peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a long road and I 
think we've taken another positive, small step. 


*) Was there any talk about Libya and the agreement 
between King Wussein and Qaddafi? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We did speak abcut 
stability in the Maghreb and relations among states in North Africa. 
Sut I'd rather not get into the specifics of the conversations. 
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Q You just said that the ares sale issue was discussed 
very briefly and it was in all the news ceports in all the front page 
stories in the United States, they talk apout the ares sales. How 
could ne address this issue in that matter that he discuss it when 
everybody has put an emphasis -- like you said yesterday, everybody 
mas put an emphasis on that thing, you know, from the news overseas 
and from nere? 


SESIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can do is blame 
the fact tnat, I guess, Presidents Reagan and Bendjedid used our 
briefing papers rather than the newspapers. (Laughter.) 


Q Sorry. 
MR. SIMS: One or two wore <-- here and Bernie. 


Q Did you get any further clarification on the 
question of whether it would be possible to get Palestinians on the 
Gelegation of Jordan who would not be PLO-identified? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We rceally didn't get 
into that kind of a detail at all, Bernie. The President reaffirmed 
that the Palestinians had to oe engaged at every step in the process 
of the negotiations. President Bendjedid reaffirmed that that really 
was the key issue. But we really didn’t go beyond that. 


Q Well, in light of the rejection of the leaders of 
tae West Ban«x and the Gaza Strip, that the American government was 
hoping they would join at a later date or sometinze in tne future, 
where do we go from here? What Palestinians are you talking apout? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yow said the rejection 
of tine West Bank Gazans? 


Q Leaders -- the 22 leaders from the West Bank and 
Gaza Strip. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure it's 
rejection when all I've seen are the news reports. But I understand 
that they -- 


-- rejection -- they confirged that the PLO is the 
sole legitimate representative of the Palestinians. What are the 
Options now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's going to be a 
Gifficult issue how you're going to determine who is going to 
represent the Palestinian side, which Palestiniens should be included 
in the negotiations. And it's one that we still don't have an answer 
for that we're looking for. 


Q The Algerian side did not specify, did not sention 
PLO specifically? The Algerian side. They only spoxe of 
Palestinians, they did not speak of the PLO. Is that whe you're 
saying? 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Wo, President Bendjedid 
Gid mention tne PLO, of course, a6 Deing @ key question in tae 
negotiations and the need for Palestinian full participation in the 
negotiations. 


I tauink this is the last question. 


Q The Algerians, as I understand it, have been helping 
to mediate ocetween us and those groups wno hold Americans sostage in 
Lebanon. Did Bendjedid biing any words of encouragement or prospects 
that they mignt be released soon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I hate to end a oriefing 
with being completely unforthcoming, but I's going ta have to ce. We 


MORE 





have a general -- we really try not to comment on whatever 
discussions might be going on dealing with our hostages and I'sg going 
to have to stick with that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very such. 


END 11:51 A.M. EST 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: We just finished a session with a great 
many members of the Senate -- I don't know exactly how many 
were there but a large number from both sides of the aisle -- 
and we had I thought a very constructive, serious and 
thoughtful discussion of the issues involved in the coming 
vote. And from the standpoint of process, I think it is an 
outstanding example of the democratic process at work. 
People are considering this seriously, working on it hard; 
and I feel very heartened because when we do that in this 
country, we generally come down with the right kind of 
decision. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you satisfied with making the 
entire $14 million humanitarian aid and not military aid of 
any kind? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There have been a lot of proposals made 
over quite a period of time. I don't know how many meetings 
the President has had with members of Congress, that I've had 
and others have had -- that suggestion and a great many 
others have been made. The President put forward a peace 
proposal which we've been trying to explain. We consider 
other proposals, but we think that the basic idea of calling 
upon the various groups in Nicaragua to engage in a process 
of national reconciliation, as President Duarte in €1 
Salvador has been trying to do, is the right way to go. 


QUESTION: Were there any specific proposals mentioned 
upstairs which you will take back to Mr. Reagan? For 
example, there's been some talk of having no vote at all on 
the $14 million next Tuesday, but instead going with some 
other more general language. 


For further information cortect: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there've been -- there were a lot of 
suggestions in the form of auestions, I guess you'd say, and 
I won't try to enumerate them all. But I will take them back 
to the President, and I think the fact that there are a lot 
of serious suggestions is a good thing. And I might say, 
without wanting to ascribe positions to any individual, that 
I think there is a very broad agreement that Nicaragua and 
what it's doing is a major security problem ror us and for 
that neighborhood. The only thing that we're debating here 
is what to do -- not whether to do something -- but what is 
the right way to bring this to some proper outcome. So now I 
need to go and make my report. Thank you. 


QUESTION: What are the chances that the President's proposal 
is going to stay in its present form? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the President has made a very good 
proposal, and it certainly has caught everyone's attention 
including, I might say, the people in the region, which after 
all we need to be looking at very carefully. He's heard a 


lot of other suggestions, but right now he's sticking with 
his proposal. 


But we're listening, and we've heard a lot today and before, 
and this process is now at that level of political intensity 
that you really have a chance to see what people do think. 


QUESTION: What about Senator Nunn's proposal last night? 
Does that interest the President, do you think? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's among the many interesting ideas 
that have been put forward. But the President has put 
forward something, and it s interesting that he has really 
set the agenda for this discussion now. And most of the 


proposals are in terms of if he would vary this, if he would 
vary that and so on. 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 19, 1985, 3:42 P.M. 


MR. KALB: I want you to know that it's possible to go 
from what was announced as a BACKGROUNDER to something ON THE 
RECORD, even if we consume a few more minutes on the clock. So ; 
it's on the record, it's Chet Crocker. You know him, the 
Assistant Secretary for African Affairs. Here goes. 


Chet, it's all yours. 


MR. CROCKER: After that, I can only add that you owe 
me one, Bernie. But that's fine. 


The purpose of this briefing is simply to put in 
context a number of things that are taking place in the context 
of the Namibia-Angola negotiations, and to indicate how we see 
the different developments that have been announced and 
discussed in recent days. 


Let me run down those very briefly: First, as you 
know, our government has put ideas concerning an overall 
package agreement to the Government of South Africa and the 
Government of Angola. That was done in mid-March. We are 
awaiting replies to those ideas that we have put forward, and 
have every reason to expect that we will be hearing, in the 
near future, responses from the two sides. But to 
recapitulate, we have put forward ideas on a package agreement 
involving Namibia and Angola. That, obviously, includes the 
implementation of Resolution 435, procedures for implementing 
the overall package, provisions for how to reach a ceasefire 
when all other aspects are agreed, and the question of Cuban 
troop withdrawal from Angola. So that is the first point, and 
those proposals now have been in the hands of the parties since 
about 18 March -- 21 March in the case of South Africa. 


Secondly, I want to put in context the announcements 
that have been made in the past 24 hours in terms of the South 
African Government's response to the proposals put to it by the 
internal parties of Namibia, the so-called Multi-Party 
Conference. I believe we issued a statement on that this 
morning at noon -- is that right? 


And can I assume that everybody has that? 


(Chorus of "“yes's.") 











MR. CROCKER: O.K. 


The only point that I would underscore in terms of 
what that statement indicates is that there is no impact, and 
we see no basis to conclude a change in terms of the 
international negotiation or framework, in terms of the 
agreements previously reached by the parties, and in terms of 
the efforts to bring this to a successful conclusion as a 
negotiation for the internationally accepted independence of 
Namibia. 


And so in that sense, we note the South African 
Government's own statement that this response of theirs adds up 
to, in effect, an internal administrative rearrangement. In 
our view, it can have no impact on agreements previously 
reached. And we, of course, do not recognize -- and have not 
recognized in the past -- such institutions. 


There is a reference in the statement to that exact 
point. We have not in the past ~—- and will not do so now -- 
recognize such institutions. I will just draw your attention 
back to the fact that less than eighteen months ago, there were 
such internal structures in existence in Windhoek, in Namibia, 
and they chose to resign from office. So in that sense, this 
internal rearrangement goes back to where the situation was 
about eighteen months ago. 


The third point that I'd like to put in context 
concerns the announcements this week of the completion of the 
disengagement. This in turn relates to the Lusaka Accord -- 
that's Lusaka, Zambia -- of February i984 which made the 
following provisions: It called for the withdrawal of South 
African forces from southern Angola, and it called for the 
forces of Cuba not to enter the area in question -- that is the 
area vacated by South Africa; and it called for an 
understanding of restraint by SWAPO visa-vis its previous 
pattern of infiltration into Namibia. 


So we have seen this week the announced completion of 
that process, which had been delayed for a number of months 
pending further clarity about what mechanism or understanding 
would take place, once the forces reached the border -- that is 
once the South African forces were out. And we have the 
impression from some things which have been said publicly, that 
the two sides, that is South Africa and Angola, continue to be 
in contact on that very question. So the future of that is not 
clear. But the disengagement is completed. The Lusaka Accord 
has been carried out. 


So I think that is, basically, what I have to say at 
the outset. Obviously, the completion of the disengagement is, 











from our standpoint, positive -- and we have said so. It could 
lend -- we hope it will lend -- momentum to the broader 
negotiation on the overall package I started out with. We 
believe it does create, in effect, a window; and we hope it 


will be used. 
Let me stop there, then, “and take questions. 
Yes. 


Q In his speech at the Press Club the other day, 
the Secretary of State offered South Africa, I think the phrase 


was “more constructive relations," if South Africa would 
consent to become a more just society. 


What -- Can you put some meat on those bones? What 
exactly did he have in mind by “more constructive relations"? 


A I don't think that that's the way to interpret 
his speech. I think what he was saying was that we clearly 
wish to have a constructive relationship, and we are working 
toward that goal on the assumption that South Africa is 
committed to a process of reform that will lead it to become a 
more just society. That's the way I would put it. 


Obviously, our position on South Africa has been 
stated and stated again -- I'm not going to restate it here; 
but the speech makes clear our view of apartheid, makes clear 
our view of the change process underway in South Africa; and 
indicates that as long as we see such movement, limited though 
it has been so far, that we wish to have a constructive 


relationship. 


Q Well, but he used the phrase “more 
constructive." What would be different? 


fa I don't think he had in mind to predict anything 
different. 


A moment ago, you said you thought the completion 
of the Lusaka Accord, disengagement, opened a window that would 
lead to more fruitful -- you hoped would lead to more fruitful 
negotiations. 


Wor'’dn't you say that the announcement by South Africa 
about the irternal changes in Namibia would close that window, 
or would threaten to close that window? Don't the two things 
operate in opposite directions? 








A We don't see it that way. We see that 
announcement, as far as the structures that are talked about to 


be set up inside Namibia, don't have any effect on previous 
agreements reached, don't change the way the negotiations are 


conducted. 


South Africa has itself said that it will continue to 


pursue an internationally acceptable settlement -- that is, in 
the negotiations with us -- so I don't think we see it that way. 
Q But do you see it as a setback to a policy which 


the Secretary told us all at the Press Club has been eminently 
successfull? 


a A setback? Why? 








Q You don't like what they've done, and your 
approach, your slow approach, you say, is working. Is this 
just a temporary setback? 


A I don't define it as a setback. We clearly are 
not going to attach any importance, or, I think, the Secretary 
used the words “standing” or “status” or “recognition” to such 
institutions which is precisely the position that was taken. 

If you turn back to 1978, when a very similar exercise was 
conducted, and this led to the assumption of certain functions 
by an organization called the Democratic Turnhalle Alliance -- 
the DTA -- and we and other members of the Western Five at that 
time, and ever since until they resigned in 1983, accorded them 
no status or recognition. 


Q Why, then, did South Africa go ahead and do 
this? What is the point of it from their point of view? 


A Well, that's a question, I think, which perhaps 
the South African Government is in the best position to 
answer. I can speculate. There may be a desire on their part 
to give the internal parties in Namibia, some of which are 
represented in the NPC, something to do; something political to 
do, looking ahead to the time when they may, as we hope, face 
an internationally supervised election -- free and fair 
election -- and it may be that that was a principle factor. 


Beyond that I wouldn't really comment as to what the 
motivation is. 


Q You mean “standing?" So are you going to give 
them a headstart on acceptance? What do you mean, “something 
to do?" 

2) Well, there are parties in South Africa -- 

Q You mean, give them “a leg up?" 

A Give them a chance to get organized for what will 
be a very competitive situation, once there is a free and fair 
election under international supervision which is in the 
settlement plan. 

Q Chet? 


i) Bernie? 


Q Going back to your package proposal, could you, 
at least, bring us up to date on what was the diplomatic 














situation, as much as you can, on the proposals that were made 
public on both sides; or where were they standing before you 
offered your package? 


A Yes, I'll be happy to have a shot at that without 
going into the details of the latest ideas we put forward, 


Bernie. . 


The point I would made is that the two parties did put 
forward proposals last fall. And when the proposals of one 
side were published in the form of a letter to the U.N. -- it 
became a U.N. document -- the other side went ahead and 
published it. And in the period between roughly November and 
early March, were engaged in extensive exploration with both 
sides as to what basis might exist for further movement for 
further flexibility, hopefully, leading toward a compromise. 


¥ In the course of those discussions, it became apparent 
to us that there was, indeed, a basis for further movement, but 
that at the same time each side was waiting, in effect, for the 
other first; and the way to speed up the process, to accelerate 
it, would be for us to put our own ideas forward as a basis for 
bringing the negotiation to a conclusion. That is what we've 
now done. 


Q We can, I guess, look it up, but you would save 
us a lot of problems if you would just tell us what the public 
proposals were that they told the U.N. about. Where were the 
differences? 


3) There were different formulations on a number of 
points. There was a fair degree of agreement in principle as 
to what were the elements that had to be agreed. So we had 
agreement in principle on that, including such things as the 
question of a formula for accomplishing a ceasefire. There was 
discussion about the need for respecting territorial integrity, 
and so forth -- things of that nature. 


The most tangible difference that clearly existed at 
the time these proposals were published was on the specific 
question of the timing relationship between the implementation 
of Resolution 435 on the one hand and Cuban departure from 
Angola, on the other; with the Angolan Government taking the 
position that it was prepared to see roughly 20,000 out of 
30,000 Cubans leave Angola within three years of the beginning 
of implementation of 435; with a remaining residual thereafter, 
to leave at a time unspecified. The South African Government 
taking the position that the Cuban forces should leave Angola 
in the course of the first twelve weeks, or three months, into 
implementation of 435. 








So, clearly, there's a very substantial gap in time 
there. 


Did you get that? 
Q Yes. 


A That's basically the opening statements of 
position from the two sides. 


. And the Angolans said the remaining troops would 
all go north? 


a Between the second and third years that those -- 
yes, the remainder would go north of the Thirteenth Parallel; 
that's correct. 


Q Chet, this has been going on now, as everybody 
here knows, since 1978. At least, in terms of trying to get 
435 implemented. It's gone through the Carter Administration 
into the Reagan Administration, and the second term of the 
Reagan Administration. You have had, as I say, frequently 
along the way, goal posts being moved back by one side or 
another, new elements coming into. 


To quote a senior U.S. official of this 
Administration, who I have heard several times over the last 
four and half years, in Background sessions, kept saying "Yeah, 
we will know within the next few weeks, or the next four or 
five months, whether this is doable or not -- the phrase. I 
think you know the official I'm referring to. 


i) I think [I may. 


Q The question is, when do you reach a point where 
you decide that something is going to happen or this is -- I'm 
not asking that you were following the yellow brick road but an 
endless path? 


(Continued on next page) 








A Oh, it's a fair question. I think -- that is the 
question? 


Q Yes, that is the question. (Laughter. ) 


a Yes. The point I would make is that I don't 
think that any of us feel that there is a purpose to be served 
in pursuing something which seems to be either elusive or 
impossible to achieve. It isn't the way this Administration 
conducts policy to take the sort of steps that we took just a 
few weeks ago in terms of putting additional ideas forward to 
the parties if we think that it's not going to produce any 
result -- or that the odds are negative, put it that way. But 
one must recognize that this negotiation is taking place in an 
atmosphere that is very complicated in southern Africa at this 
time. It includes a number of issues, regional issues -- such 
as seeking to get the Nkomati process between South Africa and 
Mozambique on a surer footing, which there's a lot of effort 
being addressed to; such as the whole question of violence and 
killings in South Africa; the question of reform in South 
Africa -- so that, you know, obviously, if one were to reach 
the conclusion that this isn't going anywhere, I think that, 
you know, we're not going to shy away from it. But we haven't 
reached that conclusion. 


Q Chet, to go back to the question of whether or 
not this is a setback, your policy is under increasing pressure 
domestically here. There are lots of complaints in South 
Africa from the other side about whether the United States is 
asking too much or trying to speed things along too fast. 

Every time the South Africans do something -- which, however 
much you try to minimize it -- it is perceived as a kind of 
taking away with the one hand when the U.S. is trying to do 
constructive things 


Doesn't this put the whole U.S. policy at this point 


on a fairly precarious basis? I mean how long can you go along 
maintaining it as a political matter -- 


A Well, I think -- 


Q -~ in the face of all these pressures? 


a -- what we're seeking to accomplish in the 
context of this specific negotiation is a settlement. And we 
will keep at it as long as we see a chance to bring it off. 
That has its own momentum and its own dynamic 








These are very important objectives that we're talking 
about that involve the ending of Africa's last colonial war, 
that involve removing a foreign extra-regional presence from 
Angola which has been there 11 years after independence of 
Angola, that involve in the process thereby removing an 
opportunity for regional mischief and meddling by outsiders -- 
which we think is a very important accomplishment. 


There is, of course, debate in this country. We know 
that. But I have the impression that the American people would 
like to see a Namibia settlement and that they would also like 
to see Cubans out of southern Africa. I don't think that's 
really a terribly corn troversial issue. 


Yes. 


Q What is your understanding of Angola's position 
on these most recent developments in Namibia and, as the United 
States, do they share the same point of view that they don't 
really relate to any future negotiations that might take place 
between Angola and South Africa? 


2) Let me be very clear on this point. I can't 
speak for what the Angolan position is; I haven't seen one. 
And, of course, we will be interested to see what it is. 


But I would put it this way: that in terms of the 
approach that we have taken to this effort, there is no way to 
get to an alternative settlement if the international community 
doesn't endorse it: and the international community is not 
going to endorse 8. 


We're talking about a complex negotiating history here 
which involves the Contact Group, which includes ourselves. 
It involves the Frontline States, involves the UN itself and UN 
Security Resolutions. 


And the " phrase in all these discussions, which I 
would urge that we keep in mind, is “internationally 


recognized" or “internationally acceptable settlement." 


So if we don't shift our stance and other parties 
don't shift their stance on the definition of “internationally 
acceptable settlement,” there isn't any other way to get there 
than the way we're talking about. 


That's our political position, the statement of 
American policy. 


Q But, Chet -- 
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a Yes. 


Q -- just to follow Robert's question, I mean is 
there danger here that the South African move this week sends a 
signal to the Angolans and others that at the end of the day 
they really aren't interested in dn internationally recognized 
settlement, that they're interested in stringing these 
negotiations along for as long as they can, but at the end of 
the day they will take care of matters their own way? 


4 I think South Africa's commitment to this 
Administration, to the Western Five, to the UN, has been boiled 
down to as simple a formulation as there really could be. And 
I refer back in this regard to the letter sent by the South 
Africans to the UN Secretary-General in August of ‘83, in which 
he said there's one issue left: a satisfactory agreement on 
the Cuban issue. 


And that was, 1 think, reiterated pretty much 
yesterday in the comments that were made in Cape Town. 


Yes. 
Q Chet, can we go to an internal side question? 
2) Well -- yes. 


Q Secretary Shultz this week spoke about keeping 
South Africa to its words regarding an interim government. Do 
you regard what has happened yesterday that South Africa has 
broken its word? 


a South Africa's announcement about the --~ if I can 
read from our own announcement here -- affirming its intention 
to pursue the current negotiating effort obviously is a 
recommitment to that process. 


I think, quite frankly, the implication, therefore, is 
that we look at the rest of this as without effect, without 
standing. It doesn't produce anything we intend to recognize, 
and, therefore, we consider it irrelevant. 


Yes. 


Q Yes. Could I get you to comment on Mr. Botha's 
remark that he would prefer that the term “cooperative 
coexistence” be used to describe the internal racial situation 
or posture of the government in South Africa? 
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What does the United States Government think of it 
after we plan to substitute that phrase for “apartheid” and 
discussing it in the future? 


“ 1 haven't seen the statement you're referring to, 
so I'm not sure I'm going to take any position it it. 


There are various ways to use adjectives and words, of 
course. But I don't think that would change anything that we 


feel about the need to move to a society that is based on the 
consent of the governed. 

Q O.K. 

Q Thank you very much. 


6 Thank you. 


(At 4:03 p.m., the ON THE RECORD briefing was 
concluded. ) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussions of today 
which commenced at about 10:00 a.m. this morning have been oriented 
toward seeing whether an accommodation is possible between how the 
President views the situation in Nicaragua and that of Democrat 
Senators. 


In general, it is fair to say, I think, that the 
President has viewed the problem as one that requires reconciliation 
between the parties within Nicaragua, the government and the 


opposition. 


Secondly, he has believed that this process of 
reconciliation is fostered by a climate of calm to include a 
cease-fire and safeguards against the unilateral advantage being 
gained by one side or the other during this process of 
reconciliation. I mean by that that a cease-fire, but one in which 
neither side alters its position militarily by the reception of 
additional weapons and equipment. 


The Democrat Senators have placed less emphasis on the 
value of reconciliation and more emphasis on the importance of a 
bilateral dialogue between the United States and Nicaragua per se. 
And therein lies the disagreement. The Democrats, in the final 
analsis, remain firm in not treating directly the matter of 
reconciliation nor providing safeguards against the continued buildup 
of arms by the government of Nicaragua. 


The President remains convinced that those kinds of 
safeguards are essential as well as arrangements for engendering a 
Gialogue between the government of Nicaragua and the opposition. 


I'd be glad to take your questions now. 
Helen. 


Q What makes you think -- aren't the Democrats 
Operating on the premise that the Nicaraguan government will not talk 
Girectly to the rebels and they're trying to find a way out of it? 
And, also, on the question of the government arming itself, isn't 
this cease-fire supposed to be monitored? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, only under terms 
established in the resolution. And there are no terms in the 
Democrat version which provide for even the criterion that there be 
no further increase in arms by the government. So, they don't even 
require that as a precondition. 


Q Well, but on the other part of my question, are you 
going to let the whole thing blow up if you can't get a dialogue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's a 
matter of letting things blow up. We are here and will remain here. 
We are open to ways in which you can overcome this disagreement in 








purpose. But it is one of purpose, not of means. Our purpose being 
to foster reconciliation. Their purpose being to foster 
U.S.-Nicaraguan dialogue. 


Q Well, what does it matter if you get peace? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly. But if one 
ignores the requirement to have the opposition even involved, it's 
difficult to imagine how peace can be achieved because, after all, 
the conflict is not between us. It's between -- 


Q Well, the U.S. would be representing the opposition, 
wouldn't it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It isn't for us to 
represent the opposition in Nicaragua. The Nicaraguan government has 
@ responsibility to talk to its own people. 


Q Can you encapsulate for us the two proposals that 
were reformulated, apparently, at the end of the discussions today 
and put forward on each side? Can you summarize what was said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, and I‘'sf a little 
surprised that the Democrat leadership has. We agreed at the end of 
today's session that we would not go beyond saying that each side had 
presented proposals and rezain open to consideration of thes 
overnight. 


Q Can you give us a feel of the prospects? What do 
you think of the prospects for an agreement tomorrow? Do you hope to 
resolve these, or do you think they're unresolveable now at this 
point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there was 
considerable sentiment on both sides today in support of the 
requirement for reconciliation and for dialogue within Nicaragua. 
Clearly, a majority of the people in the room of both parties believe 
that. And yet, we haven't been able to -- or the Democrats haven't 
been able to put that into their proposal yet. And so to the extent 
a majority's clearly favored, I would think it feasible. It just 
hasn't happened yet. 


Q Can you give us a sense of what you mean by 
safeguards? Could you outline the safeguards that you're talking 
about, in terms of buildup of weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are two points 
here. The first is to even assert that it is a criterion for the 
process that there be no arms buildup. Wow, that isn't even there. 


Then, secondly, so as to assure that there is some 
incentive that there not be a buildup, there has to be either 
something that happens if there is or a monitoring mechaniss to 
report if that buildup does occur. And neither feature is in the 
Democrat version as well. 


Chris. 


Q Two questions. First of all, the Democrats say that 
there's also a difference in the distribution, that the 
administration is still demanding that the distribution of the 
humanitarian aid be by the CIA and they want State. Is that true or 
not? 


And, secondly, at this point do you feel in your vote 
counting that you can win in the Senate without the Democrats. In 
other words, that the Republican plan by itself, if you don't get a 
Geal tomorrow, can pass? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, on the first 
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point, that was not an insurmountable obstacle, the issue of how the 
funds are disbursed, because the arrangements for the oversight of 
that, within the Executive Branch, and for reporting to the Congrees 
on that oversight to assure accountability, wasn't a matter of 
serious objection. 


On the second point, I'd have to defer to vote counters. 
I think what is at issue is not whether or not there are 51 votes. 
As a consequence of the procedural situation, for anything to even be 
considered on the floor requires a two-thirds vote. And, 
consequently, there is the risk here that even though a sajority of 
the Senate may prefer a particular course of action, that majority 
cannot be heard. 


Q Does that mean that you would not object to the 
funds being distributed through the State Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I won't comment on that 
except to say that as a matter of law we find it difficult to imagine 
how the Department of State could be authorized to deal with a 
private entity in a foreign country that is not the sovereign 
government. That said, we respect the Democrat views, and, because 
we did, today provided the kinds of assurance of appropriate 
oversight within the Executive Branch, and through reports to the 
Congress, that seemed to virtually reduce that to a non-contentious 
issue. 


Bruce. 


Q You said before that there has to be something that 
happens if an arms buildup would continue on the Sandinista side. 
Are you simply talking about the President's proposal of the other 
week that the humanitarian aid switch over to -- back to military 
aid, or am I misunderstanding that? Is that the kind of thing you're 
talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. But that is 
generically right. That's not a frivolous suggestion. But we 
weren't talking about going back to lethal at any point today, under 
any circumstance. 


Q ° Well, then, I'm not sure -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One can imagine, for 
example, if the Sandinista side doesn't either adhere to the 
cease-fire or builds up their armas, then one thing is you relieve the 
other side of the obligation to observe the cease-fire. I mean, that 
is not a very starchy rejoinder, but that is one thing you could do. 


Q When you said you referred -- when you just referred 
to the two-thirds need in -- procedure, are the Democrats basically 
insisting that the Republicans concede -- some matter of substance, 
in order to even bring the thing to a vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't say that. I 
think the disagreement is one of -- of purpose. The President's 
purpose is to foster reconciliation between the parties within 
Nicaragua. And the opposition purpose appears to be to foster the 
Gialogue between the United States and the Nicaraguan government. 
And beyond that, I don't think there is broad disagreement. 


Q But aren't the ultimate goals the same? Aren't the 
ultimate goals the same? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The priorities are 
different, very different. 


Q In what way? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the sense of what 
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will lead to reconciliation, very different. 


We believe that it cannot occur unless there is dialogue 
between the parties in Nicaragua. And we believe that it won't 
succeed, even if it begins, as long as there is a big arms buildup on 
both sides, or on one side, really, the Sandinista side. 


‘ If the Nicaraguans and the Contras do -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: George. 


Q -- negotiate, would we then object to resuzing talks 
with the Nicaraguan government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not had a 
problem, in principle, negotiating with the Nicaraguan government, 
and we so stated today. 


Q When you say that we are not talking about going 
back to lethal at any point, under any circumstances, does that mean 
you dropped the approach that was put out late Thursday, Friday, in 
which you said that you would extend the humanitarian until the end 
of the fiscal year -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's glad you mention it 
because I didn't mean quite that open-ended a statement. I thought I 
was answering something in the context of the give and take today. 
and in today's conversations, we did not introduce the notion of 
going back to lethal aid. 


Now, that's not to say that, under some hypothetical 
circumstance in the future, it wouldn't be essential. But it just 
wasn't revelant today, that's all. 


Q So there's no deadline of the end of the fiscal 
year, for instance, or no extention of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo trigger, no -- 


Q No trigger? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Bob. 


Q You said -- you so stated today you had no problem 
with negotiating with the Nicaraguan government. Does that mean that 
you told the Democrats that you -- that the administration was, in 
fact, willing to negotiate directly with the Nicaraguan government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, we have 
never said that we have a problem. The last Manzanilla talk that we 
had, we said then, “After nine sessions, we haven't heard anything 
from your side that is constructive. If you have something 
constructive, let us know and we'll come back.” 


So, it hasn't been, ever, the position of our government 
that we would not talk to the Nicaraguan government. Indeed, we have 
been every day since. But -- 


Q So this issue was not a point of contention today at 
all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot a point of 
contention as a decision in principle at all. It's a matter of 
whether or not that outcome of a dialogue between us and the 
Sandinistas is the purpose of our policy, or is there a larger 
purpose, and that is reconciliation. 


Q Could I just try and clarify -- Are you saying that, 
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in fact, you have no problem, in principle, with negotiating directly 
with the Nicaraguan government, but, in fact, you don't want to do it 
right now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Wo, that's not 
true, either. 


We had said that we are ready to do so. 


Q Is the discussion now limited to humanitarian aid, 
and there's no longer any discussion of non-lethal aid that would 
include other military kinds of equipment, aside from weapons and 
ampunition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, in today's 
discourse, it was all focused upon non-military items. And we never 
raised, nor did they, the issue of providing legal assistance. 


Q With non-lethal things, such as trucks, 
communications equipment and uniforms, is that included in your view 
of humanitarian aid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To tell you the truth, 
we didn't even get down to that level of definition of what is it, is 
a jeep a lethal item or not or whatever, as a humanitarian item or -- 


Yes. 


Q What‘s next? Where do you go from here? They start 
at 6:00 in the morning. Are you going to have another session 
starting over breakfast, let's say, tomorrow? How do you hammer 
something out? Or do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would recall for you 
an inspired comment that someone made from this platform a couple o 
weeks ago that one of the truly exhilerating experiences or features 
of government is there's no end of ways you can solve problems with 
the Congress. 

In the back, and then Helen. 


Q How involved was the President in the meetings 
today? Was he in there for a half hour or six or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The entire discourse 
proceeded under the President's instructions, and <-- (laughter.) 


Q Good. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President was kept 
informed and offered the guidance that we needed to carry on. 


Q Where were the talks? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Cabinet Roon. 

Chris. Excuse me, I said Helen -- 

Q That was basically my question. I wondered how did 
he weigh in, how much time did he spend. What did you do, call hia 
up and tell him this is going on, and then you'll give a response or 
-- how did it go? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was periodically 
informed on what was going on by people that were in the —— and 
it varied who, depending on how busy we were. 

Q And then he would -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And he would respond 
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with how he felt about where matters stood on a given issue and so 
forth. 


Chris. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You might add to that 
that in the first 30 minutes there with the group that the President 
presented the differences in our plan and the Democratic plan as the 


opener. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President went 
through point by point the entire Democrat plan and provided his own 
response to it. He then gave his own sense of purpose as to what we 
are trying to achieve. He welcomed Senator Byrd's effort and that it 
had fostered a constructive dialogue between the Executive and 
Legislative Branches and said that he would hope today we could work 
together to overcome the remaining disagreements. 


Q If I can ask you @ more general question, how do you 
explain the continuing erosion of the Reagan plan in Central America? 
I mean, first you wanted military aid, and then you went for 
humanitarian aid that would be triggered to military aid. And now 
you are arguing about whether or not it will be the CIA or State that 
gives it. And you're constantly -- it's getting smaller and smaller. 
Why is that happening? And how damaging is that to the U.S. position 
in the world for it to be shrinking? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think really that by 
focusing upon one component of the regional policy, you miss the far 
more important truism, and that is that in the past four years, the 
Reagan policy in Central America has accomplished an enormous change, 
a@ very constructive change. And I refer specifically to where 
matters stood in January ‘81 with the impending “final offensive" 
prophesied in headlines and television. 


Not only has that not happened, but in the area, the 
three elections, four elections in three years in Salvador, the 
stability of that government, the establishment of control over 
right-wing death squ. is, the beginnings of land reform and all that 
means for the support of the people for the government, effectiveness 
of the military in the field in turning the tide, so that today 
nobody talks about a final offensive in Salvador. Indeed, if 
anything, the rebels are beginning to be on the decline. 


Similarly, the elections held in Costa Rica, Honduras, 
even, Guatemala and the support of the people in those countries for 
the governments, a substantial change from four years ago. Within 
our own country, the change in just the past six to eight months. If 
@ year ago, any of us in this room, syself included, had said that we 
expected the Congress last year to appropriate more than $1 billion 
for Central American assistance, I think most people would have 
laughed. But, instead, owing to the Kissinger Commission and the 
Jackson Plan, in August last year we got a supplemental appropriation 
of over $500 million, in September -- one month later -- over $600 
million, all going to economic and security assistance for the 
countries. 


Now, that brings you down to the reality that the overt 
program has been enormously successful in fact, and enormously 
successful politically in this country in gaining the support of the 
Congress. 


The point is this -- and here is the disagreement -- as 
successful as that policy is in Costa Rica, El Salvador and Honduras, 
can it endure for as long as one country remair in the midst of the 
others, able to subvert and, ultimately, viol»: ‘varthrow those 
governments? The President believes it cannot Congress 
believes that the existence of that government - .ne communist 
government in Managua -- does not pose an enduring threat to the 
neighbors. The President disagrees with that. 
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The Contadora countries agree with the President on the 
principle -- in their Declaration of Objectives -- that 
reconciliation within each country is necessary. The President has 
taken the sodel that is playing out in Salvador where the government 
has asked the other side to talk and urging that it be applied in 
Nicaragua. 


After four years, we've reached a point where 90 percent 
of the policy requirements of success are in place and working. But 
the balance, trying to deal with the threat to the entire policy in 
Nicaragua, is still an open question between us and the Congress. 


Now, we believe that for the policy to succeed there sust 
be reconciliation in Nicaragua. The Congress believes that the 
emphasis has to be on leaving Nicaragua alone. And that's where the 
policy -- the disagreement is joined. 


Q Sir, how many people -- 


Q Logistically at this point, with debate scheduled to 
begin in the sorning, who gets back to whos? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think there was 
no commitment made by either side to contact the other. The Leader 
put in a@ proposal tonight siaply as a procedural matter, so that the 
debate can be opened tomorrow. But I would expect there will be a 
dialogue between the leadership and between the leaders in the White 
House early tomorrow morning. 


Gary? 


; . How puch room does the administration give itself to 
compromise on either of those issues you're talking about -- the 
dialogue or the monitoring -- or the -- the arms buildup thing -- 
what -- how much room is there for compromise there on the 
administration's part? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have put 
forth positions which meet the stated preference of the Congress. 
And to alter these further or weaken the support that is now within 
the administration position would lead to ever less stable situation 
in Nicaragua. So, I think really that the President has really gone 
quite far. 


Q So, you are insisting, then, that the CIA monitor -- 
give this aid out? I mean, you will not back away from that 
position? | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, first of all, that 
isn't the position. The position provides for the arrangements for 
disbursement to be overseen by higher authority and the continuing 
oversight of it to be overseen by higher authority. And, so, it is 
no longer a matter of the CIA autonomously being engaged here. And 
as I seid today, that once discussed at some length didn't remain at 
the end a central issue. 


Q Sir, who represented the administration today in the 
talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration had 
at the table myself, and Don Reagan periodically, and Max 
Friedersdorf. Most importantly, the President was there. 


Q Could you clarify, sir, what -- 


Q Sir, could you explain this whole situation about 
who talks to who? I mean, it seems to me the administration has been 
Saying that it's essential that the Sandinistas talk to the Contras. 
You're also telling us that the ".S. is completely willing, it seems 
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to me, to talk to the Sandinista government. But I don't think those 
things mpesh. And I think there's something missing here. Could you 
fill the sissing link in please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly right, 
Bob. Our sense is that -- 


Q Wait -- (Laughter. ) 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- that for there to be 
reconciliation the governgent in Managua has to talk to the 
Nicaraguan people -- the freedom fighters. 


Q First? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no, we don't think 
it has to be tomorrow afternoon. But -- 


Q But that's indispensable? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: That's indispensable. 


Now, we don't say that that cannot ensue from a 
U.S.-Nicaraguan dialogue. In fact, we are pleased to talk to the 
government of Nicaragua. But if there is no requirement as a matter 
of law, nor even any suggestion that this is important, then the 
priorities that you present to the world and to the Nicaraguans are 
very skewed, we think. If you don't explicitly state that 
reconciliation is important, as it is stated in the Contadora 
Principles. 


Q Sir -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the back? 


Q ~~ what's the difference between the Democratic plan 
submitted, which the President went over point by point, and the one 
which they submitted about an hour ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I apologize. We 
-- each side committed -- that we would not parse each point of the 
plan and discuss that. I's sorry. 


Q Sir -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 


Q -- could you clarify what would be the status of the 
Contras or the opposition forces under the Democratic concept of 
direct dealings between the U.S. and the Managua regine? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, apart from 
the general purposes of the two approaches, I wouldn't go beyond 
saying that under the Democrat proposal the role of the freedom 
fighters is obscured, except that they are required to observe a 
cease-fire, but they have no diplomatic role or standing in their 
approach. In ours, they would be a party to a dialogue between the 
government and themselves. 


Q So there's no implicit recognition of them as a -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q ~~ legitimate force within this whole process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in the Democrat 
plan, no. That's right. 








Q There's no requirement, then, in the Democratic plan 
that there be dialogue between the government and the Contras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jo. 
ie} Sir, but I take it -- 
SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: George? 


Q -- the $14 million in humanitarian aid is not 
conditioned on anything? Both sides agree that that would be 
appropriated? What you're talking about are political stateszents on 
the negotiations? Correct? In the cease-fire? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't disagree 
on the value of a cease-fire in building the climate. To the extent 
that by omission there's no requirement for a dialogue with the 
Contras, the Democrat plan, we think, doesn't induce any constructive 


change. 


Q I pate what I'm getting at -- what's your lever? I 
mean, you want to give the $14 million even -- humanitarian aid. 

What if the Nicaraguans don't agree after you pass this to negotiate 
with the Contras? Then, what do you do, pull back the $14 million? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, in fact, in both 
approaches, whether one's talking of us and the Sandinistas or the 
Sandinistas and the Contras, both envision that if the Sandinistas 
Gon't sign on to either approach, then we ought to be able to assist 
the Contas. 


Q Militarily? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Let's get Larry in the back -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- humanitarian -- 


MR. SPEAKES: -- a lot of people are fading out with 
Geadlines. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of just 
sustaining them with the non-military items, with humanitarian 
things. 


Q Ie there a provision in statutory law which prevents 
the State Department from giving the aid directly to the Contras or 
are you standing on the general principle that the State Department 
should deal only with established governments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the latter. But 
it isn't I standing on that; that is a matter of centuries of 
traditional, customary and conventional international law. I sean -- 


Q How do we Go it in Afghanistan -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The incorporation into 
U.S. law of that international convention and custom is contained in 
the National Security Act of 1947. And I'm not going to go beyond 
that. 


Q But some secret way? The State Department doesn't 
do it, in other words? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The State Department 
Goes not do it, no. 


Q Given these different priorities and different sense 
of purpose, are you even remotely optimistic that anything's going to 








be worked out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I remain always 
optimistic. (Laughter. ) 


Q There's no plan right now to go farther, right? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 

Q You sound like the President has given his last word 
on the subject. You said he's gone quite far. Has he gone all the 
way in terms of no further compromises? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President says he 
remains open to dialogue. 


END 7:50 P.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: We've got quite a team with us this 
afternoon. 


This is the first of four briefings on the various 
aspects of the President's trip to Europe and his participation in 
tne Economic Summit. We'll have all these leading up to our 
departure next Tuesday evening. 


In addition to today's session, we'll have backgrounders 
that focus on economic summit issues. We'll be having Richard Burt, 
Assistant Secretary of State for European and Canadian Affairs will 
be nere at 3:30 p.m. tomorrow. Treasury Secretary Jim Baker will oe 
here at 10:00 a.m. on Monday. Both of those will be in this Briefing 
Room. Burt will be on background, and Baker will be on tne record 
for sound and cameras. 


And then on Tuesday, the day we leave for Europe, at 
10:00 a.m., Secretary Shultz will brief on the record in Room 450 of 
the Old Executive Office Building. 


I would like to <= before we introduce our briefers -- to 
let you zeet and see for tne first time some of our Summit <- the 
public diplomacy team. It's neaded by Ambassador to Malta Jia 
Rensechier. Jim is here, and he's been with us <= this is Ais tnird 
Summit that he's run this organization. And two of nis team memoers 
are bere that will be with us in our Press Office as we travel: sud 
Korengold and David Sloan. Bud is USIS in London. And David is on 
Alan Wallis’ team and has followed the Suamit for the tnird straight 
year as 4 member of Alan's team and is thoroughly Knowledgeable on 
Summit iseves. So these two fellows <-- these three fellows will oe 
with us in our Press Office as we travel to Evrope. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Make a few general 
summary remarks for setting, and then take time for questions. And 
I've got @ team here to bat them to, if I can't handle them, or mayoe 
even if I can. 


Q Wnat are the ground rules? 

MR. SIMS: Background, Senior Administration Official. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. \Thanke. 

This Sumait, of course, comes at the 40th anniversary of 
tne end of the Second World War. And there'll certainly be some 
attention paid to that -- (leugnter) -- and to the fact that there's 
been 40 years of peace and freedom and that there are strong ties 


among the participants and so forth. And some related events will 
also bring that out. 


Tne ties and the Summit, of course, will, in fact, oe an 
opportunity for the heads of government to talk about some political 
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issues. It's an economic Summit. And the formal sessions will all 
be on economic topics. But the informal sessions, which are meals, 
will all be on political subjects. So they have a cnance, 
informally, to discuss those. 


And this summit beginning with the tradition -- if it's a 
tradition -- established at Williamsburg by President Reagan, will 
have -- more than half the tise, the heads will be alone. 


The core groups in the economic area, which -- economic 
area is what I'll talk about because my colleague will ce here -- is 
it tomorrow? -- to talk about the political issues -- will be on what 
actions the participating countries can take individually and what 
actions they can take cooperatively tnat will strengthen the 
prospects for sustaining the growth that’s now under way in all tne 
Summit countries and -- at increasing employment and decreasing 
unesployment, @ process that is not underway yet in all tne 
countries. 


And we expect that the Summit will focus on two 
particular areas -- emphasis, at least. One will be what's being 
referred to as “structural barriers” to growth. I'll come back to 
that and try to spell that out a little more, but you've heard so 
much about that probably by now you've figured out what meeting is 
attributed to it. And the second issue will be on trade policy. 


Coming around to the first, the Summit countries are now 
entering the third consecutive year o- economic upturn. And this vas 
been unique among the post-war upturns in not being accompanied voy 
rising inflation. In fact, for tne Summit countries as a who e, 
inflation was down to 4-1/2 percent last year, which is rough.y where 
it was before the first oil shock. And it's expected tnat tne rate 
will decline furtner for tne Summit countries as a whole in 1985. 


Well, those are good signs. And, in general, the heads 
of government will be justified in taking an optimistic point of view 
and maybe even pointing witn pride, if they choose to do tnat. 


On the other hand, tne focus is, and should be, sore on 
ahat are tne problems anead tnan on what have we acnieved so far. 
And all of tne countries do have some important problems. 


The basic problems are the same in all of the Summit 
countries, althougn their relative importance differs quite a pit 
from one country to anotner. But they all have problemas of budget 
deficits and they all have problems of inflation. They ail have 
problems of unemployment. And tney have a number of other provlens 
in common. But they differ in their relative isportance. 


For us, of course, the two the President is putting tne 
greatest attention on are the budget deficit, and one that I didn't 
tick off that they all have, structural rigidities, these dealing on 
the -- de*' oc with that with <= through tax reform because of the 
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distortions that are introduced in our tax -- everybody's tax 
programs introduce distortions, and that'll be a topic here. 
Probably a thicd emphasis for the President will be maintaining 
openness of markets. 


For the other countries, Japan has come to a point where 
it’s able to assume more responsibilities for the world economic 
system, for leadership in the world economic system, than was 
possible in the past, and it is aoving in that direction. Japan also 
has various structural rigidities within Japan. They're working at 
liberalization of capital markets, at opening up their markets for 
access to goods from abroad, and other efforts to reduce the 
inefficiencies and rigidities in their economy. 


And I should mention that of course, while those thinjs 
ace of interest to us, they are of great value to Japan, the things 
that they're trying to do in liberalizing capital markets and opening 
up access for imports. Those are very much to the benefit of the 
Japanese people and to the extent that they're carried ouvt will 
increase the standard of living there. 


In Europe and Canada, and especially Durope, the most 
pressing as of the agenda are going to deal with what we call 
structural reform. I think I mentioned last year that the buzz words 
going around were “liberalization”, “derigidification", 
Sestructuralization and so on. Those words fortunately seem to have 
diminished and I think they don’t fit into one column of newstype or 
something or other, and we've got more straight English this year in 
discussing with these things. 


Now, when we talk about this, we mean obstacles in -- to 
ascjustment in markets. Those markets normally should bring adout 
shifts from activities that are no longer as productive as new 
alternatives that have become available, or to take advantage of new 
resources that may have become available, or new skills, or new 
knowledge and 80 on. . 


Markets should bring about those transitions smoothly, 
Sut in Surope particularly, there have been many obstacles placed 
usually sy governments, or at any rate, supported by governzents, 
that have prevented that movement, and large backlogs of inefficiency 
have accumulated there which are difficult to deal with but do neec 
to Se dealt with. 


They have very high real wage cates, they have very high 
non-wage costs of labor, they have very generous welfare and 
unemployment benefits that make the margin of benefit from working 
over not working keep that margin small. They have cules which limit 
firing people, as a result of which people are very reluctant to hire 
any y. They'd much prefer to build @ machine so that they won't 
have to hire anybody because they can lay off the machine if their 
business fails or isn't doing very well, or their demand fluctuates. 


So there are a lot of these rigidities in Curope from 4 
number of different sources. A lot of them related to both sides of 
the labor market <= Soth the supply of and the demand for lasor. As 
a cesult of that, employvent isn’t any higher there than it was 15 
years a90, and unemployment is at record high levels and rising, even 
though their economy is rising. And at the last summit, there was a 
good deal of attention focused on the President because while the 
others were getting growth, we were getting more, but they focused 
more attention on the fact that he was getting his distributed 
through the population by lowering unemployment rates which they were 
not doing, and that, of course, is equally important. It's as 
important to distribute the benefits as it is to get then. 


The second major objective at the summit, and in some 
way other than the one that I've been talking about, which is getting 
each economy into the best possible shape to contribute to the 
international economic syste®. wseyona that 
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taere ace important international activities, particularly on the 
trading system, where we hope that a new round of sultilateral trade 


negotiations will be agreed to to start in early 1986. 


Trade liceralization nas propably beea the greatest 
single contrioutor to the unprecedented growtn of prosperity since 
tne second World War, and to ics unprecedented distribution, not only 
witain countries, out among countries. And tne trading system is 
gradually oceing eroded in one way and another. In addition, changes 
in tne economy save occurred that maxe the other system -~ the old 
system of GATT oosolete even if it's working perfectly. It needs 
adaptation to smodera conditions. 


The OECD ainisters, a couple of weeks ago in Paris, 
indicated tnat preparations for &@ new round snould oegin vy the -- 
before tae end of the summer, and tmat twen -- witn the idea to 
starting negotiations on tne new round as soon as anes It seems 
to us, 4&8 800m 48 ~- that means early ‘se. 


One reason we're interested in that is to contain 
protectionist pressuces not only in our country, but in ail these 
countries. That when a -- waen somebody working in a particularly 
industry Of an owner in 4 particular industry is having trouble with 
foreign competition, he's likely to seek protection against the 
competition. #ut if you can show him that if he'll give up nis 
particular <= the advantage tnat ne gets from that, simultaneously, 
ecores of otner people will oe giving up their benefits whicn ace 
Costing aim something, then ne provacly will oe oetter off in tne 
met, if ne's assured of this mutual deal across tie Doard. Whereas, 
if you just focus on one thing at a time, it's clear that ne vas an 
advantage in gaining some kind of protection. 


So twat will of @ particular interest of tine President. 
You cememoer ne mentioned tnat in tne State of tne Union message and 
one's mentioned it any numoer of times since. In fact, I don't «now 
if we's failed -- if ne's passed up any Opportunity to mention it. 


A second area, 4 much more snort one out where there will 
oe talk avout cooperation, will ve twe food crisis in suo-Saharan 
Atcica. Tne United States, of course. is taking a Leading role 
tsere. Our aid exceeds one oillion Joliars and it's more than that 
of all tne otner donors comoined. We're not only trying to Jeal with 
tne people that are starving rignt now, out we're also trying to lay 
tue groundwors for preventing similar incidents in tne future oy 
improving tne efficiency and tne organization of agriculture in their 


economies yeneraily. 


We have an African Esonomic Aeform Program, Food for 
Progress In‘tiative in Africa, and we think that there could be 
benefit trom cooperation among the donor countries. Ali of tue 
summit countries, I saould say, af@ making impressive contributions 
to twe sitwation in Africa and, oy cooperetion, could prooavly 
acnieve moce in tue aggregate tnan just tne sum of the total 
cont frivutions. 


Tnere will oe a taird point that will receive a fair 
amount of empnasis at donn -- will of protection of tne environment, 
partticuilariy vecause of tne situation in Germany woere, a8 Ou «Know, 
teere Aave o@@n some dramatic iapairment of their torests. And tierce 
Certainly will oe some discussion of that and of cooperation on 
dealing witn those proolems which, again, effect all of tne 
countries, though in different degrees of intensity. 


And then tnere will be a mumber of special areas that we 
~~ where tnere will probadly oe less extensive discussion. For 
example, toe manned space station. Last sear, tne President invited 
tne other countries, if they would like to, to participate in our 
plans for a manned space station and they've all accepted. And there 
will prowasly o@ <= tnere will be some discussion of that. 
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Perhaps some discussion of energy -- problems of energy 
supply, possioilities of disruption, and so on. 


Tnat‘s all I have to say by way of an introduction. 


Q Do you anticipate that these summit nations will try 
to make any «kind of a concerted statement about acid rain deyond the 
general expression of concern for tne environment? Will they 
actually try to do anything about it or set up any new mechanisms to 
deal with the problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they will 
set up a zechanism. At London, they discussed this issue and they 
asked tie environment ministers to consider for tunis summit wnat 
steps would oe appropriate to take. And tne environment ministers 
did meet in London in Decemoer, with tne exception of tine Frenca, and 
did work out @ program whicn is essertially one aimed at getting more 
- knowledge. 


Tne fact is that people don't really know what's killing 
taose trees in Germany. All sorts of people are convinced tney do 
«now. And in our country, as you know, the President nas twice 
doubled tne amount of money deing spent on research on those issues. 
But there are obstacles to getting knowledge instantly. 


Yes? 


Q Are the French still holding out on setting a date 
for a new GATT round pending setting up a monetary conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So far -- as you «know, 
Secretacy Jaker said as far as we're concerned, there's no linxage 
oetween those two issues. Tie Frencn are saying tnat it migat oe 
premature to say now tuat we will launch tne new rounu in ‘bo, for 
reasons wnich -- tne reasons for tne delay, we'd agree witn. We 
don't thin« they rceyguire a delay. One of them is to make sure that 
tne LOCs are well-informed and are brought in to the action. Anotner 
is to make gure we «nOw woiat we want to talk avout. 


Well, work's oeen going on since November, ‘32 on tnose 
things. sill drock nas aad any numoer of meetings witn peopie fron 
LOCs. So we tnink tnat if they meet in -- oy tne end of July, tnat 
it snouidn't take tnem more taan four to Six montns to prepare, and — 
tnat would mean tney could start early in ‘86. 


Q Waat is going to oe different, if anything, apout 
tnis summit compared to tne others you've planned? And will there be 
any concrete agreements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As to winat will <= well, 
let me say first, on the concrete agreements, I don’t Know when sou 
call an agreement concrete and when not. dsut this -- gummits 
recently nave definitely avoided making deals. You know, I"1l do 
tnis if you'll do tnat and we'll all get together and do these 
tnings. They nave, nowever, expressed general policies tnat tney all 
accepted. 


For example, at Williamsourg, they expressed a policy on 
dealing witn the debt situation in LOCS which they tnen reiterated at 
London. I don't know if you call that a concrete agreement or not. 
Nooody was obligated, but they did come to 4 consensus that that was 
4 good approach. That's tne kind of thing that I think will nappen. 
I tnink there will be a consensus on & number of issues nere and tnat 
tney will woe refiected in the communique. 


Someoody right oehind you had a nand up. 


Q In pcevious years during the recovery, tne President 
Otten said tnat a strong dollar was a sign of success, tuat our 


MORE 











economy was growing, and that we were the envy of these other 

mations. It appears that he's going to be going to this summit with 
our growth slowing down. How will he respond to questions about the 
deficit, tne slower growth, and the relative strength -- the weakness 


of the vollar? ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, I can't 
put words in his mouta, but I can suggest possible responses of ay 
own to questions like tnat. Our economy last year grew at an almost 
7 percent cate. Tnat's an unsustainable rate. And you'll notice, we 
never talk apout growth without saying non-inflationary, and we never 
talk aoout non-inflationary growtn without saying sustainable. And 
conseyuentiy, it nas to oe at a lower rate this year or else we're 
headed for a collapse eventually, running into a Drick wall. 


The issue is whether the very low figure for the first 
quarter, which is lower oy far than we woulu -- than is necessary to 
get a sustainable rate, whether that is a symptom of a real change or 
is @ passing pnenomenon. As you know, tnere's a lot of erratic 
variation in these figures and we nad a quarter last year woen all of 
4 sudden, the numper was quite low and there was some alarm, and tnen 
the next quarter was up. 


So it's too early to say that it's turning down too far, 
whicn is wnat that first quarter number looks like. And there's some 
reasons, when you look oehind that number, to think maybe it doesn't 
snow tnat. For example, domestic demand was up avout 4 percent 
dusing -- or sometning like that, during tne first quarter. 


On tne value of the dollar, the -- of course, whether you 
call the dollar too high or not -- the dollar's worth wnat, like 
anytauing else, worth what people will pay for it. And they‘'il pay a 
lot. You nave to recognize that tne United States economy, in many 
Wa/s, is suostantially more productive curcently tnan any otner in 
tae world, soti for economic reasons and political reasons. This 
recovery we're in is 
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strongly driven by private investment and the private investment is 
largely American money that isn‘t going abroad. It hasn't been a big 
inflow of foreign money -- hardly any increase in that. The -- you 
keep hearing about the increase in the net capital imports, so it is 
an increase in net but it came about by lowering the outflow of 
capital. And the American capital is staying here because (a) it's 
very remunerative here. The chances of security and of return over a 
long period are good here -- much better than in other economies. 


The result of that is that capital all over the world has 
been flowing in here and capital movements far dominate the value of 
foreign exchange over trade movements -- some people say as much as a 
factor of ten to one. I don't think there are any good figures on it 
but its clear they dominate. 


So, the high value of the dollar does reflect the 
effectiveness of the American economy or you can put it the other way 
-- it reflects the failure of the other economies to do anything like 
as well. 


Q If I could just follow up for a second -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Will the President then continue to say that the 
high value of the dollar is a product of our policy and a desirable 
result when he's questioned about it from the other heads of state? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘t know whether he 
will or not, but I‘m just telling you I think it's a product of our 
very successful economic policies. It's got some serious drawbacks, 
of course, if you're trying -- if you're making anything that's 
supposed to sell abroad, you've found that out -- that it's hard to 
sell abroad and if you're importing, of course, you think it's an 
advantage or if you're thinking of traveling abroad. It does have 
some very adverse trade effects but in the long run, it brings us 
capital which adds to the productivity of our labor -- gives them 
better tools to work with and more of them and will increase their 
efficiency. 


Of course we'll have to pay back the interest in profits 
but that doesn’t take the total increase in outputs. So, froma long 
run point of view, it is beneficial. 


Well, I‘1ll switch -- his hand was up first. This one's 
closest. 


Q In addition to encouraging the Europeans to remove 
structural rigidities, will the President encourage them to actively 
Stimulate their economies? There's been some confusion on that 
issue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know there has, 
entirely on the press in my opinion. I even had them quote me as 
saying something like that. We -- I have repeatedly said they ought 
to increase their growth and it never occurred to me that that meant 
have the government spend more money -- that's a way to decrease 
their growth. 


What we mean by that is exactly what the Europeans talk 
about when they say remove structural rigidities -- get rid of the -- 
get the government off the backs of the people, as the President 
sometimes says, stop the obstructions. 


Q What about cutting taxes? Are you going to 
encourage any of the governments to cut taxes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that we 
will get that involved in their domestic affairs but I think, again, 
I personally would be inclined to emphasize that the so-called Reagan 
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tax cuts result were followed by increases in revenue, that there was 
the change in the tax structure that was important in stimulating our 
economy by giving people incentives to redeploy their capital from 
inefficient uses to efficient uses, giving them an incentive to work 
by letting them keep at least half of what they make if the -- of the 
additional earnings if they do work. I think it was those things 
that made the difference. In fact, we didn‘t have a real tax cut, as 


it looked by the -- in the aggregate. 
Let's go way in the back which I tend to overlook. Yes? 


Q Back to the linkage between the trade negotiations 
and the monetary conference, EC President Delors in his speech to -- 
earlier mace that connection. He said that there is no sense 
starting a new trade round if we're not going to deal with the 
monetary system that's the basis of that trade and he also brought up 
the question of involving the developing countries fully before they 
set a -- the time for the new round of trade talks. Could you 
comment on those two -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I didn't hear his 
-- or read his talk or really hear about it until what you just said 
so I don't think I really can comment on it very intelligently other 
than to say we think both are problems. I think you realize, don't 
you, that work on improving the monetary system is, in fact, ahead of 
work on a trade round because at the 
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Versailles -- at the Williamsburg Summit, they charged the G-10 
finance ministers with examining the need and the opportunities and 
possible methods for improving the world monetary system. And they 
-- at London, they asked them to please report by the end of June, by 
the middle of ‘85, which -- and they do plan to report, by the middle 
of June -- that report will be discussed by the G-10 ministers in 


Tokyo in July, is it? 
Q June. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: June. Until we see -- 
that'll be when they discuss their final report. ‘Well, until we see 
that, we don't quite know what's appropriate. Secretary Baker did 
say in his statement in Paris that he guessed the kind of thing that 
would be in it, and if it did have some proposals for improving the 
working of the system of the sort he anticipates, that it might be 
worth thinking about the possible value of having finance ministers 
of the main industrial countries get together and talk about how to 
carry them out. 


There were earlier reports that if the U.S. could 
not get sufficient support for a global round of trade talks that it 
would simply seek talks with interested nations. Is that the policy? 
Is that the tradition? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: We don't have a firm 
policy on what we'll do in that event because we're fairly optimistic 
that we will get a trade round established in ‘86. If we don't, 
we'll have to think about what to do. I think we shouldn't <-- I 
personally think we shouldn't sit by and just watch the system 
disintegrate. But exactly what we should do instead, I don't know, 
because nothing is comparable in effectiveness with a multilateral 
trade system. 


Q Could I ask just one other thing? Last year, the 
American officials adamantly objected the notion advanced by some 
Europeans that there was a connection between interest rates anc 
Geficits. tas -- and also said there was absolutely no proof to that 
end. Was anything changed in that regard as far as the American 
position is concerned? 


ENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The -=- let me sa; 
two things about that. Somewhere between one and two dozen studies 
have been made on that issue in the last three years or so by some -- 
Dy government agencies, one by my office in the State Department, one 
by Beryl Sprinkel's office in the Treasury, a number by different 
federal reserve banks, some by people in universities, some by people 
in think tanks, the Congressional Budget Office I think at least 
looked into the studies, and in the -=- you look at them all together, 
there simply isn't the evidence there of a relation. 


However, I don't think that makes any difference because 
whether it affects the interest rates or not, the deficit -= and 
incidentally there is evidence that the level of government 
expenditures affects the interest rates even if the deficits don't -- 
whether they do or not, the deficit, in my personal opinion, which I 
believe the President -- is reflecting the President's -- is by {far 
the most serious economic problem the United States faces. So 
whether or not it's hurting Curopean countries is irrelevant. It's a 
top priority for us to get it down. 


Yes? 


Q I know you just deal with the summit and not the 
entire Curopean trip, but is it your sense that the uproar that's 
been created over the 3itburg visit is overshadowing the summit at 
this point? 


MR. SINS: Can this be the last question, please? 
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Q Could we have one more -- 
MR. SIMS: Are you going to go back on economic issues? 


Q Is it overshadowing the economic summit, and also, 
is it your sense that the visit is going to take place at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any sense 
about either. I've been traveling around working on the summit; I've 
hardly even had time to read the local papers, much less watch TV or 
much less ~~ what other papers -- I just don't have any feel for 
that at all. 


Yes? 


2 What is exactly the content of these trade talks, 
this trade round of negotiations that we see? Can you give us 
general, and then some specific illustrations as to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: I can start, and if 
necessary I can get Doug McMann to expand on it, but for one thing, 
the present GATT essentially is confined to manufactured goods and 
tariffs. That's a slight exaggeration, but -- too much of an 
exaggeration? 


Q Not much discipline over the agricultural sector. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. So what we need is 
something over agriculture, high technology areas that have developed 
since the -- really, since the GATT was developed. Services is a 
very important area, particularly for the United States. 


In addition, besides tariffs, non-tariff barriers have 
become far more important -- quotas, particularly -- voluntary 
restraint agreements, and really a counterpart to all that are 
subsidies. They're not quite restraints, they're pushing things out, 
but they distort trade. 


All of those things need to Se dealt with, and our 
position is, anything can be put on the table. There's nothing that 
we say can't be talked about and negotiated about in a new round. ‘Je 
aren't saying what our position will -=- we'll have to think about it, 
but all of them need to de considered. 


Q . When you say “high technology,” those are 
manufactured goods, largely. Why is there something special about 
that that hasn't been prior -- previously included? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, some -- I think 
you're right that a lot of it is manufactured goods, but a lot of it 
has to do with things like : 


MORE 





°“ lle 


computer programming. You remember we've had a fuss with the 
Japanese recently under the heading of protecting intellectual 
property, and I should have gentioned that as another thing the GATT 
needs to deal with. A lot of the nigh technology comes under that 
heading of protecting intellectual property. 


Q Last week, the developing countries were very 
reluctant to call -- to join in the call for a new trade round. They 
said that conditions need to be met, sore openness in developed 
nations for their goods. Do you feel that the industrial nations can 
put forth enough incentives to the developing nations to bring then 
on board a GATT round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say when 
you start a sentence with “developing countries think” or something, 
wnat follows is wrong -- (laughter) -- because there's a great deal 
of diversity among them. (Laughter.) They don't agree among 
themselves. And they've had serious discussions on just these 
issues, about the new round. And certain developing countries are 
strongly opposed to it. Others are strongly in favor. We have very 
strong support, for example, from the ASEAN countries and otherwise 
it's spotty. So “the developing countries” is a very large and 
hetrogeneous category and does not have uniform opinions on mucn of 


anything. 


Q But do you feel that you can bring enougn of them on 
board? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, absolutely. 
Furthermore, a lot of the ones that are against, if they understood 
their own interests better -- we've been trying to find out exactly 
what's eating them, what are tney afraid of -- and <-- in order to 
make sure tnat those are not real hazards and try to explain to them 
that they aren't. 


Some of the things that they're afraid of might happen in 
@ new round are much more certain to happen to them if we don't save 
@ new round, and we need to bring that out to them. So, we certainly 
nave to have a lot of discourse with them. And Ambassador Brock nas 
oeen doing a great deal of work on tnat. And 1 might say it wasn't 
@y idea to give nim a different job, out -- (laugater.) 


Q Things like what? Things like what that they're 
afraid of tnat would nappen to tnem without the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they're afraid 
that they will be prevented from developing -- let's say -- 
sophisticated computer tecnnology or going into the international 
aircraft re-insurance business. Well, they haven't got any chance of 
going into those businesses anyway at the present time, until they 
develop a lot further, but those are among the kinds of things that 
-- that kind of worry then. 


Q Do you expect that the leaders will be able to 
announce that they've agreed on a date for tue start of a new round? 
Or will they only be able to express some general principle tnat this 
is desirapole? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I think I 
indicated, we hope that they will assert that a new round ought to 
start early in ‘86. That's what we think, and that's -- quite a 
number of the others think. The Japanese and the Canadians are 
firmly on board on that. 


Within the EC, they're divided. But they speak only as 
one. So wnen it comes to trade issues, it's as if you only had four 
participants in the Summit, the EC, Canada, Japan and the U.S. 


Q Well, tnere was a question on that that I don't 
believe you did answer, which is that the French are still insisting 











that in exchange for their agreement on that they want you to agree 
to a specific date for -- 4 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They haven't been 
talking that way in terms of a direct linkage. They were at one 
tise. 


MR. SIMS: Could we give the Colonel the last question? 


Q I think it was before Williamsburg that it was 
advertised that this would be the first Summit, Williamsburg, at 
which the commjuniques were not written in Washington before we left. 
(Laughter.) Will the comafjuniques be formulated after the meeting or 
vefore? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the communique will 
be written at the end of the first day, overnight. At Williamsburg 
and at London we worked until approximately 4:00 a.m. on it, and then 
we presented it to the President at breakfast about 7:00 a.m. And 
then when tney convene, they have all gone over it by that time and 
tney approve it or disapprove -- make changes in it. 


Q Can I follow up and ask if there will be a separate 
political -- geo-political communique? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can't say for 
sure. You'll nave to ask ay colleague. If you want to Know what I 
guess, I guess there will. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:43 P.M. EST 
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SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, the Senate 
began, this afternoon, the debate on the budget for fiscal ‘86. 
After quite a period of -- what? -- two to three gonths of going over 
the budget by the admzinistration, the President submitted it the end 
of January. It was subject to some discussion at that point, shall 
we say, and the Senate Budget Committee took over. It voted out an 
enticely -- not an entirely, but a budget that was considerably 
different from the one that we had sent up. 


Thanks to the work of ay colleague and a few others, we 
went througa quite a process in which we compromised with the Senate 
leadership on a proposed budget. That budget will mow be the subject 
of the desate, that compromise. 


Very oriefly, this overview has §51 billion, let's call 
it, in tne first year of cuts from tne base line. It has a total of 
$295 billion to $300 billion at the end of a three-year period of 
total cuts from the original. It was felt that the President would 
nave to get behind this and really push it if it were going to go 
across because it is so encompassing that there are many parts of it 
that cause problemas for many individual Senators. 


As a result of that, the President is going on television 
tonight at 8:00 p.m., national, with @ plea to the American public to 
get behind this and to write, to call, or to wire their Senators and 
indicate to them that they do want the federal spending curtailed and 
they want that deficit reduced. 


Now, from my -- what we propose to do this afternoon from 
my point of view, I'll give a few brief thoughts on why I think that 
it’s imperative to the economy at this particular juncture. My 
colleague will take over and discuss not only the budget in detail, 
as \: is the master of that, but also will give you his own views on 
why ne thinks it essential to curtail federal spending. 


And you can ask questions as we go or wait until each of 
us has made 4 statement, as you will. I would prefer that you 
listen, even if it's ad nauseum, until we get finished with our 
statements and then we'll take questions that you may have. 


From the point of view of the economy, why is it 
important that this year, of ali years, the oudget be curtailed? Way 
is it more important this year than it was in ‘64? Why more 
important than in ‘63, and so forth? Weil, first of all, it's the 
stact of tne second term. This budget will set the tone for the 
second Reagan Lerma in office. 


Tne economy, itself, is at a crossroads also. The first 
quarter of ‘65 was a weak quarter, coming on top of two quarters that 
were good Dut not great, in the final two quarters of ‘64. I's 
talking calendar here, obviously. And that being the case, the size 
of tne ftederal deficit is becoming a Durden to business. What is 
happening is that the amount of oorrowing Dy the Treasury is taking 
an awful lot out of the combined national and international pool of 
savings and Susiness is paying more for its money that it otherwise 
would be. 
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A loose fiscal policy -- and oy loose, I sean if nothing 
wece done to reduce this deficit. it would be somewhere in the 
neighoorhood of probably -- what? -- $227 billion if not touched at 
this particular soment. That kind of a deficit would sake sonetary 
controis very difficuit to administer. It would nave to oe tight 
monetary for that loose fiscal. Sy exercising fiscal discipline, we 
can allow tne monetary autoorities to have a freer hand than they 
otherwise would. 


We are assured, first of all, by the Federal Reserve, in 
tae person of Pauli Volcker in nis testisony in Februars on this 
suoject; then later, even the day osefore sesterday, oy Press Martin 
on this subject, and oy 4 whole group of economists tnat Boo Dole has 
polled to see what would sappen if we did exercise some sore fiscal 
cestraint. And the answer is we should have an easier sonetary 
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therefore, lower rates of interest. To the extent thet farmers, 
automobile sales, exports, any number of things are dependent upon 
rates of interest, housing, you name it, reduced rates of interest 
certainly will help our economy. So it's for that reison that we 
think that we gust get this controlled. 


Ané then, if that weren't enough, the mere fact that 
we're still taking 25 percent of Gross National Product in the third 
year of recovery seems to us to be excessive, and we feel that we 
must cut back on the amount of the Gross National Product that's 
being spent at the federal level. We prefer to see it in the 21 to 
22 percent area; that is our goal. 


The final point that I'll make before 7 it over to 

oY colleague -~- taxes. The President, in his speech tonight, will 

t heed Go on that subject, that there is another way to reduce the 
Geficit -- granted -- and that is to raise taxes. Sut again, at this 
juncture of the economy, that would be counterproductive. It 
certainly wouldn't help a job formation, it certainly wouldn't help 
in forming new businesses, it certainly wouldn't help in raising new 
capital to add taxes or to help consumption. 


So the net of that is, is that we do not believe that's 
the way, and the President will reiterate in the speech tonight that 
be will veto any tax increase. So the President will put his all 
into trying to win this battle. The dynamics of it are that the 
votes anc some of the amendments will start tomorrow in the Senate, 
and will probably proceed along this line. There will be no 
amendment:: offered on Monday because there'll be a lot of Democrats 
away, but the final votes will yer be Tuesday or Wednesday, 
after the President has left the United States, in my judgement, at 
least timewise, for the Sonn summit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Everybody here is 
intimately ant painfully familiar with all of the details, so let me 
just try to take one minute to refocus on the big picture -- what 
this package is, why it’s essential and why we think it can go. 


Number one, it's big enough to make a - oo 
Giftference to the economy for the reasons that 7° league 
Gescribed, and it's not oonely @ matter of the $52 billion in savings 
the first year or the $300 billion ower three years that I'm talking 
about. 


I am also suggesting that this is a hard, credible 
package that really does save money, reduce the deficit, and begin to 
reduce the pressure from federal borrowing. There's no flinflan, 
there is no blue smoke in this. These savings come from changing the 
entitlement laws permanently, from changing automatic spending 
provisions like COLAs, which will yield savings, from terminating 
eg which will make a fundamental difference in the path of the 

get. 


Also, since the problem with the deficit is a structural 
problem that extends out over many years, this package is geared to 
that problem because it creates a rising wedge of real savings so 
that the structural deficit can close rapidly over time. 


What you have to do in this package to get the $52 
billion the first year automatically generates $100 billion the 
second year -- doubled. And the third year it's tripled because 
you're changing the fundamental structure of the budget, so you've 

® structural problem, this is @ structural solution, it’s hard 
and credible. 


Second, it is balanced enough to be credible and fair and 
Goes lay down @ powerful marker of shared sacrifice. Wow, there is 
mo major area of the budget or component that's exempt from major 
changes save the social safety net programs, the core programs that 
were rceformed in 1981, and the President reiterates that tonight. 





AFOC, food stamps, WIC and so forth aren't touched; everything else 
‘is. 


Defense, which is about 30 percent of the budce., 
provides nearly $100 billion in owtlay savings over three years, or 
one-third of the package. So defense has contributed a proportionate 
share and then some. The automatic cost of living pensions, a 
quarter of a trillion a year, a quarter of the budget, 








are limited with @ 2 percent formula, as you know. That saves $30 
billion over 3 years. So thet part of the budget does sake « 
contribution. 


The medical programs are subject to a variety of provider 
restraints, freezes and reforms that create large savings over 
several years, $20 billion over the 3-year period. 


So I think from the point of view that you not only need 
a big peckege, but it has to be spreed and sized in « way that all 
parts of the budget, and, indirectly, ell parts of society 
participate -- and that that proposition’s been constantly laid down 
on the Hill. This packege responds to it and anewers it in a way 
that can sake the whole thing hang together. 


Third and final point is that we have been able to invent 
& procedure for consideration of this enormous package with all its 
historic changes that will dramatically frame the issue in teras of 
the national interest versus the various special interests that 
adhere to ell these sany provisions and programs of the budget. And 
that procedure will be leid down by leader Dole tomorrow in which the 
first vote will occur on this package, the compromise package that 
was negotiated out in the way ay colleague described between the 
administration and the Senate leadership. 


So we will not have to go through three or four days and 
hundreds of little votes on this program or that programs and lose 
sight of the overall enterprise or proposition. The first big and 
dramatic vote will be on this peckage. Ana we think with each 
passing hour, and with the big impetus that we're going to get 
tonight, we will have those votes when it occurs tomorrow, or late 
tomorrow. 


Under the procedure, perfecting amendments will still be 
in order. But those perfecting amendments will be under « very stern 
condition, and that is that they have to be sero sum or trade-off 
amendments. After we pass the package and frame the issue and lay 
Gown the target of $300 billion, any amendments will have to <-- that 
want to restore money for Program A or 8 will either have to cut it 
somewhere else or explicitiy edd to the deficit so that people will 
be voting at one and the same tise for sdding spending and raising 
the deficit and breaking the budget and undermining the framework 
that has been laid down. 


Now, that won't prevent dozens of perfecting amendments 
from being offered. But each and every time they come up, we'll 
raise the issue of the national interest in getting this budget under 
control and thereby iaproving enormously the chances of a strong 
economy versus the special interest in adding soney to Aatrack for 
education or farm or whatever the case may be. 


We think that because this procedure has been crafted in 
this way thet we will have a fighting chance as we go through this 
process, first, to win the package and then to hold it together. But 
most iaportantiy, the public will see what is really involved as we 
confront these difficult choices. 


So thoee are the remarks that I thought would be useful 
to throw in here. 


Q How's this differ from the <-- any other year's 
procedures? Apendments are amendments, and they can tear the budget 
apart and end up with the whole thing coming unraveled. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think 
enendments are amendments, and the Senate is an open-ended desocrecy, 
in the very extreme sense of the word, and it can be torn spert. But 
after the overall package has been approved and the framework hes 
been established and people are required to say, “I think Amtrack is 
eo important that I want to put $500 million end edd to the deficit,” 








I think there will be a different attitude, different environment as 
that debate proceeds. 


In the past, people could edd to amendment -- add 
amendments on any bill or any resolution. But under this procedure, 
they will be perfecting amendments suoject to the rule cf tradeoff, 
subject to the rule of consistency and we're going to make a lot out 
of that and I think it*ll make a big difference in the proceedings. 


Q What if you lose on the first vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if we lose on the 
ficet vote, we've got to try again. But we're going to be working to 
pull out all the stops between now and then to sake sure we don't. 


I think the attitude up there is that the hour is late. 
The day of reckoning is here. We've got to ha.« this package, and 
even though some people still want to sake a reservation here or 
there about peifecting some small part of this package, I think we'll 
have the votes to pass it. 


Q Just to be clear, this is not an up-or-down vote. 
The first vote is not. 


SENIOR ADMI™“CTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is. It's an up- 
or-down vote on the pac tage. 


Q But after that, if it's up, there will still be 
perfecting amendments allowed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


Q Why? If you have a straight up-and-down vote, why 
mot say, “Well, that’s it. Let's go home.” 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if it were the 
Cclosed-rule procedure of the House, that would be the end of it. 
There is no closed-rule procedure in the Senate, but this is a close 
second cousin. 


Q Ie thie the only way you can do it to really get the 
entire package? Do you have to do it this way? Do you heave to have 
this sort of up-or-down vote in the very beginning to get the package 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we think so, ‘~ 
order to lay out the framework, in order to lay down the marker o! 
what the whole process is about. You can’t construct this one 
program at a time on the floor. We know that. There were various 
efforts made even informally to construct # budget brick by brick, 
and nobody will ever agree. 


I think going through the process, and the education that 
has occurred as 4 result of that, has now convinced members that they 
want to lay down 4 big package, endorse it and then stay with it to 
the extent that they can, recognizing that here or there this package 
isn't perfect and somebody will have something to say under the rule 
of consistency that will reserve their rights to make pe: fections. 


Q ~~ maybe let's look for &@ moment at what the 
President's going to say tonight. You say he is going to 
specifically ask the American people to telephone, telegraph, call 
their Senators? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Keep those cards and letters coming. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. Keep the 
heat on then. 








He also asks for line-item veto, by the way. 
Q He'll ask for line-item veto as well tonight? 


SENIOR ADMINIST”ATION OFFICIAL: Yes. , - 


Q Suppose you get -- 
Q Is that sort of s fall-back position, just in case 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you need tnat 
anyway. I mean, even if you pass this package, you need a line-itesx 
veto. 


SEWVIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, his line is: “If 
Congress can't bring itself to do what's right, well, they should at 
least give me what 43 Governors already have, a line-item veto. Then 
I'll gmake the cuts. I‘ll take the responsibility and the heat.” 


Q Sir, could you give us the language on the request 
to the public to get involved in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's what I's 
looking for. Hold up. Here we are. 


“We stand at a crossroads. The hour is late. The task 
is large. The stakes are momentous. I ask you to join us in asaking 
our voices heard in the Senate this week and later in the House. 
Please tell your Senators and Representatives by phone, wire or 
mailgram that our future hangs in the balance, that this is no time 
for partisanship and that our future is too precious to permit this 
crucial effort to be picked apart, piece by piece by the special 
interest groups. We've got to put the public interest first.” 


Q Are the stakes momentous because the deficit is 
going up or because the economy is going down or a combination of 
both? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A combination of both. 


Q But if the economy is going down, how do you 
stimulate it by a package that reduces the deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The answer to that is 
that even kings didn't think in terms of $227 biliion going up to 
$245 billion over a three-year period with a $1.7 trillion debt being 
racked up at the same time. This is much too auch. 


Our feeling is that $50 billion taken from federal 
spending and put into the private sector and spent or saved there 
would be much better than to have us do it. 


Q You mentioned in your rundown that business is 
paying more for money than it would otherwise. Are you indicating 
and will the President indicate that big budget deficits are 
responsible for high interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= we've been over that. 
That's really plowed ground, but I'll go over it once more. 


Q -- this indicated a change. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I understand. No, 


it's no change. Just think for a minute. Six months ago, what was 
the prime rate? 12-1/2. 


Q Yes. 





 Deficit’s going up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAION OFFICIAL: Today, 10-1/2, still too 
high. What was the deficit? What is the deficit doing now? 
Interest. rates, coming down. That's what we've 


been trying to say all along. There's no one-on-one connection. 


But there certainly is a connection betwéen loose fiscal 
policy and tight monetary policy. Ard if you're going to have tight 
monetary policy, you're not going to have lower rates of interest. 
And you cannot have an easy sonetary policy on top of no fiscal 
restraint. 
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Q But, even if you get it -- get the compromise through 
the Senate intact, what happens -- what are you expecting from a 
Democrat-controlled House, if you're having this much trouble with a 
Republican-controlled Senate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot of heat and we 
hope some light shed on this subject to the extent that the Senate, 
having passed it, the ball is right in their court -- they've got to 
do something with it. We know from survey after survey -- I don't 
care which one you take, anywhere from Harris on through -- Gallup or 
what have you, people want that federal spending curbed and they want 
that deficit reduced. 


Q Would you expect another Gramm-Latta salvation -- 
compromise? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's -- I think 
it’s much too early for that. First of all, you've got to remember, 
there's no other game in town. Where is the Democratic alternative 
to this? We're the only one that have come up with a budget. For 
all their ranting and raving -- all their posturing during the 
campaign last year, they still don't have a budget of their own. 
They have not offered a budget. We have the budget and all they can 
Go is snipe at it. But that’s not responsible. They're -- if 
they're going to be responsible they have to come up with an 
alternative or else adopt ours. 


Q Will the President go on television for the House -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It‘s much too early to 
speculate on that. 


Q Are you promising lower interest rates as a -- if 
this is passed or would this stabilize -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm using the words of 
the Chairman of the Federal Reserve who said that he thought at least 
two percentage points would come from a $50 billion cut. 


Q So you think that's -- that was -- on the Senate 
side? 


Q Will the President's support for this effort extend 
to leaning on those Senators who participate in a turkey shoot this 
coming week on the -- 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What do you mean by a 
“turkey shoot?” 


Q Well, -- snipe away at the budget. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, definitely, oh, 
yes. Just as he has in the past, he will be working the phones and 


visits to the Oval Office and the like in order to convince Senators 
to stick with hia. 


Q But will there be reprisals if they don't? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as far as 
reprisals are concerned, that's something that we have never really 
indulged in as yet. 


Q On these perfecting amendments, if they actually 
pass, do they automatically become part of any final package or can 
you go back a second time and throw them out in any sort of -- 

Q You can go back and clean them up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Under the same rule, if, 
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over the course of two or three days a number of these perfecting 
amendments were added and people said we want a higher deficit and 
then they added it all up at the end and they said that's too such, 
you could go back and remove those items under the rule of 
consistency. ° 


Q Have you have any indication -- 


Q And that's -- that's -- just to clarify that, that 
was the -- that square‘s the circle between this Senior 
Administration Official’s statement, that if the final votes would 
come like -- next Tuesday or Wednesday, and the fact that that's what 
happens, it’s a perfection of the total amendment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. I mean, 
you finally, when all is said and done, have to pass the resolution 
which is the underlying vehicle on the floor. What I was saying is 
the critical, the dramatic, the important vote that will frame this 
debate is tomorrow evening late, up front on the package as we put it 
together. 


We cannot deny the Senate legislative body the 
opportunity to perfect under the condition of consistency or 
tradeoffs. Then, when all of that work is done, including perhaps a 
cleanup amendment substitute at the end, we would have to finally 
vote the measure out of the Senate, and that would be the final 
vote -- 


Q But you're giving them a chance then to vote both 
ways. They might be able to vote to save something, and then at the 
end, come back and save. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you can't really 
avoid that. The point, though, is that if we can pass it up front 
and limit the adjustments and changes that occur in the perfecting 
process by the time they go through six days of this, they're going 
to want a package at the end. 


I don't have great doubts that the package at the end 
would pass if we can win up front and then control the perfecting 
amendments along the way. 


Q So what you're saying is that someone who wants to 
restore Amtrak will be able to offer an amendment to do that, but the 
same amendmen’ will also have to show where they are taking cuts off 
something -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His amendment has two 
numbers in it. If he put $600 million in for Amtrak, he has to cut 
$600 million somewhere else, or add $600 million to the deficit. Any 
amendment that doesn't do one of those two things is out of order -- 
can't be offered. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: More important, though, 
at the -- 


Q The cleanup amendment can erase all of that and go 
back to the initial vote. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Theoretically. 

Q Why is it any different from any normal procedure? 
I mean, if an Amtrak proposal calis for the $600 million and he's got 
the $600 million there, why is that different from any other -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Well, because u-der 
regular procedures, you can add $600 million for Amtrak and that's it 
-- do a good deed for Amtrak. 


Q But he's got to say where he wants to get the $600 
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out? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Or acknowledge -- 


Q Speci fially? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Specifically, it has to 
come out of another function, let's say out of Social Security or 


Medicare or postal subsidies, 
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or he has to say, “I am asking you to vote to put $600 million sore 
into the deficit each year.“ Wow, it just creates a little greater 


Q Well, if he takes that second alternative, why is 
that different from any other procedure that we've ever had before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the difference is 
that you went through it one line at a time, and you didn’t have to 
add it up until the end. 


Q So, you'd still be adding it up. If he puts it -- 
you've got $600 million plus your 50 whatever-the-nusber-is. Right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, but it requires a 
sisultaneous vote on the programs and on the total, on the piece and 
on the whole, on what you want to spend and what you want to do about 
the deficit. In every amendment, it's a simultaneous vote. The 
amendsent is not divisible. 


Q Ie this the first time that this has been done? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In this particular way, 


yes. 

Q Sir -- 

Q You sean since you've been in office, in other 
words? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think -- 

Q Okay. 

Q Any sore -- you got eny Democrats -- 

a Are you -~ say ever or -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: I don't know for sure. 
I doubt it. 


Q How close is this vote, sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q How close is the vote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're within 
striking range, but we're not there. And that's why we're going to 
be working, and we think tonight will make the difference. 


Q Any Democrats indicate any kind of support at ail at 
this stege? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they're supportive 
of the goal. (Laughter. ) 


Q Well, Bob Dole this morning said that saybe, you 
know, they had 40 Senators, 40 Republicans on board and that, you 
know -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've gained -- 
Q Pardon se? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- gained during the 
Gay. 


Q You gained during the day? 





Q Ie this the precedent, that we decide that -- that 
tor , tor budget consideration, this procedure will be the 
first t ever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I haye to say 
we're talking about the Senate. In the House, that’s generally the 
way it‘s done. 


Q Yes,- I understand. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a closed rule and 


you either substitute a whole package or you don't amend it. Sut 
thie is a new and focused approach -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you want to go that 
far to say first ever? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I said -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's unique, but whether 
it’s ftiret ever -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could -- I don’t know. 
I don’t know. 


Q But in your five years. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of the Senate, 
this approach of getting the vote on the package and then only 
perfecting it has not been done before to sy knowledge, at least in 
the last three or four years. 


Q Will the reconciliation bill then still be required 
down the line? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The reconciliation bill 
is part of the package that the leader would offer. And so when 
someone proposes « perfecting amendment after it passes, they have to 

both the function and the reconciliation instruction and the 
Geficit. So it's -- 


Q The reconciliation inetructions still have to be -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. So, in this case, 
if you hed an Astrak example, you would put §600 sillion in for 
Astrek; you would edd it to the deficit or take it out somewhere 
elee: and the you would change the reconciletion instruction at the 
same time. Every amendment does the same thing. 


Q But there still has to be « seperate bill further 
Gown the line isplesenting those instructions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. That's right. 


Can we switch just in tere -- looking at the 
substance 8. the eer in comparing it to the Budget Committees 
resolution which ci hed to sweat blood to get through, which is 
voit to be the forsal vehicle that start out with -- correct se 

f I's wrong, but except for defense the COLAs, you know, that 
sakes substantive the kinds of substantive instructional changes that 
you're talking about in « compromise, except for defense and tive COLA 
thing. Suppose they fall beck on that because Chiles and some of the 
others have said they want « COLA freese, and so on and so forth, and 
they want that freese, inflation ftreese on defense. 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATICN OFFICIAL: Well, you can't predict 
the variety of perfecting amendments or atte substitutes that 
sight be offered. i's sure there are « thet would prefer the 
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original package, but basically, the leadership of the Committee, the 
Budget Committee, and of the Senate is committed to this comprosise 
and they're going to do everything within human power. :o hold thes. 


° *] What's the -- ’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the Committee 
is a dead letter. That's behind us. This package builds on 
that and edjusts it. Sut I don’t think anybody’s going to rally back 
to the Committee package. 


Q This is a question on mechanics, but since the 
Senate has no rules, what's to prevent « Senator from refusing to 
give a balancing figure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then the ssendszent 
wouldn’t be in order. 


Q Was this done under unanisous consent? 


SENIOR ADMINILYRATION OFFICIAL: Under the rules of the 
Senate -- under -- because consider 4 budget resolution under « 
different set of rules than all other bills in the Senate. 


Q Could you give us some sore highlights, perhaps, in 
the sain points that the President is going to stress tonight? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, what I have 
gaa talked about -- the economy, the need for where these cuts 
come. A lot of things that are in here that he talks about as to why 
are they necessary. We've sentioned Astrak and things of that 
nature. There's quite « thing in here on defense and the need for 
the 3 percent -- 


OQ What will he say to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he goes into 
Gefense quite a bit. But he promises that any of these -- that 
national security is the first priority and that we need to saintain 
strong Gefenses. Three percent is the rock-bottos level that he'll 
go. And that etill is « smaller share of our budget for defense than 
we hed 20 years ago. 


Defense spending will contribute $100 billion, « full 
third of the proposed budget savings cver the next three years. This 
will sean cancelling some programs, cutting beck on some bases or 
closing thes. Sut mainly we'll try to continue to identify and 
eliminate waste, creck down harder on excesses in contract costs. 


Waste is being eliminated, es we see it. Padding of 
expense eccounts, over-charging, and so forth, should be and will be 
prosecuted to the full extent of the lew. 





And the Senate will face demands to cut defense sore and 
here we sust draw the line. Federal overspending is not caused by 
meeting vital security needs. And this plan will freeze defense 
spending as a share of gross national product at 6.4 percent for the 
next three years, & share well below the & to 9 percent at the tine 
of Eisennower and Kennedy. 


Q Picking up on something you said earlier, is it your 
Opinion that the recovery is really at stake in this vote coming up 


on the cudget? 


SEAIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: Im all honesty, Sill, 
yes, I think so. I think if we can show the financial and business 
Comgunities that we in Wasnington -- I sean the Congress and the 
adginistration, together -- can cut that amount out of the budget, 
they will feel that, in accordance with the blue chip forecast that 
49 months of recovery is in Deing. 


Q Does the President say that? Does the President 
make that point in the speech, that we're really at tie -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're at the crossroads, 
words to that effect. 


Q What's the flip side of that? If we don't succeed 
in cutting tne budget deficit, what happens to the econoay? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then we're in tor 
@ lot of the same old thing, which is inflation, followed oy tight 
money, followed by rising interest rates, followed vy @ slowdown of 
cusiness, followed by the Susiness cycle finally taking over, ending 
this cecovery. 


Q Recession, in other words? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Possibly. At least very 
little growth. What is that new expression the economists now have? 
Growtn cecession or no growth recession? 


Q Getting back t6 the question of interest rates, will 
the President say that cutting the budget deficit will reduce 
interest rates? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: NO. He's not specific 
in «= it doesn’t come out in <-- exectiy use that phrase, no. 


Q What Go you think Wall Street expects out of this? 
Do they expect @ $30 billion cut and they'd Se happier with -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they're <- I 
Gon't Know. Wall Street. Who the bell is Wall Street? I mean, Wall 
Street is 200,000 emplosees, each one of whom seems to open his south 
Gaiily. (Laugnter.) But I think most Wall Street economists and the 
Like are expecting somewhere around §35 billion. 


Q In your lobbying with Senators on this, are sou 
arguing that the President needs @ strong vote on this to have 
something to take to the table in Bonn when you're asking other 
governments to take domestic actions at home? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is an argqueent we 
Go throw in. Frankly, it's not @ strong argument <-- 


Q You're not emphasizing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= with his, although it 
will be @ strong discussion point at the Bonn summit <- what American 
deficits are Going to the rest of the world. Gut we turn that oy 
saying there is another American deficit that's helping the world and 
that's our trade deficit. Without our trade deficit, the fc 
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countries wouldn't oe enjoying what they are enjoying now because 
it’s tne Aperican trade ficite in allowing thes to eazport. And ali 
of taeir cecovery, or tne sajority of it, is export led. 


SESIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can we have one sore 
yeestion. 


Q Do you have « tise agreesent, oy the way, on this 
vote tomgorrow? You sentioned it would be late tosorrow sight. What 
aseurance do you have of that? 


SESIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we really don't 
have 4m aeeurance. Sut under the procedure, there's 4 set amount of 
tise for each step in the procedure and that edds up to acout seven 
hours pilus ail the saneuvering that could occur in between the steps. 
So it's & pretty good prediction it would occur at the end of the day 
tosorrow, but it could spill over to Friday. 


ie) How are you going to keep those Senators who want « 
treesze on defense spending trom just raiding tne defense bili? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


S) How are you going to keep those Senators who want « 
defense treese from just raiding the 3 percent defense increase? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's -- when 
you're putting @ oudget together, that's one of the options peopie 
LOOK at -~- take some nere, add it there. We'll just have to sake a 
case, tise and tise again -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For those of you who are 
Curious 468 to what | just showed ay colleague, on the Contras vote -- 
that's why | stepped out of the room -- Hasilton-Sarnes just passed. 
That's the option to give the $14 sillion for distribution vy the Red 
Cross. Yeas, 4i¥. Says, 206. That's @ 13 vote margin. We need to 
change seven if we're going to win Michel, which is the neat vote. 


Q Better get on the phone. iLaugnter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What do you think the 
rest of them are doing -- (leughter) while sy colleague and I are 
here? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:10 P.M. EST 








The Briefing Roce 
6:05 P.H. EST 


MR. SPEAKES: The briefing, we have Gecided will be on 
weusl briefing riles, that is, on the record, not for ° 
briefers, oi course, are Chief of Staff Don Regan and Director of the 
OMB, Devid Stocksan. 


A couple of housekeepi 
in hend excerpts for -- which were eee Bee Sale eae 
will be handed out at 7:00 p.e. It will be release at 6:00 p.a. 
as will a fect sheet et that tise. : 





exact running tise shortly. Alec, for those who are on our regul 
photo distribution list, one of the graphic -- is there sor 


graphic? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Just one <-- 
MR. SPEAKES: Just one for the ? 


One 
be used in the speech and copies are available to those who are on 
our noreal distribution list. 


Anything elee? 

Q Ie thie briefing embargoed? 

MR. SPEAKES: The briefing is embargoed for 6:00 p.s. 
Q When Go we get the speech? 

MR. SPEAKES: Seven o'clock p.sa. 

The Chief of Staff will lead off. 


MR. REGAN: As you know, the Gebete began this afternoon 
in the Senate on the budget. The President is speaking tonight -- 


Q Eucuse se, are you certein? 


Q No, they postponed -- 


Q I was told that they hed not leid it down, that it 
wouldn't be leid down until tomorrow. 


MR. REGAN: Well, they were starting in their procedure) 
pert this afternoon in order to eccomplish that. 


The -~ what the President is going to say I will 
Geecribe, firet in economic teres. David will leter describe the 
Geteile of it and the interplay of what will be happening on the 
floor es fer as trying to get this seasure through. 


Prose an econosic point of view, we think that at this 
particular point in tise, deficit reduction is sandatory. Priserily 
beceuse our econosy is not that strong at thie tise, we want this 
recovery to continue. It's 29 months old; the averege recovery is 38 





months. So this is a maturing recovery. 


To keep it going we need « lot sore in the private 
sector. As you know, job creation has been one of 
we've struck. Job creation requires 300,000 to 400,000 new jobs per 
month. You cannot continue that with « faltering econcay. 


How Goes the deficit impact on the economy? What's 


happening? The federal government is spending currentiy close to 25 
percent of our Gross National Product. That's up such higher than 
it has been during the 50's and 60's. 


The - we would like to get that spending down to where 
it’s somewhere in ae neighborhood of 21 to 22 percent. The federal 
government's revetives are amounti to just over 19 percent. 
Obviously the difference is our deficit. To get that deficit down 
the President will be stating in no uncertain teras tonight that the 
proper way to do it is to reduce federal spending, not increase 
taxes. As a matter of fact, in his television address ne will sgain 
promise to veto any tax increase. 


Tne budget that will be the subject of Giscussion in the 
Senate in which the President will bce putting his full weight benind 
is @ compromise that's been arrived at by the Republican 
edainistration and the Republican leaders in the C ess. it'sa 
mammoth cut -- aleost $51 billion in the first year from the baseline 
amounting to close to $300 billion over the three year period of ‘86, 
‘87 and ‘68 -- fiscal. 


To get that means changing quite «a few things -- 
eliminating some i? programs, cutting down at least 20 -- of ftreesing 
20 sore. There are aajor changes which Deve will describe to you in 
it. I don’t think any of these will come as « surprise to sost of 
you but, nevertheless, they are things that will be the subject of 
auch heated discussion in tne Senate over the next severel days. 


The President will be calling on the American public to 
support the effort to cut this Sudget -- asking them to call, write 
and send ssilgrems to the Senate over the next several days to 
register their protest egainst any failure to cut this budget. 


The -- from an economic point of view, if this budget is 
not cut, quite obviously the only way that the federal government's 
going to get tne $51 Billion of deficit that will not be cut is to 
worrow that soney. Taking that auch of the capital pool, whether « 
national or an international pool, it's that mucn less for tne 
private sector. That amount of soney spent by the privete sector 
would be such sore of 4 stimilant to the economy than tne federal 
government spending that exect amount. 


If we nave @ wore restrained tiecal policy, that means we 
can have an easier sonetary policy and an easier sonetary policy, 
obviously seans lower rates of interest. Thies is what farmers, 
serchaents, nomebuilders, everyone bas been asking for -- lower rates 
of interest. They cannot be achieved if we nave loose fiscal policy 
and therefore tignt 





monetary policy. That has to result in higher cates of interest. 


ow, before anyone asks me the question, am I rcecanting 
what I said at Tr » let me add that we're not recanting. What 
we said is there's no direct linkage between deficits and interest 
rates. 


Jest think -- what was the prise rate six gonths ago? 
Anewer, twelwe-and-ae-half percent. What is it today? Ten-and-ae-half 
percent. Interest cates went down. What happened to the deficit in 
the ser 2? It went up. So higher deficits do not sean higher 
rates oi snterest, because we've just hed lower rates of interest. 


What I'm saying is, is that if you consider the two as 
fiscal policy and sonetary licy, when you have @ loose fiscal 
policy -- that is higher deficits -- you cannot have « loose monetary 

licy unless you want to bring inflation about. You can easily 
inflation. We have kept inflation down. 


Q You induced your monetary policy, which may have 
helped bring the prime rate down. 


MR. REGAN: If you have a looser monetary policy ther 
with a loose fiscal policy, nothing can stop inflation, and inflation 
means higher cates of interest by definition. 


Q But that did loosen its monetary policy during that 
period. The Fed did loosen its monetary policy. 


MR. REGAN: Wo, the Fed didn't over that period. The Fed 
hed a very tight monetary policy last year, and is now getting -- but 
I'm getting beyond my subject here at the goment. Let me just 
conclude here by saying that what the President, in effect -- oh, on 
Gefense the President will be os that he does want his three 
opery and will be promising that if people are found to be cheating 
mn the defense area, that they will be prosecuted. 


That's a brief overview. 

Q What's he say about Social Security? 

MR. REGAN: He ® into the Social Security matter in 
Gepth, saying that the 2-2-2 is much better for the American public 
than their = ee an increase regardless of what happens to 
inflation. If inflation is down, under three percent, obviously they 
get nothing. Above three percent inflation, they would get a COLA. 
This way, they get two percent, but if inflation goes over four, they 
get the amount over four, plus the two percent. 

Q And not the gap between two and four? 

MR. REGAN: That's CPI minus two, if you will. 

Q Does he apologize for going back on his word? 

mR. REGAN: Pardon? 


Q Do you know the last time that CPI ran at two 
percent? 


MR. REGAN: It was back in the fifties, I beliewe. I'll 
stop at this point, and rather than get into questions, let Dave 
talk, and then both of us will come back for questions. 

Q Is there any news in this? 


MR. REGAN: Depends upon what you mean is news. A lot of 
news to the American people. 


Q Yes. 
MORE 





Q Oh, you want to take questions later. Okay, fine. 


MR. STOCKMAN: You're all familiar with the details, so 
let me just hit three themes that are involved in this package and 
that come through very strongly in the speech. 


Firet theme is that we are at « historic crossroads 
fiscally. If we're to have the kind of future that we want in teres 
of an expanding econoay, keeping inflation down and building on what 
we've already accomplished, and t» have that will require bold and 
decisive steps to get our fiscal house in order and start living 
within our seans after decades and decades of spending way beyond 
what we're taking in. 


Ana so it is a clarion call to finally address the 
fundamental probles of imbalance in this budget that's been building 
up for years, and take whatever steps are necessary to get our 
spending coming beck into balance with the revenues we're now taking 
in. 


I think the second theme in the package and theme in the 
speech as well is that all sectors of the budget have to contribute 
if we're going to bring spending down and achieve some kind of better 
balance, and that seans that all constituencies who benefit fros 
various sectors of the budget are going to have to give up something, 
make some sacrifice, sowe contribution as well. And that’s borne out 
by what's in the package in the six. 


Defense, which is the first national priority, does 
contribute $100 billion dollars of the $300 billion, or one-third. 
Defense is about 30 percent of the budget, and so therefore, it’s 
contributing ite proportionate share to the savings and then sone. 


Similerly, there is a quarter of a trillion dollars’ 
worth of pension and retirement programs with an automatic cost of 
living edjuetment. The 2-2-2 formula will require that the 46 
million who benefit from those programs contribute as well over the 
next three years, but the effect will be to insure that we have a 
strong economy, increasing employment, and therefore an adequate flow 
of taxes into the trust funds that support those programs. 








There's no way that you can keep any of thez solvent for the long run 
without a strong economy and an increasing economic base and flow of 
taxes from which to support the benefits that we're pledged to 


provide. 


Third theme in the package and in the speech is that this 
problem that we face now is so critical in terms of where the econonsy 
goes in the future -- and, therefore, everything that we want for our 
society -- that the national interest sust override and take 
precedence over all the special interests that are accumulated and 
aggregated in the budget, and that the Congress must look at the 
totality of the fiscal proposition and of the needs of our economy 
and vote for the package on that basis. 


And the theme issue‘ tonight will be linked to the vote 
taken tomorrow under the procedure that has been devised, so that on 
the front end, before we get into dozens of line-item votes and the 
whole question of doing what is necessary to get our fiscal house in 
order is obscured with all these programmatic arguments, tomorrow 
night there will be an up-or-down vote on the whole package as the 
first item of business. And the aim here is to link the call for 
doing what is necessary in the national interest to that first 
critical and important vote tomorrow night. 


We have been working all day. We think we're getting 
closer to the votes, and that this speech and its dramatization and 
framing of the issue that will be debated tomorrow and voted on 
tomorrow night in the Senate will make the critical difference. So, 
those are the points in terms of overview on the = and how it 
links to the speech. 


Q If that passes tomorrow, there'd be no amendaeits? 
Is that what you -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: Under the procedure, if the big up-or-down 
vote on the entire package -- the so-called administration-Senate 
compromise -- is approved, then only perfecting amendments would be 
subsequently in order. And those perfecting amendments would be 
under a very stern discipline called the offset or the consistency 
rule, which means that if somebody wants to add money back in to the 
package for a particular program -- education, or Amtrak, or 
something like that they would have to take an equal amount out 
somewhere else from the package as approved or they would have to add 
it to the deficit and acknowledge that they think a little more soney 
for education or farm or Amtrak or something else is more important 
than the deficit reduction total that has just been approved. 


Q They could do that, too? 


MR. STOCKMAN: They could do that, but the amendment 
would not be divisible. And, so, therefore, the Senate would be 
voting on both something for Amtrak or something for education and, 
also, an equivalent amount of more deficit. 


And we think that if we get the big package considered as 
kind of the overall proposition here that's critical in terms of 
which way we go on this crossroads that we're at in terms of our 
fiscal future and our economic prospects, we get that vote first and 
we, then, require this trade-off on any perfecting amendments, that 
the chance to come through 50 hours of very difficult debate and all 
kinds of obvious disagreements about the line items within it and the 
mix within that package, that the difficulties can be minimized as a 
result of that. 


Q Dave, what if you -- I'm sorry -- what if you don't 
win tomorrow night in the -- package? Then, do you take it 
item-by-item or what's the -- 


MR. STOCKMAN: If we don't win, obviously we're going to 
have to continue the process. And we want to continue the process. 





It'll be sore difficult because then you will face a whole series of 
line-ites amendments. The Senate will not have gone on record and 
established a trust with the American that they intend to 
reduce this out-of-control deficit by $300 billion. 


You'll have a such less disciplined process. You'll have 
a@ process’ that focuses more and sore on the particulars and the 
pieces rather than on the overall enterprise that is so critical to 
accomplish that the President's laying out tonight. 


So, it's critical that we win that vote. We're throwing 
everything into it. And it ien't the end of the road. But it's a 
major -- it gets us over a sajor hump in terms of bringing the 
package through that does the job. 


Q If you don’t win tomorrow, does that revert, then, 
to the procedure that you would have had before you int: duced this 
up-or-down vote tomorrow, i.e., eight or nine days of debate -- 
individual amendsents? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Yes. There is 50 hours guaranteed under 
the rule or process ° 








by which the budget package is considered. So that 50 hours will be 
there in any event. But in the case that we're proposing, past the 
package, it's a very tight rein on the perfecting amendnents. 


In the case where the package doesn't pass, somebody 
described it as a demolition derby. I think that's a bit of an 
exaggeration chetorically. But that may well be the kind of 
environment and psychology that develops. And that's why passing the 
package first, deciding on the totality and the whole and basically 
what's needed for the national good will have an enormously favorable 
effect on the legislative process. 


Q Mc. Stockman, how many votes do you have at this 
point? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Weil, I'm not going to -- can't or would I 
give sou a vote total. But we're closing in on the target. 


Q Tnere's some procedural risk in here, is there not? 
I mean if you lose tnis thing, you don't entirely cevert to the old 
process. You've opened it up to real chaos, or the potential for 
real cnaos. ° 


MR. STOCKMAN: Well, that would De there anyway. Under a 
normgal consideration, you would nave faced the 50 hours and the 
dozens of amendments -- I've oeen saying that for three weeks. That 
prospect, that gauntlet was always tnere. This is simply a way of 
seizing the initiative, framing the issue right up front in teras of 
the totality of this package -- linking the vote tomorrow to what the 
President says tonight so that there won't be five’ intervening days 
of a kind of exhausting debate about whether handicapped education 
needs another $50 million, orf whether Amtrak should be in part of the 
country rather than the whole country, or what you ought to do about 
the price support for wool. 


We'll avoid all of that. We will reyuire that we focus 
on the fact tnat we're spending $200 billion more than we're taking 
in. We can't keep doing that if we want to have a strong economy and 
nealtny society. 


Q Going into this vote tomorrow night, to what extent 
are you hampered vy having just come out of the Contra fight? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Well, the process of governing is a 
constant struggle and battle over 4a whole variety of issues. And 
when tney're Sunched close toyetner, tnere is spill-over. That's 
unavoidable. dut I think this is really a different issue. There's 
a different set of attitudes. I don't see that much Linkage. 


rv) Mc. Stockman, can either you or Mr. Regan discuss 
tne relationship vetween the vote on tne deficit and the President's 
oojectives at tne Sonn economic summit? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Don, do you want -- 
MR. REGAN: I didn't catch all of the yuestion. 


v) Apout the relationship between the vote on the 
deficit package and tive President's oojectives at the Bonn economic 
summit. 


MR. REGAN: It would aelp the President to have a 
favorable vote in the Senate before he left or while he's at the 
economic summit -- vefore he left for it or is at the economic 
summit. Reason: at the economic summit we believe tnat many of the 
nations there will ask yuestions avout tie deficit and when are we 
going to reduce it, oecause it is sucking up too auch of the world’s 
Capitai, in their Opinion, and accordingly, they would like to see us 
cut oace On Our deficit. 





Q Is he going to say anything tonight about Bitburg or 
the Contra vote at ail? 


MR. REGAN: Wo. Ho. Strictly on the budget. 

Q Mr. Regan, can you tell us, will the President go to 
Bitburg and is the White House or the adainistration trying to put 
pressure on the German government now to change the plans? 

MR. REGAN: At the curccent soment and as near as I can 
see for the foreseeable future, ses, the President is going to 
Bitourg. 


Q What about putting pressure on? Has the White House 
put pressure on? 


MR. REGAN: We have veen in touch with the Gersgan 
government over the past three weeks about the visit to Bitburg. 


Q Asking them not to go? Asking -- 

MR. REGAN: Discussing the subject with-thea. 

Q Did -- may I just follow up? There were press 
ceports today, which I'm sure sou know of, that a senior White House 
official said that the President, nimself, asked Chancellor Kohl to 
scrub the visit, was the way The Daily News ceported it. Could you 
comment on tnat? Is that true? 


MR. REGAN: I don't think I'd want to-comment in a 
Driefing on tne budget about conversation -- 


Q We're just -::ying to find out -- 

a Is tnat true or false? 

MR. REGAN: <-- Detween two heads of state. 

Q Why aave you veen discussing it? 

Q To follow up on Sheilah's yuestion, the President 
has taken some hard «nocks on Uitburg and he also obviously has been 
rouyaed up on the Nicaragua vote. 

MR. REGAN: Wo, we think the contrary on that. That was 
yuite a victory for us in the Senate and we're very close in the 
tlouse. And the last one -- the uarnes-Hamilton was 2 -- what? -- 219 
to 206, only a difference of ij votes. 

Q Well, you lost. 

MR. REGAN: We lost and we still have one more to go. 

Q Ali cigat, out in any case -- 

MR. REGAN: Tnat is not a total loss. It's weing 
descrived as that. What apout tue total victory in the House? We 
won tnere in the Senate. 


V) gut tne yuestion -- 


Q Humanitarian aid, you won. You didn't win any -- 
wnat sou went up tnere for to vegin with. 


MR. REGAS: That's what we asked for, numanitarian aid. 
Did we not? 





Q Can I finish ay question? {(Laughter.) 
Q Second ly. 
- It is -- it is a budget briefing -- 


MR. REGAN: We asked for humanitarian aid and that's what 
we got from tne Senate. But go ahead. 


Q Tne question I have is, to the deyree that you've 
been roughed up on both of ‘hose issues, is it -- 


MR. REGAN: I don't think we've been roughed up. 

Q All right, well, just -- 

MR. REGAN: On Bitourg, yes. 

Q Yes, all right. Is it going to make it nacder for 


the President to make an appeal -- will he be less effective tonight 
on TV 48 @ result of that? 


MR. REGAN: Wo, I don't ocelieve so. iI think this is an 
entirely different subject. Wnenever you take any kind of 4 poll and 
ask people what's on their minds as fac problems are concerned, 
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you get to federal spending sconer or later and deficits. And they 
@o matter. They're asong the first three things that people talk 
about, particularly the economic side of it, jobs, thet type of 
thing. And anything that will here that, people are interested in. 


Q I sean, the question is does he have less clout on 
the Hill ase « result of his problesas in other areas? 


MAR. REGAN: Wo, I don't think so. I think thie will go 


and down on its own. I don't think that the Contra vote ispinges on 
whether or not we have « domestic budget plus or sinus $50 billion. 


Q Mr. Regen. 

) Mr. Regan. 

MR. REGAN: Yes. 

\ Can you tell -- 

MR. REGAN: First here. And then Helen. 


Q Can you clarify something? You said that you've 
been in touch with tne Gersan government over the last three weeks -- 


MR. REGAN: I's not -- Please, I'd -- 
Q ~~ but -- Well, let -- just -- 
MR. REGAN: -- just a8 soon not get into -- 


Q Weit a sinute, you said something. I just want to 
clarify. 


MR. REGAN: All right. 

2 You said the last three weeks. When was the last 
time you were in touch with them? You make it sound as though it was 
today. I know last week you were, but has it been since then? 

Q Since the Kohl conversation? 


MR. REGAN: We have been in touch with tne German 
government since the Konl conversation, yes. Tnis -- 


Q Mr. Regan. 

MR. REGAN: -- this is, please, on the budget. 

Helen, you had 4 question. 

io) Well, my question also was in this same reference. 
MR. REGAN: Well, then, let's go back -- 


Q Well, no, but, I mean, why are you talking for three 
weeks? 


Have they asked about bitburg yet? 
Yes. 

Yes. 

No -- 


Dagan it. (Laugnter.) 


c cc oOo oO © 


-- no. 


MOREL 
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MA. BEGAN: -- through with thet subject, please. 
a Well, you did kind of leave the thing hanging by 


G -- the fate of Bitburg hanging by saying “et the 
current soment.“ Can you give any clarification -- 


i) Yes, you've really got us confused now. 
y) Here comes your seviocr. 
a Bou, Stockman, sit down. 


MR. REGAN: Let us strike then -- We ere going to 
Bitburg, period. 


Q -- on the ceremony or the plans -- what's going to 
be done? That still -- ceplay? 


MR. REGAN: That is still under discussion, the ceresony 
iteelf. 


Q In other words, the repley sight be -- 
MA. REGAN: Please, this is going to be the last one. 


Q Yes. Sut when you say Bitburg, yeu sean as planned. 
You don't seen -- 


MR. REGAN: I mean -- 

Q -- the town, you mean as -- the cemetery, yes. 

MR. REGAN: -- Bitburg. Remember now, there were two 
visite to -- two things being visited in Bitburg. One is the 
cemetery and the other is the airbase. 


Q That's why I asked you to clarify whether you still 
mean the schedule that's been announced. 


MR. REGAN: The schedule tnat's been announced, yes. 
MR. SPEAKES: That was the last question. 

Q You said, in opening -- \ 

MR. SPEAKES: He offered the last question right there. 


Q -- in opening thie that the economy is not that 
strong at thie time. 


Q 8S agent. 

MR. REGAN: That's right. 

Q You're an S&S agent. 

Q Yet, not lony ago, you predicted four percent 
growth. In the caapaign, the President talked a lot about growth. 
Has the administration lowered ite expectations or -- if not in the 
numbers, et least in your sinds about what's going to happen this 
year and -- about the strength of the econoay? 


MR. REGAN: We have not lowered our numbers as yet. We 
still think tnere's a chance for tne 4 percent growth. Obviously, 
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the firet quarter wes « di ateent, 
ned projected. Therefore, it the 4 
te echieve. > SS ee So cee oe 
of quarters at 5 percent -- of 5 percent plus offsetting. 


ro) Well, can I -- Do you believe, es Preston Martin 
suggested, thet we aay be entering & growth recession? 


AR. REGAN: Ho, I don't believe that. I think it's such 
too premature to say thet we're in « growth recession et this goint. 
There's not encucs evidence of that. 

Q If you win the vote tosorrow night, cen you cut beck 
Getense sore to add sore spending tor dosestic progress? Would that 
be sllowed under this rule? 

MR. REGAN: Ho, I don't think so. Ho. 

Q It would be ellowed, wouldn't it? 

Q it would be sllowed -- 


Q -- defense would not be touched uider any 
circusstances, is that -- 


MR. REGAN: Wot from our point of view, no. 

i.) How about Social Security? 

MR. REGAN: Wo, we're going to stick with 2-2-2. 

iv) Mr. Regen. 

Q Mr. Regan. 

i) So those two items are off limite. Ie that -- 
Q No, they're -- you can do it, but <-- 

Q -- is that correct, under this procedure? 


MR. REGAN: Obviously, under this procedure, an attempt 
could be aade to have those amended. It would not have our support. 


Q Mr. Regan. 
MR. REGAN: Yes. 


Q Mr. Regan, you placed 4 lot of weight on tomorrow 
night's vote. If you don't get it on the up or down, are you 
concerned that it might effect the outcome of the Bonn Summit? Or 
might you change your plans -- 


MR. REGAN: Wo, it won't. Wo. All we can assure the 
Other six nations that we will be working toward more cuts in federal 
spending after we return from Uonn, that it would be just one step in 
& process. 


Q Might you offer as an alternative to your lack of 
ability to get Congressional cuts a tax package that raises sore 
revenue? 


MR. REGAN: Wo, a8 a matter of fact, in this speech 
tonight, the President will again reiterate that he will veto any tax 
increase. 


Q So you're not concerned about pressure from the 
other leaders, and in the apsence of budget cuts, you signt have to 
eee tax increases? 





MR. REGAN: Theat sight be « suggestion from the other 
will sey. That wes suggested here 
Guring the G-5 Meeting. Sut, again, 


by some of the Pi nisters 
we eteted thet thet wes sot cur intention. 
Q Mr. Regan -- 
Q Mr. Regen, the vote is tosorrow night and the speech 
is tonight, end the the 
and 


President ie 9 SS ee oe 
the telegraph offices. 

ee is he going to give out « phone nunber? 
(Laughter. 


MR, REGAN: USothing as startling as that; but it is quite 
easy. Each of these Senators 
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Goes have « locel office as well as an office here in Washington. 


MR. REGAN: A generel appesl. And as you know, there are 
many groupe that are supportive of thie that will have their people 
sending in -- 


Q Did you have postcards printed up? (Laughter.) 


MR. REGAN: Well, you remember this -- no, we don't have 
anything of thet nature. 


i] Mr. Regan, if your budget is approved, are you 
confident that that will do it, that that will be the sedicine needed 
to keep the economy perking along, or -- 

MR. REGAN: That will be very helpful in it. It sight 
not be the only medicine, but it is ihe sajor thing that we think 
that will be helpful to the economy at this tise. 

Q Does that sean then that -- 


MR. REGAN: From the government sector. Obviously there 
are things that can be done in the private sector. 


Q Do you hold out the possibility that you sight have 
to come back not too far in the future for -- with some additional 
remedies? 

MR. REGAN: You mean further reductions? Wot in fiscal 
‘86, no. If we get the §51 billion, that will be our package for 
fiscal ‘86. 


Q Whose idea was this to have the vote now rather than 
after the 50 hours of debate, and when was it decided upon? 


MR. REGAN: Well, let's say it was a consensus 
arrangement in the Majority Leader's office among the leaders of the 
various committees, the floor strategists, the Whip, as well as 
administrative officials, including Dave Stockman. 

Q When was it decided? 

MR. REGAN: When? 

Q Yes. 

MR. REGAN: Yesterday. 

Q But you are saying that this $50-billion-dollar 
package ought to provide enough room so that the Federal Reserve 
Board has no reason to tighten, and could very well ease and lower 
interest rates? 

MR. REGAN: As 4 matter of fact, that was stated on the 
record by Paul Volcker in testimony to the Joint Economic Committee 
in February, and he mentioned the specific figure $50 billion. 

Helen? 

Q Are you predicting victory tomorrow night? 


MR. REGAN: Well, we're hopeful. As Dave said 
earlier -- 


Q Dole said you had 47-48 votes. 


MR. REGAN: We're close, and we're hopeful we'll be 
vrorking. 


Q Ie that your figure? 
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MR. REGAN: We're close -- that’s all I*ll say. We don't 
know the exact figure. 


Q There seems to be « conflict in the generel theses 
you're using to sell the COLA cost. You said that it would be « 
chance for people that have sacrificed and share in the sacrifice, 
and you Gescribed it as, saybe they'll come out and the Social 
Security recipients will come out better under this new plan. Which 
way is the President going to sell it? 


MR. STOCKMAN: Both ways. (Laughter.) 

Q You deserve to sit down with that one. 
Q Wait a sinute, did I get an answer? 
MR. STOCKMAN: Both are true. 


MR. REGAN: Pardon? Well, he anewered it for you. Both 
are true. Aw a satter of fact, I'll tell you this. In @ recent 
poll, people were asked, if you hed an opportunity -- and they were 
given a two-part question -- which of these two things is preferable 
-- one, @ Social Security COLA in which if it goes below three 
percent, you'd get no cost of living, or a Social Security COLA that 
guaranteed you two percent each year for the next three years, plus, 
if inflation went over four percent, whatever the aeddition was, over 
four percent? 


And by @ two-to-one sajority, 66 to 33, they said they 
preferred the 2-2-2. And then they were told, well that first one 
is the current systems. They said, oh, I didn't know that. Most 
people do not understand that. 

Q Who did that poll? 

Q Ie that a Wirthlin poll? 


Q Did you tell them there hasn't been inflation of 
below two percent since the 1950's? (Laughter.) 


Q Did the President apologize -- (Laughter .) 

MR REGAN: Wo. But on the other hand, they were assured 
that if it goes over four percent, that they would get sore, and 
that’s enough for thes. 

MR. SPEAKES: -- last question. 

Q I've got to ask you to clarify something you left 
hanging on Bitburg. You said, we're going to Bitburg, but you said 
that it’s still under discussion concerning the cemetery. And you 
said definitely -- 

MR. REGAN: Wo, ceremony. 

Q Ceremony. Are you going -- 

Q At the cemetery? 


Q So, you're saying he definitely is going to the 
cemetery, but he may not lay a wreath? Is that -- 


MR. REGAN: I didn't say that. I said we were still 
discussing the ceremony -- at the cemetery -- that has not been 
finalized. 


Q Well, what would he do there if he doesn't go to a 
ceremony? Just walk around? 


THE PRESS: Tuank you. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will just begin with « 
short statement here and a couple of remarks. 


President anéd Mre. Chun Doo Mwan's visit here will be the 
third seeting between President Reagan and President Chun in the past 
four years. This frequent consultation reflects not only the ware 
personal relationship between the two sen, but even sore, the breadth 
and depth of our relations. 


In February, 1961, President Chun was *he first state 
visitor to Washington in Presiden: Reagan's first ters of office. 
That President Chun is once again one of the first visitors during 
President Reagan's second term is a reaffirmation of the importance 
of our bilateral relationship. 


U.S.-Korean relations today are very wide-ranging. We 
maintain 40,000 American soldiers in Korea who serve side-by-side 
with their Korean counterparts. Korea is our seventh largest trading 
partner, with two-way trade last year of $15 billion <-- let me check 
that figure for « moment -- $15.8 billion <- excuse se -- and the 
fourth largest market for U.S. agricultural products. 


The Republic of Korea has made and continues to make 
tremendous economic progress that has contributed to Korea's 
increasing importance in Pacific and world affairs. About 30,000 
Koreans immigrate to the United States every year, and the 
Korean-American community has earned the reputation of being intensly 
Gedicated to family, work, and education. 


President Chun's visit comes at 4 particularly important 
juncture. There is more movement now in North-South Korean dialogue 
than we have seen in the past decade -- a development that we welcome 
and hope will lead to « reduction of tensions and lead to progress 
toward @ resolution of the division of the peninsula. 


On the other hand, North Korea continues to deploy sore 
of its forces closer to the Demilitarized Zone. These and other 
complex developments make top-level coordination of U.S. and Korean 
policies now very timely and significant. 


Above all, President Chun's visit provides an opportunity 
for the President to reaffirm our commitment to the security of the 
Republic of Korea. In addition, we expect that the two leaders will 
address a wide range of bilateral and international issues of mutual 
interest. The visit will allow us to reaffirm the mutually 
beneficial nature of our bilateral trade and the need for further 
efforts to maintain and extend free markets. 


It will aleo be an occasion for us to welcome the 
political progress that has been made in Korea and to express our 
support for further steps in that area. 


If I might say @ word about thet political progress 
because I believe what we've seen to date has been quite significant. 
The elections that were held in February have been widely described 
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as among the sost open, vigorous -- the sost open and vigorous 
elections in Korean history. 


Opposition candidates were free to spesk, express very 
strong criticisms of the government before large audiences. The 
results of the election represented the emergence, essentially, of « 
new party -- political party on the Korean scene. 


Since December 196}, the Korean government has released 
most prisoners in politically related cases, roughly 400 or somewhat 
more. They've introduced a sore tolerant campus policy that saw the 
release fros prison of 360 student protesters, that allowed #11 1300 
expelled students to return to school. It saw the withdraewel of 
police trom campuses and anti-government protests on campuses 
permitted for the first time in years. It allowed more than 80 
professors that hed been forced to resign in 1980 to return to their 
teaching positions. 


Ané perhaps sost significantly in teres of Korea's 
future political development, they heave now lifted entirely the 
political ban that wes originally imposed on 551 banned politicians. 
The lest 15 were removed from political bans March 6, 1985, including 
Kis Dee Jung, who has, since his return to Korea, hed 
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tae cestrictions on nis freevom of aovement lifted, wile taere do 
remain some cestrictions on nis political fights «nica we would aope 
to see removec in tne future. ' 


In swort, tnere aas seen some significant progress. 
President Caun as, On a numoer Of occasions, expressed nis 
commitment to reside over a2 constitutional transfer of power in ivcé 
tmat would oe, ween it taxes piace, a truly aistoric event in the 
Korean political context. And we certaini, want to do wnat we can to 
Susport txaat vevelopzent. 


Q fas tne progress veen ajeguate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
@ypropriate for se as a foreign ofticiai to start making judgmetts 
Q@oout aueyuacy- I think tae progress aas oeen suostantial. Tre 
elections, as I said, were a very significant event. If tne process 
can wove forward in a way tnat I would empnasize will reyuire soze 
cestraint and moderation on all sides to a peaceful transfer of Sower 
in i386, tmat will oe a truly landmwjar« event. It's sometning that 
has mot taxcen place in gwoderr Korean aistory. 


“ Is it wore aveyuate than in Nicaragua? 


SENIOA ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I*@ not going to use 
words and [I’m certainly mot going to start to cozpare Korea and 
Nicaragua. 


Taerce’s seen a lot of progress. Our goal is to reinforce 
tnrat progress, to see it continue. 


w Can i asx you ad0ut tre reports of North Korean 
Militacy maneuvers cicse to tne DMZ -- wnat your interpretation is of 
tacse maneuvers? 


a Wnat was tne yuestion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tue question was sv00ut 
reports of Korean -- Nortn Korean military maneuvers near tae DMZ and 
waat Our interpretation is of tnose maneuvers. 


Just to distinguisa ocetween what is new and wnat is oid, 
anfortunately, Nortn Korean maneuvers near tne OMZ, in ways tat 
create significant prooleas of warning, are not sometning new. It's 
someting we've oeen dealing witn for many years. It's one of tue 
reasons way we nave proposed in tne Military Armistice Commission a 
numer of confidence-ouilcing seasures, inciuding measures tanat would 
provide for tne prior announcement of saneuvers, for tne excnange of 
ooservers at maneuvers and exercises. Something that we, in fact, 
nave offered in tne context of our maneuvers tnat are oeid weil dackx 
of tne Dezilitarized done. 


Tnere is 4 new developaent tnat I referred to in my 
comments at tne Seginning, tmat we are seeing continueac forward 
Geployment of Korean maneuver -- Nortn Korean maneuver units into 
positions closer to tne Demilitarized done. Tnis aas tne effect of 
c@uucing furtaer tne already very limited warning taat we would 
expect to yet of a Nort. Korean attac« and reinforces tne alread/ 
very aign level of alert, tne very siga state of vigilance taat is 
necessary for UN command forces to maintain in Soutna Korea. 


) Do sOu save tne scnedule. First time in wasaington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can give sou a fouga 
ivea. He arcives tuis afternoon. de will oe nosted oy tne Vice 
President at 4 dinner tnis evening. He will meet witn tne President 
tomorcow for a working meeting, followed oy 4 working iunca. And 
later tnat uay, O@ will ve meeting witn Secretary Weinoerger, General 
Vessey, tnen will o@ meeting witn Seccetary Snuitz on ais arcivai 
tais afternoon. 
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In addition, ae‘s seing accompanied oy 4 number of 
ministers. including Foreign Minister Lee, wo will oe meeting 
tomorrow afternoon wits Seccetary Snultz. 


Tnose ace tne ~-- ne leaves Saturday gorning from Andrews. 
Q -- waen ae leaves nere? 


SENIOR ADM/JNISTRATION OFFICIAL: He goes from aere to 
ronoiuiu. 


a How would you oalance tue political versus tne 
economic issues on taAis visit in terms of wnat our r3al priorities 
are ollatecally? and could you get into tae trave issue in a little 
more detail? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay -- 
.) Tne Salance of tnat $15 swillion. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've oeen asxed this 
yvestion oefore asout priorities. Frankly, it's pretty aacd, in ay 
view, to maxe a list of priorities. Waat I would say is trat, in 
oroadest tecas, tue purpose of tuis visit, as we see it, is to 
ceinfocce tne very positive developments tnat we've seen in four 
areas -- in tne area of political development in Korea, in tue 
economic area, in tue area of Norta-Soutn Korean discussions, and 
finaily, wnat one aigat call Korea's 
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growing role on the international scene, and particularly in that the 
1968 Olympics, which will be a major event and whose success we want 
to contritube to, and in that context, of course, to reaffirm the 
security commitment to Korea which provides the environment in which 
all of those four developments can take place. It's hard to rank 
order any of them in importance, and as I say, underlying it all is 
the security issue. 


On the question of trade and economics, Korea's economic 
success is truly spectacular. It's a really positive story that has 
been good for the United States in many ways. It's one of the 
reasons why Korea has increasingly been able to assume the lion's 
share of the burden of its own defense, for example. 


It*s an economic performance last year that at 7.6 
percent real growth reflected a less than good year, because the year 
before, they had nine-and-a-half percent real growth. Those are the 
kinds of figures that Korea has been turning in year after year, and 
as a result, the per capita GNP in Korea has gone from under $100 in 
1961 to roughly $2000 per capita today. 


It's a@ spectacular growth; it's lead to a very 
substantial growth in our two-way trade, which as I noted is now 
$15.8 billion. 


Q That's another expense, isn't it? 
Q But is -- that's what I was going to -- 
Q How does that $15.8 billion split down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well let me -- as in 
virtually all of our trading relationships today, we are in deficit 
with Korea. We've got $10 billion of imports and $5.8 billion of 
exports. 


Historically, actually our trade with Korea has been 
probabiy on balance more in our favor than a number of other 
countries. We don't consider that imports are our expense. We 
believe that the U.S. economy bendfits from the products that we buy 
from Korea; that's why they're purchased. 


We do believe, in the case of Korea, as with other 
countries, that the burden of avoiding protectionism has got to fall 
on both sides of the Pacific or the Atlantic, as the case may be, 
that countries that benefit as Korea does from an open international 
trading system have a strong obligation to make sure that their 
markets are open as well, and, as is the case elsewhere in Asia, or 
in many other countries in Asia, we do have problems of protectionism 
in Korea. We've seen progress in recent years in reducing barriers 
of entry to the Korean market and we want to see that progress 
continue. 


Q What kind of barriers? Are there non-tariff 
barriers similar to your experience with Japan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are non-tariff 
barriers, there are a number of very explicit prohibitions, for 
example, on the import of cigarettes -- foreign cigarettes are 
prohibited in the services industries, particularly. There are 
problems of access. Another area that is of concern to us is the 
protection of intellectual properties, it's called -- issue of 
copyright and patents. 


I would emphasize, as I've had to on other occasions, 
that the two presidents are not and should not be trade negotiators, 
and I'm not suggesting that these specific issues will come up in the 
discussions, but we do discuss these at appropriate levels in our 
governments. And I'm sure the President will want to stress his 
strong concern about protectionism, both in the United States and in 
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Korea, and the need to work hard to strengthen the international 
trading systes. 


Qo What is the U.S. prepared to say when the Koreans 
raise the problem of U.S. helicopters being supplied through third 
parties to North Korea? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We deplore that in the 
strongest possible terms. It -- what the question refers to was the 
sale by a German firm to North Korea of Hughes helicopters, whose 
export to North Korea is prohibited from the United States. 


We are investigating that incident to see if there are 
any people in the United States who are culpable or aware of the 
ultimate destination of those helicopters. We also want to take 
actions -- any actions that we can to try to make sure that that kind 
of incident is not repeated, though I sight emphasize this is a 
constant problem in export controls. We've had cases of foreign 
companies becoming conduits for prohibited exports <o the Soviet 
Union as well. 


There is finally concern about -- we share the South 
Korean concern -about what 
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the presence of these 80 plus helicopters in the North Korean 
inventory could mean for South Korea, particularly if they're 
identical to helicopters that the South Koreans use. We will be 
discussing with them measures that can be taken to safeguard against 
possible North Korean use of those helicopters. 


Q Are they identical? 
Q Are there any such measures that can be taken? 


SENIOR ADMNISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a number, and 
they're being discussed by our silitary. 


Q Are they identical? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are identical, yes. 


Q You mentioned, at least twice, the matter of the 
North Koreans forward deployment closer to the DMZ. Do we have any 
particular assessment of why that -- at this time -- that's 
happening, or is it not out of the ordinary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't get the impression 
that this is -- I mean, it is a development that we've noted in the 
last year and a half or so. But it is -- it's not -- it doesn't 
stand out as a unique development in North Korean military activities 
over the last 10 or 20 years. They have been steadily and 
consistently taking actions that have the effect of increasing the 
offensive capability of their forces, such as introducing more tanks 
and more mechanized units of various kinds, adding artillery and 
generally deploying their forces further forward and in fortified 
positions very close to the Demilitarized Zone which has had the 
effect over the last 10 years of significantly reducing what little 
warning time we have. 


Q What are the chances -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd emphasize, in other 
words, that it's a continuing development, not that it's a sort of 
unique one. 


Yes, sir. 


Q What are the chances for rapprochement or some kind 
of solution to the peninsular problem, a peace treaty? I mean, is 
this something -- you said in the last -- in recent history there's 
pee @ lot of movement between the two sides. Where is it going to 
lead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, let me say -- I said 
there's been more than in the previous 10 years. But you have to 
recognize there was none in the previous 10 years. There was no 
contact between them. I don't think one should get exaggerated hopes 
about any quick resolution of the very deep tensions that divide the 
peninsula. It's a problem that has been with us for 30 years, and I 
think it will take time to resolve. But we are -- we do také sone 
encouragement from the fact that North Korea has now agreed to a 
resumption of the North-South economic talks that they previously had 
postponed twice on rather thin pretexts. They've now agreed to hold 
those talks in May, in Panmunjom. They've also agreed to resume the 
Red Cross talks, whose principal focus initially will be on matters 
like reunification of families. 


So, we hope that some concrete progress can be achieved. 
But I think one has to look and see what actually happens. And one 
has to judge by concrete results, not just by some rhetorical 
expressions. 


Q Well, do we have a role to play in this process, or 
are we going to be remain passive observers? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're not passive 
observers. We are strong supporters of this process. We're strong 
supporters of the initiative that the South Xoreans have shown in 
trying to sove this process forward. 


I think in many ways the recent developments can be 
attributed to the rather statesmanlike response that South Korea sade 
last fall to the North Korean offer of flood assistance, flood relief 
assistance. 


We have s deep and strong interest in seeing @ reduction 
of tensions on the Korean Peninsula. But, at the same time, we are 
mot going to fall into the North Korean trap of letting them deal 
with us over the heads or behind the backs of the South Koreans. 
That is not a key to reducing tensions. 


Q What happened in thet case, with the flood -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a flood in 
Korea. Worth Korea and what -- I guess -- everyone assumed was a 
propaganda gesture -- offered relief supplies to South Korea, perhaps 
expecting they would be turned down. The South accepted thes. That 
began a level of contact that we would like to see sustained. 


Q -- care package. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Andrea. 


Q What is the state of play on the ‘88 Olympics, in 
terms of Soviet participation in this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I «= 


Q -- whether or not there is going to be a boycott or 
whether or not a boycott can be avoided. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think they've 
indicated one way or another what they will do. We would certainly 
hope they would participate. We'd hope to see the broadest possible 
participation. We'll have a first test, I guess, not of Soviet 
_ Participation, but other countries, including China, at the Asian 

games, that are to be held in 1986. But we think this could be a 
truly positive event if it comes off the way we'd like to see. 


Q We expect a special need that South Korea might have 
for security assistance geared toward the ‘68 games? Is there sone 
special -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot over and beyond what 
we would do anyway. I think there's no question that there -- in ay 
view -- there'd be a sort of heightened vigilance and concern about 
North Korean actions that might be taken designed to disrupt the 
Olympics, but the security concern is taken so seriously by both our 
countries already that I think it's more a matter of paying closer 
attention. 


And I would emphasize that it's our view that, as long as 
the U.S. commitment to South Korea remains firm as it is, that, while 
North Korea may look for ways to cause problems, that for the most 
part we think military action will continue to be deterred. 


Just one added point, I think the greatest concern in 
connection with the Olympics itself will be the concern about 
terrorism. And we've seen what the North Koreans are capable of in 
Rangoon and there will certainly be a iot of concern about that. 














2 What percentage of the South Korean security does 
the United States now contribute? How auch do we -- how auch are we 
providing in security assistance &s compared to their own 
contributions and is that going up, down, leveling off? And in the 
foreseeable future are we going to be contributing more or less? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try to give you 
some very rough comparisons. First of all, just in terms of nuzbers 
of forces on the peninsula today, as I mentionec, we have 40,000 
troops there. The South Koreans have $40,000. That's « very clear 
measure of the extent to which they have assumed the primary Surcen 
for their own defense. 


Theic defense Sucdget tocay -- I don’t save the exact 
figure in front of me, dbut it would Se -- you've got it, Narriett -- 
it would be very roughly $4.5 billion, I believe. That is compared 
with $230 million of foreign military sales credits that we provicec 
in ‘84, $220 million in FY 1935, and we are seeking in FY 1936 $228 
million from the Congress, so even if you just compare that, our 
crecits -- doing this in my head -- are roughly 5 percent of their 
total budget, and they are credits on essentially commercial terms. 
The Koreans have a very good record cof paying back the loans that we 
have made to them, and in fact their total purchases of military 
equipment in the Jnited States annually are nearly double the level 
of our credits to South Korea. 


So the short answer, as I saic earlier, is that they are 
really taking increasingly the lion's share of responsibility for 
their own defense. That is the result of -- their ability to do so 
oe result of that spectacular economic progress, and we certainly 
welcome it. 


Q Ace they requesting a military shopping list, or an 
exchange of those helicopters, or anything of that kind during this 
visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have very regular 
consultations with the Koreans, including annual meetings, at 
something called the Security Consultative Meeting, that takes place 
at the levels of the two Secretaries of Defense, at which detailed 
gvuestions of the Korean force improvement program, an RFMS srograa, 
are discussed. I am sure that the question of the level of FNS 
credits is one that might come up. We have been steadily increasing 
that level -- doing the best that we can. As you *now, the budget 
Situation this year is extremely tight and our ability to co much 
more is limited, though we are going to Congress for an $8 million 
increase over last year. 


Q Could I follow up? iow much are we spending to 
maintain our 40,000-troop presence there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have the figure 
on that, and I can tell you from having looked at the figures in the 
past that a lot depends upon the assumptions that you want to make 
about what would happen to them if we tock the 40,000 troops and 
Drought them Sack to the Ynited States. <A lot of studies in the past 
have shown that it would cost us more to maintain them here, 
patticularly if you add the relocation costs. So, it is very haré to 
measure. 


2 we'll never bring them Dack. (Laughter.) 


Q I was thinking of it in the context of consideration 
to their detense. 


| It is too expensive to bring them home. (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that what the 
Jaitec States provices in relation to Korea's defense is something 
chat -- it is @ mistake and misleading to put a dollar figure on it. 
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What we provide is the enormous potential support of a major country 
in the event of an armed aggression, and that is why the presence of 
those 40,000 in Korea is so critical to deterrence. What is 
important is that North Korea understands that if it is attacked, it 
will meet not only a formidable South Korean defense, but as such 
U.S. assistance as is necessary to defend South Korea. And giving 
them all that we have in our capability, that is a very formidable 


comzitment. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


Enc 10:39 A.uH. EST 
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Tne Briefing Room 
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SENIOR ADMINITRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. wnat I'd 
like to do is say a little bit aoout the political side of tne Sumait 
and some of tne other political elements of tne Presicgent's trip to 
Europe. I will try to be as orief as possiole, so that you can ask 
questions. And I'll oegin with tne political agenda for tne Summit 
itself. 


As has ceen the case in tne past, tnere neve heen 
preparations, some discussions witn the other six governments, as 
well as the representatives of the European Commission to prepare tne 
political discussions at the Summit, and those discussions, in fact, 
& meeting recently here in Wasnington of tne political directors to 
discuss the agenda -- political agenda -- nas taken place. 


But that said, we have purposely, es was the case in 
Williaasburg and in London, tried to not over-orchestrate tne 
political discussions. We want tnem to ce as free-wneeling as 
possivie for tne heads of government, as well as tne Foreign 
Ministers. It's really their snow and tney're free, of course, to 
discuss whatever issues they decide to address. 


Tne nost, as is always the case, can take the initiative 
and raise subjects for the agenda. And we expect that Kohl will be 
the master of tne political agenda. 


Usually, tne discussions on political topics take place 
over tne seals of the Summit -- of the meetings. But, a8 you will -- 
as those of you who attended London or Willisemsburg or any of tne 
other meetings Know, there has been @ real interest in political 
topics. And sometiaes those discussions spill over into tne working 
sessions, what are called the Plenary Meetings, witn all tne Finance 
and Foreign Ministers present, or in just tne neads <-- with toe neads 
meetings alone. 


Tne Germans have not decided yet exactly when tne 
political discussions will be addressed, out we are assuming tuat 
post of tne political discussions will still taxe place during tne 
meals, 


We nave a sort of rough egreement that there will ve 
three oroad categories of issues to oe discussed oy tne neads and 
toy will not oe discussed in teras of equal weignt. Ovviously, tue 
biggest issue is the suoject of East-West relations, inclusving aras 
control. We've been told, for example, tnat tne neads will be very 
interested in nearing trom tne President avout tne Geneva 
negotiations. They're ail interested in getting a readout of tnose 
negotiations. Of course, tre round ha come to an end, and we are in 
the process of oriefing our allies yesterday in Brussels, and we'li 
oe oriefing them here. But, in any event, tae heads will want to 
near trom Ronald Reagan nias« £, what his assessment was of tne first 
negotiating round and what our plans are for tne second round. 
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Clearly, anotner issue of great interest for tne neads 
will be to share their assessments of tne new government, or new 
regime, in the Soviet Union, talk about Gorbachev. Some of tnez, 
like Mrs. Thatcher and Prige Minister Mulroney have set Mr. 
Goroachev. They will, of course, be interested in plans that the 
President might have for meeting Mr. Goroachev. So, 1 expect tnat a 
good deal of the discussion will center on summitry. 


The second kind of broad issue area that we expect will 
come up is what we've called “regional security issues.” And these 
are different regional problems tnat 
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different heads have more or less expertise about. For exemple, we 
expect the subject of Central America and South America to come up. 
We are sure that there will be at least « brief discussion on African 
issues -- not just Southern Africa, but problems in other parts of 
Africa -- and the Middle East, of course, is & perennial, and that'll 
be an issue that we're quite sure will be addressed. And Afghanistan 
is a subject that we think all of the heads will want to address. 


And finally. of course, the Japanese have a special 
interest in Asian developments, and they've said that they'd like 
sons time set aside to talk about Asian problems in Southeast Asia -- 
the Vietnamese occupation of Cambodia, in particular. 


And finally on the political agenda is the subject of 
international terroriem. Wow, terrorism has been addressed before at 
summit seetings. We see & special urgency now for discussing 
terrorism, given the developments in terrorises, especially in Western 
Europe where we see apparently new petterns of cooperation growing up 
apongst different national terrorist sovements. And we have pushed 
very hard to have a discussion on the subject, and the other 
governments have agreed. 


As you know, while the sajor document produced by the 
summit is an economic document, which is usual, will be released in 
the final day of the meeting. There has always been a good deal of 
attention and discussion focused on a political document, and last 
year in London, there was «4 proliferation of political documents. 


This year, the Germans have taken the position as hosts, 
think there should only be one political document, and that has been 
egreed to, and the emphasis in that document will be on V-E Day, 
given the interests of, I think, all of the heads to focus on the 
lessons of the war, and more importantly the progress that has been 
made since the war in reconstructing democracy in some countries, — 
reconstructing the economies, and so the one political statement will 
be a document focusing on the gains made over the last 40 years since 
World War II. 


That is really, I think, all that I can say at this stage 
about the political discussion at the summit. If you'd bear with ne, 
I can go through « few other topics. The President will be having 
bilateral seetings on the sargin of the summit. Bilateral meetings 
are now scheduled with Prime Minister Nakasone. One of the issues 
that will, I think, be highlighted in that meeting is our efforts to 
work for @ greater convergence of policy between the Atlantic and the 
Pacific communities. 


Obviously, we are not out of the woods in terme of 
working with the Japanese to open up their markets to American and 
other goods, so that will clearly be a subject that will not only be 
addressed in the economic side of the summit, but in the bilateral 
meeting, and we expect the Prise Minister to be very interested, as I 
was saying before, in the President's assessment on East-West issues 
and arms control. 


There will also be a bilateral meeting with President 
Mitterrand -- 


Q Can you give us the date for that meeting? 
Q Ie it May 2nd? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can. Is it May 2nd? 
Okay. 


Q All of then? 

Q They're all on the second? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those two meetings are 
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on May 2nd. We -- with President Mitterrand, we expect that @ good 
chunk of that seeting will bear on the summit -- on the summit, 
meeting itself questions of the issue, and I think sy colleague 
addressed this when he was briefing on @ new trade round and getting 
French support for that idea. 


We will went elec to focus in the peetings with 
Mitterrand on the question of terrorism and getting his support for 
greater cooperation to combat terroriss. 


I might say that while we have traditionally had 
differences with the French on that subject, that more recently, they 
have been sore forthcoming, and we will want to stimulate that, and 
we will want to, I think in particular, address with Mitterrand the 
subject of the -- not only just areas control, but the Strategic 
Defense Initiative. 


I just may say in passing on the subject of the Strategic 
Defense Initiative, we clearly expect that to come up in the 
discussions, not only the bileteral meetings that the President has, 
but also in the summit itself. 
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We welcome tnat. We would lixe & good, thorougn discussion of the 
Strategic Defense Initiative. Give= tne fect that we nave received, 
I think, some strong statements of support in tne past, sost recently 
at tne HATO nuciear planning group seeting and also in statements vy 
Mrs. Thatcner and Cnancellor Kohl and otners, end given also tne fact 
that sany Evropean -- sany of tne governments are now thinking aoout 
tneic possiole participation in the SDI program and that will teke 
some tise, anc finally cecause tne Gergans want one politicel 
statement, we nave decided ageinst and we are agreed witn toe otner 
governzents tnat we will not seek to produce any Kine of separate 
statement on tne subject of the Strategic Defense Initiative. 


But, es 1 said, we expect it to ce addressed in some 
detail in tne summit, iteelf. 


Q That Leaves tne igpression tnat it sight be 
eddressed in the one political statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
~ No? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it will oe not 
addressed. That one political statement is on V-E Day. 


~ So nothing comes out about SDI otner than tae fact 
teat there's going to be discussions. Will tnere be unilateral 
statements -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I dGowbt it. 
Q -- OF statements out of dDilaterals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I Goubt -- no, we're 
mot planning to sake any statements following Dilateralis. Twere will 
be an effort to brief you on each of tnose seetings, out in teras of 
statements -- unilateral, Silateral, or sultilateral <-- we do not 
expect any sucn statements. 


~ Is there agreement on that, that there will be no 
statement on S01? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can't «= let ae 
just say, there's an egreement within tae U.S. government that we're 
mot seeking such @ statement. And in the preparatory peetings we 
nave ced, a6 | wae saying at the outset, with the representatives of 
other governsents, they also Go not seem to be seeking sucn 
statements. 


I can't speak for President Mitterrand or Prise Minister 
Thatcher. As you know, when tnese people get togetner, they can 
change their ainds. s#ut I think I can say tnat we don't seex such a 
statement and we're not planning to seek such 4 statenent. 

~ Why is that? 

Q Wouldn't you neve preferred « statement? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I tried to explain tnat. 
First of all, tne problem is, is tnat we don't <= tne German nosts uo 
not want @ proliferation of statements. They really just wanted one 
statement, end that statement tney wanted focusing on V-E Day. 

~ ie that tne only reason? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. If you let se 
finien, iil tell you. 


Secondly, even if we decided to try to push for anotner 
statement, we felt that it ween't really necessary at tnis tise for 














the two reasons I pointed owt. First of all. we save received 
general statements of support earlier on from Mrs. Thatcher, from 
Cnancellor Kohl, trom Prise Minister Mulroney. Sut we're ina 
different prase of tne SOI denate right now. We're not looking for 
endorsements or statements of support about the general concept. 
We're going forward with this research prograsz. 


What we're involved with now is tne Europeans are 
taempseives mow tainking adout their possible participation in tue SDI 
programs. And tney told us, 48 sOU Saw with the reaction to this idea 
of o— days to tnink about it, they think they need some tise to tain« 
tacougn the igplications of their participation. It raises oudgetary 
questions. It caises questions of technology. It raises yuestions 
of tne form of participation. 


And tnis isn’t the tise -- we think it’s far too soon for 
any of these governments, and toey think it's far too soon for thes 
to make up -- make decisions on the subject. So I think everyone is 
agreed taat what is necessary at this point is a good, thorough 
discussion of tne suoject. And it's just sot appropriate at this 
point to try to achieve any «Kind of statesent. 


In other words, it sight have peen hard to get a 
statement at this time, is that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I don’t think we -- 
we don't think it's necessary. We really don’t think it's necessary 
at tais point. What we are prepared to do is go along wita tais 
German desire tc produce one statement and have it focus on V-E Day. 
and we're fully prepared to go along with this general desire to have 
& good discussion on the suoject. 


#e nad & SATO meeting. The NPG -- nuclear planning group 
meeting, jest last gsonth. That produced a good, strong stateszent. I 
expect teat in our HATO meetings in June we'll also address it. sut 
it doesn't -- it's not in keeping with the spirit of the German draft 
and it «= I Gdon’t think there's anybody really pressing for it. 


~) How will <= 
Q Do your comments -- 


Q How will the political issue of Bitourg influence 
toe state visit? Tne political context of German-American relations 
and tnmat state visit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: How will wnat inftivence 








wnat? 

Q Bitourg. 

Q Tne Bitburg controversy. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Will influence the 
sumpit? 


Q Well, tne state visit which follows the summit. 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On, I Couldn't ~- I don't 


w And the oilateral relationsnip which is part of <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I don't 
anow. 1 expect that tne Dilateral relationship will be -- I tnhin« 
it's strong now and will be even stronger following the President's 
visit. 


ie) Well, is there any ceconsideration going on? Are 
taere any efforts continuing to try to -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think tne President 
has spoken on that, Sas. 


Q Well, he hasn't. That's the problem. Since Friaay, 
tne only tning we can get from him are one-line jides when we ask 
hia. 


Q Did I understand you to say that tney are going to 
stress tnese three areas of political concern and mention none of 
tnem in tne final political statement tnat coges out, that seeas to 
nave already Deen written? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's -- it 
hasn't been already written. I mean, the -- one of tne things -- it 
has veen discussed, out it will really be agreed to and I would 
presuae -- 


Q But it will not address -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, and that's not any 
different from earlier -- earlier summit meetings. I mean, for 
example, tnere was substantial discussion last year in London on tne 
question of Third World debt and tne political iaplications of that. 
There was no statement released on that. we don't -- we've never 
believed that the issues that are discussed require statements. 
We've felt that when a statement was useful and appropriate and when 
tney wanted to agree on such @ statement, they would. 


And, again, I don’t want to foreclose. I'm not ina 
position here to dictate to these seven leaders what they're going to 
Go at this meeting. Tney sould very well decide to reverse course 
and do sometning entirely different. I'am just trying to give you a 
kind of eads-up to what we expect to take place. 


Q Did you have otner material you were going to give 
us before questions or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I wanted -- if 
you're interested, was just going to say a few things aoout Spain, a 
few things about Strasbourg, and a few things about Portugal. 


Q Before you get to that, are there only two 
Oilaterals that you know about at the conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are only two 
Dilaterals currently scheduled, yes. 


re) One tning about tne German statement, wny do they 
want just one political statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think tnat -- 
and here -- this is just sy guess, but I think, first cf all, the 
Gergjans probably want all focus attention on V-E Day and the -- and a 
strong statement -- 


Q Tney've done it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= wnich focuses on the 
achievements tnat the seven countries have made in the political and 
tne economic sphere since then. And they probably don't want 
attention taken away from other -- statements on other topics. 
That's point one. 


Point two, I think tnere is a feeling that this sort of 
obsession witn political statements was taking attention away froma 
tne focus of these meetings whicn, after all, is economic. And that 
-- I think it's understandable, it's understandable for tne press 
interests and it's understandable in sy special interests, people 
like ae tend to gravitate toward tne political. But tnese are 
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economic summits. And so I think there's a desire maybe to 
de-eaphasize, somewhat, the political side and refocus attention on 
tne econoaic side. 


And then finally, I think, after the experience last year 
in London when there was one statement released on the second tnat 
focused on, I think, on democracy and so forth, and tnen tnere was 
this kind of hue and cry tnat there snould be gore and the situation 
got a little bit out of hand. And tnen there was a raft of 
statements. Iran-Iraq, you'll recall. We nad one on aras control 
and security; another one on terrorism. And I tnink this is -- tnese 
things tend to go in cycles and I think what tne Gergans are doing is 
kind of pulling in the reins and saying, let's try to focus it to 
one. 


There's one economic system ~- one economic statement and 
one political statement. 


Q What about acid rain? Tnere was talk about a 
statement on acid rain. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'a@ not -- I gean I can 
speak for the political side and I's not aware -- there's no effort 
to address acid rain. Now, that may be their planning, and I just 
don't know, to somenow address that in the economic statement, out I 
don*t know. , 


°) Just one quick follow-up on SDI. Your comments 
indicate that Weinoerger's request to nave the Europeans respond 
within 60 days to participate nas kind of gone by the voard. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. Cap 
Weinberger, himself, nas said tnat, first of all, tnat tnis was a 
suggestion to tnem. It wasn't an ultimatum. And if they needed more 
time to think tnrougn the probleas of participation that they nad it. 
They could take as auch time as tney wanted. 


Q Would you ever give consideration to having a 
statement on SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q You never wanted it? You only mentioned tnree of 
tne allies who will oe there who now support it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On, no. Craxi, 
Mitterrand has said that he supports the idea of a European 
involvement and a European dimension to SDI. I mean, I don't want to 
go through all of these people, out even Nakasone, who's not a memoer 
of NATO. 


It's just -- it's really is tne fact tnat we are ina 
different phase here of the problem. And the proolem right now of 
SDI is the question of managing participation. And tnat -- we don't 
know the answers to those questions. 


) But I take it, this single statement does have tne 
added oenefit of minimizing tne differences on otwer questions that 
are going to arise. You mentioned Central America. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let awe say, tnere could 
very well be differences on SOI in this aeeting and -- 


Q Yes, out they will not oe the subject of trying to 
nammer out language of a statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The important is not to 
try to go through a long process of trying to reacn agreement on sone 
words. The important thing, we think, on SDI is that it oe 
discussed. I nappen to tnink that while it will oe discussed, it 
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will mot get tne attention, for instance, tnat tne question of 
U.S.-Soviet aras control gets. 


. I tainx tnere will oe a lot more interest in the Geneva 
negotiations and wnat tne prospects for those are. I also tnink 
tnere will oe a iot more interest in tne possicoility of a U.S.-Soviet 
meeting. summit seeting. 














Q Isn‘t SDI sort of part of the areas control talks? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure -- sure, it is. 
Q -- now do you separate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, it is. I'm not -- 
I'm not trying to separate. I'm just saying, when you asked ae, sort 
of, I put syself in the shoes of neads in the kind of tne way tney 
want to address tne thing, I don't think they're going to get into -- 
(laugher) -- That was a stupid tning to say -- put syself in the 
shoes of heads of government that -- 


Q You don't feel tne apsence of the statement in any 
way would indicate or signal to tne Soviets some kind of division 


among tne -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. 
Q -- Spain or Portugal? 
Q -- tnese others -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's do -- Let's -- 
Q Strasbourg. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Spain is next, after 
Germany and the sumsait. 


The important themes, I think, of tne Spanish visit, and 
the same is true of tne Portuguese visit, are these are both 
countries that have in -- relevantly recently become democracies. 
And especially for Spain because Spain for 40 years was, under 
Franco, was virtually isolated in terms “f Western Europe, 
politically, militerily, and in some respects culturally. And we 
think tnat this visit will demonstrate the progress that has ceen 
made in recent years in Spain in integrating Spain into tne Western 
comaunity. 


As you know, Spain has joined NATO, and there is a debate 
in Spain over whether it snould remain a member of NATO. That is a 
Gecision that we believe can only be made py the Spanisn people, but 
we have a view on it. And we've had a long-term security 
relationship with Spain, and our view ia that it should remain « 
@eaper of tne alliance. 


Spain is also -- along with Portugal -- recently, while 
not formally admitted to the European Community, the negotiations 
have -- to deal with the complicated economic issues involved, have 
reacied a point where it is clear tnat Spain and Portugal will become 
mencers of the European Comaunity. The 10 will pecogse 12. And we 
think this is anotner step in the right direction, bringing Spain 
into the comaunity of Western nations. 


So, the issues on this visit are that security, tne NATO 
issue, the East-West issue, Felipe Gonzalez is very interested in 
areas control. He is a former leader of the Socialists International, 
but as he has been, nevertneless, &@ very pragmatic, realistic leader 
of the Socialists International and a very pragmatic and realistic 
leader of Spain. And we've had in visits -- in visits here, wnen ne 
visited the President -- and visits by the Secretary of S*ate and 
otners to Spain, we've had some very good exchanges witn Gonzalez. 
Gonzalez has some strong views on Central America, which are not 
entirely in agreement with ours. But we find tnose exchanges are 
useful. So, tnose are some of the issues that we expect to arise in 
Spain. 


Q Has tne date been set for a Spanisi referendum on -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Wo. 
w -- NATO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. We expect that 
referendum to -- if it takes place, and we assume it will, but -- to 


take place next year. 


Q Are you -- are you eventually prepared to discuss in 
Madrid witn President Gonzalez the suggestion he had apout tne 
possible reduction of military -- American military -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are. 
Q -- in Spain? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are prepared to 
discuss that issue. We're prepared to listen to just apout anything 
-- any proposal Mr. Gonzalez wants to sake. 


Q What was that issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said tnat -- are we 
prepared to discuss the suggestion tnat the Prise Minister or 
President Gonzalez would like to -- has made in tne context of Spain 
remaining a member of NATO, that there snould be some reduction cof 
the U.S. military preserce in Spain. And we had not agreed to that 
concept. But we're prepared to have talks -- I mean, we're not 
prepared to negotiate over it; but we're prepared to listen to what 
Mr. Gonzalez says. 


Q Has Spain shown any interest in participation in SDI 
or o-oo a 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- I naven't 
seen any such evidence. 


Q Strasbourg. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Strasbourg, I think the 
key point about Strasoourg, of course, is the speech. And it is a 
very important speecn. It is -- tne -- Strasoourg is the seat not 
only of the European Parliament but the Council of Europe, and thus 
it is Gympoolically the capital of Europe 











in that sense. And tnis, tnus, gives tne President a venue in his 
speech to address all the peoples of Europe. And the speech will be 
widely televised. And tne speech is still under preparation, but I 
think that support for the process of Europe and the process of 
European integration and greater European solidarity is something 
that we will want to emphasize in teras of an overall these. 


I just would say in passing that there's ceen a lot of 
talk about Euro-pessimism -- the factor -- there are a lot of 
Europeans suggesting that tne Europeans seem to be running out of 
ges, that taere hasn't been progress in recent years in European 
integration, and tnere hasn‘t bceen progress in the econogic area. 
And I think tne President will want to refute that or ne'll want to 
provide a more optiaistic outlook. 


Q This is the speech on V-E Day? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q But the sain emphasis is going to be European 
integration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think -- European 
integration, Sas, is directly related to V-E Day vecause the wnole 
concept of European integration coming out of tne war witn people 
like Monet and people like Speak and people like de Gaulle and 
Adenauer was -- European integration was ensuring that tnere'd never 
again be a war in Europe; that the core of European integration were 
the agreements signed -- were the Franco-Gersan treaties and the 
creation of the Western European Union and the European coal and 
steel community. 


All of these developments which led finally to the 
creation of the Common Market in 1958 were not seen as pu ly 
economic steps. They were seen as -- that @ continent that nad been 
ravaging itself for nundreds of years had finally decided that taney 
could work together. And that's where that vision of European 
integration stemmed from -- was directly from the war and V-E Day. 


Q Will ne endorse a continuation of the political 
integration of Europe? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to go 
beyond really what I said because I don't want to scoop the 
President. I'll just simply say that I think the empnasis on support 
for this European vision that flowed out of the war and support for 
tne notion of a continent with a great future are important tnenes 
that ne'll want to continue. 


Q Will he in that speech or anywhere else pay sone 
mind to the fact that the Soviets were our allies in World War [1I? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't <= again, 
I don't want to get into the details of that. 


Q Sir, can you be more specific on how a -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You might remember ne 
did in Normandy. He -- there was a line in hie statement -- 


ie) There was a line. Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= at Pointe du Hoc. 

Q -- on how large the television audience will oe and 
also wnetner he'll deal witn the question of Yalta and rejecting tne 
permanent division of Europe, tnat these? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, ne will nave to -- 
he will deal witn the subject of the division of Europe. And I don't 
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have -- I think saybe Jim Renschler or somebody else might have a 
better estimate about the -- how sany television sets he will reach. 


Let we just finish with Portugal. As Issaid before, 
Portugal is another country that has come back to G@mocracy from 
dictatorship. In some cases, the Portuguese story is even sore 
compelling because of the crisis in the sid ‘70s where they were 
alsost -- they alsost became a Marxist dictatorship. And that was a 
very touch-and-go thinc. The heroes of the Portuguese revolution are 
the two current leaders of Portugal -- President Eanes and the Prise 
Minister Soares. 


Soares is a Socialist, but like Gonzalez is a pragsatic, 
realistic Socialist. And he has unde-taken some very difficult and 
politically controversial economic steps to try to improve the 


Portuguese econoay and steps that we applaud. 


The Portuguese have, unlike the Spanish, been longtisze 
menmbers of HATO. And they have probably been scouze of the sost loyal, 
steadfast allies that we have. And the one thing that Ronald Reagan 
will be able to register when he's in Portugal is our »ppreciation 
for their very strong support. It was -- someone asked about Spanish 
participation in SDI, and I said I hadn't seen that. Sut I did just 
happen to see today a very strong supportive statement fros the 
Portuguese on SDI. And this is typical for the Portuguese. They 
have tended to be very, very loyal allies. 


Q In what context do you say they've probably been the 
longest-standing allies we've had? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. I didn't say 
that. I said -- yes -- in contrast to the Spanish having just 
recently become -- joined NATO, 
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they have been @ HATO ally for sany years. That's all I's saying. 
I'm glad you're asking; I say have sisspoken. 


Okay, any other questions? 


Q Ie there some sini flap about whether the President 
was to peet with President Mitterrand in Strasbourg, and whether they 
were going to be together for lunch? What happened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon‘t now all the 
Getails of that, but I do know that -- and there was, in fact, there 
was @ column someone wrote that suggested that somehow there were 
some political tempers, sither in Washington or Paris, and I know 
that's completely wrong. 


I know “Sat there was -- the day that the President goes 
to Strasbourg is a very difficult day logistically, because he goes 
to Madrid, he has to fly all the way back to France, and then if you 
look on @ sap, you have -- that's a good distance for Europe. And 
then after he gives his speech and seets with the leaders of the 
European Parliament and then calls on the head of the Council cf 
Europe, he then has to go back to Portugal. 


And I think the feeling was is that it was just very 
Gifficult to sandwich in that time, and this is why we are prepared 
and have agreed to have a bilateral meeting with the French 
president. 


We have -- purely because of tising, we have wanted to 
hold the number of bilateral seetings down on the sargins of the 
summit, but we felt that it would be a good idea for Mitterrand and 
the President to meet. So I -- at least on our side -- and I can't 
speak for the French -- but I don’t think there are any frayed 


tempers. 


Q When you say that the President has already spoken 
on the issue of Bitburg, does that mean that you believe that the 
President will participate in the wreath-laying ceremony? And also, 
could you address what you consider to be the domestic political 
reasons and the geopolitical reasons:for why Chancellor Kohl wants 
the President to -- . 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I em not going to. 
I mean, if you read Peter Boenisch and what he -- I sean, he's gone 
into that in some detail, and I saw -- I read a statement today where 
he talked about the rationale for the Chancellor, and I can't speak 
for the Chancellor. 


And what -- your first question was -- 


Q Do you believe -- is the President going to 
participate in the wreath-laying ceremony? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I know, he is. 
That's the last thing I heard. 


Q Well, are you giving any consideration to how to get 
the empha;'s away from Bitburg? You've said the Germans wanted it on 
V-E Day, but doesn't it occur to you that -- I'm sure it does -- that 
the emphasis will be on this controversy, as far as U.S. coverage is 
concerned. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would only say, San, 
that you should just wait and see how the trip goes. iIf Bitburg and 
the controversy surrounding it dominates the trip, I think that woul! 
be -- that would really be a shane. 


Q Well then, how are you going to avoid that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In part by not talking 
MORE 
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about it. But sore importantly because = don't think that'll do such 
re going to write about it anyway. By sore importintly 

making the rest of this visit -- the summit, the other events in the 

German and the other as important and as useful as possible, 


I just wanted to ask this to supplement that -- how 
concerned are you that BSitburg will overwhele -- will affect the 
summit? Well, you don't want to talk about that because you're 
afraid it will affect -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My own view is, it 
won't. I think this is an important neeting. These people are 
serious people, and there are -- they are important issues. 


Q -- report that you warned against this, or at least 
raised some question, is that an incorrect report? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION SFFICIAL: I'm not aware of that 
report. 


Q Ian. Is it wrong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to discuss 
what I may have thought. 


Q Was there any consultation with the State 
Department? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- 

Q With all of the finger-pointing going back and forth 
between the Germans and the Americans, is that not cause for bruised 
relations between Kohl and Reagan hinaself{? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not aware of all 
that finger-pointing, and the people who are doing it don't know what 
they're talking about. 


Q You just referred to the Peter Boenisch thing. Are 
you saying in effect that -- 


Q Nancy. 


Q ~~ if there is to be any change now, the ball is in 
Kohl's court -- the German court? ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, you're trying to put 
words in my mouth. Really, I'm not going to say anything more on 
this, because it's not very helpful. 

Q Could you direct -- 

Q To whom? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To me. I'm not doing 
your job. 


Q Well you did warn against it. Oh, you didn't have 
sense enough to warn against it? (Laughter. ) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it's 


Q Take your choice. (Laughter.) 
Q The question on the bilaterals -- last year as I 


recall, there were at least four, maybe five bilaterals at the London 
summit? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Well, is two it. or should we anticipate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I know, at 
this stage two are it. I don't know whether -- 


Q Is there any reason for that? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I think 
it is just because of the -- because it is a very heavy schedule, and 
I just don't think that the President has the time. But I don’t want 
to suggest that there won't be gore. It is possible. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Where were you five 
minutes ago? 


2 I wonder if you could help us a little bit with the 
political perspective on why this has been so important to Kohl. ‘le 
all see it as, why doesn’t Reagan just back owt. Why is it so 
important to Kohl that this go forward? 


" SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I an just not going to 
eddress that. I think that -- 


¢ If you could just tell us a little bit of the 
politics that he is facing, not -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, again, I don't 
want to talk about the German political situation right now. I think 
if you -- I did read a lic statement that the German spokesman 
made just yesterday, and you ought to take a look at it. I think he 
can express Kohl's thinking @uch better than I can. 


Q Who is the next ambassador to the Federal Republic 
from the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 


Q If you were ambassador, would you lay a wreath? 
(Laughter. ) ; 


Q If you get to be ambassador, will you lay a wreath? 
THE PROSS: Thank you very auch. 


END 4:16 P.M. EST 
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SZUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se just say in 
general that it was a very productive, warm exchange of views on 
sooty tty auch the whole agenda of our relationship. It began with « 

itly long private seeting between the President and -- between the 
two presidents, with just « few principals present and ay readout on 
that is based on debriefing. 


incipal subjects in the private seeting were 
the subject sy aiit cal developments in Koreas and, secondly, the 
ee age of reduction of tensions on the Korean Peninsula. in the 

ger necting that continued over lunch we talked about the 

Olympics, about the silitary situation in Korea, about trade and 
economic matters, a little bit more about the subject of worth-South 
ciscussions, and about the rtance of intensifying our 
consultations on ety tical issues, which was the subject 
that the President ceferr to at the end of his press remarks. 


Just to say @ little bit on each, on the subject of 

eee Gevelopments in Korea, President Chun briefed President 

gan in some detail on recent atte gree and his hopes for the 
future and his commitment to a peaceful transfer of c in 1993. 
The President indicated his agreement -- that we believe that that 
would in fact be a truly historic event, the ficst peaceful transfer 
of power ever in Korean history, and that we strongly support 
President Chun in that effort. 


On the subject of Worth-South discussions anc recuction 


of tensions, the principal focus was on the prospects of improving 
traderas a/result of the talks that are to begin next sonth between 





Worth: and th Korea. And we rally sized our comaitzent to 
sSupportingtthe South:in their effort to deal directly with the Sects 
to seduce tensions. 


"a So you think that trade talks are beginning detveen 
North and South? 


+. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes take place 
t:month -- middle of -- do you have the date, 
aus 
ie SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFTICIAL: tay 17th.. 


SCUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The 17th of May. 
Q WLLL that be the first time? a 


-$ENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That will \ the secon: 
cound..of talks. -The first ones were last fall. 


"a 
* whe the President said, ve will not negotiate with the 


rth Koreans about South Korea but ve will strongly suppor t South 
Korea's efforts to deal with the Worth directly. ot tt - 
ap Pes 


interest in reduction of tensions that we 
otal of this kind. We do believe chet it 
ware y here and te consult closely with one 











have been doing, and will continue to do. 


On the Olympics, the President expressed our strong 
t for the success of the 1988 Olympics in Seoul and offered any 
assistance that we can give from our experience with the ‘84 games in 
Los ae eS ey ee ae ee tees oe ee et Se 
situat is secure and peaceful for the holding of the ganes. 


There was some discussion of the silitary situation, 
including our expression of v' iness and -- dismay I think was the 
word es -- ower the illegal sale of helicopters to North Korea -- 
Bughbes helicopters -- and agreement that we will work together to 
take steps to prevent any damage that sight arise from those 
helicopters being in Yorth Korean hands. 


More generally we recognize that the coming period is one 
in which we need to be particularly vigilant on the agilitary front. 
The President indicated to President Chun that we will not waver in 
Our support for South Korea's security. 


The President talked about our hopes for a new trade 
round to both prevent increased protectionism and to reduce existing 
levels of protectionism. He, along with Secretary Baldrige and 
Secretary Shultz talked about our hopes for improved access to the 
Korean market. On the Korean side, President particularly emphasized 
that Korea is not another Japan, that they believe that their 
commitment to liberalization is auch deeper, that it is not just «a 
verbal commitzent, but Sased on 4 sense of their own needs. It is 
mot just @ sentiment, Dut 4 necessity -- that is the wore that was 
used. At the same time, the reduction of trade barriers cannot be 
done overnight and has to Se done in an orderly way. 


Secretary Shultz emphasized the importance of reducing 
protectionisa in other countries as a way of preventing an increase 
in protectionism here. ‘In his words, the less we have to point to, 
the less chance there is for U.S. protectionism -- that is, the less 
we have to point to in the way of protectionist practices by others. 


On the subject of consultations, as the President 
indicated in his depactuce remarks, we have sade & commitment to 
intensify our political consultations. What this basically means is 
to try to -- we have already had ongoing, very institutionalized 
consultations on security matters between our two defense 
establishments in view of Korea's increasingly important role in the 
region and the increasing hopes, at least, for some possible sovement 
in reduction of tensions in the Korean Peninsula. We want to try to 
achieve a similar degree of closeness in our consultations on 
political matters. t would mean principally between officials of 
Our State Department and their foreign Ministry. The Secretary and 
Foreign Minister Lee, when they met yesterday, also agreed that they 
want to try to establish a pattern of regular meetings between the 
Secretary and the Foreign Minister. 


Q why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why? Gecause as -- I an 
repeating what I just said a minute ago -- dSecause of Korea's 
importance regionally, and because of the potential rtance of 
Gevelopments such as the North-South discussions. We feel that it is 
important to be closely coordinated in foreign policy now as it has 
always been in security matters. 


I might goint out that in the case of our European 
pactners we have very established, regular sechanisms for 
consultation. I beliewe that the NATO foreign sinisters seet twice « 
year regularly. In Asia we do not have that same kipd of established 
mechanisms, but the need for consultation is great. 


Q Human cights? Old President Reagan press President 
Chun at a1] on the question of internal human rights? 


NORE 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President indicated 
our strong support for the positive developments that have taken 
place in recent months -- really the last le of years -- and our 
very strong commitment to ct President in his deterszination 
to see this ficst ever peaceful transfer of power. 


9 Well, ¢id he indicate any dismay over the 
non-positive ts? I mean, answer on human rights was that 
Reagan indica his strong feelings about the positive aspects. 
Woat abdout the negative ones? 


SEWUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We feel that a lot of 
progress Sas been made. Obviously we would not be talking about 
progress if we didn't see a need for progress, Sut I think the 
general tone was positive and supportive, anc indeed many of the 
steps that have been taken have involved a great deal of -- I think a 
far-sighted view on the t of President Chun and his government. 

Be is clearly @ man who thought rather deeply about this 
question. It is something that I think Americans toc often tend to 
take for granted. It is something that obviously you just cannot do 
overnight. Sut in fact it is a very Jifferent culture -- very, yery 
éifferent historical tradition. There is not the same experience 
that we have with the sort of turbulence of cemocratic institutions. 
I think President Chun is clearly committed to tuilding over the long 
term a true democracy in Korea. 


Q Is the administration aware that there are 2,000 
unionized workers at General Motccs in Korea on strixe right now? 
The strike started last Monday, and the last news I had was that 
there were 3,000 riot police surrounding the Gili plant there. It is a 
joint venture with Dae Woo. Was there any discussion of this, or any 
Giscussion of trade union rights in the context of human rights? 


SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no discussion 
of that specific problem. Obwiously there are specific problems and 
I am not prepared to make a judgement on the merits of the issue that 
you are talking about. 


Q Ace you aware of that strike? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am not aware of the 
details of it, no. 


. The leaders of the Jnited States and the Republic of 
Korea have met in 1981, 1933, and now in 1985. Now can we assume 
that the meeti at the highest level has been regularized and is 
going to be held in 1987 again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One thing that [I have 
learned is never to assume or presume about 











the President's schedule, but I think the pattern you've noted is a 
correct one to mote. I think this is a kind of regularization 
already that we've had meeting every other year. I think -- just to 
offer a personal opinion, I think given the importance of our i 
relations, this kind of frequent contact is entirely appropriate and 
in order. And it wouldn't surprise me at all to see another seeting 
in about the time frame you describe.. 


Yes. 


Q What's the next step in the North-South dialogue? 
And is there any reason to hope that it will be more productive than 
the previous attempts? 


SCNIOR ADHINISTATION OFFICIAL: ‘ell, there are several 
things. Two specific discussions that are to take place next month, 
the first in Panmunjoa, which will be the second round of these 
economic and trade talks. And the second to be a resumption of Red 
Cross talks. The Red Cross talks with focus, I think, dg eS on 
the question of reunification of families, which is truly a profound 
and agonizing problem between the two countries. 


It's hard -- I do not want to create exaggerated 
expectations of movement. I think that's a mistake. We have seen 
the first movement of any kind in over a decade, and that does create 
some hopes that maybe things will go forward. But this is going to 
be a process, probably, if it does go forward, a bit like melting a 
Glacier. I think it's going to de a slow one. 


I am impressed from some talks I've had on the fringes of 
these meetings with the people who were responsible for planning the 
South Korean side of the upcoming economic talks, that they are 
thinking very seriously and in impressive cetail and with a real view 
of the future, about how this could be developec, not only as a -- 
first -- in the first instance as something of tracing Senefit to 
both North and South Korea, but in the longer term, also, as 
something that could contribute to reduction of tensions and 
contribute to expanded relations between the two Koreas and the 
larger countries outside. And, of course, that remains one of our 
Sasic goals as well, sometimes summarized under the slogan of cross 
recognition, that would be an ultimate goal, the recognition of Worth 
Korea by the United States and Japan and the recognition of South 
Korea by China and the Soviet Union. I think we're a long way {fron 
that kind of stability, but some hope that maybe we'll begin inching 
toward it. 


There's one other important agenda item that is active, 
though, in our view, not sufficiently active, and that's measures to 
reduce military tensions. ‘ie have ongoing talks with North Korean 
representatives at the Hilitary Armistice Commission in Panaunjon. 
We have tabled a number of measures in those talks of which the most 
important, I think, concern the notification of exercises and 
exchange of observers at exercises. Those are measures that we 
believe could at least take a little bit of the tension out of the 
or | frequent and, in a situation like this, necessary fact of 
military exercises. Those proposals have been -- we've pushed them 
for quite some time. We haven't ory very far, but we will keep 
pushing them. That, I think, would be even more significant. 


Bernie. 


Q The President again referred to the concern about 
forward sovement of the North Korean troops. Could you give some 
guess as what's motivating this and in any way a quantitative 
analysis of this because it obviously does -- it obviously clashes 
with the other movement, which is for more reconciliation? 


SEWIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know, but Americans 
have a sort of problem with people who fight and negotiate at the 
same tine, or people who prepare both to explore political 


HORE 











opportunities and to build up their military vigilance. Sut it's 
really rather standard practice. I don't think it should come as a 
surprise. I think, to some extent, what we're dealing with is a 
question of Worth Korea coming to teras with a peaceful future. 
Certainly, Worth Korea's ambition to date has been one of unifying 
the Peninsula on their terms, and by military means, if necessary. I 
think what we're hopeful of is that as they become convinced that 
military geans won't work, and as they are offered reasonable hopes 
of a kind of peaceful accommodation, that they will, in the end, opt 
for that. But I don't think we should be surprised to see them 
pursuing all avenues. And it's important fcr us to make sure that 
the military side -- that our deterrence is very strong and they are 
pursuadced that that is not the way to go. 


Q Any discussion of or contemplation of South Korean 
aid to the Contres? 


SENIOR ADIINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that -- matter of 
fact, I don't think there was any mention of Central America at all. 


Don. 


Q Regarding Presicent Chun's commitment to the 
peaceful transfer of power in 1933, did he explicitly tell the 
President that he intends to give up power in 1938 to a 
freely-elected successor? And what arrangements did he tell or have 
other Korean officials told the Jnited States for some kinc of 
Opportunity for a political process to take place on a fairly free 
basis in that country, in order to have a free choice of a successor? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he dic make very 
clear his commitment to be serving out his term and ending his term 
as the Constitution requires in 1989. Made, I think, a very clear 
repetition of the commitment he's made earlier to that peaceful 
transfer of power. I think South Korea has -- the Korean peopie anc 
their government have to wrestle with a lot of things that we sort of 
take for granted. Again, I‘ve noticed from some of the discussions 
that have taken place on the sides of these meetings that, for 
example, something that we take for granted, which is that the 
President of the United States will be frequently attacked in a 
highly partisan fashion and that people will call for his 
resignation, that's something that we take for granted. It's really 
cather alien in Korean culture. And the whole idea of compromise and 
this sort of tumult of democratic politics is not something I think 
one can easily take for granted. 


But, in fact, there have been, in that regard, some small 
steps that I think are significant, the gesture of President Chun of 
meeting with all the leacers of the parties, including the new 
opposition party, after the elections, was not something -- again, 
that's the kind of thing we would just take for granted. It's a new 
thing in Korea. I think it's significant. I think it's significant 
that the leader of the opposition party came to the airport to see 
President Chun off. There's a lot -=- again, something we might taxe 
for granted in this country, it is new in Korea. I think there's a 
lot of sorting out that is going to have to take place between now 
and 1938. 


What impresses me is that he is thinking a lot about it. 
He is thinking deeply about it. I think he's deeply committed to 
making his place in history, and be surely will, by being the first 
Korean President ever to oversee that kind of peaceful transfer. 


Q Dic he say anything about the period leading up to 
it, in terms of the political process? The people -- press will be 
oe oe that politicians will be free to campaign or anything 

ike that 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said some general 
things. We didn't talk about those specifics. 


MORI 

















‘ 
« 
' 


Obviously, those specifics are going to have to be a part 
of -- and I would also say that a certain amount of zoderation and 
restraint also has to be part of it. I think in any country, 
demonstrations -- political demonstrations are a problem when they 
tend to become violent. And in a country that has very legitimate 
security preoccuations, violent Cemonstrations are a particularly 
aifficuit thing to handle. So I think there's a -- clearly, there's 
got to be a lot of give on the government's side. There has to be 
expansion of -- or relaxation, excuse me, of restrictions on 
political activity of the kind that we have seen in the last few 
months and we have welconed. 


I think, also, there are responsibilties incumbent upon 
Opposition and critics of the government, if -- to pursuade everyone 
that a peaceful channel of political discussion is indeed the way to 
go. 


Spencer. 


Q Is there likely to be compensation for the 
helicopters which -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is not a matter of 
compensation. We have been camaged as -- just -- I wouldn't say as 
much. I don't want to make comparisons. This is a -- we're all 
damaged by it. It's a violation of our laws. Our troops, of course, 
in Korea are endangered also. tie -- If there are people we can find 
who are guilty, they will be punished. We are talking not about 
compensation, but about measures that we can take jointly to reduce, 
if possible eliminate, the harmful consequences of this. 


9 On the same subject, you said that our side 
expressed dismay about that. Was that the President who used the 
word -=- 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that wore was 
General Vessey's; but the President apparently had already said 
something to President Chun about this in the smaller meeting and 
repeated that. : 


Q -- number 37 the number you used? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 37, yes. 


Q What kind of discussion was there concerning -- 
parallelism? I mean, a discussion between China and South Korea vis 
avis Japan and North Korea? 


SEWIOR ACMNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was not mentioned 
to me in the briefing or the small meeting. So, as far as I'm aware, 
there was nothing mentioned on that point. 


Sut I might say what I said earlier, it is -- generally 
been a principle of ours on these matters that parallelism is 
extremely important, as emphasized in the ultimate -- if we talk 
about cross-recognition -- that the recognition of North Korea by the 
United States and Japan must be accompanied by parallel recognition 
of South Korea by the two major communist powers. And that same kind 
of principle, obviously, has to apply in smaller steps as well. 


Q On the mechanism of the political consultation on 
regional securities, is that confined to U.S. and Korea or does it 
include any other countries? Secause you talked about WATO 
Ministerial Meetings. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: to, I used the NATO 
Ministerial Meeting as -- it's confined to the U.S. and Korea. We're 
talking about doing bilaterally what sort of automatically takes 
place. As a matter of fact, when NATO Ministers meet, one of the 
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place. As @ matter of fact, when HATO Ministers meet, one of the 
things that hagpens is the Secretary has 10 or 15 bilateral meetings 
"as well with each of nis counterparts. We don't have tnose kind of 
annual meetings with our Asian countries, so we have to find some 
substitutes for it. And it’s really intensifying the U.§S.-Korean 
pilateral consultation. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Correct me if I's wrong, out I understand that 
Ambassador Walker has never set Kia Dae Jung or any other prosinent 
opposition leader in South Korea. Wnat is the reason for this? 


AMBASSADOR WALKER: You're wrong. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're wrong, 
apparently. And I've set witn Mr. Kia a number of times, as nave a 
nuaber of ay State Department colleagues and we are in very close 
contact with, not only Mr. Kim, but sany otner opposition leaders. 
So I can't give you a reason why we re not in contact with the 
opposition because we are in contact with tnes. 


Q Was there any recognition by any of the principles 
or sub-principles of tne large demonstration out here this morning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not that I's aware of. 
I sean, somedody sentioned there was a demonstration. That was all I 
heard. 


In pack. 


Q Was there any talk of dropping tne reaaining 
political prohibitions on Mr. Kin? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't <= Again, that 
wasn't in ay readout. As far as I'm aware, it was not specifically 
discussed. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Getting beck to tne transfer of power, would the 
U.S. see it as progress if somebody like Ro Te Woo (sp?) became the 
next President, who is the man who helped Chun overthrow the military 
in 19797 I mean, would you see it as progress -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'ma not <= don't <-- I's 
sorry, I'm not going to start commenting on who ought to be the next 
President of Korea or whether it would -- 


Q Well, would you see it as progress if the ailitary 
stayed in power? That's what I's asking. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I'm not 
going to comment on who ought to be the next President of Korea. We 
will see it as progress if there's a peaceful transfer of power. We 
think that’s an important step and one that will not be an easy one 
to pring acout. 


Establishing the idea that a man is there serving his 
country and not siaply there serving niaself is not something to take 
for granted in the context that we're dealing with. \ 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 2:31 P.M. EST 
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eon DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

we BACKGROUND BRIEFING 

~ ON 

U.S. MEASURES AGAINST THE SOVIET UNION 
IN THE NICHOLSON CASE 

FRIDAY, APRIL 26, 1985, 3:50 P.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Bernie. I 
think the Statement really speaks’for itself, but I would be 
happy to answer any additional questions you might have. 


Q Is this the end of it, or do you intend further 
actions? 


A In addition to this step, the President has 
ordered the Department of State to continue contacts with the 
Soviet Embassy to emhasize the unacceptable nature of the 
Soviet action as well as their statement on April 22. 


We want to clarify the Soviet position. We want to 
insist on Soviet adherence to the agreement reached by General 
Otis and the Soviet General, Zaytsev; and, of course, we want 
to continue to press our demands for an apology and 
compensation for Major Nicholson's family. 


In addition, General Otis will initiate contact with 
his Soviet counterpart to pursue his mandate for further 
discussions to prevent incidents of violence against our 
Military Liaison Mission. Beyond that, I do not want t 
discuss other actions that we might take. 


Q Would it surprise you if this were to be met by 
the Soviets by the expuision of a similar U.S. attache from 
Moscow? 


A We have told the Soviets that we do not wish to 
get into a fruitless cycle of retaliation and 
rounter-retaliation. That would only worsen this situation. 
What we have very strongly suggested to the Soviets is that 
they need to recognize the depth of concern that is felt by the 
American people, the American Congress, and the President about 
the killing of Major Nicholson and the Soviet response to that 
killing; and rather than retaliating they should institute the 
agreement that was reached between Generals Otis and Zaytsev on 
preventing the use of force against our military personnel. 





Q How would they implement -- no one has been shot 
at since then, so how do we know they haven't implemented it? 
In other words, what is it you're looking for? 


a The problem, Bernie, is that in the statement 
provided us by the Soviet Foreign Ministry, and in public 
statements now, made by Soviet military commanders, the Soviets 
appear to be saying that not only their killing of Major 
Nicholson was warranted but they reserve the right to do the 
same thing again. 


That stands in stark contrast to the instructions that 
we provide our personnel in West Germany in the event of 
apprehending members of the Soviet military liaison mission. 

It also contradicts what General Otis was told by General 
Zaytsev. 


Q Did Sokclov offer to you, or do you now have by 
some other means, an explanation of why the Soviets repudiated 
the April 12 agreement? 


a No. 


Q Can you explain how they interpret the agreement 
between the two generals differently from what we do? Was 
there not an initial copy of this thing, which our -- 


a Our interpretation, based on a report from 
General Otis, is that the Soviets would not use -- would agree 
to discussions on ensuring the safety of our personnel 
operating in the GDR, and that instructions would be issued to 
prevent the use of force against members of the American 
Military Liaison Mission. 


What the Soviets have since said is that there are 
circumstances under which they would not follow those 
instructions and would not follow agreements reached between 
the United States and the Soviet Union, such as a 1947 
agreement itself, which created the Military Liaison Missions, 
but they would instead simply rely on their military manuals. 
They have said that in killing Major Nicholson, the Soviet 
sentry in question was acting in accordance with military 
manuals. 


In other words, they apparently have reserved the 
right for their people to continue to use force against our 


personnel. 


Q But there wasn't any written understanding 
between the generais, then? It was an oral assurance by the 








Soviet Union? 
a That's correct. 


Q Have the recent developments given you any basis 
for re-evaluating, perhaps, the premeditated nature of the 
shooting of Colonel Nicholson and perhaps how high up the 
orders came -- from how high up the orders might have come to 
pull off an incident like this. 


i) No, I wouldn't want to speculate. We don't have 
any new knowledge about that. It is very discouraging, 
however, that not only the actions of the Soviet sentry are not 
criticized by either Soviet military officials or a Soviet 
civilian official, it is even more discouraging that the 
Soviets seem, in their discussion of this problem, to suggest 
that they would be perfectly in their rights to do it again. 


Q In terms of some of the procedural matters here, 
how long does Gromov have to get out? 

a Seven days. 

Q How was he chosen? Why not the full military 
attache? : 

A We followed the advice of the Pentagon on how to 


respond precisely in acting to declare a military attache 
persona non grata, and it is my understanding that Lieutenant 
Colonel Gromov was very active. 





Q Very what? 
A Active. 


Q Would you say that this matter will come up when 
Secretary Shultz meets Gromyko? Will this be brought up again 
by the Secretary at that time? 


a I did mention that the Department of State should 
continue contacts at a high level with the Soviet Union on this 
question. I don't want to specifically get into the question 
of what the Secretary of State will raise with Mr. Gromyko. As 
you know, we don't, either before or after those meetings, get 
into the agenda. You should draw your own conclusions. 


Q The reason I asked was earlier you had said that 
it would be the State Department taking it up with the Embassy 
in Washington, and that's why 1 asked whether --— I realize what 
the statement says, but then you seemed to change it. 





Q Can you tell us what “very active" mean, in terms 
of -- 


A I don't want to try to interpret that for you. : 


Q How would you describe the severity of this 
action in the relative options you had? 


2) I think that you, as skilled and experienced 
diplomatic reporters, are in a better place than me to describe 
the severity of this action. 


Q What is your feeling about the safety of our 
personnel in the GOR right? Are they any less safe than they 
were before or would you say the same? 


A I would just simply say that we expect, and 
insist, that the Soviet Union observe the 1947 agreement which 
permits members of the American Military Mission in the GDR to 
go about their everyday business. 


Q When is the next meeting between the two generals? 


A I'm not aware that that meeting has been 
scheduled. 


(Continued on next page) 








Have any of our Military Liaison teams gone into 
the GDR on regular patrols since the killing of Major Nicholson? 


Aa I believe they have, Bernie. 


Q I've got a follow-up question, too: In the 
Soviet statement of April 22, it's written in a rather 
convoluted way, because it does say in there that the Soviet 
Union and the other missions all agree not to use weapons, or 
they don't intend to use weapons against members of Military 
Liaison team. It again contends that the sentry had no idea 
that Major Nicholson was a member of the Liaison Mission and 
was an unknown intruder. They seem to make a lot of this 


distinction. 


In your conversations with them, have they at least 
acknowledged that they knew -- did they acknowledge they knew 
that Major Nicholson was on the American Liaison Mission team? 


a Well, they have certainly acknowledged in 
retrospect that he was a member of the Military Liaison 
Mission. After they came to the scene of the killing, they 
have recognized that he was a member of the Military Liaison 
Mission. 


They have called him -- I don't know, we don't know 
whether or not the Soviet sentry, when he pulled the trigger, 
knew whom he was shooting at. That, to us, is not a terribly 
important issue. He was traveling, as we have pointed out 
before, in a vehicle that was clearly marked. He was wearing 
U.S. army camouflage. 


Moreover, he was not an intruder. Just to remind you, 
he was not in a Permanent Restricted Zone; and even had he been 
in a permanent restricted zone, we don't believe there was any 
call or any reason to fire at him. 


Larry Speakes said the other day that the Soviet 
repudiation of this Agreement would have adverse consequences 
on the superpower relationship. You have now responded to that 
by PNGing this particular attache. 


To what extent would you estimate this whole Nicholson 
episode has had or is having adverse consequences? 


A I would just simply say that the answer to that 
question remains to be seen. As I pointed out, the issue, as 
far as we are concerned, is not behind us. We will continue to 
press for a clarification of the Soviet position on this 





question. In particular, we will want to reach an 
understanding that the Soviets will not use force against the 
American Military Liaison Mission, and we will also continue to 
press for compensation and an apology. 


Q Can you speculate why they've changed their mind 
and done an about-face? There must be some thoughts in your 


mind as to why they've done this. 
a Well, they're -- 


Q Perhaps it's in response to the retaliation 
measures we've used. 


rs) Well, I just don't know. And while of course, 
there are some thoughts in my mind, I have no way of knowing 
whether they are accurate or not, so there's no reason for me 
to talk about them. 


Q Was there a written agreement as a result of the 
two generals’ meeting? 


a No. 
Q Is there anything in writing? 
a No. 


Q Is it correct that at some stage of this affair, 
the Soviet officers -- maybe it was the General Zaytsev or 
someone else -- told the U.S. officials that the sentry could 
have been court-martialed if he did not shoot the major? 


A I'm not aware of that. 


Q What do you think of General Zaytsev's reported 
comment that it was the sentry's duty to shoot him, as reported 
at a reception in Germany somewhere? 


a All I can say is that, duty, as you put it -- if 
there was such a duty, or there was such an order, stands in 
very marked contrast to the regulations that govern U.S. forces 
in the Federal Republic of Germany on what they do in the event 
that they apprehend members of the Russian Military Liaison 
Mission. They are supplied with a card which tells them 
precisely what they can do and cannot do; and they are 
forbidden to use weapons against Soviet members of the Military 
Liaison Mission. 





Q What about the rules under which the Soviets 
operate? Do they not have some agreement with the United 
States about how the Liaison teams should operate beyond the 
bare bones of that '47 document? 


i) Well, there is, I think, a record of, you could 
say, a negotiating history based on various discussions over 
the years with the Soviets on these Military Liaison Missions. 
And as you know, there have been incidents in the past where 
firearms have been used against U.S. officials -- no one has 
been shot or killed --— and it is worrisome that the fact, as 
the Soviets point out in their statement, that under certain 
circumstances, their behavior will be guided by what they call 
their “military manuals," because they said that the sentry in 
question was following his guidance under a military manual, 
which, if you read between the lines, suggests that the Soviets 
will use force against our people in the future under certain 
circumstances. 


Q Can I just come back, because it's going to cause 
a lot of questions later? fhe Soviet statement that we have 
seen does not repudiate specifically that it will not use force 
against American Liaison personnel. It talks about -- 


fs) I didn't suggest that. What 1 -- 


Q But some of the questions have, and you haven't 
objected to that. You've talked about clarification. 


The reason I ask is, American -- I've been a soldier, 
and others in the room have --— I mean, you're under orders to 
use force against, you know, people you don't know who they are 
if they don't respond to warning shots or calls to halt. 


i) There were no warning shots in this incident. 


Q I understand the American position on this. I'm 
just trying to get at what the Soviets have actually done and 
told you. Have they told you privately that General Zaytsev 
did not agree to give orders to their troops? 


a What they've said is in their statement, that 
they are prepared to agree not to use force against the 
Military Liaison Missions. Then they say that in the case of 
Major Nicholson that he was engaging in espionage, and that the 
sentry was fully -- responded fully to orders in the military 
manuals, and that in future occasions, where the members of the 
Military Liaison Mission are engaging in espionage, that they 
will act according to instructions in manuals. That is 
unacceptable to us. 





MR. KALB: A couple more questions. 


Q Do you expect this Nicholson affair to play a : 
large role -- perhaps a negative role -- when Shultz meets 
Gromyko in Vienna? 


4 I don't -- I'm not going to -- I will just say, 
the way Larry Speakes addressed the issue, I think, is 
correct. It has had a negative impact on the relationship. 
I'm not going to address what kind of role it will play in the 
meetings between the Secretary of State and Gromyko. 


Q Do you expect the Secretary -- 

a What? 

Q Do you expect the Secretary to bring it up? 
a I've already addressed that. 


Q The Soviet statement of the 22nd smacks a lot of 
the kind of statements the Soviets made after the KAL-7 
incident, and we assume by that this means that there really 
hasn't been much of a change with Gorbachev's coming to power 
in the Soviet Union, and that perhaps, in fact, the Supreme 
Defense Council has more power than the Politburo in running 
things in the Soviet today? | 


a Now, that's a very interesting question and could 
lead to a lot of speculation, but I'm not -- I don't think we 
know enough to draw conclusions like that, other than to say as 
I think I said in an earlier BACKGROUNDER, when the Nicholson 
affair first was upon us, and that was, we are extremely 
concerned about the Soviet tendency to use military force and 
the ability of the political authorities to keep or to control 
the use of military force. 


Q One last question. In his interview today in the 
Washington Times, the Soviet General also directly refutes the 
American version of what happened after the shooting. He says 
that, in fact, first aid was rendered as soon as possible, and 
that the Sergeant, the American Sergeant in question, did not 
try to go to the aid of the fallen major. 


a You've got to ask yourself, “Who do you believe,a 
sergeant on the scene or General Zaytsev?" And [I think the 
answer to that question is pretty easy. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:13 P.M.) 





April 26, 1985 
PRESS STATEMENT: NICHOLSON SHOOTING 


At 2:45 today, Assistant Secretary Burt called in Soviet 
Embassy charge Sokolov and informed him that an Assistant 
Soviet military attache in Washington, Lt. Col. Stanislav 
Ivanovich Gromov, is persona non grata and has seven days to 


demart the United States. 


This action was taken in response to the unacceptable 
Soviet position on the killing of Major Arthur D. Nicholson, 


and in particular, to the Soviet statement of April 22. 


At the same time, Mr. Burt reiterated to Mr. Sokolov the 
United States’ abhorrence of the murder of Mator Nicholson. 
Mr. Burt stated the United States’ demand for clarification of 
the Soviet position and our insistence that the Soviet Union 
adhere to the agreement reached between Generals Otis and 
Zaytsev, which prohibited the Soviet use of force or weapons 
against members of our Military Liaison Mission. Mr. Burt 
reiterated the United States’ belief that the Soviets should 


apologize and compensate Major Nicholson's family. 


General Otis will be pursuing with the Soviets his mandate 
for further discussions to prevent incidents of violence 


against our Military Liaison Mission. 
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PRESS BRIEFING 
BY SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 
JAMES A. BAKER, II! 
ON THE ECONOMIC SUMMIT 


The Briefing Roos 
10:05 A.M. EDT 
MR. SPEAKES: Today, as I pointed out, this is the first 
of two on-the-record, available-for-radio-and-television-coverage 


briefings. We have in the last couple of years attempted to give you 
a thorough foundation for your -- 


Q Let's protect his in the door, for heaven's sake. I 
mean, one of us sight lunge at his. 


Q We might. (Laughter. ) 
MR. SPEAKES: -- to give you « thorough foundation for 
ve 


your travels with the President. You hed two briefings and a 
number of individual briefings that have been available to you. 





Today, we have Secretary Baker. And tomorrow, we have 
Secretary Shults who will be here at Room 450 at 10:00 a.sa. 
Secretary Baker has an opening statement. Ben has a question before 
we start. 


Q Larry, Goes the notebook have a detailed trip 
itinerary? 


MR. SPEAKES: Wo, your detailed schedule, I think, will 
come tomorrow. 


Q That's the black briefing book? (Laughter. ) 
MR. SPEAKES: it's actually gray. (Laughter. ) 

Q Casey sent it over -- (Laughter.) 

Q -- hie tie. (Laughter. ) 


Q Welcome back to the White House, Mr. Secretary. 
(Laughter. ) 


SECRETARY BAKER: It's great to be here, really great to 
be here. 


Q You know, your taste in ties has gotten a iot 
flashier since you went to Cabinet, you know that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that's financial. 

Q -- one that matches. 

Q Ah, yes, I Like that. 

SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, a8 you know, over 
the past two years, each successive summit has occurred in a better 
economic climate. (Leughter.) The recovery we talked about at 


Williamsburg in London has been achieved, and we're now in the 
expansion stege of the business cycle. 





The efforts to follow anti-inflation, pro-growth policies 
most marked in the United States and to a lesser degree in Europe 
have resulted in a broad-based expansion that is taking place in a 
low-inflation environment. Unfortunately, Europe has not yet been as 
successful as we have. And despite our shared successes, problems 
remain in all the summit countries. 


In all countries, government expenditures, budget 
deficits, or both are too large. All of our economies face 
structural rigidities which hinder job creation and sustained growth. 
And all of us need to promote freer trade and resist a rising 
protectionist sentiment. The Bonn discussions will address these 
shared problems and our individual responsibilities for solving thes. 


Now, I'd be delighted to respond to your questions. 


Q Give us some examples, please, of structural 
rigidities here as they differ from the ones in Europe. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, they don't differ in some 
respects, Larry. Mostly it's overregulation of industry or business. 
I guess one good example here would be the sinimum wage. We support 
-- as you know, the President has supported for some time a Youth 
Opportunity Minimum Wage. 


The structural rigidities in Europe are simply more 
extensive. They have far great regulation of the employment and 
unemployment in their employment and unemployment laws. In some 
countries, unemployment compensation is required for two years. And 
that hinders, obviously, the formation of new businesses. In other 
countries, there are stringent regulations against firing people once 
they're employed. And that, of course, hinders the formation of new 
businesses. 


Q Mr. Secretary, does it not appear to you that the 
President's visit to Bitburg is going to overshadow anything that 
happens at the economic summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don’t know, Sam. I really can't -- 
I'm not really the proper person to judge that. I think the 
President has spoken -- his feelings on the matter are well known. 
He's spoken to it several times. And I have nothing to add or 
elaborate on that. 


Q Well, many people think that if you were still Chief 
of Staff this would not have happened. Will you comment on that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I can comment only to the extent 
of saying tnat there's no way that anybody no resident here can 
second-guess decisions that are made here. And I think that I speak 
from experience as far as that's concerned. And I do not have all of 
the facts and circumstances that went into the decision. And there's 
no way that I can second-guess it. 


Q Well, was that a decision made after you left the 
White House or did you have some input into it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: As far as I know, it was made after I 
left -- I believe, but <-- 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
SECRETARY BAKER: Yes? 


Q -- going into this summit, we have the slow first 
quarter -- 1.3 -=- and without a budget vote and without a consensus 
on deficit reduction. Aren't Ronald Reagan's hands sort of unclean 
going in and speaking to the Europeans -- (laughter) -- about the 
great American recovery when he's 3c: a significant problem here? 








SECRETARY BAKER: The answer is a resounding no. 

Q Why not? 

SECRETARY BAKER: We are in the 30th month of an economic 
expansion in this country, the longest since the end of the Korean 
War. And I remember the 1982 summit when the President was decidedly 
on the defensive. And circumstances and conditions have changed 
markedly. 

Q Growth is down. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Many of the -- no, growth is really not 
down over the long -- 


Q First quarter growth? 
SECRETARY BAKER: -- over the long-term. Well, first -- 


Q The last two quarters and the first quarter of this 
year have been significantly slower and -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wot significantly slower than 1982. 


Q No, but it would appear that you're not going to 
make your target of -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know that we ought to 
prejudge that. We obviously didn't make it in the first quarter, and 
that's a disappointment. 





But your question was, is he going into the summit with unclean hands 
or on the defensive, and I think the answer is clearly no. 


Q What's the set target for this year? 


Q But Donald Regan has said that the economy is in 
real trouble. Do you disagree with that? 


SECRETARY BAKER: What? 


Q That the economy is in real trouble. Do you 
Gisagree with that? That the economy is in poor health? That's what 
Regan said. 


SECRETARY BAKER: It's not -- I think he said the state 
of the economy is not in good health, and that would certainly seem 
to be indicated by a 1.3 GNP figure for the first quarter when we had 
forecast a four percent range. 


Jerry? 


Q What date will you propose for the start of the new 
GATT round next year? Do you have a date in mind? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wot a date by day. We obviously would 
like to see agreement on a new round in 1986. Quite frankly, at the 
OECD meeting in Paris, we had a communique that called for the start 
of a new round at the earliest possible date, and of course, we will 
argue that the earliest possible date is sometime in 1936. 


Q Mc. Secretary, how will you deal with President 
Mitterrand's insistence on a monetary conference? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I think what we would say is that 
there ought not to be linkage, per se, between a monetary conference 
and trade liberalization, that there is every good reason in the 
world why we ought to start a new trade round. Protectionist 
sentiment is growing around the world, it's clearly growing here in 
the United States, and I'm quite confident that the President will 
argue that if the summit could give him a date for a new round, it 
would be very persuasive in his dealings with the Congress and with 
others in the United States to avoid a new round of protectionist 
legislation here. 


Q Did a declaration last week by Senators Danforth and 
Democratic senators that there is a link between a monetary 
conference and a trade round complicate your ability at the summit to 
get an agreement? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I really con't think so. We've made it 
very clear in a number of multilateral fora recently, the interim 
committee, the development committee of the World Sank, the OECD, 
that we simply do not accept the concept of formal linkage. 


I think we'll also make the point, though, quite 
candidly, that monetary discussions have been ongoing now for two 
years since the London Summit adopted a resolution esking the group 
of ten finance ministers to study the problem, and of course, the 
deputies to the group attending, and that report is going to be 
forthcoming in Tokyo in June, and we'll see what recommendations they 
have for changes, if any, in the monetary system. So monetary 
discussions have been ongoing quite a bit longer, frankly, than to 
even talk of a new trade rounc. 


Q Well, is there any concern on your part that the 
Senate would not authorize a new trade round unless there is some 
progress on the monetary -- 


SCCROTARY BAKER: Wo. I'm really not concerned about 
that. I don't think -- I mean, you know, every one of these 
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countries supported the concept of a new trade round. The only 
dispute or difference of opinion right now is when should it start. 


Q Mr. Secretary, to come back to the question of 
growth rates, and that 1.3 percent in the first quarter, to get to 
four percent of that -- target, you'd have to have something like 
five or six percent for the rest of the year. What is there in the 
Outlook that suggests that you can accelerate the economy that much? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I said when I first took this job 
that I wasn't going to make specific economic forecasts by way of 
numbers, so I don’t want to say here today that yes, we will make the 
target in the second quarter or the third quarter. All I can say is, 
we're going to continue to strive for it. 


We think that there were some inventory, as you know, and 
trade numbers in the first quarter that might have slanted the GNP 
growth figure down a little bit, and we hope that that can be 
overcome. 


We note the fact that monetary policy was a little bit 
tighter between June and November of last year, and this could be a 
consequence of that, but we'll just have to wait and see if we can 
recover to the level that we forecast at the beginning of the year. 


Q But in effect, you have made a forecast by saying 
you're still sticking to your four percent target. 


SECRETARY BAKER: We are -- the administration is still 
sticking to its four percent target. 


Q Are you going to present that at Bonn as your 
expectation? 


SZICRETARY BAKER: That's our -- well that is -- as things 
now stand, that is our target. 


Q In the speech -- in the press conference you had, 
the TV hookup with Europe last week, and in Secretary Shultz's 
earlier speech on the subject, a lot of people and a lot of the 
experts in Europe are getting the impression that the U.S. is somehow 
changing its approach to the European community, and in effect, 
asking them to "re-flate", to change their fiscal policies. 


Now, are you saying that you want them to take up the 
Slack in that way, or in -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: We want them to take up the slack both 
-- well, fiscally and in any other way that they can responsibly take 
up the slack. We're not suggesting, and I think I made the point in 
that World-NET interview, that we're not suggesting that they simply 
go in and inflate monetarily. We don't want them to do something 
that would run the risk of reigniting inflation. But we feel that 
there may be some room for additional growth in the economies of both 
Germany and Japan. 


May I just make one further comment to Andrea's question? 
It's interesting to note, I think, Andrea, that most of these summit 
countries now are doing -- following some of the same free market 
policies that the administration was advocating back there in the 
Gark days of 1932, and which have subsequently borne fruit. 


The Germans, for instance, have a tax cut schedule for 
next year, and -- so I think the President goes into the summit, 
guite frankly, in a very strong position. 

Ben? 


Q Mr. Secretary, I know you -- while you don't want to 
second-quess anybody here on the Bitburg question, do you think it's 
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a good idea to go to Bitburg? I mean, have you endorsed that idea? 
Did you give any advice tc the President? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Let me tell you, Ben, that the 
President has spoken on this subject, as I said, on numerous 
occasions, and nothing that I can say would -- there's no way I can 
elaborate on that, and furthermore, there's no way I can second-guess 
the decision. I am not and was not in possession of all of the facts 
and circumstances that went into it. 

Right back there -- 


Q That wasn't his question. His question was whether 
you think it's a good idea. 


SECRETARY BAKER: That would be second-guessing the 
decision. 


Q Well in other words, you don't agree with it? 


SECRETARY BAKCR: I've simply said I'm not going to 
comment on it. I'm not going t:' second-guess it. 


Q Don Regan said it was taken -- the decision was 
taken before the job-swap, that the decision was made before you 
left -- 


SECRITARY BAKCR: I've already answered a question on 
that, and told you what my understanding is. 


Q For you to refuse to endorse a decision already 
taken is a comment that speaks much more loudly than anything else, I 


suppose. 


SOCRETARY DAKER: I'm not refusing to endorse it; I'm 
Simply saying I'm not going to elaborate on it. 


Q But you back it? 
Q Do you endorse it? 


SECRETARY BAKCR: I'm not -- I'm saying that I do not -- 
I am not going to comment on it, period. 


Q Boy, what support is that? 


MR. SPEAKCS: Your tactic's not going to work, Sam, as 
much as you want try. 


John? Let's go, John. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the -- it souncs very much like the 
U.S. is going to be -- , 


Q It's a good 35 seconds. 

Q -- preaching again to its allies that the 
Reaganomics is the way to go -- tax cuts, deregulation, free trade. 
Is that -- 

SECRETARY BAKER: Did you say “preaching?” 

Q Preaching Reaganomics? 

SSCRETARY BAKER: Well, I don't know whether we're going 
to be preaching. I think reasoning would be a better way to phrase 
it. But we are going to be over there supporting our concept of what 
works economically. 


2 ic. Secretary? 
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SECRETARY BAKER: Yes? 


Q Let's go to a more pleasant subject, perhaps. What 
are you doing about the tax bill? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We're working on it fairly vigorously, 
and spending quite a bit of time on it, both in the Treasury 
Department and on the Hill, and we, as you know, have had some 
preliminary discussions with the President about suggested 
modifications in the Treasury One proposal, and we hope that the 
President will be in a position to announce his proposal in some 
particularity and with some specificity when he -- as soon as he gets 
back from Bonn. 


Q Jim, will that proposal that he announced be one 
that will simply represent a competing one for Bradley-Gephardt and 
Kemp-Kasten, or will you, by that time have incorporated those 
gentlemen and have a position that reflects all of their views? 


SECRETARY BAKCR: Well, I really can't answer that here 
now, because I'm not sure whether they will -- they all support the 
concept of tax reform, as does the President, but obviously, there 
are going to be some differences among them on some of the proposal. 
They have differences now between themselves. 


If we could get them out here, it would be very nice -- 
supporting the President's package -- all elements of it. It may be 
that they'll support some and not others. Each will support the 
different aspects. 


Q You're not making an effort, then, to have a 
consensus back -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we're working -- we're making an 
effort to build as much consensus behind what the President finally 
comes up with as we can, but what I don't want to do is stand up here 
and tell you we're going to have all of the players in tax reform 
endorsing it, because I'm not at all sure that that's going to be the 
case. 


But I do think that there'll be much of it that will be 
supported by the major players. 


Mike? 


Q Jim, is there any way you can avoid having Bitburg 
overshadow the economic summit? Are there any steps you can take to 
avoid this from being an overriding issue, even in the first four 
days? . 


SECROTARY BAKER: Again, that's not my -- you know, I'm 
here, Mike, to talk about the economic summit and to answer economic 
questions, and -- 


Q Well, that's what I mean. I mean, is there any way 
to keep it on economics at the summit without -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ask me an economic question. That 
would be the best way. 


Jerry? 


Q Jim, Danforth says there is a real question as to 
whether the Senate would authorize a new round of trade talks. Now, 
he's one of the more outspoken ones, but you sort of deflected that 
question earlier. Could you deal more directly with that? Doesn't 
the current authorization on the fast track run out in ‘8S? 


SECRETARY BAKER: That's my understanding, Jerry. But I 


MORE 











think I was asked if I thought that the Senate would, and my opinion 

is that the Senate will not if we get agreement to a new trade round. 
How do you cure some of the problems that Jack and other senators are 
concerned about if you don't have a full-fledged trade round? 


Q Jim? 
SECRETARY BAKER: <-- otherwise than through purely 


protectionist legislation? And I think even Senator Danforth would 
tell you that that's not necessarily a route that we ought to go. 


David? 


Q Would it be contradictory for the administration to 
be seeking a new trade round at the same time it was opposing trade 
sanctions on another country like Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Oh, I don't know. It may be that there 
can be some mix between trade and politics. 
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Q But I thought this administration was -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: -- These -- If economic sanctions were 
imposed, they would be imposed for political and economic reasons. 
But the fact that you have some political reasons in there, I don't 
think -- 


Q So a little protectionism’s okay for a political 
reason? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, it would be -- that would be 
primarily the purpose there, it seems to se. I mean, there could 
well be sufficient economic reasons that you might want to -- You 
might want, for instance, to see that trade that comes in here come 
in here from a country of -- a truly democratic country like Costa 
Rica. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you going to use the phrase 
“strong dollar” at the summit? And if it's brought up by the other 
allies, how will you respond? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think we would respond the way we 
have in the past. We would not characterize it as overvalued. We'd 
characterize it as strong. Nobody can deny the fact that it is 
strong. I think we would point out that while there are Jetriments 
to a strong dollar, tnere are likewise benefits to it. And we have 
enjoyed low inflation for three years here. And we've enjoyed 
sustained economic growth, which has enabled us to create 7-1/2 
Billion new jobs and some of tnat has been due to the fact that we've 
head a strong dollar. There's plenty on the detriment side, too. But 
the increase in exports oy the lesser developed cou: tries, the trade 
deficit that we have to oear nas 4 corresponding benefit over there 
on tne part of our trading partners. So when they critize the strong 
Gollar, I think they ought to also keep in mind what it means to then 
from a beneficial standpoint. 


Q That was my -- I take it you would not propose any 
change in our policy? That is, you would endorse no emergency 
measures to try to deflate the dollar strength? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, we're still in the same position we 
have been in with respect to intervention. We don't think it's 
appropriate, except where the market is disorderly. We think there 
are some questions with respect to how well it works. Quite frankly, 
when you nave a market -- a free market, now, in dollars out there of 
about §150 billion a day -- 


Q Jim, do you see any significant agreements or 
developments coming out of this summit? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Any significant what? 
Q Either agreements -- 

SECRETARY BAKER: Regional? 

Q -- agreements. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, if we can get an agreement for a 
new trade round, that would be significant, if we can fix a date. 


Q Well, you just said that you didn't anticipate 
fixing a date. 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't want to predict it because then 
if we don't get it, you'll say we failed. And we may not get it. We 
didn't get it at the OECD. And the EC and the French have indicated 
that they're opposed to fixing it now. 


Q But you're going in hoping to get -- 
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SECRETARY BAKER: We would certainly hope to. We think 
that -- we think it would go a long ways toward improving the world 
economy, if we could get started on a new trade round, because one 
takes quite a long period of tine. 


Q As a totally separate item, would you be willing to 
set a date for a monetary -- 


SECRETARY REGAN: Well, you know, we have surfaced the 
possibility of sitting down and talking about sonetary policy, as 
long as there's no linkage, as long as it's not done as a 
pre-condition. 


Q Let's say as a totally separate satter you also 
agree to set a date for a monetary -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I don't -- I wouldn't want to predict 
that here now. I think that the President -- 


Q Would you rule that out? 


SECRETARY BAKER: -- the President will want to see what 
happens when he gets over there to the summit and will want to see 
what support there is for the idea of discussions, sonetary 
discussions having to do now with the G-10 studies -- 


Q What advantage -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: -- which is a proposal that I made in 
Paris. 


Q What advantage -- 
Q You're not -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wot at Bretton Woods. We're not 
talking about another Bretton Woods. 


Q What advantage would there be to having a special 
meeting of high-level officials from major industrial countries, 
either between the G-10 in Seoul or after? What value would there be 


SECRETARY BAKER: The value -- Quite frankly, the value 
is that if you -- that if those studies -- if the conclusion of those 
studies treat with weaknesses in the international monetary system -- 
and we have reason to suspect that that’s what they are going to do 
-- then you should build -- the industrialized countries should build 
political support for that, if they want to see those things adopted, 
at an interim committee meeting of the IMF, which is the fora that 
will ultimately deal with monetary -- any changes in the sonetary 
system. So it would the -- It would be complementary to the IMF. 

The idea would be to build support. And that would be it. I mean, 
that's the reason that we made the suggestion. And it seems to me to 
be a very reasonable and good suggestion. 


Q Mr. Secretary, getting back to U.S. policy on 
currency intervention, after the G-5 meeting in January, when I 
believe the language was that we would intervene, as needed, people 
thought there was a change in U.S. policy. Now, when you stated it 
earlier, you 
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go beck to the disorderly sarket condition. What is the 
4id anything change in January? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I Gon't think the policy changed 
in January. And if it did, we've changed it beck. But I think the 
point in January was sisply that we wanted to ser’ the speculators « 
signal that they would continue to speculate at their own risk. And 
we have since intervened to a greater degree, quite frankly, than we 
had theretofore. But our basic policy remains the same: We 
intervene only to cure disorderly sarkets. 


Q Well, what signal do you send to speculators now 
when you restate the policy that way, that -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we let thes know that there was 
fairly massive intervention during the = of time that our policy 
was still to intervene just in disorderly sarkets and that they 
speculate at their own risk. That's what we send thes. 


Q Massive intervention wasn't really supported by the 
U.S., wae it? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I won't tell you how such we 
intervened, but it was @ lot sore than we've done before. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you asking the Europeans to 
expand their economies faster than they already plan to expand their 
economies? You mentioned the German tax cut, the plans to have a tax 
cut in ‘65 and ‘86. Do you want them to do something sore than what 
they are contemplating right now? And how about the other countries? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, we're not going in there and 
sayi epecifically, “Here, we want you to increase monetary growth 
by this such,” or “We want you to do this or that.” What we're 
basically saying is the economic expansion in the United States shows 
every intention of soderating. And it stands to reason, and we've 
said for some time, that it was going to soderate. 


How, it's important in terms of world recovery that the 
world economic expansion continue or world recovery continue; it is 
pe important for the other industrialised nations that are in a 
position to do so to pick up the slack. The ssjor nations, 
Obviously, are Japan and Germany. 


But we're not trying to give thes sicro-managenment 
suggestions about their economy. 


Q But what is the nature of the tion? Ie it 
that the elisination of structural rigidities would thereby help thes 
accelerate their economy? 


SECRETARY BAKER: We think that would help -- 


Q Or is it pump prising? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, we're not talking about pump 
priming, Peter. 


Q Jia -- 
Q Jia -- 
Q -- #0 it's elimination <- 


SECRETARY BAKER: it's eliminating structural rigidities. 
And if you can speed up some of these market-oriented measures in «a 
way that doesn't retrigger inflation, we'd like to see that happen. 
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Q Jim, what about the deficit issue? What will the 
President be telling the other heads as far as the real likelihood of 


something happening -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think the President will say that he 
is -- that this is one of his foremost domestic priorities, that is, 
yan with the deficit and tax refors; the two together are the top 
Gomestic priorities. I think he will say that he's going to put 
President resources and Presidential assets behind that, as he 
just did last week in addressing the nation, and that he is very 
hopeful that we are going to be able to achieve substantial deficit 
reduction on the spending side this year. That's what he'll say. 


Q ~~ what if Dole can't get the votes or even a 
procedural or symbolic vote before you all leave? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, that's all very hypothetical. I 
think what the President will do is say, “Here's what I've done so 
tar, and here's what I's going to continue to do to try and get this 
reduction through the Congress.” 


You ask se about -- I can't remember who it was asked ne 
about growth -- maybe it was Bart. The best thing we could do, it 
seems to me, to get back onto our growth target would be to have 
meaningful -- a deficit reduction accomplished. And we are firmly 
committed to that. 


Owen? 
Q Well, what was it -- (Laughter.) 


Q On the issue of the deficit, how come throughout the 
campaign last year the President was saying that economic growth 
would help shrink the deficit and now he and you and others in the 
administration are saying if you don't reduce the deficit you won't 
have economic growth? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I want to tell you, I think during the 
campaign he spoke to tax reform and he spoke to spending control. He 
talked about the fact that we needed to reduce the deficit, tut he 
simply said we have to do it om the spending side. I think the point 

“re making is he didn't go out and say the cute will be here and 
re and here and here -- 


Q That waen't «= 
SECRETARY BAKER: <= nor should he have. 


Q iis point wae the President said we could grow our 
way out of this recession. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Well, I's sorry, but that's not the way 
1 heard it when I heard hie say it at every stop. I didn't -- 


Q -- transcript. 

C ~~ Social Security. The man said a lot of things. 

SENATOR BAKER: Mike? 

Q If you don't get a new date -- a date in ‘86 for the 
trade round -- how should we characterize thie? You say that's -- 
failure -- disappointment? 

Q What do you <-- 

SENATOR BAKER: Wo, I think -~ well, I would hope that we 
would certainly make progress toward a new trade round, even if you 


Gon't actually get the date fixed. We made, again, we made progress 
at the OfCD; we an agreement for a preparatory meeting beginning this 
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summer. So, we're getting close. If the EC's not ready to actually 
fix the date in ‘86, fine, let's see if we can't get some communique 
language that talks about the need for trade liberalization and a new 
trade round. But it’s -- 


Q Ané that would not be disappointing? 


SENATOR BAKER: But, remember this -- that when these 
countries -- some of them come to the United States and say, “We are 
very concerned about the protectionist sentiment that's building up 
in the United States,” our answer to them is, “Fine, let's get going 
with a new trade round so we can liberalize trade worldwide.” 


MR. SPEAKES: -- we've gone about -- 

Q Jim, you spoke -- 

Q How are you going to deal with the -- 

MR. SPEAKES: Wait, wait. We've gone about -- 
Q -- Japanese on this, Jim, in the sense -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Wait a minute. Wait, wait. I's trying to 
say something here. Please. We've gone about 30 sinutes. Let's get 
here and here and conclude. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Rich? 


Q You spoke of a sonetary slowdown from June to 
November. Is Paul Volcker responsible for the current economic 
slowdow, therefore? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I'm not -- that's not what I's 
saying. 

Q Well, does he play some part or no part? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Well, what I'm saying is that the 
policy -- the sonetary policy that was adopted during those five or 
six months is going to have an effect five or six sonths later. 
That's been the experience. And I's simply suggesting that that 
maybe what we're seeing now, and we won't see that, I's suggesting, 


maybe we won't see that in the second quarter since monetary policy 
has changed a little bit after November. 


Q Jia, on European and Japanese expansion, do you have 
& sinisue ballpark figure you'd like to see them expand <-- 1 or 2 
percent this year? 


SECRETARY BAKER: Wo, I don't -- we don't want to put any 
numbers on it. 


Bob? 

Q Mr. Secretary, I was just wondering what your 
personal echedule will be in Europe? When do your duties end and 
when do you leave the Presidential party? 


MR. SPEAKES: That's another approach. Are you going to 
Bitburg? 


Q Are you going to Ditburg? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Sunday, I's coming back here Sunday. 
Q Sunday morning -- 

Q Sunday morning or evening? 
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Q Early or late? 
SECRETARY BAKER: I Gon’'t even know. 
END 10:33 A.M. EDT 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Questions? 


Q Do you think the Bitburg trip is going to take away 
from the economic summit to the extent that whatever you do there 
won't get the publicity, just Bitourg? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There doesn't sees to be any probles 
in getting publicity for a Presidential trip. And there will oe 
important sattere discussed at Bonn, at the economic sumsit. And 
then tne President will proceed with nis schedule. And, of course, 


the coverage depends on you. 
Q Do you support -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: There'll be lote of important events. 


io) Excuse se, sir. Excuse se, sir. Do you support toe 
Bitdurg trip? Do you think it was « wise decision? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The decision has been sade vy the 
President and Chancelior Konl and I fully support it. And the 
President is going to sake that visit. And it seems to me the 
important thing at this point is to emphasize, first of all, the 
purpose. That whole schedule of events in Germany is designed to 
eaphasize peace, 40 years of peace, to emphasize reconciliation with 
former enesies, to emphasize the rebuilding thet nas taken place in 
West Gersany, not only tne paysicel rebuilding, out the reovilding of 
tne numen spirit, tne emergence of a free country, @ democracy. 


And I think with reepect to the cemetery visit, perhaps 
it can be said that the sore difficult the act of reconciliation, tne 
Geeper tne seaning may be. 

~ Weill, tnen do sou thing tnat ell <- 

Q -- more pain -- 


. “~~ the critics are wrong, in tne sense that tney 
Gon't feel exectiy that way? 


SECKETARY GHULTZ: People -- Everybody is entitled to 
their opinion << 


Q But it's worldwide. 


SECRETARY SHULTi: <- and tne President and Cnancelior 
Koni end ail of us are entitied to ours. The President is going to 
carry through on this schedule. And I think tnmat it may very weil 
come through in the end a8 4 deep expression of tne importance and 
meaning of reconciliation and the President's commitment to tnat 
tundamental idea. And that, of course, is the opjective, And that's 
what will of sougnt. 











Q Mr. Secretary, but how do you respond to those 
critics who say that the importance of the Holocaust is to never 
forget, is to keep in mind exactly wnat these people did and not to 
reconcile with that, and that by the President of the United States 
going to the cemetery, he is, in a sense, blurring the historical and 
the soral line by paying homage to the 8&5? 


SECRETARY SIIULTZ: We should never forget the Holocaust. 
It was a uniquely norrible event. And we should never forget it as 
one of the means of seeing tnat it never again takes place. So, it's 
important to mark that, as the President is doing. 


Tnat doesn't sean that we should say to ourselves, 
because of that unigaginable event that we should not engage in 
reconciliation and movement forward with the German people, 
particularly as tney have emerged, as a country of freedom and 
democracy and a strong partner in an alliance that has kept the peace 
for the last 40 years. 


2 Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: So those are things that we sust focus 
on and the President is focusing on. 


Q If I can just follow -- If I can just -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I'll take tne next question. 

Q Well, what do you think -- 

Q Still tne same subject. 

Q Wnat do you think tne effect is going to be on 
Cnancellor Konl? He nas an important bi-election on May 12th. Do 
you see tnis as really weakening one of our most important allies, 
the controversy? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not setting ayself up to pronounce 
on German politics, out I just have to come back to the same point, 
tnat people want peace, people want reconciliation. They want to 
celebrate the emergence of freedom and democracy in tne post-World 
War II period. And tnat's wnat the objective nere is. And that's 
what the President will be talking about and I'm sure tne Chancellor 
will be talking apout. And I think it's incumbent on everybody, of 
course, to express your views, as you're all Joing througn your 
questions, out also to listen. Listen to wnat the President says. 

S) Mr. Secretary -- 

Well, do you agree with the -- 
Mr. Secretary -- 
~~ President that it is the press -- 


-- do you ocelieve -- 
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~~ that makes this an issue, Mr. Secretary? 
Q Do you believe -- 


MR. SPEAKES: Why don't we let the Secretary do nis own 
calling on people and not shout -- 


Q Well, I was trying to -- I was just trying to follow 
up. 











Q Do you believe that the behavior and the actions of 
the Third Reich and the SS soldiers who served in it should be 
forgiven by the President when he's at the cemetery? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Reconciliation does not sean 
understanding for the things that took place. Personally, I find it 
impossible to understand how husan beings could do the things that we 
know took place, and we must never forget that that happened. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 
MR. SPEAKES: Let his finish. Just raise your hand. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Would you please let se finish? So we 
must never forget that that happened -- never forget -- so that never 
again will anything of that kind take place. There's no room in ay 
opinion within the framework of reconciliation and compassion for 
understanding of that event. So we need to remind ourselves of that. 
But that doesn't mean that we shouldn't seek the broad kind of 
reconciliation that the President's trip represents. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you then explain why you want 
to seek reconciliation with the defenders of the regime of Adolf 
Hitler, instead of seeking reconciliation with those who began 
Germany on its road back to democracy, such as Conrad Adenauer -- 
the German martyrs who fought the Nazis in Germany? Why go to the 
Nazis instead of to the people who brought Germany back? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We're not going to the Nazis. We're 
expressing ourselves, and the President has and I have, on many 
occasions, and will continue to do so, about the horrors of the Nazi 
regime -- not only the unacceptability of those concepts, but they're 
just beyond understanding. And I think that there's no question 
about that. 


On the other iind, you have people that were part of 
Germany who fought for their country in various ways, and our object 
now is to make an expression of reconciliation somehow with them as 
we celebrate 40 years of peace, as we celebrate the emergence of 
freedom and democracy, and to hail that. That's the object. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 


Q Mr. Secretary, one thing that's confused me from the 
beginning, especially once this thing flared, has been why we're 
seeking so hard to achieve reconciliation with the Germans when in 
fact it seems to me that we have, in fact, long ago achieved 
reconciliation. I mean, I wonder if you could address that. I mean, 
Go we have to mark it? And if you had your choice now, would you 
have marked it in the way that we apparently are going to mark it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I suppose the rolling around of a 40th 
anniversary brings all this to the fore, and naturally people are 
going to reflect on the horrors that were perpetrated on the one 
hand, and on the very positive things that have happened since the 
end of World War II on the other. 


And I think it's appropriate to think about both of these 
things, just as later on in my own trip to Europe, 1'11 go to Vienna 
and mark the 30th anniversary of the Austrian State Treaty. Now, 
that's an important event. So, these are things that need to be 


Now, I think the importance of the notion of 
reconciliation is ironically brought forward in a way by the 
reaction. It shows how deep these wounds are and how difficult it 
is. I can remember a couple of years ago when President Karstens was 
here; a fine man who, right after World War II, became a part of this 
process. And he was offered an honorary degree by a university in 
the Midwest, and there were a lot of protests against giving an 





honorary degree to the president of West Germany. 


It shows that there is a depth of emotion here, and I 
think it shows, too, the importance of this notion of reconciliation. 
We have to confront that as well as confront the horrors that we are 
all reacting to. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in your view, is the time right for a 
substantive review of the international monetary system, and do you 
expect that one will take place in the near future? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the group of ten finance 
ministers and their deputies have been undertaking such a review at 
the instigation of the heads of state of the summit seven countries 
in Williamsburg, and so that review is sort of the focal point or 
take-off point for discussions on that subject, and I'm sure it's an 
appropriate thing to do. . 


My personal judgement is that the system of broadly 
floating exchange rates has worked pretty well, and that doesn't mean 
that it can't be improved upon, and so I'll look with interest at the 
G-10 recommendations when they come forward. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 


Q After the G-10 recommendations, do you expect a 
conference hosted or led by the United States to discuss it further? 
Has Secretary Baker suggested -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Secretary Baker made a 
suggestion, and it will get discussed at the summit, I imagine, and 
there will be some method of looking at the G-10 recommendations and 
seeing what should be done about it and whether it's a call to 
conference or whatever, I don't know, but certainly, an outcome of 
some kind, one way or another, is to be expected. 


Q Sir, while you had your mind on Europe, another 
little drama was taking place here in Washington. The State 
Department is openly supporting, in a zoning hearing in Washington, 
fighting local citizens on the question of Benin, the Republic of 
Africa, a communist country that is very highly supported from Libya, 
and that treats blacks in its country in such a terrible way that 
it's to the point or level of enslavement. And yet, our State 
Department is openly supporting them against citizens of this country 
and Benin's desire to erect an antenna -- a high antenna on a little 
plot of ground in the backyard of their chancellery, and we think 
that antenna may be hazardous to the health and property of citizens 
nearby. Why is the State Department doing that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'‘11 have to look into it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, some of us were getting some mixed 
signals yesterday on whether the President would participate in a 
wreath-laying ceremony. Was there any attempt to have the President 
not participate in the wreath-laying ceremony and rather just do a 
walk-through of some sort, and will the President participate 
directly in the wreath-laying ceremony? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You're talking about Bitburg, I 
assume? You didn’t say that. I don't know exactly the details of 
precisely what will take place, so 1'll refer you to Larry Speakes on 
that. | 


Wait a minute -- there's somebody who hasn't asked in the 
back? 


Q Mr. Secretary, tell me, is there a meeting with Mr. 
Gromyko, do you have a -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not getting your question clearly. 
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Q According to your meeting with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko, do you have an agreed agenda on what are the subjects you 
are supposed to mention? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there aren't any particular 
subjects we are supposed to mention, but I think the types of 
subjects that we'll talk about are reasonably predictable, and fall 
in line with things that we've talked about before. 


Q Like what? 

MR. SPEAKES: Arms control. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, args control -- 
Q Summit meeting -- . 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Do you want me to answer it, or do you 
want to answer it? (Laughter.) Maybe you can predict them. Wo, I 
Gon't need prompting. Arms control is a subject -- not only the 
Geneva discussions, but the Stockhola discussions, and regional 
issues that concern us. Certainly, we always bring up the subject of 
human rights in various ways. There are a number of bilateral issues 
that we talk about from time to tive. There's the question of a 
meeting between the President and Mr. Gorbachev and they've both 
agreed that there should be one. We may have some discussion of 
that, so it'll be wide-ranging. 


Yes -- in the back? 


Q President Mitterrand has now said he will not agree 
to a new round of global trade talks unless the United States agrees 
to the parallel monetary talks. Has that prompted any change in 
administration thinking about the .genda or about the wisdom of 
trying to get a specific date for a new trade round? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, it hasn't. I think the importance 
of moving ahead to maintain and enhance the openness of the trading 
systes is quite evident, and we intend to keep emphasizing the 
importance of that -- independent of anything else that goes on. 


Now, as far as the monetary system is concerned, pursuant 
to an agreement at Williamsburg, there has been a thorough discussion 
and review of that, as we noted earlier in the G-10 deputies 
principally, and so that will come up in due course, and we're quite 
prepared to discuss it. , 





But people ought to remember what happened in the 1930's when a wave 
of protection overtook the world and contributed very significantly 
to the Depression. And contrast that with the explosion in world 
trade, as it became sore and sore open following World War II and how 
much everybody has benefited from it. 


So, people can sit around and say, “Oh, well -- “ argue 
about this, that and the other. But the big facts that ought to be 
kept in mind are that protection was devastating for the countries 
involved and for the world economy, and open trading has been one of 
the things that has propelled the world into -- with all of our 
problems -- unparalleled prosperity. Let's just keep that in sind. 


Yes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, isn't it a bit of a political problen 
for you to go to Bonn prepared to fight protectionism at the sane 
time you're considering economic sanctions in Nicaragua? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That has nothing to do with the 
question of economic protectionism. That has to do with our 
relationships with another country and our efforts to bring them to 
see the importance of getting on with the job of national 
reconciliation and the emergence of democracy in that country, as 
they have promised to the OAS in 1979, as they signed up to when they 
signed the Contadora 21 objectives, and as was posited in the ACDA 
that they said they would sign, but which was otherwise defective. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Is that what you're going to Jo? Are you going to 
administer economic sanctions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If there is an announcerent to be made 
on that, it'll be made. I'm not making it here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what d6 you expect to happen as far 
as discussions at the summit on the Strategic Defense Initiative? 
And do you expect, in the statement that is made, the countries there 
to address it in any formal way? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I expect it will be discussed. 
I think it's universally recognized by now as an important 
contribution to -- potentially to deterrence, that it would be 
ridiculous for us not to pursue this research, particularly given the 
fact that the Soviet Union has been doing so for some time, and in 
view of the potential that it may have for improving the quality of 
deterrence. So, it will go forward. There has been discussion, 
countries taking somewhat different views, of whether they wish to 
take part in it in any way. And so that may get some discussion. 


As far as statements are concerned, it's varied on the 
summits on the political side. And sometimes there have been two or 
three and sometimes one. And I think on this occasion the desire is 
to have @ statement and have its focal point be these same things 
that we've been discussing here: Peace, reconciliation, economic 
development and so on, in keeping with the spirit of what we're 
celebrating on the 40th anniversary. 


~ That would exclude a statement saying something 
about SDI? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't think there's any plan, 
that I know of, to have a series of separate statements, as we did 
last year on different subjects, such as terrorism and other things, 
although all of these subjects will get discussed and have been 
discussed a great deal. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you've had a chance to talk with Mr. 
Kampelman about the Geneva talks. I just wonder how you see the 





outlook in the next round coming up gsaking any headway. And. 
secondly, is there any -- do you have enough time between now and 
when you see Mr. Gromyko to have any alterations in our positions? 
Or are you going to pretty such stay where you are by that tise? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as the first round is 
concerned, it was essentially a round of people positioning 
theaselves and kind of getting started. And I think it's fair to say 
that nothing substantively -- particularly significant took place. 


Nevertheless, there was a process of settling the 
negotiations down going on. And, at least as I look at it, tne 
Soviet Union nas been engaged in « process to see if there are tnings 
they can get from us without bargaining, through various public soves 
of one kind or another, before they really settle down and try to 
bargain. And I hope that it is demonstrated again, as it was when 
the same tectic was tried before, tnat if there are any concessions 
to ve sade, they'll be made at tne bargaining table in exchange for 
concessions 





on the Soviet side. And once that conviction sets in, then real 
negotiations will genuinely start. And just when that will be, I 
don't know. 


As far as our positions are concerned, they're there; our 
negotiators are in possession of good instructions. And we always 
review things, but I don't personally see any need to change then at 
this point. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what progress has been sade since the 
summit last year in London in the terrorism talks? And what would 
you expect to come out of this summit in that area? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's one of those subjects, I think, 
that has reached the point where it's things that are done that count 
more than things that are said. And, so, I'm not saying such about 
it these days. We will have a discussion of the subject. I think 
it‘ll be -- we had a good discussion in London among the Foreign 
Ministers. 


And among the things that was done there was to say that 
our various people working on the subject ought to help create an 
agenda that will deepen that discussion in ways that, I think, are 
evident to you. But I don't want to go into detail about it. 


But there will be discussions. And I think that there 
have been important advances in our capabilities in regard to 
terrorisna. 


Q You said that the system of broadly floating 
exchange rates has worked pretty well but that there could be 
improvements. Now, you have experience in international finance. 
What improvements might you contemplate? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have in mind any particular 
improvements. What I meant to say was that I think the system has 
worked quite well. I don’t think that a par value system could have 
even remotely withstood the turmoil that we've seen in the 
international economic systen. 


So, the free system -- floating system -- has done a good 
job. And my remark -- I simply meant to say that certainly anything 
can be reviewed, and perhaps it can be improved. But I don't 
personally see that a major shift back to a par-value-type systen 
would be desirable or perhaps even possible. 


There is a sense in which a par value system is one of 
those things where if it'll work, it isn't necessary; and if it's 
necessary, it won't work. That is, the forces that cause you to have 
to change the par values are there, and if you wind up having a 
nominally par value system with constantly rejiggering the rates, you 
probably do more damage than a system governed by the market. At 
least, that's my opinion. 


Q Mr. Secretary, there's only one bilateral -- or one 
briefing on a bilateral conference at the summit. That's the one 
with Nakasone. Is that particularly significant? Why are we being 
briefed solely on @ Nakasone bilateral and not on any others? 


MR. SPEAKES: That's incorrect, Mr. Secretary, on the 
briefing schedule. 


Q That's incorrect? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The man in charge of the briefing 
schedule says that you will get briefed fully. 


MR. SPEAKES: Yes, you'll have a briefing after each 
bilateral. Rick will handle one. 





SECRETARY SuuLTZ: Aili the biiaterais are consequentiai. 
And -- (saughter) -- so, I'm not going to make any invidious 
isons ot oo 


Q Are there any -~ biiaterais -- 


Q mc. Secretary -- 
Mk. SPEAKES: Finai question here piease. 


Q -- bas the administration reached agreement on a 
Suppiementai aid package tor israei? 


SSCAETARY SHULTZ: Parcon me? 


2 Bas the administration reached agreement on a 
Suppiementai aid package for israeli? 


SECRETAKY SaULTZ: When we have something to say, we'si 
say it. Ané I think that the Israeiis have moved aiong quite 
substantiaiiy. And, of course, we're reviewing that. And I hope 
that -- and I know that we want to be heipfui. The question is how 
= when, and my guess is that it's about tise to contront that issue 

irectiy. 
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Q Mr. Secretary, does the slowdown in the economy, 
with the leading indicators today, sake it more difficult for the 
President to talk about the American recovery as an example -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The American recovery is a fact and it 
has been responsible for a great deal of the expansion in other 
countries. For example. if you take the expansion in the Canadian 
GNP and express as a percentage of it the expansion in their trade 
with the United States, the number comes out to be around 50 percent. 
There are different numbers for different countries, but they are all 
substantial, and of course they have benefited from the stisulation 
that has come to other countries in their own trade. So the U.S. 
expansion has been very important. It is obviously not possible for 
the United States to continue expanding at those rates that cane 
Guring the recovery period, and what we always aspire to -- any 
adsinistration aspires to -- is to have a sort of a soft landing into 
@ sustainable long-term pattern of growth that -is not inflationary. 
And I think that the prospects for doing that are quite good, 
particularly if the President is successful in his efforts to get the 
budget deficit cut down through the kind of spending efforts that are 
now under way in the Congress. This is a very important element in 
the total picture. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q What percent this year will we -- growth? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I used to be in the econosic 
forecasting business, but I dropped out of that business. I don't 
know, San. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said earlier that the Bitburg 
cemetery may very well come across in the end as deeply seaningful in 
terms of reconciliation. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What I said was, as @ generality, that 
when you do something that is really hard to do, it may very well 
take on a deeper meaning than if you make some statements about 
reconciliation that in a sense do not cost you anything. That was 
the meaning of my remark. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have been dismissed by the powers 
that be. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:32 A.M. EDT 
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FIRST ROUND GENEVA ARMS TALKS ‘ 
TUESDAY, APRIL 30, 1985, 3:05 P.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good afternoon. Max 
Kampelman, John Tower, and Mike Glitman returned to Washington 
at the end of last week. They met with the "resident at 11:00 
a.m. this morning, and later this afternoon ‘*ey are to meet 
with Members of the Senate. Tomorrow, I wi . yive an 
ON-THE-RECORD speech at the National Press Club, giving the 
Administration's position with regard to these negotiations. 


My remarks today are designed to present background 
material with respect to the first round. Mr. Gorbachev noted 
the conclusion of the first Geneva round at the April 23 
meeting of the Plenum of the Soviet Central Committee with a 
harsh attack on the U.S. and its negotiators. He further 
discussed the first round of the negotiations at the Warsaw 
Pact Summit on April 26. 


This had an earlier parallel. Within a week of the 
Shultz-Gromyko meeting last January, Mr. Gromyko held an 
hour-and-a-quarter televised press conference. In it, he gave 
a one-sided version of the results of the Shultz-Gromyko 
meeting and outlined an extremely tough Soviet negotiating 
position. At that time, it seemed to us quite unlikely that 
the Soviet negotiators in Geneva would be authorized in the 
first round to take positions more forthcoming than Mr. Gromyko 
had taken in public. The Soviet negotiators in the first round 
not only confirmed that view, but went beyond it in 
backtracking even from earlier Soviet positions. 


As an introduction to your questions, [ might now 
address two or three specific points. Even at this stage of 
the negotiations, important elements of the Soviet's strategic 
outlook become reasonably clear. They are pleased with the 
current strategic situation, and do not wish to see it 
changed. They have substantial advantages in several key 
measures of strategic offensive nuclear power, especially in 
prompt counterforce capability. They have a large advantage in 








INF, particularly in longer-range INF missiles. They have the 

only currently operational ABM system, and until recently, a . 
significantly greater research effort in advanced ballistic 

missile defense technology. 


They have the only operational ASAT system. They wish 
to maintain that situation. To do so, they would like to stop 
the U.S. SDI research program, to abort the U.S. strategic 
modernization program, and to roll back INF deployments. They 
wish to do so under their version of stopping the arms race. 


Within their approach to the first round they have 
concentrated on providing a base for their propaganda efforts. 
They have presented their proposals for moratoria, including a 
unilateral INF moratorium in Europe. They have stressed the 
theme of non-militarization of space. They have held progress 
on offensive nuclear arms reductions hostage to prior U.S. 
agreement to Soviet proposals for a ban on what they call 
"space strike arms” and on SOI research. 


They have alleged U.S. violation of the January 
Shultz-Gromyko agreement because the U.S. has not agreed to 
their space proposals. Concurrently, they have been unwilling 
to discuss our position with respect to strategic and 
intermediate-range arms, and they withheld many details 
concerning their positions in those areas. 


In conclusion, I might deal with one concrete 
example. Mr. Gorbachev, in his speech at the Warsaw Pact 
Summit, stated that the Soviet Union had already suggested that 
both sides reduce strategic offensive arms by one quarter, by 
way of an opening move. 


Contrary to the public impression created by Mr. 
Gorbachev, the Soviet Union has made no proposal for reductions 
in strategic forces in the new negotiations, nor has it even 
gone so far as to resubmit its old START proposal. In fact, 
during the first round, the Soviets refused to respond to 
efforts by U.S. negotiators to ascertain details of their 
position on this subject. 


Mr. Gorbachev was apparently referring to the Soviet 
proposal in the START negotiations of 1982-83. That proposal 
would have reduced strategic nuclear delivery vehicles by 
one-quarter from the initial level permitted under SALT II, 
i.e. from 2400 to 1800. However, the Soviets did not accompany 
it with a proposal for reductions in those measures of 
strategic capability which would, in fact, enhance strategic 
stability -- reductions in the number of ballistic missile 
warheads and in ballistic missile destructive capacity. 





We would, of course, welcome and examine seriously any 
concrete Soviet proposals for substantial balanced and 
stabilizing reductions in strategic forces. The U.S. 
negotiators have broad authority to negotiate approaches that 
meet the interests and concerns of both sides. 


I would welcome questions. 


Q Sir, the Soviets say that the United States is 
reneging on an agreement that set up the talks, reneging by not 
putting “Star Wars” on the table. 


Today I heard Stansfield Turner propose a tradeoff; 
the other day I heart Brent Scowcroft propose a tradeoff. A 
two-part question: Has the United States put "Star Wars" on 
the negotiating table? And secondly, what do you think of the 
idea of using “Star Wars” to get the deep cutbacks in strategic 
weapons that the Administration says it wants? 


a I think one should look at “Star Wars” in several 
different contexts: one is as a research program. 


Q Yes. 


i Early in January of this year, Mr. Gromyko agreed 
that there was no way in which, by agreement, one could ban and 
limit and verify a ban on research. So it's hard to see how 
one could, in fact, negotiate about that kind of a ban. 


Q I don't mean that. I note that Admiral Turner, I 
must correct, he didn't say research. We're talking about 
"Star Wars" deployment is the United -~ 


Excuse me, but I wanted to make sure I didn't misquote 
Admiral Turner. 


a O.K. 

Q Yes. 

a O.K. I just wanted to be -- 

Q Not research. We're talking about "Star Wars" 


deployment, is it on the table or isn't it? And what about a 
trade-off? 


i) Star Wars deployment is on the table, and we've 
offered to discuss with the Soviets now the ways in which it 
might be possible to agree on a program for the introduction of 





space defense systems, based upon other physicai principles, or 
otherwise not permitted by the current ABM Treaty, as provided . 
for by agreed Statement D of the ABM Treaty. And that 
Statement D says that in the event either side wishes to deploy 
systems based upon other physical principles -- meaning other 
than the ABM radars, ABM interceptors provided for but limited 
in the ABM Treaty -- then they shall consult under Article 13, 
with a view to amendment of the Treaty under article 14. And 
that is exactly what we propose to do with respect to SOI 
systems if the research comes up with systems that meet the 
criteria. In other words, it is on the table in that sense. 


Q In view of the grim picture you paint of the 
Soviet attitude, what's the future? What do we do now? 


i Well, I think -- 
Q First you say they backtracked over all -- 


i No. What I said was in many instances they 
backtracked from positions they had taken in the past, and in 
the speech that I propose to make tomorrow, I will outline each 
one of those instances in which they backtracked. 


Now, your question, you know, in light of their having 
backtracked, what do we do from here on out? Well, as I said 
earlier in my remarks, just a second ago, you know, it was more 
or less predictable from Mr. Gromyko's televised press 
conference that they weren't going to be very forthcoming, or 
at all forthcoming, in the first round, and that predictability 
has been confirmed. But it is clear also what their strategy 
is, and that is and would like to see, you know, their public 
opinion campaign work to the extent that we would have to make 
unilateral concessions before they make concessions. 


Now, if in fact it turns out that they are not 
successful in this campaign of affecting public opinion, as 
they were not successful in moving, for instance, public 
opinion and political opinion in Europe, to rejecting the 
deployment of INF missiles in Europe, then it would seem to me 
that at that time there is every reason to expect that they 
would come to the negotiating table with a much more -~ with an 
intent to get to a concrete agreement which would take into 
account NATO's interests and our interests as well as solely 
their own. 


Q One of the issues that the United States made 
known and wanted to discuss with the Soviets at these meetings 
is the question of compliance with earlier agreements, 
especially that of the radar out there in Siberia. 





Was any progress made on that score? . 


“ Certainly we did what we intended to do and that 
was to lay forth the reasons for our concern about lack of 
compliance with the agreement. The Soviet counterattack, 
of course, is always when they are met with a problem of that 
kind, they consider the best defense is an attack, and so they 
have attack -- they, (a), have asserted, for instance with 
respect to the ABM treaty, that they are doing nothing which is 
in violation of the treaty, and (b), that we are violating the 
treaty, for instance, with respect to our deployment of the 
PAVE-PAWS radars, and various other matters, but this has been 
their consistent tactic when they are met with a question as to 
their compliance is to say “It is you who are violating the 
treaty.” 


Q Was this issued moved forward in any respect in 
the meetings in Geneva from the United States point of view? 


“ I believe not. I take it that the meaning of 
that is in the sense of coming to solution. 


Q Yes, toward one. 


A Toward one. Obviously the first step is to lay 
out our case and they will lay out their case, but [I can't say 
that there was any constructive move toward a solution. 


Q Would you characterize this, then, as an impasse? 


a No, 1 would not, because this is exactly what one 
would have expected at this stage of the game. 


Q On the Geneva question that Don raised, at a 
recent Aspin conference that you chaired, senior officials who 
were also on background, I guess “threatened” is a fair word, 
that if there were no progress in Geneva, and I think you just 
said that there wasn't any, it certainly will be taken into 
consideration when the question of exceeding our limits comes 
up ~ the fall when the new submarine is due to begin sea 
trials. 


Does that mean that these senior officials, or you, 
perhaps, are prepared now to encourage the President to break 
through the limits? 


a No -- 


~- having achieved no satisfaction on the 
Siberian radar? 








A No. That question as to what to do about the 
continuation or non-continuation of the now undercut policy -- 


Q The 1,600. 


& -~ is very much under review right now, and 
everything will be taken into consideration in that review, but 
I would not emphasize this point at this time, no. 


Q You went over the business about the strategic 
arms position a little too fast for my total comprehension of 
it. Did I understand you to say that the Russians, the 
Soviets, refused to consider the United States proposals for 
reductions in strategic arms, and that they would not give any 
details of their own position? Did they present any position 
regarding the levels to which they would reduce, propose to 
reduce, strategic arms? 


a I believe not. I believe they have produced no 
proposal with respect to strategic arms, and they did not 
listen to and would not discuss our prceposals. 


Q So what could you do in these meetings on the 
strategic arms panel if they wouldn't listen to us or present 
anything of theirs? Was there any conversation at all? 


a Yes. We have presented with all clarity our 
position and elaborated on our positions, and they presented 
their positions which amounted to saying that they were not 
prepared to discuss this matter until we had agreed with their 
position on a ban on SDI deployments and research. 


Q Can you go into any specifics of where the 
Soviets did backtrack? 


A Well, let me think of some. In the first place, 
with respect of INF, in the earlier discussions they had agreed 
to consider a freeze in Asia. This time they said that what 
happened in the Asian parts of the USSR was not a subject for 
negotiation. 


With respect to the line that they had drawn earlier 
with -- you know, at 80 degrees East, with a dog leg further 
east above it -- as to the location of SS-20's, they did not 
repeat that. They claimed that the crest of the Urals was the 
correct line. 


So that with respect to START, you know, at one time 
they had been prepared to consider a limit upon ALCM's with a 
range greater than 600 kilometers. Here they had talked about 








a total ban on all cruise missiles. Et cetera, et cetera. 
There are lots and lots of instances where they have 
backtracked from previous positions. 


Q Is the U.S. delegation awaiting some sign of 
flexibility on the part of the Soviet Union before we advance a 
detailed proposal outlining flexibility and how certain 
trade-offs would take place? Are we awaiting some sign from 
them before that occurs? 


A There doesn't really seem to be much use in being 
prepared to discuss, or exercising the flexibility which the 
negotiators have until there is somebody to negotiate with. 

You know, as long as they don't want to discuss it, what's the 
point of suggesting concessions from our side if there are no 
concessions to come forward from their side. 


Q I wasn't -- I didn't mean concessions, per se, 
but I am wondering how detailed was the proposal that the U.S. 
delegation presented. You mentioned that that the Soviets were 
not forthcoming in giving details of their position. How 
detailed was our position? Was it just a general position and 
we are awaiting some sign that they don't want to link 
everything to SDI before we give them the specifics of how it 
would work? 


A Detail is a question of degree. I would suggest 
that ours was considerably more detailed than theirs. 


Q Behind this sort of stonewalling position, or 
very hard-line position they have taken, there seems to be 
implicit a threat to walk out if we don't come forward and be 
more flexible on SOI. 


Do you read it that way? Do you think that there is a 
real possibility that they will walk out, or threaten to walk 
out in the future? 


a No, I don't read it that way, because they were 
perfectly prepared to discuss about meetings into the fall, and 
so forth and so on, so it is pretty clear that that is not 
their immediate intention. 


I think they found before when they walked out of INF 
in '83 and at START, as well, that they didn't profit from that 
walk-out, and so I think they will be more careful the next 
time. That isn't to rule out the possibility they might some 
day walk out, but there certainly haven't been any indications 
of that as yet. 





Q And can I follow up on that? Do you think, then, 
in the review that will be going on before the start of the . 
next talk, against the background of what you have just said, 
it doesn't sound like there is much incentive on our side to be 
more flexible. Would you expect that you will go back with the 
same position, or the negotiators will go back with the same 
position as they went in March? 


“ We just started the review and the negotiators 
are just back from Geneva, and so there will be a very careful 
study of what the negotiators feel about the experience during 
the first round. I am merely giving you a preliminary view of 
that, and then there will be a consideration of exactly what 
modifications, if any, and any instructions there should be. 


Q Was there progress anywhere? 


hs I can't really say that there was, no, other than 
in the sense of getting through a round in which we didn't 
really anticipate that they were going to be very forthcoming 
if at all, and they weren't. 


If you want to understand what their positions are -- 
during the INF negotiations, it took us some time. It took us 
a year before we thought we really pretty thoroughly understood 
what all the in's and out's of their position were and that 
they understood the in's and out's of our position. You don't 
do that right away. This is, in large measure, an adversary 
procedure in which they have objectives which are really 
opposed to our objectives. 


In part, we hope that one can develop common 
objectives, but that takes time and you have to go through all 
the adversary points first. 


Q Do you see the Reagan meeting with Gorbachev 
moving this process in any way? Are you looking to that to 
break any log jams? 


Aa My own view is that the focus of the negotiations 
should be at the table in Geneva. [They're in a position to 
deal with the detail, and often the devil lurks in the detail, 
so that I would hope that one could make progress in the 
negotiations in Geneva although we would obviously consider any 
other procedures, if they really promised a constructive 
contribution. 


Q Sir, you've said the Soviet side has 
backtracked. Has the United States backtracked? 





a I believe not. I know of no instance in which we . 
have. 


Q Good. So that our final positions in the aborted 
talks are still in place? 


A That's correct. 
Q And there's been no -- 
a And we're prepared to move forward based upon 


that. I think one of the important things that is quite 
evident from the record of the negotiations is, as they said, 
they were embarrassed by coming back to these talks after 
having said that they wouldn't. And, therefore, they wanted to 
insist that these were new talks; and in new talks, they felt 
they ought to develop new positions. In developing these new 
positions in each one of the fora, they've tried to create as 
much trading room for themselves as they possibly can, and that 
involves moving backward from where they were, and that gives 
them more trading room. It presents us with an additional 
problem. 


I'm confident they will move away from that over time, 
but we have to live through this period while they lay forth 
all their positions, build this additional trading room, and we 
have to combat it as best we can. 


Q But our position on INF, for example, is where it 
was. 


a And we're prepared to move beyond that position 
of where it was. 


Q Okay. And where it was was the lowest agreeable 
position; lowest mutually acceptable level? 


a Well, it was really a more complex problem than 
that. On the main issue, it was exactly that: That we were 
prepared to accept equal levels at any place below 576 in 
Europe, and that we wanted to have global limits as well. 


Q You suggested that the Soviets are holding things 
-— the talks hostage to a ban on SOI in the hopes to make 
propaganda points. 


Where do you see that the U.S. is most vulnerable in 
that? Are the Soviets really barking up a hopeless tree, or do 
they have reasons to believe they might be successful in that? 
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a I would say it's still uncertain as to whether 
they might be successful in that. Certainly, there is a good : 
deal of opposition to SDI in this country and other countries 
as well. The issues are not all clarified as yet. 


Q Do you -- and in what realms -- do you feel 
hopeful for the future in these talks? 


4 I personally feel hopeful for the long-term 
future of the talks because I believe if I were sitting in 
Moscow advising the Central Committee, or important people on 
the Central Committee, I would do what they suggest should be 
done, and that is to look carefully at the realities of the 
objective situation. 


If one looks at the objective situation with open 
eyes, what does one see? One sees a situation internally in 
the Soviet Union which is far from ideal, where structural 
reforms in many areas seem to be required. 


If you look into the relations that the Soviets face 
with its own most immediate allies in the camp for peace and 
freedom -- Eastern Germany and Eastern Europe, as a whole, and 
with China -- those are not necessarily optimum relationships. 
If you look at what's happening to their economy and their 
agriculture, etc., etc., that's not optimum. 


When you look at many factors, these are things that 
you would wish to see changed. And if you were advising the 
Central Committee, I should think you would say that as one 
looks into the long-range future it would be advisable to get 
some breathing room by negotiating a true accommodation, a true 
detente with the West. Certainly, we would welcome that if the 
Soviets wish to do that. So far they haven't given any 
indication that they want to do that, because I think they'd 
rather stay where they are and succeed on the strategy that I 
outlined in my preliminary remarks. 


Q Can I ask one and try to clarify the SOI 
position? You talked about deployment being on the table, and 
what we have talked about are ways in which we can agree on a 
program for introduction of defensive systems based on other 
physical principles. And then you said, “with a view toward 
amendment if research comes up with a criteria,” -- the two 
criteria you mentioned. 


What if the Soviets come up with something and we 


don't? 
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A Clearly, we would expect them to abide by the 
treaty. The provisions of Statement D, you, in fact, apply it . 
to them as well as to us. That was exactly what both sides 
agreed to back in 1972, when we were talking about the 
possibility of then unforeseen technological advances might 
make different kinds of ABM systems possible than the ones that 
we were dealing with at the time in 1972. 


Q Is our approach, though, an approach that would 
apply equally to both countries? In other words, would it 
become effective within -- you had mentioned a ten-year period 


before we could make these kind of decisions. 


A No, I think 1 was somewhat misinterpreted. What 
I think I said, and I meant to say -- I really think I did say 
it -- was that before this would have an effect on the position 
of sole reliance, or ultimate reliance, upon devastating 
nuclear retaliation in a period of at least ten years, we 
would, first, have to do the research and demonstrate the 
feasibility and cost-effectiveness and survivability of such 
systems, and then negotiate with the Soviets before they could 
be introduced. Before they would become effective in anyway in 
changing the strategic situation would be a period of at least 
ten years. I think that's what I said at Tiw Worth's thing the 
other day. 


Q I had another question that had the same 
phrasing. Do I understand correctly that the U.S. position is 
since we don't know what the -- I'm restating this -- since we 
don't know what the research will prove, we're not in a 


position until that research is over to trade SDI for some 
strategic cutbacks? 


a No I would put it a little differently; and 
that is, until we are prepared now to discuss with the Soviets 
methods by which it would be appropriate to introduce, during 
this transition phrase that ['ve talked about, these new 
defenses into the forces of both sides But that you couldn't 
negotiate in detail upon the kinds of limitations which would 
be appropriate until one knows what the kinds of systems are. 


We did know at the time we were negotiating the ABM 
Treaty that the kinds of systems were big radars and 
interceptors and launchers. Now, with respect to systems based 
upon other technologies, it is unclear as to exactly what the 
components would be that one would wish to limit 


Q Is it your understanding, then, that the Soviets 
have totally ruled out talks on INF and STAR! until there's 
significant progress in SOI? 
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a Your question sounds as though this applies to 
the future. All I was referring to was what their position has 
been during round one. During round one, they refused to. I 
think it remains open as to what they will do in future rounds. 


Q Could I just clarify this last point? What are 
the Soviets asking for? Are they asking for a ban on research; 
are they asking for a ban on testing and deployment of space 
systems? 


Mr. Gromyko, at the U.N. some months ago, presented a 
very extensive space program of what they wanted to ban -- 
everything that walks or moves, basically. But in the 
negotiations in Geneva, is their position that research should 
be banned, or what? What are they asking for? 


a They're asking that, what they call -- what they 
define as space strike arms should be banned, including 
research relating to such arms. 


Q So research plus deployment, or anything in 
between? 


a That's right. 


Q Thank you very much. 


(Background briefing concluded at 3:35 p.m.) 








ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 


% ON 
A ECONOMIC SANCTIONS AGAINST NICARAGUA 
BY 
LANGHORNE A. MOTLEY 
ASST. SECRETARY FOR INTER-AMERICAN AFFAIRS 
AND 
JOHN WALKER 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF TREASURY FOR 
ENFORCEMENT AND OPERATIONS 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 1, 1985, 12:47 P. M. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We will proceed right away. As I 
said, our briefers on Nicaragua are Assistant Secretary of 
State Tony Motley and Assistant Secretary of Treasury for 
Enforcement and Operations John Walker. We'll proceed first 
with Mr. Motley. 


ASST SECRETARY MOTLEY: I thought what we would do is 
give you a statement, and then we can field your questions as 
we go. I think you should have, as I'm told, a copy of an 
Executive Order? 


PRESS: No. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: They're available in the Press Office 
for them. 


ASST SECRETARY MOTLEY: All right. That means you 
don't have a copy of the notification to the Congress? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We have all that in the Press Office. 


ASST SECRETARY MOTLEY: Okay. Do they have the press 
release that was put out by the White House? 


PRESS: Nothing. 


ASST SECRETARY MCTLEY: All right In the beginning. 
(Laughter) Here we go. 


Q Could they be brought -- 


MR. DJEREJTAN: We'll pass them out 





ASST SECRETARY MOTLEY: Okay. The White House has 
announced the imposition of economic sanctions against 
Nicaragua under the International Emergency Economic Powers Act 
known as IEEPA, the National Emergencies Act and other ° 
applicable legislation. They will be in effect on May 7th. 
And under these statutes that the President has put forward in 
his Executive Order and that we've transmitted to Congress are 
basically two things: 


First, it declares a trade embargo banning all imports 
into the U.S. of goods and services From Nicaragua and ail 
exports of goods from the U.S. to Nicaragua. 


It terminates air transportation to the U.S. by 
Nicaraguan air carriers, and it closes our ports to all 
Nicaraguan flag vessels. 


We are also at the same time notifying -- and not part 
of the sanctions -- but we are notifying the Government of 
Nicaragua of the termination of our Treaty of Friendship, 
Commerce and Navigation. Under the provisions of that treaty 
you notify and it comes fully into effect within a year. 


We're taking these measures to deal with the unusual 
and extraordinary threat created by the aggr«ssive actions of 
the Government of Nicaragua in Central America. 


You have been exposed to our objectives in the past. 
We believe that it's Nicaragua's unceasing efforts to subvert 
its neighbors, its destabilizing military buildup, close 
military ties to the Soviet Union and other adversaries, 
imposition of Communism; and these together constitute a clear 
threat to the security of Central America and, therefore, to 
the United States. 


There's been no change in our basic policy towards 
Nicaragua, and we still seek a modification in behavior, 
certain changes on the part of the Government of Nicaragua, and 
they are, as you know, to halt its export of armaments, 
insurrection and subversion, to end its military ties with Cuba 
and the Soviet-bloc and send home their military and security 
personnel, to stop the arms buildup and help restore the 
regional balance, reduce the imbalance, and to respect in law 
and in practice democratic pluralism and observance of full 
political and human rights in Nicaragua. 


These, as you know, also are not goals set 
unilaterally. They were agreed to among other Central American 
countries within the Document of Objectives, and they are 


peST AVAILABLE, DOGUMEN! 





central elements, I think, in resolving the conflict. 


We have repeatedly urged the Government of Nicaragua 
to honor their public and private contracts with regards to 
their promise to the OAS in '79, and also the commitments they ‘ 
made to their eight fellow members in the ‘83 Contadora 
Document of Objectives. 


There has been over a period of time a accumulation of 
Nicaraguan behavior that amounts to a serious threat, and there 
are three main objectives that we seek. One is to underscore 
vividly and unmistakably our opposition to the Sandinista 
policies; two is to maintain pressure on the Sandinistas as an 
inducement to the change; and, third, to signal our friends and 
adversaries of our determination to resist subversion and 
epee our own national -- our own security and that of our 

riends. 


Let me say that we have again reiterated to the 
Government of Nicaragua -- the note was delivered to them this 
morning at 2:00 a.m. -- our wish for a peaceful political 
resolution of the crisis in Central America. We call on them 
again to accept the proposed dialogue with all of the elements 
of the opposition, held under the auspices of the Church. 


We have reiterated to them the President's April 4 
proposal to assist that process, and we've urged them to 
reconsider its rejection of these proposals We believe that 
consistent with the Contadora Document of Objectives, that such 
dialogue will lead to a general reconciliation and as a 
prerequisite for peace in Nicaragua and the region as a whole. 


We have told the Nicaraguans that we will lift the 
sanctions that we have announced today if they will take 
concrete steps on the dialogue and other areas of major 
concern. We have also reiterated our support for the Contadora 
process 


In sum, this announcement is part of our overall 
effort to keep the pressure on Nicaragua to bring about changes 
that will keep -- that will help the peace process in Central 
America. I think with that, [ will be prepared to take your 
questions. 


Q Can you tell us what the status of diplomatic 
relations -- will they continue? And can you tell us if 
there's any cutback at 211? How many people are in the Embassy 
now? 


a I don't know that exact number that are there 
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now. I'm sure we can get that number for you. Sut there is no 
intent at this time to affect that size and/or the levels of 
diplomatic "rep." 


Q What has changed the view of an Administration . 
that has up till now been opposed to economic sanctions to 
adopt this policy? 


“ I think that the way your question has been 
phrased, it's legitimate, but I'm not so sure that it properly 
portrays objection or opposed to. In the two years that I've 
been here, we have looked at economic sanctions as we've looked 
at a variety of different things, and they're always a series 
of pluses or minuses. 


But, as we pointed out in the press release, I think 
-- and, as we said, and I said in my statement earlier, that it 
becomes a cumulative effect of a series of actions, incidents, 
and the rest of it, or the lack of actions or incidents as you 
evolve in your policy. 


The most recent ones are that the new ties between 
Nicaragua and the Soviet Union -- and with respect to Mr. 
Ortega's trip to Moscow -- there was a recent apprehension in 
Honduras of seven agents of the Nicaraguan State Security 
Service. There was delivery last week again in Nicaragua by 
the Soviet Union of additional MIA-17 helicupters, delivery 
last week, East Germany; and a large shipment of military 
transport; rejections by the Nicaraguan leaders of the 
church-mediated dialogue with the democratic opposition. 


In other words, it's a cumulative effect, and, as I 
said, these things have been reviewed at different times, and 
we will continue to review them. 


Q Rut I'm curious, not so much about what's 
happening in Nicaragua, as to what was the evolution inside 
this Administration which has long opposed economic sanctions 
as a method of bringing pressure 


a Well, I don't think that that's a fair 
assessment, saying “long opposed." I think that it has been 
under consideration, and it has been rejected by the 
President. 


lf you mean by “long opposed” like it was all 10 to 
nothing in analyzing it, that's not correct What you have 
over a period of changing of time, a lot of these different 
things that add to it, and you get that cumulative effect. I 
mean, in other words, it 18 @ moving target, per se 
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Q Last week Chet Crocker, when he was talking about 
South africa, said the Administration opposed economic 
sanctions against South africa for various reasons, including 
the fact that South Africa was a member of GATT, and, if we ° 
took action against South africa, we would risk GATT sanction 
for retaliatory measures. 


Now, Nicaragua is also a member of GATT. Isn't the 
Administration worried that Nicaragua's going to go to GATT and 
get GATT sanction for retaliation? 


ey I don't want to prejudge what Vicaragua may or 
may not do. Obviously, we are aware of the information that 
you have said -- that Nicaragua is a member of GATT -- but I 
don't want to prejudge what Nicaragua may or may not do. 


Q Does that figure into the consideration of this? 


a Obviously, if we know about it, it was figured 
into the consideration. 


Q Are you first notifying Latin American countries 
--— are you expecting support for this decision? Are you taking 
any OAS measures? And a second question: Don't you -- what do 


you have to say to those people who think thit by this action 
you're throwing the Nicaraguans into the Rus. ian arms? 


a Okay. Let me take the first one. We have 
consulted with a variety of our allies, including allies in 
Latin America, on this issue. We have consulted with the Core 
4, with the Contadora, and with our European allies. We are 
explaining to them why we are taking these actions at this 


time. We will have to see what the reactions are among the 
different countries. 


As to your second question, which went to, I think, 
was throwing into the arms or jumping into the arms of the 
Soviets? If there's any jumping to do, Il think it was done 
about five or six years ago when the United States was in fact 
at that time the largest provider of bilateral aid to 
Nicaragua. And it was at that time, if you go back and 
research the record, you find an inordinate amount of military 
Cuban advisers going into Nicaragua. 


So the direction of -- toward the Soviet Union -- one 
that we don't agree with -- it's not a question of them now 
jumping all of a sudden into them and have not done anything. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what effect will these trade 
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sanctions have on U.S. companies in third countries, U.S. 
subsidiaries of (inaudible) -- 


a Okay. In the language of that trade. there are 
no extra-territorial aspects of the imposition of these 
economic sanctions. 


Q For now or forever? 
o Well, as of announced this morning. 


Q Does that mean that U.S. companies can re-export 
to Nicaragua from their subsidiaries abroad? 


a What it means is that legitimate U.S. companies 
-- and jump in if I don't do this right -- 


ASST SECRETARY WALKER: Yes. 


ASST SECRETARY MOTLEY: Because here's a man that's 
got to look at the licenses. What it means it that legitimate 
U.S. companies that have bonafide subsidiaries overseas now 
a. may want to deal with Nicaragua do not have to apply for a 

icense. 


There is, however, a provision in the statute, and the 
intent of these sanctions that if bucket shops are set up 
solely to get around this direct type of thing, that the 
Department of Treasury has the authority and will pursue the 
requirement of licenses. Have I done this . 


ASST SECRETARY WALKER: Yes. In other words -- 


ASST SECRETARY MOTLEY: Now you're going to get the 
real answer. You got the layman's answer first. 


ASS! SECRETARY WALKER: These sanctions will prohibit 
direct trade between the United States and Nicaragua. Any 
attempts to subvert that trade through the use of dummy 
corporations or other subterfuges presents an enforcement 
problem for the United States Government and are prohibited 
So they will be part of these sanctions. 


Sanctions do not attempt to have extra-territorial 
reach at this time. That is, U.S. subsidiaries, activities 
that go on in other countries, as between other countries and 
Nicaragua, will not be affected. 


Q Mr. Motley, in trying to get a better handle on 
what you think the long-term effects of these sort of sanctions 
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are, as they stand, won't they now simply penalize the 
Nicaraguan private sector which has been the most supportive of 
U.S. policy down there? 


iy That's not our assessment, really. The private . 
sector in Nicaragua has been declining in the last four or five 
years even faster than the economy of Nicaragua has declined, 
to the point that somewhere less than half of the production of 
Nicaragua today is in the private sector. 


The Government of Nicaragua continues -- the reason 
for this is the steps that they have taken and continue to 
take, and that is that they mess about the private sector with 
regards to imports of necessary equipment, they give them 
trouble on exchange. In essence, they have set about, which 
appears to us already, a systematic destruction of the private 
sector. 


Obviously, a private sector in our view is a necessary 
commodity among several other things that we would like to see 
within Nicaragua. But as to whatever effect these sanctions 
may have, the chances are that it will go to their public 
sector and not their private sector. 


MR. OJEREJIAN: Bernie, you had a question? 


Q Yeah. I've just been looking at these, Tony, and 
from what you've said about subsidiaries being allowed to sell, 
it looks like, you analyze -- will this have any real economic 
impact or is -- or how much -- let's put it this way: How much 
of the announcement is meant to have an economic impact on 
Nicaragua? How much is a political statement? I mean, you've 
mentioned both of these, but it seems to be almost completely a 
symbolic, political statement. 


Well, no, I think it's more than a political. It does 
have its economic dimensions, as you mention, and time will 
tell as to how much in fact it does. But I think it's a 
combination of the two. 


I think it is fair to state, though, with regard to 
the extra-territorial aspect of it, that the majority of 
U.S.-generated trade to and from Nicaragua flows directly and 
not through any kind of subsidiaries, and that's why that 
aspect of it is not considered from an economic point of view 
to be very significant. 


Q There's a wide body of opinion that previous 
attempts at economic sanctions and embargoes have ended up 
hurting the United States more than it's hurt the country it's 





been aimed at? 
Was that taken into consideration -- 
A Sure. ° 


-~ and why does this Administration think that 
this would work better? 


a No. There is a perception, as you have said, 
that economic sanctions by themselves do not achieve the 
objectives. But you have to remember that these economic 
sanctions are not being taken by themselves. I[ mean, the 
President continues to find ways in which he can get the 
attention of the Communist Sandinistas with regards to those 
national objectives of ours which I have reiterated to you 
several times, and these include economic sanctions, they 
include diplomatic activities, they include a variety of forces. 


So I think what you have to do is to take them into 
consideration with the overe#il context of what our objectives 
are rather than just say, “Oxa:, today you've turned the light 
off, and that means that in six months we're going to argue 
about whether it makes $10 million worth of difference or $100 
million worth of difference." I don't think that's the way 
that we're looking at it. We're looking at it as an overall 
part of our fundamental policy towards Nicar«qua. 


Q Are additional sanctions being considered, 
including a freeze on Nicaraguan assets in the U.S. and travel 
restrictions involving U.S. citizens? 


i) Okay. When you look at the different periods of 
time, and what I said earlier, as we have at different times 
looked at different things, we have looked at things that we 
have not -- actions we have not taken today, included of which 
could be those, too. That they will continue to be looked at 
~~ that is correct. 


Q Do we anticipate that other countries will join 
us in the trade embargo? Did other countries join us in the 
trade embargo against Cuba? And, also, could you assess the 
effect of our trade embargo against Cuba? 

i) Could I do what with regard to -- 


Q Assess the effect of our trade embargo against 
Cuba. 


a Okay. First, as I said in response to an earlier 
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question, we have to the extent possible over a period of time, 

and also, obviously, in the last day or so prior to the 

President's announcement, have attempted to consult with 

several of our allies. We've explained to them the rationale 

of why we're doing it, how it fits in overall, and we leave it . 
to them to decide whether they're going to join or not join. 


The purpose of the communications with them was to 
consult more than it was to urge that they join or not join. 


With regards to the Cuban effect, I think anybody that 
looks at Cuban affairs can say that there has been a 
significant effect on Cuba as a result of the U.S. embargo over 
the years. 


Q Have any other countries joined in a trade 
embargo against Cuba? 


a I don't know what the answer to that question 
is. We'll get it for you. 


Q Was the effect on Cuba that which was desired by 
the United States or was the effect to drive them further away? 


a I think that the effect is, if you figure that it 
had an economic effect, that it may have reduced their 
latitude, it would have reduced their latitude with regards to 
their exportation of revolution, that, as you know, is one of 
the driving fundamental principles of Fidel Castro. He is a 
revolutionist; and if you have to worry about feeding your 
people and paying the Russians back hard-earned currency for 
things that you have bought, then that's less time you think 
about subverting somebody else's country. Yes, I think it's 
been effective in that sense. 


MR. DJEREJLIAN: 6111? 


Q Tony, yesterday, the Honduran foreign Minister, 
after meeting with Secretary Shultz -- and I presume with you 
-- told reporters that economic sanctions to Nicaragua were a 
“double-edged sword,” and he indicated he didn't approve of 
them. 


I'm just wondering if that's typical of the early 
reaction you're getting from Latin America? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MOTLEY: You know, that's strange, 
because, first, we had an indication through our Ambassador 
that he had briefed the President of Nicaragua, and that wasn't 
the reaction we got -- one. 
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Secondly, I just finished a meeting with -- 


Q Honduras. 


i Honduras, rather. Second, that would be news if 
Negroponte had been over there negotiating; wouldn't it? 
(Laughter) 


Second, I just finished a meeting with Paz Barnica, 
and I didn't quite get that spin on it. He did not tell me of 
his public statements. He told me of his conversation with 
George Shultz. He mentioned the word “double-edged,” but he 
didn't infer to me that he disapproved. 


Yes, we talked about double-edge. I said, there are 
U.S. companies that are going to get hurt by it, too. 


Q Did he support the sanctions? 


i) I don't know if I would characterize 
“supporting.” I think he understood fully what we were trying 
to do. He certainly didn't disapprove or give me any 
indication that he was against it. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Bernie? 


Q There has been reference to the Cuban 
experience. But, of course, in those days the U.S. went to the 
OAS and got joint action after some efforts. Some people in 
Congress have urged you to do that. What was the reason for 
the timing other than these blips that you put on the press 
release which, obviously, had just dragged up from today's 
news. (Laughter) 


Seriously, what was the reason -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MOTLEY: They were pulled up, 
Bernie; they weren't dragged up. 


Q You knew Ortega was going to Moscow before he 
left, and that's hardly -- 


i Yes, but I don't think Senator Kerry knew what he 
was going to say. At least, that wasn't what he told Senator 
Kerry before he left. 


Q I don't want to get into a debate on that. Why 
was it taken unilaterally? Why did you not go to the OAS? Why 
are you not urging other countries to do it? Is it because you 
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know the answer? 


A First, let me tell you that, with regards to 
drawing a parallel to Cuba, I think that it's difficult to draw 
parallels to any different country. . 


Each situation is different. You have different 
objectives in mind as to why you do it. Let me just answer 
that side. 


Secondly, I'd be happy to provide you with, among 
other things, a copy of the Congressional Records of the 24 
hours of debate that took place in the Congress with regard tc 
this. I think you'll find there are probably more Congressmen 
and Senators that voiced the opinion. that due to trade 
sanctions, without saying going to the OAS for other things -- 
some may have mentioned OAS, others mentioned diplomatic 
relations. 


I think to run the risk of repeating myself, as I said 
earlier, this is a moving aspect in which we deal with it. The 
President is looking for the different ways in which he can, in 
fact, get the attention of Nicaragua the seriousness that he 
feels behind the four objectives that he has. 


Q On the Congress point, you have chosen, through 
Executive order, that Congress doesn't have io do anything at 
all. Why didn't you do something that Congress -- people who 
voted one way recently could show that Congress feels very 
strongly about the Sandinistas? Why didn't you take an action 
of the Congress -- 


A The President fundamentally has a basic 
responsibility, as I understand it, for the conduct and 
implementation of foreign policy, and that's what he's doing. 


Q This Executive Order -- the beginning of it -- 
the President declares a national emergency to deal with 
Nicaragua. Is there any other legal or political consequences 
which flow from this declaration that there's a national 


emergency about Nicaragua? 


A As to a legal one, I don't know what the answer 
to that is. As to a political one, I think that is a formal 
declaration in accordance with the requirements of the 
statute. But the President views very strongly the dangers 
inherent in the direction in which the communist Sandinista 
government have taken themselves. [ think it's a matter of 
record over a period of time. 
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Q What is the evidence that it's an emergency? 


A The evidence that it is an emergency, as you well 
know, is based upon the rationale that you give. It goes also, 
as I said, an accumulative effect. It is an accumulative 
effect of the danger in which they impose upon Costa Rica with 
no army. It's the subject of which this Foreign Minister from 
Honduras today spent some time talking about it -- the 
pressures and subversions that come from Honduras. 


As their collective security is threatened, so is 
ours. That's where the danger is. 


Q Is the Reagan Administration really just acting 
out of frustration? It couldn't get what it wanted from 
Congress for the contras, and it felt it had to do something? 


7 No, I don't think so. I think the President 
still firmly believes in support for the freedom Fighters. He 
also wants to make sure that he has used what things he can 
that he feels will be productive in order to signal to the 
Nicaraguans our seriousness in this issue, and with regards to 
their behavior in the area towards their neighbors and also 
towards themselves. 


Q Tony, you cited Central Ameri: : to Costa Rica. 
What is this threat against Costa Rica specifically? [here 
have been several reports in the papers this week saying 
there's a threat against Costa Rica. 


a I think it's a continual threat. And, as I said, 
I think it's a cumulative threat. 


Q What are the specifics? Is that the problem, 
that you can't persuade them what the specifics are; that you 
can't persuade them that the Sandinistas are sufficiently evil; 
and can't you provide specifics? 


a I don't think it's quite as siwple as that. I've 
faced this dilemma before Congress before on both domestic and 
international issues. My personal opinion is that we are 
getting there. 


We went through this same so-called, as you have 
characterized it, “frustration” and if all of you have 
forgotten, little more than a year ago, when there were guys 
saying that there ain't no way I'm going to pass this Kissinger 
Commission thing, or Jackson plan, anything you want to call 
it. Well, after a while -- all of a sudden now you find that 
the Jackson plan had a lot more fathers to it than we 
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anticipated originally. Sut that's all right because it's 
working. 


I think it's a continuous process. 
Q What about Costa Rica? 


4 What about Costa Rica? There's about 90,000 
Nicaraguan refugees in Costa Rica. They'r2a coming out because 
of the Sandinista actions. That 90,000 wasn't there a year 
ago. These things build up. Within those 90,000, there's 
reason to believe that there are elements that have been 
infiltrated there to destabilize Costa Rica. We believe this 
-— so do the government of Costa Rica. It is a continuing 
effect. 


Q Tony, what about the development bank? The 
Secretary wrote a letter about Nicaraguan loans. Are you going 
to voting against it, or working with development banks to keep 
them from getting loans? 


a I think, on the question of loans, the Secretary 
made a statement specific to that loan, but [I think it can be 
applied, in general, as long as there isn't a modification in 
behavior of the Nicaraguans. 8ut we take each loan one at a 
time regardless of what country it is. 


Q There's no ban on money, is there? 


Q You give the impression you have some other 
things in store. Are you giving these measures some time for 
them to work, and, if not, will you take others? 


A The President laid out in his peace proposal of 
April 4 a timetable of different things. They had rejected 


that, not just the timetable but the ingredients to it. We're 
urging them to go back and look at it. 


There is no timetable on these economic sanctions. 


Q I'm not completely familiar with ail the statutes 
you cite in there. But it seems to me -- 


a I'm not, either. 
Q Oh, well, maybe we can reach an agreement here. 
It seems to me -- I think that under the International 


Emergency Economic Powers Act this action has a time cap on it, 
or something. 
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a 
g No? 
A No. , 


Q Do any of these actions have any built-in 
expiration date or anything in which you have to go to Congress? 


MR. WALKER: We have to report to Congress every six 
months. 


Q Does that apply to all of the actions you've 
taken or just the ones taken under [EEPA or -- it's not clear 
which actions are taken under which statute 


a These actions are all taken under IEEPA. 
Q So you have to report on all of them to Congress. 
“ We have to report to Congress every six months 


after the imposition of the sanctions. 


Q Tony, I have not yet heard anyone in this 
Administration, or even in this building, suqgest that these 
measures alone will do anything to bring the Sandinistas around 
to your view of what their government should be like. 


If that is, indeed, the case, is this just a tactical 
move, a sort of “buy yourself time" and a better argument for 
going back to Congress to ask for money to support the contras? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MOTLEY: No. As I tried to say a 
little earlier, as the President looks at different ways to 
seek the modification of behavior on the part of the 
Sandinistas, we recognize that it's a sum total of everything 
and it's not just one that does it or maybe even just one that 
puts it over the top, so to speak. 


It's the combination of all of them. I think that it 
was one that had been actively discussed before; and, as you 
and I entered into a little earlier, was rejected. It was 
upside and downside. Now it's in the President's mind the 
upsides are more than they are the downsides 


Any of those of you that participated in the 
Congressional debate, either on the floor or the statements 
made in public, it was an element in which they felt that the 
Administration should look at. So we looked at it again and 
we've taken it. 
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That does not diminish from the President's support 
for the freedom fighters. 


Q But at unat point will you decide that you have 
to go back and as for that money? 


A I think that's a decision that the President 
certainly hasn't taken. [t's one that he thinks about, but I 
don't think he's arrived at any conclusions on that. 


Q Tony, do you think that you can mount enough 
pressure on the Sandinistas to make them do the four things 
you've wanted them to do for so many years now without some 
source of military pressure? 


a I think we are in the business of trying to 
resolve disputes short of use of force. That certainly is the 
fundamental thrust of what we're trying to do behind the 
President's instructions. fhat there is a possibility -- yes. 
That everybody may have a different opinion as to what the 
chances of that possibility, or to quantify it, obviously 
you'll get different opinions. 


We've continued to search or ways to try to achieve a 
peaceful solution in Central America within the Framework of 
the Contadora Document, within their Document of Objectives. 
This is just one more of those attempts towards that main goal. 


Q Let me put it to you a different way. Now that 
you've got this source of pressure, do you still need the 
contras, or are they now -- 


a Oh, I think they're two separate events. I don't 
think one substitutes for the other. There's no doubt in my 
mind that that isn't the President's intent. 


MR. ODJEREJIAN: Joanne? 


Q In the past week, the President ordered a review 
of overall policy in Nicaragua. This report was given to the 
President before he left. Is this the report? Is this the 
recommendation of the review? 


a I think it's a fair assessment to say that we are 
always continuing to assess our policy and its effects ona 
continuing basis. 


I think it's natural to assume that at different times 
you may have a review. I would consider that what we did was 
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more of en assessment, rather. 


A “review” implies that you're going to change all 
kinds of things. If you think that anything is changed, I can 
tell you that nothing has changed, in @ sense, except the 
President has added one more element towards trying to achieve 
it. That is, these economic sanctions. 


But the fundamental objectives in which the policy is 
based remain to be sound. The fundamental direction in which 
the President is trying to go remain to be sound. He has just 
added one more element to try and achieve those objectives. 


But he did order a review. I was wondering -- 


“ Well, I said Larry Speakes said he ordered a 
review, and I'm not disputing what Larry Speakes said. You 
asked me a question; I just answered to you my understanding of 
that. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We're going to have time now for two 
more questions. The lady in the back and then Bernie. 


Q Is the Administration considering any effort to 
get Nicaragua declared in default by its lenders, and how would 
it go about doing it? -- first question. 


Second question is, what's the size of Nicaraguan 
assets in the United States? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MOTLEY: Okay. The embargo 
sanctions, beyond what was taken today, was in the arena of 
what George brought up a little earlier, and we're always 
looking at it in that sense. 


Nicaragua is a debtor country to the United States in 
official funds. It's something that we are continuing to look 
at. 

As to your second question, the size of U.S. -- 


Have you got that? What is it? 
MR. WALKER: As of the year end, it was $132 million 


Q How can you get them declared in default, 
particularly with commercial lenders? 


a Default is not something that one guy says -- 
runs out and shouts out default and there's default in 
everything. It depends on the agreements between either 
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commercial lenders and/or trade partners and/or governments 
and/or multilateral -- each one has different arrangements. So 
there isn't one kind of you-are-in-default sweeping type of 
thing. 

Q $132 million is Nicaraguan assets in the U.S? 

a Sorry? 


Q $132 million is Nicaraguan assets in the United 
States? 


MR. WALKER: That was as of the end of 1984. You've 
got to be careful to use that figure today. 


Q Those are assets? 

a Assets in the United States. 

MR. OJEREJIAN: Last question. 

Q A couple of minor ones, and one large one. In 
the Press Release, it says “this embargo does not apply to 
donations of articles such as food, clothing and medicine. 
That's not clear in the actual -- is that just -- 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY MOTLEY: It doesn't need to be 
that clear because the statute provides for that. Is that 
correct? 

MR. WALKER: Yes. It's covered by regulations. 


Q I see. And there's no ban at the moment on 
financial transactions? 


a Except insofar as they're related to the trade 
embargo. 


Q You mean, to buy things? 


MR. WALKER: To buy the goods that you might be 
importing would be prohibited. 


Q But if you're a tourist there, you can spend 
money in dollars and your credit card -- 


a At this point there is no embargo on that. 


ie) MR. WALKER: That is correct 
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Q Why do you think there are members of Congress 
who are supporting the economic embargo but would not support 
the aid to the contras or military action by the U.S. such as a 


quarantine? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY MOTLEY: I think you have to ask " 
the members of Congress that. 
Q But do you think it's part of the isolationism in 
Congress? 
4 


You'll have to ask the Congress that. 


MR. ODJEREJIAN: Thank you very much. 


(Briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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MS. TINSLEY: Good afternoon. We apologize for the 
delay. My name is Sarah Tinsley, Deputy Director of AID's 
Public affairs Office. 


I'd like to introduce Peter McPherson, Administrator 
of the Agency for International Development, who will review 
the African drought situation, and answer any specific 
questions you might have on the situation in Ethiopia. 


Mr. McPherson. 


AID ADMINISTRATOR McPHERSON: Thank you. Good to be 
with you here today. 


As Sarah said, I would like to review the overall 
situation in Africa. Frankly, I had expected to do this 
tomorrow, or in a day or two, but the situation in Ethiopia has 
developed such that it seemed to me it would be appropriate to 
do this briefing earlier 


Some six months ago, the TV cameras in Ethiopia, in 
this country, turned on, and the world got a full view of the 
situation at Gonder. Nearly two dozen countries were then, and 
many of those still are, very seriously affected with perhaps 
up to 20 million people under threat of the famine 





after six months, it's important, I think, reasonable 
to review the situation. The situation, frankly, is mixed. A 
lot has been accomplisned, and most of the countries which were 
under serious threat at that time have had the situation either 


improved or checked somewhat. 


The United States has done by far the most of any 
country in the world in response to the famine. Well before 
those TV lights were turned on, we had literally committed 
millions of dollars to the effort, but obviously, since then, 
there has been a pouring of food and effort into africa. We 
will be ———. this ;sar over one-half the food that will be 
going to Africa for the drought. 


The emergency food will be about 1.7 million ton. We 
have already committed that much to specific places and 
countries. This is the food that the private voluntary 
organizations, and some other ways, but they are largely 
distributing. In fact, almost all the food that these private 
voluntary organizations -- CARE, Catholic Relief, World Vision, 
and so forth -- is U.S. Government food. 


It's pretty hard to envision what 1.7 million ton 
involves. The way I've come to picture it is that the U.S. 
will provide food to Africa this year which will be -- look at 
this bag here, bags like this, stretched end on end, will go 
around the world at least twice, end on end, at least twice -- 
that bag. 


These private voluntary organizations that I mentioned 
@ moment ago obviously have done a good deal in distributing 
and being agents for distribution of this food, or a lot of 
this food, as well as raising substantial moneys of their own. 
The American public has been very generous in its 
contributions. We know of at least $100 million that has been 
raised in the process of going to help in Africa. 


The U.N. system responded well. You perhaps recall in 
the early days that I was calling for a U.N. conference to 
coordinate the effort, to achieve the pledges that we needed to 
have this food together. the Secretary-General appointed Brad 
Morse, the head of the UNDP, the United Nations Development 
Program, to head the UN effort. Mr. Morse called a conference 
in Geneva, March 11, in which the commitments were basically 
made. The U.S. was able to walk in and say, “We're committing 
roughly half the need, and we're challenging the rest of the 
world to make up for the other half," and the rest of the world 
largely have done so And so, what we have in place is the 











food -- there are a couple of little problems -- is roughly 
committed for the needs that we have. The problems now are not 
to obtain more food, but the problems are to get the food to 
people who need it. 


A lot of food has been delivered out of that 1.7 
million tons. We have now delivered to Africa -- not 
necessarily to the people in Africa, but to Africa -- 900,000 
tons. That's really, I believe, enormously impressive. 1.7 
million ton we've committed for Africa this year, for emergency 
feeding, and 900,000 tons have been delivered to the shores of 
Africa. By the end of June, we expect to have delivered almost 
90 percent of that food that is scheduled to arrive in Africa 
by the end of June. 


The problems of then actually getting the food to the 
mouths of the children that need it is, of course, an enormous 
one. Envision again these bags twice around the world, and you 
can see the logistical nightmare of delivering food to 
countries that don't have any roads, certainly not all-weather 
roads, that don't have trucks, or enough of them, on and on and 
on. Nevertheless, we do know that a very substantial amount of 
food has actually gone to the mouths of children in Ethiopia 
and other parts of Africa that we've delivered 


The land-locked countries pose the special problems, 
countries like Mali and Chad. In Chad where there is a 
shortage of trucks, we're in the process of working with other 
donors to provide parts and perhaps buy trucks, a whole range 
of options that we're working on and already getting underway. 


In Mali, just a demonstration, a description of some 
of the problems, there's a place called Gao, a river city -- 
unfortunately, the food has to come across the river to get to 
the populated area, and we expect to be flying in a 60-ton raft 
to move the food back and -forth, back and forth across that 
river because we're not going to build a bridge in time. 

That's the kind of almost day-by-day activity that we've had. 
We've redirected ships on the high seas to get to this place or 
that place. As I say, we're talking about this raft on and on. 


We're going to be prepared, if circumstances require 
it, to airlift food into some of these places. It's an option 
which I continually have before us. We are air-lifting through 
Ethiopia now, have into Sudan. We're doing it regularly 
in-country within Ethiopia. That's chartered flights, moving 
it from port to inland city, but we're prepared to do at least 
some work internationally, depending upon the circumstances as 
it involves. 














Tne biggest problem, of course, was from the beginning 
and conti‘ues to be that of Ethiopia. This morning's 
washington ress reports on the forced eviction of residents of 

net, a relief camp, the eviction undertaken by the Ethiopian 
military. This camp in the last couple of months came from 
almost nothing -- a couple thousand people -- to being the 
largest single camp in all of Ethiopia. Ibnet is up here, 
right where I'm pointing. It's a reflection of the fact that 


there are probably a couple of hundred million people in the 
north that aren't getting enough food. 


As most of you know, [I've been worrying about this for 
some time -- and those people have fled their homes tec, in 
effect, create a whole city, almost overnight, for lack of food 
in their homes. 


Well, what happened here was, apparently a local 
government official in Gonder, the province, that government 
official determined that that camp, for whatever reason -- and 
it isn't quite clear why -- that camp should be eliminated. 














The people should be disbursed. Some 58,000 to 60,000 
were disbursed with only a couple thousand people that could 
not walk. There were clearly many sick, may malnutrition 
people, many people who we believe simply aren't going to be 
able to make it back home. 


The military key men destroyed utensils, cooking pots 
-- big clay pots -- and water pots; destroyed those things, I 
suppose, to be sure the people didn't come back; burnt their 
huts after they left, and the camp is now ashes and broken 
pottery. 


These regional authorities, we assume -- we do not 
have any reason to know -- that this was done by a national 
directive out of Addis. Nevertheless, it is clear that these 
people -- we estimate perhaps half these 60,000 people -- have, 
in effect, been given a death sentence by way of disbursal, by 
way of destruction of their camp. 


They are several days walk -- and they're all walking, 
of course -- away from their homes. But they came to this 
camp, to begin with, because there wasn't anything in their 
homes. So to go back to their homes means that they go back to 
starvation. 


There's no question that this brutal -- barbaric, if 
you will -- and hasty manner in which these people were 
disbursed is a deplorable act. 


Again, what we're really doing is not making a 
judgment about the central government of Ethiopia, but what we 
know is that this appears to be undertaken by the local 
authorities and we're calling upon the government in Ethiopia 
to correct its decision, to reconstruct this camp, to bring 
those people back where we can feed them --— and we had some 
U.S. food in that camp that was being fed, and we were prepared 
to do much more -- and to discipline those local authorities 
that disbursed these people in a way that, as I suggest, will 
be a death sentence for many. 


This morning I called the Secretary General of the 
U.N., reviewed the situation with him, and asked him to look at 
it carefully and to make his views known on the subject. I 
also talked to Brad Morse, who is the Director of the 
International Drought Effort for the Secretary General. I had 
the same conversation with him. They're obviously concerned 
and worried about it, and I know will look into the matter 
today. 


There are other problems. Let me review, at least, 
briefly. One I made reference to, and that is the problems in 




















the north. We figure a couple million people who aren't being 
fed. We've been concerned about this now for many months. 

I've talked about safe passage for food vehicles of the nature 
that we had for the Red Cross, or some means to get food to the 
north. 


We had constructive conversations -- or I had 
constructive conversations with Commissioner Dawit in Geneva, 
who is the head of the relief organization in Geneva when that 
food conference was held. That kas been, oh, several weeks; 
that was on March 11. 


While we're hopeful, we're still deeply concerned 
about getting more food to the north. There hasn't been a lot 
that happened since, but we still have some reason to be 
hopeful. 


There's another problem that, frankly, affects food 
for the whole country; and that is, we're not getting enough 
food into the country once we get it to the ports. 


Some of you remember, when I came before you here six 
to eight months probably, and first talked about the capacity 
of the Ethiopian ports, particularly the Port of Assab where 
most of our food is coming. That port originally had the 
capacity of, oh, perhaps 25,000 tons a month. We're now 
putting -- it had the capacity and regularly had been putting 
at least a hundred thousand tons a month through that port. 
Frequently, more than that. 


Unfortunately, though we can get the food into Assab 
-- off the ships, into the port -- we now don't have enough 
trucks to move the food from the port to the inland warehouses 
and, in turn, not enough trucks to move the food from those 
inland warehouses to the camps where the feeding is actually 
done. 


So what we have in Assab now is an accumulation of 
food of almost 100,000 tons. In inland warehouses, there's an 
accumulation of about 80,000 tons. That's our estimate. 


Most of the food in Assab is now U.S. food, but some 
is. We don't think much of the food in those inland warehouses 
is U.S. food. We think it's European food, or not ours, in any 
case. But some of it is. 


We have delivered to Ethiopia about 180,000 ton of 
food this year -- 180,000 ton -- and much of that we believe, 
in fact, has been delivered to places where people have or are 
going to be eating the food. Nevertheless, this whole 
pipeline, whether it's our food or not, in large part, concerns 
us and we simply have got to have more trucks. 














Many of you recall that late last year and early this 
year -- calendar year -- that the Ethiopian Government made 
available several hundred additional trucks. Commissioner 
Dawit was here and we had those meetings, and several 
additional hundred trucks were made available, and that food 
moved out of those ports. In the last couple months things 
have been sort of slacking off and we are now accumulating 
about two ton a day accumulation; it's a net accumulation of 
what comes in and what's taken out in Assab. We've got to have 
more trucks. 


There are almost 600 trucks, we estimate, being used 
for the resettlement, the people from north to south. This 
continues to be, in our judgment, a misallocation of resources, 
a use of vehicles to move people instead of the use of vehicles 
to move food to people. 


. Overall, the situation in Ethiopia is one where, 
obviously, what we've done has saved thousands of lives but we 


have to keep on working at it. And this latest situation of 
Ibnet is one that gives us the deepest concern. 


(Continued on next page) 














Why are you still unable to reach people in 
northern Ethiopia? Is it because the government doesn't want 
you to go where the guerrilla is still active? 


A I've tried not to make judgments about the ° 
motives of the Government of Ethiopia. What I do know is that 
we aren't able to take vehicles into the north from the 
government lines where there has been and continues to be some 


, fighting. 


Q Why do you conclude this the local authorities 
and not the national government? Is it possible to decide to 
move 60,000 people without referring back to Addis? 


a That's the information we get from our Embassy. 
Frankly, one of the reasons I was a little late here today was 
we continue to sort through facts and information about it. 
But that's the best information we have today. 


Q Do you have any comment on the GAO report that 
said that there were long delays in the time that the 
government approved food requests in '82 and '83, apparently 
because we were worried about Marxism? 


a That report said a number of things that also 
said we'd moved an awful lot of food. Remember, the overall 
cast of that report was pretty positive. There were a number 
of factors in '82 and '83 that we considered and were worried 
about that wasn't clear how the food was going to be delivered 
-- @ lot of concerns we had. Nevertheless, in ‘84 we were the 
largest single donor in Ethiopia. It was ‘84 and '83, I think, 
that was in question. In ‘83 we were a very substantial donor 
as well. I view that report basically as a pretty positive 
report. 


Have you detected any epidemics like cholera and 
all this, that already have been in many countries in Africa, 
precisely in these camps? 


A I didn't hear you. I'm sorry. 

Q Have you detected any epidemics in these camps? 
) Yes. We have felt -- 

Q Of what type and what the death rate? 

) The death rate has always been hard to measure, 


but it clearly has been high in some camps, and, frankly, our 
judgment is that some of the camps in Ethiopia have had cholera. 











We last week flew into Ethiopia, or financed the 
flight into Ethiopia by UNICEF -- flew in some of this oral 
rehydration -- ORT -- which is the way to deal with cholera, 
and some intravenous feeding devices. 


Cholera has been a problem, and numbers of other 
diseases. Measles have also been a problem. We had a measle 
epidemic in Sudan here a few weeks ago where we went in and 
vaccinated a number of people. 


Q Has there been any discernible or changing Soviet 
role in the relief effort, either a transport or in relief 


supplies? 

A The Soviets have been involved in some movement 
of food by plane and helicopters. Their largest role, however, 
has been in the resettlement -- their overwhelming role -- and 


they have played a relatively minor role for the movement of 
food to people. 


Q Do we have any bilateral talks with the Soviets 
regarding our views of the resettlement and our view that it's 
a — perhaps to resettle rather than trying to get food to 
them 


A We have expressed our view on both those points 
to the Soviets. 


Q Where was that? 
A Where did we express our view? 
Q Yes, and when? 


a I don't know that I'm the one to comment on that, 
but we have officially expressed our view. 


Q Were they at the meeting in Geneva? 
A I didn't talk to them or see them. 

Q Why not? 

) They simply are not a factor in this 


international relief effort. It's too bad, but they really 
just aren't. 


Q Are these public expressions that we're making to 
them, or are these private discussions? 
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A I think we've made pretty public expressions 
about our concern all along on resettlement, and I've said 
myself publicly all along that we think the Soviets should do 
more than resettle people when the real need isn't 
resettlement, it's to get food to people. We've been quite 
open and public about the negligible role of the Soviets in 
Ethiopia. . 


Q Rather than sitting down face to face and talking 
about this? 


A We've done both. We've expressed our concerns. 
I think the Soviets know in some detail what we think, and I 
think they know in great detail what the situation is in 
Ethiopia. 


Remember, they have a number of people there. They 
have very substantial personnel around the country, and when 
you see a blonde in Addis, it's more likely to -- it's not 
likely to be an American. 


Q Do you think they feel it's probably better off 
to have the people die? [he population can't be supported 
anyway, and it's sort of like their experience in the Soviet 
famines in the [fhirties? 


A Well, I don't know. That seems -- gosh, I hope 
that's not their view. It seems like that's -- it's certainly 
not our view, as you know. I should hope that no one would 
take that view. 


It seems to me that the view that we've taken and not 
just the U.S. Government, but really the Americans have taken 
-- Americans have just responded enormously. We've said, look, 
it happens to be a Communist regime, it's unfortunate those 
people are living in such a regime, but they're suffering 
people, they're going to die, and we're going to respond. I 
think that's been the attitude we -- that's the right thing to 
have done. 


Q Do you have any estimate when people will no 
longer be starving there? 


a The big question will be what happens to the 
rains which will come -- so-called “long rains" -- which will 
come in June or a little bit later. It comes in different 
parts of the continent, and in Ethiopia it should come in 
June. If those rains are heavy for several weeks, then -- and 
if we can get seeds to the people so they can plant the seeds 
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-- they don't eat them before they plant them -- then the crops 
should be pretty decent for next year. 


If, however, the rains don't come very well or hardly 
at all, then you're going to see a repeat, except worse, of 
what we've had this year -- worse because a famine year upon a 
famine year means that the supplies are even less for people to 
fall back on, and the food needs will be greater. 


This year is the third year of a famine in several 
parts of the continent -- third year of a drought in several 
parts of the continent -- so I think we can at least be hopeful 
about rain this year. 


Q The given reason for moving these people out of 
that camp was to get them back planting their seeds and get 
them out of the camps and back to their homes. 


If they're thinking that way, why wouldn't they go 
ahead and do exactly the same thing in the other cams to get 
people back to their homes planting their new crops? 


A I find it hard to believe that's what they really 
think. First of all, it's not time to go back and plant. 
Secondly, the people don't have any food to eat, let alone feed 
the plant. The whole position, if that is their position -- 
and we've heard the same -- is just not tenable. I mean, it 
doesn't make any sense. 


It doesn't make any sense to have moved these people 
to begin with, except they didn't like an eyesore, or 
something, but in any case we believe that -- 


Q How many are in camps altogether throughout 
Ethiopia? 


a Oh, I don't have an exact figure, but hundreds of 
thousands. I haven't added it up that way lately. Hundreds of 
thousands. 


Let me take one more. 


Q It was along that same line. I was just 
wondering if -- what do you think their reason was for moving 
them then? 


a It's really pure speculation, because the reason 
we hear doesn't make sense. [ mean, at a certain juncture you 
don't want people in camps. You want to feed them enough to 
get them healthy again, have their babies not be ready to die 
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-- feed them enough -- and then you want to encourage them with 
some help to go back home. The help ought to be -- enough food 
anyway to have some food when they get back home. 


I don't know. Maybe these people were not from the 
province in question. [hey were from Tigray, for example -- 
days walk off. We just don't know. The reason given, as I 
say, just doesn't make any sense.” Maybe they found a big camp, 
such a growing, huge camp -- and it was big, huge -- in just a 
few weeks it went from a couple thousand people to 60,000 
people. Maybe they found that huge camp an embarrassment or a 
local inconvenience, or something. 


Ladies and gentlemen, it's nice to see you, and thank 
you for your continued interest and support in this area. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:42 p.m.) 
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2:00 P.M. (L) 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OMFICIAL: I will try to give you 
as detailed a rundowm on the seetings this sorning between the 
President and President vor Weissacker as well as the meetings with 
Chancellor Kohl. 


The meeting with President von Weissacker began with 
President von Weissacker saying that he was gratified about the 
position the President hac taken in approaching the German visit. He 
said the visit iteelf is very important for the U.8./German 
relationship. That he appreciated the President's courage in keeping 
to the schedule, including the visit to the Bitburg cemetery. 


He felt that after the furor over the visit was over that 
the President's stay in Germany would have a longer and a deeper 
meaning for the U.S./German relationship. 


The President said that he had never wavered in his 
Gecision to keep to the schedule. That he felt that he had 
Ss the these of U.8./German reconciliation and that this 
would be imgortant for the U.8./German relationship. 


President von Weiseacker felt that the President's visit 
to Germany as @ whole, in other words, the two day state visit, among 
Se en es as Ge oe ee people of Germany. He 
eaid that there was now a debate underwe Germany over the 
strategic defense initiative, that he felt that, as was the case with 


the te over INF for the Euro-sissile deployment question, that 
the sajority of young oo reflected the views of the German 


population as a whole and that they supported the governsent and they 
supported the alliance. 

President von Weissacker then went on to a very 
See et” a ile he was 

the Ambassador here in bonn. And then -- 

Q Was? 

Q Was? 

Q Was? 

GEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he will be -- 

Q Be will be -- 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- while he has been or 


Q Bow about is? 
Q Will continue to be -- 














a -8. support process of Buropean 
ntegreticn. 

eS See eee o Se 0 oe Se Se & Se ae 
whether scuehow the process -- the Buropean sovesent had - we 
Gidn‘t believe thie and he 5 a a ee 
oe oe oe ee ee the process of 
integration was soving ahead. He then particular out the 
importance of bringing Spain into the Buropean comsumity. 

The President noted an irony that was -- or really, two 
ironies -- one that George Washington, as President, hed warned the 
United States ageinst entangling alliances, but now the United States 
had very strong and firs alliances with sany countries in Burope, 
especially Germany. And then noted that success of the Buropean 
community was an irony when seen from the standpoint of history given 


von Weissacker picking up, I think on this historical 
theme, pointed out thet -- 


Q -- thet has to do with -- 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, do you want to 
hear what they talxea alout or don't you? 


Q Yes. Can we laugh sometines? (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ALMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Uo. 

Q On, Okay. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is serious stuff. 

Q -- this is not persitted? 

SENIOR ALMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo laughing permitted. 

von Weigesacker went on and noted the difference between 
the end of World War I and the erd of World War II and especially the 
fact that, after World War I the United States disengaged froa 
Europe, took on an isolationists stance -- 

Q Ana now we're blaped for Hitler. 


SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This icy wes -- this 


policy hed led, in large part. in isoleticnicn, lea to -- and the 
treaties following World War I hed led to future conflict. 
ter World War II the United States had in Burope, had 


initiated policies like the Marshall Pilen that the success of 
Burope after World War II can be closely related to U.6. policies. 


At that point, George Shults sede « goint that that was 
also true in the economic ares and that the policies pursued by the 
United States and other countries -- liberal economic policies, tree 
trade policies, had been responsible for prosperity in the Western 
world after World War II. 


Moving to meeting with Chancellor Kohl, the Chancellor 
moRE 























SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They ere -- none of 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Chancellor said that 
we must never forget and we can never forgive and that he “méerstood 

vi Who -- who could he never -- 

Q Be can never forgive? 

Q ‘The U.S. Press? 

Q Could you Go that one sore tine? 


Q Could you pick it up here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And then the Chancelior 
esid - (Laugiter.) The next briefing, let se remind you, will be 
here et 3:15 p.e. Senior Administration Official on the Hakasone 
Dileaterel. Ses you then. 





a 2:8 P.m. (L) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se just sort of 
firet run through the kind of topics that were covered, and then I 
will try to go beck over ané give you some more detail on each. Let 
me just run through the whole thing. 


The President began by talking about trade issues, and 
about the importance of saking further ha eee on trade issues. He 
expressed strong appreciation for what been sccomplished so far 
wm In fact, I would like to say a little 

t about t. 


Be mentioned particularly progress in the 
telecommunications sector, that we continue, however, to be concerned 
about very strong protectionist sentizents in the United States and 
concerned about the possibility of some kind of adverse actions by 
8 ee ae Oe ee, oe is by 
eS Se ee I é0 want to underscore -- because I 
think we Gone some of this progress in little, small steges. it 
doesn't always come out. But particularly in the case of 
telecommunications we have now accomplished virtually ever ing that 
we hed hoped to have done at this stage -- that is Gefinition of 
the new regulatory process in Japan. 


Ané then in ticular, the last big issue that was 
outstanding es of il ist, and which occassioned the dispatch of « 
ny presigential envoy, Gaston Sigur, to talk to Nakasone, and 

t wes the question of standards for telecommunications ts. 
Saba me pledged to Sigur that they would cut beck the of 
standards proposed to those that are lisited to standards that are 
necessary to prevent hare to the telecommunications network. And Abe 
repested oe when he met with Shults on April 13th, and said 
that they wou rteke to get it done as soon as possible. 


We actually, on April 13th, asked them to try to get it 
done the time of the summit, and Abe said that he was not sure 
that coulé do it, but they would try. Ané in fact our 
negotiators finished that work in Tokyo I think on April -- about « 
week ago. So they made it well ahead of the summit. And the general 
assessment is that now the telecommunications standards that Jepan 


will be lying are roughly equivalent to those in the United 
States, that is, limited essentially to saking sure that equipment 
pi in does not damage the overall system. And within that 
rubric, yy eae to decide what they want and what they are 
willing to pey . 

That could be « very big step forward and it was one of 
they key things that we were pushing for in that area. 


We have also last week condveted further rounds of the 
so-called MOSS talks. That is MOSS -- it is an acronys for Market 
Opening Sector-Specific talks. You can ask Treasury why they 
invented it, but that is where it came fron. 

















on medical products and 
the sectors, and on electronics, 
ft the others. And particularly in the 
in last week that we made very 
substantial progress, though a lot will depend on the implementation, 
which we are supposed to see sometime late June or early July. 


One area that the President and Secretary Baker and 
Secretary Shults all stressed, where we have not seen enough sovenent 
yet, is the area of forest products, where a key area for us is the 
tariffs on ted pl ané other finished wood products. And 
the Prime Minister explained, in fact, the great difficulty of that 
issue in Japan where they estimate that have 100 ies in 
that inéustry -- an estimate that roughly of them would go 
bankrupt if the tariff is dropped immediately. But in fact 




















We are aware that considerable efforts are being made in Japan to 
figure out bow to restructure the industry so that they can open up 
-- effectively open up their market. 


All of that, by way of summarizing where we are on the 
MOSS talks. Wakasone did emphasize the importance of faithfully 
following up on the commitments that were made at Los Angeles and the 
var 


trade round. Both i e 
committed to this. We believe that a strong effort needs to be made 
to launch this process next year. 


Q Did they agree to set a date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot a specific date, but 
I think as early as possible next year. 


They then talked at some length about Korea, particularly 
about the discussions that had taken place in Washington during the 
visit last week of President Chun Doo Hwan. The subject of our 


coason ; 

concern with Japan and with South Korea is how to go about reducing 
tensions on the Korean peninsula. We emphasised ve ge p our 
commitment to close consultations with Japan, as well as, course, 
the government of South Korea, and our commitment, which I think is 
shared by the Japanese side, that the priority in this process has to 
be given to direct negotiations between North and South Korea. The 
key major powers can play an important supportive role. 


Q Don't walk out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was just going to ask 
if Sem sight want to do that. (Laughter.) 


There was some discussion about SDI. The President again 
explained fairly briefly -- he'd done it at some length with Nakasone 
in Los Angeles. What we're talking about here -- the fact that we're 
talking about a research program -- that we don't intend to go it 
alone as far as deployment is concerned and that the whole thing is 
in the framework in wanting ultimately the elimination of nuclear 
weapons. The Japanese position, as I think you know, is one of 
understanding -- I think is the key phrase. I think = do 
understand rather well, both what we're trying to do, and what we're 
not bee to do. The question of whether or not they will 
2s pate or not, however, is something they have under study and 

not made decision about. I think they do appreciate the 
— commitment to close consultations with our allies on the 
subject. 


Nakasone made a comment which I think is important. I 
think it's worth repeating -- the view that peace and security of the 
free world are indivisible, and that is an expression of his own 
a. commitment to strengthening the solidarity of the Western 
allies as -- 


Q Is that a quote? “. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a quote. 
“ 


* 


Q Would you go over that again? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That peace and security 
of the free world are indivisible. As Secretary Shults reminded. 
everybody in that room it was Nakasone at the Williamsburg Summit whd. 
took what, at the time, was an unprecedented step for Japan of 
participating in a common joint statement about armas control and 
security. It was a very -- it was a kind of watershed for the 

J se. I think it's very clear that this Prime Minister believes 
it’s important for Japan to take a stand on issues of common concern 











to the West. And I think also in the phrase “indivisible* you can 
recognise that he believes that in return for that it sust also be 
recognised that security is «a 


There was some discussion about the question of where the 
next Summit will be. Of course, in the natural rotation of things, 
it would be in Tokyo. Some discussion about the whole question of 
restrictions of 

















like to see reduced. Sut at same time, and as the President 
pointed out to the Prime Minister, there is related to it the 
question of the health of our saritinze industry. 

In fact, the present requirement is that North Slope oil 
can be sold only in the United States is related in pert to the 
question of in the Merchant Marine industry, which has 
been very bedly hit in recent years. 

Q Was that issue raised with the Prise Minister? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not sure who brought 
it first. I believe it was -- » it was the Prise Minister who 
pent it ftiret because he sentioned that he had recently set with 
both Governor Sheffield of Alaska and with Senator Murkowski of 
Alaska, both of whom are strongly in favor of lifting the oil ban. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only the indication that 
they are restrictions that we would like to see lifted as well. I 
think you can interpret the two statements together as well as I can. 
We would like to see the restrictions lifted. We have a probles 
about our maritime industry. 


Q Do you know if they have any energy concerns -- 
about supplies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think thet -- I know 
it is one of the original reasons -- I think that depends partly on 
the quantities one is talking about, but clearly we are in a very 
Giftferent kind of energy environment than the sort we were facing, 
when was it, eight years ago when these restrictions were first 


imposed. 

Q They talked about possibly going to Tokyo next year. 
Was there any Giscussion about any kind of reconciliation ceremony -- 
(laughter) -- seriously? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: With this the most 
passing reference to the fact that in the normal course of things 
Tokyo would be the next venue for the summit, I will get into those 
questions later. (Laughter.) 

Q -- Hiroshima -- (laughter. ) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In another briefing. 
Sims hasn't finished -- 

Yes, I mean, it's makes sense, doesn't it? 
Moble gesture -- 


Sometimes, the more difficult the thing -- 


The act of reconciliation -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Those are -- 
those -- that -- that's -- that -- I've covered the meeting. I'11 
try to take questions now. 


Q Quick question. On trade issues and the question of 
Japan opening ite markets, would you characterize the President's 
statements to Makasone in the meeting? I sean, was he pressing his 
for sore? Was he basically saying, “Thank you, you're doing a great .. 























job"? What was the basic tenor of his remarks in that area? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's both -- 
pressed -- I think in their order, thanking his for what he's done. 
And we are aware that his leadership and the Poreign Minister's 
leadership have been really crucial at a number of stages in soving «a 

that at tines kind of reluctant, although some of thes 
seem to be gett the idea now, judging from the medical talks. The 


April 9th to the Japanese people, but at the same tise urging 
the point t the probles is very far from solved, that we still 

to go and that we need this kind of commitszent 
sustained in the coming sonths. 


econcay, about taking up the slack -- the need to take up the slack 
for the moderate -- scderating recovery in the U.8.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was some 
Giscussion of -- fairly brief -- but about both the need to manage a 
soft landing of -- that was the Prime Minister's phrase -- 
landing of our economy, as well as some way of bringing curr 
rates into a better balance, some specific reference to Secretary 
Shultz’ Princeton speech, which, as -- I think some of 
me brief on before -- where he izes the importance on the one 
hand of our bringing down our deficits and on the other hand of Japan 
reducing its need to essentially export capital. 
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3 lateral decision ebout our 
without the closest of consultations with our allies and for that 
matter, without negotiations and discussions with the Soviet Union. 


Our goal in this whole process is to saintain stable 
Geterrence, not to -- turn the system of deterrence upside dow. 


Q -- he's not talking about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He was not talking about 
other people -- 


Q -- cooperative deployment -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. He's talking 
about our ow deployments will not be taken simply unilaterally. 


Yes? 


Q I wasn't poeseerey clear on the telecomsunications 
standards. Is that @ completely accomplished deal -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATOM OFFICIAL: I believe -- 
Q - in Japan now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our view is that the 
iseves are essentially done. The changes, I think, are to be 
implemented by June ist. 


Q As you pointed out the Japanese bureaucracy hasn't 
always done everything that Bakasone has agreed to get done. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: That's true. I think in 
this case, even our pretty skeptical negotiators feel the agreement 
is sufficiently specific -- that there's no queston that it will be 
Gone by June ist -- that it's a sechanical probles now. 


Q The changes will be in the works by June ist, or 
completed by -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Completed. The 
discussions were completed on April 19th. Japan agreed to delete 10 
provisions of ite regulations, to clarify two other provisions and to 
modify six additional provisions through circular notices. That 
gives you an idea of the precision. I think it’s simply a matter. ae. 
in our side, it takes a certain amount of tise to issue an 











Q Can I just clarify on the GDI? Wheat was the 
‘se language? Was the “go it alone” phrase yours or the 
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the next issue on our agenda -- and that's forest products 
-- the tariffs issve. He didn't any new commiteents. iIn fact, 
he explained the difficulties that they're facing. But he also did 


express his commitment about trying to do about resolving 
those difficulties. Yes? 


Q Did Makasons give the President any information 
about the plen for a big increase in Japan's 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Mo. There was, I think, 
Ley s | of commitszgent to strengthening Japan's 
oe effort. 


Q In the “soft landing” phrase -- that's assuming that 
the American economy is going to flatten out and go down -- do I 
understand the context correctly? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATON OFFICIAL: That's the way I 
interpreted it. That was one phrase in a very brief intervention. 


Q In that context, did the Japanese Prine Minister say 
anything about the U.S. budget deficit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't believe he 
referred to our Geficit epecificially. He did talk about the 
etrength of the 




















Gollar epecifically. Se did talk specifically about the need to 
fight protecticnian in the U.S. as well as in Japan. 


Q Did he have any solutions or any suggestions for the 
over-strong Gollar? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GCPFICIAL: Mo, it wasn't 
a Sa Be suggested that Secretary Baker work on 


Yes, sir. 


Q What Gid he say about the dollar? This is Bakasone, 
is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just that we need to get 
currencies into better alignsent. I think -- 


Q Did he say how that sight be aeccomplished? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't say how. 


Q ee oo. ee See ©.S. Sangeet 
Geficit or U.&. economic policy at ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would say he 4i4 offer 
ions to the extent of talking about the things I've just said. 
Beyond that, he didn't offer detailed recousendations. 


Q Was there any sention of the trade embargo against 
Bicaregua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That didn*t come up. 


Q The soft landing that's referred to by Makasone, was 
it soft landing of the U.S. economy or the world economy? What was 


SENJOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe he was talking. 
about U.S. ecomomy. I's generally sore careful about quoting other 
ye A Re SACL Of what he seant by the words, but 

just used the words “soft ng.” 


Q Did auto imports come up at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So. 


Q Did Makasone sake any prediction about whether the 
yen would strengthen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo. I think icit in 
the statement about realignaent of currencies is the strengthening of 
the yen relative to the dollar. 


Yes. 


Q When you were -- you gave a long briefing sbout an 
initiative of allowing the to go into the U.S. sarket as yen 
Genominated bonds. Was that discussed? How has that come out? Has 
that worked out the way you hed hoped? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It waen’'t diecussed at 
all, and the question would best be put to Beryl Sprinkel or to the 
Treasury people. But what they hed told us consistently ise that they 
are extremely pleased with the way that worked out. There has been « 
real change in Japan's capitel sarket. 


It hasn't had « positive effect on the yen-doliar 
balance, but that wasn't its only aim. It really has changed the 
nature capital sarkete. 














In beck. 

MR. SINS: Can we get the Japanese reporter in? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

MR. SINS: And aaybe that will be it. 

SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In back? 


Q Bakasone mention the indivisible phrase you talked 
about, was it sentioned while they were talking about SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it wasn't. It was 
in the context of the summit and the iaportance of summit solidarity. 


specifically say about thet today? Was that what he said today or 
was that just your general.comment about what there position is? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's general 
comment. I think he said to -- used the words like st » which 
means open to se. 


Q Was agriculture sentioned at all? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, forest products is 


Q Mo, but I mean specialty crops, beef, citrus. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, those were not 
pent ioned. 


Q -- position on having some kind of sonetary 
conference as the French have ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't come up, at least 
in this diecussion. 


Q The Secretary of State has suggested that if you 
Gon't get formal negotiations in this new trade round that we somehow 
go it alone or we have a series of bilateral talks. Did Bakasone 
address it? Was that brought up to his? Were the Japanese -- are 
they prepared to go in that direction and if -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That wasn't specifically 
discussed. Obviously, our hope is by demonstrating that enough 
@ are committed to thie trade round to get everyone pulled into 
t because we want to. 
MR. SIMS: Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Bob tells se I's 
supposed to walk out at this point. (Laughter.) 


ED 4:05 P.M. (L) 

















Tulpenfeld Hotel 
Bonn, Federal Republic of Germany 


4:42 P.M. (L) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President has hed a series of 
meetings, Se ae starting with President von Wsisesecker, with 
Chancel lor with Prise Minister Makasone, with President 
Mitterrand. He's still going strong. He's going to be meeting with 
Prime Minieter Thatcher before long end then’ go on to the otart of 
the summit activities. 


I think you've hed some briefings on these various 
meetings. And in view of the shortness of tise, why don't I just go 
right shead into questions. 


Q Mr. can you clear up what was said in the 
meeting between Chancellor ané the President on collective guilt 
Sr" the’dorean nation by she Prestaent? There seems to be sone 

spute. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There's no concept of collective 
guilt. And there was no suggestion of such. 


Q What -- Do you recall what Mr. Reagan said to 
Chancellor Kohl on the subject? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, if he said anything, that was 
what he said. 


Q Did -- 


Q -- to follow thet Gidn the President also say 
that thie was the conclusion of the Buresberg Tribunal and that we do 
mot teh <= the Guites Gentes deen ane tke U the German people <-- or 
the German nation responsible for what happened in that period? Did 
he use those words? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President -- and I think all -- 
— the notion of collective guilt. There is no sense of 
lective guilt here. The principal point, , that the state 
visit following the summit revolves around, is the importance of the 
sis on peace, on freedom, on the emergence of democracy, on the 
ilding and on reconciliation. That's the point. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I think part of the problem is that 
the West German spokesman has apparently told some reporters that in 
the meeting with Kohl the President said that he regretted some 
American voices that talked about collective guilt. Was there a 
conversation about that in the seeting with Chancellor Kohl. 


SECRETARY GHULTZ: I don't recall the President saying 
that, but -- 


Q You don't remember anything like that? 














thie and other subjects, obviously. And -- 


President has a schedule that has been worked out with Chancellor 
Kohl for what he's go to be doing on the state visit, and he feels 
that this is a very schedule, that it has a deep expression of 
7 ae See eee ae a © 
t. 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 

-- try it another way. Do you regret that some 

Americans have aad 


Q He denied it -- 

Q -- that there is some notion of -- 

Q Be didn't deny it -- 

Q -- collective guilt in the wake of the Bitburg 


controversy. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I Gon't think that in the discussion 
of the Bi visit there has been an ession of collective guilt 
on the part of Americans. I haven't that at ell. 


Q Were you in on the -- 


SECRETARY GHULTZ: The point that people have objected to 
has been an entirely different one. 


Q Sir, were you in on the bilateral -- the meeting 
between the two leaders for an hour? 


SECRETARY GSHULTZ: There was a seeting between Chancellor 
Kohl and the President that was going on while I was in a seeting 
with Poreign Minister Genecher. But I think that was a one-on-one 


meeting. I -—- I've had a brief readout on it; but I've been 
running from one thing to another here today -- 
Q Mr. Secr , om another subject, do you expect to 


name & new ambassador to the Federal Republic of Germany during the 
state visit? 


SECRETARY GHULTZ: Mo. 
Q Or does the President? 














SECRETARY SHULTS: I don't think there's any such plen. 


Q Can you say why? 


SECRETARY SEULTE: I might say thet many Gerean officials 
here and elsewhere, to me recently, of s variety of political 
persuasions, have out of their way to express ic immense 
e@niration for Ar Burns ané the esentation that he has given, 
the dignity he bas brovght, and the int 
So I think that, in so es ambassadorial things are concerned, 
this is a moment to honor « truly = public servent, Arthur Burns, 
who's coming to the end of his per here. 


Q Mr. Secr can tell us what toonagees® in 
the seeting between the prestbeot ond ie. Mitterrand, specifically on 
the question of new round trade talks and on SDI? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I can give a brief indication of 
that. A good bit of the meeting was t Giscussing the subject 
of trade. Both are believers in fight protection seeking « 
more open trading systes. Both that view. The question of 
setting a date for the start of a new round was discussed and I's 
sure it will be discussed further. There wasn't any conclusion to 
the discussion, but I think there were some elements of the nature of 
the problem brought out which may give us a handle on it. 


On SDI, that -- the President talked about that. And I 
don't want to assume to speak for President Mitterrand, but I think, 
in general, the tance of space, space research is certainly 
recognised by Pres t Mitterrand and the French, sithough -- and 
they're glad to have an invitation to participate in the research. 
But whether they will or not, of course, is up to them and I didn't 
see any indications that they intended to. 





Q Coulé you expand on the question of s sonetary 
conference and what was said on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was referred to, but the subject of 
trede took s lot of time and, of course, President Mitterrand’s view 
is that the -- there is a relation between sonetary developments and 
<< — lopments, end he expressed that and we discussed that « 

ttle bit. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you clear up for us, will Count 
von Stauffenberg be at the Bitburg ceremony on Sunday, and which 
ceremony? Will it be at the cemetery or at the air base? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This is something somebody else better 
ansver. This is not my -- 


MR. SPEAKES: We're trying to get an enewer on it. I 
Gon't know. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Larry Speakes will get an answer of 
the detailed program and who's who ané so forth. And I don't know 
the anever to that question. 


Q Was there a quid pro quo actually discussed between 
the President and Prime Minister Mitterrand in « ific date for 
trade versus « ific date for monetary talks, tever might be 
the content of monetary talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was no such notion of a trade 
mentioned. 


Q Did they discuss speeding up the French economy at 
all? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pardon we? 








they went to egree on. And course, there bas been « 
Gone as well as said on both these vubjects. 


forward -- I think their phrase was “at 


Q As soon as possible. 


SECRETARY SHULTS: As soon as possible. There are lots 
prepere ectivities going on ebout trede. As far 
tes is concerned, we intend to sove forward on trade lations, 
we hope on @ sultileteral basis; if not -- or seybe in 


addition, 
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sinisters -- you never know what's going to happen. 


Q Well, is the 0.8. still seeking s 1996 date for the 
start of a new round? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, absolutely. 


0 Well, when the President vas seeting with 
Mitterrand, 4146 Mitterrand express any inclination to be satisfied 
with thic Saker language sbout s sonetary seeting to discuss the G-10 
report? Was that in any wey -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It wasn’t focused in on thet such 
because there was s great deal of discussion of what is happening in 
the treading system and the overriding importance of avoiding « drift 
into protection, which of course was one of the things that sade life 
so miserable in the 1930's. 


Q Mc. Secretary, was there any discussion of the 
Mitterrané-Kohl meeting in Verdun last year? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mo, thet didn't come up, but of course 
we've all seen thet very poignent and powerful picture. 


Q Was anything asked about Bitburg by Mitterrand? Did 
it come up? Did he express sympathy? Or didn't it come up st #11? 


SECRETARY SHULT2: Theat subject didn't come up in the 
meeting with President Mitterrand. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you be aware that yesterday sone 
Germans hung « wreath et Bitburg honoring the 85 Waffen which _— 
the colors of the Mazi party? They bung it directly next to t 
spot where President Reagan was supposed to ley his wreath. Are you 
going to ask the German government to have thet wreath resoved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I hadr’t heard about that and I 
just don't have any way of commenting on it. 


Q I didn't hear you on the sir this morning, but you 
were supposed to have sade some remarks about & summit seeting with 
Gorbachev that you're going to diecuss with -- 


Q “~ meeting at the Summit, not s summit meeting. 
(Laughter .) 


Q -- meeting in Vienna to discuss the Summit -- is 
there a possible Summit between Reagan ané Gorbachev? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This was in response to « question 
about the discussion between se and Mr. Gromyko -- and we'll have « 
r of matters, and yes, I think it’s ay Bee that that's « 
subject that we'll discuss, but just what the outcome will be, I 
can't say. 


Q Well, hes it soved forward at 211? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: There's nothing more to say than that 
the two leaders have agreed in correspondence that each thinks it's 
Gesirable to have a meeting and the question of place and time and 
agenda is still to be worked out. 


Q The Kohl question of SDI has been brought up in each 
of these bilaterals. What do you expect to take away from here in 
terms re SDI? A positive statement, a political statement of 
support 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe the desire, and of course 
it's up to the heads of state to decide what they want to do, but the 
thinking has been that this being the 40th anniversary of the end of 
the war, that the political statement should develop the themes of 
what has happened since that time -- the emergence of democracy, the 
long period of peace, the importance of the alliance and so on. And 
within that framework, many things may be mentioned, but the idea of 
having a series of statements as we had in London, for example, would 
give way to the notion that it was important to emphasize these 
general themes. But there will be discussion of SDI, as there has 
been in each of the bilaterals, and in general I think it is very 
Clear that everybody supports the importance of doing this research. 
Some want to participate in it. Others are still studying it, and 
others probably won't. But as to the importance of the United States 
pursuing this research, there just isn't any doubt in anybody's mind 
that I can see. 


Q Would you want SDI to be mentioned in that 
statement? Is that important to the U.S. position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that it is pretty clear that 
people support the research program that is going on. There are many 
other issues connected with it. 


Mr. Secretary, was there any discussion between the 
President and Mr. Mitterrand of Mr. Mitterrand's decision not to go 
to Strasbourg? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, that didn't come up. I think you 
know that there was some necessity for a change in plans about a 
luncheon meeting there, and perfectly yy ey since the head of 
the Curopean Parliament wanted to give t unch. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can you tell us in the case of 
Nicaragua -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: One question per person. 


Q Sir, the Senior Administration Official who briefed 
us on the Kohl meeting quoted Mr. Kohl as saying, “we must never 
forget and we can never forgive.” He then left before quoting 
exactly what that was referring to. Can you explain what that quote 
pertains to? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think people in various ways -- all 
of us have, and perhaps you have as well -- been trying to express 
the depth of meaning of the state visit that the President will be 
making, and just what it means and how to put it. So it is, I think, 
important to say that we must never forget what happened, 
particularly the Holocaust. But the whole terror of World War II -- 
tremendous casualties. But particularly the Holocaust. So we must 
never forget it. Because we don't want it ever to be repeated. 


Q He said -- 
SECRETARY SIIULTZ: If I could finish, if you don't mind. 


Q All right, but you are going off the wrong track 
here. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Any other questions. 


nee Q If I may, I would like to ask a Nicaragua question, 


Q Was Nicaragua mentioned in any of the bilateral 
meetings with the President or your meetings with -- 


SECRETARY SEULTZ: Wo, it was econonics. 
Thank you. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could we ask one more about 
Nicaragua? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 5:00 P.M. (L) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As you know, this is an 
economic summit which hasn't begun yet. And we will be pleas 
try to respond to any questions that -- where we can be helpful on 
the economic and financial front. 


Q Well, some people say that whether or not you get an 
agreement on the start of the new trade round is going to be the key 
as to whether this summit is a success or not a success. \First of 
all, is it that imortant and secondly, as you go into the hunait, how 
-- what do you think the prospects are for getting agreement on the 
Gate for a new trade round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we do think it's 
important because it will exert some discipline over the starting of 
negotiations which of course, go on, presumably, for several years. 
I wouldn't want to call it a make or break issue. Thers “as already 
been agreement to start the initial prelimine-v <.ecussions tic 
summer, so that -- we're started down that road and we're hopeful 
that we can make further progress, but I can't be certain. 


Do you want to add anything to that? 


Q And what do you think are the prospects that you 
will get a specific date in this summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We can't tell you. We 
know that most of the heads of states of the summit partners are in 
favor of such @ sove. But some may not be and we won't know until 
they indicate during the meetings. 

Q Who besides Mitterrand is opposed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that’s the sajor 
one. 


Q And did you get any clarification in the bilateral 
that he may sodify his -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was not in that 
bilateral so I cannot anewer that. 


Q Did you get a fi117? #(Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. Haven't heard a 
thing about the bilateral. 


Q Can you give us the agenda -- the -- what are they 
going to start off with tomorrow and also, can you tell us whether 
you think it will be a success or is it a downer like most -- @ lot 
of people have been writing? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't give them the 

















agenda since you reviewed it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, well, we basically 
expect that they'll start off with a general discussion of their own 
economies and where they expect those economies to go and what they 
regard as their om sajor problems and challenges shead. 


But from there they will certainly get quickly into the 
question of trade ground, what we do eventually about the G-10 
monetary studies which you've been briefed on, I'm sure. And several 
other things that fall into the general category of what all of us 
have to be able to do together in order to make our econonies 
function more effectively. 


Q In the morning session, do you think? 


, SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, probably not 
ys een he I would think a lot of that will spill over into the 
afternoon. 


Q Will the President urge the other countries to speed 
up their economies. Does he plan to do that or is he doing it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I say one 
important observation that I believe is leading to some confusion by 
some people. There is no one in this government to sy knowledge -- 
at this summit to my knowledge that is urging other countries to 
provide demand stimulus to their economies. If you'll remember, I 
guess it was eight years ago, when the Germans had the -- their last 
summit, there was an agreement along those lines and many of us 
believe that we learned a lot. Namely, that it causes inflation, 
stagflation and all the problems that come with it. 


And it's been President Reagan's effort and I think 
supported by all of the other heads of states that are at this . 
meeting. But this time they won't make that sistake. 


Now, the question is: what are we encouraging them to do 
if we're not encouraging them to either put in more money or run & 
bigger deficit or spend more money -- if we're not encouraging that, 
what are we encouraging? 


Primarily, supply side measures is one way of saying it, 
structural measures is another way of saying it, micro policies is 
another way of saying it -- choose whichever you like. We believe -- 
we're quite firmly convinced that the -- sany of the European 
economies are not performing up to their capacity; they have high and 
in most cases rising levels of unemployment despite the econosic 
expansion that's been under way for a couple of years, in some cases 
longer, 

















and we are urging that they take a hard look at those menace 
rigidities with the prospect of reversing them and therefore 
permitting the sarkets to work, to reduce the t, to 
encourage investment. These are the kinds of s that will be 
made at the summit. 


Q In concrete terms, do you mean like, say, tax cuts 
as in the United States or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in concrete terms 
it varies between countries, but let me ne you a few that apply in 
most of the countries. Most of them do in fact have very high 
marginal tax rates, which of course encourages some secpie to opt for 
leisure instead of work. Some have high minimum wages which make it 
very difficult for the unskilled to find jobs. Some have price 
controls which keep profitability down and therefore discouraged 
investment. Many of thes have rules that were imposed for good 
social reasons to help people keep their jobs once they had obtained 
it, but these rules vary somewhat by country. Sut in essence, they 
say that if you want to lay someone off because the demand for 4 
product has gone down, for whatever reason, you can't just do that, 
you've got to come to me and get an approval, and then you've got to 

to that man to get an approval, and may even have to go to the 
ederal government to get oval. when you - it, in many of 
those cases they will be paying and paying and paying over a long 
period of time. Wow, the net effect of that has been achieved for 
good social reasons is that they don't hire them in the first place. 
They prefer to do the cheaper thing, that is, substitute capital for 
labor. And hence, they don't get the job. 


Q But you're, in effect, going to urge them to try 
Reaganomics? Is that a fair statement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I haven't heard 
that phrase used much lately. I heard the President say you quit 
using it after it started working -- 


Well, with 1.3 percent we may bring it back. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q On that point, when we asked le like you what 
you think = going to reach this year -- ther you're going to 
reach the four percent target growth rate, you —T usually say, 
“well, it's still our hope to do that, even though guess that would 
mean a five percent rate for the next three quarters." When they 
press you in these private meetings, what are be going to say to 
them about the growth rate this year in the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In essence we will argue 
that the recent slow down or this slower rate of rise and almost a 
stall is oy -- and that we expect over the balance of this 
year a snap back in economic activity. Wo one knows for certain what 
the future will hold -- whether it will average five percent and 
hence make four percent for the year or something like that, or 
whether it will be a little iess. But we're very confident that 
there will be a resurgence in economic activity. Wow, if you look at 
this recovery in a prospective of other recoveries, including the 
slow down part, the recovery is about average for most of the 
post-war recoveries, except in capital spending which has been 
running about double, usual, and also for empl nt, which has been 
rising somewhat more. We believe that several factors have 
contributed to the slow down -- one, of course, was the very slow 
growth in the money supply last year, running from about April-May, 
to October-November. In the past when that's occurred, you find with 
a lag of six months or so, that you get a slower rate of economic 
activity. If the slow down of money is enough you get a recession. 
So, it wasn't too much of a surprise to see the slow down, but of 
late, like since last October-November, the money supply has been 
rising at a rapid rate -- around 10 percent. And again, with the six 
month or so lag, one would expect that to show up in higher spending, 
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in slowing the rate of rise in government spending, but not enough. 
And we hope to make further progress in that direction. 

you well know, we're not exactly fiscal fine-tuners. 
Ané the aren't on the demand side is that there is no 


the 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, one additional 
that over the last quarter the leading indicators, which 
up. Mow, it's true that 
of days ago showed a .2 percent decline. 


i 
strength in the leading indicators. Secondly -- on average over the 


Secondly, it's the change in the relationship between 
exports and imports that effects those GaP numbers. Ané it turned 
out that in the fourth quarter imports dropped quite sharply and 
resulted in a reported rather high number on real GIP. 


In the first quarter, those imports rose substantially, 
not quite back to where they were, but up substantially. And it's 
the change in that relation that caused the contraction in real 
GaP. We do not a further sharp surge in ts. Although, 
on it's likely to go up. So those are two important factors 
that I think will contribute to it. 


Ané enother, there were some unusual factors on the price 
numbers. If you'd used fix price weights instead of the weights that 
actuallcurred, the inflation would have gone up about one 
percent, but half of that was due to the January increese in 
government employee pay. So it was up about a half of one percent. 


For all these reasons, we're quite confident that it will 
be going up. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Can I just ask ae you also have any 
indications from the sherpas -- your sherpa meetings that any of 
the countries -- particularly Japan and West Germany -- are going to 
be responsive to the call for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think some of them are 
beginn to respond. The Germans have, over the last few months, 
some moves, both on their labor sarket and on their capital 
markets. The French of -- lately have been -- especially Minister 
Beregovoy has announced several moves to deregulate capital markets 
in France. Mrs. Thatcher has announced some soves in that direction. 
So I think it has started. 


I don't believe that they think it's enough. Certainly, 
we don't think it's enough. But it's going in the right direction. 
We are getting a response. 





Q I wanted to ask you something related to that, the 
same sort of ref What do you think is going to be the reaction, 
then, to essentially a call for Reaganomics in Europe, when Europe 
has @ much more -- a much stronger tradition of a welfare society. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- well, you've got 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- well, you've got 
@ hooker on the end, don't you? (Laughter.) 


It turns out that government revenues as a percentage of 
GuP have remained quite stable, both before that cut in tazes and 
ey is, it’s running around 19 percent of GaP, plus or sinus 
a tt t. 


The reason we ran into substantial deficits is that, 
unfortunately, ara te our best efforts, government spending as « 
percentage continued to trend upward to this year very close 
Sa aes —- ob aon oe 
the spending that was a probles. 


Bow, if you look at the numbers on the countries in this 
summit, all -- well, all except Japan -- have significantly higher 
government expenditures as a percentage of their econoay we do. 
We're running slightly above Japan. We're somewhere around 34 
percent now; they're about 31. 


But most of the others bunch in the upper 40s to lower 
50s, so that they cannot, I would suspect, to answer your question, 


Go something about their burgeoning government expenditures. 
Yes, sir? 


Q Por the last four years, a san who had been the 
Secretary of the Treasury argued that there was no discernible link 
-- no provable link -- —s the large deficit and high interest 
rates and the strong es ume ther there has been an epiphany in 
this government and you're changing your tune somewhat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't changed sy 
tune, nor has Don Regan to sy knowl » I can tell you what I have 
said before. I have said that intuitively I would expect that the 
larger the U.S. federal deficit, the higher the level of interest 
rates. That's what I would expect. 


But I's from Missouri. I can't forget that. And I try 
to look at numbers before I conclude what the facts of the world are. 
And, then, sometises the numbers are wrong, and I's wrong. But at 
least, it's a check. 


We have found something on the order of 20-odd acadenic 
studies attempting to establish that link. They were unsuccessful. 
We have asked our colleagues abroad to do so. They haven't found it 
either. But that does not sean in any way that it is unimportant to 
get our government expenditures down. It's extremely important to 
get those government expenditures down and to reduce the size of the 
Geficit because deficits absorb savings, either our eavenge or 
someone else's savings. That's one reason. 


The other is: In the process, we'll be trying to get 
government out of areas where the private sector can do better. 


So, I heard Secretary Regan say the other day that 
whether or not it reduces interest rates, it's desirable to do it. I 
certainly agree with that. 


If we aleo -- even we can't find the relation -- get 
lower interest rates, that's sarvelous. I would like to get interest 
rates down. 60 would everyone elee. But we have not found the 
evidence. 


Q Sir, Secretary Baker has suggested some sort of 
discussion of the monetary system, I guess linked to the G-10 study, 
but the U.S. -- but he and the administration consistently say that 
U.S. is opposed to any major overhaul of the system, that they want 
talks limited to this study. What precisely is the U.S. willing to 
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on that particular project. I have been to countless eg 
ust recently dropped out, but David Mulford from Treasury will 
inishing up. "re now in the drafting s and were before I 
Gropped out. It will be finished by the end June. 


Bow, Secretary Baker, when in Paris a few weeks ago, 
stated that the U.S. government would consider whether or not it 
would be desirable to host a high lewel seeting concerned with the 
International Monetary System for the of reviewing the G-10 
studies which will be out shortly -- ené of June, next month -- 
ané to start their implementation. 


So I don't see how you think this is some ploy to play 
one-upsmanship with the Prench. It's an effort to put in plece -- an 
effort that's been underway for « long period of tize, in fact, 
recommended initially by President Mitterrand. 


Well, Mra. Thatcher said that President Mitterrand's 
proposal is eK, Would you agree with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I saw that, but I'm not 
-- I don't know what the definition is so I'll have to let you -- 
incidentally, one of the important parts of the G-10 study is that it 
says the present system is working very well and it does not need 
substantial reforms, but there are things that can be done to improve 
it. So she was talking not about the G-10 studies -- I believe she 
was referring to her colleague. 


Q -- two words and the first word is “bull.” 
(Laughter .) 


Q It's not just the French who argue that the limited 
reforas, modifications called for in the G-10 study are inadequate to 
correct the kind of substantial fluctuations in the dollar's value 
that we've seen in the last month or so. And I wonder if you -- that 
point. Secondly, your efforts to boost the value of the through 


this liberalization agreement has hed just the ite effect. At 
least = yen, = the meantime, has gone down. is the yen going 
to go up 


SENION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the first 
question, I'm sure that I read in the paper tically every day 
that there are many people that believe we should have a substantial 
reform of the monetary system. And they're not the people that are 
in office that have the responsibility to make the International 
Monetary System work. 


We looked at many of those possibilities, as far back as 
the Gold Commission in the very early part of this administration. 
We went through a large number of suggestions during the G-10 efforts 
and the G-10 deputies unanimously concluded -- of which there are 11, 
incidentally, because Switzerland's in it -- unanimously concluded, 
after all of that research and discussion, that there should not be a 
significant reform in the system. Wow, to say that there isn't 
someone else that believes it, I'm sure there is. But I don't happer 
to be one and the other members of the deputies not either. And 
we'll find out about the ministers. It will be reported to the 
ministers. 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get the -- 
Q What about the yen? 


MR. SPEAKES: Let's get the yen man and the two hands 
that are up and then I'll talk to Peter Boenish and we can clear that 
all up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The yen argument was 
that I told the Japanese that if they would deregulate their markets, 
that the yen would go up, and it's gone down. If you go beck and 




















reed what we said, inevitably, we said that in the short-run we 
weren't sure what would happen. it sight well go down. And, 
unfortunately, it did. 


We said, in the longer gh yA Ay that as 
they move to liberalise their markets -- and they moved « ict. 
They haven't teken all the steps yet, especially in terms of dosestic 
interest rates, but their timing been : 

t 


everything they promised to do and a little 
got more to do. 


I mean, I would expect that over the longer run, the yen 
will go up end that it will go up for cr 

used more to denominate trade. It will be 
international currency, @ reserve. It will 
investment. For all these reasons, I's very confident it will go up. 
But it did go down. I confess. And we didn't predict otherwise. We 
just didn't know the shortrun. 


Q If the nations -- the other nations follow Reagan 
economic policies -- cutting taxes and so forth, is it the hope that 
will stimulate their @s enough to pick up our foreign trade? 
Ané two, will the President actually be urging that at the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When we review how we 
got this large trade deficit, we can isolate three important factors 
that have contributed. One has been the differential rate of 
recovery between the U.S. and, say, the developed countries, sostly 
Western + hong ae Jepen, but Japan lags only @ little. And 
ag : ing like a third of the 2 $100 billion or so increase in 

cit. 


Another very ioe factor has been the difficulties 
in Latin America. That had become a sizable market for U.S. 
products. And they've been an adjustment process, some of thes 
successfully. Only recently have they started to import sore, and 
therefore, our exports are inning to go up. But the first effect 
was a sharp decline. 


The third fact, of course, has been the strength in the 
Goller. Wow, we believe that more real growth utilising supply side 
measures to encourage incentives to work, to invest, to save will, in 
fect, allow the Buropeans to more fully utilize their ential and 
will indirectly, therefore, effect the size of our tr Geficit and 
their surpluses presumably would come down. 


So, yes, we will be arguing that. But not on the demand 
side. Wot either for a sharp increase in government spending, on the 
one hand, or @ sharp increase in the soney supply on another. 


Q The President will tell various leaders you should 
cut tazes or you should do this with wages or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will point ovt -- 
well, I can't be certain what the President will do, but I can 
imagine that he will be urging @ reduction in structural cigidities 
and he hes « long list of them that he might refer to. 


Q If you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I lement that 
one just for a moment. Our hope here is that each of the leaders 
will identify the problems that he sees are of highest priority in 
his own country, rather than have the others yey fingers here, 
there and everywhere, saying you should do this and that and so on. 
If they all do that, I think you could get a very constructive 
Gisalogue going that could be the basis for a very useful conclusion 
to this meeting. 


Q -~ take the position they could do this and they 
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Yes, but I mean, will he urge it or just wait for 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: in, I’ve told you 
what we think is going to happen. I -- we don't know what's going to 
happen in fect. 


Q Since the communique is slready written -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So -- 
Q “~~ is there going to be anything concrete -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's ne you're wrong 
-~ Please, I've reed several times already the communique is slread 
written. I wish it were true because I woulén't have to stay up ee) 
night tomorrow night. It isn’t true. It will be written -- 


Q On the economic front, will there be anything 
concrete in the way of an egreement between the seven? 


Q Bo. 
Q What Gid Paul Lewis see that he wrote today? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I hawe no ides. I's @ 
sherpa and I heven't seen it. 


Q Concrete. Anything -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What concrete -- it 

on how you define concrete. Certainly, as we know, there 
will be an effort to try to started on « trade round. That would 
be wery concrete. There will be an effort to reduce structural -- to 
egree to reduce structural rigidities in Burope, for the Japanese to 
agree to open up their goods markets sore than *we done so far, 
ané in our case, the President will explain very clearly the 
commitment he hes sade to getting our Codeet Geficit down cutting 
~-> So I consider those very concrete if they come off. Sut 

t not. 


you si 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 5:36 P.M. (LL) 
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their discussions this sorning, with a number of strong statesents. 
Really nobody opposed paying sore attention to this probles, 
cooperating sore ogre b and staking out « very st position in 
opposition to those i viduals who profit in international narcotics 
trafficking. . 


This issue is really still evolving in this meeting. And 
I suspect it say come up OS Se ee ee Eee 
with the heads and the Ministers. And I wouldn't want to predict 
that anything necessarily is going to -- anything specific will come 
out of this meeting, but we already believe that we've sade a good 
Geal of progress in just raising the international consciousness on 
this subject. And as I said, it was something that those of us who 
were charged with preparing the political discussions of the summit 
had not anticipated. 


Just one last word before I ask for questions -- just «a 
little bit on the genesis of the political declaration itself: As I 
think I said in the earlier briefing back in Washington, the Germans 
as hosts told us early on.that they wanted a single 

















den 
made some suggestions. 
Be, in particular, emphasized the need to achieve a 
positive endorsement of our efforts in Geneva and we took that 
position in our discussions prior to the meeting. And last night, 


think, marginal discussions with other 


us 

is the language in this statement, that they had worked out with 
others, the Secretary of State, Bud McFarlane and the 

looked at the -- actually, it wee during the ion last 
night -- and said s -- that —~ Soa it was fine. thus 
there was virtually no discussion *s moet with the heads 
~ Ege about this language or the political tion as a 

e. t was 


Q As you know, the standard Goviet rhetoric has been 
banning s SS Se eer Are you pleased that there's 
nothing in this? It just talks conventional weapons and -- 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you'll notice that 
there's a list of arms control goals, the reductions in nuclear 
arms, limitations of conventional aras, banning of chemical weapons 
and lessening the risk of conflict. Those are all really the 
American — Just as «a ters of ours, so you know, the lessening 
the risk of conflict is meant to really refer to our efforts to 
achieve confidence in security-building measures in the Stockhola 
negotiations, the Conference on Disarmament in Europe. 


And, again, to answer your question, yes, we are. There 
is no language on the silitarization of outer space. 


Q Can I follow that up? Just ask -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Was there any effort by Geoffrey Howe or any of the 
others to try to link progress in the Geneva negotiations to the 
implications of research: i.e., the deployment of SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was a good 
solid discussion on the Stategic Defense Initiative. That discussion 
4id not bear on this statement because, as I was pointing out before, 
the statement was - x4 to, I think, the -- while it was 
formally agreed to by this morning, it was really last 


night t everybody was happy with this language. 
Yes. 


Q Did the French, the British or anybody else discuss 
Bitburg, bring it up, express reservations about it or support? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mot to sy knowledge, 


Bernie. I sean, in any of these sessions, mean, with the heads 
or the foreign ministers? Sot to ay knowl , Bernie. But I -- 
again, I can't -- I was not present in all the meetings. But I's not 


aware of any. 


Q At the dinner last night, and in other discussions 
on the SDI, have any of these other leaders expressed sisgivings 
about SDI, beyond, or including, the research phase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the way -- 
I think that sost of the leaders -- and, of course, here you have to 
generalize -- most of the leaders recognize the need for a research 
oe. recognise that the Soviet Union has a research progras 
f ite ow t it's only prudent for the United States to 
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investigate those possibilities. 


They aleo support our effort in the negotiat 
the erosion of the ABM Treaty. And they welcome our 
Our programs will be consistent with the ABM Treaty. 


President said that r sed that that was 
felt that the French ané British a 
security of the West. 


Bow, another issue, which is really kind of abstract is 
what some people call transition, the 














transition problem and that is how do you move from a regime where 
offensive forces are dominent to an outcome where you have reduced 
elisinated offensive nuclear weapons, but you have 
ttedly a genuinely 
th the foreign ministers, 
5 Ser See, oe ony OE See ottete raised that 


ey said it's something t we have to think through -- how 
we preserve deterrence es we go through this transition. And we 
recognise that thet is an important questi and we are working in 
Washington and to work that probles 
out. 


Q Follow up. We were told t the Germans have 
expressed interest in ng to Washington and looking into joint 
research possibilities. Who else has expressed interest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Nearly every allied 
government has b.xen invited and either has been or is planning to 
visit ae to be briefed on the Strategic Defense Initiative. 
Let me just £111 that in a little bit. Beginning last summer, ve 

an a poorer of briefi for allied governments on the Strategic 
Defense Initiative, which includes both the technical side and the 
political and armas control side of the issue. And we plan to 
continue those briefings, but we have had visits, for example, by a 
French team of experts -- and, by the way, also when Foreign Minister 
Du Muoi was in Washington, he received a briefing on the Strategic 
Defense Initiative. We have had visits by a German team, a British 
team and an Italian team. S80, this process of consultation is 
intensifying and one that we welcome. 


Q Let me follow that up. Larry seemed to indicate 
that the Prench were the least enthusiastic about participation in 
the research. You 7s French team has already come to Washington. 
Could you expand on t interpretation that you gave us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you have 
to distinguish between interested in the subject matter and wanting 
to know more about it, and the question of participation. I think 
that most these governments, as you know, are in the process of just 
in some ways as we are of learning about the issue -- learning about 
both the techfical side, which is in some ways fairly exotic -- deals 
with adwanced technologies, lasers and other fields, and on the 
policy side. And before they can sake -- some of them, at least, 
argue before they can make informed decisions about participation, 
they need to learn more about it. 80, I think that they would agree 
that simply coming to Washington and discussing the issue and 
learning about the eye yee about participation is not 
necessarily a decision to participston. 


Q On participation, the gepeeten was put before you 
came in on who would fund Buropean participation, and the answer 
suggested that all the money comes from the United States government 
on the normal subcontracting basis. Is that really the idea that the 
European government would not be expected to complete it in a month? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Flora, I think it's far 
too early, really, to be able to answer that question in a definitive 
fashion. As you know, yt Weinberger has only recently invited 
countries to think about participation, and as part of that 
invitation he's elicited their views -- he's asked them what sort of 
participation might you have in mind. So, we're really in a ver 
early process of that, so I really can't say exactly t form o 
participation would be. 


Q Obviously, there's no difference if it doesn't cost 
anything -- make goney on it. ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just can't anewer that 
question. I think that the governments themselves haven't decided 
and we're not in the -- we're not able at this point to thus describe 














what form it would take, what the funding would be like. 


Q On the participation, did the Prench put any 
age = their participation that the U.S. wouldn't be prepared 
to answer 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think the 
issue was discussed in that kind of detail. 


Q You said earlier that most of the leaders here 
t our effort to solve the errosion of the ABM Treaty and I's 
curious why then, since sost of thes 

















support that, that is not in the statement. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think that 
it was -- by saying that we appreciate the positive proposals of the 
United States of America, what we did not do is outline in detail, 
for example, what our proposals are in the IMF area or the START area 
or the space and defense area, and as part of that we stopped the -- 
it is not a very controversial issue because I think most of these 
leaders have all gone on record as supporting strongly the ABN 
treaty. And so I don't think there would be any disagreement on -- 


Q Ey wy the larger question is if this is rather 
general language an endorsement only in the broadest general 
sense. Was there a dispute about language? Was there an effort to 
get more specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, because -- I could 
say two things. First of all, it is a statement on the fortieth 
anniversary of the end of the Second World War. It was not designed 
to be an arms control statement and there is only really one 
paragraph, so it was recognized, I think, from start that you 
didn’t want to be too specific. The only real concern of ours in 
Giscussing this statement, both prior to the summit, and in 
discussions here at the summit, was that if we were going to seddress 
the subject of arms control in a statement like this, that we 
achie positive endorsement, as the statement says, of the positive 
proposals of the United States of America. We wanted to make it 
Clear that we were making an effort in Geneva to achieve agreements 
and that the Soviets needed to respond and, as it says, act 
positively and constructively. So we are, I think, very happy with 
this outcome. 


Q If, as you have said, that most of the leaders there 
recognized the need and value of the research, and if the SDI is so 
pivotel of an element in U.S. strategy, why doesn't the U.S. make an 
effort to try to include that? md 


SBNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think in a briefing 
back in Washington about ten days ago we talked about that. I think 
thet we felt t the timing really wasn't right. First of all, it 
was clear to us that the Germans wanted one statement. They wanted 
to be a general political statement, that, in that sense, an 
endorsement of « gp ny really did not fit into their 
concept of what they wanted in a statement. 


yoy the question of a Our research progras 
is a subject that has been, I think, topical for some time. We had «a 
meeting of the NATO nuclear planning group, where the SDI program was 
endorsed by the HATO defense ministers. We have had several 
bilateral meetings and several statements people like Chancellor 
Kohl and Prime Minister Mulroney and Mrs. tcher. The real issue 
now, I think, as we kind of 1 ahead, is not the question of, 
know, whether or not it is yy tee for the United States to have 
@ research program on SDI. question now is the question of what 
kind of ob reg tion, if any, there is by the Europeans. And as I 
was mentioning before, Marvin, we really are not at that stage yet 
where that issue can be really adére or deve in a statement 
like this. There is a lot of work that has to be in the coming 
weeks and months before we are going to get anewers to that question. 


What we wanted in this meeting, and I think what we are 
re is a good strong discussion of the Strategic Defense 
nitiative. 


Q On the same point, on this language in the 
statement, was it contained in the original German draft or did the 
United States inject that phrase that you have been citing about we 
appreciate the positive proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is always hard 




















of 
we would want an endorsement 
was say earlier, it was 
working out an agreement to 
¢ ané as I was mentioning, 
the Pres t was very happy with this language. 


Q Do you credit that to the President's steadfastness 
in visiting Bitburg? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q The Germans took the lead on helping out on this — 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what -- no, I 
think what I credit it with is the fact that I think everyone 
recognised that in a statement like this that -- an endorsenent — 
that it's very tant thet for an effective armas control optcone 
in Geneva, that United States have the strong support of its 
sllies; that the West provide a united front. 


The Soviet Union, right now, is wn © ee See 
the lack of ress in Geneva is the result wlneranalyence 

and that is wash. And I would commend to you « 

I’ve seen it in the reports -- that Paul Nitse gave > yt 

this week which goes into some detail, describing what -- the efforts 
Son tectasliaan Glas aaclées Gtelins te Ue o espects, the Soviets have 
been backsliding from earlier tions in the negotiations. 


Q To follow thet up, did the President say to the 
others that the Russians were refusing to make -- show any 
flexibility in strategic offensive -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘*t want to put 
words in his south, but I think the President did make clear that we 
were making a genuine effort in Geneva and that we were di inted 
by =v -- by the leck of “ny Soviet flexibility in the negotiations 
so far. 


Q Can you discuss Central America -- what level of 
Giscussion did they have of about it? And can you respond to 
Genscher's very specific criticisms this a Rr 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Fircst of all, I'm not 
aware of any discussions on Central America so far -- 


Q Were there any last night? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- by the heads of 
government. So the only discussion that I's aware of on the subject 
of Central America were by the Foreign Ministers this morning. And 
what -- you have to £111 me in on Genscher. 


Q Genscher said at his news briefing that the 
Europeans agree that economic sanctions are not the + way to go. 
Be was critical of the sanctions on Nicaragua. Se said -- 


Q "The ~ pom nations are not inclined to an embargo 
on any matter. We do not find economic steps of this kind will be 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me emphasise what -- 
sort of the areas of agreement first because Genscher did spend some 
time telking about how -- what we could a11 agree on and that, first 
of all, there was very strong support for democratization in Central 
America, and specifically, in Nicaragua. There was very strong 
support for -- sorry? 


Q Strong support for -- I'm sorry, I didn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For democratization in 
Nicaragua -- very strong support for the Contadora process. 


Now, on the subject of sanctions, I think the best way to 
express the views of some was that the specific decision is your 
decision and it's your business. But, as your quote from Genscher 
indicated, the -- some express the view that economic sanctions, in 
general or in principle, *t work. 


Q Some? Which some? Which Foreign Ministers? 
MORE . 














SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't want to -- 
I really don’t want to get into that kind of detail. 


Q Was it -- wes there @ consensus on that point fros 
the Buropeans? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't say -- 
no, there was not & consensus. 

Q Were we isolated on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Mo, we were not 
isolated. 


Q Wheat ebout all the Buropeans? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, thet would not be 
accurate to say ell the Buropeans. 


Q  SBxcuse se. won't you tell us who it was since 
you're here to brief us on the discussions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would be fair 
to sey thet it was mainly the French and the Canadians. 


Q How about the Germans? 
Q What about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, it was -~ again, 
I just went to sake tie point -- they were not going to criticise the 
specific decision. What they were making was sore a philosophical 
point that economic sanctions don't work. 


Q The thing that's confusing about that is the 
Genscher statement. 


Q° Crazi -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 think you -- sorry, 
Leure. 


Q Crazi has received a letter from Gorbachev, 
eccording to this morning's tf. Save you any indication that 
that's @ message to the seeting here in general and whether it cefers 
to subjects of interest to the United States? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't. 


Q I want to be clear. The French and Canadians 
supported your position, is that what you're saying? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They argued against 
economic sanctions in general. 


Q But the Germans are in thet same position. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You asked for some 
examples. I'm not giving you -- they say heve made a statement 
elsewhere. I'm just talking about from what I know about the 
meetings this morning. 

Q Well, did the others support -- 


Q I understand that Genecher referred to the Buropesan 
Community in his -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'm not going to 
comment on what he said. 














To follow up Laura's tion, do you know whether 


Q 
that Gorbachev letter played any role -- a8 seen as an effort by 
the Russians to try to intervene in the ares control discussions or 


played any role at all -- 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of that. 
I’m not confirming the existence of that letter. I've just seen the 
same reports. 


Q To go beck for a soment to ZDI, the statement says, 
"We appreciate the positive proposals of 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRTION OFFICIAL: Prise Minister Crazi of 
Italy has said that the Italians are interested in participation. 


Q Ie this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So some governments have 
made up their sinds. Others are still examining their options. 


Q In the briefing 414 the President give the chers on 
the ares talks what the issues were? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q . Anm@ wee that important in framing thie language here 
at all? What did he say to thes about what happened? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rick, what he did was, 
last night, he briefed his counterparts on the Geneva negotiations -- 
explained our view of what hed happened in the first round, and as I 
mentioned he sensed a di over the lack of Soviet 


flexibility. yan ts, in hie meetings with the foreign 
sinisters, also brie 


already 

Geneva. I would reminé you that whi f government 
got to hear di y last night ftrose Pres 
negot iat position and our evaluation of those negot 
have kept very close touch with all of these governments before 
the negotiations in Geneva started, while these 


i 


been on and following the negotiations. Just af ené of the 

round in Geneva, our three ators went to Brussele ané briefed 

all the ellied governsents. » all of these er a ao aware 
ret round 


of our itions as well as whet hed taken plece in the 
of the talke. 

Q To follow that 44 in 
yeeterday, it was od that 
reductions of offensive weapons, so long 
Giscuses some lisitations on Star War 
President Gelivered to the heads of 


SENIOR ADMIMIGTRATON OFFICIAL: I think, without saying 
MORE 




















MR. SIMS: This is the last question, plesse. 
Q Ie this the sum total of the -- 
Q Can't we just conclude the subject? 


this statement then as an endorsement of that negotiat 
ours. 


5 
£3 
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MR. SIMS: Helen, last question. 
Q Ie this the um total of the itical conclusions 
presentation by Kohl on political issues. 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: I‘s not sure, because 
Beads. They haven't” Kohl would have to be discussed with the 
f thi 





heads. haven't that discussion yet, Belen, and so I t 
Gon*t know this is the last political product or not. We'll have 
to 


BD 2:05 P.M. (L) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I guess we'll start even though Mr. 
Speakes isn't here. Any questions? 


Q Yes. What went on today? (Laughter.) 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: What went on today? (Laughter .) 
Q Never at a loss for words. 


u And Mr. Regan says there's going to be a trade round 
next yeer. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. Reagan or Mr. Regan? 


c Regan. 

Q Regan. 

Q We never see Mr. Reagan to talk to anysore. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: There will be trade iations next 


year and we hope that there will be a start on the sultilateral GATT 
round next year. If that ien*t the case, the United States will 
certainly be involved in trade negotiations with other countries as 
we seek to bring about sore and sore open markets because we think 
that's good for us. So in one way or another, there'll be 
negotiations. 


Q You mean -~ 
Q Does thet sean -- 


Q The statement issued today leys emphas = 2 
for our position in Geneva with the Soviet Union. But against t, 
the Senate, as you know, has tentatively voted to reduce the defense 
request to « freeze. What sort of signal does that send and how does 
that tie in with owr Geneva negotiations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are disappointed in that Senate 
vote. The President has sade a number of compromises and come down 
to the level of 3 percent, 3 percent, 3} percent in real terms. And 
that is as low as we feel it should go. So we'll continue to 
struggle on that front. 


However, that's -- it still remains to be seen whether 
that holds. 


Q Let me ask whether -- how that impacts, if it does, 
on our Geneva position. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: it's not «a desirable development. On 
the other hand, there will be a considerable increase in the real 
Outlays for defense in fiscal 1986, even though the budget suthority 














SECRETARY SHULTZ: Ho. I say -- what I was saying was 
- I think that's what you quoted 
saying, I coaficmed that. Whether there will 
GATT round gets started is still a question, or whether this 
« And that’s being discussed, and by 
communique is issued, we'll know how that question 


Mr. Secretary, just to follow that, does that sean 
that we will proceed unilseterally and try to develop sultilateral 
negotiations without the French? Is that what you're telling -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you can"t proceed in trade 
unilaterally. You can only proceed with others. 


Q You sean, proceed bilaterally as well as trying to 
engage other trading partners without the French? Is that what -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We think there are a lot of barriers 
that can be worked down through negotiations between us and other 
countries, singly or in “Ss For example, we're engaged right now 
in an intensive negotiation with the Japanese and we're having a lot 
of success. 


We've had « lot of discussions with Canada about trade 
matters, although, for the gost part, there's a very open trade 
border between the two countries. Japan and Canada are our two 
biggest trading partners. So we'll continue on that Line. 


We've just concluded a free trade agreement with Iereel, 
to take snother example. 


Q But isn't this « disappointing outcome if this is 
the outcome -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It's not an outcome. It is -- I's 
feeding off of the question of something that Mr. Regan -- Don Regan 
said, anéd just what will be the outcome here remains to be seen. 
There's « of discussion today and there will undoubtedly be some 
more tomorrow. 


Q What happened on the Nicaraguan sanctions? 
Was there any criticises from the other countries? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There was discussion in the foreign 
ministers’ meeting on that. I don't think there was any in the heads 
or the finance sinisters’ meeting. 


Q What happened? Did anybody criticize it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We hed # general discussion of Central 
America and people's policy and attitudes. And there are many things 
thet we ali 








agree on, such as the importance of democracy and the rule of law in 

economic development in Central America, encouraging signs to that 

effect, the support for the Contadora process. By and large, I would 

say the Europeans as a matter of principle don't believe in economic 

- poe So, they're critical of or they don't go along with us on 
t. 


And this is a general matter of principle on their part. 
They don't think they're effective or a good idea. And they've said 
that on other occasions about other satters. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in addition to the trade issue which 
you've already discussed, what are the sajot questions at this summit 
that you would like to see resolved before its conclusion -- 
unresolved questions that you would like to see resolved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think on the -- what's called 
the political side, we have what we consider to be a very good 
statement. So, that's been done. In the economic communique, there 
are questions about how to formulate the trade question and how to 
formulate the monetary questions. And those are two operative 
matters. 


We had quite a little discussion in the meeting of the 
heads of state with the Foreign Ministers this afternoon and Finance 
Ministers of the subject of African hunger and aid to Africa, and 
also the problems of economic development in Africa. And there'll be 
some further discussion of that, certainly by the Foreign Ministers, 
tonight. And the heads of state have sort of tasked the Foreign 
Ministers to develop sore material on that by the end of the year, in 
addition to whatever comes out of this meeting as such. 


We also have picked up another assignment, which was 
unexpected -- namely, to do something similar in the field of drugs. 
And to some extent, I think it has emerged as a result of the 
discussion last night among the heads of state of this subject, that 
it may very well be that one of the most important people to this 
meeting is not here -- namely, Nancy Reagan. And her drug conference 
which was attended by Mrs. Nakasone and Mrs. Mulroney came up in 
their discussion last night. And I think there is a general raising 
of perception of the importance of this problem as a problem in each 
country, but also as an international problem, its relationship to 
terrorism, and 80 on. 


So, that will get a lot of attention. It wasn't on our 
agenda particularly. It just emerged in the course of discussion. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said -- Mr. Regan earlier said 
that there would be agreement on a GATT round in 1966. Ise there any 
movement that you're aware of towards that conclusion? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there's movement that I's aware 
of, but there isn't a universal agreement. And as I said, how this 
will finally be resolved, we'll have to wait and see tomorrow. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary, the -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think you've had your hand up awhile 
ago. 


Q Mr. Secretary, an administration official earlier 
today said that -- more or less quoted the President as telling some 
of the other leaders that the Russians were attempting to hold 
progress on strategic offensive missiles in Geneva hostage to 
American concessions on the Strategic Defense Initiative. How do you 
view the statement today, the backing, the support for the American 
position on arms control? Does that send a message in your view to 
the Soviets that's useful? 











Q Mr. » have you gotten a readout on the 
Gorbachev letter to Crazi yet 


SECRETARY GWULTE: I've heard about it, yes. Mr. Craxi 
told me about it. 


Q Ana what did he tell you is in the letter? 
SECRETARY GHULTE: Well, that's for Mr. Crazi to talk 


Q What significance do you attach to the letter? 


SECRETARY GHULTE: Well, Mr. Crazi will have to answer 
questions about his correspondence. 


Q Mr. Secretary, this sorning at a Washington 
breakfast, Senator Lugar called for breaking of relations with 
Nicaragua. And he also said that you had resisted imposing the trade 
eabargo. And I wondered if you would comment on both of those 
comments fros his? 


SECALCTARY SHULTE: Well, the trade embargo has been 
—— Ana I support thet. I think it's a timely thing to do. As 
ar as 











we continue to call for the 
in a process of internal reconciliation that is 

consistent with what they've agreed to in Contadora. We continue to 

eden me rng In other words, we continue to support «a 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And in that -- so in that regard, we 
useful to saintain our diplomatic sission in Managua and 
maintain theirs in Washington. 
Q 
Q 


Do you see any deadline on that, though? 
Would you like to answer that -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've said what I have to say on the 
subject. I don’t think there's any necessary deadline or any 
infinite length of time on it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in the past when the adazinistration 
has felt strongly about an issue it has sought allied support. It 
feels strongly about SDI. Why did it not seek allied support here to 
get some recognition of it in the statement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there is allied support and I 
think everybody here at one time or another has supported SDI. What 
SDI is at this point is a research programs and what is -- and people 
have expressed that. What is being discussed among our allies right 
now is participation in it -- do they want to. And some seem to and 
others are interested lut not -- don't feel that they want to 
participate directly so those discussions are going on. And that's 
-- seemed to us a satisfactory way to leave it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said you were encouraged by 
affirmation of support and unity for the U.&. negotiating position 
with the Soviets. Can you speak to any practical impact that that 
support could have? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think that when you are 
negotiating and your negotiating effort is in considerable part on 
behalf of others as well as yourself; that it's important that you're 
~~ the group that you're working with make thie kind of expression. 
So, it seems to me that that's a fairly kind of standard thing. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, in the political statement there's a 
sentence here where the participants say they “remember in grief all 
those who lost their lives" during the second World War. Is that an 
attempt to put in words what the symbolism of the visit to Bitburg 
means? And also, was there any contention or disagreement over those 
~~ that phrase? 


SECRETARY GHULT2Z: I Gon't -- there was no disagreement 
about that phrase and I don't think it has to do particularly with 
bitburg as such. This statement is a statement about reflections on 
40 years following V-E day. And, so, it’s a commemorative; it is a 
"let's not forget what happened” and let's look to the future and so 
on kind of statement. The President's visit to -- state visit to 
West Germany is a different thing, but a -- related themes. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would the United States have 
preterred to see a direct sention of the Holocaust in the statement 
and did you ask for that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that came up. I's just 
~~ I don't recall that. It was -- whether it came up in the course 
of the people who were engaged in the ins and outs of developing it. 














I can't say. 
| Q Would you prefer -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But as far as the Holocaust is 
concerned, it is clearly very important for people to focus on it, to 
remember it; not to have it's horror cause you to cast it out of your 
mind. And I think that's quite evident in the visit Chancellor Kohl 
made to Bergen-Belsen about two weeks or so ago, I guess it was; it's 
evident in the fact that these camps have been preserved so they're 
there for people to see, and it's evident in the President's schedule 


coming up. 


Q Mr. Secretary, has the subject of the U.S. budget 
deficits come up as yet, and if it has, how do you address them; how 
-- if it hasn't yet, how do you intend to address then? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In the meeting of the heads this 
morning, I wasn't there. But in the report that I had of it, they 
went around from country to country and each person spoke about the 
economic picture in that country and the ylories of what has been 

lished and also the problems. And the President spoke on 
behalf of the United States and talked about the accomplishszents in 
the U.S. economy, but also talked about our budget deficit which he 
regards as a major problem and, as we all know, he's making a 
tremendous effort to cut it down and cut expenditures. And that's 
what the Congressional fight going on right now is about. 


Q If I could follow up, hasn't the President given 
that kind of assurance to these leaders in previous years and haven't 
they seen the U.S. budget deficit continue to grow? What reason 
would they have -- what reason could he offer for them to be 
encouraged to believe that he's yoing to be successful in reducing 


the budget next year? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Everybody appreciates the fact that 
it's hard to cut spending and cut the deficits. I think the reason 
it's so widely appreciated is that if you express the budget deficits 
of the countries in the summit as a proportion of their GNP, that is, 
government has a proportion of GNP, you'll find that, I think, two of 
the countries have a better percentage than the U.S. and the balance 
worse. 


Now, that isn't to say that the U.S. picture is 
Gesirable, but only to say that it's a hard problem, particularly 
since the reason for it is the great expansion throughout the free 
world of various kinds of what we call entitlement programs and they 
have their counterparts in other countries and they've tended to 
explode and to get them into perspective again is difficult. 
Everybody knows that and so I'm sure everybody's wishing the 
President well and recognizing he has a tough problem on his hands. 


Q Mr. Secretary, -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, I'd like to come back to an earlier 
question. In answer you said that it wasn't really necessary for a 
statement on SDI because the countries had already previously 
expressed their support for it, yet it was necessary to have a 
statement on the Geneva talks -- a very general statement. Doesn't 
that general statement, and for that matter, the reluctance of the 
allies to support the U.S. on Nicaragua reflect the U.S. inability to 
bring the allies along in a kind of unified way at this particular 
summit on a number of critical issues to the U.S.? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think you're kind of reaching. 
I think the general perspective here is one of unity -- a recognition 
on the one hand that a lot has been accomplished in terms of the 
economy, in terms of our strength and our posture in negotiations and 
sO on. And that, while we have many problems, it's a moment of 
Opportunity to keep the expansion going and to maintain a strong 











posture at the negotiating table and so on. So, there's a lot of 
reaffirmation. 


Bow, I think when you have seven major countries such as 
those gathered here plus the representative of the community, you're 
going to find areas where people don't think exactly alike. It would 
Gon't think exactly the way we do 

a 


. 
| 
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Q Mr. Secretary, did Prime Minister Nakasone indicate 
necessary 
the President ought to do that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo. I don't think he sade any such 
statement. In fact, I've -- I haven't heard any of the heads of 
state, or for that matter the foreign sinisters commenting to me, 
talk about the internais of our budget just as we don't talk about 
the internals of what they ought to do -- that's their probles -- 
other than to urge people in MATO and in our relationships with Japan 
to have a strong defense posture. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would you respond to the view that 
it's inappropriate -- on trade -- that it is inappropriate for this 
summit to issue the call for a new round since the developing 
countries haven't signed on and that an agenda isn't developed and 
that it’s thus, premature? 


SECRETARY SHULT2: Well, I don't agree with those 
arguments, but I've heard them. I think that there has been a great 
Geal of preparation. hany developing countries want a new round and 
want a further opening for trade and lower barriers to trade. And 
preparatory operations are under way. If you wait until everything 
is exactly fixed, you'll never get going. And I think if we get a 
sense that there is going 
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to be a start in early 1986, then that has a stimulating effect on 
all of the preparatory activity. It tends to cause countries to put 
their priorities there and to work on it harder and to make the thing 
go. . > think that it's very desirable to put a strong statement in 
place e. 


Obviously, the countries here can't start a new GATT 
round. They can lend their influence in the GATT, and the 
contraéting parties, to bring that about. 


Q Mr. Secretary, 


Q -- that the Americans and'Japanese are pushing so 
hard, it is said, for a GATT round because they happen to be very 
good in services that they want to be the principal subjects at the 


negotiations. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we are -- the Americans -- or 
the United States and the Japanese are not the only people who think 
it would be desirable to have a GATT round get launched in early 
1966, by a long shot. 


Q Mc. Secretary, did the President, as was indicated 
before the summit, indicate to the other countries that they should 
take steps to stimulate their economies in some way with the U.S. 


economy slowing cown? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There hasn't been that kind of direct 
statement that I know of. But I do think it is the case, obviously, 
that the United States has hac a surge of expansion as we recovered 
from recession. And after you have gone through the recovery phase, 
if you are fortunate -- and we hope we're going to be fortunate; the 
signs look that way -- you sort of settle down on somewhere around 
the 1 term grovth path. And that long-term growth path, if we do 
very well, is in the 3.5 to 4 percent real growth region. 


And if +c can Jo that over a sustained period, it will be 
terrific. But that's a lot lower than the 6 percent growth that we'd 
had as the recovery took place. 


Now, if you look at the recoveries in other countries and 
you take the -- their increase in GNP and their increase in exports 
to the United States, you get 4 sense of how impurtant the U.S. 
expansion has been in the expansions of other countries. And so I 
think that what you would like to see is that they've had expansion; 
it has benefited a lot from our expansion. But it's desirable that 
their expansion catch hold Jomestically, so to speak, and help 
sustain the world recovery. And I think there is very good grounds 
for hoping and expecting that that's exactly what can take place. 


Now, that's not going to an indivilual country and say 
you Ought to cut taxes or you ought to do this or that or the other. 


Q But has the Presixsent presented that view at today's 
sessions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I can't say fur sure that that was 
presented. I think there was -- as I have had it reported to me -- 
there was more of going around and talkinj each about their own 

and what the outlook is. And then, of course, this afternoon 
we talked about trace and money which are the connecting links 
between economies. 


Q Speaking of trace -- 


Q Mc. Secretary, two questions. You said Mr. Craxi 
had shared the Gorbachev letter with you. Was there a yeneral 
discussion about it in the foreign ministers’ meeting or heads of 
state's meeting? And secondly, Mr. Baker indicated the willingness 
to study the possibility of a monetary conference in Washington. 

















Would the U. S&S. be willing to see it held in Paris? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I was per indiscreet in even 
ecknowledging that I knew about a letter to Mr. Crazi, and that's for 
him te discuss. And so I think Ili just pass on that. 


As far as the flow of discussion of sone matters is 
concerned, again, just how that is going to be treated in the 

that will be issued tomorrow yy A ye But I 
would point out that, first of all, there is a meet of the group 
of ten ministers in Tokyo in the middle of June sometine. I've 
forgotten the exact date. And that meeting of ministers will hear 
the report of the study that's been going on for a couple of years, 
initiated as a result of the Williamsburg Summit, of the monetary 
systes. 


There is in the fall, in September, a meeting of the 
interim committee in Seoul. That's a regularly scheduled seeting. 
And so, undoubtedly, whatever comes out of the G-10 studies will get 
a review at Seoul. 


How, where you go from there remains to be seen. We -- 
the G-10 studies haven't been completed and the reviews haven't been 
undertaken, so it doesn’t make sense to talk about what you're — 
to do after have looked at a product you haven't seen yet. So I 
think -- at least, I's just stating ay own S eptaien here that that's 
about as far as you can take it at this point. 


Q In other words, those are issues that should be 
Gealt with down the road, not here, is that correct? 


SECRETARY SHULT2: I's essing a personal view but I 
may be -- maybe the communiqu. will that I didn't -- and I's 
sort of out of that field anyway. I's just answering how I see it. 


Q Mc. Secretary, the Geneva talks seem to be hung uy 











Q -- which has been the case -- 

Q Shhh. 

Q -- which has been the case since J - Do you 
have any Specific ideas that may be advancing to Mr. Gromyko 
to break out this paralysis? 

SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, when I discuss -- when I seet 
with Mr. in Vienna, we'll have a broad range of subjects on 
our egenda. certainly arms control will. be one. And 
that, I den‘'t want to comment. 

Sam, 4id you want another question? I -- 

Q Well, yesterday, you'd said -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No? wo? 


Q -- one question per person. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I know. All right. You had your 
chance. Go ahead. (Laughter. ) 


Q It wae the question -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, in the seetings -- in either the 
bilateral meetings or the work sessions, has the President asked 
the other leaders who have met with Mr. Gorbachev to provide his with 
their impressions of the Soviet leader? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That has been done regularly. And I 
think it's a very helpful thing to have happen. 


In the bilaterals that we had here, they were focused on 
other things. And that particular subject didn't come up. Although 
the President has had that kind of exchange alr , with Mre. 
Thatcher, for example, and with Helaut Kohl and 6. But it's a 
very useful thing. And we've had good readouts. And I think we have 
&@ very good pattern among our friends oe — ee informed 
ees meetings that we each have with different Soviet 
officials. 


Q But there haven't been any sort of specific 
discussions here about just the nature of how the two sen sight get 


together? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, there has been discussion of the 
question of the meeting, both in the heads of state seeti and in 
the foreign ministers meetings. And I think the question is about as 
I described it, I think, right here yesterday. 


I'm sure it'll be a -- it’s likely to be a subject in the 
meeting I'll have with Gromyko. But I don't have anything to add. 


Helen. 

Q What's been the general tone of the seetings so far, 
I mean the give and take? And is it different from the others in any 
=a or is the President making a sore ~- is he such sore dominant 
thie time or -- We're trying to get -- trying to get -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you've got a bunch of -- 


Q -- some -- 














All it shows is that there's a good interchange and they 
find it worthwhile to talk to each other. 


In the back there. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you were at the Foreign Ministers’ 
meeting when Nicaragua was discussed. Can you -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I sure was. (Laughter .) 


Q | Rel A RA LA OO Ok 
raised general differences. Was it just sort of ph 
differences or were they saying, “We don't think you should do that?" 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The discussion was about Central 
America. And there were -- I would say, by and large, agreement on 
what we should be seeking and on the importance of a negotiating 
track, and pretty such a broad range of other things. 


As I said earlier, the Europeans don't agree that 
sanctions are a good tool to use for foreign policy purposes. By and 
large, that's their view. 


Q What about the Canadians? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And everyone is conscious, or leary, 
about what's called the “extraterritorial” aspect of econosic 
sanctions. It's for that reason in the design of this we've taken 
great care to avoid the so-called “extraterritorial” probles. And I 
think le were glad to see that. But I think I would have to say, 
representing the discussion, that they don't agree with the idea of 
using economic sanctions. 


Q ~~ Mr. Secretary, everyone -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pardon? 

Q Everyone except the U.S.? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, some didn't say exactly that. 
But I don't want to try to talk about indvidual countries, and 
they'll each give their briefings and give their own views, and just 
give it as a general proposition. 


Q Hasn't that been your position, that economic 
sanctions don't really work? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My view is that sometimes you have to 
use economic sanctions. They can have a considerable impact if they 


se 


























SECRETARY SUULZE: Well, it'll work some. It won't be -- 
it’s en incremental tion. It's not the big sewing ites: but 
it's a sove in « that we think is worthwhile. 


Q Well, what is next -- what's the next step then, Mr. 


wy view on the relationship. I! 

as @ asthod of keeping @ Gialogue and keeping the notion of 
a regional solution. It's better to thet now. I know 
lots of people - But, at least ay qplaten, ter acu, thie 


Q Mr. Secretary, would it be fair to say that if you 
could have gotten an SDI statement without it becoming contentious -- 


SECRETAR: GIAATE: I could have gotten what? 


I¢ could have ten an SDI statement of an 
a Se ental a without contention 


over the éGeployment phase, that that have been helpful to the 


SECRETARY GHULTE: And so that's « reer recognised 
proposition. And, of ciarse, the Soviet Union iteelf has been doing 
the same kind of research for some tise. So it haen't been « satter 


Q But ien't there some discosfort -- 

SECRETARY GHULTE: People are -- 

Q -- over -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: People concern themselves about 


mattere such as being sure that we a1] recognise the importance of 
the Geterrence we gain from the offensive forces we have. And we 


believe that. And, of course, that's why the President's ting 
strategic sodernisation. And whenever you talk about something new 
thet involwese, if it works owt, « potential transition to « little 


bit different Goctrine, people have to think. And so they are 





thinking. And it's at that level that we've had a lot of discussion, 
ané I think worthwhile discussion. 


Q Why didn’t you freese Bicaregua -- Sicaregua’s 
assets as 4&4 step, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of what to do sbout 
assets -~- ours there, theirs in the United States -- is a separate 
question, and I don't —~ Rpt ae RAT. tL. to grips 
with that, from the standpoint of information, if nothing else. 


Q You sean you don’t know how such they have here? 
Bave there been -- last + sbout $130 siblion. Save they been 
tearing that down or tak it down? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am not in @ position to go into it 


at this point. 

Q Mc. Secre » ay iapression froe earlier 
enewer on the sanctions was t you would have red to see 
broader sanctions, sore generalised sanctions. thet still your 


position, that for these sanctions to be effective, other countries 
should join thea? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't impose these sanctions and 
accompany it with « campaign to get others to join us. Wr felt it 
was something iaportan: for us to do. ow, if say: will 


sanctions be sore effective if joins in than if ovly one 
country joins in, the answer is obv y yes. If you ace they 
totally ineffective if it's only one country, the answer »és upon 


how important that country is. And when you're talking about “he 

world’s largest econony oo in a ¢ —— of the country, you're 
talking about «a ve when they lose that asset, 
they"ve lost something — 


Q Was East-West trade and technology transfer talked 
abcut today? 


MR. SPEAKES: Do you want to go with 20 sore, Bernie 
says, of two gore? (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY SHULTE: Well, I'm trying to be sccommodating 
since I don*t have to rush off to a meeting here. 


He took your question owt of ay sind. Would you put it 
beck in egain? 


Q Was East-West trade and technology transfer to the 
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe discussed today? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It wasn't discussed in the foreign 
ministers’ meeting this sorning and I don't think it was discussed in 
the heads of state meeting. That doesn't sean it isn't -- those 
aren't important topics. We've discussed them « lot in these 
meetings, but other things were the topics of discussion today. 


That doesn't sean that they won't be discussed by the 
tise the — is over in one way or another, reflected, at least 
inferentially, in the communique. 

Let's see. Who hasn't asked « question? 


Q Me. Secretary, on the trade sanctions, | seem to 
recall sometine you wrote an article in which you opposed 
“Light-ewitch diplomacy” 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: ‘That was the title. 
Q Right. In which you -- 
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It was @ good article. (Leughter.) I 





— oo on yoy He BY, thing + Ot Ae 

ically an embargo on exports imports 
“Tee bead. aad ie vali be there until there is a change 
the situation broed enough and ficient encugh to warrant it. 
ink 


sort of 41641 srounéd with trade to cause 
yp ay make some sdjustment their foreign policy of one sort 
or rc 


Let hie finish. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- should only do in special 
cases. And the fect of the matter is it has been only in very 
special cases. 


Q Wry didn’t you tell that to the President? 


SECRETARS SHULTE: Well, I's telling you I support what 
wes done in this case. 


Q Would you like to say @ word about Patrick J. 
Buchanan? 


Q Do you expect or have you been assured that 
Chancellor fohl will sake sention or support SDI tomorrow? 


SECRETARY SHULTE: Well, we'll have to see what is in the 
Chancellor's stetemsent. Se, I think, traditionally et these 
meetings, there are various communiques anc the Chairman of the 
meet mokes « stetement thet summarises aspects of the seeting and 
we'll t have to sce what takes plece. 


Q Well, is it your expectation or hope thet there be « 
@ ceference to SDI? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll just heve to see what he has to 
sey. When he saye it, we'll cead it. 


Q Would you like to @ wore about Patrick J. 
Buchanan, who appears to be in « little controversy at the soment? 


SECRETARY SHULTE: Well, he’s « fine person. I used to 
watch hie on TV all the time. (Laughter.) I don’t know enough about 
the controversy -~ I know enough about the controversy to know thet I 
Gon*t want to get into it. (Laughter.) 

Q On that note -- 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


7:05 P.m. (Lh) 
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It was also sed that cont to 
on inflation and on levels interest rates be important to 


All countries expressed « willingness to help. They are 
helping now, and they indicated a willingness to continue to help. 
There was considerable emphasis on the to coordinate those aid 
flows. Some stressed that part of the difficulty was political, that 
even though the transportation was evailable and the food was 
available, sometimes they couldn't take it into areas of need. 


President Reagan, egein, stressed his concern and pointed 
out that this we were providing about §800 sillion of non-food 
eid ané about $1 billion in food aid. 


Also, this afternoon there was considerable discussion of 
the sonet systes and the ibility of improving the sonetary 
systes. I Sec ts telk 2 Se an ae that 
had been underway since Williamsburg. And that study of the G-10 
deputies, which I participated in and now sy coll here is 
participating in, is not complete. It will be ete by the end of 
next sonth, the end of June. And the next steps have been 
foreordained by the — that set it up. The G-10 deputies report 
will be ided, as I think you know, to the G-10 sinisters in their 
meeting in Tokyo in June. 


Pollowing thet, the report will be considered at the 
interis committee seeting in Seoul, I believe, in September. Ien't 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Early October. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Early October. 


Ané the heeds of states and Ministers agreed that no 
further decisions should be sade now about what should be done, if 
anything, to either ement the G-10 report or to at 
edditional efforts. t is, they wanted to wait until t 
completion of the etudy, until the completion of the report to the 
G-10 ministers, until the discussion in the interia committee. And 
after all of that hes cccurred, there would be « follow-up discussion 
as to what, if anything, should be done. 


Trade, of course, took up & great deal out of the 
Giscussion of thic .fternoon. There has up to the soment been no 
final egreement on a new trade round. Those discussions are still 
underway. We expect there will be further discussions tosorrow 
morning. 


There certainly wee « detailed discussion of both the 
edvanteges of an early Gate on @ trede round -- like eariy 1986 -- 








Do you want to e64 something to any of that? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't have 
anything. 


Q Sp he Geeta of 2 tentten conference, did you 
say the decision was a decision of not to decide anything now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION a Yes, that is correct. 
That is, they will let the go forward -- that is, first 
complete the report vbich vill be completed by the end of June. 
Secondly, present it to the G-10 Ministers in followed by a 
review of the interim committee in early October in Seoul, Korea. 


Q I just came from the Frefch briefing and the briefer 
said that there be no date set for a trade round and he put a 
reat deal of stress on French concern about agriculture. He said, 

n effect, that the discussion of agriculture was inappropriate 
because ai] these things had been worked out in the Buropean 
community, etc. I won't go on with that, but what about this 
discussion of date and agriculture? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the French may be 
in the position to decide whether or not a date will be set, but 
there has been no agreement yet, nor any egreement to disagree yet, 
so that there will be further discussion and I can't predict what 
they'll do. There was mention that there was concern that the 
negotiations sight interfere with the Common Agricultural Policy in 
pave RL ané that was one of the disadvantages that I mentioned -- 

oned by some concerning sovement forward on 2 balanced trade 
round which would include -- in fact, everything would be on the 
table -- agricultural, as well as services, as well as goods and 
other issues. 


Q Does the agreement on the setting of a date for an 
early trade round have to be unanimous, or could the footnote device 
be used such es it is in HATO documents? In other words, the French 
disagree on this single point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Well, the effort, of 
course, of summits has been to try to get unanimous conclusions. 
Now, it may be thet they have to settle for something less than 
that, but I don't know. I just can't predict how that will come out. 


Q Is there a precedent for reaching an agreement 
without unanimous consent of everybody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you can sign @ 
unanimous egreement et some level. That is, if you say that a trade 
round et some point in time is desirable, I'm sure you can get «a 
unanimous agreement. But, there are many, including President 
Reagan, that does not think that would be satisfactory. 


Q Does the decision to go through this process of the 
G-10 and so on, thereby not heving this conference agree to have 
tallel monetary talks with trade talk, constitute «a rebuff to the 
rench? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that it's a 
rebuff. I'm not certain. Our view, and yf rorgy view has 
been and remains that the sonetaeray system and oving it 
is a very important issue and that we should cont ay to follow up on 
the efforts made over a two years now. And secondly, we also 
believe trede is an extremely important issue because we all benefit, 
we believe, fros meyer and be yy freer trade among 
countries, including the Ss. Now, as well know, the French 
have tried to link the two, but we certainly have not provided 
support for that. 


Q That sounds like a stalemate, doesn't it? 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When negotiations are 
underway -- gy colleague and I have done such of that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just comment on 
that. I think that -- the feeling that I had was that the heads of 
state at this point take the view that the G-10 study is still 
underway and is dealing with matters of substance and that this 
question you're raising is a procedural question which should right:y 
ao Sesee Grete the substantive work is done which is set for late 
June. So, I think the feeling was that it's just premature for thes 
to get into the question of substance until work is finished, the 
ee a i owe ew ee oe 

terwards. . : 


Q Are you including Mitterrand in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he was there at 
the time. 


Q I know but, nevertheless, judging from everything he 
said beforehand, that doesn't confors with the view that he's 
expressed publicly prior to this conference. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, but that's how 
things stand at this moment. 


Q But are you including Mitterrand in unenisous 
agreement to not chart any further monetary steps? Is he agreeing to 
that beyond what's already been -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I read what came over 
the wire today and I also talked to Secretary Baker and I'm quite 
confident that the statement I made is the correct one and the same 
a that ay colleague made he made a little differently but the 
same point. 


; Q Does that mean that Baker's proposal is now off the 
table 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CYFICIAL: Wo, sir. President 
Reagan ifically sentioned._-- I didn't mention to you, but I 
should of, that we still had this idea on the table for ultimate 
consideration. He 4i@ not specify time or who or what, but it stands 
at the same level that it stood Secretary Baker made the initial 
observation in Paris a few weeks ago. 


Q But it's off the summit table? It's on the table 
that stretches to 8eoul? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's not on the 
summit table, pet te ee but it was sentioned by President Reagan at 
the summit -- reinforcing the recommendation made by his Secretary of 
the Treasury. 


Q Can I clarify a simple point? You just said that it 
goes to June earlier -- a minute ago you said it goes to October. 
You said the completion of the interia group's report -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, what we said, I 
believe -- what we should have said was that the G-10 w yf study 
will be completed by mid-year. That is, no later than the end of 
June, maybe a little sooner. 


Q Ané no conference until the G-10 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the next step will 
be for the deputies to present that study in completed fora, 
presumably to the G-10 ministers and then, following that discussion, 
it will be reconsidered by a broader group at the interim committee 
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meeting in Seoul early October. 


Q@ But what was the agreement on the monetary 
conference? Sot to deal with it until the June portion of that iz 
Gone, or until the October portion is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The egreement was that 
nature would take its course in the sequence that I just mentioned 
and thet efter these discussions, there would be further 
consideration as to whether further action would be taken or would 
mot be taken. But all of the options are open after October. 


the interim committee seeting in 
Seoul. And the present view of e is that until those events 
take place, there's no need to cons Getails of what kind of steps 


but wha 
éiftferences seemed to be pepered over and that you've meshed the 
the trade question and that the writing of the 
communique sounds as if it's going to be a lot easier because it 


won't specify «a specific "86 trade date and it won't ify 
spesitiselia’ what's going to happen after the paper's presente! 
et the Seoul meeting. Is that correct? 

SEMICR ADHINISTR.TION OFFICIAL: Well Gon't know 
whether it is or not. This meeting is still E "gheseae 


know, there's another meeting in the sorning. There's e"probenly an 
all night aout Or mostly so of sherpas this evening ani I can't 
predict what will come out of tere. 


Q A simple technical question -- is this G-10 meeting 
to be deputies cc ministers? It's been said both ways, including 
right now. 


SENIOA ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be reported by 
the deputies who've been doing to the work to the sinisters. S80, 
it's e ministerial meeting, but we have to get it -- not Be, anymore, 
but ay colleague has to get it out of his and other deputies’ hands 
into the sinisters hands. 


Q Will ministers be in Tokyo? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's a ministerir) 


meeting. 

Q he interim committee -- 

SENIOR ADHINISTRATION CPFICIAL: The interim committee in 
ene 08 SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: The interim committee cf 


Q You said it sight se poesible to get unaninous 
egreement on some vague language that said we have s trede round as 
soon a8 possible or something of that nature, but thet would not be 
satisfactory to the President. Sow big @ disappointment of big « 
setback @ that be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as severel of the 
ministers have steted -- I heard Secretary Shults say ani I've hear’ 
others say it -- that we think it's very tant to get « date, but 

we don't. There are other options, and we'll certainly heve 
to consider whether or not we should engege in bilateral discussions 
designed to reduce trade barriers. So, it's not the end of the worl’ 
if we don’t get it, but we and many other countries represented in 
these meetings think it's wery important to try our deed level best 











SP AOE & SS TEENS & 6 SHEED CSSES GES SS GEEETiSS 
early 1966. 


Q With the eultilateral talks -- it could be all 
effective other than se GATT round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GFPFICIAL: That's the second best 
option. The best option is to the trede rounds in GATT started 
in ‘66, but we cannot just sit @. Protectionist pressures are 
2, oe Oy, ae a in geny other 


Q I°d like to ask, whatever became of the locomotive? 
Bas thet aot been taken up by the American Gelegeticn? 

SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GPUFICIAL: It hes not been taken up 
and the reason is what happened to that locomotive. The locomotive 
hed a wery ser wreck. 

Q It over-heated. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GPFICIAL: (Leughter) It 
over-heated. It created aassive inflation in many countries 





around the world, including our own, and we learned from experience. 
7 I don't mean -- thet wes the last Bonn summit. I! 


mean the now one. Who is taking up the slack on the slowing American 
economy that we heard was ea major purpose of the American delegation 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that is correct. 


up. I perhepe €id not seation it in terms that you now express it, 
but the discussion by many of the heads of states pointing out the 
fect that their econcay wes sot as flex 


th the flexibility 
hay ay ME KALA EY BT E, 
so thet this does aske possible the utilisation & labor force that 
is now unemployed. That is the objective, and that will teke up 
sleck. 


Q Was this anewer satisfactory to the United States? 
It sounds like an enewer that says, gee, we are sorry, we are Going 
the best we can. 


SENIOR AD-cINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I was delighted, 
seemeeae 28 see the broad recognition of the importance of increasing 


flexibility of markets and reducing structural rigidities which have 
Geveloped over «a pericéd of « le of éecadées. » yes, it was very 
satisfectory. Sow follow-th is whet matters. 


Q Are they going to do something specific? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was also & very 
high interest in the wiele ares of taz reform, and that, of course, 
is tied up with this whole questica. 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was taken in the 
gocneen meeting, soetly, when heads of states were reviewing progress 


SERIOCR ADMIVISTRATICON OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


SEBICGR ADMINISTRATION GFTICIAL: Ge 614 not sention thet 


wr special predles ves uneupleyszent. = oe 6 oS 2 ee 
leyment. We heve seme probless of structural rigidities, 
too. It is net « setter of 


none ~~ it is the Gegree 
and their's hasn't. 


ta ee oe 


py Ay. FA. 
ané is enything likely te happen et the summit thet sight chenge 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was 
the written mssterial thet I sew, and I don't believe it 
Allen Wallis was writing -—- 


Q Most of the discussion on , FD — is 
slweys apparently in teraus of flexibility, President talk 
ebout taz cuts? That, efter all, was a very impoptant part of our 
progres. : 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘Te 414. Se 

if mentioned the 25 percent or so in our tax rates, 
ich he believed hed made « sajor contribution to our growth. Se 
also ised the fact that were planning another taz refors ané 


“ 
that fairly shortly be would be work with .the to furthe 
~~ By Ry EE. SAY = F 


Q Arce they urging the Burcpeans 


Q You say they = ¢0 eround the table they tind of 
volunteered this? me kiné of dof their hats to 


saying that they are going to eliminate rigidities, going to sake it 
easier to hire and fire people, and all the other th _ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't remember any of 
thes referring to cs, bet I do remember all of thes 


referring to their beliefs that their sarkets were not sufficiently 
flexible. Some of them cited actions already taken. Others cited 
their pledge to teke further ection, so I saw no resistance to thet 
argument. 


Q Dic any of the countries -- 
Q All of this without prompting from the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President hed given 
his brief review, just es they bed, and that is all - thet is the 
1 oe I mean, they ere heads of states. They Gon‘t have 


Did you get any sign of expansion froa France? 


Q 

Q Did any of the presidents indicate thet they were ia 
tect going to cut tazes other than perhape the Germans with the ones 
thet they ere planning for the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is the only one 
thet I remember, and I think that that was the only one thet 
aentionsd pend tex cute. Mr. Stoltenberg, I believe, €1¢ mention 
their plen to tas cetes out ia the future. 


Q Can I ge beck to treée for « soment alec? 








Ie that sceethinag just because it is inherently 
4itficult for thes to deal with in the contest cf community 
oz has the United States at any point indiceted that is en ares 
of particular probleas? 

SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION GCFFICIAL: Bo. We eaid thet 


“ 
afterncon -— I didn’t hear it, I saw it -— thet he wanted to put 
eaten tor tenes Oh tan to talk ebout all the 
ities for improving the functioning of GATT. between 
yy ne yh 4-4, ~~ 
GATT and, eo that's essentially our basic view. 
Q May I ask -~ 

A couple sore questions - If — you're -- you 

eaid you were going to work all sight. people -- 


what 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Essentially the first 
Graft of the communique. The heeds of states will Gecide how thet 
ll look at it tomorrow. 


Q At this point, you could not put in « firet draft of 
the communique that there is an egreesent on -- . 


| 
. 
1 


Q If the French, eo to epesk, have thrown in the towel 
on the sonetery side, isn't thet an indication that frose their point 
of view, well -- they've pulled beck their sonetary card -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t think they would 
egree thet they’ve throw in the towel because they -- 


Q But haven't they sleandoned paralielics at this 
summit by egreeing that -- 


Q it's very obvious -~— 
Q Yee -- 
Q Did enyone -- 


GEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wes sone 
diecussian the Preach representatives. I Gon't remesber whether 
it wes Mitterrend of the finance sinister of the -- their 
concern about saking in eech ares, so I Gom't think it's 
fair to say they it. 


G Tem*t it likely -- frome « tectical standpoint thet 
the French woule now weit wtil the Grow of Ten Report an the 
October seeting and leé in effect, the GATT rounds hoetege until 
thet time to get their sonetery -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GPTICIAL: I can’t predict. I 
éon't know. 


Q As @ technics] setter, = 2 oS 
how gany GATT seabers heve to cali for it? What's the 

















SEBICR ADMISIGTRATICN GPTICIAL: I 414 mot see any 
reference in the written test te thet ead ao cus brought it =p. to ay 


unow | e6ge . 


Q Did the President ageke it clear that with o¢ without 
egreepent et this oumpit, he plane te go aheed with: trade 
negotiations in ene forw or another? 


Q I thought thet wes ecenemics -- Hitterrend’'s Africe 
pies, ena + 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION GPVICIAL: There wes 6 discussion 
of the Gesirebility of providing teed aid, which 1 sentione’ in greet 


éeteil. There hed been sone seetings by foreign sinisters 

end I heve aot been briefed oy Shults ee you were, sor heve I 

even, unfortunetely, seen the relesse thet came out today an the 
itical, etetement, oo I just can't anewer it I's not @Gucking. I 


~ Gne sore. Why Go you think the Goeller started beck 
oes 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Questions? 


QUESTION: Yesterday you explained that the United States had 
not been seeking anything on SOI in the political statement 
-— @ position. Today why do you think Chancellor Kohl 
believed it necessary to make a statement on SOI before he 
read the communique? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He decided that he wanted to say something 
about that and about drugs as among the various subjects that 
were discussed. 


QUESTION: Sir, he seemed to be saying that -- underscoring 
this commitment that they believe that they have from the 
President not to deploy without further consultation. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He underlined what the President has said, 
really, from the outset -- that we would proceed with the 
research and if the research comes forward with something 
that is potentially operational then there would be a 
consultative process 


QUES! ION Mr. Secretary, the other day you said -~ I may be 
paraphrasing this -- you said something like, if we don't get 
a firm starting date for the GAT! rounds, we will never get 
started Something like that is close enough. Do you still 
believe that? 


Seow Ceee theere evel cre ewwee tf eewes « coon teen & 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: What has happened here is that a lot of 
preparatory activity has been identified and is going on that 
looks to the agenda --— what subjects are going to be covered 
and things of that kind -- and so thy .omentum is created. 
There are four more countries that ar: committed to having a 
GATT round start in 1986. So I would think at some point 
that we would want to see a so-called ministerial meeting 
take place at which there would be a commitment to go ahead 
with the round. I remember the meeting in Tokyo that started 
the Tokyo round -— I happened to lead the U.S. delegation to 
that meeting. I think that there were around 100 countries 
represented, and a document had been prepared and people 
basically subscribed to that document, which essentially laid 
out what the subjects were and so on. And in order to have 
such a document you have got to do this preparatory work. 

And countries have to have a chance to put onto the agenda 
whatever they want to put on. Our view is that there should 
be kind of an open opportunity for countries to put something 
on the agenda that they want. That obviously does not say 
how it is going to conclude. 


Then you have a meeting of that kind and it launches the 
round, so to speak. And as the round takes place, the 
countries that are going to be, let's say the hardcore 
contracting parties, are few relative to the total that take 
part. And I don't have in my mind exactly the number of 
countries that are the full contracting parties, but it is 
not a large number, although it covers most of the trade. 


And then there are others that are associated with the GATT, 
but they are not bound by all the regulations, so you find 
typically developing countries are a part of it, but their 
practices are far more protectionist than those that are 
established by the GATT rules. And obviously one of the 
things that is important to do here is to draw countries that 
have developed themselves more into the GATT regime so that 
you have a more and more open trading system. That is part 
of the process here. 


So the agenda is partly what subjects -- new subjects need to 
be covered and partly how the regime is going to relate 
itself to countries that have become more and more 
industrialized. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, is there anything you can point to 
other than the change of the word to “most” nations support a 
1986 round to show progress from the OECD language? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I suppose the general discussion and the 
identification of preparatory work and the gradual getting up 
and going -- things of that kind 








QUFSTION: To follow up on that, were there any countries who 
opposed that language at the OECD meeting who endorsed it at 
this meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I wasn't at the OECD meeting and I 
have not heard a readout on it precisely in those terms, but 
I think in general there is a country that has been dragging 
its feet, although dragging its feet only insofar as 
identifying early ‘86 or ‘86 as a date --— or setting a date. 
They have said that they are in favor of it as soon as 
possible and then they have pointed out conditions that need 
to be satisfied before they would be ready to go. S8ut in 
principle everyone has supported the notion of having a new 
GATT round. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you describe or characterize 
the President's feelings towards Mr. Mitterrand at this 
point? Is he personally upset or angry toward the President 
~- the French President? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, no, the Heads of State have, my 
observation is, had a rather good exchange. They've had lots 
of time together. They messed up the schedule several times 
by staying talking together longer than they were scheduled 
to. And from all the reports I've heard, the spirit of these 
discussions has been quite good. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the language in the communique 
on science and technology research at the end, although it 
didn't specify SOI. did it send the Administration a signal 
that Europe wants more promises of fair and genuine -- to use 
the communique’'s language --— participation in the research 
before the Europeans are willing to sign on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not absolutely sure of this, but I 
think that goes back to the Versailles Summit at which the 
technology project was started, and there was a report back. 
And, of course, at that time, during the Versailles Summit 
and since, people have been recognizing more and more the 
importance for economic development of new technologies, of 
new ventures, of how these things get started in relatively 
small firms, and things like that. 


So. you see that -- those notions kind of permeate the 

statements that are made by various countries of what it is 
that they want to encourage So, I think it more goes back 
to that But certainly the idea of getting on the bandwagon 
of technological advance is something that everybody wants. 


QUESTION But you're saying that's not related to SOI? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The offer the President has made for 
people to take part in the research program, which is what 
the SDI is, has been greeted in different ways by different 
countries. But as I've talked to people in the countries 
that say they would like to participate, certainly one of the 
objectives is that they see this SDI research as sort of 
high-powered type research into new technologies. 


And the history of these things is that they're generally 

spin-offs of one kind or another. You learn, and what you 
learn is presumably related to your direct objective; but 

often there are all sorts of things that spin out of it. 


Take the space program. It has spun a whole industry almost 
that comes out of miniaturization. And they had to learn how 
to miniaturize things, and that has led to a lot of things 
that have civilian applications. And there are lots of other 
examples. 


Yes? 


QUESTION: If the summit was so successfully productive, how 
come so many of the participants had trouble staying awake at 
the reading of the communique? (laughter) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I have a little trouble myself and 
it's -- the time zone is hard, and you get up very early in 
the morning, and you work hard all day, and you're up at 
night for the very wonderful dinners. But, anyway, you don't 
get an awful lot of sleep. I just speak for myself. 


QUESTION: It was a kind of boring communique, though, don't 
you think? (laughter) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as a matter of fact, I thought it 
was fantastic and -- (laughter) -- really interesting. 
(laughter) Actually, Sam, I think, at least as I remember 
these communiques. The idea of each country in a sense 
Giving a little analysis of itself and prescription for 
itself was something different. 


And I think it was a good thing. And it brought a lot of 
potential changes into being, not on the basis of “I'm 
telling you what you ought to do," but of sort of sharing 
with each what we think is our main problem and what we have 
to try to do about it. So, I thought that was an interesting 
innovation. 


QUESTION: Why not go back to that, then? I thought you 
meant when each head gave an analysis. 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 
QUESTION: What about Kohl —- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They did that. And that was a -- that was 
not -- 


QUESTION: Well, through Kohl? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's the communique that he read. 


QUESTION: Well, I mean, there was a time when each head 
spoke at this communique session? 


QUESTION: Answered questions sometimes. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That has shifted, and I don't know just 
why that is. I guess it's a little more orderly process just 
to present the communique and, then, each country conducts 
its own briefings. I see on the television screen there that 
Chancellor Kohl is involved in a briefing; and probably 
somebody from each other country is doing so. It gives them 
a little more chance for a full exchange. That's the idea. 


QUESTION: You might recommend it to the President. 
QUESTION: Not a chance. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on a scaie of 1 to 10, how would 
you measure the success of -- 


QUESTION: It's a trap. 
QUESTION: -- this summit meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: On a scale of 1 to 10 and using as my 
background other summit meetings -- oh, gee, that's a tough 
question. It was a very good summit. (laughter) 


QUESTION: Would you say it was a 5? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You're tempting an old college professor. 
I think I'll pass on that one. 


QUESTION: But can I follow up on what you said about how 
good for each country to give a sort of job analysis and 
prescription? Isn't there a fair amount of skepticism among 
the other leaders for the United States' prescription to be 
cutting the deficit when so far there's been so little 
progress along those lines? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think people see the effort that's going 
on right ..ow. And, of course, we're all aware of the fact 
that cutting out all this money from our deficit is not 
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easy. It is a tough, hard fight. And the President's fully 
engaged init. And I think it's extremely important that he 
be successful; important for the United States. So, I 
suppose it gets some force here from the fact that he's not 
saying, “I'm going to cut the deficit because you want me to 
-- sort of over my objections." On the contrary, he's 
saying, "I think it's very important for the United States 
that this deficit be cut. And I am working very hard to do 
it. And I've proposed a whole string of things, many of 
which are kind of tough on my own constituency. But I think 
it's so important that I'm doing it." So, he's in there 
pitching. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And who knows how it's going to come out. 
But the thing to do is to work on it. And I think there's a 
lot of momentum building up myself. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on Nicaragua, it's evident now that 
no other country, or practically no other country, is going 
to go along with the United States’ sanctions. And there are 
obvious possibilities that the trade will be diverted through 
those other countries. So what do you think the sanctions 
have a chance of achieving? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we talked about this quite a lot 
yesterday. And I think that the actual impact of the 
sanctions on economic activity will be significant, but not 
tremendous. So, it is an additional sort of point of 
disagreement being registered by the United States about what 
is going on in Nicaragua. And other countries may choose to 
trade. That remains to be seen. But we will have a boycott 
ourselves. 


QUESTION: What will be the United States' attitude to 
friendly countries who take up the difference in the trade? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, taking up the difference is one 
thing if they just trade their own products. We will have 
regulations, on the one hand, that avoid the extraterritorial 
problems that are latent in things of this kind, but also 
will be set up to prevent the -- somebody coming along and 
setting themselves up in country X and then buying things 
from the United States and selling them to Nicaragua. In 
other words, just to subvert the regulations. And we'll be 
able to prevent that, if that's what you're worried about. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, on the same subject, is there any 
intention on the part of the Administration to go a step 
further, as has been done in the past, such as freezing 
Nicaraguan assets in the United States or breaking diplomatic 
relations? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no plan for either of those. And 
I think I talked about that yesterday, particularly the 
question of diplomatic relations. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, with regard to sharing in the SOI 
research by other countries, did the discussion get around to 
the matter of who would pay for that, whether those would be 
contracts that the United States Government would fund? Or 
would it be other governments who would fund those contracts 
in their own countries? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The concept is that we have a research 
program. It's a U.S. research program funded by the Untied 
States. And the way you carry out a program of that kind is 
that you contract with people who have skills to do certain 
things . You make research packages, so to speak. And you, 
undoubtedly -- you don't just put them out for bids because 
you have to identify who's really qualified and who has the 
capacity to handle something that is highly classified and so 
forth. And so, in effect, what we're doing in talking to 
other countries is say, if you want to bid on some of these 
packages, then show us the organization that has the | 
qualifications and they can get on the bidders’ list, in 
effect. 


So, we're funding it, but we hope that as a process like I 
described takes hold, we will be, in effect, tapping into the 
research brains of a segment of the world population, so to 
speak, broader than just our own. And history shows that 
there's a lot of brains out there. And all you have to do is 
look at the origins of much of our present high technology 
and you realize that. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, aside from the sort of 
confessionals of these self-prescriptions that the heads went 
through, can you cite anything in the document that is new or 
innovative or suggests an approach to the deep-rooted 
economic problems that many of these countries are facing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the things that are in the various 
individual prescriptions and the things that were talked 
about that join economies are the way you get at deep-seated 
problems. At least as I think of it, it isn't as though 
there are problems here -- and there has got to be some new 
thing thought of that nobody ever thought of before to do 
something about them. 


For the most part, the nat re of the problems is pretty well 
known by now and the prob] sn't to know what to do but how 
to do it -— how to, in man r the European reports, for 


example, it talks about structural rigidities in labor 
markets. Well, what does that mean? 


“494 











That means things like very high payments for unemployment 
insurance long after loss of a job, it means -- and I'm not 
saying what anybody's going to do about these -- it means 
taking on the obligation the minute you hire somebody that 
you have to give a very long lead time before you can over 
lay that person off, and things of that kind that tend to 
cause people to hesitate to hire somebody in the first 
place. So you got to think over how this is all working. 
I've just given two examples without suggesting what people 
may do about it. 


QUESTION: Well, do you think -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But these are things that are -- you can 
read the economic literature of years past and you can see 
this kind of think described. 


QUESTION: Do you think the communique will lead to any 
changes, though? Do you think anyone will behave differently 
with their own economies? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, 1 don't know. You look around, and 
when people take the pledge, sometimes it works and sometimes 
it doesn't. We'll have to see. 


QUESTION: Where is the standing now of the United States’ 
offer to host some talks on monetary reform possibly later in 
the year? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the standing is that that is there 
but the expectation right now is that there will be a 
meeting, I think, in the middle of June in Tokyo of the Group 
of Ten ministers, and that meeting will be a ministerial 
review of the studies that have been going on for the last 
couple of years and perhaps with some additional meeting, or 
perhaps not, those findings will, one would expect, be 
reviewed in the interim committee which, as you know, is 
broadly representative of the whole IMF, although a small 
group is actually doing the meeting. And then, we have to 
see where we go from there and --— you can't say for sure 
because you don't know precisely what the recommendations are 
going to be and you don't know how they're going to be 
received. So when you know those things, then we'll see what 
additionally happens, and whether a conference in Washington 
fits into that eventually remains to be seen. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes? 


QUESIION: Mr. Secretary, in the Cuban embargo, any ship that 
touched a Cuban port was prohibited from then touching any 
U.S. port. Will the trade embargo against Nicaragua have the 
same provision of a country of whatever flag? 








SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think I'll pass on that very specific 
question. These regulations are in the process of being 
written. Gut the basic idea is that flows between Nicaragua 
and the United States of commodities will cease and ships 
that are carrying things from Nicaragua to the United States 
won't be able to dock here. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the President finally meet with 
Mr. Craxi and did he get the letter from Secretary Gorbachev 
and was there a response?’ 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President did meet with Mr. Craxi. 
The meeting kept getting shifted because of the long 
sessions. But after the lunch was over we sat in the corner 
and had a good exchange -- (laughter) -- and I won't -- I 
won't -- 

QUESTION: -- corner -- 

QUESTION: -- five minutes. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, actually it was a little longer than 
that and -- (laughter) -- 


QUESTION: How long was it? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and without a feeling that I 
particularly want to tell all about the contents of it, I 
thoight it was rather interesting. 

QUESTION: In what way? 

QUESTION: -- a new idea from Gorbachev? 


QUESTION: Sir, in -- again on Nicaragua, in imposing those 
sanctions, how much weight if any did you give to the threat 
that the Nicaraguans would default on their loans to the U.S. 
private banks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's -- that was not a factor. 
QUESTION: What -- 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 

QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, yesterday you said that you were 


acquainted with the letter. Are you talking about it's 
rather interesting -- the letter, or the conversation that -- 


SECRETARY SHULT7: Well, I said yesterday -- perhaps I 
misspoke in even acknowledging that I knew of the existence 
of that communication --~ it was a communication between two 
other people and I'm not going to comment on it. 





QUESTION: Well. what do you mean today? Are you talking 
about it today in terms of it being interesting and does it 
deal with the summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ £I just finished saying, I don't think 1 
want to comment on it further. 


QUESTION: Mr Secretary. given all you've said about Mr. 
Kohl's support for SOI research and that of some of the other 
leaders, did you find his comment about SOI and this forus 
today at all lukewarm? If so, did it bother you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: It was a straightforward statement, 
basically describing things that the President has said 
before and said on this occasior and I think he likes those 
things and so he repeated then. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, would there be any tind of a value 
judgment about SOI research in what he said? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I think Chancellor Kohl's made his 
positive attitude toward strategic defense known on quite a 
few occasions, including, I believe, in a formal address to 
the Bundestag. 


QUESTION: Could I clarify on that point? Were you saying 
before that all the money will come from the U.S. -- SDI 
research, whoever does it? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Others may decide to take on research of 
their own and the Europeans have had discussion of their own 
space programs, not necessarily strategic defense program -- 
but the space program. And there is ascension in which there 
are relationships, but the formal program, which we think of 
as the Strategic Defense Initiative, is a program run by our 
Defense Department that will be funded by the Congress, and 
those who participate will do so ty being successful bidders 
on research packages. 


Now, I think it's well to call attention to the fact that an 
awful lot of what's relevant is going on as in the normal 
course of events. For example, the gigantic advances in what 
computer can do is relevant. And as we all know, computers 
are getting to be part of my grandchildrens' lives. So it's 
@ widespread thing, and yet there is this kind of interplay 
that you see. So, I don't want to answer the question kind 
of categorically -- it will all be funded by the U.S. because 
there are a lot of things that may turn out to be relevant 
that will come along that we'll find out about. 


I think somebody wants me to quit -- 
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MR. SPEAKES: Irving's been waiting patiently in the wings. 


QUES|ION: Mr Secretary. what conditions would have had to 
be satisfied for Mitterrand to agree to a trade round in 
early ‘867 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you really should ask him that 
question. Sut let me say -- the kinds of things that have to 
be laid in there before you really can start effectively. you 
have to have a reasonable idea of your agenda. You have to 
have the notion that there is broad support for the idea of 
having the round, otherwise you don't have people to take 
part Secause it is important to draw developing countries 
more and more into this, because they're an increasing share 
of totel world trade. you want to have representation from 
outside the major industrial countries. In a case of a 
particular country, like France, they may have particular 
things they're interested in and sertieuler things they don't 
want to see pushed too hard, at least at the beginning. So, 
they like to see ©. the priorities are going to get 
structured. So, these are the kinds of things that have to 
get established. 


Now, it's a question -- how do you get them established? 

And, as we ali know, you get something going in part by 
creating momentum. And you get up to a certain point and 
then there comes to be a point, I think, where you say, okay, 
nine months from now it's going to be go. So, that being the 
case, we better really stert working hard. And so you start 
to give priorities and people start to work on it more and so 
on. 


Now, I suppose if you say, I don't want to commit myself to 
early '86, you're saying, I don't think it's quite timely to 
start putting that heat on. So, there can be a difference of 
judgment there, and I think that's what it boils down to, 
along with some other factors about the French political 
scene. 


QUESTION: Let me follow up on that. You left off, Mr. 
Secretary, I assume, the monetary conference parallelism that 
he was talking about. Wasn't that an aspect in his 
unwillingness to go along with trade? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He has made the point that trade and 
monetary matters are related and, of course, conceptually, 
changes in relative cross-rates of currencies have an impact 
on the terms of trade. Obviously, everybody knows that. On 
the other hand, the negotiations about trading rules have 
always gone on separately. And they need to because they're 
a whole big complicated package of things ‘in and of 
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themselves and monetary matters also have their 
complexities and that's the way it has happened. And I think 
that to imagine a tight parallelism really isn't possible. 
But. obviously. the two things have their relationships. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary. one follow on that. If it was so 
important for the United States to get a new round of GATT 
talks. why not cave into the French position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, because their position is that they 
don't want to set a date at this point. And we think that if 
a date is set and people commit themselves to start, at some 
point not too far away. that that will generate the kind of 
activity that will help bring it off. So, that's where the 
difference lies and if we bought their position, we wouldn't 
be in as much of a hurry. I suppose. Or, at least, that's 
the way they see it. Perhaps they don't see it that way. I 
don't want to be speaking about their view, because they will 
do it for themselves 


QUESTION: Given the fact that the French were on the other 
side on both issues on trade and on SDI, how serious do you 
think this Franco-American crisis is? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What crisis? 


QUESTION: Between Paris and Washington. Do you see any risk 
of a crisis? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are pluses and strains in all 
relationships, but that's the first time I ever heard anybody 
use the word “crisis.” 


QUESTION: What happened to the discussions of terrorism that 
we were told the United States was going to have? Were they, 
too, preceded by drugs? 


MR. SPEAKES: We'll make this the last question, please. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The heads had an extensive discussion of 
drugs including its relationship to terrorism. We had some 
discussion among the foreign ministers on the subject of 
terrorism and we've had an ongoing sponsored effort by people 
on various aspects of it. Some years ago, you remember, 
there was a successful effort to deal with airline hijacking 
and, then, last year, other aspects of terrorism were talked 
about extensively and contacts have taken place and I think 
there's been a fair amount of progress and that was checked 
into. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary -- 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Larry says I'e through. 
QUESTION: On to BSitburg. 


QUES'ION: Could you just tell us what --— the fact that you 
didn't get a GATT round means to the people back home? What 
problems does it create? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The only way I can answer that question is 
in @ general way. It is, I think, very important to the 
continuing rise in the real standard of living of the people 
of the United Stites and people throughout the world that the 
trading system be an oper one, so that we all can get the 
benefits from the interplay of comparative advantage that 
that openness gives. And the verification of that fact in a 
broad sense is -— well, it's obvious theoretically and 
conceptually. but it's obvious empirically. by just comparing 
the 1930's and the 50's, 60's. 70's and today. So, what we 
need to do, is, on the one hand, keep from slipping back, and 
on the other, keep expanding this open trade regime to new 
countries and to products, services and other things that 
have come to be very important, but which aren't covered in 
the GATT rules. And the more successful we are with that, in 
seneral, the greater trade will be, and the better our 
standards of living will rise. That's the stake that we have. 


QUESTION: Thank you. 














Ané then, I don't have on the President's 
meeting with Prime Hinister Gonsales you. 


I Go heve some seterial on « seeting thet went on for 
ever two hours tonight between of State Shults and ish 
ign Minister Moreen. Just very briefly on the theses of 
—- fA yt Ad Ad ,---¥- with Spein for 


many years. We have had « bileter egreement with Spein thet 
Gates beck to 1953. 


i 


Theat wes et « tise when Spain was, wy --y-y 

» @ taicly isolated nation within ee & o so I 
think the 0.8.-Spaenish relationship is -- has » tor many years, 
unique. Spanish policy, of course, hes changed drematically since 


of tne Buropean community. As you know, 
they ere seabers of HATO. We strongly supported their efforts to 

» al » of course, os 
the community. we aleo supported 


of BATO seabership in Spein is 
it is « decision thet will 
. At the seme time, our own 

public and in private and that is 


The President tomorrow in his speech will focus on sany 
of the samc themes that he raised in today's address at Bambech 
tle because Spain is « new democracy. eptere has enjoyed great 
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success, both the economic and political res in recent years and 
the President will congratulate the Spani le for the success 
they have -- the successes they have experi in recent years. 


Let me turn to the seeting this evening between Secretary 
Shults and Foreign Minister Moran. As I indicated earlier, it was an 
extensive meeting. There are a whole list of topics and I will run 
through them and then answer your questions. 


The Spenish Poreing Minister was interested in « briefing 
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on 
publicly stated position that 


— of 
reduction in the U.S. troop number 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Whet he seid wes that 
Prime Minister Gonzales hed sede « speech to the Cortes in which he 
listed ten points sbout Spanish security policy. He didn’t go 
through #11 those ten points and, frankly, I can't go through l of 
thes. He mentioned the fact thet Spei and 


Do you expect these issues to come up directly? I 
he's Gancing eround the issue. Do you expect 
Gonzales to ask the President anything specific in teres or bases or 


~~ well, the question of NATO is 1 » Of course. But « reduction 
~~ I mean @ cancellation of bases reduction of troops. Will the 
Spenish -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know, Belen. 
I'm sure that the issues of both the U.5.-Spanish security 
relationship and the NATO question will be discussed. But I can't 
predict in detail whet proposals will be sade. 


Q Why hbeven't they done it officially so far? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't know. I think 
thet, frankly -~ well, I think <= this is ay pure lation ané it 
is no secret that this question is -- the 0.8.-Spaenish relationship 
is related to the politics of HATO sembership in Spain. And I guess 
it is @ Gomestic -- it's « Gomestic politi ju@gment thet the 
Spenish will have to make. 


A specific question on Central America which case up 
~ when ~~ Of when the President 
resolution, which it @1¢é, on 
wrote « letter which said thet the United Stetes 
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was willing to get in direct talks again with the Sandinista 
government ané that since that time, that that was sort of cast aside 
or put into doubt by the House vote. What is his rosition now when 
this question is raised, as it surely will be? Is the United states 
now willing to get into direct talks with the Sandinistas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That question didn't 
come up in exactly that form. But the Secretary did explain that we 
were concerned that when we did enter into direct talks with 
Nicaragua, that that had the effect 





























Q Well, is it the U.8. position now thai -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lou, I's really not the 


right guy to ask. Shults will be here tomorrow on the record. 
Be can speak authoritatively on Central American policy, which I 
can’t. 





Qo Gi, can tell us what the Secretary's response 
was when Mr. Moran wrote off the idea that at some point they wanted 
to begin renegotiating or begin new negotiations on troops? Are we 
willing to do that? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we haven't been 
asked yet. The only point I would make, and I would emphasise this 
wasnt the Secretary's response because he really didn't have a 
Girest f@ponse on this, but the point we had made is that under the 
existing agreement, which runs out in 1968, both sides at any tine 
can propose an amendzent to the agreesent. So, it's their right to 
propose 4n apendszent. 


Q Ie there anything in the Spanish security issues the 
Prer: dent can offer to encourage Spanish continued participation in 
BATO ar’ to deflect possible referenduns? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's really not 
our j@& +o convince the Spanish government or the Spanish people of 
the valvé of remaining in the alliance. Countries really have to 
make jmt decision on their own. We think, as you've heard the 
Presioent sey many times during this trip so far, that the alliance 
has lead to 40 years of uninterrupted peace in Europe. It's the 
lengcst perioé of peace in this century in Europe. So, we think that 
it iS in the interest of our allies, as such as the interest of the 
United States, to maintain a strong united alliance. 


Bow on the question of the U.8.-Spanish Syrorenre 6 
there are, we think, a lot of sutual benefits in that relationship. 
One of those benefits is the fact that under the current agreement -- 
thie is only one of those benefits -- Spain received some 450 sillion 
Gollare in foreign silitary credits a year. 


Q On that note, is it incorrect to link these two 
iseves, or ere they inextricably linked? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, as I was 
inting out to Helen, I think to the extent a linkage exists, it's a 
tic political issue for the Spanish and I'm not going to -- it's 
not really fate for us to comment on the domestic political 
iesue. Our view, from our vantage point, ie that the U.8.-Spanish 
security relationship and ish membership in MATO are 
complementary. Yes, back re. 


Q Strategically, how would we, once we -- would it 
hurt us -- if there were a ion in forces -- ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If we were what? 

Q If a reduction in forces -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that is ® 
completely hypothetical question because we don't have any idea of 


what the reductions would entail. It would all depend on the nature 
of the reductions. 


Q Ie there any general discussion about some of the 
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anti-American and anti-Reagan sentiment expressed here over the 
weekend? Some of the posters portraying the President wearing Nasi 
uniforms -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Discussion amongst whon? 


Q Shults and Moran. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was no 
discussion of that. 


Q On that topic, the Spanish people turned out in 
thousands, perhaps hundreds of thousands, yesterday to protest the 
President's visit. There are, as this gentleman said, posters all 
over Madrid depicting the President in a variety of uniforms. The 
Spanish governzgent criticized the President on a wide range of 
issues. Do you think it's fair to say that Spain does not 
particularly like Mr. Reagan or his policies? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't think that 
is very accurate. I think the major political parties in this 
country have expressed, through their votes in the Parliament and 
their public statements, policies, that put it in the mainstream of 
the West. As I mentioned in my introductory remarks, it was an 


earlier government that iated the U.8.-Spanish agreement, but 
that agreement was approved under the current socialist government of 
Felipe Gonzales. I don't think we should get too terribly upset 


when people exercise their right to express themselves. That is 
something that can happen and does hippen in a democracy. You don't 
eee that happening in Eastern Europe, so there are certain things, of 
course, we deplore -- violence in demonstrations -- but we don't get 
t by political demonstrations. In fact, it is genaenh -- as I 
ink the President tomorrow in his speech will make very clear, is 
that we will celebrate the fact that the Spanish people are able now 
to freely express their views. 


Q On Nicaragua, you say that there is agrerment 
between the two nations on goals, but differences on methods. And 
then you said that the Spanish have publicly stated that tney just 
view them as a trading partner. You did not tell us if in the 
meeting tonight with the Spanish Foreign Minister mentioned their 
concern and criticized this directly with the Secretary. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it was taken for 
granted, that concern. I think that the real -- the discussion 
tonight, taking for granted the fact that there was a disagreement on 
the embargo, focused on the internal situation in Nicaragua, the 
nature of the Sandinista leadership, and how best to try to influence 
that leadership. 


So what you are saying then is that it went without 
saying as cahenee to the partners just saying -- Mr. Secretary, we 
Gisapprove of that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. It was 
more of a discussion of, as I say, the Sandinista leadership, the 
internal situation in Nicaragua. As I say, the Spanish have an 
experience and they have insights there. We don't always agree with 
them, but they are valuable. 


Q You seem to be making a distinction between the 
Spanish saying they could at some time ask to have negotiations to 
change the U.&.-Spanish military relationship, ané whether or not 
they have actually asked at this point to do so. Have they asked to 
start those negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What they have done, 
Rick, is merely reiterate what they have publicly said before, which 
is that under the agreement they can ask for such a negotiation. 














No formal proposal has been sade. 


Q But short of that, there will be no negotiations, is 
that it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, until one of the 
two parties requests formal negotiations, there won't be 
negotiations. 


You didn't even sey that they plan to ask? Because 
you said it publicly @ week ago. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's what I was 
saying. It was -- I think by saying -- and we're pointing out and 
reiterating the Gonzalez staterment, he left the clear indication that 
this would happen. But that's -- at this stage -- all I can really 
report. 


Q Two questions. One, when you say the two Foreign 
Ministers discussed the internal situation in Nicaragua, did the 
Spanish Poreign Minister disagree with the U.S. assessment of the 
Sandinista leadership and what is happening internally in Nicaragua? 
And, secondly, what is the President's purpose -- what does he hope 
to get out of this trip. specifically on Central America and this 
HATO and U.S. bases thing? Is he here to convert or convince or 
explain or what? 

SEHIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me say, first of 
all, I think it's sort of implicit in what I was saying before that 
there are some differences in analysis of the situation in Nicaragua. 





I don't think that it's correct to say that the President 
came to Spain with a specific agenda to convert the Spaniards on any 
given issue. We recognize that Spain, as a democratic country, is 
going to have to reach their decisions in their own good time on 
these very complex and sensitive questions. 


Our real purpose here was for the President to exchange 
views with the King, with the Prime Minister, to allow the two 
Foreign Ministers to exchange views -- we think that kind of exchange 
with Spain is healthy; it's useful -- and, in particular, to 
emphasize our support for the emergence of a strong and viable 
Gemocratic systerm in Spain. 


Q One more question. While you haven't been able to 
tell us anything about the conversations between Gonzalez and the 
President -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's sorry. I just don't 
know anything. 


Q Well, can we assume that these were the topics? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't aseune 
anything. I really wouldn't. Because they're going to seet 
tomorrow. 


Q Well, it went on for about two hours, didn't it? Or 
more? wo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, no, you <= Let se 
make that clear, the meeting that went on for over two hours was the 
meeting between Secretary Shults -- 

Q Bow long did the other -- 


SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 don't know. I don't 
have any information on that seeting. 














Q Well, you had no gpéelisinary concept of what they 
would be discussing? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho. 


END 10:00 P.M. (L) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I take it that there has been a 
briefing on the meetings that have been held and so on. 


Q No. 

Q It was left for you. 

Q Aut you're it. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: I see. Okay. 


Well, as you know, the President has had two private 
meetings with President Gonzalez -- 


Q Quiet! 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: <-- long sessions with the King. We've 
had an expanded meeting with President Gonzalez. I've had some 
additional pte with Foreign Minister Moran. 6&0, we've had very 
extensive discussions and I will be going on from here to a meeting 
of our joint commission that we have with Spain. So there will be 
further formal discussions. 


The subjects covered -- I have just sort of written down 
@ list here -- economic matters, expanding trade, combatting 
protection. The Spanish have raised issues about 
military-to-military trade, reported on the economic summit and the 
discussion there. re has een a fair amount of time spent on 
Central America, where we find many things that we and the Spaniards 
sharo as views, and we both feel that it is important to have 
Cemocracy and tho rule of law in Central America. We would like to 
see Cemocratic pluralisa in Nicaragua. We support a regional 
solution to the Contadora Process. 


On security, we had broad discussions. They described 
their approach to the stion of NATO and their policy -- tho 
intention to hold a referendum, and their firm support for Spanish 
presence in NATO. 


The subject of U.S. bases and military personnel was 
reisecd. We ciscussed this subject and we agreed to continue the 
Giscussion through diplomatic channels. 


We discussed the Middle East and the Arab-Israeli 
Giscussions. Some discussion of Northern Africa, and over an often 
hilerious lunch spiced by stories from President Reagan and President 
Gonzalez matching each other. But we worked in a little discussion 
of economic matters and problems of economic growth and employment. 


And last night I think the subject covered had to do 

















mainly with East-West relations, arms control, and the Strategic 
Defense Initiative. 


So that is kind of a list, and I would be glad to have 
questions. 


Q You said that -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, could I just render in Spanish what 
you have just said? 


Q No. 
Q No. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo. 


Q You said that you continued the discussions on the 
bases. Does that mean now that Spain has formally asked for any kind 
of cancellation of the bases or a reduction of troops? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. There was no formal proposition 
put at all, but a description of their thinking with respect to NATO 
and what we have to examine -- we'll do this thr diplomatic 
channels and we will be moving shead with that -- is sort of the 
broad subject of the strategic role of Spain, its defensive necds, 
its relationship to our strategy aid NATO. All of these things will 
be examined and then the question of our own role hore directly seen 
as part of that. So it is just sort of a broad overall review. And 
I think that it is important to do that well before any formal 
negotiations are started, such as those that will obviously take 
place before the end of the agreement. 


Q Can you tell us what did Spain and the United States 
agree and disagree on on Nicaragua? 


QO We can’t hoar at all. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was, where do Spain an4 
the United Statos agree or disagree on Nicaragua. Well, I listed the 
points of agreement already. I won't repeat them. I did not get any 
sense of support for our economic sanctions. (Laughter.) I believe 
that there is perhaps some difference in analysis of 
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the degree to which it is, by now, clear that the communist 
government of Nicaragua is definitely moving itself in the Soviet and 
totalitarian direction. And the Spaniards questioned the degree to 
which that's so. It seems pretty clear to us. And given that some 
difference in analysis, it leads you to somewhat different policy 
conclusions, although we agree on the importance, in the end, of 
democratic pluralism in Nicarag.a .s an essential ingredient to 
stability in Central America. 


Mr. Secretary, do the Spanish agree with the 
administration's priority put on talks between the Contras and the 


Sandinistas? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The notion of a democratic and open 
and pluralistic system in Nicaragua I think is shared. I don't want 
to speak for them. You have to ask them that question, and 
certainly, that's our view of it. 


Q Have you sought to have the Spanish mediate in any 
way between the United States and the Sandinista government? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, no question of that kind has 
arisen. 


Q Have you, in fact if not actually asking for 
mediation, asked for Prime Minister Gonzalez to pass along any kind 
of message or has he offered ty ,ess along any kind of message when 
he meets with President Orteg 1? : 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President described to President 
Gonzalez very fully our view of the matter. He did that in his 
private meeting and we had some discussion of it in the expanded 
meeting. So in a sense, that's our view and I'm sure it will be 
passed on. But there was no sort of special secret message or 
something like that. 


Yes. 


Q Mr. Shultz, even though they -- no formal request 
was made on bases or troops, did Mr. Gonzalez or anyone else indicate 
to you that Spain is interested in reducing the number of military 
= in this country, as he has been quoted as saying in the 
press 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, he made a ten-point statement in 
his Parliament. And what we talked about was just exactly what I 
said. And what should be dove has to emerge out of the analysis that 
takes place so I don't think that anyone wants to jump to any 
conclusions. But we'll have to examine the situation and see where 
we go from there. 


Q Under what conditions would the U.S. consider 
reducing the number of troops or base« here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not going to get into that 
because the point is that there is going to be a broad review and 
Giscussion and we'll have to see what emerges from that as what is 
needed to satisfy our views, their views, the strategic situation as 
it comes forward, seeing Spain as a member of NATO as distinct from 
Spain and the United States in a bilateral arrangement on bases, 
which was the case over the 30 years when this base agreement has 
been in operation. 


Q Can I follow? By that do you mean that as a member 
of NATO, it would be more acceptable to have a reduced American 
presence, but if Spain gets out of NATO, then you would need to 
maintain the stronger presen? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I didn't have any inference about 
substance. What we have is a process that is a normal process under 











this agreement. The agreement has always had a process for renewing 
it in it and @ process for discussions during its course. But all 
we've done here is discuss the issue and agree that these 
discussions, through diplomatic channels, will continue. So all 
that's been talked about, really, is that process. 


Q Well, the Spaniards have apparently repeatedly 
indicated that they wish to raise -- reopen the agreement before it 
expires and talk. Did they not irdicate that to you in these 


meetings? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think -- the thing that was 
explicitly said was that certainly we want to discuss this well 
before the expiration date so that we don't wind wp at the expiration 
date not having discussed matters fully. But thst doesn't mean that 
there won't be some earlier discussions. 


But all of this is, in a sense, premature. What we 
talked about was the desirability of having discussions through 
Giplomatic channels of these broad matters before anybody tables 
anything that's remotely formal and has their mind pointed in any 
ge direction. The first thing you better do is look at it 
br y- 


Q On Nicaragua, the two Presidents in their statements 
said that there were disagreements. Can you characterize the 
conversation that they had about Nicaragua during the expanded 
meeting as to how that dialogue weu.? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's a little tough for me to do 
that because I wasn't there. But I think there is, as I said 
earlier, perhaps some difference in analysis. It seems to us very 
Clear that the commandantes are moving Nicaragua as rapidly as they 
can toward a Soviet style government. Many hold the view, perhaps 
the Spaniards do. You have to ask them. But my impression is that 
they hold the view that, yes, that seems to be true and -- but 


perhaps there's still some hope. 


And so there's a difference in analysis. If you have 
that difference in analysis, it's going to lead you to somewhat 
different policy positions. However, the main policy objectives and 
means are similar. That is, that we want to see democracy, the rule 
of law, economic development in Central America. We agree that a 
regional approach to achieving those goals is the way you've got to 
Go it. And, therefore, we both support the Contadora process and are 
ready to be helpful. That's the general picture. 


Q Did they seek some reassurance from us that we do 
not seek a military solution? Were they unclear about that -- about 


our policy? 
Q What was the question, Mr. Secretary? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I really didn't get it. Do you want 
to say it again. 


Q Did they seek any reassurance from us that we do not 
seek a military solution? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, but I don't think that that's 
really a question. It didn't need reassurance. 


Q Is there any date set for when a broad review on 
U.S. troop strength will end or will be completed? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, there isn't even a date set for 
when it will begin. But we expect that these are some discussions 
that will take place through diplomatic charnels and get going in 
om homey following up on the conversations that the President has 

re. 

















But it's not as though some big thing is taking place. 
We're going to have this discussion in the perspective of the broad 
issues which were raised by President Gonzalez as the backdrop 
against which he wants to consider any particular issue. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is there also a difference of 
analysis as to the impact of the embargo? Are the Spanish concerned 
that it may have the opposite effect of what you think it will have, 
namely, push Managua even faster into the Soviet orbit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I didn't hear any discussion at that 
level of detail about the U.S. sanctions. 


Q Did they have anything to say about the embargo? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wot particularly, although I think 
it's clear that they're not going to join us in it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, did Mr. Gonzalez tell you whether 
these diplomatic conversations will take place before the referendum 
or after the referendum? When will they start? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We'll get started on these discussions 
and diplomatic channels promptly. And we're just barely here and 
we've just barely had this discussion so we don't -- we're not just 
going to wait around, we'll have them pretty soon. And so, 
presumably, they'll get started in good time. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the difference in analysis that 
you've mentioned concerning the consequences of what's going on in 
Nicaragua now -- was that a subject that was also raised by President 
Gonzalez in the discussions with Reagan? I know you weren't there 
for the whole discussion, but I'd be interested in just whether that 
subject came up between them -- the difference in their 
interpretation of where Nicaragua's going. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think -- what I'm giving when I say 
that it seems to me there -- it probably comes down to a difference 
of analysis is interpretive on my part. That is, in listening to the 
Giscussion that I took part in and hearing a little bit about getting 
briefed by the President on his, and when Presidents Gonzalez and 
Reagan came to the larger group, they gave us a little summary of 
what they'd talked about. So in listening to that, thinking about it 
@ little bit and tryi to give you a succinct summary, what I's 
saying is I think that's what it comes down to. It wasn't as though 
the discussion took place and they said, ah,ha, this is where we -- 
this is what it comes to. I'm just saying that's what it seems to me 
it comes down to. 


Q But it's fair to say that Reagan and Gonzalez had 
the discussion of Nicaragua which led them, as you described, to this 
~.fferent analysis? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Reagan and President 
Gonzalez had a discussion of the subject in private. I wasn't there. 
I heard a brief report on it. I took part in a rather lengthy 
discussion of the subject myself with the Foreign Minister. And when 
you ask me what the differences are and what the similarities are, I 
think I can describe the similarities fairly fully, and did. And as 
to the differences, it's a little hard to = exactly, but I gave my 
opinion -- sort of putting all the strands of different things that 
were said together and saying, I think what it comes down to is this, 
although that is not exactly what people said. 


In the back. 


Q Did the Spanish ernment tell you that the 
support or not the SDI program? - - , 























SECRETARY SHULTZ: The SDI program was discussed again in 
private between the two Presidents and Ambassador Nitze had been here 
earlier and given a rather complete briefing on the subject, which I 
think was well-received. And he felt that he got asked very good 
questions and the subject was well-explored. And on the basis of 
that, they're thinking about it and seeing how they should approac’ 
their analysis of the subject -- in what ways the governmental 
ministries should come together in their analysis and to what degree 
they want to associate outside scientists and their analysis and 
things of that kind. 


So as far as I know, they haven't come to a conclusion, 
but they're working on it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, two questions. Can you share with us 
any of the stories told at lunch, and secondly, how important -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I wouldn't do that. Gosh. 
(Laughter .) 


Q And secondly, how important is the President's 
speech at Strasbourg tomorrow for setting -- helping set the agenda 
for your talks with Mr. Gromyko and a possible summit meeting later 
this year? 


- Q- Repeat the question, please. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The first question was, could I share 
some of the stories. I'm not in a class with either President when 
it comes to telling stories so I'd ruin -- I'd step on their lines, 
so I won't try. 


The second was, with regard to the President's 
Strasbourg's speech, will it provide any background for my meeting 
with Mr. Gromyko later on. 


Q Agenca for that summit. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it isn’t set as -- for that 
purpose as such, but certainly, the subjects talked about are exactly 
the sorts of things that are relevant to a discussion between U.S. 
and Soviet officials at the level of myself and Mr. Gromyko. So I 
think he'll have some very interesting things to say in his speech 
and I think Mr. McFarlane is going to give a background briefing on 
that shortly. 


Q Have you heard a rumor that's been floating around 
about the Soviets’ releasing Mr. Sakharov? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Several people have told me of that 
rumor. We made an effort to check it out and found no basis for it. 
But it's just sort of fleeting as you're going on during the day. 


Q Mr. Secretary, on the question of SDI, President 
Mitterrand is quoted as saying the reason that he didn't join is that 
he fears a loss of his technology -- brain drain. Would the United 
States be able to -- would the United States be willing to set into 
place some sort of guard against a European brain drain if the 
European countries did take part in SDI? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the outcome of participation 
as when scientific manpower participates in any subject that's sort 
of on a new frontier of science and engineering is that it's 
Stimulating rather than draining. 


I asked President Mitterrand at the dinner following the 
summit, since he had been quoted, I said I know I'm going to get 
asked questions about your attitude and I'd like to have a clear idea 
of exactly what it is. And so we went throuth it rather carefully. 
\nd my understanding of his position is, *<*... 














number one, he feels that space is going to be -- he said, “In 20 
years, space in going to be tremendously important” in his opir on 
for all kinds of purposes. So it's a big part of the future, * 
believes. Second, he is very much of the vie= that peace in cucope 
and deterrence depends on the nuclear capability that we and the 
allies have as a deterrent against the Soviet threat. And that is 
what we have going for us now and we should be careful that we don't 
say anything or do anything that undermines our ability to keep that 
deterrent in place. We fully subscribe to that view. 


Thicd, he feels that the research on strategic defense 
being undertaken by the United States -- he's glad to see the United 
States doing that. And fourth, he said that France has limited 
resources, both manpower and otherwise and so that his words were, he 
doesn't anticipate France taking part in accepting the U.S. 
invitation to take part “as yet" in the SDI research. Those were the 
four points that he gave me and he gave them rather carefully so I 
think I'm stating something that won't be contradicted. 


In the back? 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said that -- earlier that there 
was some discussion with Spain of military-to-military trade. Was 
that discussion in connection with the k about bases -- the troop 
strength, or Spain's participation in the military portion of NATO? 


SECRETASY SHULTZ: Wo. It was an independent discussion 
and it's a discussion we have in NATO with our allies. More military 
equipment is bought from the United States by our allies than the 
other way saround by quite a lot. And that's true in the case of 
Spain. Obviously, when you have a big item like an F-18 buy, it's 
going to be a big flow. So, people are concerned about a -- 
so-called two-way street, and that's what was raised and it's 
something that we work on a lot and are trying to do as much as we 
can about it. So, that’s the subject and it's kind of independent of 


these other subjects. 


Q Mr. Secretary, surrounding the President's visit 
there have been numerous demonstrations here, then we see the 
difficulties the two leaders have or the disagreements on Central 
American policy, and this difficult discussion and review that you 

on security. Has this visit, in a sense, merely 
highlighted the differences between the two nations? Have relations 
in any way not been improved by this? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: To the contrary. First of all, on the 
demonstrations, there was -- I don't know whether you saw it or not 
-- has been quite a demonstration of extreme friendliness as the 
President's motorcade has gone around through the streets of Madrid 
and through the road that leads out to where he's staying -- large 
crowds, very friendly -- as -- smiling and waving and so forth, 
American flags. It's been a -- very, very friendly reception. 


Now, quite a number of Spaniards, when I've asked about 
that have said, well, that -- is expressing our feelings and, as a 
matter of fact, the demonstrations they feel were organized by what 
they describe as # small minority and they're quite embarrassed about 
them and to a certain extent the outpouring of goodwill and 
friendship and so on that you see all along the streets all day long 
oe I don't know where you've been -- is, in some ways, a reaction to 


Q -- shopping? (Laughter.) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wow, as far as the talks themselves 
go, I would say, first of all, that the Spanish know how to work the 
Gaylights out of you when you come bere. I've been in discussion 
practically since the moment I arrived and the President has been in 
@ great many. They've been very full, very substantive, lots of 
different subjects covered and the general spirit of them has been a 











constructive and positive spiri* throughout. 


Q Bas either Gonzalez or the King apologized for the 
earlier demonstrations -- there were hundreds and thousands of 
Spaniards in the streets on Sunday. That is a matter of record. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't know what your crowd 
estimate -- when you say it's a matter of record -- and I know people 
do crowd estimates and can vary, but at any rate -- 


Q About 500,000. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But st rate, what I saw was what I 
saw when I was here, and I'm just report to you what I saw and 
what I felt in the meetings. 


Q Mr. Secretary oo 


MR. SIMS: On that happy noce, would you like to end, or 
will you take one sore? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: On that happy note -- I am seven 
minutes late for the joint commission meeting. I don't want to have 
the Spanish feel that they have been insulted by the press. 


Q Let me just ask a question -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: All right, a parting question. 


Q Speaker O'Neill says that Ortega's trip to Moscow 
has embarrassed many hous: Democrats and he believes sentiment is 
turning eround for some sort of aid now to the Contras, that suggests 


maybe in a couple of weeks he'll schedule a vote. What kind of 
resolution? In other words, what kind of aid would you like to see 


the House vote on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'd like to see them vote on the 
proposition that was put to then. 


Q What? There were so many resolutions -- 


Q Which one? 


SDCRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, the Senate voted on a proposition 
and -- but we'll have to go back and reformulate and discuss and see 
“~~ we've been away -- and I read the account of the Speaker's comment 
and I thought it was a very interesting comment. 


Q Did the President turn down the offer of a Cuban 
cigar? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I've got to go to my meeting. All we 
60 is go to meetings. I've got to go to my meeting. 


G Why did the President turn down the cigar? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Why did he turn down -- he doesn't 
smoke cigars. (Laughter.) 


MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 


END 5:04 P.M. (L) 
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MR. SIMS: Could we hold the noise down, please. We're 
going to start this briefing. And if we can't hold it down, we're 
— to ask those who are on the sidelines doing the talking to 

eave. 


Q Right on. 


Q Bob, what's the decision on texts? When do we get 
them? 


MR. SIMS: We'll get the texts for you as soon as it's 
available. It is not available now. But you know it -- we'll do our 
best. 


MR. MCFARLANE: That introduction reminds mc, I used to 
have a gunnery sergeant when I was in the Marine Corps that used to 
muster the platoo before I came out in the morning. And if they 
were unruly or otherwise not up to snuff, he would notify them that 
there would be no liberty until morale improved. And I think Gunny 
Sims has said the right thing here. (Laughter.) 


Q Give us a story. Shultz didn't do it. 
Q -- this on the record -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Tomorrow afternoon in Strasbourg before the European 
Parliament, the President will deliver a major address in which he 
will present a definitive framework -- 


Q -- can't hear. 
Q Shhbh. 
Q Can you start again, please? 


Q They're saying they can't hear. I can't imagine 
why. (Laughter.) 


MR. MCFARLANE: Tomorrow afternoon in Strasbourg before 
the European Parliment, the President will deliver a major speech in 
which he will present a definitive framework for the conduct of 
U.S.-Soviet relations in the late 20th Century. 


The speech comes at a time of consicerable importance in 
terms of the historic setting, a setting in which, from the American 
point of view, we have pursued in the past generations extremes of 
policy between poles involving confrontation during the Cold War, in 
more recent periods in the late ‘70's of, some would say, naivete and 
expectations on Soviet goodwill, serious intent, restrained behavior, 
which have not proven out. 














Drawing on this experience, and at a time in which there 
is new leadership in the Soviet Union, the President will present 
what he believes to be the basis for an enduring, stable relationship 
in which peace can be maintained, tensions reduced in a world 
fashioned in which our values can prosper. 


We cover briefly the opening of the speech, which, in 
consideration of the audience, is devoted to a celebration of the 
40th anniversary of the ending of World War II, of V-E Day, of the 
beginning of peace and reconciliation. And the President will 
acknowledge and commend the sacrifice, the enormous destruction -- 
not commending that, but recalling it -- and commending the 
determination with which those who were charged with leadership in 
the post-war period devoted their attentions or energies to the 
construction of new institutions, institutions which were 
fundamentally different from those which had formerly dominated the 
European political scene, specifically unlike the 19th Century, in 
which countries fashioned marriages of convenience to establish 
balances of power which didn‘t endure. 


Today, NATO represents a different foundation, a 
foundation built upon, or of, shared common values. He contrasts 
this with the countries of Eastern Europe, which, in the post-war 
period, have been victimized by a foreign-imposed systen. 


Finally, in this section of the speech, he commencs the 
leadership represented by Churchill, Monnet, Schuman, De Gasperi, 
Truman, Marshall. 


The purpose of this opening session is to evoke in 
Europe, at a time when many are expressing certain pessimisa, the 
so-called “Eurosclerosis,” that we have done it before and we can 
surely do it again. ‘“It* being rallying of our own people to make 
the necessary sacrifices for peace to assure stability and to conduct 
our affairs with the Soviet Union in a more stable way. 


The President then turns to his central theme of the 
speech by contrasting the purpose that these leaders faced in the 
past two generations, versus the problem we face today. And he says, 
and I quote, “Their challenge was to reb”"ild a democratic Burope 
under the shadow of Soviet power. Our task, in some ways even more 
daunting is to keep the peace with an ever more powerful Soviet 
Union, to introduce greater stability in our relationship with it and 
to live together in a world in which our values can proposer." 


Each of those three points is then developed in greater 
length in what follows. 


First of all, with regarc to how to keep the peace with 
the Soviet Union, how to deter, the President says that just as our 
forebearers learned from the failures of the war in the pre-war 
period, so can we learn from their successes. And specifically, with 
regard to deterrence, the past two generations have reflected that we 
have, indeed, been able to deter, that from about the time of the 
formation of NATO for the next 25 years we were able to maintain a 
relatively restrained Soviet behavior. The President posits several 
possible reasons for that: The quality of our diplo.acy, the 
strength of our economies, the strengths of allied cohesion. But he 
says, at the end of the day, probably the greatest single element in 
assuring that deterrence was strength, anc specifically, strategic 
nuclear power. 


He then develops, however, the historical setting in 
which that strategic nuclear superiority eroced to a condition, in 
the mid-'70's of approximate parity. And he does this to point out 
that that significant change was significant because it was 
accompanied by a very definite change in Soviet behavior, that it 
isn't so much a matter of how many beans are on both sides -- or 
missiles or warheads -- as it is how that relative balance affects 
Soviet behavior. And he asserts that the affect of parity -- as 
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= to eapesseente -- was to make the Soviet Union such sore 
willing to risks. And that we saw this willingness expressed 
indirectly or directly in places like Angola, Ethiopia, South Yemen, 
Indo-China, Nicaragua, and the direct use of Soviet power in 


Afghanistan. ° 


How, the question that this evokes, naturally, is are you 
prescribing that we should return to a time of strategic nuclear 
superiority. The President says in response to that licit point, 
“That is not my view. We cannot and should not seek to builé our 
peace and freedom perpetually upon the basis of expanding nuclear 
arsenals." Continuing the quote: “In the short run, we have no 
alternative but to compete with the Soviet Union in this field, not 
in the pursuit of superiority, but merely of balance. It is thus 
essential that the United States maintain a modern and survivable 
nuclear capability in each leg of the strategic triad -- sea, land 
and air-based. It is similarly important that France and Great 
Britain maintain and modernize their independent strategic 
capabilities. The Soviet Union, however, does not share our view of 
what constitutes a stable nuclear balance. It has chosen instead to 
build nuclear forces clearly designed to strike first and thus to 
Gisare their adversary. The Soviet Union is now moving towaré 
deployment of new mobile MIRVed missiles which have these 
capabilities, plus the potential to avoid detection, monitoring or 
arms control verification. In doing this, the Soviet Union is 
undermining stability and the basis for sutual deterrence." 


I draw your attention in particular to the reference to 
mobile MIRVed missiles because this, in the President's view, is a 
problem, a new dimension of the strategic tion, which is 
particularly difficult to deal with. For if the United States faces 
the possible deployment of MIRVed systems, land-based MIRVed systems, 
which can move about, anc by that mobility avoid detection, one can 
imagine the time in which the President would be faced during a 
crisis with not knowing how many or the location of Soviet strategic 
nuclear power. This is an intolerable condition, a condition which 
presents 
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~~A second each theoretically would be for the United 
States to bulld up. With regard to that, t, the President 
an le alternative? Bven if this 
by the West, it would produce a less-stable 
strategic balance than the one we have today. Must we sccept an 
process of nuclear arms competition? I don't think so. We 
need a better guarantee of peace than that.* 


The President then turns to an approach which he thinks 
holds some ise of meeting the problem. And that is, if the 
Soviets will not reduce and the Americans don't choose to build up in 
order to te for this imbalance, it is sensible to deternine 
whether we might develop defensive systems which could compensate for 
this lopsided Soviet advantage. 


The Presicent then goes into a treatment of the several 
terms for the conduct of the SDI program, and makes clear first that 
it will take time, that during this research effort we will consult 
closely with our allies and welcome their participation, that he 
understands and accepts the obligation at such po nt at which 
Gecisions are necessary to discuss with our aliies and to discuss and 
to negotiate with the Soviet Union any ultimate deployment. 


But with regard to this first ma theme, can we keep 
the peace, the Presicent expresses his confi that we can 
maintain effective deterrence. But that evokes a larger question -- 
surely we can aspire to more than maintaining a state of nighly armed 
truce in international politics. The question before us y is 
whether we have learned from the mistakes of the 1970's and can 
undertake a stable and peaceful relationship with the Soviet Union 
based upon effective deterrence and the reduction of tensions. I 
believe we can. I believe we have learned that fruitful cooperation 
between the Soviet Union must be accompanied by successful 
yee mgt eo in areas, particularly Third World areas, where the 
Soviet Union has not yet been prepared to act with restraint. 


And at that point he charts the basic framework that will 
guide rican policy in U.&S.-Soviet relations in the years shead. 
There are six basic pillars of this policy. The first is that while 
we will maintain deterrence to preserve the peace, the United States 
will make a steady, sustained effort to reduce tensions and solve 
problems in its relations with the Soviet Union. 


Second, the United States is prepared to conclude fair, 
itable, and verifiable agreements for arms reduction, above all 
with regard to strategic nuclear offensive forces. 


Third, the United States will insist upon compliance with 
eo agreements, both for their own sake and to strengthen confidence 
n the possibility of future accords. 


Fourth, the United States seeks no unilateral advantage, 
and, of course, can accept none on the Soviet side. 


Fifth, the United States will proceed in full 
consultations with its allies, recognizing that our fates are 








intertwined and we must act in unity. The United States does not 
seek to undermine or change the Soviet system, nor to impinge upon 
the security of the Soviet Union. At the same time, it will resist 
attempts by the Soviet Union to use or threaten force against others 
or to impose its system on others by force. 


He then notes that the Soviet Union has much to gain 
through joining with us in this program devoted to reducing tensions, 
but he says that there are obstacles that are very apparent to a 
successful pursuit of this policy. He points out, for example, 
recent examples of Soviet behavior which reflect a far different view 
of the value of human life and of civil and military relations in the 
Soviet Union, citing both the KAL situation and the recent killing of 
Major Nicholson. 


And so he proposes that as an exercise of good faith, of 
testing the commitment on the Soviet side to the reduction of 
tensions, four specific measures that involve better communication 
between the militaries of our countries, and specifically that ve 
undertake to position observers from both sides at military exercises 
being conducted by the other, that we renew the President's former 
pledge to talk seriously about the Soviet proposal for a declaration 
-- or reaffirming a declaration on the non-use of force if the Soviet 
Union will translate that declaration in principle to concrete deeds. 


He proposes that we establish a practice of exchanges 
between the military leaders on both sides -- Secretary of Defense, 
the Chairmen with their counterparts in the Soviet Union -- and 
finally, that we establish a joint military communications link for 
the exchange of military information between our country and the USSR 
in a timely way which over time could involve -- or could become a 
precursor to effective crisis resolution centers in both countries. 


The President then turns to the second leading theme of 
his speech, which is devoted to European unity. And in this speech 
he states that the United States is committed not only to the 
security of Curope -- we are committed to the recreation of a larger 
and more genuinely European Europe. The United States is committed 
not only to a partnership with Europe, but to an end to the 
artificial division of Europe. But in this context we do not deny 
any nation's legitimate interest and security. We share the basic 
aspirations of all of the ,° of Europe -- freedom, prosperity, 
and peace. But when families are divided and people are not allowed 
to maintain normal human ané cultural contacts, this creates 
international tension. Only in a system in which all feel secure and 
sovereign can there be lasting and secure peace. 


The Presicent then develops his ideas for how this 
process can be nurtured over time. 


The President closes his speech in expressing his 
confidence in the promise of democracy, that it will flourish. He 
cites activities in both Europe and the United States since his 
speech to the British Parliament of two years ago ** -- activitics 
such as, in the United States the formation of the National Endowment 
for Democracy, in which our foundation institutions like labor and 
business have received funds from the Congress to be used in training 
overseas counterparts in the establishment of basic institutions of 
democracy in developing countries. He refers as well to the 
Strasbourg Initiative in which twenty-one countries have undertaken 
tae a efforts in sponsoring democratic institutions in developing 
countries. 


And he ends on an expression of optimism that -- 
recalling our history of the past two generations and the enormous 
success that is represented by our strength, our economy, the 
enduring peace we have enjoyed -- that it can endure. 


I would be glad to take your questions now. 


** June 1982 
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Q In all due respect, what is new in the speech? 
* MR. MCFARLANE: I think first of all that it is important 
ce 


at a tise lebration, but a time of look back to quite a broad 
spectrus approaches to dealing with the et Union that we draw 
upon the his of that period to say, between those what 
works and what not. And the President is doing for that 
reason as well as to send a signal to the new Soviet leadership of 
reaffirmation of the wish to solve problems and that our policies 
SS Oe eet ns eee ee ok on one 


speeches I have ever 
heard the President present. I thought it was to be «a 
speech of peace and reconciliation, and a basic olive branch. You 
are calling Nizon, Kissinger naive, you are rejecting the whole past, 
rejecting parity, rejecting detente and so forth. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Helen, I beg to differ. I would never 
call one of my predecessors naive. (Laughter.) 


Q You'll see that on tonight, I assure you. 
(Laughter.) 


Q Keep going. 
Q Have you answered the question. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I am sorry. I hope I didn't convey by 
what I have said here that this is -- 


Q I think it is a very tough speech. It is a very 
hard-line speech. And you are implying that the Soviets now have 
superiority in terms of the mobile missile. 


Q Question? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Helen is asserting that what I have 
said I have characterized a very tough + I believe that you 
will find, with a carefull yo it must be ay own 
saaee lation that gives you a different impression -- that this is a 

which says, we can certainly maintain the peace and we can, at 
the 8 same time, solve problems and make this a more stable peace in 
the years ahead. This will involve expanded cooperation with the 
Soviet Union just as it will surely involve competition of ideas, 
particularly in developing countries. But it is a speech which says 
he is committed to peace and to the resolution of problems and that 
he is confident that we can succeed in that effort. 


Q It is a speech that sounds like he is saying he 
would have been just as e happy. though, if the U.S. had maintained 
nuclear superiority. & proper conclusion to draw from what 
you have said? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, I Gon't think that it is. 
Q Why not? 


MR. MCFARLANE: First of all, it is just not the way the 
President feels. He believes strongly that it is an illusion to 
believe you can assure a stable peace in the late 20th century by 
relying upon more building of offensive systems. And I think he has 
said that many, many times. So his course is not at all to seek 
superiority, but to look for a better way, which is to go toward 
non-nuclear systems. 


Q Could you explain that -- what you said -- that 
third point about the exchange between military leaders extending to 
the Secretaries of Defense? Do you mean them just coming over and 
saying -- you are not going to have OJT or anything, are you? 

















suggest 
is excruciatingly detailed about each of these confidence-build 
measures that you will get in just a moment, and i 
their historical derivation, where they were first introduced, what 
they provide for, and all of that. 
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Q It is not embargoed? 
MR. MCFARLANE: It is embargoed. 
Q You are not embargoed, but this is? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The proposition in its original fora -- 
and this goes back to the U.N. speech of last fall -- proposed that 
the military leaders on both sides -- today that would be Secretary 
Weinberger and Minister Sokclow -- get together and, perhaps, as one 
idea, exchange five-year posceneseae of defense procurement anc 
plans, and as well to talk in detail about weapons procurement and 
what the trends are in our country and theirs. Separately the joint 
communications -- military communications link involves just the 
exchange of information on operational matters from day to day. 


Q Sir, can you tell us whether there are any limits on 
the commitment that you mentioned that the United States will resist 
aggressive force versus others. For instance, are we putting our 
blanket of protection, for instance, over Eastern Eur if the 
Soviets threaten to keep the European nations and we pledging to 
cesist that by force? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President didn't have any particular 
locale in mind when he said that. His point was that we cannot 
tolerate the uninhibited expansion of Soviet 

















that the blanket really ies to countries that 
the orbit? 


Q We're not pledging force to do anything about 
rolling back the -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: Mo, and that's a very good point. This 
is not a speech in which he has searched -- there will be a 
liberation oc anything of that kind. In fact, he explicitly says we 
respect the concern of each country for security. Rick? 


Q But, when he talks about the Soviet MIRVed Mobile 
Missiles, specifically what missiles is he talking about and what 
time frame is he talking about when this will become a threat, or is 
he saying that this is an imbelance that exists already in this area? 


MR. MCFARLAME: He's talking about the SEX-24. This 
system is not yet deployed, but it is a system which has been 
undergoing tests, and if deployed, as it appears likely, in «@ sobile 
fashion would exponentially complicate the problems of deterrence and 
of armas control as well. San? 


Q You talked about the speech in London, the 
Westminster speech, and in that speech he talked about the Soviet 
system eventually ending up on the ash heap of history. (A) Is 
there any language in this speech making a prodiction ahead about the 
Soviet system? And (B): Is there any reference, however fleeting, 
to the Soviet contribution to V-E Day and the end of the war in 
Europe? 


MC. MCPARLASE: Mo and no. His focus here is what ought 
to be the conduct of the West, as opposed to what are the probless 
within tne system in the East and he doesn't deal with Soviet V-E Day 
cummemorations. Chris? 


Q When we were in Santa Barbara, I think it was, 

Gorbachev made a proposal on INF cuts that nettled, I think, a lot of 
administration officials who fault that it showed bad faith because it 
was an old previousiy rejected proposal and I think it was called 
“pusiness as usual". Mow, the President is about to remake some 
proposals that have been rejectod by the Soviets, and we're told it's 

to be an indication of good faith on his part. Isn't there 
4a contradiction there and why shouldn't they regard it as business as 
usual in the same way we regard their previously rejected propusals? 


MR. ACPAKLANE: That's a good point. with regard to the 
IMF proposals, and separately the START and space proposals -- 
centered on a concept of moratorium, these were proposals that have 
been answered by tha United States in some considerable length and 
detail which we pointed out the problems of why these were not 
Helpful to stability or helpful to the aras control process or froze 
in place significant imbalances. In short, we have dealt seriously 
with these. Huw, today or tomorrow, the President is pointing out 
that we've had some things on the table. We believe that they are 
valid. We don't believe they've gotten a serious hearing. And in 
the context of one more example in which had we had them, we sight 
have avoided violence -- he's calling for a reconsideration and sone 
progress. Jin? 





Q Are you, or will the President describe the S&X-24 
MORE 








as a violation of START -- to develop it, but not yet deployment? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, the short answer is no. We have 
treated the SSX-25 as a second new type and that’s on the public 
record. The issue here is not it’s standing as a violation, but 
rather its strategic significance once deployed, and introducing a 
fundamentally destabilizing element into the equation here. All the 
way in the back and then over here? 


Q Can we read the four specific proposals at the end 
as, in effect, tie nucleus of a U.S. summit agenda on items on which 
the two Presidents could agree after a fairly short period of 
preparation? 


MR. HCPARLANE: They are not intended in that context. 
One would hope that these could be addressed in the short term and 
some progress made that wouldn‘t need 
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the difference -- the Midgetman was a one-warhead sissile and the 
SS-24° is a MIRV. Is6 that the difference? 

MR. MCPARLAME: It is, and it's a terribl 
Gifference. i's sorry, I should have treated that earlier. It is 
one thing in which the two sides agree to limit the lani-hased 
arsenals to a certain number of single warhead systess because it is 
manageable to consider the sobility of 1,000, just for an . 
single-warhead systems, which could not cover the entire U.S. target 


reserve. And i 
Gestabilising condition. 


Q Bud -- 
MR. MCPARLAME: One over here and then to Charlie. 


Q On the same subject, from a Soviet silitary 
command's spective, wouldn't fear the same threat frosm 
Trident D-2 missiles? They're mobile, they're concealed, and they're 
a MIRV. 


MR. MCFARLANE: The answer to that kind of probles is 
that -- 


Q What was the question? 


M MCFARLANE: Firs. of all, wouldn't the Soviet Union 
see the same problem posed by the U.S. D-S deployments? A D-S is a 
submarine-based missile which will have a prompt hard-target 
capability due to come out at the turn of the Cecade here -- 1990 of 
s>. 


Q And will be MIRV‘ dA? 
MR. MCFARLANE: That's correct. 


Piret of all, what you get out of a lan‘-based systes in 
the way of alert rates and capanpility in terms of ready warheads with 
which can communicate extremely well, with high confidence, and 
with high conficence that they will o11 function properly is vory, 
very high. We hope that the Tricent systom will have many of those 
qualities, but none of us preten! that you would over get the alert 
rates and tho level of warheads on station to give you an equivalent 
capability that you would give out of a similar nusher of systems on 
land. 


And there are other command and control issues which are 
intrinsic to submarine-based systems that aff ct their performance, 
anc I wouldn't go beyond that. But they are qualitatively different 
from land-based systems, both in how many of them you can have on 
staticn at a given moment, communicating with them, and confidence in 
their performance. 


Andrea? 

q -- follow-up on Helen: What in the speoch looks 
forward toward better relations or improved communication with the 
Soviets in a non-military sense? 

















idence 
enjoy great Denefit from expanded cooperati 
that whether one talks of trade or 
of these kinds of things, that the benefit to the peopl: will 
be quite high, but that transcending those aa 
wth ly FEE VE in the 
behavior of each country that will 
miscalculation by either side in a 


Lou? 


Q -- Bud, would you say this speech is addressed to -- 
is cast this way partly because there is this new Sovict leadership 
which we want to say all these things to? Has there been any 
indication, diplomatically or in any other » that the Soviets are 
receptive to this approach? In other words, is this really « 
communication to them as well as to the European Parliament because 
we know they're interested in some bettering of relations or not? 


MR. MCPARLANE: It is a communication to the Soviet 
leadership. It isn't premise’ upon any signal or 
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bear 
- had 
cummunicated ip and negotiations and , when 
the Soviats go public on the whole eras nepet FF gh. 
criticise thes. Is your frustration and of negotiators so 
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ser 
MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I'm glad mention the public 

pressure. That is not his intention. The fact that the President is 

eggregating four things which are well-known is not 

that to create a test of wills at all. Se is saying that, at 

that there is some stress over this particular part of the 

relationship, here are some ideas. If have some others, let's 

talk about those. So it isn't an idea of ant pocemaeesye it's to 

try to elicit some ideas and to say that we think 

important issue and we'd like to so 


Yes? 


Q On the SSX-24 missile, when is ~~ y estimate that 
initial deployrents will occur and also, sessuming t the 

goes ahead, how long do you estimate it wil. be before the President 
faces this, what you call an “intolerable situation" of facing -- of 
not knowing where their first-strike missiles would be and worrying 
about them having enough that they can deal thew out at first 


strike? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I really couldn't deal precisely 
with dates on that. It's a matter of some intelligence proportion -- 


Q ~~ round figures so we get an idea of what -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: I shall. 

It is in a -- an edvanced state of testing and one could 
expect deployment -- I don't mean to be facetious -- but in the not 
Giatant future, but a future, a window, still susceptible to 


infivence in arms control talks, and that's why reference to it is 
timely right now. That about all I can say. 

















Q You mean we're -- can’t you give us « more precise 
time frame? 


Q -— given what you just -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Well, to do so indicates our own state 


of knowledge about the state of testing and intelligence sources an‘ 
methods and I just don*t think I can go beyond this. 


Q Given your description ot the threat of the SSxX-24, 
—* your people make «a terrible mistake in abandoning the sobile 
ux 


Q Yes -- say yes. 


. MR. MCPARLAME: I think for the same reason -- first of 
all, they are different concepts. The concept -- 


Q Wouldn’t that have been the equal of the SSxX-247? 


HMR. NCPARLANE: Well -- no, it wouldn't have and let se 
explain why. To deploy MX in a configuration such as the sultiple 
aim point, but which is contained within finite limits than can be 
targeted by the other side, albeit at 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S VISIT TO PORTUGAL 
AND HIS SPEECH TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 


The Meridien Hotel 
Lisbon, Portugal 


9:03 P.M. (L) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am here to talk about 
Portugal. And there was a meeting this evening between President 
Eanes and President Reagan. They briefly met alone and then the 
meeting was expanded. 


The principal subject discussed was Southern Africa. 
President Eanes has recently returned from a private visit to 
Mozambique where he met with Samora Machel. He briefed the President 
on that visit and talked about Portuguese views toward Mozambique. 
The President asked him a few questions and then went on to say that 
the United States, like Portugal, believes that there are signs -- 
Clear signs that Mozambique is moving toward a stance of genuine 
non-alignment, that both Portugal and the United States should 
support this trend. 


There was, toward the end of their meeting, a really very 
brief allusion to Central America, with President Eanes saying that 
in approaching the governments in Central America and the Marzist 
governments in Mozambique and Angola that e clear distinction should 
be made, that the Marxist governments in Africa are probably sore 
interested in contacts with the West and non-aligned positions than 
the government in Nicaragua. 


And with that the meeting concluded. So I would be happy 
to try to answer any of your questions. 


Q What was the President's reaction to that last 
observation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- and I 
wouldn't want to try to speak for the President -- but I think that 
that certainly is consistent with our view, where we are trying to 
work with Mozambique and we are also in diplomatic discussions with 
the government of Angola to distance those governments from the 
Soviet Union. We have seen clear signals from the government in 
Mozambique that they would like to take a more non-aligned position. 
And it has been U.S. policy to try to move that along. At the sane 
time, as you know, we have a view of the government in Nicaragua 
which is that it is emerging as a standard Soviet-style totalitarian 
government. 


Q Could you please detail the sequence of events on 
the exchange of letters with the Soviet Union on V-E Day? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some months ago we were 
approached by the Soviet Union through diplomatic channels, and the 
suggestion was made that we exchange messages on V-E Day. We quickly 
learned that the Soviet Union had approached other governments in 
Western Europe with the same suggestion. We agreed to that idea and 
I think, as you have been told, we sent such a message from the 
Presigent to the Soviet government. 











Q When? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was delivered today, 
but I cannot tell you when it was sent. But it was -- 


Q Sent to who? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It went to the Soviet 
General Secretary Gorbachev. And we assumed -- let me just finish 
here -- we assumed that we were 

















going to receive a similar message. We were informed, again, through 
Giplomatic channels that because of undefined reasons such & sessage 
would not be sent from the Soviet leader. 


Q How about other Western European countries? Do you 
know whether any one other than the U.&8. -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have just seen press 
reports that the British have exchanged messages. But that's just 
the press reports. 


Q Do you think it has any relationship to the advance 
information on the content of the President's speech today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really wouldn't know, 
Andrea. 


Q What's the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviets -- The 
question was, was the Soviet decision based on some advance knowledge 
of the Soviet speech today. And, of course, as I said, they didn't 
explain why. 6&0 I can't really -- it would just be speculation on ay 
part. 


Q It was our decision to send a message, made after 
questions were raised at briefings here about the lack ‘of a reference 
to Soviet -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our decision to send a 
message was made over two weeks ago. 


Q Do you think it had anything to do with the United 
States not taking part in the Elbe ceremonies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again -- 
Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Was -- Did it have 
anything to do with the fact the United States did not take place in 
the ceremonies at Torgau -- the Elbe ceremonies. Again, that would 
be speculation. I would just note that we were only told recently 
that the Soviets were not going to exchange messages. And of course 
the Torgau ceremony was -- some week -- ten days ago. So, again, I 
rd = iets did not tell us, or explain, why they decided not to 

this. 


Q -- what do you make of all this? Or to put it 
shortly: 60 what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
analysis for why they decided not to send this message. 


Q The wires are carrying the text of a telegram that 
looks to us like it is @ response, indeed, to this message. Are you 
aware of this? And did you talk about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of it. 
I'll be interested to see it. 


Q Do you know at what point in your discussions with 
the Portuguese will the base at Lajes come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It did not come up 
tonight. And 1 think that we have no real plans to raise it 
ourselves. We are very satisfied with how the U.S. -- the broad 
U.&.-Portuguese security relationship is going. We signed an 
agreement -- the Secretary of State, when he was here in 1983 signed 
an 8-year agreement that included -- covered Lajes on the Azores. 


























That agreement -- Eight years, of course, will not run out until 
_ so we, of course, if it comes up, we'll be prepared to address 
t. 


Q -- one sore on the Soviet thing. You said -- or 
your colleague said that the U.S. was informed on Monday the Soviets 
would not respond. Did that indication from Moscow come after the 
adainistration began discussing the substance of the speech that was 
to be delivered today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The indication came 
through diplomatic channels in Washington. I just couldn't say. I'd 
have to -- you'd have to trace that back. And I don't know what tine 
of the day it came. I think -- sy own personal view, that is, trying 
to describe a link between today's speech and the Soviet decision, 
knowing how cumbersome the Soviet bureaucracy is in reaching 
Gecisions, is -- and -- is a little far-fetched. 


Q When did the Soviets find out that our Ambassador 
would not show up at their V-E Day thing tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That isn't correct. 
There are a series of -- Let me first of all tell you what will 
happen and won't happen on V-E Day. There are a series of events on 
V-E Day. Our Ambassador plans to lay a wreath in the cererzonies on 
V-E Day. He plans to attend a reception, a diplomatic reception, 
which I understand that Mr. Gorbachev will be present. What 

















our Ambassador is not going to do is attend a military parade on V-E 


Day. And that is consistent with our policy since the Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan that we do not attend silitary parades. I 
might say that that policy is reinforced -- was reinforced by the 
killing of Major Nicholson. 


On when those decisions were taken, they were taken, I 
mee rm roughly ten days ago, and the Soviets were informed at 
that time. 


Q So we did receive word from the Soviets on Monday, 
is that right, through diplomatic channels? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's -- I can't 
remember precisely, but if Larry told you Monday, I think that's 
correct. It was early this week. 


Q Can you discuss the -- today's speech and whether 


you think the message got through despite the protests, or how you 
would characterize the reception he received? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would say, first 
of all, that the -- some of the heckling was not unusual for either 
the European Parliament or European parliaments in general. The 
speech is obviously, while it was given at the European Parliament, 
is directed toward a very broad audience which includes not only 
Western European public, but European governments to Eastern European 
governments, the Soviet Union, and the public in the Usited States. 
So I think it's -- would be a little presumptuous for me to say that 
the -- whether or not the message got through. 


This speech was a very serious, thoughtful speech. And 
it is going to take some time, I think, for people to examine it, to 
Study it. We expect foreign governments to spend some tine 
reflecting on it. And so it provides a basis for continuing 
discussions, not only with our allies but for talking with the 
Soviets. It provides a basis for Secretary Shultz, for example, to 
discuss a wide range of issues with Foreign Minister Gromyko next 
Tuesday in Vienna. 


Q Can you share with us anything about what the 
President's reaction was afterward? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the 
President was pretty upbeat after the speech. He felt, I think, that 
the -- he had handled the situation well. 


Q Had he been briefed ahead of time on the probability 
of the posters and the walk-out? Had he been given in advance some 
suggestions as to how to respond to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of either 
any specific briefing that he received on the possibility of 
hecklers, but -- I mean, I've known in the past -- I remember being 
with the President in 1982 when he addressed the Bonn summit and 
there were hecklers during that statement. I remember being in the 
Irish Parliament last June and there were hecklers there. And I 
think the President, as he, himself, has said, he's pretty used to 
handling those situations and he's pretty good at it. 


Q His response was to accuse the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To answer your second 
ogy ves -- I'm not aware of any contingency planning that was Gone 
or dealing with the hecklers. I assume, because I *t know 
otherwise, that what you saw was an ad lib performance. 


Q His response in the speech, at the end of the 
speech, was to, in effect, accuse the hecklers of advocating some 
kind of form of government that would not allow them to heckle. Is 











it your view that the hecklers were advocates of the Soviet-style 
totalitarian government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's -- I don't 
have a view on that. I think the President spoke and ¢i:sse are his 


remarks. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 9:15 P.M. (L) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President is just now concluding a 
trip of great importance. He has dealt on this trip with tough, 
difficult and real issues -- issues that are of historic SS 


and of enduring significance. His painful walk the past in 
raany and the conflicting emotions that it brought 4 in all 

8 accompanied by the President's courageous assertion of 
reconciliation. 


The return to democracy -- something of such great and 
deep significance celebrated in Spain and Portugal, and marked es it 
is by the entry of these two countries into the European cosmsunity, 
is a matter of great importance. The President has epoken about the 
Givision of Europe and the process of European unification and, of 
course, has given a reaffirmation of American support for 2 a 
unity. And, in terms of contemporary issues, the progr 
nl ER RR Ay Ay? > ® 
fight against protection and the need to keep the process of opening 
markets going forward was very widely supported, in fact, ted 
by every participant in the Bonn summit and for that matter, in the 
two countries we visited since. 


While wo were disappointed that the French did not agree 

on the date of the start of a new round, there's no doubt that 
considerable additional somentum for that was created. And in ters 
of the political statement in Bonn, the support for the U.8. efforts 
in Geneva was manifest and, as an added issue that came out of the 
discussions themselves among the heads of state, the emerging and 
= recognition of the importance of the et problem and tho 
mportance of working, both in terms of curtailing its use and 
curtailing the production and distribution of drugs and getting after 
the drug traffickers, I think is a matter of great interest and 
importance. 


The themes I think were stated by the President in his 
specch this morning. Freedom is right: freedom works. 


Q Do you think that Gorbachov's statement is hard-line 
and hurts the whole process of detente? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Does everybody hear the -- 

Q No sir. 

Q No. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Do I think that Mr. Gorbachev's 
aus hard-line and something the process of detente. What was 


Q Hurte. 
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Q That would hurt the -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Hurt the process of detente. 
Q But, if not detente than of -- 
-- peace. 
Q -- more understanding -- improved relations. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There were a number of epenenenss 
Mr. Gorbachev that were critical and which we reject. I choose to 
point in his statement to us his statement that he would “never 
forget” the efforts of the Western allied powers to supply Sovict 
forces during World War II, and that the wartime alliance 
that, in his words, “socially opposite states could work together in 
seeking a common ain.” 


The President in his message struck the same note in his 
letter to Mr. Gorbachev in saying that wartise cooperation had 
Cemonstrated that, despite our d ae we can join together in 
successful common efforts. 


Now, I think that with respect to the Soviet Union and in 
the discussions that we had with all of our allies, of course 
highlighted in Bonn, is the common assessment of the approach that 
the allies take to our relationship with Soviet Union -- realisa, 
strength and solidarity as the basis for a renewed dialogue. 


Q Do you plan to take any specific new proposals to 
your meeting with Mr. Gromyko next week or is it going to be more of 
@ restatement of the U.S. position across the board? 


SECRETARY SIIULTZ: Well, the President stated somo 
propositions in his in Strasbourg and we have had an + oe 
dialogue with the Soviet Union both directly with Mr. Gromyko 
Washington and a little bit with Mr. Gorbachev when wo met and 
through letters, and we'll basically pick up in that agenda. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 


Q Mr. Secretary, what about sore ifically the 
comments in his speech about the United States being a menace and 
having a negative effect cn foreign policy? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, if -- we feel that freedom is 
not a menace, economic development is not ao menace, readiness to 
agree to drastic reductions in nuclear weaponry is not a menace -- 
these are all positive things. These are the things the United 
States stands for. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- why -- you pointed some things in 
Gorbachev's spoech that you say you reject, but in the President's 
speech yosterday there were Clearly some things that took some shots 
at the Soviets. Why can't both sides, siaply — said we're going 
to keep our powler dry, then make speeches that 4d only on the 
positive aspects of trying to reduce tensions? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have to always be realistic about 
What is going on, and when we sce gross injustice we have to be ready 
to speak about it. For example, there is undoubtedly 4 severe 
restrictions on emigration {rom the Soviet Union. There is 
undoubtedly a strong wave of anti-Semitism in the Sovet Union, just 
to take a couple of examples. And I think it would be a great 
mistake for us not to continue to point things of that kind up 
privately as well as publicly. And I could go through other issues 
-- regional issues, arms control issues and other things. 
Afghanistan -- Afghanistan is a country invaded by the Soviet Union. 
They have been there now for five to six years and the results of 
their occupation of Afghanistan have been devastating to the people 
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shift our policy around. We have to put our policy in place in terms 
of the way we see it what's good for us and approach it on that 


basis. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President seemed to be more 
specific in his Strasbourg speech when he said, “I directed the 
Secretary of State to engage with the Soviet Union an extended agenda 
of problem-solving.” What specifically are those problems to be 
solved? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is a well-known, wide range of 
problems that we have been working on and will continue to work on. 
The President put a few specific things forward in his speech, Sut 
there are a great many issues involved in different regions around 
the world which cause us great concern. Obviously, there are a broad 
range of armas control issues, particularly the ones being discussed 
in Geneva, but not only those. 


There are many bilateral issues, some of which seem to be 
in a condition that they're at least potentially resolvable. And, of 
course, there are our concerns, anyway, about matters.that we call 
human rights, which we think we're entitled to discuss because of the 
Soviet agreement to the Helsinki Final Act, let alone the moral 
grounds on which those stand. 


Could I follow that up? Are you going to bring up 
the Major Nicholson killing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course. 


Q Mc. Secretary, the Portuguese have criticized you on 
the question of the problem of East Timor. Have you indicated -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The problem of what? 


Q East Timor. Have you indicated any backing off on 
your support for Indonesia on this question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The subject was mentioned but was not 
@ pacticular issue in our discussions, and as far as we are 
concerned, we try to be as helpful as we can and when I see the 
Foreign Minister of Indonesia there is sometimes some discussion of 
it but we have not had any particular discussion of that issue here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, co you think this has been a 
successful trip for the President? 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question was, do I think this has 
been a successful trip for the President. I think in the -- well, 
you can give your answer. Do you want me to give mine? I think in 
the most profound sense it has been a successful trip, and just 
speaking for myself as an individual in having taken part in many of 
these trips and being a part of this one it certainly has deepened my 
respect for the President's ability to take on these Jeep and 
difficult issues and to work with his counterparts on them and move 
them along in a constructive direction. In that sense this has been 
the most powerful trip that I have been on with the President. He 
has done an absolutely great job. 


Q Mr. Secretary, what would have to happen in your own 
meeting with Mr. Gromyko to make your trip a successful trip? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, you know. I am Secretary of 
State. My trips aren't successful. I just taik to people. 
(Laughter .) 


Q I mean, yOu are talking a discussion of issues. I 
mean, many of the proposals that the President made in his speech are 


a ———— 























very such like the proposals he made in September. There is noth 
ceally bsand new Bose. Seu coctetal tolé thes -- and 

has told -— what they think of the event. What do you 
eapest S O08 out Of gens eeeting USGS Ge. Geengte Se 6 way Chet 
would make your own trip to Vienna @ success? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: I think there is a problem in the 
assumption underlying your question. And the assumption seems to be 
that if we have taken a position and nothing has happened as a result 
of that, we should take some new position. I don't think that. 


Q Wo, I mean, if you hear the same old -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And it is important to reiterate and 
stand by important positions, which we are doing. Mow beyond that 
the President put forward some proposals -- and there are many others 
that have been put forward on other occassions -- so there is quite a 
range there. There is a big platter of things, and we are prepared 
papa them, and I hope that Mr. Gromyko will come prepared 
s acly. ; 


I, of course, recall that he and I have had some storay 
meetings and some difficult meetings. We have also bad several 
meetings in which 

















Some Germans said they re 
pretty well and wondered why there had to be reconciliation; that, in 
fact, it had reawakened old passions and enszities. Do you think the 
controversy over Bitburg will have a lingering after-effect on 
German-Aserican relations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that the controversy shows how 
important it is to face the past, to think about it, never to forget 
it; and at the same tise, to build in a forward way on all of the 
things that have been achieved and to recognise that the process of 
reconciliation is a continuing one and what we see is a kind of 
rededication to it. 


: 


I had the experience of sitting next to somebody at one 
of the events at the Strasbourg meeting, and the person I happened to 
sit next to -- I won't identify him -- happened to be from Germany. 
And I asked him -- not the way you put the question -- I asked his 
about his feelings. And he said -- he didn't anewer me directly. He 
said, “You know, I spent the day watchi these events on television 
with ay daughter who is in her sid-twenties. And as the day unfolded 
and concluded, she said that it had a profound impact on her because, 
while she had read about everything, somehow it case through to her, 
not so such in her sind but in her heart and her gut, the seaning of 
what took place in World War II, why reconciliation was difficult, 
and why it was important, and why the things that she saw around her 
and tended to take for granted were such sore significant and ~ 
difficult than she had appreciated.” 


And so, that's I recognize as one person. But it was an 
interesting little flash to me. And what it illustrates is here is «a 
father who was part of World War II and part of the reconciliation 
and the process that took place after it, but reporting on what «a 
person who was not around at that time felt and learned from this 
experience. So I think it is not out of the way at all to say that 
this has been a moving and deeply educational experience for 
everybody -- and I'll say, including me. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you and the President talked about 
reunification of Europe. Is that more than rhetoric? Is there a 
policy attached to those words that would help bring that about? And 
if not, isn't it irresponsible or dangerous to talk about the 
libsiation of Eastern Europe in the sense that it might create @ 
situation like that one of Hungary in 19567? 


SECRETAKY SITULTZ: We deeply believe that Europe should 
be one Burope. There should be freedom of soverment. The President 
Gidn't call for any change in frontiers. te called for a set of 
attitudes and relationships that would allow people to associate with 
each other, particularly people such as families and relationship in 
Germany or elsewhere in Europe. So that's the sort of thing that he 
had in mind. And I think conditions like that come about when people 
are free to choose their own form of government. And I think that, 
again, this is the sort of thing that is very desirable for everybody 
to know that's what we stand for. 


Now, nobody is trying to encourage actions that can't be 
sustained, but nevertheless, that flame of liberty and freedom should 
be kept up there. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President said in Strasbourg that 
while we're developing Star Wars, we would remain within the -- 




















SECRETARY SHULTE: I doubt thet he used that word. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Strategic Defense Initiative is the 
word you're looking for. (Leughter.) 


SECRETARY SHULTS: Okay. 


Q An@é eo that raises two questions. One, would we 
eS = Ie that what he's saying? And secondly, 


renew 
Goes it sean that we would abide by the ABM Treaty throughout the 


research stage of the SDI? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President wes referring to the ABN 
Treaty and the progras -- 
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Bow, I thi the to talk 
about in which we have tried engege the Union in Geneve end 
elsewhere is discussion of what « transition regine from reliance on 


ultimately on defensive deterrence, how 


you 
transition. That's « important matter for negotiation if we 
ever get to that point. ° t's what the President hed in sind. 
As fer as SALT II is concerned, tha is that 


one 
is being examined and the President will make a decision in due tine, 
and, no Goubt, in part related to what happens 
our view will be on SALT II. 


Q Mc. Secretary, are you going to the Middle East with 
new and specific ideas on how to advance the peace process, 
particularly in terms of bringing in King Hussein, or are you taking 
the temperature there? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we have -- we continuously take 
the temperature. And we've hed lots of discussions with leaders in 
the Middle East, both as they have come to Washington and as 
Ambassador Murphy hes traveled in the area, particularly Ambassador 

. And I will be following these developments. I think there 
has been some interesting sovement and particularly as to things that 
King Eussein and President Mubarak have been working on. 


And I will be seeing what I can see about those things 
and move the process along a little if I can. 


Q Mr. Secretary, are you planning to seet with any 
Palestinians to move the process along while you're in the Middle 
East? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: My plan at this point is to be in 
Ierael, and I'll have some informal exchanges with leaders of Israel. 
I'll be in Egypt and meet with President Mubarak and his advisers, 
ant in Aqaba and meet there with King Hussein and his advisers. 
That's my progras. 


Q But are you -- you're not going over to the West 
Bank or, at loast, East Jerusalen? ' 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I don't have any plen to do 
anything other than I outlined. 


Q Were Mr. Perle’'s comments on SALT II helpful, did 
you say? 


Q He's a Defense Department official? 


Q Mr. Secretary, considering the real possibility of 
in leaving SATO after the referendum, considering the aspects of 
treaty signed between Morocco and Libya, don't you think that 
Port se strategic position will be very such sore important in the 

near future? Did you ciscuss this possibility? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we support -- Spanish 
remaining in NATO, had lots of discussions about that and see very 
affirmative attitutes. So, I'm not going to try to make any 
statement beyond our view of the importance to Spain as well as to 
HATO of the Spanish decision, affirmative decision. I don't have any 
comment on the Moroccan aspect of: that. 
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affirmation, freedom is right, freedom works. That may sound like an 
abstract summation, but I think that it interlocks with a wide range 
of operational matters that have been discussed fros security 
matters, from economic matters, to matters dealing wi 

spirit. This trip has been a very diverse one, so I 
there's any single thing that can pick out. As Sam Donaldson 
woulc say, the President went from peak to peak. And you can't quite 
pick out which one. 


Q Of valley to valley, sir. (Laughter.} 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think I quoted you accurately, Sasa. 


Q To follow up though if I may, given the 
controversies and the distractions that thore were throughout this 
thing, and the messages that there were -- that the President was 
trying to get across, how such you feel or how significant were 
those distractions in somehow Giluting the President's main theses? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think it's really the other 
way around. The fact that there were many problems and that there 
were issues that were difficult deepened the meaning of these thenos 
and of the things the President did. 


I said before we came and I‘1l repoat it here, with 
rospect to the state visit to Germany, that I think there is truth to 
the notion that the more difficult the act of reconciliation, the 
deeper is its meaning. 


Q Do you like Grosyko? 


Q Mr. Secretary, coming back for just a somont to tho 
Middle East, is the administration now ed to see mombers of the 
Palestinian National Council to take part in a delegation that would 
engage in talks with Israel? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as who will be part of 
hat we hope, at some point, will be a Jordanian delegation with 
Palestinian membors or Palestinian participation, which is essential, 
if there is to be a negotiation that will hold, then we have to 
discuss that with our friends in the region and try to find our way 
to basically individual names and people evaluating them under all 
circumstances. So, I'm not going to try to talk about it in terms of 
catagorics. It will be a question of discussing individuals. And 
we'll just have to take this as a process. 


One more, the man says. . 
Q Mr. Secretary, going back to your mccting in Geneva 

with Ar. Gromyko -- by recasting existing proposals, is thore somo 

effort on the part of the United States to unconfuse the Soviets? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: To do what? 


Q To unconfuse the Soviets. In other words, is there 
a sense that they have been confused by some of the polls of rhetoric 
and the proposals that they hear from the United States and have 
heard in the past year or so. Is this effort, by putting it in a 
Single package like this, an effort to unconfuse tien? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don’t think that there's anything 
confusing about our approach. The President has been talking about 
it consistently over a period of years anc it hasn't really changed. 
We've changed the omphasis of particular things to put forward and -- 
but, basically, the themes that I stated earlier of realism ani! 
strength and readiness to negotiate -- and then, putting particulars 
behind that have been our approach right along. And I think that 
that remains our approach. But, I think what the President was 
trying to do in Strasbourg was the things that you mentioned -- is to 
underline some particular things and to say, here's some things we 














might agree on, but also to say there are a lot of conrete, specific 
poesibilities around in various fields, so let's look for thes and 
see if there is a way to a sore constructive dialogue. 


Q Was there any negative aspect of this trip? 
Q Does it matter whether you like Gromyko? 


Q Was there any negative aspect of this trip besides 
the teleproapter? 


Q Question? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wegative aspects to the trip besides 
the teleproapter? 


Well, I can only speak from my own standpoint. I would 
say that it was a very hard working trip and I'a a little on the 
tired side now. But, I think it’s all been really worthwhile and the 
fact that there were tough and difficult issues, nevertheless, has to 
be put alongside the fact that there were important issues, and 
important to deal with -- and deal with in a positive and 
constructive way, and that's what the President did. ~- 


Q I think you like Gromyko. (Laughter) You're afraid 
to admit it. (Laughter) 


ae 


END 5:40 P.M. (L) 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDEKXT DUARTE OF EL SALVADOR 


SSAS The Briefing Room 


10:06 A.H. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. We 
are here to deal with the question of President Duarte's visit to 
Washington. 


His schedule brings him to the United States for a total 
of nine days. He is here on a private visit to Notre Dame, where he 
will receive an honorary degree and deliver a commencement address. 
Before going to Notre Dame he will be here for two days, and then 
going to Notre Dame, and then he will be coming back to Washington. 


The official part of his schedule will take place during 
the first portion of the visit here. He will be having meetings with 
the President, with the Secretary of State, Secretary of Defense, the 
Vice President on the 16th, with the <-- he will have his own 
schedulec sessions with Lane Kirkland of the AFL-CIO on the 17th, and 
with USIA Director Wick. He will be having a number of press 
rng A the 17th <= going to Notre Dame on the 18th, commencement 
on the th. 


He will be in Mew York City on the 20th of May. He will 
have a series of press contacts in New York City as well as meeting 
with some U.S. officials there -- our US-UN Ambassador, Sorzano, in 
particular. 


Je will be back in Washington, DC. on the 2lst, has a 
series of meetings up on Capitol Hill, will have meetings there also 


on the 22nd. -He will be giving an address to the Organization of 
American States curing his trip here. 


lie will be leaving back for -- or leaving washington 
again on the 23rd of May. 


I would be glad to take your questions. 

Q Can we have copies of that schedule? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we can probably 
come up with a schedule, which you can get. Why don't you get it -=- 
we'll do up one for you, yes. 

Q Run through tomorrow again. 

SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tieetings with the 
President, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Vice President. 

2 What time is the meeting with the Presicent? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: At 11:30. 

Q Is it a luncheon, the regular -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will be having a 
White House meeting with the President. He will be having lunch 


hosted by the Secretary of State. Then he has afternoon meetings 
with the Secretary of Defense and the Vice President. 


MORE 














Q So this portion is a private visit? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: This is, yes. 
Q As opposed to an official working visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct, 
although this is -- we are handling this sort°of as something in 
between the two. 


Q He gets the Narines? 


Q So, are there arrival and ¢eparture statements or 
anything like this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As of now, I am not sure 
what he is planning in the way of media events. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a departure 
statement scheduled at the end of the meeting with the President. 


Q Is there a time on that? 
Q What, then, is the purpose of the visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is actually, in 
some respects, the opening of a new chapter in our relationships with 
El Salvador in that this is the first visit, I think, that any 
Salvadoran leader has had here in some time when there has not been a 
specific crisis, a oe enda item, a specific matter in the 
Congress coming up that to be addressed. This actually is a 
taking-stock, a change in the nature of the situation there as 
perceived both by President Duarte and by ourselves in the sense that 
the conflict is a much more normalized conflict than has existed 
previously. The government of El Salvador has had some spectacular 
success in dealing with its armed insurgency and also President 
Duarte has had a number of successes in the elections, particularly 
in this last legislative election where he won a majority of the 
legislature. 


So as he embarks on a new term almost in his own 
relationships in El Salvador, in his own ability to get things done. 
We thought it would be particularly opportune to have a chance to 
sort of cover the entire spectrum with him -- from the conflict 
through questions like the peace dialogue through the economic 
situation -- a particular area of interest to both us and to hin. 


Q When you talk about “spectacular successes” and the 
fact that there is no crisis, do you consider the new rebel tactics 
to be -- abducting mayors and attacking towns and villages in a new 
way -- not the early signs of a new offensive of some sort down 
there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is certainly 
anew tactic and I don't know that I would characterize it as a new 
offensive. What it is, I think, is much more 








more a reversion to an earlier stage of guerrilla war in which the 
guerrillas have not been successful in trying to mount the kinds of 
attacks they mounted in 1983, for example -- a conventional military 
or large guerrilla unit attacks. They've had great difficulties 
amassing people through the increasec effectiveness of the government 
of El Salvador and its armed forces, and they have reverted, 
therefore, to a more terrorist-oriented kind of stage of insurgency 
war fare. 


And I think, in fact, it‘s one of the products of 
success. It's going to be a difficult problem to deal with. It's a 
more effective tactic for a group such as the FMLN, but it's one. that 
which we think the government of El Salvador can deal with 
effectively. 


Q Well, would you proclaim the civil war essentially 
over then, and these are merely isolated terrorist incidents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it's still 
far too early to do that. I think this is, in fact, a retrenchment 
of the guerrillas in El Salvador, but they will have spectaculars yet 
and they will have their successes on the battlefield yet. This war 
is by no means over. 


On the other hand, it has been suppressed to the point 
that it's possible now to, I think, give much more serious attention 
to some of the other problems in the region and Duarte's new 
electoral mandate provides him with the unique capability to do that. 


Q Could you bring us up to date on the peace dialogue 
which seems to have been dormant for the past six months, and also, 
are there fewer guerrillas now than there were, say, & year or two 


ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take the second 
question first. Guerrilla-counting is one of the most difficult of 
all things to do. There have been substantial numbers of defections 
from the guerrilla ranks. There has been a drop in impressments of 
people. I think you could assume from that there's been some 
diminution in the size of the guerrilla armed forces. But I think 
people get into nothing But trouble, from this podium or any other 
podium, trying to‘pin an exact number on the kind of -- on the size 
of the guerrilla forces in El Salvador. 


What was the first part of your question? 
Q Peace dialogue. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, the peace dialogue 
and where we stand now. The -- President Duarte has made clear in 
any number of public statements over the course of the last couple of 
weeks -- and you'll have an opportunity to ask him yourselves -- 
where he stands on the question of the peace dialogue. 


He says that he intends to go ahead with the peace 
dialogue and he will pursue it until the guerrilla elements agree to 
participate in the Democratic process in El Salvador. He is not 
flagged in his conviction one whit on that issue. He has discussed 
publicly contacts that he has had with the church on proposals that 
he has put to the guerrillas. 


He has put the emphasis very much on trying to set up 
some kind of private channel of communication and private meetings 
between the government of El Salvador and the insurgency, with the 
emphasis being on private with the hope that something might actually 
get done. 


The large public kind of gatherings lend themselves so 
much to a sort of propaganda that the chances of achieving success at 
the negotiating table are reduced, so he has a number of initiatives 
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in progress, and I think may be prepared to discuss those in greater 
like than I can do so when he's here. 


Q Are the guerrilla forces receiving fewer, less, or 
none armas as opposed to a period when they were supposed to be being 
supplied from Nicaragua and other sources? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They continue to be 
supplied from Nicaragua, primarily. There was a defector who 
recently defected that President Duarte cited in a radio interview a 
couple of days ago who also had a press conference in El Salvador, 
who is -- he was a fellow who was captured and subsequently 
cooperated with the government of El Salvador, who cited the figure 
of about 70 percent of the arms that the guerrillas have and use is 
coming from Nicaragua. That's consistent with our own understanding 
of the situation, and consistent with the captured weapons 
re that we have captured over the course of the last year 
and a half. 


Q Will the Nicaragua policy of the administration be 
something that we'll be asking Duarte to comment on or seek his 
advice on? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well you know, Duarte 
has given some fairly strong public support to the President's policy 
in Nicaragua in the course of the last couple of weeks. 


Obviously, Nicaragua is a subject that will be on the 
agenda. We'll discuss it with him. I don't think there is any 
Gesire on our part to move his in any particular way on it. I think 
that he is in complete agreement with our own posture on the issue. 


Q And is there any need to talk about the asyluz 
problem and the refugee problem involving £l Salvadorians in the 
United States? Is that something that's a government-to-governnent 
problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has not been a 
government-to-governzent problem in that we have returned a 
substantial number’ of Salvadorans to £1 Salvador, although we've 
returned more to other places who had been in the United States 
illegally. It is on the basis of our own 
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follow up in their particular cases, we don’t believe that they're at 
any particular risk. In fact, the judgment is made before anybody is 
sent back as to whether they would be in a special risk category and 
would be entitled to political asylum as @ rcesult. 


We have received good cooperation from the governsent of 
El Salvador within their seans in carrying out our follow-up surveys 
on this issue -- something that we're very such attuned to and we 
intend to keep monitoring. But it's not a particular bone of 
contention between us and the government of £1 Salvador. 


Q If I could just follow up -- does the government of 
El Salvador want these people back or do we want to get rid of then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The governzent of El 
Salvador has not expressed an opinion on the issue, to the best of ay 
knowledge. They have certainly not put up any resistance to people 
being sent back to £l Salvador. I think the government of £1 
Salvador is prepared to welcome anybody who's willing to participate 
peacefully in their society. 


Q Do you expect -- 


Q You said just -- earlier that Duarte can now devote 
more attention to problems in the region because his own problems are 
coming under control. Can you suggest that you'd like hia to take 
more of a leadership role in the region and to what end? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, actually, what I 
said was that he can devote gore problems to some of the underlying 
problems -- more attention to some of the underlying problemas, such 
as the economic situation in his country, because the silitary 
situation is in somewhat better control. 


I think Duarte has taken a leadership role within the 
region and I think that we and the rest of the countries within the 
region would continue to hope that he would play that role. 


Q What's the current U.S. military and economic aid 
picture for £l Salvador and what additional aid, if any, do you 
expect hia to ask‘ for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't know if he will 
-- there certainly will be a discussion of the economic picture in El 
Salvador and that will, by necessity, involve a discussion of U.S. 
assistance. We have not formed any set opinions on what the results 
of those discussions will be. And we don't know if he will be asking 
us specifically for more economic assistance. 


I think we have, currently, this year, our total amount 
of economic assistance is in the order of $300 million or there 
abouts, and our silitary assistance is in the order of $125 - $128 
Billion. And we are not projecting for ‘86 or for ‘87 radical 
departures from those figures. 


But I think this is precisely the kind of issue that we 
have to sit down with President Duarte and look at and see if, in 
fact, ne has the seans that are necessary to achieve the results that 
he's got to achieve in £l Salvador. I should point out that this 
will be the first year in which El Salvador will have experienced 
real growth in its economy and I think things have turned around 
there. We're expecting somewhere, I think, in the order of 2 - 2 and 
a half percent growth in 1985. If that objective is achieved, it 
would be a substantial accomplishaent. 


Q First year since when? 
Q Since when? ‘777 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is 2 and 2 and @ 
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half percent from the previous year in terms -- that is, in teras of 


Q Pirst real growth since when? 
Q When was the last time there was real growth? 


SEHIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I guess the last 
tine would have been 1979 --'78 probably. ‘79. 


Q The $300 million and $128 sillion, was that FY ‘85 
or eo far this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's FY ‘85. 


Q In view of the new rebel tactics in £l Salvador, is 
there any need for a change in American training or American supplies 
or American support of some kind? 


, SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We will be going into 
that in some detail with President Duarte who has some very clear 
ideas on how to conduct lower intensity, counter-insurgency prograns, 
and we'll be reviewing it. We're constantly reviewing that whole 
question of the nature of our tactics. 


Quite frankly, there have been tises when you will 
recall the enormous emphasis that we put on the small unit tactics on 
stage. And I think they were extremely successful. Unfortunately, 
they were also successfully countered by the insurgency when they 
= to large unit tactics that began decimating some of the small 
units. 


It required that we go through a change of emphasis. We 
4id. The Salvadorans actually took the leadership in finding the 
problem and solving it. We have now a new change in guerrilla 
tactics, obviously, that will call for taking another good, hard look 
at what's been done. But what's been done has driven them to the 
tactics that they have embarked on so far. So, in some respect, it's 
@ testimony to their effectiveness. 


Q Has the surder of the three nuns been successfully 
ted? Is it off the boards or is it still in an abeyant 
situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think that we 
consider that that has been a successful prosecution. It's an issue 
that was an extremely painful one for £l Salvador that led to the 
convictions of the people who perpetrated the crises. And we 
consider that the governsent of £l Salvador carried out a good-faith 
effort and did it in a very responsible way. 


The broader issue, which the nun's case really focused 
our attention on, was the fact that the system, the criminal systes 
in Bl Salvador is woefully deficient. And that has been an area of 
emphasis of President Duarte. 


He has not had the full support of his own legislature in 
trying to get legislative cemedies to try and fix that problem. On 
the other hand, with a sajority now in the legislature, that's one 
area that I think we would look toward to have very real iaprovements 
over the course of the next year or two. 








Q How many of the soldiers were convicted and what 
sentence are they serving? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I recall, they were 
serving 30-year teras and there were a total of five people who were 
convicted. 

Q Five 30-year teres. How about the labor organizers 














who were killed in the hotel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've had substantially 
less progress on the case of the surders of the labor organizers. 
But all of the court cases have not come to fruition yet. They 
continue to hold the trigger sen in the case. There is a question of 
who ordered the killings and how high up it wat. I think there is a 
fairly good understanding that there were others involved in that 
crime beyond those that are currently being held. We have tried very 
hard to get prosecutions. We've been blocked in this by both a lack 
of receptivity in thé previous legislature, the lack of a system for 
carrying this out, and also, quite frankly, by less than total 
cooperation by the Supreme Court, which, heretofore, had been 
Gominated by one political faction within the country. 


And we're not yet satisfied with the results in that case 
and I think we intend to continue pressing it forward. 


Q Which faction is that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The AREMA faction. 


Q The rightwing death squads appear to have folded 
their tents. Is that true? At least the level of killings 
attributed to the right has declined sharply. What do you attribute 
that to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if you look -- in 
fact, I think it's one of the areas of greatest accomplishszent. It 
isn't entirely Duarte's accomplishment, it's an accomplishszent by 
succession of leaders, both on the silitary side and on the civilian 
side in which Duarte is the latest. 


We went from, I think, a monthly death total due to 
political violence in 1981 of around 500 a sonth to this year's 
average has been somewhere around 30 a sonth, which at least 
two-thirds can be attributed to violence perpetrated by the extreme 
left. So that there's absolutely no doubt that there's been 4 
monumental change in the nature of the situation there. 


To what it can be attributed? I think it oan be 
attributed by the very active efforts on the part of the civilian 
government, but perhaps sore fundamentally, to a decision by the 
military that this kind of activity siaply was untenable and that El 
Salvador’s existence was being threatened by it -- a very active 
Claspdown on their part, and also, quite frankly, by their greater 
effectiveness in dealing with the insurgency. 


Q These 500 a month that you alluded to, those are 
non-battlefield deaths? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are attributable 
~~ deaths attributable for political causes. Those are 
non-battlefield deaths, yes. 


Q And 30 is the equivalent -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And 30 is the equivalent 
number now, yes. 


Yes, do you have a question? 


Q Mow that the center in Puerta Castilla is going to 
be closed, where is the training of El Salvadorans going to be done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that's 
still an open question. As of now, the Salvadorans are doing their 
own training domestically. They have been for @ long time trying to 
improve their own training facilities. We certainly encourage thes 
in that effort, and to the extent that they can carry on their own 














training, that would be the saximsum -- sort of the best possible 
outcoas*. 


In the mpeantiae, there will be some training. obviously, 
that will continue to be done as it has been done steadily, in the 
United States for specialized kinds of things. A great deal of 
training will be done by our trainers in El Salvador. And there is a 
growing Salvadoran training capability. Ultimately. we would hoge 
that they could handle all of their own training needs. 


Q How many trainers do we have in £l Salvador? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have kept to the 
ligit set -- 


Q 55? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 55. yes. 
Q Is President Suazo coming here next week? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ah. I don't think an 
announcement 's been sade on the issue yet. I wouldn't -- I certainly 
wouldn't deny it. 


Q Have you confirmed that the U.S. is going to give 
three more AC-47 gunships to £l Salvador this year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know that we 
have any plans to give any sore AC-47 gunships right now. As we 
review our plans for fiscal ‘86, which ins this year, this 
Calendar year, we'll certainly take «a look at the whole question 
of their air capacity and whether they need anything sore. I think 
we've been very pleased with the way they've conducted theaselves 
with the AC-47s that they have right now. And they have -- and I 
think we would be sympathetic if the need is there. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 10:25 A.M. EDT 























THE WHITE BOUSE . 
Office of the Press Secretary 
“ERCEGIOUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL 
Of VISIT OF PRESIDENT DUARTE OF EL SALVADOR 


The Briefing Roos 














12:07 P.M. EDT 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go ahead while 
‘ce assembling and give you a few reactions and thoughts, 
ications of the meeting. 


Picet, the final statements, as » I think, to some 
circumstances were & ~= reflectios of not the spirit but the 
content of the meet The meeting I think can best 
characterised as a cele ation of progress in a real sense. It 
was @ very — meeting. There oy very ae BR 4-4 not only 
of what had going on, but.confidence ¢@ 


Presidents in the future. 


They each had an opportunity to congratulate each other 
on electoral victories. They -- President Reagan was able to sake 
clear to President Duarte A, 3 pe as he said licly, of 


President Duarte's fay + of April 4th for an 
internal dialogue in & Bd and for the 0.8. trade sanctions. 


There was a discussion of the situation in Bl Salvador st 
the moment; strong sense in the meeting from both sides of both the 
need for and the continuation of strong United States t for 
President Duarte's efforts. They discussed the democrat 
Gevelopments in the country, the isprovement in human rights, the 
very considerable improvement in the silitary situation. 


President Duarte noted for President Reagan the current 
guercille campaign to kidnap and, in some cases, to assassinate 
meyors and characterised it as an anti-democratic effort on the part 
of the guerrillas to try to denigrate from the democratic process. 
President = _ the meeting as be did in public, tted 
himself itiatlee rt private sector initiatives and referred 
to an initiative be taken on the eve of his visit here, in 
particular, to tt a wery important part of the agricultural 
sector in £1 Salv and descri it for the President. 


They discussed peace initiatives in the area, continued 
support for the Contedora process currently underway. There was 
Giscussion of the Salvadoran internal dialogue. President Duarte 
made clear that be was committed to a dialogue and committed to that 


Gialogue-making process in humanising the war. 


Those were the major, if you like, guideposts by which he 
was operating in the process. 


Q Could you elaborate on what humanizing the war 
means? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I will. President 
Duarte hes made clear in public statements that continued guerrilla 
attecks on the » On the civilian sectors in £1 Salvador -- 
stopping buses, sonet attacking them by fire -- are, from his 
point of view, things that need to cease, and has indicated that he 
continues to do all that he can, both the setting of tight rules 
of engagement and by their continued enforcement, to ensure that his 
own troops do everything they possibly can not to involwe innocent 














civilians in the war process. Sut he my gp Aes ay AE 

aan, E> Coe S> 6 Ste Se Geecesitee So ote attacking the ° 

to cease trying, as they say, to sabotege the economy, to cease us 

ae o Sees against the civilian population as weapons 
the war 


Q Bow's he going to do that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By discussion and the 
dia + Se said, in effect, that he*s prepared to sove shead with 
the dialogue, but be bas made it clear that the. atteingzent of 
eS fee Gialogue -- the 
attaingzent of ppserese in a yer ialogue is @ concomitant to 
proceeding further in broader and sore open seetings. 


Q Is this a dialogue between his and the guerrillas or 
his and bis aray? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's an internal 
Gialogue between his and the guerrillas. 


Q Do you mean to suggest that his fircet priority in 
talking with the guerrillas is not to seek « settlement, but to seek 
@ humanising of a continued war’? 


SENIOR ADMIFISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sis priorities have been 
Clearly articulated as be two -- a broad and general settlement; 
the response of the guerril to which, at the end of October last 
year, was to say, in effect, that they wished to take over power. Se 
has said that's not possible for se as an elected democratic ruler, 
under sy constitution or otherwise. But there is -- while we are 
ee te ee” ee on dee ot oe oe an 
well, which is immediate, which is the issue of trying to find a way, 
as he calls it, to humanize the war -- obviously, « contradiction 
internally in teres, but an effort tv try to deal with innocent 
civilian casualties as victias cf .~ war in a way that can bring at 
least that part of the conflict eniuwt control while he seeks to find 
an answer to « totel peace settlenent. 


Q Were there any suggestions -- 
Q Was there any sense in the -- 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've got one back here. 
Let se just pick « hand. 


Q That was my question -- will there be any new 
econosic or military aid as a consequence of this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was «@ discussion 
of Salvador’s continued needs for assistance and there was « generel 
Giscussion of the proposals made now on the Hill for 1986 and « 
notation that there was an increase in that area. There were 
Giscussions as well of some current problems with the financi = s 
ye debt which El Salwador has -- a11 of which -- both si 

~ Age Sy - make efforts to try to deal with in ways that oon 
. t there were no specific commitments sade beyond those 
kinds of discussions. 


fy say that -- in the discussion sbout the 
militar a in El Salvador, did President Duarte give any 
indication that he feels the tide has turned for good in the war and 
that his government has the upper hand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there was no 
—— statement of that. That was characteristic of the tone of 
entice meeting. I think it began alagost with an unstated 
assumption that things have improved garkedly. That was sy reason 
for saying that this was a celebratory seeting rather than « 
commisaratory in that sense. 














Yes, back there. 


Q ae Ss es oe CS Sip Cupaenunt'e 
econogic sanctions segeinst Hicaregua 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. As I said in 
brief of the topics discussed, that was briefly discussed. Pres 
Reagan made it wery clear to President Duarte that he appreciated the 
strong public support which President Duarte has given. President 
Duarte said be would be talking with the Congress, with businessnen, 
ané with others in the next few days. Obviously, that's an expected 
topic for discussion. 


Q Bas Duarte specftically endorsed -- 


Q Was there any linkage -- 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let awe field a final -- 
one more question. 


Q Was there any linkege between that and increased 
esenente 086 See Gh Gabeates?® 


SERIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there's no linkage 
and there has not been any linkage in that area. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Bas Duarte specifically said be supports the trade 
sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Duarte, through his 
foreign ministry, issued a public statement the day after the seasure 
was taken which made that point very clear. 


Q That -- if I'm thinking of the same statement, that 
Gidn't specifically endorse the idea of trade sanctions. That's ay 
question. : 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We ought to get -y s 
copy of that ané let you decide what it seid. My reading of is 
that aN & strong endorsement of the President's step on trade 
sanct ° 


Yes, sic, in the back. 


Q Was there any discussion of the aid to Contras in 
Bicaregua? And Go you - ye President Duarte to teke that up on the 
Bill and with other people he sees? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was, in @ general 
sense, « discussion of our continued policy in SSensegee with a very 
st emphasis on the internal dialogue which you know, is «@ 
etrik contrast between what President Duarte has vottered and is 
seeking to try to achieve and the Sandinista tnment reaction to 
the President's 1 to open the same kind of open dislogue to 
achieve « genceeat ie solution to the process. That was the extent of 
the discussion as - recall. 


Q Well, are disappointed that he did not make « 
public statement about the tras? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're extremely pleased 
with what he hed to say. He discussed £l Salvador very clearly. The 
two statements, in our view, were very strong and wery sutually 


supportive. 


Q You said « soment ago in ——a about new aid, 
military and economic, that there were no specific commiteaents sade. 








But what I'm not clear on is whether there were any specific requests 
lodged 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was a discussion 
of specific needs, if I can phrase it that way. And there was an 
indication that there would be sympathetic understanding given to 
those specific needs. But there was neither a request in any formal 
way nor was there any response because there was no request in any 
formal way. 


I would characterize it as a general discussion of 
overall needs without getting in deeply into specifics. These kinds 
of meetings are not devoted to that kind of a discussion in general, 
and that kind of a discussion did noc arise. 


Q How, wait a minute. You said specific needs the 
first time, and then you said general needs. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. Let me 
rephrase it and go back in. There was not a question along the lines 
of 6,000 M-l6s. There was a question raised of debt problea, which I 
Gescribed from you -- for you as one of the areas. rest of the 
4iscussion dealt with Salvador's general needs for economic and 
military support and a strong statement that they would continue. 


Q Was this discussion in the context of something that 
would be needed before the new fiscal year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no tine, 
specifically or generally. It mentioned -- there was discussion of 
the increase that the United States is working for in 1986. 


Q Was there any discussion about President Duarte 
possibly having a timetable for the -- reopening the dialogue with 
the guerrillas? That is, does he have something -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was no general 
@iscussion of that. As you | know from press reports, the 
guerrillas have made a pr to have private meetings in early 
June. President Duarte it clear that his concentration at the 
moment is on establishing the guideposts before he goes ahead. 


Q Back on the subject of the trade embargo on 
Nicaragua, did the President suggest it would be a nice idea if 
President Duarte or El Salvador should consider joining the embargo, 
ané did President Duarte indicate any thought -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was no 
discussion of joining the embargo and so the question of President 
Duarte's possible response doesn't arise. 

Yes. 

Q May I follow up? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 

Q What does guidepost sean? I mean, the internal -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Guidepost is what I just 
Gescribed as President Duarte seeking to find a = to humanize the 
wart through what he calls a series of private meetings before he 

roceeds with a broad, general high-level meeting of the internal 
ialogue. 

Can I take one sore? 

MR. SIMS: I think you have to leave. Last question. 

Q Will any new C-478 be going into £l Salvador anytine 




















SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no discussion 
of that. Froa perspective, we have made it clear in response to 
press questions Bl Salwador that deliveries of C-47s were 
continued -- would continue, that, with respect to those equipped 
with machine guns -- what's called the fire t platfora - the 
7 2 Se there. The others will be flexible enough that 

two is down for saintenance reasons the cargo version 
can be re-equipped to become a fire support platfors. But the 
figures are generally two fire t platforas and five cargo 
versions. And we expect the rena ct of the undelivered cargo 
in hand before the end of this calendar year. 

you. 


be 
THE PRESS: Thank 


BED 12:18 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Doctor Roberto Suazo 
Cordova will be arriving in Washington today at 3:00 1. Why don't 
I go through his schedule quickly and then a couple of things for 


you. 


Arrive at Andrews at 3:00 p.m. After helicoptering to 
the Monument grounds, he will go to his hotel. Sis first meeting 
will be this afternoon with Secretary Shultz. He has a private 
dinner this evening. 


Tomorrow at 10:00 a.m., he meets with the Acting 
Secretary of Defense Mr. Taft. He meets with President Reagan in the 
Cabinet Room at 11:35 a.m. The President hosts a working lunch for 
him. In the afternoon, he meets with Peter McPherson, Administrator 
of AID, and Mr. McFarlane. 


Wednesday, he has a breakfast hosted by the Vice 
President. And he departs Washington Wednesday afternoon at 11:30 * 
a.a. 


I believe it's his -- the last time he was here for an 
official visit was ‘62, for a state visit. He's been here subsequent 
to that on informal visits. 


. Why don‘t I just leave it at that and take your 
questions. 


Q What do you think of Honduras deciding to crack down 
on border -- on the Contras coming over the border? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that the 
Honduran comauniques and comments have been consistent over the 
years. I think that -- if you're et oa to that latest 
communique, I don't see anything really different in it from previous 
ones they have put out. 


Q You mean they don't mean it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I didn't say that. 
I just say that their principles that —. put forward in that 
communique are the same ones they've put forward before. They're 
going to control their national borders -- 

Q But that has an impact, does it not, on the Contras’ 
ability to do what they're doing, and doesn't it have an adverse 
impact on the Contres? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I said, I think 
that they have made those statements before. 


Q They have, but those were not the questions. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q Well, will it impede the Contras? 

MORE 


* Correct time is 1:30 p.m. 














Q Does it have an adverse -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know whether it 
will impede the Contras or not. 


Q Waat‘s he coming here for? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This visit was scheduled 
@ while back, and for health reasons, he was unable to make it. And 
it was -- I think it was about five or six gonths ago. But they're a 
good ally of ours and it was tise for them to seet again. 


Q Well, is it for aid? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it's 
for aid, per se. We will obviously discuss the aid programs with 
them and the aid levels. Sut it's not like he's coming to ask for 
it. 


Q Let me just press you on this -- 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's what I was afraid 
of, San. 


Q Aside from saying it's consistent, do we have a view 
of the Honduran statezent and their intention as far as tightening 
tneir borders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think what we 
have a view for is we understand -- read theic communique carefully. 
It's two pages long. And we can understand their desires to control 
their borders, to control armed bands within their country as a 
principle of non-intervention. And we understand that. 


Q We understand it. Do we like it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it's a <-- 
it's something you can accept within the rights of a sovereign 
country. 

Q Do you see this communique related to Congress 
refusing to provide $14 million <-- in effect, the Honduras are 
saying, “Well, if Congress won't provide the $14 million, we're not 
going to provide the safe haven for the Contras."? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that a lot 
of the disquiet that you get in Honduras and have for the last year 
is a direct by-product of will the real United States please stand 
up. I think they are a country that is -- shares a long border with 
Bicaragua. The Nicaraguan incursions into their territory have 
continued over a period of time. They've been a good ally to the 
United States. I think that in their ainds -- you'll have to ask 
them -- but I think in their minds there's a question as to the U.S. 
resolve in the whole issue. 


Q So, if I could follow up, are you saying then that 
you think the view of the U.S. is that, in this case, they're sending 
@ signal that's related to this $14 sillion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's related to 
tne overall issue of support for the freedom fighters in one form or 
another. What is the whole U.&. going to do? 

















Q Do you think they've been Pinlandized? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho. 
Q -- two questions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't spend a lot of 
time thinking about Finland and that's why it took me a long time to 
have an enswer to your question. 


Q Bow about Swedenized? 
Q Bow about Alaska? 
Q Now wait a -- 


Q What has been the result of the work of the joint 
Bonduran-U.8. commission established last November (a), and will 
there be a joint statement reaffirming U.S. security ties to Honduras 
during the President's visit? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think that you 
can expect at the end of the visit a joint statement. And since -- I 
think actually the commision was formed a little earlier than 
November. We've been working -- we've had several meetings, both on 
security and economic aspects. 


Q That's when it was announced. Anyway -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The results of which is 
that we -- you know, they have -- we have examined the economic 
assistance programs there. We've -- they had some concerns that some 
of the requirements that we had for dispersal of assistance were 
stringent -- too stringent. We've since reviewed those and we've 
arrived at an agreement on then. 


On the security side we've reviewed their concerns. As 
you know we have a 1954 security agreement in which our gate | 
relations have been based upon. That's under an overall umbrella -- 
the Rio treaty in’which they are signatories as well as ourselves. 


Q This joint statement on security will do what? The 
joint statement on security -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 wait until the 
joint statement comes out, okay? I'd rather -- it's not -- 


Q Did you -- the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it'll 
address both the economic and the security ones. 


Q -- celazed. 


Q Yes, you don't have your heart in it today. I mean, 
you're already out the door apparently. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no -- I've got a bad 
cold. 


Q Oh do you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I've been Radio 
Marti-ing it all weekend too. 


Q Well what about Radio Marti? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What about it? 














Q Well, that's exactly right -- we'll ask the 
questions here. 


Q That's getting him. (Laughter.) 


Q Thought you'd never ask. 
Q What's our -- what's our reaction to the -- 
Q 


Cuba -- the Cuban reaction. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow wait a minute. You 
guys are going to confuse me now. If you're going to go to Radio 
Marti I've got to go to the back of the book. 


Q All rcight -- 
Q ee Cubans. 


Q All cight, tell us of our -- the U.S. reaction to 
the Cuban suspension of several agreements. 


Q Is this on the record? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo it's background -- 
q Put it on the record. 

Q -- on Radio Marti? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Background. If you want 
to talk about it it's okay with us. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow what was your 
question, Sam, I'm sorry? 


Q What is our government's reaction to the Cuban 
Einy + several agreements as a result of Radio Marti's going 
on air 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's 
unfortunate. I mean, what -- let's look at this thing for what it 
is. Countries broadcast to other countries all over the world and 
have for years -- BBC, Radio Moscow, Voice of America, Radio Havana 
-- for decades, over 400 hours a week in about seven different 
ge including Quechua and Guarani, if you're interested in some 
trivia. 


And so, it's nothing unusual. And what you have is on an 
accepted VOA frequency -- a broadcast. We would not feel bad if they 
came back with, on an frequency, broadcasts to the United 
States t of approach. fo, taking reactions such as cancelling 
Mariel comments that he made with regards to a possible 
communications interference, we think, is unfortunate, because Radio 
Marti is ae but another accepted method of countries 
communicating with others. 


Q Ie it your understanding they have cancelled or 
suspended? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Suspended, I understand 
is the word they used. 


Q Can you explain what that means in terms of the 
agreement and what'll happen as a cesult of suspending it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in terms -- and I 
don't have the specifics -- but we were on a program where a rough 
number, I think, of about 100 a month were being returned under the 
Mariel Agreement, and if they have suspended that, then that means 

















that we won't be returning. 


Q Are the Cuban prisoners who were supposed to come to 
the United States today under the agreement -- 


Q They came, didn't they? 
Q They came -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think they were 
-- yes, there were 29 of them, I believe. . 


Q Twenty-nine? 
Q Eleven. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, -- eleven. Yes, I 
guess -- eleven. 


Q Bleven-plus families? Is that was it was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 have to get you the 
numbers. I don't know the exact number. 


Q Eleven-plus families. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That one which was 
scheduled today, apparently went ahead. 


Q Bow many Cubans from the United States have been 
returned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I'll have 
to get you that number. We were pretty such on schedule. 


Q -- and have been rolling at about 100 a month? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It had built up to 100. 
The first month was not 100. It then built up to 100. 








Q When did they start the returns? Do you remember? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- around March. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Was it? Wo, it was 
earlier than that. 


Q Was all of this expected? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to get you - 
those nusbers. 


Q How many are left? 
Q -- taken into consideration? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q The possibility of the suspension of these things -- 
was all that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Obviously, you can 
look at a whole range of measures that Fidel could take, and so you 
look at all of them. But, as I said, it -- you know, as far as we're 
concerned, it's a legitimate means of broadcasting from one country 
to another. 


Q What do we think of the likelihood that they are 
going to jam, and if so, what would we do? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I am not 
going to speculate on that. 


Q So you took all of this into consideration, went 
ahead, so it doesn't mean that much? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I think it's 
unfortunate that they would suspend the Mariel agreement. I sean, 
that's the -- the Mariel agreement has nothing to do with 
broadcasting backwards and forwards between two countries. 

Q Is there going to be any U.S. retaliation? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Retaliation to what? 

Q To the Cuban retaliation -- 

Q Let's escalate. 

Q Let's work it out. 

Q Tit for tat is what we call it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We operate within the 
accepted international laws of the -- radio broadcasting. 


Q Let's go to the -- 


Q You said they would suspend the hijacking 
cooperation? 


Q Yes. What about this question <-- hijacking? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Radio broadcasting. 
Q On broadcasting? Okay. 


MORE 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘ sorry. I can only 
get one at a time. Let*s just -- 


Q They say that they will suspend the hijacking 
cooperation group. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll have to see 
what they do. P 


Q Wnat does that sean? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it means exactly 
that. I mean, they say, you know, they have not said -- I sean, that 
I know of. 


Q They've informed us they were going to suspend the 
hijacking agreement also. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they today -- they 
specifically stated the suspension of the Mariel and then sentioned 
the possibility of others. 


Q Oh, I see. 
Q All of the others weren't specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll have to go back and 
check it. 


Q I get the impression the United States government is 
trying to soft-peddle its reaction to Castro's reaction, in the hope 
that once he gets over his fit of peak, things will return to normal; 
is that your strategy here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it would 
be a logical conclusion to arrive at, that we would like things to be 
along @ normal course. You know, Radio Marti is not something that 
came up yesterday. It was debated in the Congress, he flexed his 
muscles at different times -- he -- Castro. The Congress modified 
the initial proposal, it finally passed it in a form in which it's 
under the VOA. I mean, there's nothing new there. People have been 
expecting Radio Marti to go on the air. 


Q So you're deliberately not “roiling the waters” even 
more in the hope that perhaps he'll -- 


Q They expect death. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We never “roil the 
waters.” Not on purpose, anyway. 


Q How is the trade embargo of Nicaragua working? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not my book. I 
can't answer that. 


Q You have a bad cold, huh? (Laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Any more Suaztos? 

Q Suato. I've got @ Suazo. 

Q Here's @ Suazo. 

Q You've said that Honduras believes in international 
law and sovereign rights. Does it believe that its territory should 
be used to invade Nicaragua? 


Q Right. 


MORE 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You gight ask President 
Suazo that. 


Q Does President -- 

Q Okay. 

Q Even if Honduras is one of only two countries in the 
region that have supported the edsministration'’s trade embargo, is 


that likely to be a subject, and what is Reagan likely to tell Suazo 
-- the effect of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would think that 
it’s @ possible subject that President Suazo say want hia -- an 
update on the subject. I sean, it's possible. 


Q Ané what will we tell hia ehout the effectiveness? 


Q What is Reagan likely to t~ iim about the 
effectiveness of the embargo to date? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's « 
little early to tell as to the ectwal quantification of the embargo. 
Obviously, whatever was going before is now not going. 


i) Ané so in other words, the administration has no 
assessment of how the two-week-long trade embargo has impacted 
things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. Other 
than the fect that we have stopped the trade both ways. Wow, if you 
want to quantify how such does that sean, that didn't go cr shouldn't 
have gone, I can't give you that answer. 

Q No, I want to know if it's working politically. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's too 
early to tell, politically. ° 


Q What does U.S. (Laughter) silitary aid to Honduras 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What are the figures? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm giving you an 
accurate one. I's sorry. 


Q Has the U.S. begun silitery eid to Nonduras now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What are the figures? 
That, I heve for you. Page two. You see what they think of se? 
This is how they prepare se, see. 

Q Look, when you're on the way out <-- 

Q You're supposed to know those anewers. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know. Let me <-- the 
total economic aid to Honduras in FY ‘85 was $134.9 million. Total 
military wes $62 million. The proposed for FY ‘66 was @ totel 
economic of $142.9 million and totel military, $66.25 million. 

Q Okay. 

Q Thank you. Thank you very such. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:21 A.M. 
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— 
COMGRESSMAN ROSERT B. MICHEL AND 
SEBATOR ROBERT DOLE 
POLLOWING MEETING WITH THE PRESIOCENT 
The Briefing Roce 


10:39 A.M. EDT 
SERATOR DOLE: We hed « wery fine seeting and -- 
Q Thank you very such. (Laughter.) 
SEMATOR DOLE: -- and that is about all thet I can say. 
. Was it cordial? 


SEMATOR DOLE: cordial, and nobody got med at 
anyone. Sut we talked about Sedpet end cbout vast t the Bouse 


might Go, and that didn*t take long -- (laughter) ané then we 
moved into Hicaregue -- 

Q Can we file? 

SERATOR DOLE: That took « little because both in 
the Bouse and the Senate side we will probably ection somet ise 


this week in « bipartisan effort. I am not certain, Bob, when you 
are going to sove in the Bouse. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: The first week in June, hopefully. 
So it is issinent. 


Q Could we go back to the wm AWE. t of 
sinieus tex ceised, and if so, what was the sident's ? 


SERATOR DOLE: It wasn't caised. 
Q No one said that the House is likely to do thet? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo. 
Q Why not? It is not likely to do it? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I Gowbt it very such, frankly. 


Q Did the President show any sore willingness to 
accept the Bouse budget plan? 


SEMATOR DOLE: I Gon't think he -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Oh, absolutely not -- 


, SEMATOR DOLE: -- Bo, be thought it was pretty bed as it 
s. 


a te ate eS 
substitute that we licens would be of I es such as 
indicated to the Pres S cane t thian chee tn ie bind of Ounne 
control on our side, as far as Republicans are concerned, because the 
Gefense figure oe oa eat anziety with the 
e@sinistration from the Democratic » end we would like to do as 
best we can to come up to the Senate figure and emulate what our 
brethren G14 over in the Senate, but we are going to run shy of that 


\o>~ 








G 
this goney that Mr. Weinberger teepse coming up been 
hidéen away? Are you outraged by thet? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: + iH $f y Ae 
in the Bouse of esentatives, or even in wp with the 
sopsepe sass kind figures, because it tends to undersine the 
credibility of some of the fi that were given to us earlier. 
oo oo t @ little bit then it is given to 
exzeggerat - Bet, you know, that is not ficet tise thet thet 


significant reductions sade. 


Q How ebout you, Senator Dole, on Cap Weinberger's 
newly found -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I think that it is very helpful. 

Q What about his credibility, and the credibility of 

SEMATOR DOLE: Well, obviously -- first, I think he has 
the toughest job in town and anybody who can @ $300 billion 


budget -- please — Ay - ~~ without « few th happening that 
make stories. t secondly, there is « credibility probles. Mo 


st about it. Three Republican senators sent « letter to the 
resident lest week who have been strong sdvocates of the 3-3-3 or 
higher on defense saying that they are somewhat embarrassed by it. 
But that -- I don't see any reflection or change in attitude as 
far a8 our voting on the authorisation bill is concerned. 








ié it come up in the meeting -- yesterday? 
Why basn*t there been « change in -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: I Goubt thet it would effect the MI vote. 


Q Then, what is the cutlook for the MX vote? 


SENATOR DOLE: tay Ag A phyA dy today 
- the Bart emendment. And, then, we'll go into an by 
Senator Bunn, if not today, someting later this week. 


Q Well, I°d@ like to go beck to the siniaus tax. You 


said terday morning, Gid you not, that if there was « bipartisan 
push the Bouse -- 


Q -- and they passed it, you'd have to look at it? 

SEMATOR DOLE: Right. 

Q But you ere now convinced, after talk to Mr. 
Michel = mammals Giscussion, that you will not be f with that? 
Is that it 


SERATOR DOLE: Wo, we were faced with it in the Senate. 


That's the point I made -- I I made. We had two different votes 
on the sinigus tax. We re each, but we worked out our own 
proposel. 


Senator Packwood off:red sort of a sense to the Senate 
thet we would address the siniaus tax, but not for defici 

for rate reduction; the point being when you get into all the 
refore «a lot of these preferences that people now use to 
ere going to be gone -- the investment taz credit, ACRS, « lot of the 


But we're not -- we believe thet when you sake « profit 
~~ some of us -- that you ought to pay « tax. 


Q So, you would be willing to t « sinieus 
corporate tex from the President's tas refore -- the overall 
result? 

SENATOR DOLE: If you could fold it into the tax refore 


measure. And I think the one thing that is interesting in the 

I've seen by Mr. Slattery and others, that this is an eddition to ali 
the ing cuts. also include « COLA freese, and get « 
$75 billion reduction, I think, the firet year, rather than 54. 


‘ 
Q Well, Mr. Michel, what éid mean, then, earlier 
Sap OS Gee oe Saw think the Bouse would go for the sinisus 
tes 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Last night, of course, we put in the 

record the exect language of the amendment thet pessed the 
by some 77 to 17. Interesting, however, that that one calis 
sinieus tax not only on corporations, but on individuals -- 
thet happen -- and since that has been the 
in the Bouse, particularly by the Majority Leeder 
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who comes from the te that he comes from and the tind of interests 
that are down there -- kind of interesting that it'd be only 
corporate and not extended to individuals. So, just to serve as a 
little bit of « needle and the possibility that they 


&@ precursor to overall tex refors, I don't know. 

Q What about Nicaregua? 

Q -- go beck to Contras for « soment? 

Q Yes. 

Q Do either of expect that the res<cictions on 
CIA's support of the Contras will be lifted for ‘85, for ‘86, of for 
both? , 

SEMATOR DOLE: You sean as far passing on intelligence 
and things of that kind? Well, I think there may be a difference on 
what the Senate side and the House side. I think from the 


Democratic colleagues in 

oe with the Speaker yin y we 
tentatively have maybe some eement thet Speaker would be 
qnenable te © tigers thet would 6084 ta and we 
address the subject matter one time for the soment on 
supplemental. 


the 
But there is still some difference of opinion as to just 
how far we in our Bouse package. We have to win 


¥ 
it comes before the House in. And we're not going to really do 
thet unless we've got « nose count end sake absolutely sure that 


c What kind of soney? 


Q eseman, do you feel that you ere going to get 
renewed aid for the tras in some fora? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I feel there's considerably 
Gifterent sentisent, obviously, ower in the Democratic side when ay 
last emendeent was defeated by 4 narrow two-vote sargin, and, then, 
of course, Ortege making the trip to the Soviet Union the day after 
or so. There's been an awful lot of -- at least 20 to 30 on the 
Democratic side who just want to get off that hook. 


How, beyond that, we'd like to make it as strong as we 
possibly can to make it seaningful. 


SENATOR DOLE: And I think -- 


Q Will the issue be framed in terms of humanitarian 
aid or will you go beck to silitary sid? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, it will be in the forse 
humanitarian assistance. ; 


Yes? 

Q Will it go through the CIA or AID? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse se? 

Q What's the vehicle -- Aro? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That is one of the controversial 
items that will have to be resolved. 








Q What are the options other than AID? 


SEMATOR DOLE: CIA. 


COMGRESSMAN MICHEL: Giving the President, of course, the 
Giecretion to pick and choose and -- the press corps -- 


Q -- giving the President --.the discretion to give it 
to the CIA hiaself? 


COMGRESSMAN MICHEL: We haven't crossed that bridge yet. 
And we're still in the process of very delicate negotiations -- 


Q Well, did the President give you an indication as to 
whether he's come up with « strategy? 


SEMATOR DOLE: I sight say this: The President is very 


frustrated. He made a very firm statement about how it's pretty 
t yk. nell ny hy BR LR Ve EB, ED Nees 


frustrating that he can't do anything 
every two or three weeks or two or three sonths. So, he was very 
fire in that regard. 

And we indicated on the Senate side that there was a 
strong bipartisan effort being led by Senators Nunn and Senators 
Boren. We hope to do something this week. And we can probably do s 
bit sore on our side because the attitude of a 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I think to emphasize your point, 
Bob, that's only the second time that I can recall in sy attending 
leadership meetings where the President really put his fist down on 
the table, very sudibly, and -- | 

SEMATOR DOLE: The other was withholding. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- it was -- Yes. 

SENATOR DOLE: On interest and dividends. 


Q Congressman, you said something about combining the 
Gollars that was for -- 


Q Remeaber his words? 
Q ~~ ‘85 and ‘66. What was the dollar figure that -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, of course, there was « 
request, you know, for $28 million in ‘66 and $14 sillion in ‘85. 


Q So are you just edding those -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: S&o the figure we're talking about 
now would be the $42 sillion figure. 


Q What did the President do? What do you sean he -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That isn't in concrete. That's what 
we'd like to do. And I've gotten some reverberations that it could 


fly. \ 
Q What did the President do with his fist now? 
MR. GPEAKES: Congressman Michel has to be to the Hill -- 
COMGRESGMAN MICHEL: Yee. 


MR. GPEAKES: -- et 11:00 a.m. Let's take Sam's question 
and conclude. 


+) 





Q Bold on. I*s not talking to you, Mr. Speakes. 
What did he do with his fist? You say -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, I sean, I Gon‘t -- I can't reenact 
it, but he -- you know -- he removed his glasses. He was -- reninded 
me a little of the dsy we were Gown here on withholding on interest 
ané dividend income, when he threw his glasses on the table. This 
time he didn’t do that, though, I 
(leughter) -- in any event, he felt very strongly about the way the 

are 


Congress is horsing sround on Bicaregua, when the issues very 
clear. We don't have to sake excuses for Ortege. He knows where 
he's going. We apperently don‘t know what we want to do. 


Q What did he do? 

@ What did he say? 

Q Congressman Michel, can you show us what he did? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he pounded the -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Pounded the table. Took off his glasses. 
Heé a fire lcok on his fece and laid it out there. 


Q Senator, @id anybody tell the President -- 
Well, but what did he say? Did he use the phrase -- 


-- that the Constitution requires Congress to do 
this? 


Q “Damait, Pierre"? 

SENATOR DOLE: Mo, he didn't go that far. 

Q “Damait, Pierre.” (Laughter. ) 

SENATOR DOLE: But it was very -- very -- 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- this deteriorstes -- 

SENATOR DOLE: He just said he was tired of the Congress 
--having to go to a committee of 535 meabers to do the right thing in 
Nicaragua. I think he's -- 

2 What's the alternative? 

SENATOR DOLE: Do the right thing. 


Q But that -- as someone said that's called democracy 


Q Ien't that democracry? 


Q -- unless you want to repeal all of the laws that 
restrain our President. They're in the Constitution. Does he want 
to do that? 


SEMATOR DOLE: But he aleo likes to conduat a little 
foreign policy without going through the Majority Leader and the 
Speaker and all those people. 6&0 -- 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


ED 10:50 A.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT SUAZO OF HONDURAS © 


May 21, 1985 
The Briefing Room 
2:05 P.M., EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The two meetings that 
took place in the Oval Office -- well, the Oval Office, Cabinet Roos 
and lunch -- basically, stayed on four subjects. These were: 
Contras, Contedora, Nicaragua and the Democratic Process internally 
within Honduras. 


On the subject of Freedom Pighters/Contadoras, General 
Lopez, the Chief of Staff of the Armed Forces, gave the President a 
fairly detailed briefing on the number of incursions, shellings, 
Nicaraguan troop incursion in Honduras, and talked about their 
attempt to reduce the visibility-irritation point of view on the part 
of the Nicaraguans through relocation, et cetera, but at the same 
time, reiterated the -- President Suazo's and the National Security 
Council's determination to defend the territorial integrity of 
Honcuras. 


In anticipation of your questions, I can tell you that 
we've -- throughout this whole conversation and to my view -- was 
that President Suazo was fully supportive of the President's April 
4th Initiative, which, in all of its inclusions, including the 
submission to Congress of a request for the aid to the Freedom 
Fighters. 


On the Contadora front, both sides talked about their 
continued support and their continued, to a certain degree, 
understandable frustration in trying to really get to the heart of 
the dilemma. The dilemma is, what is the intentions of the 
Sandinistas with regards to honoring treaties -- what do they have in 
mind whether they sign something or not, and also, the very difficult 
technical problems that they're getting down to with regards to 
verification. 


With regards to Nicaragua, they have discussed it in two 
forms: both the internal -- the external goals, and the internal 
situation. I think there was agreement that the external goals of 
Nicaragua continue to be on what was described as a Cuban — with 
Gestabilization of its neighbors. 


Internally, the President asked for and received from 
more than one member of the Nicaraguan Party their assessment as to 
being close to Nicaragua -- what was life really like in Nicaragua, 
and in which they talked about the protests of the young men that are 
fleeing from the draft, that are nailed in movie houses, the 
thousands of refugees, other than able-bodied young men, women and 
children that are fleeing to Costa Rica and Honduras. 


And on the final point of the democratic process, 
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President Suazo, as you saw out here a minute ago, is proud of the 
be the first civilian President to turn over 
lian President through an electoral process in 50 


He talked something about the probless that they've had 
recently. They commiserated together on differences between the 
Congress and the Executive Branch, something that President Suazo has 
recently gone through with regards to the electoral process, but they 
managed to resolve their difficulties with the Congress in Honduras 
and feel that it's going to work out well. 


Yes. 


Q Can you explain why is it sore difficult for the 
Contras to conduct their operations, given this relocation policy? I 
mean, that has not changed as a result of these meetings. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I missed the first part. 
Why is is more difficult? 


Q Ien't it more difficult for the Contras to operate 
given what the new Honduran policy has been with the relocations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can only guess at 
that. I don’t really know. I would think that there is a possibility 
that it might be more difficult. On the other hand, it doesn't 
necessarily have to be. 


Q Well, aren't they further from the action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know exactly as 
to whether the sovement is lateral or up and down. 


Q Was that resolved at all? As a result of today's 
joint communique or anything else -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- 


Q ° <= has that policy been eased or is that simply 
going to continue as -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, the comsunique 
itself addressed the ongoing Joint Economic Security Assistance 
Programs. It didn’t address the Contras as such. And it was not 
clear to me from the briefing that was given today whether it would 
be more difficult or not because of the North-South or East-West 
movement. 


Yes. 


Q And it has not changed as a result of the two 
Presidents talking? Suazo did not change his sind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you have to let 
-- I have to let President Suazo speak hiaself as to how he views, 
(a) the threat from Nicaragua, (b) the aspect of the Contras. What I 
can just -- 


Q Mr. «=< 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just finish, 
please, if I may. I think what -- I'll reiterate what I told you and 
that is that there's no doubt in ay sind in the conversations with 
Suazo that he fully supports all aspects of the President's April 4th 
en initiative, including the subsission that the President sade to 

ongress. 


Yes. 














Q -- President Reagan reiterated that we would 
all our pledges under the Rio Treaty as well as the OAS. Under what 
have to use silitary force to defend Honduras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Under the Rio Treaty 
there is a process that goes something like this: There are 
different levels of response in the Organization of American States 
requiring different levels of votes and requiring different levels of 
participation, the final one of which is the commitszent of arsed 
troops requiring, I believe, a vote of 17, s majority, and then each 
country can elect whether to contribute or not. 


Some of the pricr ones, if they carry the required number 
of votes, it's required that they take actions, be they economic or 
whatever. 


Q This would have to be a group ection. The United 
States would not unilaterally defend Honduras against Nicaragua? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Under the OAS Treaty, 
that is correct. But I think that the President today, and the Vice 
President in La Paz two months ago, said loud and clear precisely 
that they're going to stand behind Honduras. 


Yes. 


Q Well, that’s what I want to follow up on. There's a 
lot of talk in this joint communique about protecting the integrity 
of Honduras and -- in case of armed attack and all of that. Is there 
any new cormitsent that the United States makes here as to the 
defense of Honduras? Or is this all restating old comsitsents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's ay understanding 
that the President always has hed a firm commitment to the defense of 
Honduras and the Vice President has voiced it in the past, as has the 
President. What becomes necessary, as you can understand, in the 
light of confusing votes before the U.&6. Congress and other things is 
@ reaffirmation as such. 


Q ° Did they ask for something firmer in the -- that 
they didn't get? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The comaunique's 
something we agreed on this, yes. It's part of the report. 


Q So is that -- If I can just -- 


Q Did they ask for something -- another form of treaty 
or some kind of stronger defense commitment that they did not get? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, in the earlier 
stages, there were talks about different types of treaties. And we 
explained to them how our whole treaty -- bilateral, sultileteral 
process works. 

You've been trying to -- 

Q Is that a yes-- is tnat a yes to my question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll just read the 
anewer back to you. 


Q I asked you if they asked for a stronger commaitsent 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I told you, in the 
earlier -- I was trying to be responsive to your question -- 


Q I didn't hear you say -- 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I‘1l read it back 
to you, if you'd like. 


Q Well, then if you could be responsive to ay 
question, it is a reaffirmation -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's trying to get to 
you. See what happens. 


Q It is e reaffirmation and there's nothing new. Is 
that correct? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's a 
reaffirmation in -- because it’s always been clear in sy sind where 
the President and the Vice President have been on this aspect, but I 
think it's understandable that the Hondurans’ reading of votes -- 
results of Congressional votes, and would somehow question the 
resclve of the United States en toto. 


Yes, now let's try it one sore tine. 


Q I just wanted to follow up on Andrea‘s question. 
Did President Suazo give President Reagan any reason to believe that 
Honduras was changing the policy or is changing the policy related to 
relocating the Contras, or did the President ask that the policy be 


changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The subject of 
relocation wasn’t even discussed, or the arsed-unarmed -- based on 
their communiques -- the unarsing of — what was discussed was, Looper 
talked about the incursions on the part of the Nicareguans; that was 
the basic thing. It was not @ subject of discussion, per se. 


Q You said that -- I's sorry, but you said that Lopes 
Giscussed the visibility -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. What he said in 
general teres was, I sean, he talked in detail about the Nicaraguan 
incursion -- in general terms, he talked about the necessity of the 
-- you know, to remove some of the visibility, at the sane tine, to 
Gefend the integrity, was @ one-way briefing. It was not « 
Giscussion on the subject. 


Yes sir? 


Q What relationship does this reaffirmation have to 
these increased incidents along the Honduran border? Is it -- was 
this restatement made now because it seemed to be more necessary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think that the 
timing, to e certein degree, is coincidental because this -- and 
although George and I have different opinions as of when all of this 
started, but this joint commission -- this joint commission has been 
Giscussing this issve right from the beginning. 


Q Could you brief us -- 
Yes, Joanne? 


Q You said that the <-- Suaso supports the April 4th 
Initiative. Does the administration regard that initiative as still 
in effect? I thought that perhaps it might not have been given the 
actions of Congress subsequent to that tine. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I think that the 
initiative, as you saw, put forward by the President en toto, if it's 
taken up by #11 parties, including the Congress and Daniel Ortega, 
wes -- from that sense, is still @ viable unopened question -- 


unopened issue. 


Q Did the Honduran President agree to continue the 
presence of Americans in Honduras for these various war saneuvers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. A lot of this 
stuff -- yes -~ implicit in the agreement was -- we were spelling out 
Getails as to what happens in the case of property damage to 
Hondurans, and the steps you take in that, what about crisinal 
juriediction of U.S. forces in -- you see, the thing is that what 
these are, are amendments to « 1954 security egreement at which tine 
Gid not envision the intensity of joint activities within Honduran 
grounds, and so they were @ logical type of amendments in which you 
have to flush out when you have « larger presence of U.S. troops. 


MORE 





Yes, George? 


Q So actually, though, we can keep the same number, or 
@ larger number in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wes no kind of 
ceiling or floor on it. It was just how you handle the situation. 


Yes, George? 
Q In the event of an attack on Honduras, does the 


United States feel that it is obligated to come, unilaterally, to 
Honduras’ defense, or ».wld it have to await an OAS resolution? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By law, obviously > OAS 
-- if you go the OAS route, you can a A unilateral, but 
you wait for the absence of a -- but there's no in sy sind that 
if -- 


Q You sean, the Dosinican forsula? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: "What? 
Q We go in and then await the OAS -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. I just said, 
pursuant io know, “sigundira” -- the OAS. But there's no doubt 
in my sind t the President -- let se just finish sy anewer, if you 
may, please. 


Q But it sakes no sense up to here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weli, all right, let me 
try to make sense for you, then, okay? There's no doubt in sy mind 
that the President of the United States and the Vice Presitent -- 
they have said in public before -- are not going to stand by on an 
invasion -- an atteck on Honduras, and I think that's «@ very 
straightforward statement. They have sade it before. 


Yes? * 
Q Suaso said this morning outside, “We have received 
security antees from the United States.“ Wow, I still don't 


undere what these -- what the validity or the substance is of 
those new guarantees. Or is this referring to the Rio Treaty? I 
mean, how can you -- a global guarantee by the President does not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I6 not what? 


Q I mean, can the President (Laughter.) -- the United 
States to come to sake an alliance with another country? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look: the United States 
has an obligation to Honduras under the Ric Treaty. What I's telling 
you is, there's no Goubt in sy sind -- with the President and the 
Vice President of the United States -- they've seid repeatedly on 
occasions 











they're mot going to stand by for an attack on Bonduras. 


Q wouldn't you bave, then, if that's true, 
signed whatever A wanted earlier? 


SENIOR \‘ OPFICIAL: Well, mainly because we 


— es « patter of course, across the world with very few 
exceptions, get involwed in bilateral sutual assistance pacts per se. 


Q Why not? 


— ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's some very 
goose reasons t. 


Q Ané this is not thet. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What? 
Q This is not « bilateral -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's cight. That's 
exactly right. 


Q Well -- 





Q Can you give us one or just « sense of one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. What you don't 
want -- let's Ry AA my , hE 7 -F-Ay 
Country A and 8. Ané Country A and to it 
over -- and this is ical -- ower @ border dispute that is not 
considered to be an invasion. You Go not want to get involved in 
that kind of aspect. I sean, there's a very good reason right there. 


Q But how does this verbal agreement differ from «a 
bilateral mutual defense pact? It is the word of the President of 
the United States. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as such as « 
verbal commitment differs from a written document at any tine. 


Q You Gescribed these amendments -- 
ie) It's worth the paper is written on -- 


Q -- @ sinute ego a8 amendments to the earlier 
security. But, I sean, is there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. The 1954 
security. It was « sutual assistance security egreenent. 


c -~- need to be approved by Congress? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OF /.CIAL: Ho. 

. What about these border attacks -- 
. Reagan to Suazo, “Trust se.” 


Q Is there any application of the verbal commitsent to 
the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's sorry. I missed the 
ficet pert. 


Q There are border incursions and attacks going on ali 
the time now. Does the United States have some Obligation or does 
the —_— feel an obligation to come to Honduras’ eid in this 
reger 








SERICR ADMINISTRATION GPFICIAL: I don't think I can 
spell it out any gore for you than I have. I think that the 
— *s end the Vice Presiégent’s intents heave been sade very 


Yes, Johanna? 


Q Is Sondures leaving bere with anything it didn’t 
heve when it came? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GFFICIAL: Oh, an exposure to the 
American press it hadn't hed before. (Leughter.) 


Q What about the econcmic aid stuff? 


Q Anything of valve? 


SEBIOCR ADMINISTRATION GPFICIAL: Yes, I Gon't consider 
that of valve either. I egree with you, Johanna. (Leughter.) 


Q What about the econcmic aid, though? Didn't you 
release seme Soney to be -- 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION CPFICIAL: Yes, we -- actually, we 
hed arrived et that egreement price to their arrival here, following 
this commission that's been go on. And basically, whet it is was 
an egreement on the schedule of @isbereal of the remaining FY ‘65 
econcsic assistance funds, specifically the B87 funds. 


Q Bow such? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There wes @ totel of -- 
"84 and ‘6S of $147 sillion. In the ‘65, it was roughly $75 sillion 
that wes left. And we'te going te put it out in, I Believe, three 
trenches. 


Q To fellew on that -- 
SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 
ie} Tranches? 


C “~~ @i@ the ‘66 figure go up of was it asked to be 
reised? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OPTICIAL: The ‘86 figure that the 
eé@ninistration presented to the e688 wes on increase over the ‘85 
figure. There are « variety of sect geing on in Congress now, a6 
oy know, through Authorisation and ne eg thet in some cases 

t appears that thet -- it aay be dif t te sustein that figure 
for « variety eof reasons. 


But one of thee is arithmetic in that if you have « 
bottoe-line figure and, then, earmark certain emounts for certain 
pleces of the world and the billions of dollars, and then you eé¢ up 
what's left for the rest of the world, somebody's got to take « hit. 
Bow, that’s just in one of the euthorisation processes. 


But the intent of the ed@ministration is toe continue that 
inereese. 


Yes, sir? 


Q If our commitment to support Hondures is the seme, 
have the circumstances changed ené Geterioreted some so thet the 
likelihood that we sight have to fulfill thet commitment is viewed as 
somewhat greater now than it wes someting -- 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, I don't think in our 
winds it is any greater. I think in the Sonduren sinds, 
understindably so, it be, mainly because there's a big question 
@ark as to the 0.8. ve. When you talk about U.S., you talk U.S. 
Congress/Ezecutive Branch together. 


Q Sas there been any discussion at any level either in 
these meetings or, you know, through diplomatic channels to get thes 
ne Cleny ae Ce a ee ae ee oe ee oe 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no, we understand 
fully whet their probless are. The basic dilemmas is this: thet what 
wen hove ia the United Steves 16 whet wee @ covert ection hee becene 
overt, and everybody talks about it, and it goes on that way. 
Sondures, whatever ectivity they say of Say not have, whatever 
Support may Of Gay not have given to the anti-Sandinistas, in 
essence es is still « covert position. 


Ané, 60, we understand the dilemmas that this has 
thes in. ee See: ee ee a ee softer on 
communion orc think that the threat fros 8 equa any less; it 
just creates « probles for thes internally. And we understand that. 


Q But to the degree that we're able to ease their 
concerns about the 0.8. commitment, both by this joi.t communique and 








- 160 - ; 


the the Contras. Is 
some bope that thgt would lead Sonduras to lay off the Contras? 


say ~~ their communique. Sow I as convinced in ay sind that they 
have taken eéversarial or disadvantageous actions with 
that ay opiniocas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I cannot give you that 
number right now, but I will get it for you. Okay? 


Q I gean, is it several thousand or -- 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oc you want to help se 
out on that number? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Four thousand inside. 


Q Pour thousand inside Bonduras? The rest of thea in 
the hills of Nicaragua, is that it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It goes backwards and 
forwards. it is a éifficult question to anewer. 


Q If there were an attack on Sonduras, would the 
President's response be governed or limited by the War Powers Act or 
Goes the Rio Treaty and the ‘'S4 agreement allow his to get sround 


that in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the Rio 
Treaty is @ treaty approved by ress and the War Powers Act is an 
ect by Congress and si to lew by the President, so both 
of » if there is any overlap, govern. 


Q Dié the President tell President Suazo that he is 
optiaistic about getting Congress to okay aid to the Contras? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rather than evidence 
optisisa -- and I don’t want you to take from that the lack of 
optisian -- I think the stronger feeling was determination. 


Q bdié ay | Giscuss the embargo at 4117? And has Suazo 
come out in @ solid way in supporting the embargo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The embargo was 
éiscussed just in ogy By my understanding is that Sonduras has 
supported the embargo. t is correct. 


Q The specifics -- page two, you know -- in case of 
armed attack egeinst Bonduras, you tnow, we would 9° over there. Sas 
that ever been stated before as explicitiy as here 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Run that past se again. 
I em sorry. 


Q Okey. You have @ sentence on page two of the 
communique that starts, “In case of armed attack against Bonduras,” 
the United Stetes will do this and this, you know, to come to the aid 
of Bondures. Ses that commitment to help Honduras ever been so 
explicitly stated anywhere before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last question, please. 











Q Gn the question of -— 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Interesting twist to bis 
question, yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, I think that it is 
something that has been assumed -- 


Q Wait « sinete. 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, weitenin =I 
think it is something that has been assumed and understood, © his 
oe a oe ow Oe ee Oe 
ght that -— 


Q Bet weit « sinute. Aren't these phrases right froe 
the Rio Treaty? 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of thes, but aot 
ell of thes. 


Q Final question on the relationship between 
congressional aid and the congressional vote and t the Sondurans 
are Going with the Contras right now. I thought -- when briefing 
ws yester there wes some connection there. Do you still see « 
connection the vote and what Congress does and what that 
government does to the freedos fighters? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think it is 
éiftfticult -- the focus onto Bonduraes as the real estate upon 
which certain ftreedos fighters live -- in which the focus goes 
sharper absent any U.S. support. Yes, I think you are correct in 
that sesessment, that if hed U.S. —— official support in 
one fore or another for who are as treedos fighters, it 
would make life easier for the Sondurans within Sonduras. 


Q and 4ié any of that come through in these seetings 
“- any suggestion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, no, just aaybe by 
very sidevays. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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a 


SENIOR OFFICIAL: This is ON BACKGROUND in response to 
the various questions at the noon briefing today on the 
respective versions of Mr. Sharon and Ambassador Lewis. Let me 
say the following: 


What we have confirmed in stating that Ambassador 
Lewis has described the U.S. position on this matter with 
complete accuracy is the following: 


Mr. Sharon was giving us his personal concepts in his 
meeting with Ambassador Habib. As Ambassador Lewis said, Habib 
objected vehemently to these concepts. It is well known that 
in the intervening period leading up to the actual Israeli 
invasion of Lebanon in June of 1982 that there were numerous 
public indications that military action was likely. 


We made repeated efforts at all levels -- all levels 
~~ to discourage any actions which would lead to war. 


We want to emphasize that, beyond what was generally 
and publicly known, the United States Governwent had no prior 
knowledge of the invasion of Lebanon. 


Q Is that it? 
That's it. 


There seems to be an inconsistency with what 
you're saying here and what you had said earlier. You stressed 
earlier that Sharon, when he was dealing with Lewis, et al, was 
speaking as Minister of Defense and, therefore, in the name of 
the Government of Israel. 


Here you seem to say that Sharon was just giving his 
personal notion of what he would like one day to do. Can you 
clear that up? 











a Well, I think it's more an seperent inconsistency 
than a real inconsistency. He had and was holding his capacity 


as Minister of Defense. What he was relaying at that time was 
stated to be his personal views, so -- . 


Q All right. 


a So what we were -- when we responded to his 
personal views, we were not responding personally. Ambassador 
Habib was responding as the President's special emissary. 


Q Can we clear up exactly what time -- 


a So I don't think -- I think it's more an apparent 
inconsistency than a real inconsistency. 


Q Yeah. You could clear it up by giving some 
months to that phrase “at +* time." He had his -- Sharon had 
his meeting with Habib in December 1981. 


a December ‘81. Then in the interim period and 
especially between January through May there were intense 
U.S.-Israeli contacts on this issue. 


Q Right. 

A And then let me refresh your wemory: This all 
culminated in the, as you know, the assassination of the 
Israeli Ambassador in London which then proved to be the 
catalyst for the Israeli Government. 


Q What I'm trying to pin down was -- 


Q There was an assassination attempt. 

A I'm sorry. Very good, Bill. The assassination 
attempt. 

Q In December ‘81 you understood Sharon to be 


giving this his personal notion or his concept, or was he then 
speaking with the authority of Minister of Defense of the 
Government of Israel? 


i) He was giving us his personal concepts. 


Q What about .- another inconsistency, I guess, in 
the -- 


A Well, as I said, I want to -- I think that's more 
an apparent inconsistency than a real inconsistency. 








Q You're talking about, -- the phrase you 
specifically used, "I want to emphasize that, beyond what was 
generally known, the United States Government had no prior 
knowledge of the invasion of Lebanon." 


But, you know, in Haig's book, Caveat, he says that on 
February 3 Begin sent his head of military intelligence, 
Yehoshuah Saguy, to inform Haig that -- (to Jim Anderson, UPI) 
-- what was his precise phrase? 


MR. ANDERSON: (Reading) "A large-scale force would 
advance from the Israeli border to the southern suburbs of 
Beirut. Its target was a PLO infrastructure. The Syrians 
would be avoided, if possible." 


Q There must have been -- 

fe What's the date on that? 

Q February 3. 

a Okay. 

Q ‘82. 

A During this period, as I said, there was frequent 
contact between us and the Israeli Government. I can also say 
that there was -- we were seeking guarantees from the Israelis 
that they would not invade under various scenarios. 

I think that falls under various of these intense 
contacts we were having with the Israelis. If you remember 
that period, there were peaks and valleys where the Israelis 
were -— you know, there were indications -- as I said, publicly 
and generally known -- that they might take military action. 

Q I don't want to dispute with you -- 

& You know -- Yeah, but I don't think -- 

Q It's just that the phrase “prior knowledge" -- 

i) Yeah. You're talking about an inconsistency -- 

Q When they -- 

fa I don't see that basically because, you know, 


what you have here was a period of intense diplomatic activity 
on our part at all levels, in which we were -- you know, 











different scenarios, you know, saying, “Don't do it." You 

know, we made every effort to discourage actions that would 

lead to war and to an invasion, and this falls into one of 

those patterns where even to the point where, you know, we were 
getting guarantees that they wouldn't do various things. ° 


Q Yeah. But given — 
A But then -- 


Q But given the record, what Haig is on the record 
as saying, you simply cannot say the United States Government 
had no prior knowledge. 


A Remember what I -— we want to emphasize that 
beyond what was generally and publicly known, the USG had no 
prior knowledge of the invasion of Lebanon. I've got to stick 
with that. 


Q (Inaudible) -~— the meeting in December. There 
was a meeting in December, and now you're saying it's personal 
concepts, that's why it wasn't -- 


Q It's not generally known if it's given in an 
unofficial capacity? Is that what you're saying? And why 
would Habib be so vehement if the man is just shooting the 
breeze with him in a personal way? Habib is vehement because 
he knows Sharon means business, and he's a standing official of 
the government. 


A All we're saying is that -- 
' Q This is gibberish. 


A No, no. It's not gibberish, Barry. Sharon 
conveyed to Ambassador Habib -- 


Q Personal concepts. 

A -~- what he defined as his personal concepts. 

Q Right. 

A Okay? 

Q As an official of the Israeli Government. Fine. 
A Okay. Our reaction -- 


Q 


Is vehement. 








A -- was vehement and official -- 
Q And negative. 
And extremely negative. 


But you still don't generally know what Israel's 
up to, even after that. 


a Because it was -- 
Q Even generally you don't -- 
2) -—- a concept. It was a conceptual framework. It 


wasn't specific. 


Q But how can you say he didn't even generally know 
what Israel was up to if -- 


a No, no. It was a general -- and the fact of the 
matter is that we reacted officially, vehemently, negatively to 
that presentation by Mr. Sharon. I have to leave it at that. 


Q Was his concept at that time to eliminate the 
Palestinians from all of Lebanon by invading all the way to 
Beirut? 


A I really can't get into specifically what was 
said, but I would like to leave you with the impression that it 
was more general and not that specific, in terms of specific 
plans of action. 


Q But when you said that the United States 
Government had no prior knowledge of the invasion of Lebanon, 
you're defining "the invasion" of Lebanon in a very specific 
way, not in the general-concept way that you clearly did have 
knowledge of it as of December ‘81. 


Q It was being planned. 
Q It was under consideration. 


A Beyond what was generally and publicly known. 
It's important that -- 


Q But the December ‘81 meeting was not generally 
and publicly known. 


3) No, but I'm talking about the period after that. 








i) It was only generally -- 


A The period after that, if you remember, there was 
a lot of speculation, if you go back to the news articles at 
the time. I mean, John, I think -- go back to the news 
articles at that time. My God, everyone was predicting war at 
one point or another. So, you know, when you start talking 
about prior knowledge, well, everyone was talking about -- we 
were engaged with the Israelis in active negotiations, making 
an all-out effort to deter them from taking action that would 
lead to war. 


Q The news articles and speculation about what the 
Israelis would do -- 


A But in terms of the decision that was made to 
invade Lebanon -- the invasion -- we had no prior knowledge of 
that Israeli act to go to war and to invade Lebanon. 


Q Were there discussions with Sharon or other 
Ministry of Defense people about these concepts after that 
meeting with Habib? 


A A discussion of his personal concepts? 
Q Yes. 
A I don't think I can answer that specifically 


other than to say that we obviously discussed the main issue 
with other Israeli officials. 


Q But were you -- 

Q I mean, what is generally know is that they would 
go -- 

A You also know that, if my memory serves me 


correct, on December 20, 1981, was when -- 
Q Golan Heights. 
A No. 
Q Yes, it was --— December. 


a I believe that when Sharon revealed to the 
Israeli Cabinet what he was -- 


Q Not so early. 











A Which would have several weeks -- it would have 
been probably several weeks later. 


Q That's right. It was later. He revealed it to 
the U.S. before he revealed it to the Cabinet. 


a That's right. His personal -- before he revealed 
that. That's a matter of fact; that's out there. I just want 
to put that timeframe on it also. 


Q what was generally known was the 40-kilometer 
line, I think. But what this indicates is that the U.S. knew 
that Beirut was a possibility which was not generally know. It 
was one of the many speculations. 


A Well, remember my response to Jim's question. 
Q Yes, but your response -- 
A His personal conceptual framework, if you will, 


was not a specific plan. 


Q Yeah, but your response left us with the same 
problem we had at noon. What are we talking about? What 
concepts? 


a Well, I really can't get into more detail. What 
I'm leading you to -- 


Q Well, the basic -- certainly the concept of going 
beyond the 7;5-mile invasion. 


A But what I'm leading you to is that this meeting 
was not a review of the specific battle plan which I inferred 
from some of your questions today, that I would steer you away 
from characterizing that meeting in those terms. 


Q All right. But when you take away the specific 
battle plan as a possibility of discussion, there were 
generally two possibilities: that Israel would go over the 
line and punish the Palestinians or Israel would go all the way 
to Beirut. 


Now, which is it that Sharon discussed with Habib as a 
concept -- going all the way to Beirut, no? 


I don't know that he discussed it with the Prime 
Minister of Israel, but did he discuss it with Habib? 


A Barry, I really can't get into that type of 
detail. But it was a general statement of objectives. I 
can't, I really can't -- 








Q I know. Sut when you say he didn't present any 
specific plan, that doesn't -- 


Aa I can't get drawn - 


-) -- g@insay that Habib didn't know he was going 
all the way to Beirut. 


a It was more general than what you're inferring. 
Okay? Let me leave it at that. It was more general than -- 


Q Could I try it one other way? Your statement at 
the briefing was that the Lewis account is completely 
accurate. One of the stories -- 


a Except for -- I was corrected -- 
Q I understand. 


a - the venue wasn't the ranch. It was somewhere 
else -- the meeting. 


Q One of the stories quotes Lewis as saying in the 
interview -- using the words in the interview -- “going all the 
way to Beirut." 


Do you know if that's -- 
a Sorvy, Jim. Say that again? 


Q One of the stories quotes Lewis as saying in that 
interview, “going all the way to Beirut." Do you know if he -- 
do you have a transcript? Did he say that? And are you 
confirming that part of his account? 


a I don't have that. 


Q You know, in a way you seem to be reinforcing 
Sharon's. version when you say that what he gave Habib in 
December ‘81 was his personal concept or conceptual framework, 
not a military plan. Sharon is saying that he didn't give away 
the “plan” -- Big Pines -- to Habib before he informed whe 
Israeli Cabinet and that Lewis, by implying that, is wrong. 


a What I'm steering you away from is too many 
specifics vis-a-vis too many generalities. I mean, Sharon 
expressed his concepts in a defined way but without going into, 
you know, some of the specific questions that I've been asked 
here. That's all I'm saying. 











I don't see, Jim, how what I'm telling you here in any 
way shores up Sharon's position. 


Q Do you have the transcript of the Lewis interview? 
A Was it last night or this morning? 

Q The one last night. 

G The one this morning was BACKGROUND. 

If I recall in reading the accounts -— and maybe 
you can correct this -- Lewis is quoted as saying that Sharon 
described. I think the phrase was, “hypothetical detail.“ Was 
that in -- do you know if that's in there? 


a I think he did use the term “hypothetical 
detail.” I'm not using that term. 


Q You're using “general concept” instead of 
"hypothetical." “Personal concept.” 


a Yeah Thank you. 

Q But you're saying th’'° jou knew what Sharon had 
in mind. You knew a lot of other things, but you're saying you 
didn't know the day -- the battle plan and the day for going 
across the line; is that right? 


A (Nodding affirmatively. ) 


(Background briefing concluded at 3:40 p.m.) 
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SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se start with going e 
over the schedule. Save a few remarks I'd like to offer and then be 
happy to anewer any questions you sight heve. 


King Hussein and Queen Boor have been in the states since 
lest Thuredey, up et Providence, where the King's son greduated fros 
Brown University on the weekend. 


The official portion of their visit starts this 
afternoon, when they arrive at Andrews. They'll come to the 
Reflecting Pool vie helicopter for the formal welcosing. 


The only official seeting today is with the Vice 
President. 


Later this evening, King Hussein and Queen Boor will join 
the Secretary and Mre. Shultz for an inforssel cruise on the Potomac. 


; The King will seet with the Secretary agein tosorrow 
morning. That will be followed by # meeting in the Oval Office. 


Im the afternoon, the King will meet with Secretary 
Weinberger and Bud McFarlane. Secretary and Mre. Shultz host « 
Ginner in his honor -- in their honors -- tomorrow evening at the 
State Departaent. 


Thureday sorning, the King will have breakfast for 
meabers of the House of Representatives. 





The afternoon, he receives an honcrary degree fros 
Georgetown and hosts « return dinner that evening. 


On Friday, the King is scheduled to have an interview on 
BBC, has accepted an invitation from the Aperican Enterprise 
Institute. 


He'll meet again Friday afternoon with the Secretary 
before departing Washington for a private visit to California. 


That pretty such wraps up the official portion of the 
schedule. 


Q That Friday interview with BBC, is that @ half-hour 
prime tise special? I mean, what sort of interview is that? 
(Laughter .) 





SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is this the competition 
speaking or is this «- 


Q Well, it’s another network. It's not really 
competition. 
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Q I @Gon’t Know whet BSC broedcast is evaeilaeblie to the 
King on Pridsy. And i wonder whet tise it is. 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thet I don't know. We 
can check. Can -- 


MAR. SIMS: Ask BSC. ° 


. I's eure it's mot an interview which will be cut up 
to the best 12 seconds and dropped someplace. (Leughter.) 


SENIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you suggesting we 
would Go thet to BBC or that -- 


Q I's just inquiring. 
Q What's the cruise on? What boat? 
Q I like ell the networks. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The cruise, I believe, 
is on the Aémiral'’s Barge, the Chief of Baval Operations. 


Q AG@miral’s Barge? (Laugnter.) 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For those of us who 
haven't been in the Bavy, we siweys refer to the Adsiral’s Barge. 


Q Ie that @ ship or @ bost? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo matter what it looks 
like, it's @ barge. 


it's @ boset. (Laughter .) 
It's @ yacht? 
-- going to get «@ breakthrough? 


It's like “internal eccounts.* 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As for <-- Any other 
questions on the schedule itself? 


Q Yes, is there -- 


Q What time is the -- in the Oval Office? What tise 
is the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 11:30 a.m. 11:30 a.a. 
tomorrow. 


Q Ie there any substantive reason for seeting with 
Shultz again before he leaves? I sean, the fact that Wednesday he'll 
see the President, is there anything going to happen between 
Wednesday and Friday -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we see this as @ 
continuing series of meetings. He has the one with Secretary 
Weinberger, and I think <= and with McFarlane tomorrow -- so I think 
the meeting with Shults would be to wrap up the series of 
conversations he's hed and <-- 


Q What I meant was they're going to be checking -- 
you're not going to be checking with the Palestinians between 
Wednesday and Friday -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘us. arcer.) This is @ 
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very etreigntforward event on the schedule. which we have on just 
about every Chief of Stete visit. So -- Really. 


Q So the aenewer is ao. 
SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Well, as tor expectations, I'd say our goals are sodest 
for tne visit. This wiesit is pert of « process that we hope in the 
end will leed to an extension of the peace process and to direct 
negotiations. Sut there is stiil @ long way to go. And I would 
Caution you not to look for drapatic occurrences in the next 46 
hours. 


That said, there have been positive things going on 
the Middle East. which we would like to reinforce. They began, 
suppose, last October, with the resumption of formal diplomatic 
reletions between Egypt end Jordan. 


That wee followed « sonth later by convening of the 
Palestine Bational Council in Agman. This seeting represented « 
significant reapproecheent between the Palestinians and the King. It 
wes little noticed et that tise in the King's eddress to the PRC that 
he called upon the Palestinians to join hia in peaceful negotiations 
under UN Security Council Resolution 242. 


Of particuler significance wes the fact that the 
Palestinians did not reject the King’s appeal out of hand, but 
referred it to a Committee for furtner study. 


This led, two sonthes later, to the Pebruary 11 egreesent 
between the King and Yasir Arafat. I don't want to inflate that 
egreement out of proportion. We spoke of it at the tise as « 
milestonc, on the understanding there would have to be sany other 
Bilestones on the roed to peace. 


That eccord still does not explicitly endorse 242 and 
recognise Iereel’'a right to exist, which are our requirements for 
Gesling with the PLO. But it did contain some positive elements. it 
committed the PLO to seeking @ negotiated settlement, one based on 
the land-for-peace formula. It siso stipuletes that these 
negotiations should be held under UN and Security Council 
Resolutions, not quite citing 242, but to the best of ay knowledge, 
the firet explicit, positive PLO reference to Security Council 
Resolutions. 


Finally, it calle for the exercise of Palestinian 
self-detersination in the context of confederation with Jordan. 
This, apparently, postulates that the Palestinians would be willing 
to forego an independent state, west of the Jordan, if the rest of 
the plan fell into plece. 


How, I do use the word “apparently” because there have 
been @ lot of sized sigels since that accord was published. Various 
factions of the PLO put their own gloss on the agreement or sought 
revisions to it. There were two “clarifications,” as they were 
called. But we're assured that it remains essentially intect. And 
it's on this basis that Jordan is trying to sove ahead. 


Jordan, clearly, is central to current peace efforts. in 
Jordan today we sense & new pragmatism and a greater appreciation of 
the need to get a reinvigorated process underway if one is to have 
any hope of shaping the future. 


The King is acutely sensitive to the passage of time and 
determined not to let the door close to the possibility of « 
negotiated settiment. At the same time, he's equally determined not 
to sove forward without the Palestinians. And this gives even 
greater isportance to the February 11 egreenment. 
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I repeat thet as eabiguous as that document on February 
lith say be. it does commit the PLO to supporting segotiations and to 
supporting thes in partnership with Jordan. 


During our recent visite to the eres, we detected « far 
greater pregeatiss asong Palestinians than perhaps Guring earlier 
trips. Those with whose we set differed in sany details on their 
approach to peace, but all expressed a common desire to get something 


going. 


There's been @ lot of speculetion about # possible 
meeting between the United States and @ joint Joréanian-Palestinian 
Gelegation and whetner or not King Hussein geve us list of possibile 
participants for such « seeting. Well, as you know, the suggestion 
for @ meeting with the Joint Delegsetion has been on the table for 
some while. it has been neither accepted nor rejected. I don't want 
to sisleed you, we have discussed individuals with whos we sight seet 
on @ ftor-exzaemple basis, for instance, but there is no definititve 
list in our hands. 


° The Secretary said in Lisbon he considered it was tine 
that we begin thinking of individuals who can help sove the process 
slong, instead of thinking in terms of categories of people who say 
Or gay not be excludable for negotiations. 


But I don’t think we need focus exclusively on the issue 
of Palestinian participation in a Jordanian delegation. since it is 
mot an objective in itself. The key focus is how we can sove shead 
to the goal of direct negotiations. And our goal, et this tise, is 
to maintain 
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the somentuse «hich segan las 
it’s only cecentiy that the 


adjusted ian reaction to events 


We've long believed it's only by focusing on incresental 
steps that we could shape the ceality in which segotiations would 
texe place, with the witiaate cojective of achieving « durabie, 
comprehensive settlement between lereel and aii ite Arad neighbors. 


In closing. i'é sote «4 couple of quotations fros «4 recent 
interview tnat the King gave to 4 Kuwaiti sewspaper. in this 
interview, ne forecast tnat his visit to Wasnington ould ce part of 
® larger process. mot & clisactic event. Tne King spoxe of seeking 
peace a6 not 4 rise, but « duty. And the peace he said he is seeking 
is ome teat will Ge comprehensive. 


Weil, it's (hie pregeatien in the region that again has 
pereitted sovement in « positive direction. We've aii been working 
on tne procless. The,‘re tough ones and the way anead is certain to 
be Jifficuit. As in the past, the process will Se slow, will oe 
incremental, et tises difficult to achieve. sdut we sense tnat there 
is again an Opportunity to sove forward and we will Go our best to 
reinforce this trend in discussions during the next few days. 


So let se nandie your questions <-- sishandie sour 
questions. 


Q Can you assess tor us what impect. if any, you think 
some recent events -~- the fighting between the Shiite Mosleas and the 
Palestinians in Lebanon, the prisoner exchange which, in essense, was 
conducted with « radical Palestinian group that's opposed to Arafat 
~~ mow will tmis, if it nas any effect, how will this effect even 
Arafat's ability to deliver the PLO, let along Hussein's ability to 
Geliver the Palestinians through Arafat? What does this Jo? You 
meade some ceference to Palestinian division, but essentially, you're 
talking about tne PLO 48 & BOMOlLIthic structure and it's less and 
less apparent tnat it is. 


SESIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I certainly take 
tne last point -- we don't see it a8 4 somolithic structure. You've 
had @ nuaper of divisions over tne years «~~ the creation in Syria 
under -- in Damascus in the last few sonths of something called the 
Mational Salvation Front was just one of the latest sanifestations of 
tne movement's tendency to split. There are a numoer of fissure 
lines, if sow will, within it. <= not surprising. The PLO cleias to 
represent 411 Palestinians and it sas 4 number of professional groups 


along with the gsilitia groups, independent spokesmen <~- 411 operating 
under tne PLO vuabrelia. 


The impect of cecent events -- I don't Know what the 
impect is on Arafat's ability to deliver the PLO with the fighting in 
Beirut. i think that the fighting in Beirut orings back to ali of us 
the mecessity of soving ahead to get & solution to the Palestinian 
issue to the status of the Palestinian people. 


This has been @ rolling series of conflicts between 
Palestinians and various governments, various communities, over the 
last years in Leoanon. The fighting is tragic and has apparently 
opeen very, very vloody, and we deeply regret it. But the political 
point it underscores is there's got to be progress on the soiution of 
the status of the Palestinian people. 


What it seans for -- to Arafat, i couldn't <= | wouldn't 
want tO pass 40 Opinion on that. #ut I think it «= the statesents 
you've seard ant that you <= that were cecorded in tuat Feorvary sith 
agreement oear re-reading in teres of the commiteent to finding « 
peaceful solution. 


io) woes it appear to our government that there is «4 
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massacre underway in those’ camps, Palestinian camps. conducted oy the 
Shiites and elements -- Shiite Lebanese Aray elements? And if so, to 
wnat extent is our government trying to stop it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's Deen a very 
heavy loss of life. Sy the dest reports we can put togetner, the -- 
you Know, it's topped 200 by gost estimates in the last few days. We 
are trying Dy a variety of diplomatic contacts to explore in Lebanon 
and other capitals what can be done to oring it to a hait. I can't 
go into tne details. 





Q Wnen you talk about the pragmatism that you now see 
with Hussein, what expectation do you have toward progress toward the 
real goal of direct negotiations and what would -- if you saw some 
movement on his part in this visit, would that tnen sean a United 
States commitmjent to sitting down to the other talk? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our commitment to 
sitting down in -- 


Q Sitting down in joint talks. And is there sone 
movement there toward his making @ commitment toward direct 
negotiations with Israel? Is there some interim step that we can 
take? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't know 
_ precisely how the King will address the issue of direct negotiations 
Guring the visit nere. I think he shares, as others é@hare, the 
conception that if negotiations can get started, of course, they're 
going to be direct. Tnat's the way you negotiate. is directly. Kind 
of a truisa. 





If your question is apout our sitting -- if ne said "X", 
would we tnen move to sit down with the joint JordJanian-Palestinian 
delegation? Well, we have said we will sit down. That doesn't 
depend on this visit. We said we would sit down with such a joint 
delegation, assuming that the satisfactory conditions were worked out 
-- namely, on the Palestinian membersnip of such a deleyation, it oe 
non-declared PLO Palestinians. 


Q Are you closer to those definitions now? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we -- 
Q Are you closer, as a result of your travels, to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have not -- 
we've ncc gotten into what I call theological debate and have not 
wanted to get into it on categories of people. We think that there 
ace any number of representative, substantial representatives of the 
Palestinian community with whom it would -- should be possible to 
meet. 


Q Noes that process have to be complete -- tne 
choosing of those Palestinians and the formation of that delegation 
-- pefore there can be substantive forward movement? In other words, 
tne King saying, for example, that he would be willing to meet witha 
tae Israelis -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: sefore tnat -- sefore 
we would meet witn the delegation? 


Q gefore that happens or oefore we would oe willing to 
meet directiy with tne Palestinians. Does tnat process -- in other 
words, Could you sketch a seyuence out? Does the selection of the 
Palestinians have to take place and the composition of that 
Geleyation nave to occur oefore there can oe any genuine sovement in 
tae peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not a@ yes Or no 
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answer, Bernie, for the reason that the way these events sight flow, 
isn’t that clear that -- 


Q John. 
Q John. 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I'am not 
near-sighted, I's just -- 


Q You can call se Jonn -- 
MR. SIMS: Just don't call him Sas. (Laughter.) 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Everyone knows it's John 
without turning around to look. There gust be something -- 


- Q Ronald Reagan consistently calls people, including 
ceporters, by the wrong name. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, thank you, Paul. 
I appreciate it. (Laughter.) 


Q John-Paul. We've got something -- (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Okay. We 
don't have @ set sequence in sind. That's something that has to oe 
agreed on between the parties. Our goal is direct negotiations. our 
visits of the last sgonths were sotivated, if you will, by the 
messages we were getting from the region that this year is the year 
of opportunity. Okay, if it's the year of opportunity, where are you 
going to pe oy the end of ‘65? If -- can it be worked out that 
direct negotiations can be started by the end of ‘85? 


But just how you get from May 28 to December jist, that 
isn't in hand. 


Q Well, I guess what I'm asking -- let me rephrase the 
question. Is it possible that direct negotiations would begin with 
tne Palestinians not plugged in at the beginning of those 
negotiations but at a later stage? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when you say 
Palestinians, we have said ever since, certainly the Camp David 
Accords, Palestinians sust be savolved at every stage of the 
negotiations. That's unchanged. 


Q You said that he's determined not to sove forward 
without Palestinians. Were you trying to say that the King has 
agreed to forego PLO participation in the talks? 


SEAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not at all. I refer 
you to the text of the February 11 agreement. 


Q Sir, do you have any information that these 
substantial Palestinians 
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of whom you spoke would be acceptable to the Israelies ultimately? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that the -- 
there's no stion, the Israelis -- I refer to the accords -- accept 
that Palestinians must be involved at every stage of the process. 
They don't see themselves dealing just with the government of Jordan 
when it comes to questions affecting their eastern flank. 


Q But you said you know of any number of substantial 
representatives of the Palestinian community with whom it would be 
possible to meet. Do you have any intimation that those people to 
whom you spoke would be acceptable to the Israelis? That's always 
been the sticking point. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm confident the names 
can be found that'll be acceptable to all parties. We're interested 
in moving a process ahead and very conscious that you don't move a 
process ahead if you start losing one or more of the parties 
involved. 


Q Yes, but -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, I'm confident we'll 
find -- 


Q Sol Linowitz always had that confidence, and they 
never could find these people. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm confident it can be 


done. 

Q Sic, can we -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I had one just here, if 
I might -- 

Q Can we -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- for she did raise her 
hand first. 


Q Thank you, sir. To paraphrase what you said 
earlier, you said you don't need to focus on the Palestinian part of 
the delegation since that's not a key factor in itself. Am I sort of 
paraphrasing you correctly? If so, aren't you kind of painting 
yourself into a corner because -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; I said that the -- you 
don't have to focus exclusively -- 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- on the issue of 
Palestinian participation in the Jordanian delegation or with the 
Jordanian delegation since it is not an objective in itself. The 
focus is how to get to the goal of direct negotiations. 


Q Sir -- 

Q -- then -- 

Q Sir -- 

Q You're not -- well, let me rephrase that -- if 


you're not focusing exclusively, what is it -- 
Q What's the problem? 
Q Yes. (Laughter.) Yes, what is the problem? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Get to the heart of it. 


Q You're sort of -- you are excluding certain 
Palestinians obviously. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but the formation 
of the delegation -- all I intend by those words -- the formation of 
the delegation is not the only issue that we have to think about as 
we work towards direct negotiations. That's all I meant. 


Q But that's the very crux of the matter. If you 
can't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not the only -- 
when I say exclusive, I mean there are other -- all I's saying is 
there are other questions have to be addressed. You want to call it 
crux? That's -- 


Q At this stage, isn't it? If you can't get beyond 
that stage, can you get to any of the other matters? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You're talking about the 
meeting with the United States or the Jordanian-Palestinian 
Gelegation? I don't think that's that critical an issue. I really 
-- that shouldn't be hard to put together. 


Q -- you could talk about the question of Jordanian 
arms sales which has been talked about a lot on the Hill? Is there 
anything in the works on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no decisions 
made. That study that was launched in February, we trust, is nearing 
completion. (Laughter.) And no decisions have been taken on new 
arms packages coming out of that. 


Q Sir -- 
Q It must be Fred Fielding -- 


Q Sir, can you afford sending King Hussein 
empty-handed to the Middle East again, like _ send other leaders? 
And is the Syrian opposition the main obstacle in making the process 
go forward? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let's see. When you get 
@ tendentious question, how do you answer? (Laughter.) We intend 
this visit to be a chance for the President and the Secretary -- 
Secretary Weinberger and others -- to have maximum time with His 
Majesty to discuss our perspectives on the peace process, to hear His 
Majesty, how he sees moving ahead -- I'm not going to talk about 
full-handed or empty-ha results of the visit. I said our 
expectations were modest, but we think it can help advance the 
process. 


Do we think Syria is the only obstacle? No, I think 
there are many other questions that -- potential obstacles in the 
region affecting the whole process. The Syrians have said -- as you 
saw, I think, it was the Syrian Foreign Minister -- that short of 
there being a full Arab consensus, no movement is possible on the 
peace process. We do not agree with that position. 


Yes. 


Q Sir, with the news -- today's news -- that there is 











another American hostage in Beirut, do you see any evidence that Iran 
is directly involved in the Jihad or that, &@s some news accounts have 
indicated, that one or gore of the hostages say be in Iran at this 
tine? 


SENIOR ADMMNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we have no evidence 
that they gay be in Iran at this time. These stories go back several 
weeks, I think. And they didn't check out. As you know, trying to 
track down where they be has proven a very, very difficult task, and 
who is holding thea, both questions haven't been solved. 


MR. SIMS: Last question -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So just the degree of 
Iranian involvement, I can't address. . 


Q Can you explain -- because I's a little cor.fused at 
this point -- if the issue of the U.S. meeting with the Joint 
Delegation is not that critical, in the sense that you think it's not 
that difficult to put together, what is it that you'd see as the 
primary and the sore critical issues that have to be resolved with 
the King in this week to try to move the peace process forward? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure that this 
week is going to be the time to resolve any specific issue. It's -- s 
The Secretary went to the area two weeks back to get a first-hand ’ ll 
impression from the leaders in Jordan, Egypt and Israel of how they - 
saw the process. He came with -- impressed by the seriousness of 
their desire to sove ahead and with some ideas, which he's been 
working on since -- 


Q Take this week out of it, what are the primary 
issues that you think have to be resolved to move the peace process 
forward, if the question of the U.S. meeting with the Delegation is 
not that critical an issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.S. meeting with 
the Delegation should be seen as part of a sequence of steps. As I 
said, we -- I don't think any party has a very clear idea of -- a 
master blueprint of the steps over the next several sonths. They 
talk of different things that sight happen that could help. I think 
the nature of Palestinian representation at negotiations would be a 
-- perhaps, the critical issue. 


We're not talking, when we talk about a U.§.-Jordanian- 
American -- a U.&.-Jordanian-Palestinian meeting, about negotiations. 
This was for a discussion of the issues. Perhaps that's gotten 
confused in the reporting of it or in our statements. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you. 


Q -- just to follow up on that, once you define 
acceptable people for the discussions with the United States and 
Jordan, haven't you gotten past one of the barriers towards defining 
the kind of people who would be acceptable -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but that -- there's 
no decision made that group -- that group, for instance, would 
necessarily go straight to the negotiations. That's -- 


Q -- American kidnapped, we're not going to do 


anything? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's not <-- 
MR. SIMS: Larry addressed that -- 
esen SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They could, it would be 
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} Other than listening to Hussein -- hearing his 
ideas, which you've already heard and you already know, is the United 
States going to do anything to move forward on this? Does it have 
any new proposals, any new ideas, or is this another exercise? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exercise sakes perfect. 


Q I mean, are we -- do we have any new positions, 
anything that will sove this forward? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we're got sone 
ideas and we'll certainly be exploring them with the King and we'll 
see what's going to be on -- Thank you. 


EsD 11:55 A.M. EDT 























DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


© 
Fie cory 


BY , 
AID ADMINISTRATOR PETER McPHERSON 
TUESDAY, MAY 28, 1985, 2:11 P.M. 


MS. KATE SEMERAD: Mr. Peter McPherson, the 
President's Special Coordinator for international Disaster 
Assistance will be briefing today on the tragedy after the 
cyclone in Bangladesh. fhe briefing will be ON THE RECORD for 
both sound and camera. 


MR. MCPHERSON: [hank you. 


The people in the Government of the United States 
extend their deepest sympathy to the victims and to the 
families of those who died --— in fact, to all the people of , 
that country, Bangladesh. 


We have informed our Embassy there this morning that 
an additional $300,000 is being made available to them to spend 
in that disaster. That Embassy has that money, in fact, right 
now to do as it will. We feel that getting Lhe money right out 
there - the ground is the best and most effective way we can 
respond. 


In addition to that $300,000, we are providing another 
$200,000 to the International Red Cross.* fhe International 
Red Cross** has put out an appeal for moneys for the disaster. 
This $200,000 will go toward that appeal. We are asking that 
that money be spent by the Red Cross of Bangladesh, which is in 
fact a very effective organization with some 2,000 volunteers. 


Lastly, there is a quieter, a less dramatic side to 
disasters like this, but one that really cries out for 
response, and that is in the weeks, and indeed perhaps months 
ahead in that country, those victims will need help with food, 
will need help in getting back on their feet. That must be 
addressed, too.’ Accordingly, we are making available food 
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which we have in Bangladesh in our regular food programs. Wwe 
will make that food available some weeks back perhaps, 
thousands of tons of food, and subsequently replace it by food 
which we deliver in the weeks and months ahead. 


Again, we are providing $300,000 through our Embassy, 
$200,000 to the International Red Cross*, and lastly, making 


available thousands of tons of food for purposes of Feeding in 
the weeks and months ahead. 


I'd be happy to take any questions. 


Q Wasn't there another smaller contribution -- 
a Yes, it was. 

Q - made by the Embassy itself? 

a Yes. Upon a disaster declaration and 


authorization from us, an Embassy has the authority to spend . 
$25,000, and we gave that authorization a couple of days ago. 

So, in fact, what you have here is a total of $525,000 which 

the U.S. has authorized to be spent in connection with this, 

plus whatever value of food -- and surely it will be some 
substantial amount of food, I would imagine. 


Yes, ma'am. 


Q What's the current assessment of the dimensions 
of the tragedy -- how many people are dead, that sort of 
thing? There are a lot of conflicting figures. 


a The reality is that nobody knows. One thing that 
is clear is that waves, in just a few moments actually, a 
relatively short period of time, washed away thousands of 
people and of course, the life savings and belongings of many, 
many thousands. 


It is clear, I believe, that thousands have lost their 
lives. The President of the country, within hours, announced a 
10,000 estimate. No one knows for sure -- and frankly, my 
guess is that né one will ever know. These people are not 
nameless, but they are unknown-named people, if you will, 
people who have no land, who have almost nothing, and have gone 
out to these little islands, little “chars” is what they call 
them. They are islands that have just been built in the last 
few years from silt washing in from the land, from up the 
river, gradually been built up. In a regular high tide, they 
are just barely above water level. 
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The people went out there because there was no place 


to go to graze their animals or to plant their crops -- it was 
kind of a chancey existence, at test, but there was no place to 
go -- went out and so much was washed away. 


The short answer, though, to your question is that we 
do not know, and I don't think anybody will ever know how many 


thousands have died. 


Q Has any thought been given of diverting a U.S. 
aircraft carrier with helicopters to assist in recovery -- 
using military force, power, somehow to help these people? 


A Probably the most impressive things about what 
has happened is what the Bangladesh Government themselves have 
done. They have not asked us for any help, actually; but they 
have done a very impressive job with their own military, with 
their own navy in rescuing people, in taking their own 
helicopters out there. They drove wells because many of the 
wells were all flooded with salt water or mud. They have 
delivered medicine and food, delivered water. What they've 
done with their own resources on-the-spot is just very 
impressive. 


Now, we've made it clear that we would provide, that 
we would be happy to consider any need that they might have, in 
addition that there are certain things that we are certain we 
can do. Typically, when there is a disaster, we fly things 
from our various disaster depots. We have such a disaster 
depot in Singapore. We have there tents, blankets, and 
medicines and just a whole range of materials which we could 
easily fly in. It looks, however, that the best response is to 
provide money there in Dhaka for them to use to get the job 
done right there. 


(Continued on the following page.) 











Q What about the rest of the world? Who else is 
doing things? 


A Well. I'm sure that the rest of the world will. 
[ heard —-- but this was informally -- [ heard a few moments ago 
that Canada is providing some help. Typically, the European 
community does. [I'm sure that the world sees this as it is -- 
as an enormous tragedy, and will be responding. 


Q Have you said how much money might be provided? 

“ How much money that the U.S. would provide, or 
might be? 

Q Yes. 


“ What we've said is we have this $550 thousand -- 
$525 thousand plus food and we're happy at the situation as it 
unfolds, but we are in no way putting a ceiling on what we're 
providing. 


Q Do you have a date on which you're plan to 
reassess the aid package. 


a Moment by moment. We've done so all weekend and 
we would expect to continue to do so. 


Tragedies are never, I suppose, fully typical but in 
some sense the situation is that you have to look at it every 
hour, and hour-by-hour. Our disaster assistance team does 
that, and we would expect to continue to do so. 


Q This $550 thousand -- 
i) $525. I misspoke. I'm sorry. $525. 
Q Is that the amount that could go to Bangladesh, 


or is that a fund out of which some smaller amount would come 
for Bangladesh? 


a Né, that's all for Bangladesh. 


Q Do you have any idea specifically how that first 
$300 thousand dollars will be used, the $300 thousand that the 
Embassy has? What kinds of things it will be used for? 


i) Not really. My guess, from my past experience of 
this kind of thing, is there may be some emergency food, there 
may be some medicines, there may be some fuel, maybe some water. 
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Water is one of their really pressing items here. 
Because, of course -- we just don't know. It's a little 
frustrating because, of course, this is hardly next door. It's 
a long way away and it's a long way from the capital of Dhaka. 
It's pretty inaccessible. 


It's a little frustrating to know just how to respond, 
and that's why we made it clear to our Embassy, you've got 
money, you're there. Indeed, the Embassy, of course, has 
stayed very closely in touch with us in the last few days. 


My Mission Director, a fellow by the name of 8i11 
Joslin, whose been there now almost four years, will be 
helicoptering down there tomorrow. It's about midnight their 
time. Actually within a few hours, he'll be taking a 
helicopter down to the site and will actually land on these 
places and looking around, and we'll have a better feel for 
what needs to be done. 


Q What about the long-term problem here in terms of 
the land vis-a-vis the water? There's almost been an 
anticipation that something like this was going to happen 
again. It's not the first time. 


a No, it isn't. 


Q What has AID been doing, if anything, to try to 
provide assistance, tools, guidance, somehow to build against 
this kind of disaster? 


A There's two things: One, we have an overall 
development program, an overall foreign aid program in the 
country of almost $200 million. About half of that is food. 
The other half, however -- a total of $85 million -- is what we 
call development assistance. That's that long-term development 
work. A lot of that focused on agricultural production. It's 
focused all over the country; not just down there, but all over 
the country. 


We think that there can be greater rice production. 
fhat a number of crops can be increased in production. The 
population in Bangladesh is a country of the size of Wisconsin, 
about 98 million people; tremendous population pressures. 


It's a big job but there has been some modest progress 
since independence, since they gained their separation and 
independence from Pakistan in the early 1970's. 














That development process, as you all know -- because [ 
know many of you follow these issues -- is a long, difficul: 
situation. Some progress has been made. 


Something else that's involved here that has been 
almost unnoticed by anyone, but [think is important, is over 
the last several years we've been working with Bangladesh for 
purposes of setting up something of an early warning system for 
purposes of disasters. Indeed, over a 20-year period, the need 
is oovious. Over a 20-year period, Bangladesh suffered 28 
severe storms which killed 390 thousand people. 


A few years ago we began to work with them on how 
there could be a better system to detect and warn and work with 


people. Several years ago, culminating in really finishing a 
very up-to-date system, Bangladesh is tied to the NASA/NOAA 
satellite system. Bangladesh had notice that this storm was 
likely to come on Thursday. By Friday, there was wide 
distribution of this information -- word of mouth as well as 
radio. 


A lot of people have transistor radios even though 
they're very poor, so that system works at least somewhat. 
Now, this appears to have had a fairly substantial impact on 
coastal areas. In other words, a lot of lives have apparently 
-- we don't know for sure, but it may be substantial lives were 
saves as a result of the warning of this storm coming in the 
coastal areas. 


In these little sandbar places, what they call 
"chars," these little chars, there's no place for people to 








I mean, they heard the storm was gcing to come, 
perhaps. Maybe they did. They were probably the poorest 
people, and they may nct have transistor radios, but even if 
they'd heard it was coming, it would have been difficult for 
them to go any place. Remember, they were squatters, or sort 
of squatters, and to leave might have seant you'd lost your 
land to somebody else, and it also would have meant you'd left 
your livestock behind in many cases. So I suppose that thse 
people felt very hesitant to leave. 


My point is that this NASA/NOKA system may well have 
saved many lives, indeed, but the people who we are reading 
about who were most dramatically affected probably were least 
capabie of responding to early warnings. 


Q You mentioned earlier that there are thousands of 
tons of food to be distributed. Can you be specific about how 
many tons? 


“a No. We have several hundred thousand ton of food 
in Bangladesh for use there. In fact, we have 70,000 tons 
which will be delivered in late June om early July. That's for 
the regular food program. Bangladesh .s a huge consumer in 
normal times of our U.S. PL-480 surplus food program. 


But we don't know how much of that we'll need to use 
for this because, frankly, no one knows yet how many people 
have been affected, how many people are needing food. We'rv 
just convinced it will take thousands of tons. 


Q Because they are regular consumers of our food 
aid, is there, therefore, a distribution system in place 
already? 


a No That will be one of the problems, because 
there's a regular program for much of the country, but I am 
sure that we'll] have to respond organizationally in some 
fashion. One of the thoughts that we've had is that we might 
even take our food, sell it on the market, and then use those 
proceeds to buy food close to wherever these people end up 
staying for awhile. 


There's a lot of problems, but we haven't been able to 
work that out. But we know we've got food in the country. We 
know we've got the capacity to move it around. Within the next 
couple of days, I'm sure how we do that will becore much 
clearer. 


You mentioned a figure eirlier of 200 million for 
the total. Is that for this current -- 














a Yes. That's 195. to be precise. 195 for Fiscal 
‘8s. 


Q Of which @5 is development assistance. 
i) That's correct. And the rest is food. 
Q Pete, when did they go on line with NASA/NOAA? 


4 The First system went into place, what the 
professionals in the area called “low intensity,” in 1978. 
There was a so-called “high intensity,” which means that there 
are more detailed pictures of the upcoming storms, in 1981. 
And about a year ago there was a state-of-the-art system put 
into place that's exactly that. 


Q Is that the one that gave them the warning of the 
weekend storm? 


a Yes. 


Q Have you heard anything from the people in the 
government as to whether or not that system is being held 
responsible for saving any lives or is it strictly a good 
surmise at this point? 


a It's a good surmise. We've heard from informal 
sources, in fact, that that's the case, but they have been too 
busy trying to figure out what to do with the people who are 
still alive to worry about anything else. 


Q What is our government oy the American 
people about contributing on their own to the International Red 
Cross? 


a We think it's good. We think that contributions 
to local Red Cross chapters would be a good idea, and that's 
how they're doing it. The International Red Cross* has made 
this appeal, and the American Red Cross has :° turn relayed 
that appeal and said, “Americans, if you want to make your 
contribution, do it through your local Red Cross chapter,” and 
I ~ that's e:cellent The money, I believe, will be well 
used. 


Q Will there be any money deducted for 
administrative expenses? Have you heard? 


a I don't know exactly how it will be spent. I'm 
sure some, but my understand is that it will be largely going 


* League of Red Cross Societies. 











to the Bangladesh Red Cross, and we think that organization, 
which is a large volunteer organization and a fairly effective 


one, will probably spend the money well. 


Q Is there anything that can be done, do you think, 
to prevent this kind of thing from happening again in this part 
of Bangladesh? | 


A Not totally. In fact, my guess is it will happen 
again. I believe that this early-warning system, this 
technology, will help, but it won't prevent it. Incidentally, 
as I've implied a couple a times but let me say it again, I 
believe the Bangladesh Government has done an extremely good 
job under very difficult circumstances. I think it's really to 
the credit of a developing country to be able to do as they've 
done, and this isn't the first thing they've done right by a 
long way. They do a pretty good job for a country that's so 
marginal in food production and population -- the balance 
between those two -- they do a very good job. In fact, I wish 
all the rest of the world, developing countries, would do as 
well in handling the sort of knife's edge that they walk on. 


Q Thank you. 
A Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:30 p.im.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I scribbled some notes 
on your Q & A‘s. I have a cepy of the two statesents, the 
President's statement and the King's departure statement. I think 
looking at those two texts as an opener, we can see that -- it seens 
to be in agreement that the conditions are good for progress towards 
extension of the peace process -- a good opportunity to get to 
negotiations, that is. That the objective would ve negotiations 
between the parties based on UN Security Council Resolutions 2-4-2 
and 3-3-8. 


Tne President said that we hope these could lead to 
direct negotiations by tne end of this year. When the King was 
asked, according te ay notes, he said he hoped that would prove 
possible. But we'll all have the transcript of exactly what he said 
in a few sinutes. 


I think caether than interpreting ay scribbling, let me 
take your questions. 


Q Well, ean you clear up for us exactly what the U.S. 
position is toward a conference that would include the Soviets? Was 
the President trying to hint that we might accept that or it might oe 
something that we would consider? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think the 
President was trying to hint at anything when he said that this is a 
matter that continues under discussions between us and Jordan. Tnere 
isn't any easy answer. It's a question that we do need further work 
on. And, as he said, we're going to continue our discussions. 


We'll be meeting witn the Jorcdaniars, with the King and 
his advisors over the next couple of days remaining -- of the days 
remaining of tneirc stay in Washington. We understand the King's 
desire for international support, which I think was the pnrase he 
used, for wnatever agreement might emerge from a negotiating process. 
We believe it's a key question. 


Tne process by which such support is gained nas to oe 
structuced so that it contrioutes to the peace process, doesn't 
detract from it, doesn't derail it. It's something we're looking at 
in all of its cespects including who sust be involved. 


Q The U.S. is <-- 


Q Then could you -- let's go through the 2-4-2, 3-3-8 
scenario. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q The King said that he and the Palestinians had 
agreed to negotiate in an international conference on the basis of 
celevant Security Council resolutions including 2-4-2 and 3-3-8. In 
aQé6éaA, he said the Palestinians, that is tne PLO, subscribed to 
every word he said. 











How close does that come, or does it come to the U.S. 
condition for dealing with the PLO? 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've said we would not 
recognize or negotiate with the PLO until it had accepted 2-4-2, 
3-3-8, and Israel's cight to exist. And the phrase, “as well 
renounce the use of terrorism” nas been used often in our statements 
of policy. But I think the first I gave you is the basic one -- 
pechaps, considering that Israel's cignt to exist means you don't 
engage in tecrorism against it. But you're right. That's been 
spelled out further over tne years. 


Q How do you cead what he said? Does that meet -- and 
the King also said that they would agree to direct talks with Israel 
in the context of this international conference. Does this meet the 
American conditions for dealing with the PLO, or if it falls short, 
in what way does it fall short? Because a lot of people here felt 
this came @ long way. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- certainly 
think there has been progress. Whether this means that it has set 
American teras for recognizing and negotiating with the PLO is 
another question. We have not heard this directly from the PLO and 
the two phrases that I mentioned -- Israel's right to exist; in 
addition, the cenunciation of terrorisa -- I didn't hear. That say 
well oe subsumed in the phrases of the King's departure statement 
when ne speaks of agreement having been reached and ne used the tera 
“our agreement" -- sorry, let se just find the text. 


"We are willing to negotiate within the context of an 
international conference.” “A peaceful settlement on the basis of 
the pertinent resolutions including 2-4-2 and 3-3-8." The “we 
refers to the King and the PLO. : 


Yes. We have not heard this <-- 


Q In other words, you need an affirmative confirmation 
from the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think we 
certainly would, yes. 


Q How can that be done? A statement oy Arafat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
speculate just how it would be done, but I think it would have to 
come directly in an affirmative, unequivocal way from the PLO. 


Q In your private discussions with the King last night 
anc previously, had he told you he had this agreement with the PLO or 
-- I mean, was this worked at -- usually, there's not a Q&A after 
statements at the White House. Was this worked out so that question 
could pe gotten on the record and an answer from the King? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Given the confusion in 
my notes I can understand why there is not normally Q & A's after the 
White House talks. I look forward to receiving the tape on exactly 
what was said. 


gut I think you have heard a significant statement whica 
we ace told was fully coordinated with the PLO leadership. 


Q So were you surprised by hig making the statement 
nece? Had he informed sou that this was his intention? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I heard somewhat before 
tne statement was issued that it would be sade. 


Q In nis statement, the President talked apout the 
U.S. commitment to Jordan's security. Does that include resuming the 

















push on Capital dill for tne Jordanian areas package? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I said yesterday 
that our ceview cf strategic and foreign policy interests in the 
Middle East hasn‘t been completed yet and recommendations have not 
gone up to the President for his review. 


Q Well, then, what did -- 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo decisions sade. I 
think you had a general statement by the President there, seaning 
that we recognized Jordan nas legitisate security concerns and 
requirements and that there is a relationship between feeling secure 
at nome and conducting an active and assertive peace policy. 
Security cooperation with Jordan, economic assistance progrags with 
Jordan are very long-standing and we would expect such programs to 
cont inue. 


Q If we have the affirmative confirmation from the 
PLO, what would you envision as the next process? Finding the 
appropriate Palestinian delegation? And, secondly, what is your -- 
what is the situation cegarding Soviet participation? What is our — 
view? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you -- I think you 
mixed two yuestions -- when you say, talking -- finding the 
appropriate Palestinian delegation. As you know, there's been 
Giscussion for several weeks now about the possibility of a 
U.&.-Jordanian Palestinian -- U.S. team seeting with a 
Jordanian/Palestinian team. And, as I mentioned yesterday, names, at 
an earlier point, had been suggested on a “for instance” basis -- 
repeated we didn‘t have any definitive list. 


The other question really is at such point as the PLO 
were to explicitly, directiy announce it had met our teras on those 
conditions, tnen there would be 








a meeting between the United States and the PLO. That's been policy 
for a good many years. 


Q- <= the international conference, what are our 
opjections? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We just haven't -- we 
haven't discussed that whole issue out to the point that we feel we 
have the anewers as to whether a conference is going to contribute or 
-- on balance, is eo 2 ee oo 
process. That is under study. 


Q -- negative. But you have negative -- 


Q On the conference, State Department people have been 
saying that it would not contribute to the peace process, that the 
United States doesn't support it, for some tise. You seem to be 
considerably softening that. Can you tell us what's happened or why 
there's been the change? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, nothing is static. 
You've got a fluid situation. We are not dropping our position that 
& conference -- our concerns ‘that @ conference would be a setback for 
the process, as we've spoken of it in the past, it would be exercise 
in political theater, in rhetoric. 


But I return to what I said earlier. We understand the 
King's Gesire for international support, for whatever agreement sight 
emerge from a negotiating process. And we want that process to be 
structured in a way that's going to contribute to the overall peace 
process. We have not reached any further decisions. 


Q Does that mean that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could I <-- Sorry, I 
hadn't <-- 


Q Sir <-- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right -- 
Q Ho -- never sind. 


Q -- said yesterday that you didn't expect any good 
news in the next 48 hours -- 


Q Every time I think we've made a breakthrough -- 


Q -- this is a very -- this situation, as everybody 
here knows, has a lot of subtleties to it. Have we witnessed a 
breakthrough here? 


Q Tell us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there's a lot 
that has been positive in the outcome of these meetings. And we've 
got something to build on. 


The King's statement was a flat-out reaffirmation that he 
Gesires to seek a negotiated settlement, based on 242, 338. For hia, 
that is nothing new. But he made this affirmation in the light of 
his recent discussions with the PLO. This is progress. 


Q Do you read hia as saying that he now has PLO 
support for continuing with this process that he and you say will -- 
is likely to lead to direct negotiations by the end of the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Does he have continuing 
PLO support for -- 














Q Does he have Arafat's backing now to continue with 
this process that could lead to negotiations by the end of the year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would see that in the 
words that he just read out in his formal statement. I was told just 
before coming cver to the White House that there had been sosething 
in from the area quoting -- and this is, please, to be checked; I 
Gidn‘t see the text syself -- quoting the National -- the Central 
Council -- Palestine Central Council as committing itself to support 
of the King's sission and his peace efforts -- but check the wording. 
If ec, thet was the third -- 


Q It wes the Pebruary 11 agreement, I think that they 


Q They also said that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't they refer to his 
present trip, though? 


Q They reatftirsed, at least in the wire account, that 
the confederation would be based on a prior Palestinian state, which, 
in @ = + Cleared up some of the ambiguity you were concerned with 
yesterday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Confederation be based 
on the prior Palestinian state, hus. 


Q Would Israel ever -- Do you think Israel would ever 
accept this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know our position on 
the independent Palestinian state. 


Q == good news and some bad news. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But that, in any case, 
if the etatezent did include the statement of support for the King's 
efforts, that is -- and, in the context of February 11 <-- that's the 
third such, as I- recall, you had the statement by the Fatah Executive 
Committee by the Executive -- by the Revolutionary Council and now by 
the Central Council. 





Q Is there any reason to believe Israel would go to an 
international conference, particularly if the Soviets were involved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a question 
you're going to put to Israel. 


Q Well, their well-known position has been against 
that type of -- 


Q You always say that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't need to put the 
question. 


He really did start asking @ question about 10 sinutes 
ago. 


Q Was the King at all more specific with the 
edsministration about an international conference in teras of who the 
participants would be and how it would work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He spoke of -- as he did 
in anewer to that question -- he spoke of one form being the five 
permanent representatives of the Security Council being involved. 


Q Plus whom? Plus this joint delegation and Israel? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, his basic 


presentation was that he thought, if we're talking peace process, no 
one shoule be excluded. 


Q Well, then, would other Arab states be involved, 
too? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Aga:n, I think this is 
something you're going to have to probe with the King. But -- 


Q Well, what did he say -- Ho, you. 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- sy understanding is 
that the other stetes involved in saking peace. 


Q Can we say now -- 
Q But he aleo referred to the 197- -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I come beck here. Yes. 
Ladies first. 


Q But he aleo referred to the 1973 conference, which 
fell through soon after it was -- not even convened. Do you think he 
was serious about that? I sean, he said to follow -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was the -- He was 
asked a question -- “Do you support direct negotiations” -- was that 
the way it came out? 

Q Be was asked if it were the first time that -- 

Q Waen't thie the first time that Israel -- 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said there were such 
negotiations in 1973. And I <= that were direct negotiations. 


Q Yes, but it resulted in a bilateral disengagement 
between Egypt and lIersel, and the rest of the conference fell through 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It resulted, as I 
recall, the following year or so in a -- first and second Sinai 
disengegements,.a Syrian-Iereeli disengagement. And, depends how 


much you want to attach to that particular conference, but it did 
lead to an activation in the peace process -- 
Q Has Isreel been consulted? And if not, when? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Has who been consulted? 
Q Iereel. 
Q lereel. 


Q Because, after all, they are the ones who are one of 
the principal participants. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we -- has Isreel 
been consulted on what point, though? 


Q On thie whole procedure, peace procedure. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Everything. 
Q Everything. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we maintain very, 
very close consultations with Iereel. And we'll be remaining in the 




















closest of touch with thes for discussion of all ideas bearing on the 
peace procese. - ° 


Q Does that sean that the Eabessy will be soved frosa 
Tel Aviv to Jerussles? (Leughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That hes no bearing 
whatscever on that question. 


Sir. 


Q You always say the 11 of February is ambiguous 
agreement. Had the King cleared ell asbiguity in this egreenent? 
Second, whet prevent the formation of the joint delegation now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think the King 
set out to clear up the Pebruary llth egreement. He didn’t -- 1. 
mean, he didn't approach his whole presentation in that context. He 
considers the February llth egreement one of great importance that 
took considerable effort in negotiating on his and, of course, 
on the part of the PLO. And he is very proud that egreement. We 
still have some questions about the exact seaning of the aegreenent. 


What wes the second part, sir? 


Q Second question: What prevent now the formation of 
the joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For seetings with the 
United States? 


Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we'll be 
Giscussing that with the Jordanians in the next couple of days. 


Q What ere the elements which -- hampering this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're looking for 
satisfactory arrengements. How such sore specific do you want se to 
get? 


Q -- follow up on that -- 

Q What's the upshot of the delay -- of the King's 
decision not to continue the visit? Is there anything substantive to 
that, not to go to California? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly don't know. 
I know that the program here goes through the -- 


Q But from your point of view, you don't <= you were 
not informed of that in any -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was @ <= I sean, 
the California visit is -- best I know -- is a purely private visit. 
And I don’t know the circumstances -- 


Q On the Palestinians and the joint delegation 
question -- 




















let se just try in to walk you through this. The 0.&. is 
interested and it would be interested in talking to « 
Palestinian/Joréanian group if it would lead on to further direct 
talks with Iereel. 


° SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 
Q The U.S. also -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIALL: Part of the process 
that would lead to -- through. 


Q The U.S. said it would deal with the PLO if it met 
certain conédtions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q But if I catch you right, you're ing that even if 
the PLO met the conditions, it doesn't follow from that that we would 
want to have PLO seabers on the joint group because Isreel probably 

*t deal with such a -- 


wouldn 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we wouldn't -- two 
things. I*s not sure that that group was ever intended from the Arab 
side to be the group that would go through to the table with Isreel. 


I had two sain points. I have now forgotten sy second 
main point. 


Q In other worés, if the PLO then met the conditions 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, the second sain 
point -- may I? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was just that the PLO 
has to meet our conditions before we meet with thes. Just to ' 
restate. ‘ 


Would you be willing -- if they set the conditions, 
you'd be wilting to have PLO members in on that joint group? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't -- I think, 
Bernie, we're just getting too far out into the deep blue yonder. 


Q You leave me with the ession that the 
composition of that de tion, or pre-de tion -- whatever ‘re 
going to call it now -- not a terribly important block in 
of these peace negotiations. It is not an @ the significant issue 
that we t t it was two weeks ago down Aqaba. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it has « 
significance in teres of -- it's a group that would be put y ’ 
has not been put together, to the best of our knowledge, to discuss 
the peace ss. But it's «a Gooey pes together in the Light of the 
February lith agreement. So it has t significance, that's somehow 
seen from the Jordanian oat Palestinian side as contributing to « 
broadened understanding of what that peace process would involve. 





It's not seen as a negotiating group. I've learned that 
much more about it in talks <- our recent discussions about the 
purpose of such @ group. It's to discuss the basic issues concerning 


the peace process, but not a negotiating group. 
Q Is this something -- 
Q This is something nev I think -- 

















Q Ie the pressure of the Palestinians in Lebanon 
‘bawing any effect on U.S. thinking? I6 it slowing you down? 


SERIO’: ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If — , it's 
ing us up. You're watching another terribly brute ps nme of 
Palestinian people's existence -- what's going on in Lebanon 


Q I don’t quite understand -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It does not have « 
ny on what we've been discussing with the King in the 
last days. 


Q Can I clarify -- 


SEFIOR ADMINISTRATION ICIAL: We're both very, very 
much aware that these talks are go on against «a backdrop of 
incredible brutality and violence in Lebanon. 


Q May I seek a clarification of your ansver? When you 
were asked whether the King hed explained the -- explained or 
Clarified the Febr llth declaration, was it understanding 
that when he talked 2-4-2 and 3-3-8 with PLO's comnitaent, 
that that was something that he received during his recent travels 
that goes beyond what he got on February llth, or is this his 
interpretation again of Pebruary llth -- PLO commitsent? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is it's 
recent. It's certainly post-Fedruary 1ith. 


Q Was there any discussion of other bilateral issues 
-- Iran-Ireq -- anything? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I would have given 
you a nice rundown if you hadn't confused me so quickly with your 
questions about -- (laughter .) 


@ Well, give us a rundown. 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Iran-irtaq was discussed, 
a it's the background of what can be done to help bring that 
conflict to an end. The questions of international terrorisa vere 
Giscussed and how the community of nations can better cooperate to 
bring that under control. 


Q What about Syria? 


Q The King said that he hoped that the United States 
with the courageous leadership of President Reagan will seise this 
rtunity. ———— 
se it? What specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that that 
statement comes from the King's conviction that tise is running out 
very fast and that soon there will be nothing to negotiate that will 
be even sinigally scceptable as a basis for negotiation, and the 
vigorousness -- the words “to seise* -- how is it? “seise the 

rtunity and respond positively to our peace efforts." He would 
1 the United States committed as a full partner in developing -- 
helping develop the framework for tiations and while we're not « 
a ao partner, we've always said we would be «a full partner in 
that effort. 


The King's comments you have heard in one fora or another 
~~ from President Mubarak, from King Fahd -- over recent months. 
They would like the U.S. more deeply, sore actively engaged. 


Q Does he sean to put the arm on Isreel? Is that what 
he means specifically? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He means to get things 
going and I think — ° : 


Q Bow? 


Q You're talking about West Bank settlements, aren't 
you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I wasn't. 
Q Bothing sinimally -- 
Q Was he talking about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, in teras of closin 
the door for the negotiations if land for peace is, indeed, the basis 
of negotiations represented in 2-4-2, yes. 


Q Isn't that -— 


Q What about an expectation of Syrie acting as 
spoiler? Was that discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We hope that no one is 
going to be acting as a spoiler. We hope that everyone is going to 
see that the opportunity will be there to becosze engaged in the 
process, that no one is excluded. 


Q Well, did he express a specific concern that it may? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get 
into details on that. 


Q Would say that over the last several months and 
including today, the 0.8. role in this Mideast process has changed as 
@ cesult of Egyptian and Jordanian pressure -- persuasion, if you 
like or prefer that word to pressure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Persuasion of whos? 


Q Well, it strikes me that the United States once 
said, we wash our hands of this matter and until the Arabs can find a 
way to talk directly with Israel, you know, we're staying out of it, 
age although we would like to be constructive if we can. Has 
this whole picture changed into a more familiar Carter administration 
or Ford or Nizon administration situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Will we plunge in 
regardless of the possibilities and the en ae ae you mean? 
(Laughter.) What -- just how leading a question do you want se to 
answer here? (Laughter.) 


MR. SIMS: Last question, please. 


Q Well, I mean, instead of Jordan saying, yes, we'll 
negotiate, they say, yes, if; yes, but; and don't forget the United 
States has to be more active. And it looks as if you're accepting 
that role. Is that correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 stand securely and 
safely on the Secretary's view that we can't want — more than 
those in the ion want it and we can't be more directly engaged in 
the search for it. So let me hold it at that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 2:30 P.M. EDT 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


— 


ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ'S TRIP 
TO 
MINISTERIAL MEETING OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL . 


MONDAY, JUNE 3, 1985, 3:06 P.M. 


MR. KALB: I will not count the role and take 
attendance. This is, as you know, as advertised in advance, a 
BACKGROUND session with a senior Administration official, and 
he'll be talking about the upcoming visit by the Secretary to 
the NATO Meeting in Portugal. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks, Bernie. Let 
me run down this material as quickly as I can so then I can get 
to your questions. 


The technical term for the meeting is the Spring 
Ministerial Meeting of the North Atlantic Council, and the 
exact dates -- although the Secretary will be there to have 
bilateral meetings on the Sth -- are June 6th and 7th. As you 
know, he will have a variety of bilateral meetings as well as 
attending the Council metting. 


In addition to the Portuguese Foreign Minister Gama, 
he is going to meet with Howe of the U.K.; Moran of Spain; 
Carrington, the Secretary General of the Alliance; Hans 
Dietrich Genscher; Dumas, the Frenchman; Tindemans of Belgium; 
Andreotti of Italy; Halefoglu of Turkey; and now 
Haralambopoulos, the Greek. 


On June 7, the Secretary will travel to London to 
speak at a European Chiefs of Mission Conference, and that is 
our Chiefs of Mission not only from Western Europe but also 
Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union. That meeting is scheduled 
for the 7th and 6th. 


On the 8th, the Secretary will depart London for 
Hamilton, Bermuda, and during this stopover he will have a 
meeting with Lord Dunrossil, who is the British Governor of the 
es cre and Premier Swan, who is the locally elected leader in 
Hamilton. 


Following that meeting, the Premier and Mrs. Swan will 
host a luncheon in honor of the Secretary and Mrs. Shultz. The 
Secretary will return on June 9. 




















On the NATO Ministerial itself, the core of the 
two-day Ministerial meeting will be a day of informal 
discussions on June 6. This is known as the “super-restricted 
session.“ That means that only the Ministers and their NATO 
Ambassadors attend so it can be more off-the-record and they 
can have a good, candid give-and-take. As is traditional for 
these meetings, there's no fixed agenda and they are free to 
raise -— all 16 Ministers are free to raise -- whatever issues 
are on their mind. 


Obvi usly, the subjects likely to be covered are the 
state of East-West relations, U.S.-Soviet relations, arms 
control, human rights and trade issues, defense issues like the 
Strategic Defense Initiative and conventional defense 
improvement, and recional issues like the Middle East and 
Central America. 


The Ministers will also meet in a more formal session, 
plenary session, that will consider issues like economic and 
defense cooperation within the Alliance. There's always a 
report by the Conference of National Armament Directors, 
scientific exchange programs within the Alliance, report on the 
state of civil preparedness, civil emergency planning, and then 
there is a discussion -- time set asite for a discussion on the 
communique. 


As usual, before the Ministerial the Secretary will 
meet with the Berlin Quadripartite colleagues -- that's the 
British, French and Germans -- to discurs the situation in and 
around Berlin. 


President Eanes on June 5 and Prime Minister Soares on 
June 6 will be hosting formal dinners, and Foreign Minister 
Gama is hosting a luncheon. 


Questions? 


Q Is this speech on Saturday in London open or 
closed? 


a No. It is ciosed. And it's not really a 
speech. I would say it's more of a presentation that the 
Secretary makes at the Chiefs of Mission's conference. 


Q Presentation? 
Yes. 
Q Of? 


a Well, what it is is a 900d opportunity for the 
Secretary, when he meets with all, I think 35, Ambassadors as 
well as our arms control negotiators at Stockholm and Vienna 
and Geneva, and cthers, to give them a sense of what the policy 
priorities are here in Washington, how we see the issues in 
Washington, and to let them raise questions face to face about 
our policy. 











Q Will the question of Major Nicholson come up at 
the Berlin dinner or in other forums? And has there been any 


development or this since the Vienna talks between Gromyko and 
Shultz? 


a I think it will come up. It will certainly come 
up in the Quadripartite meeting; and if it is raised, it could 
come up in various bilateral meetings as well as in the NATO 
Ministerial itself. I can't really say if there have been any 
developments. Our position on the Major Nicholson affair 
remains what it was -- that is, we are continuing to seek 
arrangements with the Soviet Union that would rule out the use 
of force against our Military Liaison Missions. We continue to 
seek an apology and compensation for Major Nicholson's family. 


Q Will we discuss with the Allies anything te do 
with SALT II? 


a Yes. As you know, the President is currently 
considering our policy on adherence to existing agreements, and 
that decision will be made shortly. But the President does not 
want to take that decision without consulting with the Allies, 
and the meeting in Lisbon provides the Secretary of State an 
opportunity to explain the issue and to listen to their views. 


Q Would you say that's pretty much very high on the 
agenda, that of key -- 


a Well, that's really --~ I can't speak for the 
Allies. We have informed the Allies that we are ready to 
address this question and to consult with them during the 
Lisbon meeting. So they know that we are prepared to consult 
with them on this subject. 


Q Do you expect the Secretary to lay out to or 
three options that the President is ae and ask for 
their views on that, or is he likely to give them a probably 
decision aud ask for their views on that? 


a No. He will not give them a probably decision. 
I think that he will want to engage in full consultations -- in 
other words, he will want to explain the background to the 
issue, want to highlight the problem of Soviet violations of 
the agreements, discuss the military bu.ldup which has occurred 
under the existing agreements. 


And I can't say, because I just don't know, whether or 
not he w ll want to go too deeply into the question of options, 
but the purpose is not to explain a decision that has already 
been taken. It is to listen to their views so that the 
President can take those views into account before he makes his 
decision. 


Q Would this be the first time, the first real 
consultation on this? 











a Yes. 


Q Just as a matter of logistics, if he is going to 
go through what you said is a real process of consultation and 
will not lay out a probable decision, and the President wants 
to hear the NATO views before making his decision, and the 
President, the White House, has said it would announce a 
decision to the Hill on Monday next, that would mean that the 
President would have precious little time to hear from Shultz 
what the NATO Allies think of all the depth and range of 
options and things. 


A I disagree. The super-restricted session, where 
presumably this would come up because that's the confidential 
forum for addressing these subjects, will be held on Thursday. 
That means that the Secretary could report back very quickly to 
the President on what he heard, and that would give the 
President two days or more to weigh those views. So I think 
the President will have plenty of time to address those views 
and come to his decision. 


Q So the Allies will not be informed of the 
decision prior to its being sent to the Hill? 


a I don't want to comment on that. I think that 
they probably, at a high level, will be informed, but that 
would be over the weekend. 


Q As a matter of record, what do we consider now 
the most grave -- 


A Let me just say, let me just say that this -- I 
mean this is fortuitous that we have the Lisbon meeting on this 
subject. We always try on important decisions to consult with 
the Allies. Normally, that consultation takes place at a lower 
level through diplomatic messages and the like. And it makes 
good sense, because this Lisbon meeting was taking place, to 
allow the Foreign Ministers of these governments to express 
their views directly to the Secretary of State. So I think 
that this is an example of, you know, consultation at its best. 


Q Was this the main reason for the delay in the 
decision? 


A Yes. 

Q To consult the NATO Allies? 

A Yes. 

Q And the second question is, just for the record, 
if you could help us with what we consider the most serious 


violations that the Soviets have committed with the unratified 
SALT II. 





A Well, the serious violations are, first, the fact 
that while the SALT II treaty forbids the deployment of more 
than one new ICBM, the Soviets are in the process of developing 
and testing two new intercontinental ballistic missiles, the ° 
SSX-24 and the SSX-25. 


Another serious problem its the encription by the 
Soviet Union of telemetry data in missile tests, which is 
necessary to verify the SALT II agreement and gives us details 
on the characteristics of Soviet missile systems. And there 
are a variety of other violations, but I think those two have 
been the principal concerns. 


Q What do you expect the Allies -- 


A I mean, just so you know, another very serious 
violation is the construction of a new radar, the phased-array 
radar at Krasnoyarsk, but that is a violation of the ABM 
treaty, not SALT II. 


Q Do you expect strong support from the Allies to 
continue to adhere to the SALT II? 


i) I don't want to prejudge, really, what their 
views are. It's up to them to express those views. 


Q Are there significant areas of the treaty that 
the Soviets are abiding by? 


A Well, they are abiding by portions of the treaty 
including, for the most part, the limits, the numerical limits 
laid out in the agreement. I would just point out two things, 
though, on that: One is that there are ambiguities, as we have 
reported to the Congress, about their overall number of 
missiles and bombers. There is evidence to suggest that they 
have deployed more than the number that existed when the treaty 
was signed. 


Also -- and this is one of the reasons that the SALT 
II treaty does not provide an adequate basis for arms control 
and why the President didn't seek its ratification, is that the 
Soviet Union is able to do much of what it would do without the 
Agreement, because the ceilings in the treaty are so high 


It's worth just pointing out that they could, for 
example, increase their existing number of ballistic missile 
warheads by some 5,000 and still stay within the limits of the 
treaty. That's why the President has never been a strong 
supportor of SALT IL. 


Q You indicated this was the first consultation 
with the Allies. You mean at Foreign Ministerial level, don't 
you, on the interim restraint issue? 











A No, we have not carried any -- we have 
consultations, if you want to call them that, with the Allies 
all the time -- whenever a foreign ambassador comes in to visit 
me or someone else in the State Department or sees people in 
other parts of the government, or when our ambassadors in 
Europe go see their counter -- go see people in the Foreign 
Ministries. That's consultation. 


So this isn't the first time that the issue has been 
discussed; but this is the first formal consultation we have 
had on the subject. 


There has been none at the NAC in Brussels, at 
ambassadorial level? . 


a I'm not aware that it has been addressed as a 
formal agenda item in the NAC. I could be wrong, but I doubt 
it. 


Chuck, do you? 
No, he -- It has not. 


Q Just before you run off, could you run down the 
list of items that the Secretary will be discussing with 
Bermudian authorities during his visit there? 


A Well, the most important issue is the convention 
tax treaty, which is an initiative which we have been working 
on for some time and is very important to the Bermudians. The 
Bermudians would like the same kind of treatment for 
conventions and tax deductions that we give the Canadians, the 
Mexicans, and the Jamaicans, which would make a very important 
difference for the Bermudian economy. The Bermudian economy is 
highly dependent on tourism, and having a convention tax 
deduction like that that Jamaica, for instance, was given by 
the Congress would improve the Bermudian economy. 


_ We have a very big stake in the Bermudian economy 
because we have bases in Bermuda which play a vital function 
in our ability to provide for the protection of sea-lines 
communication in the South Atlantic. We also base 
anti-submarine warfare, aircraft, and systems in Bermuda, which 
are very important; and those of you who have the time to read 
The Hunt for Red October can appreciate the strategic 
importance of those bases in Bermuda. They play a function 
similar to the bases in Iceland. 


And so that is an initiative which we are pursuing. 
We've been talking to the Bermudian Government about it. The 


Secretary of State has been briefed on it, and the Bermudians 
will want to discuss this issue with him. 


There is a fairly sizable American population on 
Bermuda which mainly consists of American Naval and Marine 
personnel in Bermuda. There are a lot of issues concerning how 

















they relate to the local population which will be topical to 
discuss. Moreover, as our drug programs have become effective 
in the Caribbean, there has been a tendency for drug smugglers 
to sort of end-run traditional drug areas, and so we and the 
Bermudians have worked on a campaign to deal with drug 
smuggling and the like. So there's a good agenda of issues, 
and it's important we shouldn't take Bermuda for granted. 


Q How bases are there, and approximately how many 
American servicemen are there? 


a There are two principal bases. There is also 
NASA base. The NASA base is vital for our tracking of missiles 
launched like the shuttle and other missiles launched from Cape 
Canaveral. It is, in fact, the only base outside the United 
States where a decision can be taken to abort a missile launch. 


There are two Naval bases. One is a port, whicn is 
used for American vessels; the other is a station for P-3's -- 
anti-submarine aircraft. 


Q And how many American personnel, roughly? 
A I can't tell you, Ralph. 


Q I don't want to spend to much time on Bermuda. 
But you gave us a whole list of reasons why the Administration 
should support a tax treaty. Does it? 


a We do. The President supports it, the Secretary 
of the Treasury supports it, the Secretary of Defense supports 
it, the Secretary of State supports it. The question is 
whether Dan Rostenkowski supports it, and we're working on that. 


Q On SALT, would you say that Shultz' position in 
the paper this morning was adequately characterized? 


a I don't -- What paper? "The" paper? 





Q The Washington Post. Sorry. the Post. 
A Do you work for the Washington Post? 





Q No, no. Come on, give me a break. You know what 
I'm talking about. 


A No. What did it say? I can't -- 
Q Well, it said that he differs from Weinberger. 


Weinberger basically wants Reagan not to continue to abide by 
it. 


A I know. I've heard the Secretary say that he 
thinks that he should have the right and the opportunity to 
express his views to the President privately, and so I'm not 
going to try to characterize his position. 





Q He's done that. He's expressed his views. 


A Well, I'm not sure -- he's done it once. Are you 
saying he doesn't get another chance ever to raise this with 
the President again? 


Q What time does he leave in the morning? 


A There are things called telephones and memos and 
cables. I'm not going to discuss his position on that. 


Q Do you think SDI is going to be a major issue 
this time? 


a We expect the SDI issue to come up. In our view, 
it shouldn't be a very contentious issue. It's an issue that's 
very different than, for example, the INF issue. There are no 
near-term deployment decisions attached to SDI. This is a 
research program that's going to go on for some time. 


Our position, I think, on SDI participation has 
sometimes been misconstrued. We have offered the Allies an 
opportunity to participate in SDI. If they decide to do that, 
fine. And if some don't want to do, that's fine, too. So it's 
really not an issue that is ripe for decision at any time soon, 
but it is an issue that requires continuing discussion and 
consultation and we'll be prepared to engage in that. 


Q What's our position on Eureka? 


A We don't know a great deal about Eureka. We are 
supportive of any program that strengthens European unity and 
strengthens European economies, especially in the area of 
advanced technology. 


Q Will he be have any private meeting with Moran, 


and they will discuss the reduction of military presence in 
Spain? 


A He will be meeting with Fernando Moran. We have 
agreed, when the President was in Spain, that we would begin a 
broad review of the U.S.-Spanish security relationship. A 
meeting like this is not a good opportunity to actually begin 
that process of review, so no kind of detailed negotiation will 
take place. 


It's our hope that their review gets underway fairly 
soon. 


Q But isn't there any special meeting between 
Shultz and Moran? 


A There's a bilateral meeting between the Secretary 
of State and the Spanish Foreign Minister, as the Secretary of 
State plans to meet with several Foreign Ministers. 








Q The Greek elections, do you think that's going to 
have an impact on the Alliance as a whole? And what kind of 
discussions do you expect Shultz to have with his Greek 
counterpart? 


A I wouldn't say. We want the closest possible 
relationship with Greece in all realms, including the realm of 
security cooperation. It's really up to the Greek Government. 
If they want to change that situation, we're all in favor of 
very close cooperation, and we look forward to cooperating with 
the new Greek Government. 


Q Will Geneva be discussed? 


A I'm sure it will. They'll be very interested in 
the negotiations. 


Q And was the report in the New rors Times 
yesterday accurate that referred to our negotiating -- the U.S. 
negotiating position from the coming round in Geneva? 


A I don't want to respond to any special newspaper 
story. We made very clear that we're ready to make progress in 
Geneva, that our negotiators have plenty of flexibility. 


What's necessary is for the Soviet Union to get into 
the substance of each of the negotiations. We can't just argue 
about linkage. We need to get into the substance, the concrete 
problems of the three working groups. If the Soviets are 
prepared to do that, they would find that we would be a willing 


and flexible negotiating partner. 
Q Are we going to wait for them to do that -- 
A We're ready to talk whenever the Soviets are. 


Q Are we going to wait for a demonstration of that 
before we offer any new proposals? 


A We have proposals that are on the table. We have 
flexibility; we have ideas that we haven't even be able to 
offer the Soviet Union because the Soviets haven't been willing 
to get into a detailed discussion. 


When you're in a situation where the other side isn't 
even prepared to get into the details, then it certainly 
doesn't make sense to come up with new proposals when you 
haven't even been able to adequately address old ones. 


Q You seem to say earlier that SOI was not going to 
be particularly -- you didn't view it as a particularly 
contentious issue, but it sounded like you were talking about 
that in terms of the U.S. invitation to participate. 
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Won't it, in fact, be discussed fairly extensively in 
the context of how it is or is not helping or hurting the 
Geneva progress? 


a I don't know, Ralph. I don't know. I haven't -- e 


Q Would you expect the Allies to ask you a lot of 
questions about how that's being dealt with Geneva? 


Aa No. The Allies normally don't second-guess our 
approach to negotiation. They have been kept up to speed on 
our approach to Geneva throughout the process, and we're going 
to continue to consult with them. 


Q On another subject. 
MR. KALB: This will be the last one. 


Q The Secretary mentioned that the NATO meeting 
might decide to attend the Helsinki thing at a foreign minister 
level. Is that, indeed, still your expectation? 


a Yes. We expect a decision on Helsinki attendance 
to come out of the Lisbon meeting. 


Q Could you just tell us if there are briefings 
planned at the moment? Any press conferences by the 
Secretary? What is his availability going to be? 


A After ever NATO meeting, usually the Secretary 
General gives a press conference -- Peter Carrington. And 


quickly following that, there's usually a press conference by 
the Secretary of State. This is going to be the case this time. 


Q What about your readouts? Are you doing them 
formally or -- 


A Well, if there's something -- yeah, if there's 
something to talk about, we'll try to do that. That would be, 
really, Bernie's call. If he thinks it's useful to do it, I'll 
do it. 


Thank you. 


(Backgrounder concluded at 3:30 p.m.) 
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MR. SPEAKES: Senator Dole and Congressman Michel are nere 
to report to you on the meeting. 


Q Oh, no, no, please. Wo, no. What do we nave to do 
not to hear adout that? (Laughter.) 


SESATOR DOLE: Just hot off tne press. (Laughter.) 
Oh, God. 


Oh, no. 


o ©o © 


A future best-seller. 
Q How does it end? (Laughter. ) 


SEHATOR DOLE: I haven't read it, I've just been looking 
at the pictures. Sut we'll get into the heavy stuff -- 


Q Wnat is it? We can't read it back here. 


SENATOR DOLE: About the Sandinista buildup -- (laughter) 


Q So what else is new? 
Q Another Cap Weinberger publication? 


SENATOR DOLE: I think this is a joint publication by 
Defense and State. 


Q Was it tne subject of today's meeting? 

Q What's going to happen on the Contra vote? 

) Fiction or non-fiction? 

Q Wnat did you discuss today, Senator? 

SESATOR DOLE: We discussed -- first of all, tne 
President led off with nis good news about tax reform and the good 
reports. And we've indicated there may be a possibility of 
completing action on it this -- at least I think so. I'm not certain 
apout my colleague. But -- so tnat was sort of the -- we started off 
on @ very high level. 

Q Where did you go from there? (Laughter.) 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, we kept up on a nigh level and -- 

Q Compieting action on what? 


SENATOR DOLE: We talked about <- on taxes, tax fairness. 


iV) ay when? 





Q wWnen? 


Q It was a scant few weeks ago tnat you were saying 
you thought there was no chance, reaiisticaliy, in tais session to 
compiete action on a tax reforms vill. What cnanged your sinu? 


SENATOR DOLE: Did I say that? 

Q Yes. 

Q Yes, you did. 

SEMSATOR DOLE: Weili, tnat’s the way it goes. (Laughter.) 
Q Weil, do you have a timetable -- 

Q Do sou know waen they're yoing -- 

w Ace you saying this year? 

SESATOR DOLE: I don't nave a date, out, you know -- 

~ Somet ine. 


iv) You said in tne past that you didn’t nave four votes 
in tne Senate for tax refora. 


SEHATUOR DOLE: We don't nave it yet, wut I think, wita 
the President committeu to nis continuing hign visibiiity effort to 
convince tue American people tne need tor tax fairness, it's going to 
help us in the Congress. So if tne House sends it to us at a fairiy 
@ariy time -- mayoe Octower i -- we don't want to mang around ail 
year, out mayve we could get it out by the i5th of Novemever. 


4d Waat do sou think <- 


CONGRESSMAN MiCdeL: Weli, from what 1 understand, there 
ace going to be nearings or they're already underway. As @ matter of 
fact, Jonn Duncan nad to leave early to get to the Kick-off of sone 
chief executives 1 guess that are scheduled for today. And according 
to Mr. Rostenxowsxi, 30, 40 days of nearinygs -- that, of course, will 
stretch along into acout summertiae, and tnen, obviously, an 
appreciavie period of time to mark up @ Dill. sSut it's possiole and 
eversoody is going to ve geared to trying to get something done voy 
Curcistmas. dow, we'll do tne best we can, I'm suce. 


w Senator Dole, what do sou think about attempts to 
cut off -- to foreclose areas sales to Jordan uniess Jordan is willing 
to sit down witn Israeli? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, ay Own view is it's a lLittie 
premature. I was a littie surprised to read the story this morning 
tnat oY senators had co-sponsored 4 resoiution. I raised that 
briefliy in tne meeting this morning. it would seem to ae that we 
snouldn't oe pressing that resolution at this time. 


\ Well, what do you think tne cnances are of 
wiock-ups, stopping it? 


StENATUR VOLE: Senator Heing indicated in tne meeting 
tnat tney were yoinyg to introduce it out not press it at this time. 
So 1 -- it woulu give the State Department time to visit witn the 
individual senators. Secretary Shultz met witn a group of us 
sgestercdas. 


My view is that tney ought to at ieast near o16 bive 
weftore tney start trying to shut it off and -- 


“ So are sou Basing they met witn Snuité and then 

















signed on to this thing? 


SESATOR DOLE: Ho. We met witn Snults yesterday to yive 
us @ little briefing on King Busesin's visit. There were only about 
twelve senators there. My view is that we ought to give the 
Secretary time to touch base with Senator Kennedy, Senator Heinz, and 
otners -- iet him make his case, if there's a case to be sade. 


Q What is the administration's case on that? Did the 
President make it today? 


SEMATOR DOLE: On the resolution? 
Q Yes. 


SEASATOR DOLE: They didn't -- tne President didn't 
comment. I raised it to indicate I was somewhat surprised -- 


iS) Well, what is tne case? 

. Wnat is the case -- 

y) Wnat uid Shultz say? 

Q -- against tae resolution? 


SEAATOR DOLE: Well, I would nope that -- I would guess 
-~ | gean, I can't say anything for Secretary Shuits -- that if he's 
going to suggest areas sales to Jordan, he would at least like to make 
tnat case before we consider 4 resolution saying it's a -- there 
shouldn't oe any areas saies to Jordan. 


Mc. Michel, what is going to happen in the House 
tais week on aid to the Contras? is your suvstitute going to win? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes. We're -- of course, we'll ve 
on tne South African tning today and tomorrow. s#ut we're going to 
have @ Rules Committee meeting this gsorning. I have 4 comsmitsent 
really trom tne Speaker that either an amendment that I would offer 
or ay designee -- probably « designee on my part -- and to be 
Dipartisan, nopetully -- either McDade, mMcoCurdy, of uroomfield -- 
McCurdy, Murctaa -- something of tnat nature. 


And there's no y“uestion in my wind that Ortega’s visit 
to the Soviet Union nas changed a great number of votes on the 
Democratic sige. Gidly enougn, some of those very 














same people, of course, on the Democratic side who have not supported 
adh a preety were ing for $75 million sometime back for the 
s nistas. 





come aboard. And we're going to do the very 
have the votes now to get a winning 
conference. 





who vot 
And I think they're in rather an embarrassing sind of 

t to 

we 





to 
Q Why not just come aboard the Barnes type of 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Oh, the Barnes is just terrible 
because it just encourages people to run out of the country. For 
example, pon can't -- you're foreclosed from even giving any kind of 
humanitarian assistance to those who would be identified in any way 
with military or combat soldiers. 














Now, that certainly doesn't help, and, a me" s 
mo bar to giving it to anybody. The Sandinistas, yee Ay, & 
could prove themselves not as combat soldiers could qualify for 
assistance. To handle it through the Red Cross or some outside 


agency just -- 













Q Aren't you violating your own resolutions and so 
forth by trying to overthrow a government and supporting the 
overthrow -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, we're not =e to do that. 

What we're attempting to do is to see that the pluralistic form of 

eo. down there really prevails in the end. I think the bottom 
ine has -- 





















Q But you are trying to overthrow a government. 









CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: <-- got to be whether or not we're 
going to consent to having another communist government on the 
mainland of Central America. We've got one in Cuba, and this has got 
to be the issue in the final analysis. 







Q Are you willing to go into -- take the U.S. into 
military action there? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We're not talking about that at all. 
And we're just talking about letting the process work its way out of 
this dilemma in a peaceful sort of way and -- 

Q Is it true that -- 

Q -- Michel -- you're never assured that -- 


Q ~~ is it true that President Reagan has caved in on 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: One at a time, please. 
Q Louder. 

Q You're never -- 

Q Is it true that -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Ladies, I can't hear but one of you 
at a time. 


Q Is it true that President Reagan -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Sara, go ahead. 
Q Sara! 


Q You're never assured -- 











Q I*m not a member of this group. (Laughter.) 


Q -- are you, that the Contras will not be -- I sean, 
that this aid will not be funneled through the CIA? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Under the amendment, which ay 
Gesignee will offer, it will be at the President's discretion 
exclusive and not -- through either CIA or the Department of Defense. 


Q It won't go the CIA? I mean, the 
President's discretion means that can, then, send it -- come on. 


ee I  E 
Q -- this morning -- 
Q So, the President caved in on that, is that right? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: There was -- 
Q So, the President caved in on the CIA thing? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I had no conversation with the 
President on that. 





Q There's a report in the paper. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That's my doing in consultation with 
some of the other people that are involved and, more directly, with 
the members of the Congress that are involved. 

Q Well, there's a report -- 

Did the President say anything? 


Q 
Q -- in The New York Times; it says that the President 
has caved in on the CIA demand. 


Q “~~ we'll get to it. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I know nothing about that. 
And i haven't talked to him personally nor have I ever asked his 
speci*ically about that. 


Q ~~ what did the President say on this issue this 


morning? 
SENATOR DOLE: Well, this is the second issue -- 
1. CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he feels very strongly about 
SENATOR DOLE: Yes. Right. 
Q Did he pound the table? (Laughter.) 
SENATOR DOLE: Wot this week, no. Wo, he didn't. 
-_ Q -- senior White House officials, Mr. Michel, told 


Q Did any other White House official tell you that the 
President would accept that provision? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, absolutely not. I've been 
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deal in part with the National Security Office end members not 
only Bud McFarlane, but some of his deputies. And we've been in 
concert with one another, trying to work out fashioning the kind of 
language that would be -- 


Q How much money are we talking about -- 14? 


Q But you had no reason to know that he would find 
that provision acceptable? Is that what you're sayi 9? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I'm want to -- we have -- my charge 
from tve Secretary of State is to get something through the House and 
make absolutely sure that we do not fail this time and to 
something to conference where, hopefuily, we'll get something better 
than what we would have gotten through a Democrat-controlled House. 


Q -~ what did the President say? Did the President 
say anything about this this sorning? 


SENATOR DOLE: He did. 
Q Can you tell us? 
SENATOR DOLE: It was the second item on his agenda, so 


Q What did he say? 
Q And what did he say? 


SENATOR DOLE: He said we ought to get to work and get it 
passed. We're going to take it up Wednesday -- our version in the 
Senate. The House will take it up on Thur » We will win in the 
Se ste, and we hope the House wins in their effort. Ours will be «a 
little stronger. 


But the President called on Senator Lugar, & sator 
Durenber » who are working on this rr along with some on 
House side; made another strong pitch for aid to the Contras. What 


else can you say? 


Q Well, you said he teit strongly about it. Can you 
remember his words? What did he say? 


SENATOR DOLE: He said he felt strongly about it. 
(Leughter.) 


Q Did he give you the book -- did he give you the 
booklet -- 


Q Okay. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And he hopes we'll be successful in 
— in getting something significant passed. And I think we 
. ° 


Q This is a combined package, right -- million you're 
telking about? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me. 
Q Is this @ c mbined package? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, the difference between Barnes 
and whet our amendment will be: Barnes would only be $14 million, 
and, frankly, for only fiscal year ‘85. What we would propose is 
something in the nature of 














$29 million; $27 million ower three -- three-sonth increments of $9 
million apiece to rum up to March jist. Bow, the Senate will 
probably go @ full year or sore -- I*s not altogether sure. But one 
of the reasons for sy getting some other Democratic vot : is to have 
it only @ nine-month coasitegent in three-month intervals of $9 
million apiece. 


Q Did you discuss today -- South Africa vote in the 
Rouse? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We did not. 

io) Salt II. Should we abide by Salt i117 
SENATOR DOLE: We didn’t discuss that. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We didn't discuss that. 


Q Well, what do you think? What's your view, Senator 
Dole? Should we abrogate Salt Ii? 


SENATOR DOLE: I don’t think we should sbrogate Salt II, 
no. But we're going to debate that -- In fect, we may have to debate 
it tomorrow. We hope we can work ovt an agreement -- wait and bring 
it up next year -- next week -- next year would be better -- 
(laughter) -- next week when we get on Aras Control and Disarmament 
Agency. but I think the President is studying that carefully. 
There'll be consultation with the allies this week. The President 
will make his findings known to the public next week -- next Monday. 


Q What about chemical warfare? Somebody said that 
came up. 


SENATOR DOLE: On the House side. We've already 
completed that. We spared the Vice President from breaking a tie 
thie year. (Laughter.) 


Q How, what's going to happen on the House side? Do 
you have -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I can't tell you, Andrea. But it 
will come up, of course, next week. We'll have the Defense 
authorization for the entire week next week. That will obviously be 
one of the apendmpents to knock that out and -- 


Q The President argue for it today? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me. 
Q The President argue in favor of that today? 


CONGRESSMAI MICHEL: Well, Wr. McFarlane sade a case for 
our retaining those type of weapons, if for no other reason than the 
fact that, for exemple during World War II -- and I recall wearing « 
gee mask at times, then finally diecarding it, as the Germans finally 
recognized and realized ‘at if they used it, we had the capability 
to use it in return. Ani if the Russians have it now, anc they've 
used it -- a8 they have in Afghanistan and other places <-- then it 
seems to we if you're going to have a trade-off eventually to get to 
banning chemical weapons that I hope we can eve tually get to, then 
it seems to se, for no other reason maybe thar e bargaining 
purposes, we've got to be up to speed with the -- and the safety 
factor, the fact that the old ones are as bed as they are and <- 


Q But, Congressman, you're into a whole new arms race 
then. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well -- 


Q I sean, it's the old argument of build up to build 





down. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- we would argue with that 
contention; but -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Our allies strongly support us. 


Q On tax revision, again, outside, Senator Packwood 
was talking about cutting the rate to 25 percent. Was that brought 
up this morning? And what did the President have to say about it, if 
it was? 


SENATOR DOLE: Bob Packwood indicated that he would like 
to lower the rate to 25 percent. First, you have to find the revenue 
to do that. I think that’s the problem. We're talking about revenue 
neutrality, we'd all like to lower the rates. Some would like thes 
much, such lower. But where do you find the soney? What do you go 
after to get the money you need and how such soney do you need. How, 
Senator Packwood, of course, is the Chairman. He'll have a lot of 
influence on that. But -- 


Q And what did the President have to say to his about 
that? 


SENATOR DOLE: As I recall, the President didn't have 
much to say. He indicated that it would -- didn't know where you'd 
come up with the revenue to finance it. I think that was the 
question. 


Q Well, some Treasury people have said that -- all 
along -- that you could bring the rate down to 30, let's say, but 
that it would be bad politics because then it would really be 
perceived as really helping the wealthy much too auch. 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, I've got to believe that in this 
Treasury Two proposal are a lot of little date changes to even make 
it revenue neutral. I think, you know, when you wring it all out, it 
may not be quite revenue neutral, though Jia Baker will tell you that 
over that period of time you're talking about trillions of dollars, 
we're only talking about $12 billion minus. So it is revenue 
neutral; but -- 


Q Are you concerned that it really is a tax cut and 
that it's not revenue neutral in the real sense? 


SENATOR DOLE: "Well, we -- you know -- if it's really -- 
if it's not revenue neutral -- it can't be perfect, obviously, 
because people do make mistakes when they make projections -- it's 
going to add to the deficit. And I think the deficit is still the 
number one probles. 


Q Are you for retaining the deduction on state and 
local taxes? 


Q A subject dear to Sam's heart. 
SENATOR DOLE: Pardon me? 


Q Are you for retaining the deduction on state and 
local taxes? 


SENATOR DOLE: That's not in the Treasury Two proposal. 

Q What is your position? 

SENATOR DOLE: Careful study. (Laughter.) 

Q Mr. Michel? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I support the proposition. Of 
MORE 











course, we in Illinois don't have as large an income tax as some of 
the other states. And I know that our Governor is highly supportive 
of what is called for in the proposal. And, frankly, if we don't 
retain that, of course, the whole -- probably -- package falls apart 
because -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: That's where the soney is. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- significant amount of revenue -- 
what is it? §40 billion -- 


SEMATOR DOLE: Forty. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- by 1990. 
Q -- 1990. 

Q Don't touch capital gains. 


Q Well, what about the prospects of some sort of phase 
out of the reduction, instead of outright elimination of it? 
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SEMATOR DOLE: My own view is that it's such too early to 
talk about all of the th that will probably happen. Having had 
some experience with tax bills, over the next three or four sgonths, 
there are going to be changes made. I mean, there are going to be -- 
I assume -- even Treasury say come up with some changes when they go 
back and look at it again -- minor modifications, fine tuning. 


So I wouldn't want to suggest anything, because again, 


you're losing revenue. Every time you start to phase out something 
that's going to terminate abruptly, where do you go to find the 


money? 

Q Senator Dole, on Contra aid, are you going to the 
Senate version of it? Will that be through CIA, and what will the 
Gollar amount be? 


SENATOR DOLE: What is the dollar amount on this? I's 
not certain what they finally -- 


Q Is it forty-two? 

SENATOR DOLE: It's a two-year thing, but -- 
Q Thirty-two. 

SENATOR DOLE: Thirty-two for two years? 

Q Eighteen and fourteen. 

Q Eighteen and fourteen. 


SENATOR DOLE: Eighteen and fourteen, and the CIA 
provision is in ours, 80 -- 


Q CIA in yours? 

SENATOR DOLE: -- and there will be about six or seven 
Gifferent versions: the Kerry version, the Harkin version, the 
Kennedy version. 

Q No, but the one you are going to support? 

SENATOR DOLE: All of those will lose. 

Q The one you're going to pass? 

SENATOR DOLE: The non-Lugar -- 

Q Right. 

SENATOR DOLE: -- Bentsen, Boren, Durenburger -- 

Q That's the one with the CIA and thirty-two. 

SENATOR DOLE: Ours will be hopefully helpful to Bob 
Michel's efforts in the House, and we'll have to do it again next 
week. As I said upstairs, we pass one about every week to give us 
something to do over in the Senate side, because ours is going to be 
on one bill, theirs is going to be on another. I assume we'll have 
to add ours again to the supplemental in the next week or 80, 80 we 
can go to conference. 

So I'm not quite certain as I think about it why we're 
Going it tomorrow, but I guess it's to indicate to the House that 
there is bipartisan Senate support. 


Q -- question for each of you. 





Q Bob, what's your -- 
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Q I have a question, please -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Check with John and Jerry. 


Q One other stion for each of you gentlemen. 
Lobbyists are going to be all over this tax bill as -- nothing 
before. How does Congress deal with that pressure? 


SEMATOR DOLE: Well, sen § sets - ty up a 
popcorn concession, but you also, I » visit w as many as you 
can, and some -- you know, I don't ebion. it's bad > "lm @ lobbyist 
come in if somebody wants to talk about some interest they have. 
I've found in many cases, you know, some of their complaints are 
justified, and there may be areas that should be addressed. 


I mean, I know they've all talked to Jim Baker and others 
in the Administration. They have a perfect right to talk to us in 
Congress. Bob, you raised a question about some of the industrial 
areas this morning, where they are losing certain benefits we gave 
them in ‘81 which, in effect, as far as they're concerned, 
eliminating those benefits now. So I don't have any problem talking 


to lobbyists. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: But that's the purpose for those 
extensive hearings in both bodies, to let all of these issues be 
aired publicly and discussed publicly, and frankly, some people may 
very well change their sinds from what their original concept of the 
whole package -- but generally speaking, that's nothing new for us. 
And there is a vast citizen's lobby out there -- believe me -- on the 
ohter | that's crying for tax reform and for us to address ourself 
to that issue. 


As a matter of fact, most of my mail is coming from the 
average citizen out there who heard the President's speech and liked 
what he heard and said, let's get with it. And so, there are going 
to be lobbyists on both sides of the -- and all sides of the issues. 


Q Will the right-wingers -- 
Q Bob, could you -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Jerry, last question. 


Q Could you explain how this -- how, under your aid 
poem for the Contras -- how it would work -- the three-month 
ncrements? Is each increment conditional on how the previous one is 
administered and -- process, or what? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, but the President would be 
required to make a report every 90 days. Of course, that is also 
included, I think, in the Barnes sal. But it would be a total 
package of $27 million in three $9 million increments -- three months 
apiece, and then $2 million for -- to implement the Contadora 
Process. 


Ané of course, there would also be a provision that would 
call for the sharing of information so far as the intelligence 
community is concerned, and that's a little twist on the Boland 
Amendment, but if you stayed with the Boland Amendment, as Barnes 
does, intact, you can't even distribute humanitarian assistance, 
because it's foreclosed -- anything that's military or paramilitary 
-- so the language has to be in that form to permit humanitarian 
assistance. 


Q Who would distribute the money? That's what's so 
unclear. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: The President will make that 
determination of what agency of government, exclusive of the CIA and 
Defense Department, which are excluded from -- 

















Q So what's left to his? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse se? 

Q What's left? What foreign -- 

Q Radio Marti. (Laughs.) 

Q Agriculture Department. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I'm not altogether sure. 

Q It's a Senate campaign. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Some have -- we've talked about sid 


ané the AID before. Some people said there was some problem there. 
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They may want to revisit that agency or -- 

Q Set up a new agency -- a@ new bureaucracy? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: -- some other. That -- I's -- but 
we give that flexibility to the President and I think there's a wide 
body of support for that even on the democratic side. 

Q Senator Dole, will the right-wingers be able to 
block the nomination of the Ambassador to East Germany to be 
Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs? 

Q West Germany -- it's West Germany. 

SENATOR DOLE: Wow who are those people? 

Q East Germany -- I've forgotten her name. 

Q Ridgeway. 

SENATOR DOLE: Right-wingers. 

Q Roxanne Ridgeway. 

Q Ridgeway. Ridgeway, isn't it? 

Q Thank you. Her name is Ridgeway. 


SENATOR DOLE: But I mean, who are the other folks you're 
talking -- 


Q Probably Mr. Helms who always wants to block 
anything to the right of -- left of Genghis Khan. (Laughter. ) 


SENATOR DOLE: Wow I haven't discussed this with our -- 
with Senator Helms. Far as -- he's been very reasonable in my 
Gealings with hin. 

Q Well, I think we're concerned here in the press -- 
(laughter) -- we're concerned in the press room because that means 
Mr. Burt might not be able to move to be Ambassador -- (laughter) -- 

Q And we'd have to continue listening to him brief. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:47 A.M. EDT 
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QUESTION: Has the Middle East been high on the agenda? Have 
you been discussing that this evening? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. We spent a good fraction of our time 
talking about the Middle East and the peace process and sharing 
information. I found it to be a very worthwhile exchange of 
information as the Prime Minister has recently met with several 
of the leading personalities there. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: King Hussein came in earlier as you 
know. We had a long talk and it was particularly valuable 

because he had been to see the President, talked to me, and I 
was able again to talk to Mr. Shultz. Very valuable, indeed. 


QUESTION: May we ask both of you what you think now the next 
step forward in the peace process may be? 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: I think really that's already been 
understood. That it is to select some Palestinian people who, 
together with King Hussein, could, in fact, form a new kind of 
delegation. 


QUESTION: Bu. the Israelis do not approve of that idea. 


PRIME MINISTER . 1ATCHER: I hope that the Israelis would think 
fit to accept that idea. 


For further information contact: 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the point is to move to direct 
negotiations between a Jordanian/Palestinian delegation and the 
Israelis, and their need for there to be some in-between steps 
to get there. I think that's what the Prime Minister was 
talking about. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: We were talking about in-between 
steps. Sut I think there are many, many Israelis, I would 
think, perhaps most of them, who would accept and be very 
relieved at such negotiations. They have lived with the 
situation for a very long time, and I think many of them would 
like it settled. 


QUESTION: Prime Minister, how do you feel about the 
international conference King Hussein has proposed? 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: As you know, we are not very keen on 
any international conference because we think it might 
complicate things, and really the two sides have to get 
together with appropriate people. [hey will, of course, in 
doing that, have the support of many countries --— the United 
States most of all, ourselves, and, I would have thought, most 
of the European community. 


QUESTION: Is there any progress from King Hussein's visit? A 
question for both of you. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: I had very long and very fruitful 
talks with King Hussein about the problems we have been 
discussing. 


QUESTION: Can I just press this issue about the Palestinians, 
though? Do you think there is a way in which a Palestinian 
delegation which is acceptable to the Israelis can finally be 
put together? I mean, Mr. Shamir was very frank with you, I 
believe, earlier on this week, Prime Minister. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: Yes. 


QUESTION: He certainly doesn't like the idea of the 
Palestinian National Council, for example. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: Yes, I do think there is a way in 
which Palestinians can come together on acceptable names and 
that is what we are finding out. Yes, I do. And I do think it 
helps to be optimistic about this. There will be some 
Palestinians who can, in fact, come together with King Hussein 
as responsible people representing the Palestinian people to 
negotiate with the Israelis. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think it's very important in thinking 
about the question you asked the Prime Minister, and I agree 
with her answer completely, to remember that there is a big 
goal out there: peace. If people get the idea that that's 
possible, then they start doing things to make it happen that 
perhaps they wouldn't have done before. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: There have been some terrible times, 
you know, in Lebanon and I think peace must--a secure 
peace--must be a very attractive goal. 


QUESTION: Did King Hussein. send any messages through you to 
the United States that would advance the goal of an interim 
meeting perhaps between a Jordanian/Palestinian delegation and 
the U.S. delegation? 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: King Hussein has recently seen the 
President of the United States. He knew I was seeing Mr. 
Shultz so we have got a very, very fruitful triangular relation 
going. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did it advance things for you? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, indeed. I learned quite a lot, as I 
always do from any discussion with the Prime Minister, but I 
think that there are things moving here. 


QUESTION: Prime Minister, one question on another subject if I 
may? On the Salt Treaty, the continuing of interim procedures 
under the Salt Treaty, how do you feel about the U.S. decision 
that's pending very shortly, which is likely to try to keep the 
treaty in force, but also try to take into account Soviet 
violations that have occurred? How do you think the U.S. 
should behave on this? 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: Well you know our view. Our view is 
that we believe that it will be continued. 


QUESTION: Without any modifications? 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: You talk about technicalities, about 
technical modifications. I think the important thing is that 
the Salt II Treaty broadly should continue. That is required 
as a measure of confidence between East and West, and I hope 
and believe it will. 


QUESTION: Have you talked about space weapons at all? 


jill 
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PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: Not in detail because we have talked 
about those before, but of course you cannot meet without 
discussing generally SOI. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Could I say how gracious the Prime Minister 
has been to receive me. How stimulating it is, as always, to 
have a chance to talk with her, and express my appreciation to 
you for this fine discussion that we've had. 


PRIME MINISTER THATCHER: You are very kind. You are always a 
very welcome visitor and I think you had quite a lot of 
questions and, I hope, some helpful answers. 


seeeeen 
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MR. MCFARLANE: Good afternoon. This is a statement by 
the President. I think that Bob also mentioned there will be a 
yt fact sheet which will have all of the background rationale 
for Gecision being announced today. 


"In 19862 on the eve of the Strategic Aras Reduction 
Talks, I decided that the United States would not undercut the 
expired SALT I pepe or the unratified GALT II agreement, as long 
as the Soviet Union exercised equal restraint. To cite my serious 
reservations about the i ities of the SALT I agreement and the 
serious flaws of the SALT II agreement, I took this action in order 
to foster an atmosphere of mutual restraint conducive to serious 
negotiation as we entered START. 


"Since then, the United States has not taken any action 
which would undercut existing armas control agreements. The United 
States has fully kept Bye of the —— However, the Soviets 
have not. They have failed to comply with several provisions of SALT 
II, and we have serious concerns regarding their compliance with the 
provisions of other accords. 


“The pattern of Soviet violations, if left uncorrected, 
undercuts the integrity and viability of arms control as an 
instrument to assist { ensuring a secure and stable future world. 
The United States will continue to pursue vigorously with the Soviets 
the resolution of our concerns over Soviet noncompliance. We cannot 
impose upon curselves a double standard that amounts to unilateral 
treaty compliance. 


"We remain determined to pursue a productive dialogue 


with the Soviet Union aimed at reducing the risk of war thr the 
adoption of meaningful measures which ove security, stability and 
predictability. Therefore, I have reached the j t that despite 


the Soviet record over the last cs, it cemains in our interest to 
establish an interim framework of truly mutual restraint on strategic 
offensive arms as we pursue with renewed vigor our goal of real 
reductions in the size of existing nuclear arsenals and the ongoing 
treaty negotiations in Geneva. 


"Obtaining such reductions remains my highest priority. 
The U.S. cannot establish such a framework alone; it will ¢r ire the 
Soviet Union to take the positive con ete steps to correct its 
liance to resolve our other compliance concerns, and to 
reverse its unparalleled and unwarranted military buildup. 


"So far, the Soviet Unior has not chosen to move in this 
direction. However, in the interest of assuring that every 
tunity to establish the secure, stable future that we seek is 
fully explored, I am prepared to go the extra mile to seek an interis 
framework of truly mutual restraint. 


| 

"Therefore, to provide the Soviets the opportunity to 

join us in establishing such a framework, a framework which could 
rt ongoing negotiations, I have decided that the United States 

will continue to refrain from undercutting existing strategic aras 
agreements to the extent that the Soviet Union exercises comparable 
restraint, and provided that the Scviet Union actively purses ares 
reduction egreements in the currently ongoing nuclear and space arms 








talks in Geneva. 


"As an integral part of this policy, we will also take 
those steps required to assure that the national security of the 
United States and our Allies which were made necessary by Soviet 
noncompliance will be preserved. 


“Appropriate and proportionate responses to Soviet 
liance are called for to ensure our security, to provide 
incentives to the Soviets to correct their —— iance, and to male 
it clear to Moscow that violations of arms control obligations entail 
real costs. 


"Certain Soviet violations are, by their very nature, 
irreversible. Such is the case, for example, with respect to the 
Soviet Union's flight testing and s toward deployment of the 
SSX-25 missile, a second new type of ICBM prohibited by the 
unratified SALT II Agreement. 


"Since the noncompliance associated with the development 
of this missile cannot be corrected the Soviet Union, the United 
States reserves the right to respond in a proportionate manner at the 

opriate time. The Midgetman small ICBM program is particularly 
relevant in this regard. 


"Other Soviet activities involving noncompliance may be 
reversible, can be corrected by Soviet action. In these instances, 
we will provide the Soviet Union additional time to take such 
required corrective action. 


"As we monitor Soviet actions for evidence of the 
positive, concrete steps that are needed on their t to correct 
these activities, I have directed the Department of Defense to 
conduct a comprehensive assessment aimed at identifying specific 
actions which the United States could take to augment, a8 necessary, 
the U.S. Strategic Modernization Program as a proportionate response 
to and as a hedge against the military consequences of those Soviet 
violations of existing arms agreements, which the Soviets fail to 
correct. 


"To provide ejJequate time for the Soviets to demonstrate 
by their actions a commitment to join us in an interim framework of 
true mutual restraint, we will plan to deactivate and dismantle 
according to agreed procedures an existing Poseidon SSBN as the 
seventh U.S. Ohio-class submarine puts to sea later this year. 


“However, the United States will keep open all 
programmatic actions for handling such silestones as t occur in 
the future. As these later milestones are reached, I will assess the 
overall situation in light of Soviet actions, correcting their 

liance and promoting progress in Geneva and make a final 
Getermination of the U.S. course of action on a case-by-case basis. 


"I firmly believe that if we are to put the arms 
reduction process on a firm and lasting foundation and obtain real 
reductions our firm focus aust remain on making best use of the 
promise provided by the ongoing negotiations in Geneva. 





step 
creating a safer future for all nations. 


That's tne end of the statement, I have one comment to 
make, and take your questions. With rsgard to the President's 
Gecision concerning the activation ani d.emantlement of the Poseidon 
submarine on the occasion of the Alaske going to sea this summer, I 
wish to point out that that dismantlemen' will be in sccordance with 
atrangements provided for in the agreement. Those arrangements do 
not foreclose the reconfiguration of that submarine in some other 
mode. , 


I draw your attention to the fact that the Soviet Union, 
in the past ten yeers, has deactivated, diemantled 12 subserines. 
The Uniiod States nas correspondingly deactivated and dismantled &. 


There is an example on the >4:' of the Soviet Union of 
their having taken one of their Yankee~cli as boats out of action, cut 
it up, but reconfigured it with cruise missiles on board. 


This ts from the epirit, if not the letter, of the 
agreement to take t is in arrangement for taking weapons out of 
service and in fact, on their side, putting them back in, in another 
military mode. 


The President will proceed with the Poseidon 
Gismantlement in accordance wi the teres of the agreesent. That 
Goes provide, however, for its reconfiguration. In the case of the 
United States, that new configuration could be one of many. It could 
be @ training boat; it could be some other kind of bost. That will 
be for later decision. 


I'd be gled to take your questions. 


Q Could you give us some examples of some of the 
flegrant violations that you see -- that the Soviets are conducting 
now of treaties, how they can cure thes, and the time frame in which 
they have to do so? 


MR. MCFARLANE: In the | of violations, the reports 
that went up in ‘64 and ‘65 pretty well list these exhaustively. 
They include the development and testing of @ second new type of 
ICBM, the encryption of information that's necessary for sonitor ing 
Soviet compliance. 


In the ABM context, include the construction of the 
Kr arek cadar, and tions raised concerning concurrent 
operations of ABM and air defense radars, the development of mobile 
ABA systems, and so forth, that or the possibility of Soviet 
intention to deploy @ country-wide area defense. 


Apart from strategic ares control egreements, these 
reports also note Soviet violations of chemical warfare conventions, 
biological warfare conventions, the Helsinki Pact and other 
agreements. 


Q I suppose what I's really asking is, what can they 
vo to cure -- just pick out two or three. The cedar, for instance. 
Are you asking for thee to dismantle that? The new S8X%-25 -~- are you 











asking that they dismantle those? 


MR. MCFARLANE: In the category of which are reversible 
and which are not, those that ere irrevers , there's little that 
can be done in teras of walk beck the existing violation. 


Chemical have been ,» innocent have died. In the 
case of the 25, which you mentioned, they tested it, they've 
gained ledge. You cannot eradicate the useful information that 


know 
has already been gained from that section. 
On the other hand, there are things that are reversible. 
Q How about the redar? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The rcedar. Were they to stop 
construction and to dismantle that redar, that would be a corrective 
action that would be effective and quite welcome. 


Q Bud? 
Bud, can I follow that up, please? 


Q 

Q What reason do you have for believing that the 
Soviets, who have disputed our account of hig haw that they 
will correct any of this? And is there some time limit attached, 
either in the President's mind or in this statement's construction, 
at the end of which, if the Soviets are still do the rame things, 
the United States will no longer observe the interia restraints? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President believes that the Soviet 

Union ought to have an interest in arms control, even if it is a 
self-serving wish to constrain the growth of U.S. programs. If that 
is true, it is essential that understand there cannot be « 
future regime of armas control without compliance. There can be 
little hope that this country -- people, the Congress -- will have 
any confidence in @ process in which Gon't comply. An so 

liance is at the heart of the very viability of arms control as a 
policy instrument. 


So we beliewe they do have an interest because they want 
to constrain our systems -- in ares control. They'd better show it 


by taking corrective action. And if Gon't, they have to 
ecknowl by this decision that the United States reserves the 
right to take ting military ection to account for their 


violationrc, and that these will be appropriate and proportionate. 
Q Is there some kind of time limit? 
MR. MCFARLANE: There is no time limit. The sooner, the 


better. Obviously, we're r in Geneva to make some headway. The 
sooner that they get serious t this, the better off we'll be. 
Barry? 














Q Apart from the Midgetsgan reservation. In other 
words, I look at this different from the way the two previous 
questioners. Ien‘t it true that the President has decided to live up 
to the agreement, wish the Soviets correct themselves, say if they 
Gon‘t, it's hard to get another agreement. But our continued 
compliance with the SALT II treaty is not conditional on any Soviet 
action. Isn't that correct? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Our continued policy of continuing not to 
undercut has the important proviso that we will respond appropriately 
and proportionately to Soviet violations, both past and future. And 
he is tasking the Secretary of Defense and the Joint Chiefs, with 
examining the affect of past violations and ceporting to his by 
Movember of this year with those seasures that ought to be taken in 
the way of accelerating or adding to the Strategic Modernization 
Program, to assure that our security requirements are set. 


Q All right, but you've accused thea of a series of 
violations from reports to Congress, you have an advisory committee 
here that accused therm of every sin under the sun. But the decision 
-- isn't it correct -- the decision doesn't require thea to reverse 
anything in order to have the United States to continue to not 
undercut the treaty? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The decision requires that unless they do 
correct those that they can correct, they can anticipate a U.&. 
response, whether or not it is within the terms of the treaties, to 
compensate for what they have done. Go it is, I think, a distortion 
of reality to say that there's no cost here. That is the very 
purpose of this -- to say that cost -- that compliance -- 
non-compliance does entail costs. 


Helen. 


Q You have thrown in everything but the kitchen sink, 
except for Afghanistan and Sakharov. I sean, you are not sticking to 
violations of SALT alone, you're running the gamut, aren't you? Why 
have you injected all of these other horrors into the situation? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, Helen, I gave that list in response 
to a question that said what had they not complied with. 


Q Chemical warfare, and so forth -- that doesn't 
really -- aren't you limited really by violations of GALT II in your 
further actions? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, two points. Pirst of ail, 
non-compliance with treaties generally expresses a Soviet state of 
mind about treaties. Now, to the extent that they violate something, 
whatever it may be, it reflects bad faith in adhering to treaties 
once concluded. So it expresses a Soviet strategem that is not 
ircelevant, whether it is chemical warfare or Helsinki Pact. 


But I take your point. And we will examine our 
continuing policy of not undercutting the SALT regise as a function 
of Soviet behavior in strategic programs. Both that and the 
negotiations in Geneva, their compliance record in the future. 


Q Well, you'rce not holding the feet to the fire only 
on SALT then. 

MR. MCFARLANE: Well, our behavior and our strategic 
forces is conditioned upon their behavior and their strategic forces. 
In @ large sense, of course, we care about whether they comply with 
treaties generally or not. But that is the context of this decision 
today. 


Jerry? 
Q If you're so concerned -- the President is so 














concerned about Soviet behavior, why didn't he just throw the treaty 
out all together? 


MR. MCPARLAME: Well, there are a lot of good reasons for 
Going that. The SALT II regime -- the President has said, in ‘79 and 
‘80 and since, was fundamentally flawed in several respects -- 
codified a significant Soviet advantage in warheads, failed to take 
account actively or adequately of the backfire bomber. It also 
allowed a number of ambiguities in verification. And it provided, 
most importantiy, for a significant expansion in the level of 
strategic forces. That's really why the President doesn't like the 
SALT regine. 


He believed in ‘81 and today that it can provide a 
framework for restraint if it is observed. It hasn't been by the 
otner side. It has by ours. Today he is saying, get back in 
compliance or you can expect compensating seasures to be taken. 


Andrea. 





Q But that wasn't the question. If I may, that wasn't 
the question. You answered the opposite of the question he asked. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Why don’t we throw it out? And I said 
that as flawed as it may be, there are some useful provisions that 
can exercise or establish restraint if they are opserved. 


Q Our allies had no part in it? Their view had no 
pact in it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Of course, it did. The context or the 
Climate for conducting security policies in Europe throughout the 
world, as viewed oy our allies and us, can be improved if there is, 
over time, a record of compliance and viability of aras control 
agreements. Our allies feel strongly about that. So does the 
President. 


We consulted with the allies, we consuited with the 
Congress. It involves, obviously, whether or not the Congress would 
be gore or less inclined to support the defense budget with or 
without a SALT regime. These considerations were all taken into 
account. 


Andrea. 


Q Can you explain -- again, in response to Jerry's 
question -- why, if the President believes that SALT II's interisa 
restraints should pe -- should not be undercut if their is 
compliance, why, given the alleged Soviet record of non-compliance, 
he feels at this time it's appropriate to continue the policy? And, 
secondly, can you tell us which, under the SALT II regiae, which of 
the alleged violations are ceversible? 


MA. MCFARLANE: Well, firet of all, the President 
believed that as poor as the record of compliance has been, that we 
must seek areas reduction and to establisn that in written conventions 
and that the Soviets have an interest in that. This is a silestone 
at which he has said that won't be possibie unless the record of 
compliance igproves. But if it does, there can be hope that we can 
still maintain areas control as @ policy instrument. 


He is going the extra mile. This is not an open-ended 
commitment in perpetuity. And he sakes clear in his ceport tnat we 
will evaluate Soviet compliance, Soviet building programs, their 
performance in Geneva -- ali of these things. And as milestones are 
reached in the future, the decision may be different. 


Q Well, according to reports today, the Soviets are 
building new missiles systems faster than we had even expected -- 
according to our own estinates. 








MR. MCPARLANE: That's true. There has been, clearly, an 
increase in both the pace and quality of Soviet building prograns. 
This is extremely worrisome. It underscores the need to put sone 
constraints on them. And that's why some kind of negotiated 
reduction is essential. 


Hank? 


Q And can you answer the question -- I's sorry -- what 
is reversible? Is it the encryption that's reversible? Could you 
expiain that a little? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, encryption -- what they have 
encrypted already has prevented us from knowing quite a lot about 
existing systems. And so that's really not rceversible. Some of 
these test programs are nearly complete, and so there's nothing, 
really, that they could do that would give us such confidence on the 
encryption scale that we would know what we need to know about these 
past systems. A change going back to sensible compliance on 
encryption, the terms of the agreements, would be welcome. But it 
wouldn't undo what they've already done. 


The Krasnoyarsk Radar is a case where they could -- 
Q So it's not the SALT II regime. 
Q Right. 


MR. MCFARLANE: It's the ABM Treaty. It is in the SALT 
framework. The -- not building more new systems is another way that 
they could avoid stressing the lisits of the treaty. 


Q In the general sense, the heart of the SALT II 
treaty is the numerical limits, correct? Would you -- how long would 
the United States be willing, as you've announced the program, to 
observe those numerical limits if the Soviets don't respond in a 
positive way to this announcement you've made today? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It's a judgment call. As additional 
violations occur, if they do, they will be met with compensating U.S. 
action. Now, there may come a time -- there surely could -- when the 
scope and number of violations clearly relieve the agreement of any 
meaning. The President is saying today, that hasn't happened yet. 
We will continue not to undercut, but we will take action to account 
for what thes've already done in violation. 


Q Can I -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Hank. 


Q I think I just neard you say that there was not a 
great deal of hope for additional negotiations unless the Soviet 
record of compliance improves. Does that have implications for U.S. 
willingness to continue in the START negotiations? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Pechaps I should nave said there is very 
little hope for a successful outcome. The President has our 
Gelegations in Geneva, and they're going to stay there. Part of his 
caveat today was that we would take appropriate and proportionate 
responses and that we would not undercut for as iong as the Soviets 
show corresponding restraint and negotiate in good faith in Geneva. 


Jerccy? 

Q Bud, as a practical matter, is the Poseidon going to 
be cut up into small pieces or is it going to be tied up and 
ary-docked -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: It will be dismantled in accordance witn 














the agreed SALT procedures. Sasically, it involves taking out the 
missile bay. And it is an open question. You could put it back 

- You could sake a training platform out of it. You could 
Go a number of things that are also within the scope of the SALT 
agreenent . 


Q Could I follow that? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, Barry. 


| Q Is it possible -- you criticize: the Soviets for 
reconfiguring an SSBN, I believe, to a cruise missile. Is that not 
corcect? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q Is it possible, under the description you just made 
for this Poseidon, for it to be reconfigured to a cruise sissile? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It is conceivable. 
Q And why would you do that? . 


MR. MCFARLANE: We have had, in the past, no intentions 
of doing that and no program for doing that. It is possible that the 
Mavy will recommend that it be sade a training platforms. It could be 
a number of other things. 


My point was that in doing what they've done, the Soviets 
have circumvented the intent of the treaty by making it @ weapons 
platform. And that ceqguires some kind of compensating action. 

That's what the President has asked the Secretary to define. 


Q Would you cule ovt reconfiguring this Poseidon that 
is going to be dismantled as an SSsu to a cruise plat fora? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I wouldn't cule it out. That is a 
decision that will depend on Pentagon analysis. I noted, I think, 
just now that we have had, historically, no plans for that kind of 
thing. 


Q But, this interim arcangement -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: Charlie. 


Q -- that you talked about, the interim arrangerent -- 
where do you expect to pursue that? In the Geneva talks, in the 
consultative committee? Have you addressed the Soviets on that 
question and have they been willing? 


MR. MCFARLANE: We have in Geneva and bilaterally ever 
since the non-compliance was identified. The President has advised 
Mr. Goroachev of this decision today, stressing that Soviet 
compliance -- or renewed compliance is at the heart of any hope for 4 
successful outcome in Geneva, calling upon his to do that. 


Q Are there any ground rules for inspection? 


\ 








Q You mentioned some milestones in which the policy 
might be reviewed? I presume you're referring to the eighth Trident 
submarine and perhaps the deployment of air launched cruise missiles. 
When did these milestones occur and do we conduct an entire new 
review at this point and time? And, a second part, if Congress 
doesn't go along with the recommended acceleration of the strategic 
program, do you then review your compliance policy and recommend 
Gepartures from the SALT treaty? 


MR. MCFARLANE: At bottom, the basic criterion must be 
assuring the security of the United States. We believe that that can 
be served both by defense building programs and by arms control. 
Theoretically if arms control by extraordinary Soviet violation were 
to lose its meaning we would have to build more systems clearly. 

‘We don't expect that will be necessary but the 
President's asking the Secretary now to say what has been the effect 
up until now of their noncompliance. And, to answer your question, 
as we reach later milestones -- after the November report, with next 
summer's deployment of the eighth Trident boat and next summer's 
Geployment of the 12lst ALCOM carrier, what ought we do then? 

Again, basing the recommendation upon what has been the 
Soviet record of compliance, what is their pace and quality of new 
building programs, what are they doing in Geneva, these kinds of 
things. 

Q Bud, on that o@ 

Q Mr. McParlane -- 

MR. SIMS: -- appointment with the President -- 

Q Mr. McFarlane, what's the difference id 

Q On that -- on that --" 

Q Mr. McFarlane -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: Yes? 

Q What's the difference between corpliance and 
inspection? I haven't heard that word “inspection.” Are they the 
same? 

Q Question -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Monitoring or inspection is identifying 
whether or not there is a violation of the treaty. 


Q Are there any ground rules for that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Oh, they're exhaustive. They go into 
several books. 


MR. SIMS: Thank you. 

MR. MCFARLANE: Thank you very such. 

Q On that -- 

Q Sir -- 

Q Is next summer the first -- the next time that the 
President will have to make a decision on activities that would be 
constrained by those terms of the treaty? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, he will no doubt -- 
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Q Microphone -- 
Q Microphone -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: <-- reach some decisions. He will reach 
some decisions based upon the Secretary's report to him in November. 
These would probably be reflected in the budget submission in 
January. Beyond that, we'll continue as a constant matter all the 
time to review Soviet compliance and determine its affect. The next 
time where you come up against a milestone, per se, would be at the 
eight Trident boat, 12lst ALCOM carrier, both now planned for next 
summer or any major Soviet breakout that they might choose to make 
between now and then. 


Q Sir? 


Q -- why take out the Poseidon? Why not take out a 
more vulnerable -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: We might. 

Q -- a more vulnerable system like the Trident? 

MR. MCFARLANE: We might -- do that. 

Q Sir, Midgetman missile -- are you going to go ahead 
with Midgetman -- or is Midgetman decision contingent on the SALT 
regime in anyway? 

Q In the -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: We're going ahead with it. 

You're going ahead with it? 
Any Soviet response yet? 


Ask Vladimir. 


oa oo oO Oo 


Bob, what was his last answer? 
Q We're going ahead with it. 
MR. SIMS: The question was are we going ahead with 


Midgetman. As you know we have @ program -- we're going ahead wit): 
that. 


END 3:00 P.M. EDT 
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MS. SARAH TINSLEY: Good afternoon. My name is Sarah 
Tinsley from AID's Office, Bureau for External Affairs. 


I would like to introduce AID Administrator, M. Peter 
McPherson and his Deputy, Jay Morris. They will address the 
current situation in Ethiopia and Sudan. Today's briefing is 
On-the-Record for both sound and camera. 


MR. McPHERSON; Good afternoon. I would like to talk 
about the successes and the problems that we're having in 


connection with the drought in Africa. 


The President was able to obtain fairly early the 
resources for this historical undertaking that we have going in 
Africa. The problem, recognized often in this briefing room, 
has been logistics, actually getting the food to the people. 
The successes are substantial. 


Over a million ton of emergency food has arrived in 
Africa. And note this: Over 80 percent of that food has gone 
through those ports -- over 80 percent of that food has through 
those ports -- and a good share, almost all of that, has 
actually been consumed by people; has gone in the mouths of 
children, if you will. 


Clearly, millions of people have been fed and probably 
millions of lives -- certainly, hundreds of thousands of lives 
-- have been saved. 


In Ethiopia, over 150 thousand ton of U.S. emergency 
food has arrived in the port and gone into the country itself. 
This 150 thousand ton of food represents about 60 percent of 
the emergency food that has arrived in the country. In other 
words, the majority of the emergency food arriving in Ethiopia 
have gone into the country and a substantial part of that has 
been or is shortly to be consumed by people in the country. 








In Sudan, the figure is roughly the same. About 60 
percent of the emergency food going into the country has 
actually gone on, and we know that almost all of that food has 
actually been consumed. There are problems, however. 


In Ethiopia, there is 222 thousand ton of food in the 
three ports in Ethiopia -- 222 thousand ton of food. My 
Deputy, Jay Morris, who is here with me, in recent times was 
there in Assab. Assab is the major port of the country in 
which we're putting in much of the food. 


Here, you see something of the situation. 
(Indicating) These are bag foods from several countries. The 
ship has no significance. It just happened to be there. But 
you can see the size of these piles of food. There are three 
ports: Massawa, Djibouti and Assab, where the food is coming 
in; Assab being where the majority of this food is stacked up. 


What's necessary here to move this food on are 
trucks. We would calculate in the neighborhood of 1,500 
additional trucks are necessary in Ethiopia to move the food 
that's coming in on a steady flow into the country. 


Mr. Morris, after seeing this --—- we had some 
understanding. He was there, of course, but after seeing it, 
taking these pictures, spoke to Mr. Jansson, who is the U.N.‘s 
person in that country -- doing an outstanding job, I might say 
-- who, in turn, has spoken to the government, in the last few 
days 150 or so, we think, additional trucks have been assigned 
by the Government of Ethiopia and the food is moving a little 
better, but no where near do we have this enormous problem 
under control. 


The other problem is in Sudan. Food moved quite well 
in Sudan for some time. Food, in fact, moved so well that when 
I was over in western Sudan, over here (indicating) with the 
Vice President a few weeks ago, the people there were talking 
about how timely the food had arrived and that starvation was 
really being averted. 


In the last few weeks there has come to be a very 
large buildup of food in Sudan. Some 140 thousand ton of donor 
emergency food and a substantial additional amount of 
commercial purchases are now stacked up in Port Sudan. Port 
Sudan is really the only port in which you can take food in. 

[It needs to be trucked down a long distance and then taken by 
rail over to the west. Truck it down through here (indicating) 
to a little town called Kosti, and from Kosti it is railroadec 
out. 

















We more or less have under control the truck, which 
has been the system we've been using all along. The difficulty 
has been to get the food moving from Kosti over to the west. 
The Kosti connection has always been one by rail. In recent 
days -- weeks, really -- we haven't been able to move very much 
food by rail. there's no place to store the food in Kosti so 
the port is beginning to back up very rapidly. 


That situation is one we worry a great deal about. In 
our judgment, in the months ahead -- not weeks but months ahead 
-- there's going to be starvation in the west without this 
problem being solved. Both we and the U.N. have pointed out 
this problem to the Government of Sudan, and we're hopirg that 
steps can be taken. 


Ladies and gentlemen, there in brief is the overview 
of where we are. I would welcome your questions as would my 
Deputy, Mr. Morris. 


Q What is the problem with that rail connection, 
that it hasn't been working as well recently? 


a Part of it is, it isn't functioning very well. 
We are providing about $3 million worth of parts, repair 
efforts. But that's not the big problem, and I underline it. 
The big problem is not functioning, per se. We simply need to 
get onto those cars -- railroad cars that are moving -- we need 
to get emergency food, and they're moving with other supplies 
at this time. 


Q Sir, how are you going to get more trucks? 
ni More trucks for Ethiopia? 
Q Well, for bot’ countries? 


a Trucks, again, aren't the big problem for Sudan. 
We could always use more. The big problem in Sudan is to get 
more food on those trains that are moving west. Ia Ethiopia, 
it is trucks. 


We believe that the Ethiopian government can allocate 
avery substantial additional amount of trucks to this effort. 
We know in the last few days they have been moving at least a 
thousand ton more per day. [fhey're probably moving about 3,000 
ton a day now, up from 1,500 te 2,000 ton a few days ago. We 
believe they could allocate the trucks to move at least 4,000 
ton. And if they can do that, as well as allocate some more 
trucks for some of the inland transportation, then we've got 
two steps here in Ethiopia 











You've got to move it out of the ports and then you've 
got to move them out of the regional warehouses which are a big 
problem in themselves. We think the Ethiopian Government could 
do this on an emergency basis right now. There may need to be 
some longer term help for Ethiopia, but they've get to show -- 
from the outside -. they've got to show this ability, “his 
capacity, which we know they have, to respond right n: 


We've been discussing the longer term situation with 
the U.N. and with che other donors. 868ut tomorrow morning, the 
Ethiopians need to move more trucks themselves. 


Q Are they holding back some of the trucks for 
military purposes? 


a There's no question that a substantial fleet of 
trucks are in the hands of the military. In our judgment, some 
of those trucks must be allocated for these purposes. The 
additional trucks allocated in che last few days, to increase 
the of f-take from Assab, we understand at least some of those 
trucks were military trucks. 


Q Is it the same as the railroad situation in 
Sudan? Are they also using that railroad to move mil tary 
upplies instead of food? 


a No, it's not military supplies They're 
commercial or they're non-drought supplies; it's not military. 
There isn't a military ,ituation over in the western part of 
Sudan to speak of. 


Q How is the attitude of the Suwar £1-Dahab 
government in terms of working with you, and in particular for 
your feeding program through Sudan to Eritrea? 


a The government's attitude is clearly were 
favorable toward the United States, generally. in its feeding 
effort. They've sue.d to us time and time again how 
appreciative they are of what we're doing. We are by far the 
largest donor of food to Sudan. 


As to the cross-border feeding, I've made a practice 
of really not discussing that On-the-Record. 


Q Because of the backup of food supplies at the 
ports, are we slowing down our shipments of food to either 
Ethiopia or Sudan? 














a We haven't done that as of yet. Clearly, that 
would be a last resort because of the ripple or wave 
implications of that, but we don't want to have food spoil 
either. It clear that some food in Assab has spoiled; some 
American food and some other donor food. It's a relatively 
small part of the whole, but we've got to be careful that our 
food doesn't spoil and is well taken care of. 


I would like to emphasize again, there's two sides to 
this story. Obviously, I've felt from the very beginning that 
it was sort of my job to keep you all informed of what our 
problems were, and you've been enormously helpful in keeping 
the American people really informed about the situation. 6ut 
the two sides to it are, on one hand, the fact that 80 percent 
of a million ton has actually moved through. On the other 
hand, there are problems like Assab. 


Go ahead, George. 


Q You said that the Ethiopians had deployed 1,500 
trucks to -- 


4 No, 1 say that we need 1,500 trucks. 
Q How many do they have available? 


a All together they're are probably a 1,000 trucks 
operating in Ethiopia in connection with the drought effort at 
this time 


The trucks are a little bit hard to know precisely. 
We, of course, don't ¢ ntrol a central registry, or something, 
and there's this constant problem of trucks breaking gown. But 
we estimate about a thousand are in operation. 


Q What's your timetable here? I assume you've been 
talking to the Ethiopian Government about this problem and 
you're not getting much satisfaction. Is there a growing 
divisiveness between yourselves and the Ethiopians on this 
topic? Where do you go from here? 


a In the last few days there has been this 
improvement We think that's important, but we think there are 


substantial additional steps that need to be taken. 


We think that the American public and the world needs 
to understand where it is. I wouldn't suggest that the 
relationship is any difrerent than what it's been in the past. 





We're very anxious to move this, and we talk about it. 
Q Do they have the other 1,500 trucks? . 


a We think so; we think so. Certainly, ona 
short-term basis. 


Q Why aren't they put into service? 


A There's several uses of those trucks. There's 
military purposes; there's resettlement issues; there is 
non-drought uses of trucks. We think that to make this whole 
operation go on a steady basis over the months, it'll take 
about *,5v0 trucks. 


Q In addition to the thousand they already have? 


: a In addition to the thousand they already have in - 
place. 


Clearly, half that 1,500 -- 700/800 trucks would make 
a big difference. Every $0 to 100 trucks thet we can get has a 
real impact. Our judgment is that it'll take 1,500 additional 
trucks, accounting for a portion of trucks out of operation -- 
those a‘ditional trucks out of operation -- to really make this 
thing go smoothly. In the next few weeks, we think that the 
Ethiopians can wake this operation go much more smoothly if 
they put in a big chuck of additional trucks. 


I ought to point sut that it appears that some trucks 
from the Italians and some Europeans may be coming in the next 


few weeks and this will help. 


(Continued on next page) 








Q What do the Ethiopians se, about it? I mean why 
—— I mean, are they making excuses for not putting in these 


trucks? 


a Well, they say. “We've got a civil war." They 
say, “We be’ieve in resettlement and you don't * 


They say, “We've got (hese alternative uses of the 
trucks to move cotton or tc move var.ous other supplies.” 
There's a total government-controlled fleet, non-military 
fleet, of several thousaid trucks -- perhaps as many as $,000 
to 6,000 trucks -- that's in question here. Now, a lot of 
those trucks any given day are not in repair. I mean, it isn't 
that there are 6,000 trucks out there running around, and you 
could easily put your hands on them. The problems are hard. 
We recognize it, but we recognize that without substantial 
additional trucks allocated to this function, to the drought, 
we're just not going to get these -- Where's our picture? -- 
we're just not going to get this port clear. That's the 
reality cf it. 


Q Is there any significant airlift operation still 
going on, Pete? 


a Yes. There are several planes. including two of 
our own, that are operating. [Those planes carry 17-18 ton per 
flight, and they are really emergency kinds of tools that in o 
sense could be considered a solution to the problem. 


You know, it's important, I think, as I struggle -- 
Jay and I and others struggle -- with this kind of situation, 
it's important to recognize what has been put in by so many 
governments and so many people around the world. In Chad -- 
some of you will remember my being up here and saying what a 
terrible probl m I thought Chad was, and Chad is still a real 
problem; but the Cameroon put in, allowed their facilities, and 
allocated trucks of their own and so forth to move food down 
into Chad so that Chad isn't on the front burner any more. It 
was just an enormous contribution to humani'y that was 
undertaken by Cameroon. 


In Somalia, where we had a cholera outbreak -- or at 
least, some described it as such not long ago, and DOD moved a 
few experts in, the World Health Organization and others. In 
Mali, we flew in a raft that ended up to be kind of a bridge 
to move food across the river. This was the U.S. Air Force 
that did this. And months ago, where we shifted on the hagh 
seas a ship that was going to India, and we moved it to go to 
Ethiopia. 




















This constant adjustment, mot just by the U.S. 
Government, by many people, by many governments has been 
enormous, and the successes are very substantial. And it's 
clear that the response has saved millions of lives, but we've 
got problems. 


Q I think 1 know the answer to this, but a couple 
of your numbers confuse me. You say that you've moved 80 
percent of the 1,000,000 tons, but then you give the breakdown 
for each country, and in each country the number is 60 percent, 
which averages out to 60 percent. Are you including in that 
larger figure the commercial and other private source food? 


i) No, we aren't, because the commercial number 
bounces it up a lot more. 


Q Well, then, how do you -- 


a We've got -- Let me just make sure my figures 
work here. I'm including some commercial. The problem is that 
Sudan includes a great deal of Title I. The 1,000,000 ton is*® 
all Title II. But much of Sudan is Title I. 


Q Uh-huh. 

Q So, if we want to talk strictly about what 
percentage of the relief supoplies have gone through, what would 
the number be? Is it 60? 

a Pardon? 

Q What would the number be? 

a No. The number would be -- If you wanted to talk 
-~-Let me go back and explain our categories. We've moved two 
kinds of food, two categories of food. We have moved the 
so-called “emergency” food, which ?s the Title II, and that 
Title II is the million ton that I spoke of. O.K.? 


’ 





*Approvals for Sudan. all sources of U.S. Food, are 942,000 MT 
through June 3. Of that, $24,000 MT (more less) is 
emergency food and under Title II. Arrivals in Sudan are lower 
than approvals of the Title [f. 215,000 MT had arrived by June 
1 (FFP figures as of 16/5 includes projections). This does not 
include cross-border feeding. 








Sudan has received some of that, but a large part of 
the food into Sudan has been the non-emergency food by 
category. The reality, however, is that we've treated the 
non-emergency food in Sudan as -- in effect, it's been used as 
an emergency activity. You've got about 800,000 ton -- let's 
put it that way Almost 800,000 ton of emergency food has 
moved through ports. . 


MR. MORRIS: There's another part of that answer, and 
that is that the other drought countries are getting nearly 100 
percent through, so of those two, 60 percent are the worst. So 
80 is the average for the million tons of Title [I, when you 
count -- 


MR. McPHERSON: Yes. 


MR. MORRIS: -- the other drought countries in because 
they're running 90 to 100 percent. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Yes, but see -- That's a good way of 
expressing it. What we found is that that, like in Chad, the 
country that I stood up here a few weeks ago and said, “Here's 
a real problem," that's coming along quite well, and Mali, and 
others. ithese two countries are our problems (indicating on 
map). 


We're going to have problems in other places. It's 
not all over yet. And we've got months ahead for difficulties. 


George. 


Q The Soviet Union, it seems to me, promised about 
six months ago, promised help to Ethiopia in solving their 
transport problem. Has that help ever materialized? 


A It's never really materialized. Where the 
Russians has helped has been in a way that I haven't, frankly, 
felt was constructive -- they have helped to move people from 


the north to the south in resettlement schemes. They have 
Flown some food around in their planes, but basically, it has 
been resettlement efforts. 


The response to Ethiopia, to the starving Ethiopia, 
has, in a large part, been a Western response, with the U.S. 
providing the largest single proportion of the emergency relief 
to Ethiopia -- to the people of Ethiopia. 


Q What about the report in the paper today that the 
people are moving out of Sudan back to Tigre because it's 
starting to rain. Are you concerned about that, as far as 
feeding goes? 
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a Those people are carrying back with them as much 
food as they can, as the family can carry. It's a fairly 
substantial amount of food and will last several days, but of 
course, it won't last until a harvest comes. . 


Let me kind of speculate with you about something for 
a moment, because we've thought and worried about this a lot. 
You remember that we thought that there were probably 2,000,000 
people up here (indicating on map) that were in need, in Tigre 
and Eritrea. Now, as the months went on, I expected the number 
of people that would flee over into Sudan would increase, and 
could well become a half a million to 750,000. Who knows? It 
never got beyond about 300,000 people. Roughly, 50,000 people, 
we think, have now gone back. 


Now, if these people up here (indicating on map) were 
starving as we thought they were -- were just absolutely out of 
everything -—- why haven't more come? Well, of course, some 
food has come across in the cross-border effort, but not enough - 
to prevent more people from fleeing if they were truly, if 
situations were as bad as what we expected. 


Now, I think the situation is very bad. We get a lot 
of bad reports there, but [I think maybe there was a little bit 
more food stored up there than what we thought. You never can 
tell -- I mean there's no decent census, no real source of 
information for these things. 


The other thing is: I would speculate, at least I 
wonder, let me put it that way. I wonder if maybe these people 
have a little bit more to go back to -~- I'm in no way saying 
that we shouldn't push hard and work as we have -- but maybe a 
little bit more to go back to than what we thought. Poor 
people are, fundamentally, pretty bright about their own 
situation, and I wonder how many people would go back to plant 
if they didn't have something back there to plant. If they 
didn't have seed back there to plant, why would they go back? 
It doesn't make sense to me, again because I have found all 
over the world that uneducated and poor people were really 
quite smart about how to utilize their limited resources to 
survive. So I just speculate about that. 


I thought it was one of the accepted parts of 
these famine situations where people tend not to move until 
they have eaten their seed. Are you saying that (inaudible) 


a I'm not sure that that's true. I've never really 
asserted that. I have not asserted that, and at least there is 
some information that in the early seventies drought, the 
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reverse was true. That doesn't mean that people haven't eaten 
their seed -- and we've worried a lot about seed. And I'm not 
here in any way suggesting that the problem isn't very bad. I 
don't want to suggest that at all. But you can speculate 
yourself why a person would go back to plant without anything 
in his hand to plant. 


Remember, the grain that we're giving them isn't their 
local grain; it isn't grain that they would ordinarily be able 


to plant. 


Q You've been up here several times over the past 
year complaining about the Ethiopians lack of cooperation on 
trucks. What makes you more hopeful now that they will put out 
trucks after a year of prodding? 


A Well, I'm not here to say I'm optimistic. I'm 
here to say I think that the situation is one of great need. 
We are pleased to see that in the last few days additional 
trucks were put into use. We do know that that Kurt Jansson, 
who is the U.N. head there for the drought, has had several 
conversations. We think the Ethiopians can do it. We think 
that they don't have a lot of options if their going to save a 
lot of people, and so we're suggesting that they should. 


Q But they haven't thus far, and that's why I'm 
curious. 


A I'll tell you what they did do, just a 
perspective on this that in the flow of things maybe doesn't 
come through: in December, January, and part of February, they 
really delivered. They moved a lot of food out of the ports. 
In fact, some of you remember that they moved so much food so 
quickly that we had to scurry because for a while it looked 
like the ports were going to empty, and we were'nt going to 
have food there for them to move. [hat's when we diverted that 
ship on the high seas that time, or redirected it. So we know 
they have the capacity, and they've done it before. But then 
they really sort of moved back and reallocated the trucks to 
other things. 


Q I wanted to ask you about the rail line in the 
Sudan. 


a Yes. 


Q You said that there's a bottleneck with the rail 
line in the Sudan, that the rail cars are carrying other 
goods. What other goods and why are they carrying something 
else if the need for food is so severe? 
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A Well, there's everything from sugar to other 
goods that will be sold, other commercial goods. We think that 
the head of the Government of Sudan is concerned about this. 

It doesn't make sense to us that they should be carrying -- We 
believe that they should carry a substantial portion of their 
cargo as drought food, and we're hopeful that they will do so. 


Q Catholic Relief Services and World Vision are 
about to set up feeding stations in the northern provinces. If 
that happens -- and it may happen in the next week or so -- 
will that mark a significant departure? Do you think that's 
important? 


A We think it's an important development, yes. And 
of course, we're deeply involved in that effort, and we're 
hopeful that it will happen. Catholic Relief is talking about 
feeding, my recollection is about 34 villages, about 180,000 
people. World Vision will be feeding additional amounts; 
they'1l be feeding beyond the lines where previously food was 
being delivered. 


We think it is important. The Ethiopian Government 
describes it as an application of the rule, procedure that 
they've used all along. We don't care how it's described. We 
think it will save more lives. 


: Q Why do you think Mengistu changed his mind on 
that? 


A Well, they argue they didn't. And our business 
here, as you remember from press conferences before, has been 
not necessarily to try to attribute reasons, but simply to 
argue a case and accept what we got. 


Ladies and gentlemen, it was nice to see you, and 
thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:50 P.M.) 
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CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, good gsorning, everybody. My 
colleagues here -- Dante Fascell, you know, is Chairman of the House 
Poreign Affaire Committee. Joe McDade is our ranking Republican on 
the Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, handles some of our 
intelligence routine. And Dave McCurdy, of course, on our 
Intelligence Committee in the House of Representatives. Two 
Democrats, two Republicans. 


And we heard this sorning from the Secretary of State, 
Bud McFarlane, tne Mational Security Advisor, -Bill Casey, the 
Director of the CIA, ano finally, the President, himself, wnich the 
President presented to me 4 very forceful letter -- three pages in 
wnich ne says that “sy edsinistration is determined to pursue 
political, not military solutions in Central America,” and so forth. 


So I thought it was a good presentation on the part of 
the adwjinistration this gorning. And questions were asked of sore 
specific concerns of individual sembers and, of course, it's our 
Gesire tomorrow to push for the Michel-MNcCurcdy-McDade amendment. And 
there will be efforts to take after our amendment through the Boland 
amendgjent and through the Gephardt amendment and, finally, 
another effort on Barnes-Hamilton. We want to defeat all three o 
those amendsents and keep our amendment standing, free-standing on 
its own. And that is in keeping, of course, with what the President 
was talking about this sorning. 


Q Congressman, do you think that ne has really put to 
cest all thie talk about an invasion or is there -- ’ 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Oh, absolutely. I think -- that -- 
I just can't imagine, and the President again today, thankfully, 
reiterated to these sembers what I've heard nis say on every occasion 
when we've been talking about Central and South America is that our 
effort is not one of intervening militeriiy. It's tne worst thing we 
could gossibly do. And so, the President assured these senbers. 


I remember specifically one question on whether or not 
military eiccraft were going to be used -- 


Q What do you think the Contras are doing? 
Q What about « surgical strike? Ie that -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we were not -- we were just 
simply not talking about silitery actions. 


Q Are sou telling us that -- 

Q Congreseman, Weinberger has said that if high 
technology quipment -- if fighters end up there, that there sight be 
@ surgical trike. 


COMGRESGMAN AICHEL: That is certainly not what we're 
talking aoout in this asendsent. 


Q Yes, but are you telling use that if tne fate is 
MORE 








against you and your apendzent should fail, the President will siaply 
say. “Oh, well, the will of the people's been heard,” and wash his 
hands of it and walk away? i can't believe that. 


COMGRESGMAS MICHEL: Mo, I don’t think we're at that 
point. 


Q Of course, you take other seasures. 


COMGRESSMAN FASCELL: Well, the Secretary of Defense is 
not President yet. (Laughter.) That's one. 


Q Keep going. 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: And I don't think anybody nas 
ted that we set the Constitution aside and ignore the Congress 
if you're going to declare war. 


Q But we fight without declaring war now, Mr. Pasceil. 
You know that. 


COMGRESSMAN FPASCELL: We don't. I don't. 
Q We're too old, you and I, but our sons do. 
Q What political steps -- 


COMGRESSMAN MCDADE: Can I just try to express ayself on 
that point? Yes, there have been a lot of things that have happened 
yesterday. What tnis seeting was about is what we're going to do 
tomorrow. What this legislation does is extend the hand o 
friendship of the peopie and the government of the Unit«d States to 
the Sicaraguan governaent, the Sandinistas, to the Contras, to the 
Contedore countries -- to all of Latin America, we say, “Here is our 
hand.“ That's what this asendsent we will vote on does, and we're 


going to pase it. ' 


Q How does it extend the hand of friendship to the 
Saendinistes when it helps the Contras? 


COMGRESSHAN MCDADE: It says to the Sandinistes, if you 
will Ley down your areas and engage in peaceful talks -- there is, in 
Title V, @ toteliy new initiative called the Latin Aserican Pesce 
Initiative. it euthorises the President of the United States te cone 
beck to the Congress of the United States on @ fast-track 
parliamentary situation. And he say report thet there is progress or 
@ nope of progress towards peaceful reconciiiation, et which goint, 
the Congress has the authority to ect, fast-track, high priority, on 
reduilding intre-structurces, bringing the Latin American nations 
together; attempting to do what we ail want te do -- have « peaceful 
reconcilietion in Central America. 


COMGRESSAAS MCCURDY: Let se aeke « point, tes, if i 
could. As sany of you know, I've opposed the silitery essistance to 
the Contras and nave voted egeinst the Michel esendment in the past. 
Ae @ senber of the House Intelligence Coasittee, I've ectusliy ied 
the fight in sany instances egainet it. 


As 1 see what we've been able to seceapilianh here is « 
enitt in emphasis within the edsinistration’s goiicy. if anything, 
many Democrats ought to stend up and declare « victory here because 
the edainistretion is now eaphasizsing @ policy which in the past I 
tnhina has been biucred in some of the rhetoric. 





In this letter that he sent to each of us, that some of 
us hed influence ané input into in the drafting of it, he makes 
statements again that, I think, are very tant for this 
eéninistration to in order to have @ icy that's going to sell 
with the American ic. 


Q Can we have it? 
Q Can we -- 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: And that is -- we -- I assume 
they'll get copies, yes -- and that is that -- (Laughter.) 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: Well, okay. We will get copies for 
you. If they don't, we will get it for you. All right 


Ané that is to support the democratic center within the 
resistance egainst the eae A of ico the right and the left to 
secure democracy and lasti @ national dislogue and 
regional negotiations. We r~Y A “i ailitery overthrow of the 
Sandinista government or to put in its place s government based on 
supporters of the old Somosa regine. 


two it says, “I take seriously your concern about 
human nee. 0.8. condemns in the strongert ible teras 
atrocities by either side. We are committed to he the 
Gemocratic resistance and ying strict cules regarding proper 
treatment of prisoners and civilian tion. And we 
their leaders to investigate the allegations of past human rights 
abuses and to take appropriate ections to prevent further ebuses.* 


I think there's a number of statements in this letter 
thet eéddress the concerns that sany soderate Democrats have hed over 
the oe and thet is that there's not a military solution to this 

It is the econciliation end negotiations and that 
“righ ts and developing t» the center within the democratic 
Ase is vital ng @ realistic policy. 


Q Did he reconcile this -- 
Q May I ask -- 


Q Did he reconcile this with his statement lest -- his 
name-calling last week the President of Nicaragua as @ littie 
Gictator in green fatigues? 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: Many Democrats have asked that the 
rhetoric be toned down. Of course, we don't like that. There's — 
rhetoric from both sides. But as « Democrat, I can stand here and 
Sey today thet the rhetoric coming from the left within ay ee is 
ust es apprehensible as thet coming from the right within 

icens. And I believe that in order to have « bipartisan policy 
need to work towards the center. And that's what this asendment 
thet we've been unable to echieve in the past. 


Q Well, what ere the Contras “v to if they're not 
trying to overthrow the Sandinista government? And what are we 
supporting there? 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: The resistence forces are going to 
come forward egain with their statement and reaffirmation as to what 
ore policy is, thet their willingness te negotiate and to open « 

ialegue. 


And Ry = set somethi straight here, and it's said in 
this letter: cy of the resistence is not power sharing a6 
is the eraed sete . 1 Selveder, but thet negotiations and heving « 
reconciliation shooush the democratic process with elections. Thet's 














a wery key distinction there. 


_— Q Well, are they going to lay down their arms right 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: If the Sandinistas agreed to 
iations or a dialogue, yes, they will have « cease-fire. And 
we've urged the President to lift the maneuvers in Honduras and off 
the coast of Nicaragua -- 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: And lift the embargo. 


Q What 4ié be say? 


CONGRESSMAZ MCCURDY: -- and lift the embargo. And the 
President has egain stated his support. Again, “I am writing to 
oes = my strongest support for your bipartisan proposal to assist 
ces -- 








CONGRESSMAN MCDADE: It's in the legislstion. 
CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: It's in the legislation. 
CONGRESSMAN MCDADE: It's spelled out in the lev. 

-- maneuvers on -- the embargo? 
Q What's down the road? -- soney enough? Is this 


It's in the Michel bili? 


Is this money enough, or -- 


CONGRESSMAN MCDADE: [t is in the legislation -- yes. 
t's in it. 


Q Is this money » Of will there be sore needed? 
What's down the road? How long will this effort continue? 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: Well, the humanitarian assistance 
in this packege is for $27 million sin a4 nn the spring of next 


year and paid out in tranches, depending ees as it may be 
seen and ted. Se that's -- end the be yt AA 
that the offer will be taken up now since Cae —_ 
ef the parties involved here te 0 sonething ar*ee seal 

serious about trying to reach « diplomatic, peacefu seistion to the 


problems that exist, which basical . fendensateily, call for « 
ae and negotiations in an @ fort to do what y 

would be done in the original révolution of Nicaragua, and 
eortaialy has not been done by any stretch of the imagination or by 
any feir measurement. 


Ané that is an process where the ition can 
speak publicly, or through the medie and have candidates with sone 
feaic hope that they sight eventually, in the process, share or obtain 


power, yes. 


Q Wr. Michel, what do the Whips tell you on both 
sides? What's the vote look like? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we look very » oe ae 
ebout that. There's been siginificant progress, es 
esence of Dave McCurdy here and Dante Fascell. There coula t be 
Roemer, Jack Mur -- any number of other eéditional Democrats 
who've felt ap BA RK RA OR GALE 
as we have sade entreaties to the other side. t's join in che 
forsuletion of this 1 that will passe the Bouse. As I said 
several weeks ago, imm>erative, or our " from the Secretary of 
State was, let's fashion something that will get through the Bouse of 
Representatives. 


COAGRESSHAN MCCURLY: Let ge respond to your question on 
the Democratic side. 


Q I°'é like to hear that, but could you hold off the 
Benilton/Barnes Amendment? 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: Yes, I believe so, and let se say, 
some of the le that ere going to vote for thie amendment thet 
voted egeinst Michel Amendment, there are @ number of Democrats 
who have worked very closely with us in the development of this 
bipertisan . It can name at least 15 that voted egeinet 
the Michel nt end for Hemilton/Barnes But after the defest 
of Uaenilton/Barne: on the = t of April 24, we got together and 
Grafted what we felt was « viable alternative -- what we felt could 
be the best peckege between the Miche] Amendment and the 








Bani lton/Barnes. 
Q Could you same those -- 


COMNGRESSHAS MCCURDY: Well, Bill Richardson, chairaan of 
the & ic Caucus, is & supporter of this eaesésent. We heave -- 
again, tt Bestemente Jia Jones, Wes Watkins -- others -- and 
egein, there's @ long list of these that voted By before 
egeinet the Michel Amend -- this is -- it's aot *hat Michel One, 
folks = I wouldéa’t be standing here if it were. This is a different 


pectage. 


Q Arcen*t you going to get beaten up by your own 
leadership? 


8 Michel one? 

CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: What's sew? 

. Is Michel Two? 

Q Mr. Richel, 60 you have any prod the fect 
pM BY gh OD Rees 
Deper should not eésini this? Set when to 
conference, you're going to have an opposite position, that the CIA 
or the Defense Depertaent should -- 

CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: Just remember whe appoints the 
conferees. I think that's something that, a8 @ Democrat, thet if 
this is passed, end I assure you that the ip i 
mot going te appoint conferees that are go te cave in to 
eésinistretion or the Senate position, and s = ‘ 
Gitteren 6 between the two polici s. When you're talking -~ 

Q Thet let's Michel out. 


CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: <-~ you're talking shout non-CiIA. 
But egein, no, I think there will be. 


CONGRESSMAN MCDADE: Se wouldn't be « conferees anyway. 
CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: Se wouldn't be « conferees under any 


fT 


CONGRESSMAN MCDADE: Let me sey because the question wes 
reised about soae of the -- you know, the conversations, the telk, 
the work -- I's @ Republican. I voted egeinet silitery 7ié the other 
Gay when we hed thie out. I voted for t michel Asenseent. We hed 
oS oS le on our side of the sisle who voted for 
~~ wltiaetely Barnes/Hanilton or wherever. 


You should know that an awful let of people on that side 
of the sisle, like John MeCein, @ sember from Arisons, like Bae Fish, 
hed « sisiler reaction after it appeared that nothing was go to 


ie tee one ee thet took plece on both sides of 
sisie, working ct with « let of le te try to echieve thet 
broed center, I ink is echieved in this legislation, and I think, 


es we discussed it and were able to get sore infeormetion out te you, 
ané we will soseeey wh of our offices would try te give you 


section by section tever went, you will pesceive thet the 
lew says, thie is whet we're go té. Ww it thet wey, we're 
going to defend it. We're not te captiviete. I will be « 


conferees, sit, and we're not going to capitulete. 


Q That hes turned everyth eround so thet now you're 
ell optimistic «<n the House passed no bill et #11? 


Q Let's heer the Democrats on thet. 
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COMGRESSMAN FASCELL: Yes, well, I can someth 
ebout that, I think. I think it's the frustration the inability 
to firet hewe suf ‘icient input in the formulation of @ policy. And 
second|y, frustration, because we didn't sees to be getting anywhere 
by being polerised on the issue. And so, this was & genuine attempt 
on the part -- Democrats, and certeinly on ay i S> > aw © 
Geve's, and the others who have stepped into is thing to see if we 
couldn't na. something that would the elements of 
ee Pp. and that's what this is about. Otherwise -- what? 
® sorry. 


Q Did Mr. Ortega’s visit have anything to do with it? 
CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: This policy was started -- we -- 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: It certainly shouldn't, os far as 
anybody's concerned. 


COMNGRESSMAR MCCURDY: It wes irrelevant. 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: -- hept up with the issue, but I 
think s0°s © henty eneuse 48 seu want Os ese it. Tre aan had been 
there seven times before, and announced before he went thet <« was 
going, end I Gon't know that that's got anything to do with anything, 
you know, but I think for some people -- 


CONGRESSMAN HCCURDYT: -- some people. 


CONGROSSMAN FASCELL: <-~ right after the ote, it 
was @ handy gadget to use and say, you know -- 


CONGRESSMAN © CURDY: Well, the rT likes to pick up on 
that too, but the night of April 24, @ lot us thet ere incipel 
epeneese of this, thet voted egainst the Michel Amendment in support 
Hesilton Barnes met and came up with what we felt was « decent 
ise that hed the broadest ible chance of ing in the 
le; not to the left, not to right, but tower the siddle. 


The leadership within the Bouse today, the Democratic 
> 2 @ Gifficult time in arguing egeinet this bill 
troe « ive standpoint. of the things that they heve 
ergueé for in the pest are contei in this. in, the essistance 
on the iaprovesent of rT rights a the elisination of 
atrocities, in looki Ay yyy * think what they*re going to 
have to Go is try to t it on @ procedu.al basis. 


Ané if you look at the rule, that's exactly how it's 
phresed. 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: Well, that's what the rule -- 

CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: You have two amendments -- 

CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: four bites of the apple. 

CONGRESSMAN MCCURDY: four bites of the apples so they're 
going to try procedurally what they cannot do, I think, 
substantively. 

CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: Certainly. 


Q Congresemen Faescell, when you said that the 
Secretary of State is not the President, were you -- 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: I didn't sey thet. Defense. 
. -~ Secretary of Defense. 
CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: I didn't say that. 
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Q Defense. I see. Okay. (! ugiter.) 
Q Congressman Michel, can you get another -- 
CONGRESSMAN MCDADE: Thank you, gentlemen. 


Q Mr. Michel, can get another $70 billion, $75 
billion out of the budget? ter.) 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: To@orrow, he'll Go thet. 


o CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we'll take on one issue at « 
t . 


CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: Ho, but I'd like to. 
Q <= é you have anything to 0667 
CONGRESSMAN FASCELL: But I'd like to. (Laeughter.) 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
Ls te) 10:34 A.M. EDT 











THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 








“RACES, «SRIEFISS 
ay to 
SEXIOR ADMIMIS "RATION OFFICIAL o, 
Ou VISIT OF PRIME iSISTER RATIV GANOEL 
June il. ives 


Tas Sriefing aAcoe 
10:42 A.M. EDT 


SESIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gom'’t know how such 
you Know ac0ut the schedule. Perhaps we sight go through the 
schedule oriefiy first, and then saxce 4 few comments about our 
pecspective on tne visit. 


Prime Minister Gand .‘s afciving this afternoon. The 
White Bouse focus on the visit wiil oe tomorow and the official 
we@icome will taxe plece on tae South Lawn tomorrow Borning: 4 seeting 
#ita tne President and senior Casinet senders. 


Secretacy Souitz wili sost &@ iunch. de will seet wits 
eClentiiic peopie at tne Sationai Academy fter ivuncn. The Secre: / 
wiil follow up with 4 Dilaterai meeting later tomorrow afternoon. A 
state dinner tomorrow nignt. 


On Thureday, the Prime Minister wi.i of addressing « 
joint session of Congress. He'll oe touring the Saithsonian 
Imetitution where this AGiti e@exmicition cf foi« art of incia is 
curcrentiy available for the pubiic. 


@e'i) o@ seeting with Mac Baldrige from the Commerce 
Department; taen will host 4 ceturn dinner, followed oy the Festival 
of india imaugural concert at tne Kennedy Center. 


On Friday, tne Prige Minister «ill save separate seetings 
wite tnree Cacine. members or Our side «~ Secretary Sacer, Secretary 
Weilnoerger and Secretary dloce. And ne will take off on Saturday, 
teen, for Houston with the Vice President to see the astronaut 
training tecilities -- Mission Control Center, Jonmson Space Centec 
~~ accompanies oy the Vice President's saall party. 


There #ill be @ lumcneon sost’s oy Houston Mayor Aatneryc 
Wnhiteice, and 4 return dinner 2, tue Vice President and Mrs. sush. 
There .ttec, me wili Gepart mouston ane sead off for Geneva. 


We consider this an laportant visit. Sota Secause of tre 
conseyvence to us of Our celationsaip wite [nuie and secause we're 
Sager tO @8t40lien & goou rapport wits Priae Minister Gandni,. « 
forceful, @01e@ poiitician, leacger and aan enc. at 40 sears oid. is 
Jestined, we thine, to be around for @ long tise. 


#@ are Lapressec 250 Save JeOn Since sovetoer, «oer tue 
Secretary Bet its Sieg 4t Ris Botwuer’s ftunera. <= Suss@yuentiy. the 
Viece@ Presalvent 400 toe Secretary Bet wits AL@ LM AOBCOW «= oy Ait 
Persona. strength, of His Commitaent to Jesocracy. Oy sit vision of 
india’s tuture. 


This is o@8icaliy & get-*Cyuainted visit. It # set te 
Cusmination © «4 long process; it's catoer tae initial encounter 
oetween Prige Minister Ganda. anu *re@8, ent Aeagan. Toe Prise 
Ministers did accoapany Ai8 sOtner to this COuntry during Ser state 
Vielt im .¥ed, out that cepresenteu sasicaily Sis e@eaposure to tis 
country. 


Bota O@ Ohu <= #@ AOVe Plates & Great ea. Of @APOasis in 
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structuring the trip upon maximizing the tise availeSle for direct 
personal contact between his, the President anc senior officials 
bere. Thus, the asjor objective is to generate that personal rapport 
between the leadership that one can draw upon in the future and we 
hope will increase sutual understan¢ing on key issues. 


We also are eager to carry forware the general 
improvement in Silateral relations which has been apparent in recent 
years. The President, himself, initiated that process for his 
aézinistration, meeting with Mrs. Gandhi at Cancun in 1931. de set, 
ee bere during her state visit, and once again, at the UN 


We expect the discussions to concentrate on a whole range 
of international, regional and bilateral issues. We hope to get his 
readout from a recent visit to Moscow, his iapressions of the Soviet 
lea¢ership. We'll want to share our own expectations and hopes for 
East-West relations, review the prospects for arms control. We would 
expect @ considersble focus on the key political and security issues 

ting to South Asia. 


The Prise Minister, as you know, has indicated his own 
attempt to raise questions regarding our ar=as sales to Pakistan as 
well as their concerns .DSowt the Pakistan nuclear program. “We will 
welcome 3 full discussion of security issues in South Asia, 
particularly the threat of nuclear proliferation. This is a satter 
we care @ grest deal about and we delieve that perhaps there's sore 
the regional states, themselves, can do working together to deal with 
that probties. 


Hanging ower all the security issues in that area is the 

—— of Soviet forces in Afghanistan. That conflict continues to 

nrensify. We are, ourselves. concerned by increzsing violations at 
feb ioven & Sorders. india’s perception of this problem has differed 
over time somewhat from ours. We hope to have a full ¢iscusson of 
thet.  « think that their role as the strongest regional nation and 
the relationship they have with the Soviet Union positions thes to 
pley an important pare in efforts to find « litical solution 
involving the re-establishment of an inde at, non-aligned 
Afghanistan. 


We would think there would also De some discussion of the 
Sitcation in Sri Lanka. We've deen encouraged by reports that the 
recent meeting between Prime Minister Gandhi and President 
Jayewarlene of Sci Lanka was positive and constructive and we would 
hope to hear sore from his about how he believes a political 
Settlement in jri Lanka can be encouraged or arranged. 





There will be auch discussion of our own econoric and 
scientific relationships. This relationship is @ natural one which 
grows out of the close personal ties detween Indians anc Americans 
anc toe enterprise of our cespective private sectors. We're already 
India’s Largest trading partner and we're the source of the largest 
number of new Susiness collaborations between india and any foreign 
country. And, therefore, the role of the governzent, we fee., is 
encouraging the process that is we..-unéerwa;. 





We cecentiy concluded, as = suspect you ‘now, @ 
tec nology, transfer -- @ sesorancuz of understandin. which we hope 
will pave the way for significant expansion of trade in the high 
technology erea. And we'll hope the visit produces soze initiatives 
to follow up on thet including some trade missions which Mac 3aldrige 
éiecussec with the indians @uring his trip owt to Selhi last month. 


We 8130 expect to renew and extend the science anc 
techne.ogy initiative which was conceives during iss. Gandhi's visit 
here in 1.332. Theere will Se other announcements during the course of 
the visit Sa0ut scientific and technsiegical sscperatison, incissing & 
Soir* press re.ease on space cooperation during she Aouston visit. 
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We would expect some discussion of defense ties including 
the possibility of very modest expansion of sales of defense 
equipment. There are no major armas deals under discussion. The 
Indians have been diversifying theic sources of supply somewhat in 
recent years, though they still secure cbout 30 percent of their 
gilitary equipment from the Soviet Union. Sut we have an interest in 
encouraging that diversification process and increasing Indian 
independence through their capacity to produce indigenously defense 


equipment. 


So that will be a subject of discussion. I would not 
anticipate any dramatic announcements in that field. We'll be 
prepared to move at a pace that's comfortable to thex. 


We will discuss also, I expect, international terrorisz. 
In particular, we'll want to reafficuw our own determination to ensure 
that U.S. soil is not used to foster attacks against India's unity or 
territorial integrity an¢ hope tc -* cer deezer cooperation on the 
counter-terrorism with the Incians, as we're seeking to do with, many 
other countries. : 


We're mot rcesarding this visit as a breakthrough visit in 
the sense that dramatic new Cepartures are expectec. We don't 
anticipate major shifts of policies or perspectives of either 
Government. There have been differences between us. There will be 
no effort to submerge those differences. Rather we recognize this as 
an opportunity to sit down with Rajiv Gandhi, himself, get his sense 
of his vision of India's future and how he sees the Jnited States 
relating to that ané discussing a variety of issues that have, in the 
past, in some cases, provided the basis for cooperation, others, 
significant differences between us. 


We are particularly pleased with his personal role in 
inaugurating the Festival of India. It's very much the year of India 
ané his country, given the fascination with films and books about the 
country. This is the largest single cultural exchange program ever 
with any foreign country as far as we can figure out. So it offers 
for many Americans a glimpse of Indian culture and society and we 
welcome the chance his visit provides to engage him directly in 
inaugurating that here. 


That's a dSrief view of what we expect. I'll be glad to 
entertain any questions you have. 


) What are the major differences? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think I 
mentioned several. 


a Question, please? 


SOWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, what 
are the major differences. They have particularly been concerned 
about our arms relationship with the Pakistanis. I would say that's 
number one. They have, in the past, expressed doubts as to the vigor 
of our non-proiiferation policy as it applies to Pakistan. 





There are cifferences with respect to Afghanistan where 
they have tended to Se rather more even-handed than we woulée think 
appropriate with respect to, on the one hand, Soviet intesvention, on 
the other han¢c, what they describe as foreign interference <= that 
is, the activities of the Mujahadeen in Pakistan. 


There are Gifferences asSout certain sultilate.al dan< 
lencing practices. The Indians obviousiy, given the lieve. of 
econostic cevelopmen: anc the seguirements for concessiona: lending *%s 
foster their own development, would lite to see increases in 
concessiona. lencing Sy the United States, esseciai., to the 
soft-.san window of the Wor.id Jank: seek Larser -- of see« in.tial 
=) ag Sser se ASS 6. shes*’ve Seen 8 cesses fs¢ 33: 33 
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but nave not vorrowed in tne past. And given our own financial 
restriction, the budgetary situation, there are sose differences in 
that area. 

Q May I follow up? 

SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sure. 

Q They have not signed a non-proliferation treaty. 

SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have not, right. 

Q They nave not. They don't intend to? 

SZNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We nave seen no 
indications that they plan to sign the MPT and have related their 
reluctance to the Chinese nuclear program next door. 


Q And they're worried adout Pakistan building a bomp, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tnat is what tney've 


rignt? 


said. 
Q Wnat is our view? dave tnes done tnat yet? 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Have the Pakistanis? We 
do not believe so, no. As we've said to you all in the press before, 
we remain concerned apdout aspects of the Pakistani program. But 
we've regarded. the Security Assistance Prograz, which we 
reestablished with Pakistan in 1981, to be an important means by 
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which we can address Pakistan's security concerns and give thez an 
alternative to reliance upon their few weapons. d3ut this is an area, 
obviously, in which the perspectives of the Indians and ou: 
governazent differs on -- 


Q You just referred a moment ago to the 
evenhandedness, excuse ae, with which the Indian government has 
penne the Afghanistan question. Yet rcecently, the Prize 

nister, referring to that situation, stressed that the Russians had 
been invited into Afghanistan Sy the Afghan governzent. 


Did this, as some people say, cepresent a change, at 
least in language, by the Incian leader in the last -- in the five 
yeacs that this has been a live issue, and what was the U.S. 
governzent's reaction to that statement by the Prime Minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: tI would rather withhold 
comment, Ross, until after we've had our discussion. Perhaps we can 
come back to this issue after we've talked with him. We've seen the 
communigue that was issued in Moscow. We've seen press reporting. 
But I would prefer to have a*discussion to see what indeed their 
perspective on the issue was. 


Q But if that reporting is accurate, did that 
represent a significant change in language? - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe so, but 
Go you want to comment? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Essentially, that was 
the same sort of language that Indira Gandhi used on occasion. 


Q What did you mean, anc coulén't you expand on your 
statement that you don't -- you don't want U.S. soil to be used as a 
ground for launching attacks on Indian unity? What are you talking 
about there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as you know, they 
have been concerned about the problem of Sikh terrorism, and we have 
been carrying out investigations through the FSI of activities that 
have been at least planned on our soil. There were arrests that had 
been announced recently, and this is a matter of great concern to 
them for security reasons during a visit. And for our part, as a 
matter of gh Or we have consistently supportec the unity and the 
territorial integrity of India and have therefore rejected the idea 
of an indgepencent Khalistan, which some of these groups proposec. 


Yes? 


Q Could you be a little bit more specific on what role 
you would like India to play on Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, from our 
stancpoint, the jective of policy is to secure a political 
resolution -- negotiated settlement. We think that that's possible 
Only to the degree the Soviets determine <= that they face the 
prospect of an increasingly costly, brutal, savage, divisive and 
ultimately inconclusive, therefore unsuccessfui effort to pacify the 
country by ailitary means. 


Ané ocoviously, the political costs, the mili.ary costs ts 
them have been gradually growing over cecent years. The political 
costs, I think, have been consecuential. Incéia plays a large role 
internationaliy. They are the Leader of the non-aligned movement. 
Theic views, presumaSly, are taben seriously ‘in tioscow, anc to the 
extent they affirm strongly the isportance of a@ negotiated sett.enens 
ané tne unaccestadility of this «ind brutal occupation of countcy 
that after all 1.8 non-aligned. 
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about the relative advantages of a negotiated solution versus an 
attempt simply to pacify Sy military seams. Afghanistan is what in 
effect would be another province of Russia. 


Q To what extent have the Indians seen influential 
with the Soviets on this question? What evidence is there of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's obviously 

@ifficult for us to reac, but there's <-- the public pronouncezents 
they've made on the question have Seen very cautious indeec, and -- 
have been, from our standpoint, aore evenhanded than we would find 
Gesirasle o: appropriate, given the fact that they are a champion of 
avoiding great power intrusions into that area of the world, and yet, 
this is the direct projection of military power by a great power into 
that region. 


Q But doesn't that suggest the ite of what you 
were inferring in terms of the Soviets being influenced by the 
Indians if the Indians are unwilling to exert such influence? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the question was, 
what specifically woulé we like to see. I say to you in all candor, 
we would welcose a forthright attitude by India on this question 
directed at Moscow. Now, whether that will be decisive in Moscow's 
calculations, I can't judge; it's one factor among other -- 


Q So what are you really looking for? 


Q -- realistic -- is it even realistic for you to 
expect that, given what they've said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say I expected 
it, I expressed it as a matter of hope. 


Q Okay, $0 we know we're not going to get that, so 
what are you really looking for? I mean, there is a point to these 
discussions between the President and the Prime Minister tomorrow, 
surely. ’ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: «I say it's 1 matter of 
interest to India not to have great powers exercising military 
Gominion in that region. 


Q Can you tell us a little bit about the -- whether 
India -- whether Gandhi and the President <-- you will be .nvolved in 
Giscussion about the discussions taking place now and about the 
Middle East settlement possibilities -- about the possibilities of a 
settlement in the Middle East between the Arabs and the Israelis? 
And also, what about the low state of relationship between Israel and 
India? Will the United States take a hand in that in persuading 
Gandhi to improve them? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't expect the 
Middle East issues to be a prominent feature of the discussion to 
take place here. There are many South Asian issues that are on the 
agenda, anc that's an important question, obviously, but I think we 
will probably stick closer to the South Asian regional question. 


2 what about the Israeli-inéian relatic ish:>? 
Bilateral relationship? 


SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That rela vship is a 
very thin one, as you know, and consists only of consular 
representation in Bombay, and there have Seen questions that have 
been raised about increasing the number of people permitted in dy 
giv.ng visas to several additional people. 





C Will security de any tighter dSecause of these 
terrorist threats? I mean, any difference at all? 











‘SSNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I guess your 
question begs the question, tighter than what? It will be very 
tight. We take seriously concerns which they have and we have, and 
we will Soak no stone unturned. 


Q Two questions. One, when Gandhi went to Noscow, 
Gorbachev floated this sort of Asian collective security idea. Is 
this sort of a recycled Brezhnev idea, or what insignificance do you 
attach to it, given he's the head of the non-alignment? 


Ané secondly, Fred ikle keeps talking about something he 
calls a defense dialogue with India, what does that sean? And is 
the sissing ingrecéiext aras sales, FMS products, or is there 
something else involved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first question, I 
think it was basically a recycling of the old version of a. tt 
didn't catch very attention, didn't appear in the communique 
which was issued in Rajiv Gandhi's visit to Moscow, ané therefore, 
one would have to conclude it didn't have very such resonance with 
the Indians -- surely aaeall t have such resonance with the Chinese. 


As for « defense dialogue, I guess the principal question 
of interest to them would be access to high technology in the defense 
sector, as in other sectors. They have added Defense Minister Rac to 
theic delegation, therefore there will be some discussions of that, 
but I would emphasize we're at a very early stage there. 


I think I have mentioned that they have been in the 
process of diversifyirg somewhat sources of supply. They have on 
occasion bought a few things from us, that is, items on our sgunitions 
list. A couple of years ago, there were light aircraft engines, 
there have been other items in which they've expressed interest, so 
it's a subject that I think is timely for a discussion, but I 
wouldn't expect dramatic results at this point. 


Q What about AWACs? 


SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: AWACs? I don't think 
there's -- I'm not aware of any discussion of AWACs. 


Q Has the U.S. taken a position on its security 
agreement with Pakistan when it -- after it runs out, and is there 
any indication that the administration would be willing to signal to 
Gandhi that maybe after it cuns out, it won't be quite so generous 
next. time around? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't <= that <= 
in response to your latter comment, that isn't anticipatec. We've 
got to address those issues in their own terms as budgetary 
Gimensions, but in general, we have been 














of «& view that the Security Assistance Program that's cun from 1961 
thre -- for a tive-year period has hed @ salutary impact in our 
celationship with Pekistan. 


We know there's «a price for that in our relationship with 
India. We've tried to fecus the aras y to Pekisten or air 
defense capabilities and these capebilit thet are reievent to the 
probles on Pakistan's western frontier, cather than the Indian border 
pecticulariy. There are, I hast.n te reiterate, differences in 
perspective from Delhi and here sbout that, but, By and large, we've 
cegarded thet progres as & constructive one. And, therefore, we'll 
be looking toward a continusetion in some forms. We have't determined 
the precise contours of the future progras. 


Q How such concern is there on Afghanistan in India's 
Cbvious refusal to criticize the Russians and the cverail tone of 
India, which, both Mr. Gandhi and his sother, in which sees fer 
@ore prone to criticise the United States than the Soviet Union? I 
nen, a that going to be an underlying probles or these of this 
meeting 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ho, I wouldn't say -- i 
don't ‘know how to eddress it as yet. We've had very deep contact 
with the Indian government ower the years. Rajiv Gandhi is « new 
leader. He's something of a new breed. He is a very pregmatic man. 
He's obviously focused on the question of how to industrialize India 
rapidly by incorporeting advanced technology into that industrial 
Structure. They have great potential in that area. 


Be has a personal feel for the new technology. And I 
think he cecognizes that there are tunities to secure the kind 
of technology that India needs as well as the capital financing for 
its developaent from the West. The Soviets don't really offer that. 


“ow, Over the long terms, I would think that is likely to 
produce a mure balanced form of nonalignment. The Indians are 
committed to nonalignment. We don't take any issue with that. But « 
more balanced posture between East and West, we think, is reasonad.« 
anc a realistic, longer term prospect. 


I think it's also true that any great nation adjus*s its 
policies gradually within -- in the short term limited perime~ cs. 
And that's woy I say we don't expect dramatic changes as a result of 
one visit. We're interested in a dialogue with a gan of great force, 
intelligence, political skill. And that's, as I say, from our 
standpoint the primary focus for this visit and the reason why we've 
Structured so much time for talks with him directly. 


MR. SIMS: -- last question, please. 


Q In regards to the trade area, what issues do you 
think will coming up? Can you specify a little more detail? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, their interest is, 
obviously, in high technology trade. That's the reason why we've 
tried to get this memorandum of understanding out of the way, which 
gives some assurances against diversion of high technology from 
India. And that, having been signed at the time of Mac Baldrige's 
visit to India, we're now in a position to follow up on that, and we 
hope that the result will be a substantial increase in bilateral 
trade. 


And we will send a couple of missions out later in the 
year, I think, probably in the areas of telecommunications and 
electronics where they've got a substantial modern sector to see how 
we can translate that document into increased exports and imports, in 
some cases, and investment. We also will be talking about «a 
bilateral investment treaty which may also improve the climate for 
1 “- of, I'm sorry, tax treaty for American investment in 
India. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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SENIOR aAlMIMNISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you, Bob. As I 
said yesterday, we had regarded this as &@ get-acquainted session with 
an impressive young leader whor we expect will be around for @ long 
time. The meetings this sorning were sarked, actually, by @ 
tete-a-tete, which went about 30 sinutes -- just the Presicent cad 
the Prige Minister, followed vy about 30-35 sinutes in the Cabinet 
Room with the Indian team, plus a number of senior officials in our 
government -- Cabinet sembers. I don't know whether you've -- have 
you got a list of the participants? Or is that of interes: to you? 
It is of interest? 


C Yes. 


Let pe see. The Secretary of State, of course, and the 
National Security Advisor, the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Secretary of Commerce, the AIC cirector. Yes -- 
Don Regan and the Vice President. If you think of others, let me 
know. 


Q Was the Secretary of State there the whole tine? 


SDNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “We can give you <= he 
was theve the whole time, yes. Not in the private steeting. The 
private meeting was just a meeting between the Prine Minister and the 
President, and that went for about 30 minutes. 


The sessions were extremely warm and friendly, as you 
would expect. They talked a good bit about their respective econonic 
policies, with the Prime Minister describing some of the reforms that 
went -- undertaken in India to reduce reculation and free up private 
sector, to encourage investment and entrepreneurial activity, and the 
President cescr.»ing comparable steps that have Seen taken here avout 
which he has certain pride. 


There was some exchange of views abcut the Soviet Union. 
The Pakistani and other regional issues were raised in the private 
meeting, anc those were pursued somewhat further in the general 
meeting. In the general meeting, about which I can speak with 
greater confidence, not havinj been in their private session, the 
Prime Minister reviewed some of the steps that are being taken in the 
South Asian region to improve relations with India's neighbors, and 
he described a new anc improving étmosphere for those relationsi.ips. 


There was some Aiscussion of ones for an attenuation of 
tne Tusil probles in Sri Lanxa, an irtensification cf disceussions 
with Pakistan. There were conments avout our arns supply 
relationship with Pakistan, anc the nucloar issue was raised. I 
Gon't think it's for me to discuss the Indian views on these issues. 
I tuink «= properly you can get that fron the Indians. 


For our part, the President described our arms sales 
relationship to Pakistan as one that is Jirected at the problem tiey 
face on their western frontier as a result of the Afghan invasion, 
anc is Cesignec to provice Pakistan a means of cealing with its 
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security probleas without seeking to ecquire « nuclear weagon. 


With regard to the nucleer issue, questions were reised 
about the waiver of the Sysington esendsent and the Vaid case 
invelving the ettemgt to ship Tritons to Pakistan, and the President 
explained that the waiver of the Symington asendsent in the wace of 
the invesion of Afghanistan was designed, es 1 seid & soment ego, to 
provide « security essistaence relationship to Pekistaen which would 
eneole tnes to deal with security prooless without the need to go 
nuclear, end reflected the seriousness with whicn we took the 
non-proliferetion probles. 


We slso, on the Vaid case, sede tne point tnat the 
Tritons were intercepted, and he, hiaself, war not only indicted, ¢ 't 
convicted in tne case, and, therefore, it ween't en exemple of lax 
lew enforcement, but retner attentiveness to the problem at the lew 
enforcement end, with no Tritons getting through. 


On the sore rel problesa of nucleser proliferation, we 
ettirceed agein our belief that this is « global probles and 
underlined the fect that this is one of the eress in our discussion 
with the Soviets in which there seems to be some compon purpose, and 
Our own hope that the probles can best be deslt with through the 
generel application of full-scope safeguards. 


The talk turned to economic i+’ as. There «as 
satisfaction on both sides about tne rec. . signing of @ senorendus 
of understanding on technology transfer and they snared nope tnat 
this would lead to expanded trade in high technology goods. The 
President expressed the hope tnat a generel trade round at GATT would 
also serve to promote an expansion of trade generally and nead off 
protectionist pressures around the world. 


There was some discusvion acout terrorism as a result of 
the unusuel security arrangements that nave been required for this 
visit, and Secretary Shultz took tne occasion to reiterate his own 
belief that tnis is an international disease, a general proolem, and 
expressed the nope that through our discussions, we can collaborate 
witn India ac well as other countries to find more effective seans of 
cooperating and to deal with terrorist activities, expressed a view 
that it's perticularly ironic that one confronts this problem in 
democratic societies when there are alternative means by which 
individuals or groups can sake their grievances and problemas known. 


. There was some discussion, then, of arms control, a 
reference to the six-nation declaration. For our part, the President 
reviewed efforts in Geneva to promote radical reductions of offensive 
areas. There was an exchange on SDI in which the President explained 
the motivations underlying our program, and there was an offer to 
pursue that subject in greater detail if there we e time during the 
visit, or if members of the Indian party were interested in a further 
Giscussion of that subject. 


I think those are the general issues that were covered. 
I'd be glad to take a question. 


Q Did tne question of India's comments or lack of 
comments apdout the Soviet invasion/occupation of Afgnanistan 
and our disappointment, or whatever word you want to use, asout this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I wouldn't say it 
came up in that fashion. There was brief discussion of Afgnanistan. 
I think clearly both countries would welcome a political resolution 
of that proolem pecause of the limits of time, and because there are 
other meetings that are scheduled in the next couple of days, I would 
expect that issue will be pursued further in other talks. 


Q Apart from stating tneir points of view on armas 
sales -~ U.S. arms sales to Pakistan -- was tnere any indication of a 
shift in either country’s point of view? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don’t think you 
would expect that to occur in @ brief conversation. This was an 
occasion for en suthoritetive exchange, en expression of tne 
rationale ocehing our policiés end the expression of our concern, and 
as I say on all of these questions, there will be follow-up 
Giscussions between the Secretery of State and other Cabinet seapers, 
and therefore, there will be chance to pursue these things. But this 
wes just @n Opening encounter. 


Q To follow that other question, did the Prine 
Miniet- expilein hie views? Are his views as he has been quoted 
previo. y on Afghanistan, regarding the fect that the Soviets were 
invite Did he clarify in any way -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mot in -- it was so -- 
it was @ brief encounter on that subject in the general seeting. 











amu it Gida’t come « in quite tnat tesaion. so. 


. it’s etiiis emciear to Our side a6 to whetner taoee 
views are consistent witsa wnat he's seen saying? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Weli. I would eweit sone 
tyctner discussion and, in ang event. i think Ogein sou Cugnt to ask 
tne indians aeout their views on these subjects. i don't iiae to 
charecterise tasir views. 


. i*@ @6cing ehat the administration's interpretation 
of tmis is. what's sour understanding of it? 


SESIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: What i would iige to say 
@00ut tne suoject is tnat there was an initiai exchange, there wiii 
be other discussions. i don’t think there was enough this sorning to 
Grew tne «ind of conciusion sou're asking about. 


iv) Die the President raise tne issue? 
iN) Wno Drought it up/ 


SESIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFiCiAg: in the generai seeting, 
tne President turned to the Prise Minister ani asced if taere were 
concerns he wisned to raise and ne then oegan to cescrice efforts 
eeing save in the = to improve reiations with neignvors. Anu 
tnerce was 4 ociet reference to Afgascnistan, out, a8 I say, it waen't 
pursued in vepta. 


~ Ana it didn’t come up in the context of tne Soviet 
-- tneis exchange of views on the soviets? 


SEAIOR ADMIBISTAATION OFFICIAn: i'@ mot reaiiy in @ 
position to say cecause to the extent it was covered in tne seeting, 
tnat’s possiocie, out 1 wasn't tnere. 


a Woat can sou teil us a00ut the private seetings 
Wnat GO we Know acout it ang what seeas to ve the reason for tne 
unusuai Aength of it compared to tne otner seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tne reason for the 
ptivate meeting was -- a8 1 said yesterday, this is @ chance t>% get 
acquainted witn « leader who's impressed us; I think ne's inapressed 
tne worid. it's nis first chance to have an extended encounter witn 
tne President. it was thougnt desirabie to facilitate tnat oy 
setting peopie go one-on-one. 


N) Wnat about subjects other than the one tnat sou 
mentioned cegarding security -- 


SENIOR ADMIBISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 Selieve, as i say, the 
oulk of tne discussion focused upon the description of tne Prine 
Ministec’s aspirations for india and the «ind of economic retoras 
that nave been introduced and nis expectation and hopes of the 
expanded trade, and possivoiiites for a biiaterai reiation tnat fiow 
trom tnose rceforas. As i say, it's ay understanding that toe 
Presivent toon tne occasion to comment On paraiie@el Steps that nave 
ween taxen nece in tecas of caduced taxes, c@uuced ouuyets, fceduced 
ceyuiation. 


. should we taxe tnis -- the President did not oriny 
up tne Afgnan thing in any deptn ocecause ne didn't want to yet into «4 
controntation in this setting of ocecause Snuitz is going to oursue it 
at great iengtn? 








SealORk ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, 1 don't think yr 
snOuid Conciude that anyuouds was neading away trom tne issve. i 
taink catnec there is &@ oasicaliy Bnared OCO)eCtive, nameiy & 
Political resoiution of tne issue and &@ desire to pursue tne quest)... 
in yt@ater veteii. gut you've got 4 GOupie@ Of nait-nour seetings anu 
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It ¢id come up and it will be gureved further in other discussions. 
6 Well. se it Mr. Shulta’s brief to do that? 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will, I's sure, cone 
up there. 


Q You seid the Tamil iseve in Sri Lankse wes brought 
up. Did they speek about the recent see*ing between President 
Jayewardene end Prise Minister Raji Gaendni? 


SENIOR ADMISISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was « urief 
reference and tne conclusion wes that the seetings with President 
Jayewardene in early June hed produced & greater hope tnat there 
could be @ resolution of tnat iseve. 


Q Could you clarify the exchange, trede exchange of 
high, technology that you sentioned? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, es I say, it case 
up in the context of the Prise Minister expressing setisfection that 
the MOU hed been signed and the hope thet this would lead to expanded 
trede. it ween't # very thorough ventilation of the issue beyond 
thet. He will oe seeting with Secretary daldrige on Tnureday,. I 
Delieve, and I would expect that would be the prize suoject of 
discussion tnere. 


io) Was there discussion of India's relationsnip with 
tne Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those issues cane up, 
yes. But it case up prisarily -- in the expanded seeting where | was 
present, it came up largely in teres of the discussion about «ras 
control and respective views sbout eras control, rather than 
bilateral relations between either ourselves and tne Soviets or India 
and the Soviet Union. 


Q Are we, in any way. unhappy over India’s close ties 
with the Soviets? 








SENIOR ADMINISTQGATION CFFICIAL: I think you bearc .oe 
President efficm our cespect for Indian nonalignment. Throughout 
history, we've wecillated on this issue over tise, a8 you tnow. I 
think, as I said pesteemipe in general teres we like to see 
nonaligned countries balanced in their nonalignzent. Sut there was 
mo expression of -- no pejorative comment on this in the seeting. 


Q Do we, in fact, think that India is belancing its 
nonalignment properiy: 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of these 
meetings is to have @ thorough discussion of these questions with the 
Indians. We've hed the first of « number of encounters. I wouldn't 
Grew any conclusions on that subject here. 


Q What was the President's reaction toward Rajiv 
Gandhi -- hed to tell him about the siz-nation declaration? How did 
the President react to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was the 
reaction to the Siz-naetion disarmament declaration. The comment on 
that really prompted an ex thet went for some time about the 
efforts that hed been sade in @ to promote radical reduction. 
And that, in turn, ied to the discussion of SDI. So, the reaction 
was basically a description and « plea for understanding of the 
etforts we are making in Geneva to secure radical reduction cf 
offensive ares and to understand the rationale behind the SDI 
program, which, as I said, further briefings were offered. 


Q But did he react directly to that declaration by the 
Six nations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did the President react? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He reacted, as I said, 
by picking up on what we are attempting to do in Geneva. 


Q Did the Prime Minister express disappointment that 
the United States had not, in fact, picked up the six-nation 
Geclaration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, this wasn't -- I 
don't want to leave any inference this was a contentious exchange. 
It was a very friendly exchange which both sides were basicaliy 
setting forth concerns or underlining the rationale behind policies. 


Q Sic, the President did not bring up the question of 
Afghanistan and our concern -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say that. I 
said the question came up. When it came up in the more general 
session, Since the Prime Minister led, it came up in the context of 
his opening remarks. I don't frankly know exactly how it came up in 
the private session. | know it came. 


Q Well, we are concerned about -- | assume we are 
concerned about India's position on Afghanistan. And if he leaves 
anc is not aware of our concers about it, how do we expect him to 
change his mind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not so much a 
matter of concern about position but « search for a means by which 
one can obtain the general objective which is a political resolution, 





which, in turn, gust inwolwe withdrawal of Soviet troops. 


Q Did the Prime Minister mention United States’ 
attitudes on international lending -- IMF, the World Bank, IDA? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It did not come up in 
the general meeting. I don't believe it came up in the privete 
meeting, but I's not positive of that. 


Q Oxay. 
Q Did the President -- 


SENIOF ADMINIST*ATION OFFICIAL: As I said yesterday, I 
would expect those kind of issues would sore likely come up in the 
meeting with Secretary Baker. 


Q Was there a response from the Prise Minister in 
regarés to this plea for understanding in cegards to SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTPATION OFFICIAL: Well, maybe I shouldn't 
use the word “plea” for understanding. What it was was simply « 
variety of people, inciud the Secretary of Defense, the National 
Security Advisor, the President, Secretary of State, describing the 

pose of SDI snd offering to devote further time to that, if the 
time Minister's schedule permitted or other members of his party 
wished to have detailed discussions of it during the next four days. 


Q Did anyone express an interest in the detaiir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't be surprised 
but what there will be further talks on it. 


MR. SIMS: Could we -- I think we're going to have to cut 
it sere. 


Any questions from the Indian journalists to close it out 
bere? Sir? 


Q Was any assurance specifically given during the 
meeting for Mr. Gandhi about stopping Pakistan from becoming «a 
nuclear power? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. Was there an 
assurance from whom? 


Q From the President to Mr. Gandhi about stopping 
Pakistan from becoming « nuclear power? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion on that 
reflected owt genera. concern about nonproliferation and the 
seriousness of global efforts -- that would include Pakistan -- to 
arrest moves by any country to proliferate. As I said, the 
conversation concentrated somewhat on the specifics of the waiver on 
the Symington amendment in the Vaid case in which the President and 
Secretary of State were indicating the rationale for Security 
Assistence Program was directed at the nuclear proliferation issue 
and also an expression of a general hope that full-scope safeguards 
would be applied by sii countries. And that would appiy *to ali the 
cor;ntries in the region -- India and Pakistan. 


Q Are you saying no specific assurance was giver? So, 
are yOu saying that no specific assurance about preventing Pakistan 
from becoming #4 nuclear power was given? 


SEAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think you're 
asking your question about the capacity of one country to provide 
assurances about the conduct of another country which no sovereign 
nation can give on someone else's behalf. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 

















Tit WilTé wOUsc 


Office of the Press Secretary 





For lmmediate release | June io, 1965 


Tne Briefing Room 


MR. SIMS: I've got an announcement to sake on the 
President's schedule. de is -- nas departed Camp David just now and 
ne will be ceturning to the Wnite House, arciving here at ii:i>S a.m. 


Tae President's been in close touch witn the hijacking 
situation overnight. He's had about a haif dozen calis from Nationai 
secucity Advisor McFariane and followed the movement of tne aircraft 
from Algeria to seircut; nas gotten the input of all of his advisors 
as to tneir analysis of the situation. The President has asxed nis 
policy advisors to meet with nim in the White House Situation Room at 
avout 1:00 p.m. today. 


As scon as he returns to the wnite House, he'ii see 
Ngtional Security Advisor McFarlane and Cnief of Staff Regan, who are 
in tne Waite House now, and they wili give nim a furctner update on 
tne situation wita ceyard to the nijackiny. 


W McPaciane anu who, soo? 
wd Regan. 
Mx. SimMS: Cnief of Staff Kegan. 


Tnat's ceaily about all 1 nave to say. We wiil set it up 
sO you can get tne President when ne comes Dack. te will be 
canceiiing nis participation in tne Littie Brother event. te regrets 
tnat very @aucn and i‘m sure that ne will try to maxe an Opportunity 
for tnose soungsters to come here to tne White House and meet witn 
migs @S soon as ne can. 


iv) is that a National Security Council meeting? The 
1:U0U p.m. meeting? 


MA. SiMS: wo, it's a meeting of tne President with nis 
senior National Security advisors -- McPariane, Shultz, secretary 
Weinoerger, Casey, Cnief of Staff Regan will be here. The Vice 
President, as you «Know, is in Houston. 


Q Jou, what's tne reason for the change of pians? 


MR. SIMS: Tne ceason is that the Presivent wants to 
ceview tne steps that we've taken thus far with his advisors. As you 
Know, we've nad an onyOing effort, dipiomatic effort to -- through 
the Aigerian government and they have succeeded in ootaining the 
ceiease of aii wut 33 Americans who are believed to be apoard tne 
aiccraft. So the President wili ceview wnat has nappened today and 
anaiyze the situation, attempting to determine the possivie actions 
tnat the nijeckers might take and how we can «Keep channeis ot 
communications open to tnea. 


W You taix aoout the jj Americans that are stiii on 
woard the plane. itiow aoout tne group that was taxen oft in weirut on 
Friday nignt? 


MR. SIMS: Weil, we are aware that some -- 61x to ten 
wece cemoved in weirut and ied away and presumably are oeing heid 
somewhere in weirut. We're making every effort tarougn Levoanese 
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te? 


e ie 


authorities to identify their whereabouts and secure their ceiease. 
Q So that would be six to ten, plus tne 33 on board? 
MR. SIMS: That‘s correct. 


+) So we're talking apout possiviy 43 Americans stiil 
at risk. 


rv] Do you have a more specific figure than six to ten? 
MR. SIMS: wo, I don't. 

u Do we nave any idea who's holding them or where? 
MR. SIMS: Wo. 


\2 Is this now oeing treated as essentiaily two 
separate hostage events? 


MR. SIMS: I think that we consider them ali as being 
held oy the same oasic group. But you have to make your own 
cecisions whether it's one or two events. 

















Q BoD -- 


Q Bob, in the past, you've made a point of saying the 
President would be President no matter where he is because of the 
communications -- What was it that took it out of that category and 
-- escalated it to nim having to come back? 


MR. SIMS: Well, I think you make a good point tnat he 
nas, during tne course of this event, which has now been going on for 
@ considerable time, has been fully engaged, has been kept advised, 
has been able to give directions, to communicate not only with his 
National Security Advisors and give directions here, but authorize 
comaunications in his name and the Secretaries to foreign governments 
and leaders. So, he has been directing the process from Camp David 
and will continue to do that here. 


Q But -- 
Q Wny -- 


Q -- the regt of his question? Why -- what‘s cnanged? 
Why has he come oack now? 


' MR. SIMS: Uecause he wants to have a meeting of iis 
advisors early this afternocn. 


Q Could this signal some kind of change in the 
intensity of approach here? 


MR. SIMS: Wo. I think tnat -- to get to wnat you're 
really driving at -- the fact is tnat the plane's no longer in 
Algeria. It’s in Beirut. We have a different situation there. We 
have to analyze what options are available to the hijackers and we 
have to determine how vest we can communicate and continue some 
communciations witn thea. 


Q Boo -- 


Q Can you say whether we've made any entreaties or 
communciated with Israel apout releasing the Shiite -- 


MR. SIMS: No, I can't discuss our diplomatic -- 


Q Does the U.S. policy still hold that we'll make no 
concessions and not negotiate with terrorists? 


MR. SIMS: Our policy is that we don't deal with the 
demands of terrorists, out that we are willing to talk to those who 
have hostages, either directly or througn intermediaries. And that 
hasn't changed. 


Q Bob, yesterday, you said that in some of the cable 
traffic with otner governments over there that some of that cable 
traffic had included personal pleas or messages from the President to 
some of the governments. Has that situation changed today? Is there 
still that volume of cable traffic taking place? 


Q -- are we filing now? Can we -- 


MR. SIMS: Yes, I think we've done it here. You'll want 
to get his return. 


I don't anticipate any briefings or readout this 


afternoon. But I'll oe around. Larry'll oe around. If anything 
develops -- 


END 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF 
PRESIDENT HABIB BOURGUIBA 
OF TUNISIA 


June 17, 1985 
The Briefing Room 
10:35 A.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just to prove that 
diplomacy goes on, even in times of crises. 


: Let me start by going over President Bourguiba's 
schedule. He and Mrs. Bourguiba arrived in Washington this past 
Friday, June 14th. They were met by Secretary and Mrs. Shultz. They 
will depart on Wednesday, June 26th. Much of their time nere will be 
devoted to private matters. 


Tne official portion of the visit pegins today. 
Secretary Shultz will meet Foreign Minister es-Sebsi at the 
Department of State this afternoon. They are expecteu to sign a 
bilateral tax treaty at the end of that session. 





President Sourguiba will be nere for a meeting with 
President Reagan tomorrow morning. And we'll give you a readout 
after that meeting. 


On Wednesday, June 19th, President Bourguiba will get 
together with Speaker O'Neill and will meet separately with Defense 
Secretary Weinberger. 


In the afternoon, President Bourguiba will host a lunch 
for Vice President Bush. 


On Thursday, June 20th, President Bc jyuioa will meet 
with Senator Thurmond and with members of the Se: °¢ Foreign 
Relations Committee. ’ 


Later that day, ne will have a session with Secretary 
Shultz. 


Tne remainder of his time in Wasnington will be private. 
And he will depart from Andrews on June 26th. 


We view this a8 a very important visit. President 
Bourguiba is the elder statesman of the Arad World. He nas voeen in 
charge of Tunisia since it won its independence in 1956. Tne policy 
he nas charted has been one of triendsnip and cooperation witn the 
United States. Tunisia, under his rule, nas been a force tor 
moceration in North Africa and the Middle East. 


This is President HBourguioa’s fourth official visit to 
this country, out his first meeting with President Reagan. I believe 
I'm right in saying he has met with every President since Eisennower. 


We are proud of tne role that the United States has 
played in assisting Tunisia's economic and social efforts since 
independence. We have contributed more than $1 billion to that 
effort. We have also provided more than $300 million in security 
assistance since 1982 to nelp Tunisia improve its self-defense 
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capability. 


This close association has built up a large pool of good 
will for Tunisia in this country. And we view President Bourguiba's 
visit as a continuation of that process which has stretched back to 
the dawn of Tunisian independence. 


We expect President Bourguiba will have a number of 
issues he will want to discuss during his stay here. Foremost among 
them will be the promotion of security in North Africa. We and the 
Tunisians share concerns over the role played in the region by Libya. 
Indeed, in January 1980, several dozen Libyan-trained and backed 
Tunisians attempted to seize the central Tunisian town of Gafsa and 
launch a general uprising against the government. 


On the economic side of our relationship, Tunisia has 
suffered a decline in tourism last year, as a result of the Europeac 
economic situation, and this has hurt the country. Also, the soft 
world oil market and phosphate markets have undercut Tunisia's key 
exports. We are sympathetic to Tunisian concerns and will seek ways 
in which we can assist, within our current budgetary constraints. 


Tunisia also has obvious security concerns, and we expect 
military assistance and security issues will be on the Tunisian 
agenda. I'm sure the Tunisians will receive a sympathetic hearing, 
but I cannot predict the outcome of discussions in the security field 
until we hear the details of their concerns. 


On our side, we will seek to engage President Sourguiba 
in as wide-ranging a discussion of North African issues as possible, 
drawing upon his singular experience in the region to help us counter 
forces of instability. We particularly want to talk with him about 
ways of enhancing security in the area and deterring Libyan attempts 
at destabilization. 


Another important issue we want to discuss with hia, and 
obtain his advise, is how we can complement each other's efforts to 
move the Middle East toward peace. Tunisia has an unusual 
perspective within the Arab Wor)d as the host of Arab League and 
Arafat's PLO. Most importantly, President Bourguiba has always been 
in the forefront of those serzcching for lasting peace in the Middle 
East. 


In sum, there are many issues on the platter for a full 
and frank discussion. Our relations with Tunisia go back to the 
1700's and they've remained consistently cordial. Tunisia isa _ 
member of the UN, the OAU, the NAM and the Arab League. 


We will seek to capitalize upon President Bourguiba's 
long experience in the talks this week. I know you will be listening 
to my colleague's backgrounder at 11:90 a.m.; but, until then, if you 
have any questions, I'll be glad to try and answer then. 


Q -- sympathetic to the Tunisians if they ask for some 
concessional terms on buying some new military equipment? 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We <-- I believe I'm 
correct in saying -- I'll check the figures, but half of our aid to 
Tunisia now, funding for security assistance, is concessional terms. 
For example, in 1985, made available $25 milllion FMS concessional, 
$25 million at market cates. That's in eddition to $15 million in 
MAP -- which, of course, is all grant -- and $1.5 million IMET 
program. S30, already a substantial part of the program is either 
concessional or grant. 


Q How much are they receiving -- . 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in total, our 


foreign assistance, 1935, was asproximately $103 million, out of 
which $36 million is security assistance and the remainder economic 
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assistance. 


Q When you're talking about security in North Africa, 
what do you have in mind in terms of what the U.S. might do in 
Tunisia? Are you thinking in terms of basing rights or something, or 
facilities in Tunisia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we're interested in 
doing what we can to strengthen both the economic relationship and 
the security relationship. 


Tunisia will never be in a position of military equality 
with Libya. B3ut we think that the -- a modernized Tunisian armed 
forces, as Tunisia is trying to do, acts as a very good deterrent 
against Libyan aggression. 


Also, on the economic side, obviously, a strong and 
economically-viable Tunisia will be a force for stability in the 
region. 


But we're not talking about basing rcights -- American 
basing tights in Tunisia. 


Q How do you regard their role in the Polisario war? 
How does Tunisia stand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Bourguiba has 
been an ardent advocate of understanding among the Maghreb states and 
has encouraged Maghreb states to find some way to find a peaceful 
solution to the conflict in the Western Sahara. They have not become 
Girectly involved, of course, in any kind of discussions, however. 


Q Has there been any joint military work with Tunisia 
this year? CUxercises? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My recollection is yes, 
we have had joint military exercises with Tunisia. It's not new this 
year. We do it on a regular basis. There's nothing -- not major in 
any way, but regular, scheduled -- 


Q -- regular -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Regular scheduled -- 


Q Do you have facilities for the Navy -- for the U.S. 
Navy in Bizerte? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we make <-- I 
believe we make port calls, don't we, in Tunisia? Sut we don't have 
-- in no way do we have U.S. facilities in Tunisia. They're just 
regular port calls. 


Q So why this timing? I mean, a lot of reports saying 
that after Algerian visit there is now a Tunisian. Is it to dSalance 
the Moroccan-Libyan relation? Or what is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It‘*s really much more a 
function of the fact that President 3Jourguiba very much wanted to 
visit. He said he’s met every American Presicent since Cisenhower. 
And we have great rcespect for him, for his role as the elder 
Statesman, the leader in North Africa, and that was the reason for 
the timing. It has -- it's not a grand scheme to try to balance 
relationships in North Africa. 


C Can you go into any more detail on what might be-.on 
the platter in terms of the Middle East? Whether the Tunisians are 
bringing any more new ideas, whether we're going to be Souncing ideas 
off of them? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Presicent Jourguiba was 
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the first Arab leader to call for direct negotiations with Israel -- 
and I believe it was back in the 1960's -- and talked about the need 
for a negotiated solution. 


Considering its size and military and economic power, 
Tunisia plays a@ preponderant -- has a preponderantly strong influence 
in the Middle East and on Middle Eastern issues. Much of it's a 
function of President Bourguiba and the esteem in which he's held. 
sherefore, since he's firmly in the moderate camp, Tunisia has always 
been in favor of negotiated solutions and he's been involved in the 
issue a lot longer than most of us here. Just wanted to have an 
opportunity to talk through with him what's been happening, 
especially Hussein-Arafat agreement and the movement toward peace, 
and get ideas from him on how we can complement each other's efforts 
to move it forward. 


But we're not expecting any kind of a specific peace plan 
from the Tunisians, nor will we be floating any kind of private plan 
with them that isn't already publicly known. 


Q Do you expect any messages -- 


Q -- this is -- since he favor peace resolution of the 
conflict -- since he announce that in the ‘60's until now, he's 
excluded in the Arab World. We has no effect on Middle East policy 
or the Israeli-Arab conflict, since then. 


CNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's wrong to 
say he's excluded, when you consider that PLO headquarters are in 
Tunisia, that Arab League headquarters are in Tunisia, that Tunisia 
seems -- certainly has a, 
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in my view, a very strong voice in Arab quarters. 


Now, he has been in the forefront of moderation on the 
issue, but I think it's incorrect to gay that he's been excluded. 


Q Do you expect a message from the PLO or, you know, 
some indirect talks with him on the PLO accepting 242 and 338 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have no indication 
that that’s going to happen, and we don't expect it. 


Q Correct me if I'm wrong, but I think Tunisia has not 
come out with a statement -- a public statement -- supporting tne 
February llth agreement. They have all the time advocated the Fez 
Summit decisions. Is that correct or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's my understanding. 
Q It's like the economic summit. 


Q So, how could he help in this particular respect in 
sort of coming out with ideas if in principle they do not support the 
February llth agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure what the 
Tunisian view is in principle as to whether or not they support it. 
It's much better asked of the Tunisians. But as you know, in the 
Middle East things can be done quietly and things can be done 
publicly. And we think there are things that can to be done quietly 
to help move the process forward and that Tunisia can play a role in 
that regard. 


Q My other question was: How would you describe 
President Bourguiba's health at present? It's been going up and 
down. I mean, is he in a position to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he was with the 
Secretary when we met him on Friday. He obviously walks kind of 
slowly. But he was really chipper at the meeting at the -- when we 
got together at the Tunisian Ambassador's Residence, the Secretary 
looked around the Residence, which, by the way, is a very nice 
Residence -- has beamed ceilings -- and the Secretary looked around 
and said, “This is really quite a plush residence.” And Bourguiba 
looked around and said, “It's kind of rustic, but -- talk about plush 
residences, President Reagan's isn't bad either.” 


And there were a few other -- Secretary Shultz said | 
President Reagan was looking forward to seeing President Bourguiba 
because President Reagan has always believed that he's one of the 
youngest people here in the White House. And President Bourguiba 
said, “I know the feeling, except I don't believe that I'm one of the 
youngest in Tunisia -- I know I am." So -- 


Q Back to economics, what does the United States buy 
or trade from Tunisia? And what is the value of that? And what do 
you expect the Tunisian government to ask us to do in terms of 
increased trade? 


SENIOR AUMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My recollection is -- 
you can correct me if I'm wrong -- that we export -- we import 
approximately $400 million worth of goods from Tunisia every year. 
And exports to Tunisia are about a little over $300 million, 


Tunisia's main exports are phosphate -- main foreign 
exchange earners are phosphate, tourism, and, I believe, there are 
petroleum exports as well, 


Yes? 
Q Do you expect him to be asking for more aid -- 
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military and economic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they are very 
pressing needs, and I expect that they will be asking us to see if we 
can come up with additional aid, yes. 


Q Will you react favorably to that or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll have to see what 
*he request is. We face real budgetary constraints, but we're 
certainly sympathetic to Tunisia's needs. 


Q Are you concerned about the high unemployment rate 
in Tunisia, especially among young people, senior citizens, the 
majority of the population? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's something 
that the Tunisian government said it's concerned about and one reason 
why they're looking for some sort of economic revitalization. Yes, 
it’s an issue for concern there, and it certainly is with us as well. 


Q Ace they a potential threat politically of unrest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there were 
disturbances last year when the price of bread was increased. Our 
assessment now, however, is that it's still -- the situation is under 
control. And much will depend on the way the economy goes over the 
next several years. 


MR. SIMS: Last question please. 
Q Do you have -- 


Q I have one on -~- are we asking Bourguiba to 
intervene or intercede in any way with the Amal in Beirut to release 
the hostages there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I leave any discussions 
about that hijacking to my colleague's backgrounder at 11:00 a.m. 


Q Is Qaddafi threatening Libya -- is serious now? Is 
the -- Libya threatening Tunisia -- is serious -- GO you consider it 
serious now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We always considered it 
serious. He publicly made comments before both the Benjadid visit -- 
Bourguiba visit -- Quaddafi did, talking about how cangerous it is 
for people to visit the United States. And we've always taken it 
very seriously. ' 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:49 A.M, EOT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
TWA HIJACKING : 
MONDAY, JUNE 17, 1985, 11:27 A.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: I'm going to have to 
be very, very brief because we have important things to do, and 
I've got some other meetings to go to. And, obviously, our 
primary objective is to do everything we can to get these 
people loose, which also will have something to say about how 
much I can respond to your questions. 


Let me open by repeating the statement which you all 
have heard frequently, including from Larry Speakes this 
morning: 


We do not make concessions to terrorists. We do not 
ask other governments to do so -- Israel, Kuwait, whoever they 
may be. We are continuing our intensive efforts to secure the 
release of all the passengers taken hostage in last Friday's 
hijackine. We're grateful to the Government of Algeria for 
their extensive efforts which have resulted in the release of 
87 of the hostages. 


Discussions were held yesterday and resumed this 
morning between the hijackers and Lebanese Justice Minister 
Nabih Berri, who is also the head of the Shi'a Amal group. 
National Security Advisor Bud McFarlane has been in telephone 
contact with Minister Berri. Our Ambassador to Beirut, Reg 
Bartholomew, has also been in frequent touch with Minister 
Barri, and other responsible officials of the Lebanese 
Government and various organizations that have influence. 


The purpose of these contacts is to obtain the 
immediate release of all the remaining prisoners; those who 
were taken off the plane earlier, those who appear to have been 
taken off the plane last night, all the remaining prisoners who 
haven't already been released who were on that plane when it 
was hijacked. 


We've also been in contact with a variety of other 
goverrments and parties to enlist their assistance in securing 
the safe release of all the hostages. We hope this tragic 








situation will be resolved as soon as possible by the release 
of the hostages. Its continuation does no one any good. The 
innocent victims of this act of terrorism are suffering 
needlessly as are their families. 


The hijackers are not getting sympathy for their 
demands. Indeed, it is possible that the hijacking, and the 
way in which they have linked the release of the former Ansar 
prisoners, may delay the previously planned release of these 
prisoners, as stated by Israel. 


Well, that's my statement. I'll be happy to try to 
answer some questions. 


Q How many hostages are there now, including the 
crew, and do you know where they are? 


Aa We do not know precisely where they are. I'll 
have to get you the precise figure on the number of hostages. 


Q You've mentioned one thing --— the prisoners that 
were taken off the plane Friday, and those, you said, appear to 
have been taken off today. 


Do we not know for sure that they are in Nabih Berri's 


6 We think that they have been taken off the 
plane. We have no independent confirmation, but we believe 
that is true. There's been no activity on board the plane, and 
we think they're off. We can't say for sure that they're all 
off. I'll just say it's a question of not having independent 
confirmation. We believe they're off. 


Q What does Berri tell you about that, because 
they're supposed to be under his control, are they not? 


a Barry says they're under his control. 

Q If they are, how does this complicate things? 

a Excuse me? 

Q If they are off the plane, if all the prisoners 


or all the hostages are off the plane, from our point of view, 
how does this complicate things or does it complicate things? 


a The question is not so much where they are. The 
question is, are they going to be released? If Berri has 
claimed responsibility for them, this is fine. It's nice to 
see someone in a position of responsibility step forward and 
accept it. 








Our position is, that being the case the prisoners -- 
the hostages should be released as soon as possible; not being 
held up for some sort of negotiation, concessions, trade or 
haggling. 


Q Is it your information that Berri knew about this 
operation before it started, or was he part of the planning of 
it? 


s Those of who have been following this thing, 
especially those of you who have been out to Beirut at one time 
or other, know just how difficult it is to say who knew what, 
when, I just can't answer that question. 


Q Do you believe that the ones who were taken off 
the plane in its second stop in Beirut and those who appear to 
have been taken off last night are now together? Do you have 
any indication from Berri that they've been reunited? 


a We don't know except Berri's statement, that he 
is assuming responsibility for all of them. Whether they're 
all physically together or not, I couldn't tell you. 


Q What about the ones that were there previously, 
the nine or -- 


A There's no reason to believe that they have been 
put together with the people who were on the IWA flight. So 
far the -- there has been no mention of the Dawa prisoners in 


Kuwait in connection with the people who were on the TWA flight. 


Q When the Israelis transferred those detainees, 
the Lebanese Shi'ites, to Israel, we informed them that they 
were in violation, I think, of international law -- I think the 
Fourth Geneva Protocol. What would be so wrong with just 
reminding them again that they are holding those detainees in 
violation of international law? 


a Our position has not changed. That they were 
transferred from Israel to Lebanon. It was something that we 
opposed as inconsistent with the Fourth Geneva Convention. But 
we do not believe that there is any reason to link these two 
questions. Indeed, we oppose such linkage. And, as l've said, 
the practical effect is going to be, we think, to delay the 
release which the Israelis had previously planned. 








Q If we won't ask the Israelis to let them go, and 
the Israelis won't let them go until we ask them to do it, 
don't the hostages suffer in the meantime while we try and work 
out a face-saving compromise between these two positions? 


a Well, our position, as I said, is quite clear and 
we're not changing it. 


Q To the best of your knowledge, are the people - 


Q Had we known before the hijacking that the 
Israelis planned to release these Shi'ite prisoners? 


i} The Israelis have consistently said that they 
intended to release these former prisoners of the Ansar Camp 
over time, as the security situation in southern Lebanon 
improves. 


9) To the best of your knowledge, are all the 
remaining hostages American? Amal was saying there were four 
Greek citizens with them. Do you have any idea on the 
nationality breakdown? ” 


i) I'li have to get that for you We do have that 
information somewhere and we can get it. 


Q In the course of your conversualions with Berri, 
woes he say, does he repeat the demands of ‘he hijackers? 


a We're not negotiating with Berri. I believe that 
he has pointed out the demands of the hijackers, at least; 
whether he has endorsed them or not, I'm not quite sure But 
our position on that remains very clear. 


Q Well if I understand what you're saying that if 
Berri has control of these people, then it would be within his 
power to release them, right? 


a Berri -- 
Q So if he does not release them, he is making 


demands upon the United States, in one way or another. Could 
you cite what those demands are? 


a The only demands that have been made, so far as I 
know, are for the release of the former Ansar prisoners, and 
our answer is very clear, “We don't give in to terrorist 
demands." 











On the other hand, as has been pointed out, there was 
a timetable for their release. Unfortunately, these two things 
have been put together and they shouldn't be put together. The 
prisoners should be released at once. 


Q To clarify that, are you saying that Berri 
specifically has asked for the release of the 766 himself? 


4 That I'll have to check. 


Q Have you asked Berri --— since he assumes 
responsibility -- have you asked him specifically to please get 
the prisoners released? 


a That was the thrust of the conversation between 
McFarlane and Berri. 


And what did Berri reply to that, since he says 
he has responsibility? 


a I can't get into the details of the conversation, 
but that indeed obviously they have not yet been released. 


Is it clear to you through talks with Mr. Berri 
that he is talking to you in his capacity as a leader of Amal, 
or in his capacity as a member of the Lebanese Government? 


a So far as I know, he hasn't made the 
distinction. (Laughter) Fortunately, in terms of accepting 
some responsibility, he has both positions, so he is a 
representative of the Government as well as a representative of 
the Shi'a community. And let me remind you, the Shi'a 
a community has suffered enormously over many years of violence 
and conflict and deprivation. 


The United States Government has always supported 
political reconciliation and reform among the Lebanese 
communities, which would provide all of them with equitable 
political distribution. So Nabih Berri, as a responsible 
leader of the Shi'a community, has our appreciation. Nabih 
Berri, as someone who has accepted responsibility for the 
well-being of the prisoners, has done something we consider to 
be positive. But now we call upon him, as we have, to bring 
about their release. 


Q The situation, in light of your answers in the 
last few questions, seem to have changed -- it's no longer a 
hijacking; it is a situation in which a Lebanese 





Government official is claiming responsibility for the 
possession or the care-taking of American hostages. Has this 
changed the situation in the U.S. Government's view? 


You're now dealing with another government that has 
control of American hostages. Is this in any way similar to 
the government—to-government situation that occurred in Iran? 


A This gets back to the previous question, which I 
couldn't answer, is the way in which Nabih Berri is speaking as 
a leader of the Shi'a community or as a member of the Lebanese 
Government? And it's a very interesting situation. I can't 
speak to what degree he's speaking as one; to what degree he's 
speaking as another. But you all understand the very limited 
control which the Lebanese Government, as an institution, has 
over West Beirut. 


Q Do you know whether Berri actually does have 
control over the hostages? 


io) No. 


Q In light of the developments of the past 24 
hours, would you describe yourself as “more optimistic" or 
“less optimistic" about getting these hostages safely released? 


4 I would describe myself as neither. I haven't 
been more or less. And all we can do is work at it without 
making any value judgments until they're released. Then -- 


Q This change means nothing in terms of it being 
more likely that these people will be released safely? 


A One can deduce a whole host of arguments pointing 
both ways, pluses and minuses, if you will. You might say that 
they are safer at the moment. On the other hand, that does not 
necessarily means that their release is more likely. 


Q What's the difference in principle between the 
Israeli release of a bunch of convicted terrorists and 
gangsters a couple of weeks ago and this operation? 


A that's something you'll have to ask the Israelis, 
not me. 











Q Sir, can I go back to my question about Mr. 
Berri's control for a moment? 


Q Sir, could you tell me if the United States 
opposes having Israel release these prisoners while American 
hostages are still being held? 


i] Our position, I think, is very clear. We do not 
make concessions to terrorists. We do not encourage other 
governments to do so. The Israeli Government previously had a 
plan for the release of the terrorist -- not of the terrorists, 
but of the people from the former Ansar Camp. 


Q Does -- 
a What it does, we will see. 


Q Does that mean that the United States does oppose 
having Israel release these prisoners while the hostages are -- 


A No. I didn't say that. I just repeated our 
position. 


Q Could you say if the United States does oppose 
it, sir? 


A Our position is very clear. We do not make 
concessions with terrorists. We don't encourage other 
governments to do so. 


Q But if the Israelis were independently to decide 
now to release those hostages, would you oppose that? 


a If they were to independently decide to do so in 
accordance with their plan previously, it would produce perhaps 
a different situation, if it were not linked to the question of 
the terrorists. But we believe that the hijackers should drop 
their demands for -- which include the linkage here. 


Q Have we told Berri that the practical effect of 
the hostage situation is to delay the return of the prisoners 
in Israel? Did we actually tell him that? 


A If you listened to the (Senior Administration 
Official) backgrounder this morning, he talks about that. He 
says that if the hostage situation were to be cleared up, it 
might be possible for the Israelis to proceed on their 
previously planned release of the Lebanese prisoners. 


Q But did we tell Berri this? 





7 (Senior Administration Official) was talking 
about McFarlane's conversation with Berri. 


Q You, a few minutes ago, talked about the pluses 
and minuses of the new situation. Doesn't the fact that ° 
they're off the plane and some place that we don't know where 
they are, mean that they could be sustained for a longer period 
of time, separated perhaps -- 


A My comment, I said in some ways they may be 
safer, in other ways it does not necessarily mean that their 
release is more imminent. But you could turn it the other way 
around and say that Nabih Berri as a responsible leader of the 
Shi'a community as well as a minister has accepted 
responsibility. Therefore, if he is willing to exercise that 
responsibility, this could lead to their early release rather 
than dealing with a bunch of hijackers who have no such person 
in a position of responsibility. That's why I said you got 
pluses and minuses. 


Q From your perspective as a counter-terrorist 
official -- 


A I don't want to get in any sort of value 
judgments. 


Q Well, what is effectively the difference between 
Berri holding American passengers as hostages to certain 
political demands and the original hijackers holding the 
American passengers hostage - 

a Our position -- 

Q -- to the same demand? 


2) Marvin, our position is exactly the same. We 
want them released at once, no conditions asked. 


Q You are at the same time referring to Berri as a 
responsible Shi'ite leader. 


a Yes. 


Q How responsible is he if he is in fact, in 
effect, performing the same function as the original hijackers? 


A Marvin, that's why we have said, in our view 
responsibility is not merely to keep them safe but to release 
them at once. 











Q As a follow-up to the -- 


Q Then does the President's threat to free the 
hostages for the unsafety of those holding them still hold? 


4 That's a subject that I really can't comment on, 
given the sensitivity of the situation we're in. 


Have you made clear to Mr. Berri that we want all 
of the hostages released, and what do you mean, without 
distinction between officials, non-officials, military, 
non-military, Jew, non-Jew? 


a Yes. 


Q And so that includes the six or eight that were 
taken off the plane -- 


2) Indeed. 
Q -~— Friday night. It does not -- 
Q Mr. -- 


But just to understand you correctly, it does not 
necessarily include the seven Americans who are -- still remain 
hostage in some other part of Lebanon? 


a Berri has claimed no responsibility for them. We 
have been in touch with Berri, with all of the responsible or 
influential, if you want to put it that way, leaders in Lebanon 
on the subject of the other hostages over a long period of 
time. But that is separate from this, although he is one of 
the people that we've talked to about this about the other 
problem. 


Q What role Syria plays since they are known for 
their good relations with Nabih Berri? 


fs) I don't want to comment on the relationship 
between Syria and Nabih Berri -- 


Q Have you been able to -- 


A ~- except that we think, referring to President 
Assad's statement, public statement of last week, he has talked 
about his views on the hostages, on the whole idea of 
hostage-taking and kidnapping and terrorism, where he says he 
opposes it. 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: We're going to take two more questions. 


Q Have you been able to precisely define the 
affiliation of the hijackers? 


3) No. 


Q Just a minor clarification: Does the United 
States have reason to believe that Berri has influence over the 
six to ten people that were initially removed off the plane? 


ia Berri has claimed responsibility for all of 
them. Therefore, we do believe that Berri has influence. 
Control, influence. The degree of control, the degree of 
influence, is something that's very hard to say. 


Q How much Berri has influence on the hijackers? 
a Excuse me? 

Q How much Berri has influence on the hijackers? 
a That's what I said. How much is hard to tell. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 11:37 a.m.) 
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MR. MARTINE7 wnbassador Richard Schifter, head of 
the U.S. Delegation t. °+ CSCE Human Rights Experts Meeting 
in Ottawa, will brief you on the Experts eight-week session 
which concluded Monday, June 17th. The briefing will be 
on the record. 

Mr. Ambassador. 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: As was just said, this was a 
meeting in Ottawa which lasted for eight weeks. It finished 
Monday night. 

Let me perhaps start out by saying a few things about 
how the meeting came about. Under the Helsinki Accords, as you 


may know, human rights is one of the important elements that was 





agreed to back in 1975. 

Since then, the Accords or various aspects of the 
Accords have been the subject of conferences. There was one in 
Belgrade in 1978; another one in Madrid starting in 1980 and 
continued until 1983; and in Madrid agreement was reached to 
have a number of interim conferences before the next conference, 
major conference, starts, which is due to start in Vienna 


toward the end of 1986. 


One of the meetings that was agreed to was the meetin: 
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on human rights which was just completed. There is something 
about this meeting that might be of special interest, and that 
is that it did not come up with a final document. In the last 
few days of the conference it was pointed out that this had never 
before happened in the Helsinki process, and I want to say that 
our own response to that was that it might be a good precedent 
to set, and I really think it has been a good precedent in that 
where there is no agreement on substance, there is no use te 
paper it over and offer to the world an agreement on paper 
that does not reflect reality. So, as far as we are concerned, 
this was the proper outcome, given the circumstances of the 
situation. 

Let me also say that prior to the meeting, beginning 
last January we probed what it is that the Soviets might possibly 
think about the meeting, and particularly whether they were 
prepared to sit down and talk to us before the meeting about 
the possibility of working out some human rights problems. 

What it came down to was that a number of efforts 
along these lines did not result in any positive response from 
the Soviet Union, so that when we came to Ottawa, we simply had 
to be prepared for the Soviets digging in and holding on to 
their positions, and basically not being prepared to discuss 
either formally or informally any improvements in the human 
rights record. 

We, aS a matter of fact, had an informal discussion 
with the Delegation very early in the session, and that, too, 
indicated that the instructions were that in fact they were 


not supposed to make any concessions on anything. 








So there we were, and we knew that that was going 
to be the situation. Under the circumstances, we used the 
opportunity that was available to us to lay out essentially 
what our concerns were with regard to human rights violations . 
in the Soviet Union. 

I believe we have had two very significant results 
from it. First of all, we had the allied Western group with 
us all the way. In other words, it wasn't really -- let's put 
it this way, we were with them and they were with us, and we 
were all together. 

We also, toward the end, clearly had the neutrals 
and the West together. As a matter of fact, in the final 
document that was proposed by the neutrals, twenty-six of the 
thirty-five countries that are part of the group indicated 
their support for the final document offered by the neutrals, 
and of the remaining, nine, at least -- one was absent, Monaco, 
and the Holy See did not take a position, so that gets it down 
to seven, and I don't know how many of the seven -- I don't 
know whether Romania would have supported the Soviet position. 
So, it was really an overwhelming majority that would have 
supported that final document, but under the Helsinki Accords, 
unanimity is required on everything that it does, so that under 
the circumstances, we did not have a document at the very end. 

Let me perhaps stop right here, and I will be happy 
to respond to questions. 


I just realized I didn't say what the other factor was. 


The second was that I think we made a very clear impression on 
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the small East European countries as to what human rights is 
all about; what it is that a country ought to be doing if it 
wants to be held in esteem in the rest of the world. And I 
think, as far as representatives of some of the East European, * 
small East European, countries are concerned, we nave hope that 

; they will take that message back home. 

Q Are there conferences on other issues than 
human rights? 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: Yes. There will be one on 
culture, one on family reunification; and, of course, there is 
the Stockholm Conference on security problems. 

Q Well, it seems that Helsinki originally had two 
main outcomes. One was to do something about human rights; and 
the other was basically to accept the Soviets hegemony, I guess, 
over Eastern Europe. | 

I am not familiar with the process very well, but it 
seems to me you have the opportunity all the time to beat on 
them on human rights. 

What about the other side of the coin? In other 
words, this Administration, I guess, is not as comfortable as 
previous Administrations are with the post World War II borders 
of Eastern Europe. Will you have an opportunity to open that 
issue again? 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: Let me put it this way, this 
is not something that I am -- 


Q I mean the government. 


AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: Let me put it this way, I understan 








but I would not be authorized to speak on that particular 
subject. Let me, in a general way, simply say that my under- 
standing certainly is that within the Helsinki process, we are 
not at this juncture challenging boundaries, and, as a matter . 
of fact, to the extent to which, for example, the Romanians 
were wondering whether our support, or our expressions of con- 
cern over the treatment of ethnic Hungarians in Romania was a 
challenge to the boundary that had been drawn after World War II, 
our answer was no. We just thought that within the confines 
of the Romanian state, ethnic Hungarians ought to be treated 
decently. 

Q How does the Helsinki meeting fit into this 
whole sequence? I mean next summer -- this caming summer. 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: It is a celebration, I suppose. 

Q What is the effect of this celebration? 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: I think each of these meetings 
ultimately will stand on its own record and deal with the 
circumstances with which it is confronted at that particular 
point. 

Q I think the question is -- 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: It is largely a formality. 

Q But I mean, is the Reagan Admigistration recon- 
sidering in any way the wisdom of the Helsinki Agreement? 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: I don't think that that issue 
is something that we can possibly deal with at this particular 
point. 


The Helsinki Agreement was signed in 1975. It is 


there. There is no use trying to figure out at this particular 








juncture, it seems to me, what one might have done in 1975. 

Q Do you think it is working so far as human 
rights is concerned? 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: From wnat I have just said, I 
think it may have some impact on the smail East European 
countries. 

If you ask me what has been the record in the Soviet 
Union, one of the things that I had occasion to say in Ottawa 
is that in the ten years since Helsinki, we have seen retro- 
gression, serious retrogression, in the Soviet Union. 

Q In regard to further similar meetings to the 
Ottawa one, they will be held in the future. And, if so, 
is there much point in it since you were unable to reach agreement? 

AMBASSADOR SCHIFTER: Let me divide that into the 
two parts. | 

As far as the first question is concerned, one of the 
points that the neutrals stressed at the very end, Switzerland 
in particular, was to see whether the Soviets would be prepared 
to commit themselves to future meetings of this kind. 

They said that they are not prepared to commit them- 
selves in Ottawa and that this issue will be coming up in 
Vienna at the full meeting, a full follow-up meeting, and at 
that particular point, they will make their decision. 

As far as the question of is there any value in 
meetings of this kind is concerned, I would say there is, for 


the two grounds that I have mentioned. One is that a good man. 


of the EastExeorman countries, I believe, are interested in 
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moving in the direction in which we would want them to move, 
and meetings of this kind are encouragement to get them to 
move. When they hear really the totally unanimous condemnation 
of the human rights violations that comes from the West and 
from the democratic neutrals, I think this is something that 
leaves an impact there. 

As far as the Soviet Union is concerned, it is more 
difficult to assess as to what the impact is. My general 
personal view has been that if you just get into a meeting 
room of this kind, and diplomats talk to diplomats, that in 
itself is not terribly beneficial in this particular setting. 
To the extent, however, to which we get media attention that 
ultimately translates itself into a message that reaches higher 
levels in the Soviet Union, perhaps via the organs of govern- 
ment that are concerned over the public image of the Soviet 
Union, it is in that context that it could have an impact. 

There is also another thing to keep in mind and that 
is, historically speaking, if you reflect on the fact that the 
human rights ideas that we are now advocating are perhaps 200 
to 250 years old in terms of when they first originated -- 250 


years, I guess -- only during the last fifteen years have 


governments begun to espouse ideas as to -- or have gone on record - 


commenting on human rights violations by other governments. 
This is a rather new phenomenon, and what we have to 


do it experiment with it a little bit further to see whether 


we might perhaps be at the threshold of a new age, as it were, 


in terms of what governments and international institutions 
are prepared to do to advance the cause of human rights. 


Q Okay, thank you. 


[The briefing concluded at 2:48 p.m.) 
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MR. BRASHEAR: May I have your attention for a second. 
I've got # little bit on a meeting between Don Regan and the 
President with members of one of the families of one of the hostages. 


During the President’s speech, Mr. Regan met for about 15 
minutes with Jim and Deanna Hoskins, their daughter, Tanya -- and I's 
sorry, I did not get an age, no ome gave it to me -- son-in-law, Rob 
Rhinesmith, and a Or. Rolla Bughard. He is a brother-in-law of the 
young man who was hijacked, I was told. 


Regan met for 15 minutes with them during the speech. He 
promised them that the administration would stay in touch. The 
President, at the conclusion of his rcemarks, went back -- this was in 
& meeting room in a little cubicle. It was blocked off with blue 
curtains. He and the Chief of Staff went in then for five sore 
minutes. 


The President praised them for their courage. He sought 
to reassure them and again ceiterated that we do not know the le 
at the top of the government, which makes it particularly difficult 
for us in this situation. He then -- the four members of the family 
then left and then the President left shortly afterwards. 


Q Would you go over that? He said what? And how much 
of that is a direct quote? About the top of the government -- * 


MR. BRASHEAR: I don’t have a direct quote on top of the 
government. That is, in so many words, he sought to reassure then 
and inform them that since we did mot know the people really at the 
top of the government involved in this -- in other words -- 

Q What government? 

Q What government are we talking about? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Following up on what he said about Iran, 
he -- in other words, noting the difference between what we had -- 


Q Gemayal is the President -- 
Q What did he say about -- 
Q Wait a minute. Irfan or Lebanon? 


MR. BRAGHEAR: In thie case, we don't know. In other 
words, we can't deal with the heads of one government. 


Q Because yeu don't know who it is? 


MR. BRASHEAR: That's correct. 
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Q All cight. Will you go -- and those are the only 
people Regan met with and they are all related to this -- to hostage 
Hoskins? 


MR. BRASHEAR: That's correct. That's corréct. 


Q Can you go over the identifications again and the 
relationships? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Yes. There's only one that is a little 
murky to me, the relationship, and that's this Dr. Bughard. 


Q Is he the brother-in-law? 
Q You said he was the brother-in-law. 


MR. BRASHEAR: Yes. But I assumed -- I asked Tom Dawson 
as he was running away, I asked is he the brother-in-law of the man 
who's still on the airplane or of his father. And he said that he 
assumed that it was with -- he was the brother-in-law of the man who 
is now being held as a hostage. 


° Q Now, who's Tanya? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Tanya is the daughter of Jim and Deanna 
Hoskins. 


Q She's the sister -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: -- the sister of Jim, Jr., who is the 
hostage. That's correct. 


Q And is Rob her husband -- Rob Rhinesmith her 
husband? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Rob Rhinesmith is -- yes, that's correct. 


Q Say, could you start all over again and just say -- 
tell us what happened? I mean, with all the names. 


MR. BRASHEAR: Start from the top. For 15 minutes, or 
thereabouts, during the President's speech, Regan met with the family 
-- again, this was in an area backstage. At the conclusion of his 
speech, the President went back in, again with Don Regan, and joined 
them for about § additional minutes and spoke. 

The President praised them for their courage, sought to 
reassure them, and again explained to them that it was difficult 
because, in this particular case, we do not know who the responsible 
parties are -- in other words, at the top of a government. 

Jerry? 


Q I'm not clear on who Jim and Deanna are. Are they 
the parents? 


MR. BRASHEAR: The parents, that's correct. 
Q And Jim, Jr. is a hostage? | 
MR. BRASHEAR: Jim, Jc. is a hostage. 

Q An unreleased hostage? 

MR. BRASHEAR: Unreleased hostage. 

Q He's from Indianapolis? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Yes. 
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Q What does top of the government -- is he saying that 
these people are not at the top of the government? I don't -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: He was again following up, as I understand 


it, on what he said last night at his news conference. In other 
words, ic is not as simple as this government being able to deal with 


another government, with the top people in another government. That 
is one of the matters that's complicating this issue. 


Q What happened to the other families of the -- that 
were trying to meet with him? 


MR. BRASHEAR: I don't know that. 
Q How do you spell Deanna? 
MR. BRASHEAR: D-E-A-N-N-A. 
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Q How about Regan? Anything on what Regan said to 
them? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Regan, the only thing that I had on that 
was that he promised that we would stay in touch. 


Q Was it a tearful meeting with the -- 

MR. BRASHEAR: When the members were exiting the meeting, 
yes, the daughter and Mr. Hoskins wife, Deanna, appeared to be, if 
not tearful, very close to tears. 

Q Which meeting? With Regan or with -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: Wo, after the meeting with the President 
and Regan. 


Q -- tears -- 
MR. BRASHEAR: Excuse me? 
Q -- Tanya, Deanna -- | 
MR. BRASHEAR: Daughter Tanya and Deanna Hoskins. 
Q What happened -- 

Q -- Tanya -- 
MR. BRASHEAR: Bill, excuse me? 


Q What happened to the other people who we were told 
were here to meet with a staff member? 


MR. BRASHEAR: I don't know that. I don't think 
logistically they were worked out. That's all I know. 


Q In other words, they weren't here? 
MR. BRASHEAR: They were -- they did not meet with either 


Regan or the President. So far as I know, they met with no one else 
from the administration either. 


Q Is the hostage Jim, Jc.? 

MR. BRASHEAR: I'm sorry, one at a time. 
Q Is the hostage Jim, Jr.? 

MR. BRASHEAR: Yes, that's correct. 


Q Rusty, you said earlier -- you mentioned a guy named 
Clinton Suggs from Norfolk. 


MR. BRASHEAR: Yes. 

Q Was he a hostage? Is he a hostage? And what -- 

Q Question. 

Q -- what does it have -- 

MR. BRASHEAR: The question was about the young man named 
Suggs, S-u-g-g-s. Yes, to our understanding, he is a hostage and is 
still being held captive. 


Q Is he from here or -- was stationed in Norfolk or 
what -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: He is -=- his current home is Norfolk. He 
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is in the Navy. He is from Elkhart, Indiana. That's his home town. 
E-l-k-h-a-r-t. 


Q One of the separate -- one of the ones who are being 
held separately? . 


MR. BRASHEAR: I don't know that. 


a Q Did I hear you right before that -- the first time 
you spoke to us you said a Kathryn Davis was possibly his fiance? 


MR. BRASHEAR: That's correct? 

Q Did she meet -- and so she was not in this group -- 
MR. BRASHEAR: She was not there. 

Q Do you know why? 


MR. BRASHEAR: Wo, I do not. So far as I know -- I don't 
even know if she is back here. 


Q Who is that? | 
MR. BRASHEAR: Kathryn -- The question was about Kathryn 


Davis, who is the fiance of Jim Hoskins, Jc. She was not in this 
meeting. But she is also from Indianapolis. But she has been 


released. 

Johanna. 

Q Was Regan the only White House official to meet with 
them -- 

MR. BRASHEAR: Yes. Until the President. That's 
correct. 


Q You don't know anything yourself about this whole 
other group that we were told about? Where they were? Why that 
didn't come together -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: No, we were told -- When I said that, I 
should have spent a little more time, been more careful on that. 
There were plans to try and have Mr. Regan or some member of the 
administration meet with them also. But for reasons I still haven't 
had time to find about, that did not occur, Lesley. 


Q -- why -- one thing. Why did this -- how did this 
happen that the members of one family -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: [I'm sorry. I don't have anything for you 
on that. 


Q Those families here in the Convention Center? 
MR. BRASHEAR: No, I don't know that. 


Owen. 


Q Will you elaborate on the way the President 
reassured them? What he said. 


MR. BRASHEAR: I don't have anything more for you beyond 
what I've said. 


Q Spell Tanya. 
MR. BRASHEAR: T-a-n-y~-a. 


Q As far as you know, the President was never alone 
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with this family. It was him and Regan. And he and Regan left 
together. Correct? 


° MR. BRASHEAR: That's correct. And in with them were -- 
Larry was in there. Tom Dawson was in with the Chief of Staff, also. 


Q ‘Larry and Tom Dawson? 

MR. BRASHEARS Yes. . 

Q Did the family leave first or did the -- 
MR. BRASHEAR: The family left first. 

Q Okay. 

MR. BRASBEAR: Anything else? 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


' END 2:45 P.M. COT 
| #1462-06/19 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE As 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 4 \8 
ON 


STATE DEPARTMENT SECURITY 
FRIDAY, JUNE 21, 1985, 3:35 P.M. 


BERNARD KALB: Ladies and Gentlemen. A BACKGROUNDER. : 
No cameras. No tape recordings for use. No attribution by 
name, this being a BACKGROUNDER you can refer to a “Senior 
State Department Official." 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Before we get into 
questions, I'd just like to express on behalf of the State 
Department condolences to the family of the people that were 
killed today. And I would also like to say that I am not able 
to address questions specifically to the case in question. 
It's under investigation by the Metropolitan Police 
Department. It's a criminal case, and consequently I won't be 
able to go into details on that. I will be happy to answers 
questions on general security practices and procedures here in 
the building. 


Q To put it generally then, how does one enter the 
State Department with a rifle? 


a We issue passes to employees of the State 
Department and their dependents, and people with passes enter 
the building without going through a metal detector or a search. 


Q So this young man had a dependent's pass? 


I can't speak to that; I'm sorry. This is a 
criminal investigation. I'm just not at liberty to discuss the 
details of the case in point. 


Q Alright, without going into it, do you know how 
he got into the building; do you know where? 


A I can't discuss that. 


Q In light of this event, is your office 
considering any changes in security with regards to screening 
those persons with passes such as the screening that goes on on 
Capitol Hill in the House and Senate office buildings? 


ta Yes, we're reviewing our procedures; certainly. 
Q Sir, I just went out to the tobacco stand out 
there and i**y're working on now plugging this metal detector 


in. Apparently, it wasn't plugged in before, and they're 
testing it out. Were you not using these metal detectors 
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i. we were using metal detectors. I think 
they're visible at all our entrances. I can't speak to the 
specific plugging-in of a metal detector. 


Q Sir, I have been told that prior to this that the 
Federal Protective Service at one time handled your security on 
the street level, but that you changed to a private firm and 
security became laxed at that time; is there truth to that? 


A That's not correct. We still utilize the Federal 
Protective Service. We also supplement the Federal Protective 
Service with contract cards. 


Q Did security become laxed when the private 
security guards came there? 


a No. 


Q Could you describe to -:s the general procedure 
that is involved if a citizen comes into this building, or 
wants to come into this building? 


A Yes. As I mentioned, employees and dependents 
with passes enter the building without going through a metal 
detector. A private citizen, coming to the building, has to go 
through a receptionist and also be screened by the Federal | 
Protective guards. 


Q Through a metal detector? 

A Yes, ma‘am. 

Q What does that involve -- the screen? 

fs) First of all, there's a reason for them being 
here. They're asked that reason. Let's assume that they have 
an appointment with somebody in the building; that office is 
checked to see if they are expecting the person and the person 
is then cleared into the building. 

Q Are employees regularly, or as a matger of 
course, issued passes to take home to their families, or must 
it be applied for? Must someone have asked for one? 

a People have to apply for it, for dependents. 


Q Did the people involved here apply for these 


passes? 
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a I can't address that case. 


Q Do the dependent passes carry a photograph the 
same as employee passes? 


4 Yes, they do. 


Q How many current employee and dependent passes 
does the State Department have outstanding right now? 


A We have about 7,000 people who work in the 
building. On any given day there are probably 10,000 people in 
this building. We have the State Department, USAID, ACDA in 
this building, plus contractors who work in the building. 


Q How many dependent passes are there right now 
outstanding? 


A I'm checking on that. I don't have that figure 
available for you right now. It is not a great number. 


Q Who gets them, and how do they apply for them? 
Do you make any distinction -- 


A On employees, we do a full-field background 
investigation. Once an employee has been given a security 
clearance and issued a pass into the building, if they apply 
for it they're dependents are granted a temporary pass. That 
pass is good for two -- 


Q Automatically, without going through a clearing 
process? 


A Yes. We do not do another investigation. But at 
the time that we investigate the family member that is working 
here, we do a thorough investigation of them. That often 
entails leads, or investigation of family members indirectly. 


Q What's involved in that? 


Q How long was the passport good for, please? 
A Excuse me? , 

Q How long was the dependent pass good for? 

i) Two years. 


. 2) 


Was the temporary pass for two years? 











a Yes, sir. 


Q Could you comment on two reports about (1) as to 
how the young man got in the building? I understand there's a 
report on the radio today he came by way of bicycle in the back 
garage. Also there's another report on radio today that he was 
under the influence of some chemical drug; namely, PCP. Can 
you confirm either of those reports? 


a I have no knowledge of that, and I can't speak to 
it. 


Q What is the rationale for giving the passes to 
the dependents? 


a There's a family here in the Department of 
State. People have business here. Family members come to see 
members of their family. They may have business here. We have 
services in the building. We have banks in the building. We 
have a medical unit, we have transportation, and people come 
here to do business often. They also come to see their 
family. I think that's -- 


Q Are employees' car searched as they go into the 
underground complex? 

(a) No. 

Q Is there any other security check that someone in 


the garage would have to go through before they get into the 
building proper? 


A To enter the garage, the vehicle has to have a 
pass, a vehicle pass, plus the occupant of the car has to have 
a pass. 


Q Could you describe to us, too, please, the 
security deployment around the Secretary of State's office in 
that particular area? 


A I am not going to go into the specifics, but we 
have more than adequate security around the Secretary's suite. 


Q Can dependents with a pass use any entrance? 
a Excuse me? 
Q Can a dependent with a pass, can they use any 


entrance to the State Department? 
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A No, they have to come in the entrances where we 
have the -- the normal entrances around the building. 


Q Are you saying a young man getting that close 
could not have gotten to the Secretary's office’ 


a That's correct. 

Q Can you explain why he couldn't have gotten 
through? 

i Because we have security procedures and 
arrangements there that I'm “ot going to speak to you 
specifically. 


Q Metal detectors? 


a I'm not going into the details around the 
Secretary's suite. 


Q But there's special security around his suite 
that you believe would have prevented this from happening? 


6 Yes, yes. 


Q Now, the first question I had in mind: You said 
in your opening remarks that you were not going to address how 
this man got in the building because there was a criminal 
investigation going on. 


A That's correct. 


Q The detective who spoke outside said quite 
clearly the criminal investigation has nothing whatever to do 
with how this man got in the building; that that was a security 
matter only; he could not speak to it; only State Department 
officials could speak to the security matter. 


In light of what's going on in this world, I think the 
public has a right to know how, when you have spent millions 
and millions of dollars securing the State Department, a man 
walked in with a rifle. I think we're entitled to some sort of 
answer to that question? 


a I agree with you. I think that will come out in 
the police's investigation. 


Q No, I'm telling you the police officer said quite 
clearly that was not part of their investigation. 
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Sir, would you answer the question, please -- it's not 
part of the police investigation? 

“ That is not my understanding. 

Q That's what he told us. 

Q That's what he said, in that many words. 

a I think that how a person got into the building 
that may have committed a crime is part of the investigation. 


I'm sorry. I think there are legal implications there. 


Q So you will not tell us how he got into the 
building? 


a That's correct. 


When you're talking about getting in the 
building, you say that a person with a dependent pass can use 
any of the normal entrances? 


a Yes. 
Q I take it that means that you are trying to rule 

out that he could come by way of the garaae? 
A If they were coming in in a vehicle with a proper 


pass, and if the dependent had a pass, they could enter through 
the garage. 


*Q Does everyone who enters in a vehicle have to 
have their own individual pass, and are they checked when they 
come in? A family of five, does each have to show a pass? 


a No. 
Q You say you are now reviewing security procedures? 
a Yes. 


Q Are you considering dropping the dependent passes? 


a We're reviewing the policy, and I'm sure that 
certain changes will be made but I can't say specifically. 


Q Let me go back to the garage. 


a Yes. 





Q You don't check every pass of every occupant in 
the car? 

“ we have not, no. 

Q Whose pass do you check? 

oa We check an occupant -— normally the driver -- 


but it could be a passenger, to see that they have a valid 
pass. That could be a family of five coming into the State 
Department. 


Q And you would only check the driver's pass in 
that context? 

. A We would check for a pass that somebody -- 
someone in that car had a proper pass, and that the vehicle had 
a pass. 

Q It wouldn't matter how many would be in that car? 
a That was our procedure, yes. ° 


Q Just to follow up on that. If there are many 
people in the car, one of whom has a valid pass, they are not 
checked again in order to enter the building or the corridor; 
is that correct? 


a That has been the case; correct. 


Q Would it be possible also to walk or ride a 
bicycle into the garage? Can you do that, or two people do it? 


a To walk into the garage, it's normally not 
allowed. We have joggers who jog out of the basement garage. 
[I'm sure most if not all of you have seen that. They are 
required to have a pass to run out of the building and run back 
into the building. 


Q Bicycles the same way? Do bicycles use the 
garage -- 


a Bikes do use the garage. We have employees that 
work here that bicycle in. They have to have a pass to bicycle 
into the garage. 


Q May I ask one other question? 


Aa Yes. 








Q Is there a restriction on which floors people can 
go to with these dependent passes? Are they allowed free run 
of the building, or what? 


a There are restricted areas within the building; 
the corridors and the floors are not restricted, no. 


Q Sir, are dependents also issued car passes if 
they request one, or are car passes limited to employees? 


a Car passes are normally only for employees. I 
would have to check myself on that. I don't know if -- 


TO STAFF: Do we issue any car passes to dependents? 
STAFF: No. 


a I don't believe that's the case. 


Q Just a technical question. You've used the word 
“dependents.” What about spouses, are they given the same 
privileges? 

“ Yes. 


O.K. One further question: what is the current 
policy reason behind the policy not to -- that people with 
passes don't go through metal detectors? What is the 
justification for that? There's just an assumption the 
background check was so thorough, these people would never 
bring anything in? 


oo That's correct. And I think it's important to 
mention that, unfortunately, this could be an employee. 


Q Have you ever revoked a dependent pass or decided 
not to issue one to a dependent? 

a I would have to check my facts on that. 

Q Ever had another homicide here before? 


a Not to my knowledge. 
Q Do you know how this fellow got in? 
0 


No, 1 do not. 


Q This may not be relevant in this particular case, 
but in general, what are “escort privileges” and why is it that 
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when an employee comes down with a pass, greets a guest or 

whatever at the entrance, they are brought in, they are not 
brought through a magnetometer, or they haven't been until 

maybe an hour ago perhaps? 


“a Because we feel that we have to do business here, 
and that if a person is known to an employee, that that . 


employee is vouching for that person who is accompanying him. 
(sic) . 


‘ Q Has that policy now changed about who goes 
through “mags?" Do guests now have to go through the 
magnetometers? 


a We're reviewing that. 

Q Is it also possible that employees and dependents 
will have to go through them? Is that one of the things under 
review? 


a That's under review. 


Q Could you specify in a little more detail what's 
involved in the background check that a person goes through 
before he's issued a pass? 


a Yes. In general terms, we conduct what we call a 
full field investigation on employees; we riin what is called a 
“national agency check" on them; we do interviews of the 
employee, of references, and then we develop our own references 
to check with. 


Q Is a psychological profile included in that study? 


a We would expect that any problems of that would 
come out in the investigation. 


Q Before today's incident, did the State Department 
think the security for the building was adequate? 


a Yes. 


Q What's your assessment now that this incident has 
taken place? 


a Well, I think that's obvious. 


Q Well, could you state it? 


o I think we have good security I think that 
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tragic incidents such as this can take place. As I said 
earlier, it's possible for an employee to walk in with a weapon 
and shoot somebody. Ina building this size, I don't know how 
you —— You know, we have to function here -- 10,000 people; 
7,000 employees. Are we going to search 7,000 people every 
day? I don't think so. 


Q Is part of your study to decide if some of this, 
as you nicely put it, “family atmosphere” evaporates here? for 
instance, scme of the services, the banking and that sort of 
thing, should that be removed from the building? 


A I think we'll be looking at that. 


Q Who besides family employees and dependents can 
enter this building without going through metal detector 
screening? 


a Could you repeat that, please? 


Q Who, other than employees and dependents, can 
enter this building without going through metal detector 
screening? 


A People who have passes to the building. 
Q And who are they? | 
a They are contractors, dependents as I mentioned; 

people who work in the building, in the services; the bank 

people; the press. 


Q I'm not a -—- I don't have a pass to this 
building. I've got just regular press passes. I've been over 
here now all this week and never once been put through a metal 
detector. 


A (No response. ) 


Q And also quests under the escort policy, is that 
correct? 


A Yes, under -- yes, yes. 


Q Could you describe briefly the escort policy? 
Does everybody who comes here have to be escorted if they are 
not an employee or press or (inaudible)? 


a When somebody shows up at the reception desk, 
that reception desk checks with the office with which they have 
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an appointment to see if they are expected, and somebody has to 
vouch for them. 


Now, people often bring business acquaintances or 
family members who don't have passes into the building, and 
they can vouch for them and bring them in the building. 


Q But I don't understand the escort aspect of that? 
a (No response. ) : 


Q Were you aware beforehand that there could have 
been a problem and that someone with a gun could come here, and 
you just chose to overlook it, or is this coming as a big 
surprise for you now? 


a We're always reviewing and we're always concerned 
about our security in this building. We try to do the best we 
can in that regard. I think we're always going to be learning. 


But I come back to you: a building with 7,000 
employees -- it's going to be a difficult procedure to insure. 
I don't think you can insure that a tragic incident like this 
will never happen. 


Q Sir, what is your annual budget? 

a My annual budget? (Laughs) [his fiscal year, I 
believe it was -- you're talking about the Vepartment of State 
or the Office of Security? 

Q For security. 

A It was 40 -— approximately $40 million in FY-85. 


Now, we have received a supplemental from the Congress which 
increased the Office of Security's budget by about that same 


figure, and I think we're about $90 million at this point in 
the fiscal year. 


Q What is that money for, this building or all over 
the world, or what? 


a That's for all over the world. 


Q How much of that is allocated to security in 
Washington? 


is) Il would have to check on that. 


Q Does that include construction? 
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A No, that does not include construction, per se. 
It does include some moneys for security arrangements overseas 
at embassies. Most of the money for this building comes out of 
another -- For construction in this building, this is a GSA 
building, and most of the moneys for construction of this 
building come out of a different budget. 


Q Do you know how much money you spent on improving 
security construction-wise at this building in the last couple 
of years? 


A I don't have that in my head, no. 


Q Could you go back and clarify the escort policy, 
please, that you were talking about? 


Q Wait a minute. You were talking about the 
physical escort of people who come to the -- 


a No, no, no. I was trying to explain that an 
employee could bring somebody into the building with them that 
does not have a pass; and that is that they would escort them 
through our security arrangements at the entrances. 


Q And that person would not be “magged?" 


A No. 

Q Can you tell us, can a passholder bring in a 
package without that being inspected? 

A Yes. 

Q And can a guest of the passholder also bring in a 


package without being inspected? 
A As things stood, yes. 
Q You said you're reviewing procedures, sir. 
a Yes. 
, 
Have you yet implemented any changes to this 
point from this afternoon? 


Aside from the review, have any changes been made in 
the past few hours -- already implemented? 


Aa (inaudible) 
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Q In addition to that question, are you going to, 
while you're under review, are you going to permit people to 
come in, employee family members, without checking them through 
metal detectors or any other security? 


A I think that's the same question, couched maybe 
in different terms. 


We are issuing procedures, some changes in procedures 
today. The reason I hesitate, I don't know that they've 
actually been published in final form, but there will be some 
changes. 


Q O.K. Now, can you say, sir, whether this 
incident, although you're reluctant to discuss the details -- 
it's a possibility that it's a family member and an aberration 
-- ¢an you tell us whether it's not relevant to the main worry 
of yours, of an outsider or terrorist? Is it a whole different 
scenario we had today? 


a Well, I think it is a different scenario. I 
think it has been announced that it was a family affair, and I 
think that is different. 


Q What's the procedure for an employee who wants to 
revoke a pass for a member of his family? 


a They would notify one of my divisions, the 
Domestic Operations Division of the Office of Security, and we 
would issue instructions to the Federal Protective Service to 
revoke that pass. 


Q You've already said that to the best of your 
knowledge there have -- 


MR. KALB: Let me just make one point if I may: We've 
gone about 25 minutes. Why don't we take a couple more 
questions, please. 


Q You've already said that to your knowledge there 
have been no fatal attacks in the building. Do you have any 
figures on the number per week, per month, however,you itemize 
it, of incidents where people are caught attempting to smuggle 
concealed weapons into the building? 


a I do not have that -- 


Q Would you describe that as a relatively regular 
occurrence, that somebody does try, and is caught? 
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a | I think that would be a rare occasion. I think [ 
would hear about it. 


Q I think taking it a step beyond what we have been 
discussing, sir, what happens when a person comes into the 
building who has an official appointment in the building, does 
he always to go through a magnetometer, if he's escorted by 
someone from the person's office? 


a He is supposed to be, yes. 
MR. KALB: O.K. Last one. Who gets it? 


Q Could you tell us -- you started to hint that 
some changes are taking effect today. Could you please outline 
what those are? 


A I would rather not do it right now because, you 
know, I hear that paper is moving through the building, and I 
wouldn't want to give you false information. I'm sorry. 


Q Could you just clarify -- just suggest that an 
escorted person is supposed to go through a magnetometer or not 
supposed to go through a magnetometer? 


earlier, if somebody is escorted by a permanent employee, who 
has a permanent employee pass in this building, they do not go 
through the magnetometer. 


A I think there was a distinction there. As I said | 


Maybe I misunderstood your question, but I thought it 
was different: I thought it was if somebody has a business 
appointment, and somebody does not escort them, that they are 
required to go through a magnetometer. 


Q But if, for instance, the person who is to be 
interviewed, say, or just to meet with this person, sends down 
his or her secretary to escort this person in, do they have to 
go through the magnetometer? 

a No. 

Q Well, that's my point. 


a Yes, I misunderstood you if that's what you were 


Q Yes, that's my point. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:00 P.M.) 
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MS. SARAH TINSLEY: Good afternoon. My name is Sarah 
Tinsley. I'd like to introduce Peter McPherson, the 
Administrator of the Agency for International Development. He 
will brief on the logistical problems in Sudan. Today's 
briefing is ON-THE-—RECORD for both sound and camera. 


MR. McPHERSON: Thank you. As Sarah has just 
indicated, I'd like to report on the situation in Sudan. This 
is the largest country in Africa. In fact, it is as large as 
the United States east of the Mississippi. 


Overall in the country, with a marked exception, the 
drought effort is going quite well. frucks are delivering food 
to literally millions of people in the eastern part of the 
country down around Khartoum and in the province immediately to 
the west of Khartoum. As I say, this food is being largely 
delivered by trucks. 


The major problem we have is the railroad between a 
town called Kosti, and at a point to the furthest western part 
of the country. Specifically, it's down here (indicating) way 
over to the western part of the country. What we need here is 
about 1,300 tons of food a day to feed the approximately two 
million people, or feed some portion of what they will be 
eating. This will take approximately 60 railroad cars. 


The reality, ladies and gentlemen, is for weeks now 
those 60 railroad cars desperately needed to transport that 
food have not been regularly allocated for this use. In fact, 
there have been many days when very little food at all has been 
moved. [t's not that the trains haven't operated, and this I 
ask you to focus on. This is a part which is so intensely 
frustrating-to us who are trying to work on this. These trains 
have been operating but they've been carrying the wrong thing. 
They've been carrying sugar and sweets, for example, during 
Ramadan. They've been carrying other commercial goods; 
carrying goods that people would buy on the other end of the 








railroad line. 


Frankly, the railroad system hasn't delivered for the 
people of Sudan, for the people of western Sudan. — 


The railroad management, as I say, simply hasn't 
delivered despite intervention by the head of state of Sudan, 
and we believe the sincere and intense interest on his part 
that this does happen. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we can deliver the food but we 
cannot deliver the will. Any plan is only as good as its 
weakest link. In this case, as I said two weeks ago, standing 
right here in this room, the weak link has been and always has 
been the management of the railroad. We have always operated 
on what we think is the only basis that we can operate, that 
where there is the will there is the way. 


We've assumed, because we must assume, that the 
bottom-line priority of the railroad management is the same as 
ours. Namely, saving the lives of the people of Sudan. 


In any event, there is no other choice. We must rely 
on those with the resources -- in this case, the railroad cars 
and tracks -- to use them for relief. They have the means. 
Now, they must show the will at every level in the Government 
in Sudan. Bureaucracy must not be allowed to stand in the way 
of saving the lives there. 


I welcome the opportunity to talk to you again, and 
would take any questions that you have. 


Q Could trucks substitute for the trains? 


a We don't think so, and we spent an enormous 
amount of time on this. It would take approximately 4,000 
trucks to deliver the food in question. The reason it would 
take so long is because the round trip -- it's a little over 
500 miles ---but the round trip, when the weather is good, 
takes about-three weeks and when it's raining it'll take about 
twelve weeks. So the round trip is such a horrendous, in terms 
of distance, in time that the 4,000 trucks that would be 
required simply aren't available. It would just strip 
everything else in the country. 


Q Four thousand in a day or 4,000 -- 


A Four thousand would be operating on a steady 
basis. It's just simply beyond the scheme of what we think is 
feasible to do. 





The railroad cars are operating. It's a system that 
does work. And so what we're saying is that the management of 
that railroad simply has to make it work. : 


An interesting little story about our frustrations on 
this, and I think probably the frustrations of the head of 
state, is the --— he's been interested in this and he went out 
there one time to look at how it was working; the doors on the 
railroad car opened in anticipation by him and others that 
there was going to be relief food and there was sugar and 
sweets. 


Q Have we made any official representation to the 
Government of Sudan? 


A A whole series. On May 12, AID Mission Director 
Brown spoke to the head of state and asked for 60 cars. On May 
17, I had two senior staff people deeply involved with this 
effort on the spot in Sudan, reviewing it and working on it. 
They stayed there for a week. On May 28, Assistant Secretary 
Crocker, within the Sudan, spoke to the head of state on this. 


Again, I want to make it clear that in our judgment 
the head of state has shown a great deal of interest and 
concern about this problem. 


On June 7, the U.S. Ambassador in Khartoum sent 
another letter to the head of state. On June 16, the donors, 
including us, met with the railroad management who promised the 
60 cars. Throughout this period of time the U.N. has been 
engaged in -- the question, at least, has been in recent weeks 
in presenting the concerned interest. And then on June 20, I 
had arrived in Khartoum. General Becton, the Lieutenant 
General, who is in charge of the overall U.S. government task 
force whose background is logistics, there on the spot trying 
to seek what else we might do. 


We've made it abundantly clear that we think that this 
is absoluteiy critical. I don't know how else we could have 
stressed it, to be honest. I used every avenue I could. 


It's important to point out that there's ‘Some 
indication that in the last couple weeks --- the last three 
weeks -- there may have been some improvement. There have been 
a few days when more than 1,300 ton was actually transported. 
The data isn't really complete, but we think that there's some 
improvement. We're not ready to say that this problem is in 
any way solved. Frankly, what [ found throughout this job is 
every time the problem was solved, a few weeks later it was 

















unsolved and we had to go back and work it again. We think 
that in the last couple weeks things may be better. Not right 
but better. 


George? 

Q Is corruption a problem? What is the problem? 
Everybody in the world seems to want this to happen, yet it 
doesn't happen? 

A We don't know, to be honest. But, obviously, we 
draw conclusions of various kinds when commercial goods flow 
and relief famine food doesn't. 

Q Who owns the railroad? 

A The government. . 


Q When you move the food, do you pay the railroad; 
somebody pays them to use those cars? 


a Wwe do, indeed. 


Q So they're, in theory, getting the same amount of 


money -- 

A Yes. In fact, we've increased the pay because we 
thought earlier payment for food wasn't sufficient and wasn't 
competitive for other kinds of -- wasn't covering the cost 


involved so we've increased it. 


Q Any prognosis on the potential loss of human life 
if this situation isn't rectified? 


A There are approximately two million people in 
western Sudan who need relief food. It's always hard to 
estimate exactly on what the human life loss will be because we 
don't know exactly how much food the people out there have 
in-hand. But it's clear’that there's going to be enormous 
human life iost if this logistical problem isn't addressed; 
thousands, at least, and probably more. 


Q This is a serious question. It may not sound so, 
but the fact that sweets are being sent to answer apparently a 
consumer demand in that part of the world, isn't that really in 
keeping with the long-term free market philosophy of this 
Administration, and in keeping in line with the things that 
you've tried to encourage in other parts of the world? And it 
might then in the long run improve the economic health of that 
region enough to be self-sufficient? 

















a I think that we have taken the position all along 
that the famine needs of nations and peoples had to be 
addressed and to be given a priority, and that those needs, 
particularly when there's a limited resource, such as railroad 
cars, simply had to take priority over commercial needs. 


Q who is to blame? 
A That's our position all along, basically. 
Yes, sir? 


Q Who is to blame, then? If the government owns 
the railroads, is the government to blame? 


a The reality is that there's been a change of 
government in Sudan, and there was a period of time when the 
new government certainly was getting control of the situation. 
The railroad is headed by the same man that has headed the 
railroad for some time. 


We think that the only place to look is at the 
management of the railroad. There's some other problems. I 
mean, there's a union there. the railroad isn't in any way 
perfect. [t's an old, not very well functioning railroad. We 
in fact felt that there were enough problems with the 
functioning of railroads, so we have already spent a couple 
hundred thousand dollars on parts now and another almost $3 
million of parts is on the way. There are a lot of problems, 
but what we do know is that the head of state has shown real 
interest in this problem. Goods are moving on this track, but 
our goods aren't, and we really don't have any place else to 
look but the management, and we think that's a rational, 
practical approach. 


Q Excuse my naivete, but I come back to the 
gentleman's question just a moment ago. If the head of state 
is aware of the problem and the railroad is owned by the 
government,-can you give us anything on why the head of state 
doesn't go to the manager of the railroad and say, "You work 
for me, and this is making us look bad in the eyes of the 
world, and these are our people dying, and why don't you at 
least divuy the trains up fifty-fifty, commercial goods and 
foods. I mean, it just seems very difficult to understand for, 
I guess, an American or a Western mentality of what's going on 
here, given that the man overthrew Nimeiri to presumably make 
the country better, [ think, somewhere in -- 

















A I think you put your finger on it when you 
implied it was sort of un-American. Indeed, in the West we 
would find that quite incomprehensible, but in fact it's not 
the first time I have seen situations like this. The 
government in Sudan is new, relatively new, and it is our 
judgment that the head of state has shown the kind of interest, 
and we think that the responsibility for making sure that those 
1300 tons of food actually move must rest with the management 
of the railroad. 


We think that he, too, of course, as a citizen of 
Sudan wants his people to eat, to live. The situation, I again 
say, appears to have gotten better in the last couple weeks. 
oe really needs to happen is it needs to be consistently 
etter. 


Ramadan was just over. There are some real problems 
in Ramadan, and most of you know how this works, I expect, but 
people don't eat or drink during daylight and things in the 
Islamic world generally don't work as well during Ramadan. So 
that 286-dsy period is now over. We are saying, “Management of 
the railroad, we need that food, the world needs it, and 
certainly most of all the people in Western Sudan need it." 


Q I was wondering if I could follow up. There's 
been quite a lot of airlifting in neighboring Ethiopia. Since 
this seems to be very serious, and while the railroad gets it 
act together, have you given any thought to doing any type of 
food airlifting into Western Sudan? 


a We've given a lot of thought to it actually, and 
I think it's an extremely serious question. I ponder that or 
options like that practically daily. 


The plane moving of food doesn't work all that well. 
The C-130's that we use, or often have used, haul some place 


between 15 and 20 ton per flight. They're pretty hard on 
whatever airports we use. It's not a very efficient situation, 
but most of all, it's pretty hard.to move the volume of food in 


question. - 


As I indicated, I have General Becton there in Sudan 
and have had him there since last Thursday for che purpose of 
reviewing all options, because we, of course, have been looking 
at them for some time, but it seems to us that we have to 
consider all of them. 


To me, the truck option is totally unsatisfactory, and 
I don't see how we make that work to any extent at all. iI 
don't really believe the airplanes are going to solve this 

















problem either. I honestly think that it is going to come 
right down to will that railroad help haul that food or not. 


The situation in Ethiopia is one that I've talked to 
you a lot about. In Assab and the other ports in Ethiopia 
we've got a couple hundred thousand ton of food and not enough 
trucks are taking that food out. There it frankly doesn't seem 
to us like the head of the government and the government 
generally has responded to the needs, and I think that's really 
in contrast to the situation in Sudan where the head of 
government has shown the kind of interest. 


Nevertheless, in Ethiopia there are hundreds of trucks 
that need to be allocated and they are in the country, and they 
need to be allocated to move at least 4,000 ton of food a day 
out of Assab in Ethiopia. 


There's a couple points here, and I hope really that 
you'll focus on this and conceivably write this up is that, 
one, you've got these problems that I discussed in Kosti in 
Sudan, and Assab in Ethiopia. But what you really have to do, 
I believe, is to look over Africa and say, “We, the United 
States, can provide an enormous amount. We can provide the 
food. We can provide the gasoline for the trucks. We can 
provide trucks sometimes. We can do a lot. But essentially we 
can't deliver the will. We are not the sovereign of those 
countries. We cannot move in our National Guard, or whatever. 
They have to take care of what they can do." 


They can't do everything, but when they have the 
resources, the control, the power, they've got to exercise that 
for the good of their people or it doesn't work. [t's got to 
be a partnership, and I think that's the basic lesson that 
again and again we get back to. We can only do so much, and 
after that we are not the keepers of the ultimate welfare of 
each of these countries and people. They must do their own. 
And that to me, more than anything else, is the lesson, and I 
probably would have told you that. Maybe I did when I stood up 
here months ago and we first talked about that. 

But every day that goes by I become more intensely 
aware that we cannot do it all. These countries don't want us 
to do it all, and we shouldn't do it all, and most importantly 
really in some ways is we cannot do it all. 


Q How m ~ ° od is stockpiled and waiting delivery? 


a There's « wut 300,000 ton in Port Sudan. That's 
roughly the level. We've got the trucks to ship it down to 
Kosti and to other points, but we don't want to truck more food 








than what's going to be picked up, because we have at least 
substantial storage facilities in Port Sudan, but we don't have 
them in Kosti. 


Q Has AID monitored the situation well enough 
throughout this whole business? Did they catch this early 
enough? 


a Oh, I think so. 


Q I mean, you don't find any fault with AId's 
handling of any of this? 


4 I basically think we've done an extremely good 
job. As I say, it's one of the biggest logistical relief 
efforts to have ever been mounted by anybody, any place in the 
world. Of course, we knew about this problem for a couple of 
months and had been pushing it as my listing has suggested, and 
I think that what we're doing is the right thing. I feel good 
about it, actually. I feel good about what we've done, not 
what's evolved, and I feel very confident that a truck option 
is not a viable option. 


Q Just so I understand it, if things go well from 
this point out, are you saying that you're going to be able to 
essentially save those people, or because of the delays have we 
lost a certain number of thousands or hundreds already? 


i) The situation will not be back as it was a couple 
months ago. What we wanted to do was stockpile food. Ina lot 
of ways, up until a couple months ago, Sudan was the model of 
how to do it by everybody. Not just us, but by them. 


We identified Sudan as a potential] problem way back, 
oh, late summer, and we began to make commitments for 
allocation of food. I think the first major commitment was 
made in September. The food arrived well before it was 
necessary for the Western part of Sudan. In fact, when the 
Vice President was in Khartoum, ang he wasn't quite that far 
over, but there was enormous praise for the United States for 
the food having gotten there before the problem became severe. 


All went quite well. Incidentally, I gue$s I haven't 
pointed out here, that that same railroad hauled during 
December and January and partly into February, a lot of food. 
In other words, the system worked -- actually, almost through 
March. It worked quite well, but the last couple of months it 


really hasn't. 





You seem to link the turnabout to the ouster of 
General Nimeiri, which was in early April. 


a I don't want to try to tie it into that, but I do 
know that the new government, of course, was exactly that. It 
was new, and is new, and there is always a period of 
uncertainty. We do feel confident, I emphasize again, though, 
that this government has been very interested, very, very much 
willing to try to deal with the situation. 


Q I wanted basic aid figures for Sudan for this 
year. 


& It is about 950,000 ton. That's all food. 
That's emergency and non-emergency food. 


Q And the dollar figures for Sudan? 


i) (To staff) Has somebody got a dollar figure for 
me? We'll get it for you in one second. 


Q Fiscal ‘865. 
i) This is all Fiscal ‘85. 
STAFF: $60 million in Title [. fitle II, I can get. 


MR. McCPHERSON: We'll get it for you in two seconds. 
But it's 950,000 ton of food. 


Q 1 was wondering, since you broadened this out a 
moment ago, talking about all of Africa -- 


a Yes. 


Q Recently UNICEF put out a flyer to its 
constituents in this country and said that while the media has 
left Africa for the most part, the famine continues, and it 
went on to state the case in about three lines in about 20 or 
21 or the most seriously affected countries 


I wonder if you could take maybe two minutes and kind 
of give us an overview -- 


Q About the countries? 


a About how bad is the African famine right now, 
and also do you think that because the Western media may not be 
covering it as intensely as the media was four months ago, is 
that having an effect on governments or private contributions? 





é I think it will have an effect. I believe that 
we're as committed to it as ever. I probably spend half my 
time or more on the drought issue, and I don't see any 
lessening at all -- contrary in what we're doing -- but I think 
that with the media not focusing on it, in some other donor 
capitals there might not be quite as much focus. 


I think that U.S. citizens and other citizens around 
the world might be less focused. To me, the media has been 
enormously helpful. Sometimes it's frustrating, of course. 

I'd like to say the story differently. I think in fact that an 
enormous amount has been done that's not recognized, but, 
nevertheless, to me it's been an important management tool from 
my point of view to communicate to everybody involved, and 
that's really quite helpful. 


But it's not well known that as a result of the 
efforts which started really, as I was indicating a moment ago, 
wav back last year, we will have delivered by the end of this 
Fiscal Year -- and you take these 50-pound bags in which our 
food goes -- some of you heard me say this before -- but 
50-pound bags, if you stretch them end on end, and the amount 
of food we will have delivered by the end of this Fiscal Year, 
those 50-pound bags will go around the world twice at the 
equator. About 50,000 miles of food. 


We have delivered to Africa well over a million ton of 
food and about 80 percent of that, we figure, has gone through 
the ports. A substantial part of that actually has already 
been consumed. In other words, there are problems, but there's 
an enormous amount of feeding that's been done. 


Even in *Sudan what you have over here is two million 
affected -- an awful lot of people -- and if you're one of 
those two million people, of course, it's a critical fact. But 
the situation over in the East that we heard so much about a 
few months ago is much, much better and working really quite 
well -- around Khartoum and to Kordofan is really working quite 
well, and there's a couple million people there. 


By the way, the total amount of food for Sudan, value, 
is at $242 million. 


Q For this Fiscal Year? 
A For this Fiscal Year. 


Q Ladies and gentlemen, thank you very much for 
your attention. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:35 p.m.) 
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MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. As announced at the 
noon briefing today, the Secretary has received the report of 
the Advisory Panel on Overseas Security from its Chairman, 
Admiral Bobby Inman. 


The Secretary supports, in principle, the panel's 
recommendations and has called them “imaginative, well-thought 
out and far-reaching.“ He has appointed Assistant Secretary of 
the Bureau of Administration, Robert E. Lamb, to coordinate the 
implementation of the recommendations of the panel. 


Mr. Lamb will now brief you on the record. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY LAMB: I normally face you all 
with some trepidation, but today I'm just missing a dental 
appointment in order to be here so you'll be happy to know 
there are less pleasant alternatives. 


Let me give you just a little bit of background on 
this. Last July, the Secretary asked Admiral Inman to chair a 
panel which would, in effect, give us an inventory of our 
security. 


The panel was not asked to tell us what was right 
about our security but to look into the future and help us 
fashion a program to better protect our people, our facilities 
and our security information. Taken together, the 
recommendations of this panel represent the first comprehensive 
assessment of our overseas diplomatic security program. 


I don't want to paint this too dramatically, but we 
see it as an effort to take the offensive across the range of 
security threats facing us today. The panel's recommendations 
include restructuring the Department's security 





responsibilities, a substantial new construction program, 
improved accountability and recommendations on international 


diplomatic efforts to combat terrorism. 


The Secretary has approved the recommendations, in 
principle, and has asked that we proceed quickly with their 
implementation. I've been asked to serve as the Coordinator of 
the Department's efforts to implement. In this capacity, I 
will work directly for Ron Spiers, the Under Secretary for 
Management. 


I'll be happy to answer any questions that you have on 
the report. 


Q Is this report that we have here the full version 
or is there a further classified part that we didn't get? 


A There's a further classified part that you didn't 
get. This, however, contains the substance of the full report. 


For instance, there was a report that came out 
off the Hill yesterday -- it may or may not have come from the 
full version -- about the United States deciding to cut down 
the number of Soviet citizens employed in the Embassy in 
Moscow. Is that part of these recommendations? 


2) Let me be a little more precise. There is a 
larger report -- a classified report --— that this unclassified 


report, in effect, summarizes. 


In addition, there is a much more sensitive report on 
the electronic security and counter-intelligence issues. That 
report has even more limited distribution. 


There was a report in the paper today that I saw about 
local employees; it attributed a recommendation to the Inman 
Panel. fhere was no recommendation in either of those reports 
that the number of local employees. in Moscow be reduced. 

Q On the Hill yesterday there was a $3 billion 
figure mentioned as the price tag for this program. I don't 
believe that figure is mentioned in the report. ° 


fs) There is a mention of the $3.5 billion figure 
there. That's attributable to one aspect of the program. One 
of the major recommendations of the Inman Panel is that we make 
a concerted effort to rebuild, or relocate embassies at 126 
locations overseas. That program, we believe, will cost in the 
neighborhood of $3.5 billion over a S-year period. 





Q Why do those buildings need to be replaced or 
rebuilt? 


A I think it's because of the nature of the threat 
against our facilities has changed so much in just the last few 
years. These are buildings which do not meet our standards for 
either electronic security -- the technical security -- or 
physical security. 


Q Mr. Lamb, every statement about this says the 
Secretary supports in principle. Does he have reservations, 
and can you list some of them? 


& I have tried to find a way to formulate that that 
would be more positive. But we're talking about 91 
recommendations in the full report, and I've not wanted to say, 
or none of us has wanted to say that the Department supports 
each of those 91 recommendations in full. There are certain 
technical reservations about a number of them. 


I think what we don't want to lose sight of is that 
the Department fully supports the thrust of these 
recommendations. This is a major effort for us. It is, as I 
said earlier, an effort to go on the offensive, not to react on 
a case-by-case basis to each new kind of attack that comes 
aiony or to each new facility that goes in danger. This is an 
effort to fashion a program that is forward-looking, that's 
far-reaching, that puts us in a better security posture around 
the world. That is fully supported. 


Q The internal reorganization recommended here is 
very extensive. Does it require legislation to bring about 
most of these changes, and do you have any notion of what the 
cost will be of doing them? Because, as I understand the 
report, or what the panel is saying, basically, that the 
present system fragmented among so many bureaus is basically 
incoherent. So there must be a cost factor there, too. 

A It's difficult for me right now to talk in terms 
of specific cost. Let me just speak generally about the 
restructuring. 


The thrust of the restructuring is a consolidation of 
the security functions that we have and the counter-terrorism 
functions, taking them out of the Bureau of Administration, out 
of the other places where they're located, and consolidating 
them in one office; and, in the process, establishing a 
diplomatic security service, much more independent, highly 
professional service to deal with our security problems. There 
will be cost, but we just don't have that costed out right now. 





Q Do you have any notion whether the Secret Service 
is amenable to giving up the mandate to provide protective 
security for heads of state and heads of government? 


. I think they're probably not. - The Inman Panel 
recommendation was, for the present, that there be no change in 
this secret service protection of foreign heads of state, heads 
of government. But that, in the long run, is something we 
might want to consider jointly. It's not something that we 
would consider at this time. 


Q Do you, in fact, intend to renovate or replace 
126 pests over the next several years? 


A Yes, we do. 
Q And where will you get that money? 


4 We're trying to decide exactly how we would do 
that. We would rebuild a number of embassies. We would 
relocate a number of embassies. We may even consider closing 
some of the constituent posts. [These are all options that we 
have to consider. 


The funding alternatives are also something that we 
have to talk to OMB about. We have to talk to the Congress 
and, obviously, the White House. But we do plan to go ahead 
with that problem. It's very important to us. 


Q At one point you mentioned figure 126, but then 
on Page 86l, in the first paragraph, you say over 344 offices 
may be involved? 

A The 344 figure includes not only embassies and 


consulates but USIA and foreign commercial service offices 
overseas. 


Q - We don't have a cost figure for them in here? 


A I believe that they are included in the $3.5 
billion figure, but I'm not certain of that. 


Q Could you give an example? 


Q You have said that it will put you on the 
offensive. But everything you've said and everything I've been 
able to read on a cursory basis seems to be that we're trying 
to build an adequate defense. 





I'm just wondering, what is it that makes you feel 
that we're going to be on the offensive? 


fs) We've gone to the Congress four or five times 
since 1980 to address specific kinds of threats. After Tehran, 
we went forward with a public access control, we forward with 
the European security supplemental, we've gone forward, after 
Beirut, with a new perimeter security program. [hese are 
important. But this is an effort for us to take a longer-range 
look at the security issues and address them not in terms of 
reacting to a threat but, in fact, developing a comprehensive 
program for dealing with a total range of threats. 


Let me just make one point on this. We've talked a 
great deal about physical security. It's not as dramatic, it's 
not advertised, it's not as public, but we are also facing a 
very serious espionage threat in the field. With electronic 
security and audio security, this program would also address 
those. 


Q How is this “offensive?" 


a It's offensive in the sense that it's not 
reactive. I don't want to get into a semantic issue with you 
here. Not to react but to think ahead, to think for the future 
and to build a program. In that sense it's offensive. 


If most of the embassies that we now have are 
unsatisfactory, could you give an example of one that is okay 
so the people would have an idea of what you're going to have 
to do? 


a I was afraid you're going to get me into an 
attempt to characterize specific embassies as satisfactory or 
unsatisfactory. We have minimum standards for our buildings, 
and we are taking those buildings which do not meet those 
standards. We're looking at things like location, the threat 
in the city dn which they're located, the setback of the 
building, whether it abuts against adjoining buildings, other 
factors like that. 


Q In other words, you want to have something that 
looks like the old embassy in Saigon everywhere in the world? 


A I don't recall the old embassy in Saigon. I 
never saw it. 


One of our concerns is that we're taking buildings now 
that were often residences or office buildings and we've put 








layer after layer of security on them. There's just so much 
you can do with putting additional bollards, additional 
bullet-proof glass. We're trying to build these embassies in a 
way that we think they would be more secure, but hopefully the 
security will not be as ostentatious as it is today. 


Q In the past I recall you have -- in discussing 
renovating embassies, you've discussed this principle of public 
access and the need not to make these things look like prisons 
or bunkers. 


Does that principle still obtain, or has it been 
lowered in order to take care of the growing threat? 


a The Secretary has made it clear that there is no 
trade-off between image and protecting lives. 


We are still working with the National Academy of 
Sciences to develop security standards for an embassy that will 
hopefully make these standards where our embassies don't look 
like forts but where they're secure. 


Q We've been talking a lot about physical security 
here so far. But the report actually deals with a lot of other 
things. It talks about inadequate contract guards, it talks 
about an office in this building that doesn't run 24 hours and 
therefore doesn't notify an embassy or a post when there's a 
threat, it talks about intelligence information that isn't 
passed on to the people that it ought to be passed onto, and so 
on. 


You can build a wall around a building, or you can 
build a new building, but what do you have in mind for 
straightening out what seems to be bureaucratic decisions that 
are made about intelligence information and about threat 
ata and about hiring the right people to do the right 
job? 


A + It's our intention to deal with every 
recommendation in the Inman Panel Report, all 91 of them. The 
specific action we take on them would be sent to the Secretary 
for approval. Many of those things we have already taken 
action on. 


We are moving the guard program. I think there were 
seven or eight recommendations in the full report on improving 
the standards for our local guards. This is something that is 
very important to us. Some of those have already been done; 
others will be done shortly. That's my job, as the 
coordinator, to ensure that all of those things are done. 


(Continued on next page) 





Q How about the information flow problem? Have you 
done anything about that yet? 


a Yes. There are further recommendations in the 
Inman Panel report on the information flow problem, and we plan 
to do as much as we can to improve it. , 


Q Isn't it sort of embarrassing that that sort of 
problem particularly had to come out in a report like this, 
that you can't even tell an Embassy when there's a threat 
because the office isn't 24 hours a day? 


i) One of the mistakes we make -- we asked the Inman 
Panel to look at our vulnerabilities, and we don't look at this 
-- we asked for a critical, honest assessment. We don't look 
at this in terms of a criticism of our specific programs. If 
we do that, I think we lose sight of the vision in it. It's a 
program that helps us look forward, to have a stronger security 
program for the future. [here are criticisms in it, clearly, 
but I think we see them as an opportunity. This was something 
that we commissioned, and it's an opportunity for us to do 
something about them, and we will. 


Q I believe you said that there was no 
recommendation concerning reducing the number of Soviet 
citizens employed at the Embassy in Moscow. 


Did the panel address the question of nationals 
working in our Embassies around the world in general, given, as 
you say, the espionage threat? 


A I don't want to get too deeply into the very 
sensitive part of the report, but the Inman Panel did comment 
on our use of foreign nationals, particularly behind the Iron 
Curtain. 


Let me make one point clear here: It is the 
Department's policy to replace some of the Soviet nationals in 
Moscow with American employees. We are reducing the number of 
Soviet employees at our Embassy in Moscow. 


Q When did that start? 


A I don't have a date on it, but that's been some 
weeks ago now. 


Q You say that is not part of this -- the 
distinction you're making is that that was not part of these 
recommendations; that it was something you identified on your 
own and decided to go on, on your own. 





i) Exactly. 


Q You talk about 344 Embassies and Consulates. 
What is the total number of Embassies and Consulates in the 
world now? 


A The 344 is actually broader than Embassies and 
Consulates. The 344 includes, for example, commercial offices, 
Office of the Foreign Commercial Service, cultural centers for 
USIA. We have 262 Embassies, Consulates and Missions overseas. 


The confusion is over separate buildings and separate 
facilities. USIA, for example, has a number of facilities 
which are not a part of the Embassy, and in some cases are not 
even located in the same city. [The building itself is not 
considered part of the Embassy building. 


When we talk about a Mission overseas, then we talk 
about all of the elements of that Mission. So when you get the 
344, we're talking about different buildings. If you're just 
talking in terms of Embassies and Consulates, we have 262. 


Q That's almost half. I don't know. I'm not quite 
sure of the arithmetic here. I'm getting a little confused at 
the numbers, but it seems like that's almost half of our 
Embassies and Consulates that you're calling for a substantial 
change on. 


I'm wondering, going into this report whether you saw 
this conclusion as being that dramatic, because that's quite a 
substantial change. Was it a surprise what they came up with? 


Aa I think it's fair to say -- it is about half. We 
would relate the 126 figure to the 262. I don't think we 
expected it to be that dramatic. We knew that we had a 
problem. We did not expect it to be of that magnitude. 


Q - Are there any immediate suggestions for what to 
do in a situation in the Mideast and Central America, in light 
of the fact of what happened the last week? Is there anything 
immediate planned to take care of those hot spots? 


A The [Inman Panel was not asked -- the Inman Panel 
looked at this over a longer term and was not asked to look at 
specific incidents. There are things in the [Inman Panel that I 
think will help us to deal with these types of incidents in the 
future, but, no, they did not specifically address, for 
example, the airplane hijacking or the killing of the Marines. 





Q No, but I mean regional priorities or anything of 
that sort? I mean, an tmbassy in Europe somewhere is in less 
danger than in the Mideast, so [I just wondered whether it set 
priorities in any way’ 


o Yes. I think throughout the report there were 
recommendations on -- there was an attempt to identify 
priorities based on threats in a number of areas, including the 
construction of buildings. [here was also a recommendation on 
how we identify our priorities. 


Q Are you saying that this half of the Missions 
meet minimum requirements? Are there -- how many or what 
percentage of your overseas posts actually meet any -- all your 
criteria? Are there any new ones that have been built that 
meet that? 


io The 126 are the ones that we're most concerned 
about. The others we do not at this point plan to replace or 
to relocate. 


Q I think we're looking for an example, though, Mr. 
Lamb, of one that meets the criteria outlined in this. $ 
there one that gets an A-plus? 


i) I really don't want to get into rating 
Embacsies. That's something I just am concerned about either -. 


Was there one that was recently built that was 
somewhat along these guidelines? Is it -- 


A Am Embassy construction has historically taken us 
five to seven years. One of the things that we're trying to do 
is to improve that construction program. We have 13 buildings 
-~ we have ten Embassies that are under construction right now 
as a result of the security supplemental from last September 
Those Embassies are being built in accordance with the best 
security information, as the best security standards that we 
had at that ¢ime. But we're in the process of improving it, 
and I think when we go into this program, we'll have even 
better standards. 


We've done a great deal of research We've had some 
experts looking into this whole question of how you protect an 
Embassy against bombs There are construction techniques that 
we can draw on, and we will draw on them 


Q Does this mean then that since the Moscow Embassy 
has been under construction for about ten years, that it's 
going to be obsolete when it finally gets finished? 
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o No. I hope not. No. fhat's not -- [ wish we 
could move into that Embassy in Moscow faster, but. no, it's 
not going to be obsolete when we move in. It's going to be a 
heck of a lot better than the one we have now. 


Q If it takes five to seven years to construct an 
Embassy in the best of all possible worlds, how long would it 
take for you to rebuild or renovate these 126 facilities you're 
talking about? 


a We have experimented with techniques from the 
security supplemental of last year for speeding up this 
process. We would propose to have -- when we talk of a 


five-year program, we're talking about a five-year budget 
package with a total construction program of seven to eight 
years. 


Q What percentage of them will have to be abandoned 
altogether of the 126? 


a Do you mean just rebuilt entirely? 
Q Yes. Just totally. 


i Okay This figure, which is our best estimate 
right now, is about 75 of those will have have to be rebuilt. 


Q About +5 of them? 
A Yes, sir. And that figure could change. 
Q Rebuilt at the same site or elsewhere? 


A Elsewhere. New site In fact, many of the 
problems that we have with our Embassies is the siting. These 
are buildings that were downtown, often with a lot of glass 
frontage, built right up on the street, very difficult to 
protect. . 


Q They have great diversity now, Mr. Lamb. You 
were talking about modern techniques that are being developed 
and research reports being done by the National Academy of 
Sciences. I wonder what the danger is -- they have great 
diversity I wonder what the danger is if you're going to get 
a cookie cutter Embassy designed around the world where it's 
very identifiable as an American structure? 


a That's a difficult question. We are using some 
standard designs at some of our Embassies now, but 1 think 
we've been proud of the architectural ~- we've used American 
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architects, we've tried to project an image overseas from our 
Embassies, and I think to the extent possible, we will continue 
to use American architects and try to get some creativity. 


In fact, it’s interesting the extent -- designing 
Embassies to make them more secure is in fact a challenge for 
architects, and I think we may get some very innovative designs 
from this. . 


Q You're talking about 126 Embassies being rebuilt, 
redesigned, whatever. Given that fact, can you give us an 
adjective, a couple of words, to describe the vulnerability of 
U.S. facilities overseas right now? 


a You mean an adjective other than “vulnerable”? 
Is that -- 
Q Yeah. Yeah. I mean, how serious is the threat? 


Are we talking monumental? 


“ No. I1 think that's an important question. Let 
me try to put this in perspective. There is no Embassy 
overseas today that we have not done something to improve the 
security -- the physical security of that building. It's just 
that some of these Embassies are located in such a situation, 
or the Embassies are built in such a way, that we cannot simply 
add enother layer of barricades in the front or limit parking 
around them and continue to get the kind of security that we 
want. 


MR. MARTINEZ: Excuse me. We have time for a couple 
more questions. 


Q There's a recommendation there that calls -- 
which the Secretary has already accepted which calls for a 
board of inquiry to establish accountability after an incident 
like the bombing of the Marine barracks or the Embassy annex in 
Beirut, or something like that 


What's the purpose of that? [ mean, are you 
envisioning prosecution of somebody? What's the purpose of 
establishing accountability? 


a I think what we would like -- we've always had 
accountability. What we're trying to do in this ~- what the 
Inman Panel has recommended that we do, I think, is establish a 
formal procedure for an inquiry after an event like this. It 
is not to find somebody to punish. It's to look at our 
procedures, look at the institutional accountability, to look 
at personal accountability But there may well be incidents 
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where people would be fired or other individual punishment 
might result from such a board of inquiry. But that's not the 
primary purpose of it. 


Q Could you give us any idea about how many of 
these are just going to be eliminated? I think you said that e 
some will be -- say in smaller countries where we have 


Embassies now, will just be converted to a Consulate with 
someone nearby taking care of them? 


A No, no, no. I don't think there's anybody that's 
looking at closing an Embassy. But this figure includes some 
Consulates as well, what we call constituent posts, and there 
are -- and what I said is it “may include closing them." We 
are now looking at some of those posts to see if it isn't 
advisable simply to close them. With modern communications 
being what they are, some of the posts are not as important to 
us as they used to be. 


Q I'm just wondering --~ we're talking about 
long-term projects with building. What about short-term? What 
do you see happening right away as a result of this report? 


A We're going to move as quickly as possible on the 
entire report. I will be leaving the job that I'm in by this 
week and hope to have an office set up by Monday to begin work 
as coordinator. I plan to implement all of these 
recommendations as quickly as we can, and I would suspect some 
of them can be done almost immediately. 


Q Can you give us some examples? I mean, just -- 


a I'd rather not as pe now, but I think you can see 
from just looking at the summaries of the report. Some of 
these in fact we have already done. I think we have come a 
long way, for example, on this board of inquiry. There are 
some issues that still have to be addressed there, but we've 
come a long way towards implementing that one already. 


Q That was actually my question. for example, the 
board of inquiry could -- could that be used to immediately to 
~~ what -- if the hostage situation is resolved, colld it 
immediately go into effect and start -- 


a We have a board of inquiry at work right now -- 
or let's say representatives from the board of inquiry at work 
right now -- in Salvador, looking into the circumstances 


surrounding the death of the four Marines. 


Q That's independent of this report, isn't it? 





. 
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“ That's independent of the report, although this 
structure was developed as a result of the recommendations 
which we knew were coming from the Inman Panel. 


Q But nothing on the hostages because it's too 
soon, or you're already doing an inquiry on that? 

o I really wouldn't want to go into that one right 
now, because I think we'd have to -- that would be premature to 


say “yes” or “no” on that. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:51 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We had veen advised 
earlier that they were to ve transported overland to Damascus in the 
company of the International Red Cross and with a Syrian military 
escort. That was our understanding. That is our anticipation, that 
that is where they're going by bus at this moment. We estimate this 
will take aoout four hours. 


Upon arrival, it is our understanding that they will se 
cffered a cest stop there, and that taney will rcemain -- they will ve 
at the Sneraton Hotel in Damascus. They'll cemain an hour-and-a-inalf 
or so. Then we would anticipate tnat we will have something from <ne 
President nere at aid-morning, tnat will be following the tour sours 
and tue nour-and-a-nalt cest stop. 


The President nas asked tne Vice President to go ‘to 
Frankfurt to represent him in welcoming the passengers when they 
arrive there. 


Jackie. 


Q Yes, at wnat time specifically do you eupect tuea in 
Damascus? You said four hours -- four hours from when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Four nours from 15 or 20 
minutes ago. 


Q And rough time in Frankfurt? ‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Rough time in Prankfurt 
-~- Frankfurt fly time was what? Six to eight hours? Is that what we 
had? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Six to eight sours after 
departure. 


SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: After Jeparture iroa 


Oamascus. 

y) Can you address tive question -- 

>) Sir -- 

2 -- of the seven kidnap victias now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Can you address the question of tne seven kidnap 
victims? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Terry, we do not -- we 
were not able to count numbers getting on the bus. So until we get 
to Damascus, I don't think we can have anything firm on numbers. 
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Q Well, do you -- do you think -- 
° Q Does it not include the seven? " 
Q Do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- I*1ll work -- the 
cack. 


Q Do you think that it’s all 30 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I say, I cannot talx 
about numbers Secause we just don't «now. 


Q why do you tnink tuey -- 


Q -- more about the seven <-- about tne Israeli-held 
prisoners? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did we -- 
‘ Q -- any more about the prisoners held by the Israelis 
n20w? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we, once again, nave 
not asxed cue yovernment of Israel so do anvtning. We've maae no 
cepresentation to <.em in regard to shat they aignt do with tnese 
prisoners, 30 -- 


2 Have they given you any indication of wnat tney 
aignt Jo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have asked and none 
-- none nas een asked and none has been given. 


2 why JO sou think tnat tne Shiites decided to releuse 
tue .ostages? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -= you would <- they'd 
oe far better to answer that than I would. 


Q Were there any enticementys at all? Or was there 
anything offerea? Or did they just suddenly, out of tue clear olue 
Siy, Say, “We're going to do it"? Or what -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I mean, there's no 
secret “hat we have oeen intensely involved everywhere from the 
President, through the Secretary of State, through the National 
Security Advisor over the period of two weeks from top to bottom. ‘We 
nave let diplomacy run its course, as we indicated we would on 
Tuesday. We went into a periog of gilenve oecause we thought that 
would oe tive better way to let diplomacy work its will. 


As you know a numoer of diplomatic contacts, governmental 
otfictals trom different 
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countries have been in contact with Berri. We make no secret of the 
fact that we have been in contact with President Assad in Syria. 


Q Well, do you think the threats -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All of these were 
designed to bring pressure on those who are holding the hostages to 
release then. 


Q Do you think the threats helped? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're hopeful that this 
is -- threats? Did the threats help? I don't accept the term of 
threats but on -- 


Q Threat of a blockade. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the other hand, I 
can't pass judgment on it. I don't know what was going through their 
ainds -- 


Q Well, you don't -- so you really don't know what it 
was that turned the tide on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I can't pass 
judgment on that. No. 


Q What was Assad's role in all of this? Did he just 
-- how instrumental was he in getting them released? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that we 
can be specific on any of that. We will, through the course of the 
day, at -- mid-morning the President will in all probability make a 
statement here and then during the course of the day we will do our 
very best to provide you with all the background information. But I 
just can't go into -that. 

Let me do the back a little bit. 

Joe? 

Q Four hours from when? What's your departure? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Four hours from -- what 
2 did -- say? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- forty-five. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 3:45 a.m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Three forty-five a.m. 
plus four. 


Q But I'm hearing that they left at 2:45 a.m. Beirut 
is saying they left at 2:45 a.a. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't have 
that o 


Charles? 


Q Mid-morning statement -- is that something prior to 
the radio address? . 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Nine o'clock? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All the way to the back. 


Q I know you say you can‘t count numbers but do you 
have any independent indication that the flight crew has left the 
airplane? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, we don't. 
Q Do you have the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All the way to the back. 


Q So no information about the flight crew or the TWA 
jet itself -- what's going to happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Bob? 


Q Do you have assurances from Assad that the hostages 
will in fact be moved to Frankfurt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is our belief, yes. 
Q When there was -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: George? 


Q When did this come together? When did you know you 
had this -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We received some 
notification from the Middle East -- I don't want to be specific at 
this time -- from the governments there at about 6:30 p.m. -- 6:00 
p.m. = 6:30 p.a. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was more like 7:00 
p.@. c= 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Seven -- a little after 
7:00 p.a. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- a little after 7:00 
p.m. when we received -- 


Q Was it after the National Security meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it was after that 
meeting. 


Yes? 


Q -- when their status as hostages is going to change? 
As soon as they leave the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When is what? 


Q Their status as hostages -- is going to change when 
taey leave the -- Lebanese border or, I mean, entering Syria -- they 
will be free, or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I == I mean, that's a 
rather technical question. I think we will assume them to be free 
when they're on a U.S. aircraft. 


Q Are you able to -- when you started the clock -- 
well, that's the wrong -- when you announced that you were going to 
let -- diplomacy run its course for a few days and couple that with 








the disclosure of the options, are you able to say now how much hope 
there really was that the diplomacy would bear fruti? I mean, you 
said at the time you wouldn't -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We said “hope,” yes. 
Assurances or confidences or whatever. We were making these 
contacts, we intensified these contacts. We had a number of 
governments involved -- as many as we could bring to bear that we 
thought would be influential. But in a case like this, as complex as 
it was, _ never knew when these contacts were going to bring -- 
bear fruit. And so, from one moment until the next, we were hopeful, 
but we were not -- had no assurances or there was notneng moving 
forward at -- during that period. 


Q At that time. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. At various times, 
you would see ups and downs but -- 


Candy? 


Q I just want to make sure that I understand that 
neither the U.S. nor Israel told either Lebanon or Syria that you 
would do anything in return for this release? 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what Israel 
told Syria or Lebanon. I can't speak for them 


Q Okay. How about the U.S,? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States has 
cepeatedly publicly and etter | Stated its position that it is our 
belief that the Israelis will follow through with their intention to 
release these. That's all we have and that's all we've said. And 
we've said publicly and privately the same thing. 


Q And that's all you've said publicly or privately to 
Syria or to Lebanon -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, because that's all 
we have. 


Q Okay. Cet me ask one more question about the seven. 
Do you have any ceason to believe that the seven -~ I mean, any hint 
that has come throughout the past two weeks to DSelieve that the seven 


might be on that bus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I just really can't 
address that until we see what the situation is. 


Q But there's been no hint of it one way or the other 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right, no, If 
wouldn't <= 


Q -- over the -- 


SENIOR AOMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we've received no 
hint. You're cight. 


9 Two things. Was the President woken up early this 
morning to be told they were on the buses? And also, will they te 
leaving Syria on a U.S. aircraft, and what will happen -- what wiil 
that orocedure be from Syria to Frankfurt back to the States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President Aas been 
kept advised, received a detailed briefing on the current plan in the 
early evening, and then he will probably be briefed here shortly, if 
he hasn't already, by Bud on the current situation. 








Helen? 
Q What about the other part of the question, though? 
Q What about the aircraft? How will they leave Syria? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The aircraft? We would 
anticipate U.S. aircraft will take them from Damascus to Frankfurt. 


Q Then they'll spend eight or nine hours in Frankfurt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Don't have a timetable 
there as to what they will do. And then they will be returning here. 
As far as any plans for them to come here, I can't -- we're not that 
fac along. 


Q You said that the President had the meeting with the 
advisors before he even knew that this was in the works. What was 
the purpose of the meeting -- just to update? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To update and to review 
the current situation. 











we had generally seen the diplomatic overtures, or diplomatic 
contacts pretty well remain at the same level. In other words, there 


was nothing new through the day today, and so we were -- opportunity 
to meet discuss, review options -- that kind of thing. And then 


shortly after that meeting -- 


Q Well then, didn't then, some message came through, 
through the Situation Roos? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think shortly after 
that meeting, we had some words from our people in Syria that this 
was possible. 


David? 


Q The President's said all along we can't sake 
concessions to the terrorists. Is it your belief that these people 
are being rceleased without having sade any concessions to the 
terrorists? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have made no 
concessions. 


Joe? 


Q I understand your yoo with not being able to get 
a head count of people getting on the bus, but what was the 

nn es ee to the U.S. government in this information you 
received at 7:00 of earlier tonight -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we had 
anything specific on numbers, Joe, that's just procedure, but not 
numbers. 


Joyce? 


Q We have made no concessions. Has the U.S. made any 
assurances to the Syrians, the Shiites, about retaliation -- that we 
will mot rcetaliate? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've made no 
concessions -- simple as that. 


Joe? 


Q Your statements about the original seven, did -- do 
I -- were you saying -- do you feel that Berri has some control over 
those -- the fate of those seven? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Maybe some influence, 
but it's been our belief all along that they're held separately by 
the other factions. 


Job? 


Q When you said you made so concessions, | assume that 
means you also made no agreements or given any sort of assurances 
like that, but does the President's statement of yesterday -- 
afternoon, I guess -- when he said those who -- terrorists and those 
who support terrorism will be held to sccount, is that still at play 
~~ is that still an operative -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, the President has 
not changed on that. ' 


The other Sob? 


Q Just to clarify it, I think it's your position that 
these people are being released completely without conditions, is 
that correct? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've asked for -- we've 
imposed no condition, asked for no condition. 


Joe? 


Do we know any -- can you tell us anything more 
about the original hijackers and -- whether or not there's any 
involvement with any other states? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can't. 


Charles? 


Q At one point, Nabih Berri was quoted as saying all 
he wanted was a brief statement by the U.S. that -- believed the 
Israelis were illegally holding the Lebanese. Is the U.S. willing, 
or is it going to make -- statements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have made our 
original statement, and we've not changed on that. 


. George? 


Q When you say mid-morning, what's the earliest you 
might expect the President to come out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 9:00 a.m., of 10:00 
a.@., Of 11:00 a.m. -=- somewhere in there. 


Q But not before 9:00 a.a.? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not -- you 
know, 








we're going to be sure of our status before the President talks. 
Q But not before 9:00 a.m., you don't think? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't think so, 
looking at the four hours, an hour-and-a-half and so forth. 


Nelson. 


Q Is what you're saying is the President's not going 
to talk until they're on the U.S. airplane. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 


Q Have you seen the President since this all began to 
fall into place -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not since he went 
home last night? 


Q Which was before the NSC meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Six or seven. Well, no, 
he came over nere for the NSC aeeting. 


Q Okay. And then he goes back. Jut you haven't seen 
nia since this. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Went dack about 6:30 
p.m. Or something like that. 


Q And is he -- When you say he's watching tais with 
interest, he's not -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not watching television 


Q -- not up? He's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, just scheduled 
reports. 


Q We have a report that the TWA plane has filed a 
flignt plan for 5:00 a.m. our tiae. Do you know anything asovdt that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've had sone 
information that there have been contacts between the plane and the 
tower regarding Damascus, but we can’t pass any judgaent on that as 
to what that means -- 


Q Any idea whether the crew -- is that contact wy the 
Original crew? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just couldn't say. 

Q You said there was mo change during the day. And 
then you had your meeting here. And then something happened in 
Syria. You don't have any idea what that something was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Uo. They just called 
and informed ue that this was their plan. So, I don't *now. 


Q Was that Syria that called you? Or your people froa 
Damascus? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: It was our people in 
Damascus that called us. But they -- 


Q ~~ what the Syrians had told thea. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- were in contact with 
thes, yes. 


ie} Do you know what the sticking point was or what 
broke the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't Know that there 
was @ sticking point. Maybe just time, time and spece. 


Qe Are you going to be able st some point to -- now or 
later in the day -- to sort of lay out how this thing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I anticipate 
having Bud down here sometime after the President, in order to talk 
about a8 such a8 he can on tne situation. 


Cnaries. 


Q The President's words in [Illinois today were very 
strong, perticularly the condemnation, talking about oarberians and 
al} that. And this was at a point where this thing cowld still have 
come unglued. What was the philosophy cehind taking that kind of « 
teck at that juncture? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Deeply-held beliefs oy 
the President. 


~ Wo concern tnat making those seemingly tnreatening 
cesaraxs could shoct tne thing down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Teese remarks were 
really in a much brosder context than the specific incident. 


Helen. 


~ Has tne planning gone forward enough to say whetner 
there would o@ @ welcoming ceremony here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would anticipate there 
would be, Helen. I don’t know how or when. We just don't have s 
timetavie. 


~ Foui‘ta of July? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it'll 
be that <= 


Q How about «= Did tie President call Assad after 
this? And are sou preising the Syrian -- 


SCUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has not <-- 
Q -- role? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President sas not 
spoken with President Assad yet. And | would let him eddress 
whatever remarks that ne wants to make about President Assad. «ner 
makes remarks. 


Q vO sOw @upect the sostages to ve Jebriefeu in 
Prankturt << 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have @ timetabie 
in Frankfurt, out that devriefing procedure that you've seen before 
is cectainiy «nat we would otter then. 


Keep in mind that these individuals 











are not government employees or -- Some ailitary but not all 
militery. 
Q Sas - , 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Bas anyone been in touch with Nabih Berri since all 
of this broke? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've had contacts with 
him in Lebanon -- our diplomats. : 


Q This evening or -- this sorning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, this sorning 
Lebanon tine. 


Joe? 


' Q Ie Wabih Berri saying that all 39 are being 
released? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't -- I haven't 
heard hia count. 


Q Not saying -- 

Q Going back to Charles’ or» about the speech 
proof you said it was a deeply held belief, of course, it's been a 
é y belé belief of the President throughout this -- he had not 
said anything even in print for two days. Was there any specific 
reason that this was -- that he was as tough as he was -- Was he 
trying, for example, to sort of kick things -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't read that 
into it, no. 


Q But you just wouldn't read anything into it? 


Q Did Berri explain why this was all taking place in 
your contacts with him -- why he was giving in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think so. * 
Q Does he see it as giving in, do you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. 

Q pid it have any -- 


Q Were there any American officials at the farewell 
gathering in Beirut -- I mean, the count of 32 versus 39? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't believe 30, 
Helen. It don't bellewe -- think that was -- 


Q Ace you going to talk to us again? 

Q Yeah. 

Q This morning? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q Are you going to come out and talk to us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think we will do 
anything until we get some confirmation of arrival in Damascus. 
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Q But you'll do something before the President? 


r! SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I thigk -- just walk 
right in and then Bud and then that's it. 


Q He'll be the next voice we hear. 
Q Can you let -- 
Q Is the President going to speak on arrival in 


Q Can't you let us know -- 
Q “- U.S. a. craft? 
Q Can't you iet us know when he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me go to ay 
colleague. 


' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We might be able to say 
when we believe that they've arrived at Damascus. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, okay. 

Q That would be great. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But that would just be a 

Q Who was the first person to get the word here in the 
White House that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That they had -- 

Q That they were boarding buses and it looked like it 


was -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: McFarlane -- Ambassador 
Bartholomew. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- Bud talking to 
Bartholomew. 


Q About what time specifically? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: About 3:45 I guess. 


Q Just to clarify -- 

Q Any comment on what he said when he heard the news 
or what Sartholomew said or -- 

Q Hurrah. 

Q Hurrah. 

Q Yeah, for our side. 


Q Just to clarify when the President's going to speak, 
will it be when they're in Damascus or when they're on the U.S. 
aiccraftt? , 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When they're on the U.S. 


aircraft. 





Q Ané you'll let us know when he arrives -- when they 
arrive? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:35 A.M. EDT 
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The Briefing Roos 
6:17 P.M. EOT 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Questions? 
Q Mr. Secretary, what is our policy toward -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: He started first. 


Q Mc. Secretary, can you explain why Syria, a country 
that the United States has often criticised for supporting terrorisa, 
has — so helpful, and does this indicate a change in our approach 
to Syria? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don*t know the reason, alt hI 
hope that it shows that Syria, like other states, has conc] that 
hijacking and terrorism is bad. 


Q What about the seven who remain in Lebanon? What 
hopes do you have that gosneee Syria could be helpful, and what is 
our policy toward retaliation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We discussed this with -- the seven -- 
with Syria, and it is our impression, I think based on reality, that 
President Assad is working hard on that problem, and we are glad that 
he is doing so. 


Q Mc. Secretary, what can you tell us about -- 


Q And the second part of the question, about 
retaliation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo comment on that. 


Mr. Secretary, what can you tell us about the 
possibility that now Israel will release, on some schedule, the 
Lebanese prisoners that it is holding? — 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: tIsreel said before any of this 
happened that it intended to release those priscners. And I saw the 
Defense Minister, Mr. Rabin, on American television today saying that 
those prisoners had been taken temporarily -- I think that was his 
word -- and they intended to release them. So, I expect that they 
will. 


Q Won't that be seen, sir, as a quid pro quo, even if 
there was no direct Linkage? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no linkage and certainly when 
Ierael intended to do something before this happened, the 
hostage-taking should not prevent them from doing something that they 
fully inte to do. So there is no linkage there, and I think it 
is extremely important for us and for others who are combatting 
terrorism to see to it that the linkage does not exist. 


Q Well, are you saying that you had no talks with 
Tereel, no talks with Syria, that this a1] came out of the blue, you 
know, from Heaven? 
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. SECRETARY SHULTZ: Of course it didn't. 
Q Well, how did it come about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We had lots of discussion with many 
governgents, including Israel, and of course in recent days 
especially Syria, and throughout we have made the point that these 
hostages and the others being held should be freed. And we also made 
the point that since Israel was in the process of releasing those 
prisoners before this happened that it was quite clear that if 
anything the hostage taking was impeding a process that had already 
been underway. 


Q Mr. Secretary, would you explain what the hitch was 
yesterday, why there was a delay, and what Syria's role was in 
resolving the probles? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The problem apparently was that the 
four held by the Hezbollah were not released to the pool of the rest 
of the group of the hostages. And so exactly why and what persuaded 
them, I don't know. I do know that the Syrians came to us last night 
and they said that they thought it would be helpful if we issued a 
statement along certain lines and so we worked up a statement that 
reaffirmed our long-standing policy and put it out. 


Q Did they help write the release? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They suggested what they thought 
might be helpful in a statement, but we wrote the statement and, as I 
said, it is a statement of things that we have long held and I think 
it is an unexceptionable statement. 


Q Do you have any evidence of Iranian involvement 
either in the creation of the delay or the resolution of the delay 
between yesterday's aborted release and today's release? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, we don't. 


Q Is the government committed to retaliation, as the 
President said? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me tell you what our policy is, if 
I can just take a minute, on combatting terrorism. First, in a 
democracy there has to be an effort and there has to be a broad 
understanding in the American people about the nature of this threat, 
its importance, and an understanding of why certain kinds of 
positions need to be taken toward it, in particular why it is 
important that you do not make deals with terrorists. 


Second, we are working very hard and with considerable 
success at developing our intelligence capability, not only so that 
we are more and more going to be able to find out who has done 
something after it takes place, but more important, to spot things 
that might happen. It is important for us to have this capability, 
it is important for our friends to have it, and then it is important 
for there to be a linkage in an intelligence net. There have been 
over sixty instances in the last nine months in which we have managed 
to find out about something that probably would have happened and 
expose it or stop it or do something about it. So we are having some 
impact, and I might say that those who are planning and carrying out 
terrorist acts perhaps would be a little surprised to know how much 
we are getting to know about then. 


Thicd, obviously we have to do certain defensive things. 
Right now people are focused on airplanes and airports. And of 
course that is something that we have been working on for many years. 
Again, we have to do more and we have to do better, but the 
techniques that have been developed have been working. 

















To take an example, some 35,000 weapons or explosive 
charges of one kind or another have been siezed at American airports 
in the last 20 years. There's also, of course, the question of our 
embassy buildings and things of that kind, so there's that kind of 
defense. 


And fourth, we have to develop our capability to take 
matters of active defense so that terrorists more and more come to 
realize that there are costs to them of conducting these terrorist 
acts and so that we are in a position, if we see something that might 
happen, to preempt it and interdict it. 


So those are the four strands of our policy. And I think 
we have been making headway. Obviously, it's something that needs to 
be worked on hard and continuously. 


Q The President spoke of ho'ding the hijackers 
accountable. Is there some realistic hope wf doing that, and if so, 
how? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We certainly want to find in 
particular who it is that beat and shot Robert Stethem. I think, in 
this moment of joy that 39 people have been released, we have to 
remember not only the seven we still seek, but we have to remember 
that one was beaten and murdered. And we have to remember six 
Americans and El Salvadorans shot in El Salvador. We have to 
remember the people in the Air India plane that went down. We have 
to remember the baggage handlers in Narita Airport. So there's a lot 
of culpability out there. 


But at any rate, to come back to your question, who shot 
-- and we want to find out about that and bring that person to 
justice, along with the people conspiring with him. 


Q But exactly what kind of justice can they be brought 
to? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: if they are identified, presumably 
there are processes of law anil we will do everything we can to see 
that they're enforced. 


Mr. Secretary, the President mentioned his gratitude 
to Syria for assistance in this affair and did not, as far as I can 
recall, mention Mr. Berri. Would you appraise his role in this 
affair in terms of the release of the hostages? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: He has portrayed himself in various 
roles. He's portrayed himself as a mediator; he's portrayed himself 
as a party and a member of the group. So I think we have to do some 
sorting out about Mr. Berri. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said that there has to be a cost 
with the terrorists. Given the worldwide attention to the 
terrorists’ demands, the “understanding” statements by the hostages, 
and the lack, thus far, of any kind of reprisals, doesn't it look 
like there was no cost to these terrorists, that they, indeed, won? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think that they have paid a price 
and this, of course, is an ongoing proposition, this fight against 
terrorism. We're very much in the midst of it. 


Somebody asks -- 
Q But what price -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Just a minute. Somebody asked a . 
question about the individuals, and we will seek those individuals. 
I might say also that 15 percent of the hijackings outside the United 
States over the last 15 years have either originated, ended, or gone 
through the Beirut Airport. The Beirut Airport has become a kind of 
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safe haven for terrorists. And, certainly, it's one of the things 
that we and other countries must consider that as long as Beirut is a 
haven for terrorists, it should not be a place frequented by the 
World community. So that airport, I think, is something that we have 
to look at very carefully. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you said that you expected that 
Israel would be releasing the Lebanese prisoners. Would you have an 
estimate on how long it might be before all of them would be 
released? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This question is all something for 
Israel to decide, and my statement is based on things that they have 
said. 


Q MR. Secretary, do you consider the statement 
released by the State Department last night to limit the U.S. ability 
to retaliate or take any action in any way? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The statement was a statement of our 
views about Lebanon. Similar views have been stated many times in 
the past and we had no objection to reaffirming those views. 

: Q Mr. Secretary, other people in this building have 
said that the jury is still out on Assad and Syria, and while he's 
been helpful in this case, the real test may be in whether he can 
produce the other seven. Is that how you see it, that this was a 
singular incident of cooperation? Or has he really enhanced his 
position and U.S./Syrian relations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: President Assad has been helpful on 
other occasions, you remember. And he certainly was on this one. 
And we have pretty solid information that he's been working 
assiduously on the problem of the other hostages. And so we welcome 
that. 


Q Why would it not be a good idea, Mr. Secretary, for 
us to ask the Israelis not to release the Shiite prisoners until we 
get our seven kidnapped victims back? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That would be producing a linkage that 
we do not want to see. Our hostages in Lebanon should be free, 
period. It's not linked to anything else. We don't want to link it 
to anything else. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why was there not a military action, 
an attempt to rescue the hostages on that one opportunity the United 
States seems to have had in Algeria? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not going to comment on military 
possible options. 


Q What price -- you mentioned that these terrorists 
have paid a price. What price have they paid, since it seems as 
though they have won what they wanted? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Lebanon and the Beirut Airport has 
dramatized itself as an outcast by its actions in the world 
community. 
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Certainly, Lebanon is a place with a very considerable 
Gegree of chaos. And I think that's a heavy price for that comaunity 
to pay. And they're very guch a part of it. And this all is not 


over yet. 
Q Mr. Secretary, are you suggesting -- 


Q To follow up on that, are you calling for a world 
boycott of the Beirut Airport? Is the United States going to take 
any measures tc prevent other world carriers or our own carriers froa 
flying in there? Tell us precisely what you intend to do about the 
airport. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are going to be in touch with our 
friends about the airport and, we hope, develop a concerted pattern 
of action. At any rate, we have a very clear view about that 
airport, and I've expressed it here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you've spoken about the people who 
shot Robert Stethem, the surderers, and that we're going to try to 
bring them to justice. You've spoken, though, of a juridical 
setting. Can we take it then that we are not going to attempt to 
retaliate in the sense of vengeance against a -- just a wider 
comaunity? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Vengeance is a kind of a visceral 
feeling that people get, naturally. We all do. I think from the 
standpoint of the sort of active defense that I spoke of, that what 
we really need to think about is imposing costs and looking to the 
future and preeapting. 


But, at the same time, people who commit crimes -- and 
this is certainly a crime in anybody's book -- must be brought to 
justice. And we will do everything we possibly can to see that that 
takes place. 


Q Mr. Secretary, I wonder if you were at all 
disappointed when the hostages held their press conference that 
seemed to have nothing favorable to say about the U.S. government and 
its efforts, but a lot favorable to say about the Amal? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They speak for themselves. They're 
entitled to their opinions. They've been through a trauma. And God 
bless them. And I's glad that they're on their way home. ‘ 


Q Mr. Secretary, one other question about the two -- 
or about the actual killers of the -- of our man, are you suggesting 
that you would try to extradite them through the government of 
Lebanon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not setting out any particular 
judicial path here, but to say, here is a person and -- in conspiracy 
with others -- who committed murder, cold-blooded aurder after having 
performed a beating. And that kind of activity deserves to be 
punished. 


Q Okay. But the question really is whether you're 
going to try to do it covertly or whether you're going to try to do 
it through principles of international law. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Naturally, we are principled people. 
But we believe it should be done. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you tell us, in regards to ~ 
Beirut Airport, as far as I know, there are only four airlines that 
fly in there and -- besides the Middle East Air, there are only 
weekly flights. Ise that a strong enough action to tell people to 
cancel -- three airlines to cancel weekly flights from the airport? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we'll see how that works. And I 
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think, however, that closing an airport that has turned out to have 
such a high participation in hijeckings and which has become a place 
where, in a sense, you can go if you hijack a plane and get 
reinforcements, is a place that should be on our off-limits list. 

And that's the point here. It's not a question of sort of econosic 
sanctions or something like that. It’s a question of trying to close 
the usefulness of that airport. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President said that those who 
helped us would be remembered and those who didn't help us will be 
reseabered. Who were those who didn't help us? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm not going to go into that. But we 
have some pretty good ideas. 


Q Mr. Secretary, the President used some fairly strong 
language in denouncing the terrorists. What is to impel thes to 
release the remaining seven Americans? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They, I hope, will respond to the 
same considerations that sust have led to the release of the 39 that 
were released today. Certainly, if there's any humaneness, that 
should be done. And it should be done promptly. And at any rate, we 
will continue to work at it. And, es I said earlier, we have the 
very distinct impression that President Assad has put as considerable 
amount of will power into it. And we will be pushing hard. 


MR. SIMS: Helen, last question, please. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if you're so interested in justice 
being done and the Lebanese have been in captivity in Ierael for two 
years, some of thea, why don't you ride herd on Israel so that they 
also liberate people who were taken as “potential terrorists,” never 
wy We vetoed anything that would have helped them in the UN, 
and so forth. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The point I want to make in response 
to your question is that the probleas of prisoners in Israel and the 
problems -- our hostages in Beirut had no connection with each other. 

Q Well, why don't you worry about thea? 

MR. SIMS: Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: We worry about injustice all over the 
world. But in the case >of handling a terrorist incident, the worst 
mistake you can make, I think, or one of the bad sistakes, is to 
sllow terrorists to establish a linkage where none exists, simply by 
asserting it. And if we allow that to happen, then anybody who has a 
grievance anywhere in the world can grab you and a few other people 
-- famous people like you -- 

Q And you. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and say -- 

Q Thank you. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- and say, “The United States should 
go redress this grievance or we won't let you go." So, we're not 
going to do that. That's the anewer. 

Q What the Senior Official who said that we should -- 

Q You're keeping your dinner guest waiting. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You better believe it. 


END 6:37 P.M. EDT 





BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
HIJACKING OF TWA FLIGHT 647 
BY 
SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL 
MONDAY, JULY 1, 19865, 4:21 P. M. 


MR. KAL®: Good afternoon. I'm going to pass this one 
statement out here, which is ON THE RECORD. 


This will be BACKGROUNDER. The statement that I just 
distributed is ON THE RECORD. What follows from this point on 
will be a BACKGROUNDER. It is attributable to a Senior State 
Department Official. 


Q We didn't get copies of this. Could you just 
read this statement so we can take it down? 


a No. We'll get you copies in a second. 


Q Can I ask one question about your statement, 
Bernie? 


A Just a minute, Jim. This is all that we're 
having ON THE RECORD that [I distributed, but - 


Q No. That's what I'm asking you. An “office” 
can't make a statement. A “person” can, but an “office” 
can't. Wow, is this attributable to you as the Spokesman? 


A [t is attributable to the State Department Press 
Office. 


Q Well, I feel myself that I can identify the head 
of the Press Office when I use this statement. 


A Distributed by me. That's perfectly fine. 
Q Okay. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Well, this 
statement, for those of you that didn't get a copy, says that 
the United States is taking legal action and diplomatic steps 
to isolate Be.rut International Airport and to encourage other 
governments to take similar steps. 








The actions approved are to terminate MEA service to 
the United States -- Middle East Airline service to the United 
States. 


To terminate the permit authority for U.S.-Lebanon 
service by the Lebanese cargo airline, INA, and by any United 
States cargo carriers 


And the diplomatic steps reterred to: We are 
informing other governments of our actions. We are encouraging 
them to take similar actions 


We are discussing with other governments the 
termination of all air transport to and from Lebanon, and to 
terminate landing rights for any nation whose airlines continue 
to fly to Lebanon. 


Q That last phrase -- 
Q No. Who will terminate. Yeah, that's an 


ambiguous statement. Will the U.S. terminate it or will it ask 
that other governments terminate? 


) To ask other governments to terminate. 
Q To terminate? 
“ Yes. 


Q If what? 


i) fo terminate landing rights for any nation whose 
airlines continue to fly to Lebanon. 


Q Will we do that too then? 
Q We won't let them land here? 
a We're starting -- this is actions approved today 


by the President, and what we are doing today is starting 
discussions, consultations, with other governments. 


Q But you're terminating service here. 
a We are terminating service here. 
Q Only cargo service, you said. 


is No. We have -- 





Q Middle East Airways. 


“ We have a service of Middle East Airways -- MEA, 
sorry, not airlines -- Middle East Airways, and that is, I . 
believe, a twice weekly passenger service to New York. And 
they have landing rights for Lebanon's all-cargo carrier, TNA, 
Trans-Mediterranean Airways, and there is currently authority 
for Pan American and TWA cargo rights. 


Q Where does TWA operation to? Is it New York? 


i I'm afraid you're going to have a lot of specific 
questions that we'll have to dig out the answers for you I 
don't have that. 


Q How does this deter hijacking? 


I?) I think the point of the decisions taken today is 
that we are trying to -- we are seeking a common international 
understanding of the nature of this problem, of the hijacking 
problem. We're trying to enhance international solidarity 
against hijackings, terrorism, and the Beirut situation in 
general. 


Q How does this in any way impose any punishment on 
the people who killed a Navy diver and who held Americans 
hostage for 17 days. Isn't this sort of playing at the edges? 


A We're trying to deal -- this is a very complex 
problem in trying to deal with the hijacking of the TWA 
flight. We have to deal with a host of related issues, and one 
of those related issues is the status of Beirut International 
Airport. 


Q And doesn't -- 


A We want to put Beirut International Airport off 
limits until Beirut puts terrorists off Limits. 


Q Sir, when the hijackers forced the TWA plane to 
land at Beirut, it was almost in this kind of a status. The 
runways were barricaded and the pilot simply said he had to 
land, and they took the barricades away. 


This doesn't seem to be trying to close the usefulness 
of that airport to hijackers, which is what Mr. Shultz saia 
yesterday. He said, "It's not a question of sort of economic 
sanctions," or anything like that. 





“ I'd regard this as a stage in our effort to deny 
Beirut International Airport to the use of terrorists. 


Q Will we apply the same thing. sir -- are we 
considering applying the same thing to other airports such as 
Tehran and Tripoli, or do you think that the Government of 
Lebanon has more control over the .terrorists than Tehran and 
Tripoli? 


‘ In the case of Lebanon we are trying to enlist 
the support of the authorities of the Government of -- of the 
authorities of Lebanon, including the Government of Lebarin. 
The authorities of Lebanon, the way history has developed cver 
the last several years, includes leaders of the various 
militias, it includes the Minister of Justice of Lebanon. 


Q But why not Tripoli and Tehran? Wo consideration 
of that at all? Is that -- 


a Well, there is no Amer: an service into either 
Tripoli or Tehran. 


Q But, I mean, other nations do fly there. I just 
wondered if you'd given any thought to doing the same thing for 
those airports of governments that seem to be sponsoring these 
terrorists. 


6 We are focusing right now on Beirut International 
Airport. If you examine the sanctions we have put into effect 
in terms of our trade, our relationship with the Government of 
Libya and the Government of Iran, I think you'll find a very 
wide variety of sanctions that we've worked out over the last 
several years. 


Q There are only three airlines that fly in, as far 
as I know, that fly -- aside from Middle East, that fly into 
Beirut, and they are Air France, Sabena and Cyprus Air. 


Could you tell us what France has to say about this, 
or Belgium has to say about this, what Cyprus has to say about 
this, and whether you're going to cut off Air France from 
landing in the United States, and Sabena from landing in the 
United States. 


Q We're just starting -- as of today the decision 
was taken to open consultations with other governments, so it's 
ahead of - 


Q And have you gotten any early word from France? 





“ No. We have not yet. We -- it's already a bit 
late at night. 


Q Well, would you -- are you considering cutting 
off these airlines from landing in the United States? : 
“ We're considering consultations with those 


governments, in the first instance, and we'll determine our 
actions step by step as a result of those consultations. 


Q Are his facts correct? 


a Well, I know that there are no scheduled 
airlines, other than MEA, as of now using BIA. There are some 
charter flights. There are a variety of, I'm informed, other 
countries that have national airlines with landing rights in 
Beirut, but I gather those are not being actively exercised 
today. 


Q Is that those three? 


a I think those are included. There are also 
certain East European airlines as well. 


Q Could you identify them? 


a I would have to ask to --— for time to research 
that. 


Q What about Aeroflot? 


a I think that's among them, but again [ caution 
you to let's check out the facts on that. 


Q In the wake of this, do you still have any hopes 
of being able to obtain the safe release of the TWA plane 
itself? 


a Yes. We see no contradiction between the 
diplomatic and legal steps which we're initiating and the 
return of the TWA flight -- or the aircraft. 


Q You don't think you're providing an incentive 
here to -- any terrorists that may remain to take action 
against the aircraft itself or to prevent its departure? 


fa We hope we are providing an incentive to the 
authorities of Lebanon to curb the use of Beirut International 
Airport by terrorists. 





Q Could you tell us whether there are any other 
steps that were either approved today, or can you tell us what 
other steps are under consideration following this incident? 


a No, I can't go beyond those -- The steps that ° 
I've listed are those that have been approved today, and I 
won't go beyond that. 


Q Are other steps being considered? 
a I wouldn't go beyond that at this time. 


Q What do you think will be the practical effect of 
this move? What's going to happen in Lebanon because of this? 


a I think you -- you see, the target here is the 
authorities of Lebanon. It's also a number of governments who 
have joined in international agreements and treaties on 
hijacking. We hope that this will start -- we expect this will 
start a process of very intensive consultations with those 
governments to see what international action can be agreed 
upon. It's premature to say just how that's going to come 
out. We're just getting started. 


Q Is this going to hurt somebody, or is somebody 
going to feel a lot of pressure for some particular reason 
because of this, and, if so, why? 


a [I think it's a very clear signal from Washington, 
from the White House, of the seriousness with which it regards 
hijacking, with which it takes the -- with which it has taken 
the hijacking of TWA 847, and we want to, as I say, start now 
on the steps which we hope will forestall future use of BIA by 
terrorists. 


Q I apologize in advance for asking a question that 
I think has been asked before, but I didn't understand the 
answer: Is the United States Government considering the 
possibility of taking action against the carriers of countries 
that continue to permit or accord landing rights to MEA? 


a What we are looking for is, first and last, the 
closure of BIA in terms of its use. We're not trying to damage 
Middle East Airways. Middle East Airways, as you know, has 
operated throughout prolonged periods when BIA was closed. If 
[I'm not mistaken, [ think that was the situation for almost 
five months last year -- there were no flights in there. So 
this is not directed against MEA. It's directed against BIA. 


Q So you're also telling MEA, then, “Go find 
another airport." 





Aa Well, it has many other airports. It has 
operated successfully outside of other -- from other centers. 


Q Then, can you take it -- excuse me, Bernie, just , 
to follow up and answer the question as stated: if other 
countries continue to accord landing rights to MEA out of BIA, 
would you then take action, or would you contemplate action 
against the carriers of those countries? 


a I think you've got to let this process of 
discussions with the other governments get started, get 
underway before we make statements one way or the other. These 
steps today are taken with, out of the real seriousness of 
purpose, and we will be impressing on other governments where 
MEA does have landing rights just how seriously we regard it. 


We'll have more to say about this in the future, but 
I'm not going to slant it one way or the other. 


Q But you're leaving open that possibility, 
honestly, sir. 


a I have to leave open all possibilities. 


Q qa» why not just -- 


Q Why not punish the Shi'ites as opposed to MEA, 
which is, you know, the government airline that is not 
necessarily operated, run, owned, or anything else by any one 
connected to those people that took the Americans hostage? 


a First of all, let me draw a very clear line 
against your question. We're not out to punish the Shia; we're 
out to punish those who engaged in hijacking and who may 
contemplate use of BIA in the future for those purposes. 


I think as the Secretary has commented on more than 
one occasion, this has been a unique affair in which hijackers 
have been able to draw on the resources of a substantial part 
of a major city. And as you look back over the last 15 years, 
I think the statistics show some 15 percent of international 
hijackings have either originated, transitted, or terminated at 
BIA. 


Q Just to follow up Bill's question, how does this 
make it impossible for them to use the airport? I mean if 
there were another hijacking in another part of the world, 
theoretically, they would still be able to land at Beirut 
Airport. 





“ Uh-huh. 
Q You're punishing MEA, it seems to me, but not -- 
“ Well, the intent is to get BIA off-limits. 

How does this act further the closure of the 


Beirut International Airport, or the non-use of it by future 
terrorists? 


a It is a first step. 

Q Why not just bomb the airport, seriously? Why 
not bomb the airport, or just take some action on our own to 
just make it out of action. 

“a (No response) 

Q What is the answer to that question? 

Q I didn't hear that. 

(Laughter) 

6 The answer was “no comment.” 

Q No comment to “ The Times?” 


Q What effect might this decision have on the 
release of the -- 


a The answer was, “I'm not going to speculate on 
Bernie's question.” 


Q What effect might this decision have on the 
release of the seven remaining hostages? 


a We don't see those two questions as related. We 
are working intensively, and will continue to do so for the 
release of the seven, two of whom have been held now for, I 
think, it's over 16 months. We are working through a variety 
of channels and contacts with a number of different governments 
concerning the seven, and we will continue to do so. 


Q This is the fifth year that the Reagan 
Administration has been issuing warnings to terrorists who keep 
right on terrorizing, but no terrorists, to my knowledge, have 
been punished, as Secretary Shultz and the President vowed to 








do yesterday. And since Editor Norman Podhoretz of Commentary 
notes, “We know very well who the criminals are, with 
Hezbollah's address published in the newspapers." 


Could you tell us how can the American people believe : 
that the Reagan Administration intends to do anything more than 
issue words at this time, in this kind of indirect economic -- 
We understood, or from what I gathered, there have been vows of 
punishment —- we're going to punish these people. 


Now, does that mean any action, or is it just going to 
seep down kind of like the “trickle down" theory? 


A I think you've got to see this, the actions, 
decisions taken today as part of a general campaign against 
terrorism and against hijackings, but focusing in this case on 
the Beirut International Airport. 


Q There will be more, is what you're saying, 
right? There's going to be lots more? 


A The goal is to get BIA off-limits. 


Q But I mean, there will be more reaction than just 
the Beirut Airport? We are going to hunt down Stethem's 
killers, aren't we? 


A We want Stethem's killers brought to justice. 
Q How are you going to do it? 


A We'll be pursuing that question with the 
authorities in Lebanon. 


Q What's the legal basis for these steps? 


Q Today's statement says that Syria remains on the 
terrorist list, and the explanation was that Syria, in various 
ways, has assisted terrorists. Do you know -- Does the State 
Department know at this point whether the terrorists who 
hijacked the airline, or the second group of terrorists who 
held Americans captive for 17 days were in any way trained, 
supplied, or sponsored by Syria? 


A No, we don't know that. All of the facts are not 
in on the three who initially hijacked the plane, and who were 
joined apparently by members of their elements of the Hezbollah 
-- and incidentally, Mr. Potter, it's his statement 
notwithstanding the exact addresses are not known, that there 
are many different elements under the generic term “Hezbollah.” 
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The debriefing of the passengers involved, as you 
know, is in process right now in Germany, and we'il be sifting 
through a good deal of evidence befor: we reach any firm 
conclusions. But we have no evidence, in arswer to your direct 


question, at this time. 


ee. 


Marvin. 


Q Sir, Mr. McFarlane said today that there are two 
or three strategic targets in the Middle East. You have, very 
cautiously today, identified one action by the Department. Is 
one to interpret this action as a “first step," to use your 
words, towards action against the two or three targets that Mr. 
McFarlane talked about? 


a All I'm going to talk about today is BIA. 


Q Are they linked, however? Could you say whether 
there is a program that the Administration may have 
incorporating both this action against BIA as well as the two 
or three targets that Mr. McFarlane talked about? 


A The Administration is engaged in a very 
wide-ranging program, a wide-ranging set of considerzcions 
aimed at international terrorism; and I'm not going to go into 
any more specifics. 


you mentioned a moment ago that 
you were pursuing the question with the authorities of Lebanon 
about finding the killers of Robert Stethem. Does that mean 
that you're going to seek extradition? 


A That would be one way to proceed, yes. 


Q As you know, the names of those believed to be 
the killers have been in the press. Do you believe you know 
who killed him? 


a We -- No, the man who pulled the trigger? As of 
now, we don't know. But that is what I hope is going to come 
out of the ongoing debriefings of the passengers. 

Q You do not know the man who pulled the trigger? 


A 
Q Do you know down to -- 
a 


We know the names -- 








il 


-~- down to one of two people who pulled the 


trigger? 
A I don't believe so. No. 
Q You started to say something. 
A I do not personally know that. 
Q I'm sorry. I thought you started -- 
A No. We had the names, and each one seemed to 


have more than one name and more than one passport in Athens. 
Q Is this Ali Atva, or Atvi, one of them? 
A Was one of them, yes. 
Q Was one of them. 


A Yes. But who pulled the trigger is a question. 
I don't know who pulled the trigger. 


Q You don't know whether he pulled -- 
A I don't know who pulled the trigger. 


Q Do you have any additional information about the 
seven, as a result of what the past 17 days, for example, their 
whereabouts, their well-being? All they all alive? 


A No, nothing surfaced about the whereabouts of the 
seven. That they are alive we assume. We've heard nothing to 
the contrary. 


Q Do we know whether they are together? Do we know 
even whether they are all in one place, or do we know that -- 


A No, we do not know that. 


Q If the measures that you are talking about 
implementing today were fully in effect two months ago, would 
it have affected the hijacking in any way? It wouldn't, would 
it? The course of the hijacking would not have been affected 
in any way by the steps that you are taking today? 


a No, but these steps are to be seen as the 
beginning of a campaign of an overall process. You're right. 


Q A couple of the hijackers who were interviewed 
last night had said that it was their impression that our 
American Ambassador in Beirut had asked Nabih Berri to become 
oo ia at some point. Is that something you can confirm or. 

eny 














A I believe that Nabih Berri stepped forward on his 
own when he put Amal members onto the plane at the time of the 
second landing in Beirut. 


Q Do you deny that the american Embassy officials 
in Beirut made any approach to Mr. Berri before that?- 


A I honestly don‘t recall whether there was a 
specific contact. I don't want to mislead you on it. I just 
don't recall, in the mass of cables we've had over the last 
several weeks, that it happened at the airport. That Amal is 
the controlling militia at the airport is a fact; but whether 
he was in contact before Berri made his own move to put his own 
people on the plane, I can't confirm that. 


Q When you say you're talking to officials in 
Lebanon about punishment for the killers of Stethem, does that 
mean you're talking to Nabih Berri as the Justice Minister 
there? To whom were you talking? 


A We're talking to the -- it gets to sound like the 
"Mikado," doesn't it? We talking to him and other members of 
the government. 


Q What is it you want them to do, specifically, in 
response to this action? 


A To the response of the killing? 


Q No, no. In response to your action today on the 
BIA, your effort to close the airport? What would be a 
constructive response of the authorities to whom you're talking 
in Lebanon? 


A Well, the constructive response ultimately would 
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be the closing of the airport as a whole until such time as the 
Government of Lebanon is in a position to deny its use by 
terrorist. I mean, it's kind of a tautology. 


Q Would this kind of action lead to increased . 
Lebanese airlines from Syria and Syrian control over Lebanon? 
And wouldn't that be contradictory to your statement of support 
for Lebanon independence and sovereignty, and all that -- 


A Why do you say that? 


Q Well, where are they going to go? Aren't they 
going to go to Syria, or do you expect them to go to Israel? 


A Who? 
Q The Lebanese, or the Middle East Airlines? 


a What are you talking about -- commercial benefit 
to other airports that the Lebanese would be using? 


I don't see what else they could use. What are 
they going to do with the airport? For what reasons? 


A It's designed as a pressure on the community of 
Lebanon, yes, to bring about its -- to get that airport denied 
by -- for use by hijackers. 


Q Would you consider sanctions also against Air 
France, because, if you know, Air France owns 50 percents of 
the Middle East Airlines? 


Aa I think it's less than that, but Air France is a 
substantial partner in that, yes. 


« 


MR. KALB: We're going to take a couple more 
questions, please, because of scheduling. 


‘Q What is the legal basis for this action which you 
announced today, please? 


A If you take the first, which is denial of MEA 
service to the United States, the legal action there would be 
taken through the Department of Transportation, and the legal 
action is the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, Section 1114(a). 


Q On another related subject. 


Q I don't remember that one. 
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a I'm sorry, you didn't remember 1114(a)? 
Q Section 1114(a). 


Q aa if we are depending on the 
Lebanese Government to get these terrorists, why is it that 
we're closing down their airport?~ Ooesn't that kind of inhibit 
cooperation here, seeing that the Lebanese Government is not 
what you'd call a tower of strength? And seeing that Senator 
Hatch, who is an attorney, has pointed out, “We have a right 
under international law to shoot on sight any pirates." 
Couldn't we do something there? Or why do you depend on the 
Lebanese Government if you're going to close down the airport 
and expect cooperation? 


A I think it's an incentive to cooperation. We're 
not saying that the Lebanese Government is going to be able to 
do it today, but the Beirut International Airport has been out 
of control for a good long time now. As I say, witness those 
figures: 15 percent of the incidents. 


Q How do you expect them to get these terrorists? 
How, really? Is that a realistic expectation? 


A It's part of the campaign. 
Q It is? 
a It's the best I can tell you. 


Q It's something you work on most of the time -- 
Middle East -- non-hijacking events. And the President said, 
thank you, Syria; Secretary Shultz said, thank you Syria a 
couple of times. 


Do you think, as an expert in this area, that in any 
way this will change Syria's posture regarding the Arab -- the 
improved relations with Washington, I mean, mean that Syria 
might take a different position in U.S. efforts to resolve the 
Arab-Israeli conflict, or is this just a passing incident, an 
important one but not related? 


a I think it's early to say on that. I think what 
is clear is that Syria opposed this hijacking. Syria found it 
in its interests to bring the hijacking of 847 to an end and 
the return of the hostages, and for that we are highly 
appreciative. 


What effect this will have on the overall U.S.-Syrian 
relationship remains to be seen. In this area, we believe we 
can cooperate with Syria as we have with many governments 
around the world. 











14 


You recall President Assad going in public about three 
weeks backs, I think it was, condemning the tidnapping of 
diplomats, and there's been contacts between him and President 
Reagan over the past several months on the issue of the missing . 
Americans in Lebanon, and he has been trying to help on that. 


Q Isn't there a certain futility in dealing with 
and lh to continue to deal regarding the seven without 
removal of Americans from Lebanon? What I'm suggesting is, if 
you get seven out then they'll pick up five more. 


A You're right. But, you know, you can't order the 
citizens out of Lebanon. We have -- I don't know today's 
figures -- but there are several hundred there, most of whom 


are very much integrated into Lebanon as retired Lebanese 
Americans; come home as dependents of Lebanese cit zens -- 
perhaps American wives and children by nationality -- but they 
have no intention of leaving. 


And you recall an evacuation -- I want to say about 
two years back -- where the numbers that turned up to be 
evacuated were considerably fewer than we anticipated. A 
fraction of those on the rolls registered as citizens. So 
there will be Americans in Lebanon. We hope that Lebanon one 
of these days will be restored to the status of the country 
that welcomed and made Americans and other nationalities feel 
at home, and as a country where Americans have made many useful 
contributions. If this isn't the case today, it's a source of 
bitter regret to us. But, on the other hand, we can't keep 
Americans out of Lebanon. 


You've read the travel advisors as they've gotten 
stronger and stronger over the past few years concerning 
Lebanon. There's a limit to what we can do as a government to 
keep our citizens out. 


Q Thank you. 
a Thank you. 


Q One question before you leave. The question of 
getting the killers: Is it fair to say that it is the 
intention of the government to use legal procedures to bring 
them to justice? I ask the question because of the way 
Secretary Shultz answered a similar question yesterday. He 
seemed to leave it open. I'm just trying to understand what 
your policy is? 


a We would like them brought to justice by 
Lebanon. That, as a first -- 


Q I can't hear you. 
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a 
Q You would like them brought to justice by Lebanon? 
a 


(Press conference concluded 5:05 p.m.) 


We'd like them brought to justice by Lebanon. 


Brought to justice; right. 

















DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULITZ' TRIP TO ASIA 
TUESDAY, JULY 2, 19865, 11:15 P.M. 


MODERATOR: Good morning. Sorry for the delay. This 
is a BACKGROUND briefing. Your briefer will start off with 
some brief remarks. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: I'll try to 
summarize this instead of just reading it. As I guess most of 
you know, the Secretary is leaving July 5 for visits to several 
of our friends and allies in the East Asia-Pacific region. He 
will be in Thailand, July 8-9; Malaysia, July 10-12; Australia, 
July 13-16; and Fiji on the 16th, with a rest stop at Hong Kong 
_ enroute to Bangkok, and a stop in Honolulu on the way back. 


His main purpose in this trip, of course, is to attend 
the ASEAN Post-Ministerial meetings in Kuala Lumpur that are an 
annual event, where the Foreign Ministers of the six ASEAN 
countries meet with what they call their “dialogue partners," 
that is, the U.S., Canada, Australia, New Zealand, Japan and 
the European Community. We have found this to be an extremely 
useful event. [t's one of the only annual things that takes 
place in Asia where it's possible to have consultations on a 
very wide scale of the sort that we tend to take for granted in 
Europe. 


In Europe, there are NATO Ministerial meetings; there 
are OECD meetings; there are many occasions where Foreign 
Ministers. get together to consult. The ASEAN Post-Ministerial 
is a kind of uniquely important event in Asia, not that 
everyone is there, but a very wide participation is there. 


Prior to those meetings, the Secretary will visit 
Thailand, a U.S. ally and a front-line state facing a very 
serious Vietnamese threat on its border. His schedule in 
Bangkok includes meetings with the King and Queen, with Prime 
Minister Prem, with Acting Foreign Minister Praphat and with 
some of the Economic Ministers in the Cabinet. 


One of our main purposes in these meetings is going to 
be to assure the Thai Government of U.S. support in the face of 
intensified Vietnamese pressure; but we will also be discussing 














other areas of mutual interest, particularly narcotics, 
refugees, and our economic relations, which are increasingly 


complex and important. 


The Secretary is also going to take advantage of his 
stay in Thailand to visit the Thai-Cambodian border area. 
Among other things, he will te looking at U.S. military 
equipment that's been provided to the [hai Armed Forces, and 
looking at the effects of economic assistance we've provided 
for use by the Thai to assist the affected border villages. 


As an expression of our concern for the non-communist 
Cambodian resistance, he will stop by a major evacuation site 
for displaced Khmer, and talk with non-communist resistance 
leaders there. In addition, the Secretary plans to visit a 
processing camp for U.S.-bound refugees. 


The Secretary arrives in Malaysia the day before the 
beginning of the Post-Ministerial meeting for bilateral 
discussions with the Malaysians, including with Prime Minister 
Mahathir, Deputy Prime Minister Musa Hitam, Foreign Minister 
Rithauddeen and Finance Minister Daim -- all of whom have 
visited Washington in the past two years or more recently. 


The Post -Ministerial consultations themselves are, as 
I said earlier, an opportunity for in-depth exchanges with the 
Foreign Ministers of the six ASEAN countries -- that is, 
Malaysia, Indonesia, Thailand, Singapore, the Philippines, and 
the newest member, Brunei -- and with the other dialogue 
partners. This is the third year in a row that the Secretary 
has attended these meetings. 


I mentioned the value of this broad consultation. I'd 
also like to stress the importance to us of the ASEAN 
countries. Not only are they in a location that's 
strategically quite important in terms of shipping lanes, but I[ 
think much more importantly they are a very major part of the 
balance in East Asia. The combined population of the ASEAN 
countries is 270,000,000 people -- that's more than twice the 
population of Japan. fheir combined GNP is larger than that of 
China; it's over $200 billion. They, together, now rank as our 
fifth-largest trading partner in the world. In 1984, our 
two-way trade with ASEAN grew by almost 12 percent to a total 
of more than $26 billion annually. 


The health and stability of the ASEAN region is of 
critical importance to the health and stability of Asia as a 
whole. I think those numbers I mentioned about GNP and about 
population tell the story “in a nutshell"; but it's very 
important to us, to our interest in ASEAN and our wider 








interests in Asia to continue to work with those countries to 
promote their economic development and to work with them to try 
to bring about a peaceful settlement in Cambodia. 


We share with the ASEAN countries a number of goals 
internationally -- opposition to communism, support for free 
enterprise and open markets, and a very positive approach to 
economic and social development, with a heavy emphasis on 
self-reliance. 


The Secretary will certainly express to the Foreign 
Ministers our strong support for ASEAN's broad goals of peace 
and freedom in Southeast Asia. Also our full backing for 
ASEAN's efforts to achieve a political settlement of the 
Cambodian issue. 


In our view, ASEAN security is the paramount 
consideration, and it is therefore important and appropriate 
for ASEAN to continue to take the lead in finding a solution to 
the Cambodian problem. When we say that, though, we don't 
mean that they will simply lead and we will do nothing. We 
intend to strongly support them in that effort. 


The meetings also provide an opportunity for exchanges 
on international economic issues, and [I'm sure this year one of 
the important subjects of discussion will be the results of the 
Bonn Economic Summit and the need for an carly start to a new 
round of multilateral trade negotiations. In the past, ASEAN 
has been one of the stronger supporters of the new trade round, 
and we look to their support to keep the process moving. 


Other areas of mutual interest that [ think we'll be 
discussing include broad issues such as arms control and 
U.S.-Soviet relations, and some very specific matters including 
particularly the important subjects of refugees and 
anti-narcotics cooperation. 


Recently, ASEAN has taken the initiative to focus 
greater interrational attention on problems of drug abuse and 
narcotics trafficking, and we strongly support that 
initiative. 


We also very much appreciate the role the ASEAN 
countries have played in providing first-asylum for refugees 
from Indochina, and we wiil continue our active efforts in 
assisting in the resettlement of those refugees. 


In addition to the Foreign Ministers of the other 
fialogue partners, the Secretary will be meeting in K.L. with 
the Foreign Minister of Papua New Guinea, who is an observer at 











the meeting. From K.L., the Secretary goes to Perth on July 
13, which is intended to be a rest stop, although in fact the 
Australian Defense Minister will be meeting him in Perth. 


On Sunday, he goes to Canberra, and on Monday, the 
15th, he has meetings with Prime Minister Hawke. with Foreign 
Minister Hayden, with Defense Minister Beazley, and with other 
Australian leaders. fhese talks are intended to cover a very 
wide range of global economic, trade, and security issues that 
affect both our nations. fhey will also include regional 
issues, including the status of the ANZUS Alliance. 

The Secretary will be reviewing our efforts to achieve a more 
stable peace through arms control negotiations. 


We consider Australia's role in each of these areas to 
be vital. It ranks ninth among OECD countries in GNP. Our 
direct investment in Australia ranks among the top two 
countries in East Asia-Pacific region; and our two-way trade 
last year was just over $7 billion, and continues to grow. 


We regard Australia's contribution to peace as 
particularly important. It supports the ANZUS security role in 
the region by participating in joint exercises, by providing 
access to ports and airfields, and by hosting joint facilities 
which are vital to all of us for their role in providing 
early-warning and verification of arms control agreements. 


The ANZUS Council meetings traditionally have been an 
occasion for strengthening cooperation among the three Treaty 
partners, but the meeting could not be held this year because 
of New Zealand's position on port access, an issue that in our 
view and in the Australian view is an essential element of 
Alliance cooperation in that maritime region. 


On this point, however, I would like to make very 
clear that we remain willing to work with New Zealand toward a 
review of the issue, and for working out a solution so that 
aoe Naval vessels can once again receive full support from New 
Zealand. 


Following his stay in Australia, the Secretary will 
make what is the first stop ever by a Secretary of State in 
Fiji. Although it's going to be a short stop, we hope that it 
will reinforce the very successful visit here last November by 
Fiji's Prime Minister Ratu Mara, which I would note was also 
the first time ever a Pacific island Head of Government has had 
an official visit to the United States. Together, these visits 
symbolize what we hope is going to be a further improvement in 
our very good relations with Fiji, and hopefully with all of 
the small Pacific countries. 














Fiji, though very small, is a very impressive 
country. It's a democracy; it manages a free-market economy. 
It's a multi-racial society with an excellent human rights 
record. and as if that weren't enough, it performs a rather 
large international role for a country of its size, providing 
peacekeeping troops to the U.N. Forces not only in Lebanon, but 
also in the Sinai, by granting port access to our naval ships 
and by the very forthright position they take on many 
international issues. 


The Fijian Government plans to offer Secretary Shultz 
a traditional welcoming ceremony, a courtesy it extends to 
high-level visitors, and the Secretary and the Prim: Minister 
will then meet for approximately an hour for an exchange of 
Views on the situation in the Pacific. 


From Fiji, the Secretary returns to the U.3. with a 
stop in Honolulu where he is scheduled to deliver an address at 
an event co-sponsored by the East-West Center and the Pacific 
— — affairs Council. He'll be back in Washington late on 

uly 18. 


Be happy to take questions. 


Can you review for us what the status of the 
ANZUS alliance reaiis is -- what functional things we still 
do? Have we cooperated in any joint exercises since the 
disagreement over our ships? How do we siill cooperate with 
New Zealand? 


fr) There have been no exercises with New Zealand 
since the actions by New Zealand that forced us to curtail 
substantially our defense cooperation with New Zealand. But 
our security relationship with Australia, which operates under 
the ANZUS Treaty, is as strong as ever. It's a vital 
relationship, as I mentioned in my opening remarks. Among the 
many things that we do with Australia under the ANZUS rubric - 
we have extensive port visits in Australia; Australians provide 
facilities for airplanes that conduct reconnaissance in the 
Indian Ocean; they provide joint facilities that,are crucial 
for early warning and for maintaining stable strategic 
balance. So our relationship with Australia is very strong, 
very good. This visit with Australia is intended to reinforce 
that, and to review it. 


The problem with New Zealand remains and will remain 
until such time as we can find a way to restore access for our 
ships to New Zealand 








Q At this time, we continue to trade with them, but 
in terms of a military relationship, we have none with them 
right now, is that correct? 


a That's essentially correct. I emphasize we 
certainly trade with New Zealand. We continue to regard New 
Zealand as a friend, though we don't believe that New Zealand 
is performing its obligations as an ally; but we're not looking 
to treat New Zealand as an enemy just because we have this 
problem about the Alliance relationship. We're very clear 
about that. 


Ralph. 


Q Was there an invitation to Secretary Shultz by 
New Zealand to have a meeting with New Zealand officials to 
work out what you said was an effort to -- that we would remain 
willing to work with New Zealand to resolve this problem? And 
did the Secretary turn down that invitation? 


a No. No, there wasn't, and he didn't -- and he 
wouldn'<. 


Q And the opposite question, then: Did he ask for 
a meeting in order to work at resolving this problem? 


a Again, no. He will be meeting with the New 
Zealand Defense Minister and I guess his Deputy Foreign 
Minister, Frank O'Flynn, who will be representing New Zealand 
at the talks in K.L.; and a number of us, myself included, had 
meetings last week with New Zealand's Foreign Secretary, that 
is the ranking career official in the New Zealand Foreign 
Minister, Mr. Norrish. I assume that the talks with O'Flynn 
will include matters particularly pertaining to the ASEAN 
Ministerial Meeting, but we're always available and willing to 
talk about the ship issue, as we did with Norrish. I can't say 
on the basis of those talks that I see any change in the 
positions of either side, but we are always open to discussion. 


Q Is this an opportunity to talk with Australia 
about maybe making the ANZUS a bilateral treaty? 


a We're not interested in that. 


Q It's mis-named right now, being called ANZUS. 


a Well, it's clear that one of those legs is a 
ross weak leg -- we know that. But our goal isn't to, 
ore, discard the whole Treaty and proceed on a bilateral 


there 

















basis with Australia. We want to make sure that our 
cooperation with Australia under ANZUS is as strong as we can 
make it, all the more so because in a sense it's the two of us 
now in that regard. But we're anxious to keep the door open to 
a solution. We hope that, in fact, we can get back to a 
condition of full defense cooperation with New Zealand. I 
don't offer any near term, immediate prospects of that, but we 
think it's important and we don’t want to discard that 
objective. 


Q You're waiting for the New Zealand Government to 
change? 


A No. We are waiting for the opportunity to 
restore full access. That's what we're after. We'll see, if 
we do that, how it happens. 


Q A couple of follow-ups then: Are you 
disappointed, do you think any more would have been resolved if 
Prime Minister Lange had gone there, since he is the Foreign 
Minister? And then I have another follow-up. 


A I can't speculate about that. I think there are 
-- my reading from where the positions are right now is, I 
don't see any likelihood of change in the near term, no matter 
what meetings we hold. But as I say, we're always open to talk 
about the issue. 


Q Are you willing to keep this ANZUS format 
indefinitely, or will it go bilateral at some point? 


A I'm not going to start speculating about the 
future other than to say our goal is to restore a full and 
healthy trilateral alliance. 


Spencer. 


Q The ASEAN countries have called upon the United 
States to play a more active role in a political settlement 
with Vietnam over Cambodia. Under what circumstances would the 
United States recognize Vietnam? What is our position? 


a I think our position on that is very clear, and 
that is that we will not normalize relations with Vietnam until 
Vietnam has withdrawn its forces from Cambodia as part of a 
political settlement of that issue. And I think that's exactly 
the position the ASEAN countries want us to take, that it's one 
of the important ways in which we support their strategy. And 
I think it makes us important in the solution of this problem. 
Clearly, one of the major things Vietnam has to gain from a 
flexible approach on Cambodia, from a political settlement of 








this tragedy is that it can gain the benefit of normal 
relations with us and with many other countries, like Japan, 
like Australia, New Zealand, France, Canada, most of the 
Western world, that is strongly supporting ASEAN in this 
strategy. 


It remains our view that it is the ASEAN countries 
that should have the lead on this issue, though. I think 
that's appropriate. 


The question on what position, in front of or 
behind ASEAN, the United States takes -- some ASEAN countries 
are very keen on finding ways to draw the United States more 
closely into the process, particularly Mochtar, who has all 
sorts of ideas about how the United States might put in some 
kind of representative office into Hanoi. This issue, 
presumably, will come up again, as it always does. 


What is the position of the State Department, the 
United States Government, on those kinds of moves (inaudible)? 


A It's a broad question, including some 
characterizations that I don't think are quite right. I think 


what Mochtar is trying to do is -- as we understand it, and we 
certainly welcome it -- is to assist in resolution of the very 
painful, for us, issue of people still missing from the war in 
Indochina -- Americans still missing. And he recognizes, as we 
have said on many occasions, that whatever happens in Cambodia, 
the American people are not likely to permit forward movement 
on relations with Vietnam if this issue remains unresolved. We 
view it as a humanitarian issue. The Vietnamese have 
repeatedly said they view it as a humanitarian issue, but it's 
one that tends to cloud the political atmosphere, and I think 
if we could get it behind us, and [I think this is what Foreign 
Minister Mochtar clearly realizes, then the potential benefits 
of American normalization with Vietnam could be brought into 
play in a more effective way in promoting a settlement of the 
Cambodian issue. 


So we have welcomed his efforts in that regard, and 
we've made it clear that we're prepared to take realis any 
sorts of reasonable steps to resolve this issue of our people 
missing. We are not prepared to normalize relations with 
Vietnam, however, absent a political settlement in Cambodia. 


Q I wonder, has there been a change in our policy 
towards aiding the Thais along the border, or towards aiding 
the non-Communist rebels in Cambodia since last year when we 
went to -- 








A No. [ think it basically remains the same. We 
provide strong support for Thailand's security through military 
assistance, also through support for the affected villages on 
the border. We've increased the level of our contribution to 
that program by 60 percent this year because of the greater 
problem, but the basic direction of the effort is the same, and 
we continue to support the non-Communist resistance. 


The one new element that we are considering, partly in 
response to the appeal of the ASEAN Foreign Ministers in 
February, has been the possibility of an overt, direct, 
economic aid program to the non-Communist Khmer that would be 
aimed at principally trying to provide some of the technical 
skills that they need, both to take care of their people in the 
present circumstances and, more hopefully, to be able to 
successfully run a country when the day comes that there is a 
political settlement. 


We're in the process right now of exploring what the 
details of such a program might be, and we don't have any 
specific figure or any specific outline in mind. But I would 
say that generally speaking -- you asked what had changed from 
last year -- a little bit more, I guess, in the sense that 
that's a little bit more, but the basic thrust of supporting 
the ASEAN countries in their support for building up the 
non-Communist resistance is our basic position. 


Q A related question: That would be under the 
Solarz amendment? 


A There are a variety of amendments. There's in 
particular Senate language which has already passed. I think 
it's the Dole Amendment that passed the full Senate a while ago 
that would provide us the authority that we need in this regard. 


Q Doesn't it also include military assistance? 


a It includes the flexibility for that. It doesn't 
require it. 


Q How can you be sure that any aid, particularly 
military aid, that might be directed to the non-Communist Khmer 
in Kampuchea wouldn't get into the hands of Pol Pot again? 


a We look out for that, and we're pretty certain of 
it, and I think one of the things you can depend on is the 
non-Communist resistance forces are as concerned about Pol Pot 
as anybody you will find. They're not about to let their aid 
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be diverted to the Khmer Rouge. [That's something we would 
insist on in anything that we do, though, I can guarantee you. 


Q Is the Secretary going to discuss. the -- any 
plans for the economic assistance to the non-Communist Khmer 
with the ASEAN countries and also the-possibility of future 
military assistance? 


A I would assume the whole question of the 
non-Communist resistance and how it can be strengthened is 
something that will be a subject of discussion with a number of 
the Foreign Ministers. Again, since we look to them to take 
the lead in this matter, I think we'll be interested in hearing 
their ideas and hearing what they plan to do, and in that 
context also consider what things they might like to see us do. 


But [ really want to emphasize, this is an effort the 
‘ ASEAN countries have led. It's very much to their credit that 
they've led it. [t's our view that if they continue to lead 
it, it has the greatest chance of achieving its ultimate aim, 
which is a political settlement. We don't want to see that 
distorted by the United States as another big country that 
sometimes has a way of taking the lead on things, even 
inadvertently, to get in that position. 


As of now is the U.S. position that it will not 
supply military aid to the non-Communist resistance, or -- Is 
that the position? 


A It's not that we will not. We leave open the 
question as to what might take place in the future, and it 
would be heavily a function of needs. We are not, as a matter 
of principle, opposed to non-Communists getting military 
assistance. In fact, it's a matter of record that we have 
lobbied other countries to provide military assistance to the 
non-Communists. 


The important point is that we, as I said a few 
minutes ago, we believe it's important that the countries in 
the region most directly affected by this problem, and 
particularly the ASEAN countries, take the lead jn this matter; 
and, therefore, we think it's appropriate to put some 
limitations on the U.S. role. But it is not that we are 
opposed in principle to seeing the non-Communists armed and 


strengthened. Very much the contrary -- we want to see that 
happen. 

Q If the Congress passes the -- one of these 
amendments -- either the Dole version or the Solarz version -- 


which leaves to the Administration with the option of using 
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some of this five million, or whatever the fund turns out to 
be, for military assistance, would the Administration consider 
using it for that purpose? 


A I think we've said repeatedly that our view of 
the present circumstances is that the non-Communist resistance 
groups are getting adequate military support from the countries 
directly concerned, and that we think that it is better that 
way. As long as that continues, that would be our policy. I 
can't say what might happen if that ceased to be the situation 
in the future. 


Q Who are the -- do we know who are the 
non-Communist resistance leaders that the Secretary is expected 
to meet? Is it Son Sann or Mr. Sihanouk, or do we know? 


A I think there's still some question as to who 
will actually be there. 


(To staff) Do you know the list? 


STAFF: I think it is going to be people with the 
(Inaudible) I have the impression it was not going to be 
Sihanouk Son Sann. 


A I'm quite sure it's not Sihanouk, and I don't 
think it's Son Sann, but how high up it would go, I'm not sure, 
and I think they're probably sorting that out still themselves. 


Q On the question on refugees: fhe impression is 
growing in this town and in some of the front-line countries, 
that the Bureau of Refugee Programs in this State Department is 
squeezing down on the number of Indochinese refugees allowed to 
come to this country? Is that true? 


A No. I don't think it is true, and I think -- let 
me go over a few observations of why I think some of that 
impression has arisen. Before I say that, let me just say if 
you look at the figures of what we have been admitting, you'll 
see that in fact there's been a very slight decrease the last 
couple of years. It's on the order of maybe 2,000 a year out 
of a total of roughly 50,000 a year from Indochina, and that is 
actually a slower rate of decrease than the actual rate of 
refugee flows. 


We are finding the refugee flows down considerably. 
And in the specific case of Khmer in Camoodia, we have the fact 
that we've gotten toward the end of processing something on the 
order of 160,000/180,000, in that neighborhood, 
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Cambodian population in fhailand. There are now 10,000 to 
20,000 people left who for one reason or another have not been 


accepted for resettlement in any country. 


One of the reasons in our case is that we have very 
strict rules about --not just rules, these are matters of law 
-- prohibiting the admission of anyone as a refugee who has 
participated in persecution of others, and therefore anyone who 
participated with the Khmer Rouge has a problem. We have, in 
fact, instituted procedures and will continue to work those 
procedures very hard to try to make sure that nobody that's 
left in this category, or has been put in that category, has 
been so put unfairly. 


Our processing continues, and our doors very much 
remain open to refugees, but the problem has changed some over 
the last few years. 


Q The Thais, nevertheless, have been nervous ever 
since this started, that they will be left with a large 
number. Presumably, would we be correct in assuming that the 
subject will come up. 


A Very definitely, and we want to make it clear to 
Thailand that we do everything we can to urge them to keep 
their doors open as a country of first asylum; not just to 
Cambodians but to Lao and to Vietnamese, and that we realize 
with that is the obligation to work with them to find 
appropriate places of resettlement for people, and we'll keep 
at that, including with the residual populations that I 
mentioned. But we're getting down to cases that are just much 
harder to solve than some of the earlier ones, sv it's more 
difficult. 


One more on that. 


Q Okay. The Lao are getting thrown back across the 
Mekong in fairly large nurbers fairly consistently. Will that 
subject come up? 


A I don't believe it's correct to say that they're 
getting thrown back in large numbers now. I think what we have 
worked out with the Thai is a procedure whereby the UNHCR will 
participate in a screening program, and those people that have 
a legitimate claim to refugee status -- and that means, for 
example, people who were fleeing because of their associations 
with us or for clearly political reasons --~ will be accepted as 
refugees. 
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But it's the Thai concern, and I think there's 
evidence to support this, that a lot of people are coming 
across simply as, basically as economic migrants and that 
causes a real problem for Thailand. At the same time we are 
working with the UNHCR; and they, with the Lao Government, can 
make sure that if people do go back, they're properly treated. 
We're not going to get involved in sending people back to then 
be persecuted. 


Back in December, Ambassador Douglas went to 
Thailand, and I believe that an idea of an extended moratorium 


on the processing of Cambodian refugees was brought up. 
Is this policy still under consideration here? 


A We have no policy of a moratorium and we're not 
considering one. We're very much going to stay with this 
problem until it has reached a satisfactory solution. I think 
while the mumbers will continue to go down, we hope, I think 
there are going to be flows of refugees for quite a long time. 
I think it's important to the United States and I think the 
yoda $ States benefits from keeping its doors open to these 
people. 


Q Can I follow on New Zealand? You said there's 
essentially no military relationship. Does that mean they'll 
be further cutback of New Zealand military staff here, and do 
i any further reprisals or actions planned against New 
Zealand? 


A First of all, we're not talking about reprisals. 
New Zealand has chosen to take an action that very much changes 
the nature of our relationship, and we're not going to proceed 
with those kinds of things we would do with an ally with a 
country that is not acting like an ally; but the objective 
isn't punishment or reprisal. 


I can't say. I'm not aware of what you're even 
referring to about -- New Zealand staffs here are New Zealand's 
own business. But the level of exchange and the contents in 
those exchanges are obviously going to be much more dilute with 
a country that is simply a friendly country than one who is a 
close ally. 


Q You talked about Re een the relationship 
with Australia. Do you see any change at all, any change of 
emphasis at all after the meeting with Secretary of State 
Shultz, or do. you think that things will just continue on much 
as they are? 
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A If I could give you a firm answer to that, we 
wouldn't have to have meetings like this, I think. 


I do think the basic outlines are pretty healthy. so I 
suppose I would be surprised if we came up with any major 
Gepartures. But, on the other hand, one of the reasons why 
discussions of this kind are useful is you often find within 
those basi: outlines that there are new areas or nuances in all 
the areas where you want to direct some greater degree of 
attention. I would really be guessing, I think, if I tried to 
predict where that would come out. 


There has been a heightened level of concern in the 
last few months about continuing -- these actually have been 
long term -- but renewed Soviet efforts to develop a presence 
in the South Pacific, specifically in Kiribati where they've 
now made a deal with the Government of Kiribati for fishing 
rights, which has be a matter of concern to, I would say, most 
of the governments of the South Pacific and ourselves. 


Since that is a new situation, that might be a new 
area of some emphasis, but I'm guessing. I think the basic 
lines would be pretty much the same. 


Q Just on the question of being a good ally, New 
Zealand was cast into utter darkness because of its stand on 
ANZUS. 


Australia, in recent months at the United Nations, has 
taken a lot of decisions where it's different from the United 
States on comprehensive test ban nuclear freeze, the U.S. 
withdrawal from UNESCO; there's a difference in emphasis, at 
least, on the policy regarding Kampuchea. 


At what point does a good ally stop being a good 
ally? I mean, serially, how long will you keep tolerating 
these sorts of difference with Australia? 


A I don't think it's something you write a legal 
case opinion on. But [I think there are a couple of principles 
that are quite clear. Number one, there's nothing that says 
that an ally has to agree with us, and certainly not on every 
issue. If there's any doubt about that, just look at the kinds 
of disagreements we have with our European allies. 


In fact, we think one of the healthy things about our 
alliance relationships over the years has been that it's 
allowed a certain amount of healthy debate and disagreement 
within the framework of clear, common commitment to common 
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security goals. I think the alliance relationship actually 
permits a certain amount of disagreement -- on specific issues. 
That is helpful. That's one principle. 


The second principle is, it's pretty difficult to have 
an alliance relationship, that is to say an obligation to 
defend a country, when the forces that would be needed to carry 
out that mission aren't even permitted to visit that country in 
peacetime. It would be difficult, for example, to me at least, 
to envision our security relationship with Germany if the 
Germans said, well, that's fine, but we're not going to permit 
any American forces in Germany. That's basically the problem 


we have. 


There is no ally in the world that denies access to 
U.S. ships, and that's a very Fundamental aspect of any 
military relationship. And particularly of one where the main 
' element of military cooperation and interaction is in the naval 
maritime area. 


Q Thank you. 


A Thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 11:50 a.m.) 
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Gesire to improve our relat ené improve communications with 


the Soviet government, and to f ways to narrow the differences 
between us. 
He sees the meeting with General Secretary 
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At this seeting, of course the two leaders will, as I 
said, get equainted. And that is worthwhile in ané of itself. 
Bowever, as the President sees it, 
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systems to coexist in this ema 14 t ha 

So it is = for 
for ways to reduce tensions, lower 


us 

the dangers of confrontation and 
conflict. And the President hopes that froa this 

tha 


meeting we will 
make progress in that direction. 


I think we have to see t this is an ongoing process. 
Bis meeting with the General Secretary will be a ee important part 
of it. It will be preceeded by, I am sure, a deter 


an egenda for what shoulé sseult in the future. So the meeting needs 
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will continue afterwards. 


Since General Secretary Gorbachev has stated his desire 
to find prectical ways to improve relations, ané the President of the 
United States is also look in that direction, we hope and expect 
that both sides will this meeting in the shee constructive 


spirit. \ 
If you have any questions, I will be glad to take thes. 
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to construct a scorecard of some kind for success. The fact that the 
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Q I just wondered, on the ANSUS, are you go to 
= 7 bilateral relationship with Australia or keep the 
way it is 


SECRETARY SHULTE: We have, of course, a strong bilateral 
relationship with Australia. We will seet in Cenberra, the United 
States and elie. Our egenda for discussion will be like the one 
that ee Oe SS eee But under the 
circumstances, with New Zealand's wi ewal of a willingness to have 
our ships call in Nev Sealand ports, this has put that of the 
ANZUS to the side. However, the ANZUS Treaty remains as it is and we 
will continue forward with Australia end hope that in the end the 

leas with New tealand will work themselves out. Sut there's no 
ndication of that. 


Such « gentleman deserves the next question. 


Q Over recent years, the eéministration has of 
Soviet support of international terrorissa, ——s Sovi 
training, arming, financing of terrorist groups. Is it your current 
information that the Soviet Union continues to do that? And if 
that's the case, sight that be a subject at the summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: I think the egenda tor the summit is 
yer to be determined. But certainly, the general subject of 
ee ané terrories is a subject thet sust be on everybody's sind 

probebly we'll want to talk about it. 
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Q Wheat sbout the first part of the question? 





ng 
identified the hijackers, what will our government 
the case, end if you can cespond to thet, I have follow-up, please. 


SECRETARY SHULTE: Well, I won't respond to that, so I'll 
save you the follow-up. (Leughter.) 


Q Thank you, sir. 


Q Mc. Secretary, there are reports that Iran a 
positive cole in securing the release of the TWA hostages. a A 
comment on that? 


SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, it's hard for us to know, 
ecisely, who said or did what, so I won't make any comment. I 
ink as far as Iran is concerned, we would like to see them try and 
bring to justice the hijackers they hold from the earlier hijacking 
in which two Americans were surdered. 


On the regional issue in the summit, about Middle 
Bast, do you think that there will be any egreement between the 
United States and the Soviets, if the Russians did not put into 
ection some of the examples which the State Department mentioned a 
couple of weeks ago? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't -- I'm not following your 
question. 


Q There were some examples which you said that the. 
Soviet Union should see to prove that they can be helpful in solving 
the Middle Bast problems. 


SECRETARY SHULTS: Well, the Middle Bast problems are 
emong those that we have discussed from time to time th the Soviet 
Union, and certainly as in all of these discussions of regional 
iseves, there is an important, you might say, damage control element 
to those discussions and information-shar ing, anéd when -- of course 
— eS coe you -- it's a big place, and there 
are 
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Q Mr. ey Y this morning The L.A. Times said tha 
State was considering a reward for the hijackers. Larry Speakes 
confirmed that a reward is under consideration. Can you tell us 
what, in fect, tri s that reward apparatus? Do you have to say 
something, do you have to do something, or is it in effect right now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Congress authorised an 
appropriated fund for -- in connection with our efforts to deve 
action on terrorien whereby we're in a position to offer rewards for 
information leading to the trial and pet pen ag eee of 
terrorists. And t gg to put such rc forward resides in 
the —_— of State, who will do whatever the President tells hia 
to do. 


Q Well, have you done that -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But I will make recommendations, too. 
Ané when we have something to say on that, we'll — it. But it's an 
suthority we have and it's an interesting way of going about the 
thering of information. We have tried to equip ourselves with the 
lp of Congress to have an ability to throw as wide a net as 
: oot and that's one possible way to seek a certain class of 
nformation. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Sir, there have been several references by the 
hostages to the fact that 











though 
very distressing situation. — 
Q Mr. Secretary, is it thinkable or likely that the -- 
SECRETARY GHULTZ: Ie it what? 


Q Ie it thinkable or likely that the super 8 one 
month after the Geneva meeting would allow GALT II to expire? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Would allow what to expire? ' 
Q Would allow SALT II to expire, one gsonth after the 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to late on what 
might or might happen as a result of the diecussions coming up in 
Geneva. As I said, the agenda is yet to be established. 


I eee my keeper here. And so -- 
MR. SPEAKES: Two sore questions. 


SECRETARY GHULTZ: I'11 take one question, and then I 
have one other comment I want to sake. 80, who wante -- you pick the 
last questioner, Larry. 


\ 
Q Mr. Secretary ee 


om MR. SPEAKES: You've had your chance. We'll go -- go 
re. _ 


Q The President has said on more than one occasion -- 
in fact, invited Mr. Gorbachev to come to Washington for the summit. 
Why did the President decide to give in on this point? 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentiemen, good afternoon. 


It's my pleasure to introduce Ms. Maureen Reagan, 
Chair of the U.S. Delegation to the 1985 World Conference to 
review and appraise the achievements of the U.N. Decade for 
Women which convenes in Nairboi, Kenya, on July 15. — 


Ms. Reagan is here to discuss the Conference and its 
goals. The briefing will be ON-THE-RECORD. 


MS. REAGAN: Good afternoon. When we thought of doing 
this, it was really to be kind of background so that you would 
know what was coming at you when you saw it from Nairobi, but I 
have no problem with it being more than that. 


In 1975 the first World Conference for Women was held 
in Mexico City, and in 1976 the United Nations declared the 
Decade for Women from 1976 through 1985. In 1980, there was a 
mid-—Decade Conference held in Copenhagen and now we have the 
final of the three conferences that we know of at this point, 
the appraisal meeting in Nairobi. 





There ere two simultaneous events which take place in 
Nairobi: The U.N. Conference, which are government 
representatives within the U.N. system, and the 
non-governmental forum which is held simultaneously but in a 
different venue within the city of Nairobi in which women from 
all the countries of the world, representing themselves 
individually and organizations to which they belong, are going 
to come and, hopefully, enlarge the dialogue a little bit 
beyond what we can and talk more about the future and their 
dreams and their ambitions. And so we try, as the U.S. 
delégation, to work with the NGOs coming from the ‘nited States 
to make sure that we all understand what everybor, is doing. 
We do plan to hold meetings with them on a daily oasis while 
those two meetings overlap. 
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We have four particular positions that the United 
States is going to push through resolutions and conversation 
roups and in debate within this conference. One is literacy. 
he other is refugee women and children. A third is women in 
development, and the fourth is family violence. We chose those 
four for some very important reasons. 


The literacy issue because, quite obviously, in the 
last 20 years in the United States we have succeeded in raising 
a generation that in too large part is functionally 
illiterate. And so we're, too, looking for answers as 
developi countries are looking for their first answers to 
these problems, and we would like to discuss those issues with 
other people: 


Family violence, because nobody else wanted to talk 
about it. It was a subject that we felt was extremely 
important not just because of what known goes on in our own 
country but the most extreme cases -- the murdering of wives 
for ransom and others -- situations that are involved in the 
world, and we thought it was time that this kind of Conference 
discussed this. 


Women in development, because it is an area in which 
our government is very concerned on a bilateral basis with 
development countries around the world, and we want to know if 
what we're doing does any good and what we can be doing more of 
so > we can help, on a bilateral basis, women throughout the 
world. 


And refugee women and children, quite frankly, because 
it was my own personal concern. I think that not only do we 
need to discuss what happens in refugee camps, not only do we 
need to discuss this the pain and the unique problems that 
women face as refugees in the world, but also the resettlement 
problems and the solutions to those problems and hopefully gain 
more support for resettlement into third countries from some of 
our Western colleagues. And so that is an issue that we will 
also take up. 

od 


We are working with several other countries to develop 
resolutions on these issues. We will hold informal 
conversation groups to which we will invite delegates from any 
of the 158 countries who want to come and, in a quiet setting, 
discuss these particular issues. 


We have divided our delegation into caucus groups with 
particular assignments, of regions and key players within the 
family of 158 countries, so that when we get to the negotiating 
of the final forward-looking strategies document we will have 
already established our relationships with those women and men 


























- —— —_— 


from those countries. 


In my opinion, the most important thing that we will 
see in Nairobi that will be, as I see it, the real key to this 
decade is the numbers of women who represent their governments, 
who not only represent them in this Conference now but who 
represent them within the government —*t structure, in 
countries that were represented by men in 1975, for the most 
part, women who are ministers, women who are in the Foreign 
Ministries of their governments and the numbers of spouses, of 
heads of state from various parts of the world whose 
governments think it is important enough that they lend their 
credibility to this endeavor. I think when we look around that 
plenary session in Nairobi we will be very pleased at the 
progress that has been made in ten years. And when they take 

s out of our dotage in fifteen years, at the turn of the 
century for what will probably be the next one, I think that 
we'll obviously see much more progress. 


What we want to put forth in the forward-looking 
strategies are the ideas that will bring about that kind of 
change fifteen years hence. 


As many of you know, the the subject of the 
advancement of women has been something that I've been involved 
with for a very long time, and this just seems to be sort of 
the culimination of that at this moment. So I'm very proud to 
Chair the U.S. Delegation. I think we have an excellent 
delegation, a very hard-working delegation, people who are 
committed to this Conference and to making it a success. 


We will define our own successes, but in the meantime 
we will also work as hard as we can to see that this Conference 
is a success and doesn't fall apart as others have in the past. 


Now, I'll be happy to take your questions. 


Q Ms. Reagan, you said that the issue of refugee 
n, and so forth, was there because that's a personal 
interest of yours. Is that the way other subjects are chosen? 
I mean, what was the upward movement and the downward movement 
in these things? 


A There are good number of subjects which are 
already on the agenda to be discussed within this Conference. 
In addition, there are other countries doing what we are doing 
and picking topics that they want to use in a conversation 
group and that they will be putting forward in resolutions. So 
looking at what was available, and what the people in this 
country were interested in, those were the four that were 
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chosen. 


I take the responsibility for the refugee issue only 
because that was the one that I kept pushing because I think it 
is an extremely important one. The United States is the number 
one resettlement country -- third country resettlement country 
in the world -—- and I think that it's time that people 
understood we have learned many of the ways to handle these 
problems and we want more people to do so, therefore we should 
be able to go out and talk about it. 


Q Ms. Reagan, my concern concerns the 
forward-looking strategy proposal -- on Page 6 of this press 
briefing that we got -- that said that we should intensify 
efforts to establish or strengthen forms of assistance to 
victims of domestic violence through the provisions of shelter, 
support, legal and other services. 


Attorney General Meese has held up for review a 
$625,000 grant to the National Coalition Against Domestic 
Violence because, it is reported, there are 24 Congressmen. 
And the Free Congress Foundation, who have charged that this 
coalition has “a definite, stated agenda of promoting lesbian 
issues that is contending that espousal abuse is somehow 
inherent in the marital relationship." 


How will you respond to this when it comes up in 
Nairobi? 


A I don't know that it will come up in Nairobi, but 
I do plan to talk with our delegate, Lois Harrington, and tell 
her that -- welcome to the discussion of feminist politics. 


Q Well, she's upset about this. 
A She should be upset about this, 


Q Well, what's your answer to her upset? 

y A The answer is that that is just patently absurd. 
That's the same kind of problem that we've had over the years 
by people who refer to shelters for battered women as R&R 
centers for bored housewives. 


The fact of the matter is, there is a very serious 
problem with domestic violence not just of women but also of 
children in this country. But the problem with women is 
extremely severe because there are people in the United States 
and throughout the world who take the idea that it comes with a 
marriage license. It does not come with a marriage license. 


























Beating up on people, murdering people does not come with a 
marriage license; never has and it never will. 


Q Why is Meese holding it up then? Do you have any 
ideas? 


A- You would have to ask him. 


You would be in a much better position to ask him 


A. I doubt it. 
Q You doubt if he's going to hold it up? 


a No, I doubt that I'm in a better position to ask 
than you are. 


Q Than I am? I see. Alright. 


Q The U.S. Delegation is pushing for some sort of 
consensus on a final report, and I know it hasn't been decided 
yet. You're going to wait until you get to Nairobi to find out 
whether the report is going to be adopted by consensus or vote. 


What is your strategy if you fail to get that 
consensus? 


There's been some talk that the delegation is going to 
walk out if you don't get a consensus. 


a There's been a lot of games that have been played 
throughout this whole thing. Starting back in February -- and 
I must tell you that this has been the longest, full-time 
volunteer activity I think I have ever had that actually had an 
end to it. 

> 

But back in February the game within the U.N. system 
was; let's see if we can push the United States into saying 
they won't come to Nairobi. And so everything wasrgeared 
toward, well, if such-and—such happens, will you not come to 
Nairobi? Now that everybody knows we're going to Nairobi, 
=e the next thing is, well, at what point would you walk 
out 


I think that part of the game plan of those who would 
like to see us walk out is, “now, tell us right now what is 
your bottom line, and then we'll just walk in and tell you 
that's it and then you'll leave." Well, we're not going to 
leave. We have some important business to carry on, and it's 
been most frustrating. 
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What we have proposed -- and we do this because of the 
history of this women's conference. In Mexico City, there was 
a declaration on Zionism. They equated Zionism with racisa. 

It was called the Mexico Declaration. It was a very hotly, 
debated item and a very serious problem that arose at the 
Mexico City Conference. 


In Copenhagen, it raised its head again. And with the 
aid of some very radical Palestine paragraphs, the United 
States, Australia, Canada and Israel were forced to vote 
against the program of action which was the international paper 
to come out of that conference. There were 20-some abstentions 
and, of course, the document passed which means that, from the 
history of this Conference, there is a tremendous number of 
women in the world, including Western women, who are not 
considered to be a part of that document even though we have 
sweat blood in order to see that our views are in there because 
somebody has a few more votes than we do and walks in with a 
few radical ideas. 


When we went to Vienna, we asked that the Conference, 
as a whole, be judged on consensus. When we got to ECOSOC, 
after two preparatory conferences, we decided that that was a 
somewhat extreme position from us because it was not the norm, 
so we decided to find some way to ameliorate that. 


We proposed that the forward-looking strategies be 
decided by consensus, and that someone else propose back to us 
some formula for dealing with the more radical views on any or 
all of the political issues. Whether that would be a separate 
political paper or a resolution, or some other means that 


escapes me, we would like to discuss that, because we think 
that there has to be both. 


There has to be place for radical views to be heard. 
There has to be a place for political debate to take place, but 
there also has to be forward-looking strategies for the next 15 
years which deals with the very best agreement of women from 
all over the world of the things that we have in cgemmon and 
that we're working toward, and that don't eliminate any group 
of nations or any single or duo nations simply because one 
group has more votes than the other. 


When, at ECOSOC -- it was on the 20th of June they 
reconvened to see what we had accomplished, in informal 
conversations up to that point -—- we put forward the resolution 
that the rules of procedure be changed to have the FLS be by 
consensus. The motion was to postpone, and that motion carried 
overwhelming, and so we will debate this again in Nairobi. 




















My feeling is that had there been all the votes that 
are usually there on something like this, it would not have 
been postponed; it would have simply been voted down. So the 
fact that we have one more chance in Nairobi tells me that 
there are a Pg many more people in the world interested in 
this point. view. 


What we have to do now is to find out what we can 
negotiate around this package that will allow people within the 
Eastern group and within the group of 77 to join us in fighting 
for this consensus and still giving them something that they 
want in between, and that is what we will be looking at between 
now and then. 


If this fails, if we end up with a voting procedure, 
then there are several things that we can do. If it is only a 
few minor paragraphs, or few in number of paragraphs, we can 
footnote our reservation to those paragraphs and still vote for 
the document. We can certainly debate. We will work as hard 
as we can to see that we reach a consensus on as much as we 
can. Two-thirds of the document is already in draft by 
consensus, and those are the unique women's issues; and beyond 
that we will just have to wait and see. 


Q A follow-up on that. Since you consider the 
document on Palestine is a radical one, will you ask to be 
reconsidered in the Conference -- I mean, to reconsider the 
whole document again -- or will you oppose a new one which some 
Arab countries are proposing? 


a No. There are a hundred paragraphs from this 
proposed draft that are still in brackets, and all of those 
issues are still in brackets. By “bracketing” means, still to 
be discussed again and again, if necessary. 


Our definition of “consensus” is a general agreement 
in which if you and I find that we don't agree on a particular 
issee, then we ought to go back and work on it until we do; not 
an up or down situation. I know that there are many who feel 
that consensus would simply be just eliminating a discussion of 
that. We don't want to do that. What we want to do is to find 
language that is in most agreement of the people in that room, 
and that's what consensus is about. 


When we got the first 200 paragraphs, we worked day 
and night -- morning, noon and night -- Saturday and Sunday in 
a building that had never even people at some of the hours that 
we were there, and we did accomplish it. We were able to say, 
okay, if you can change a sentence this way, we'll change this 
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sentence this way. That's what we have to do, to take the 
basic idea and make the words work, and I'm hoping that we'll 
be able to do that. 


Q Is this Conference -- I'm speaking from ignorance 
because I have not participated in planning -- but is this 
Conference going to have to deal more or less with these big 
issues that have been before the world forever, or is it going 
to get down to the basics of doing something for women? 


a Don't I wish. Unfortunately, this is what 
an. I have a feeling that there are some forces in the 
world, some people in the world, who don't think that women are 
particularly bright and who think that we're very naive, and 
that we can come to an international conference and we'll 
suddenly be put in a position of taking a position 180 degrees 
from that of our government and therefore committing our 
government to something they would not commit themselves to 
anyplace else. We are not naive and we are not stupid and we 
will not do that. 


This is a part of the U.N. system, with all of its 
problems and with all of its attributes. It is a part of the 
U.N. system, and we deal with every comma, with every period, 
with every adjective just as they do in the United Nations, 
Security Council and in the General Assembly. F 


I made this speech in Vienna, I made this speech in 
New York, I will make this speech in Nairobi: There is no 
reciprocity. We are supposed to be there to debate the unique 
ic sues of women, the unique concerns and problems of women, and 
what we think can be done to help alleviate those particular 
problems. 


If we spend 20 hours of our time looking for an answer 
to an international political issue that has alluded a hundred 
other international fora, those hundred other international 
fora are not going to spend 20 hours debating our issues, and 
so | totally — with you that that is what we should be 
focusing on. ut the history of this Conference is that we 
focus on that and we get all that done and then we go off and 
we play the U.N. games. And when we go off and we do that we 
get in trouble. That's what I'm afraid can happen and why I'm 
trying to let you know what you're going to be hearing from 
there. 





Q Ms. Reagan -- when you brought up the case of 
those who think that women are not very bright -- will you 
protest the way Saudi Arabia treats women? They don't allow 
them to have an automobile license. And, secondly, how will 














Pe respond to gate as to why the Reagan Administration 
been opposed to ERA? 


A Everyone knows very well that there is a 
difference of opinion within the Reagan Administration over 
whether or not it's necessary to amend our Federal 
Constitution. I don't think that needs -- 


Q The top has taken a position, hasn't hae? 


a and the Chair of this delegation has taken a 
1 gee for many years and will continue to, but that's not 
t point. - 


The point is, these are issues -- again, we deal in 
paragraphs within this Conference where we would deal in pages 
and volumes here at home. All of these are issues that we 
discuss. Other countries don't have constitutions. So whether 
or not that will even come up, I don't know. 


Q But won't you bring it up? Aren't you concerned 
about how women are treated in Saudi Arabia? 


a Of course I am concerned about how women are 
treated in Saudi Arabia. Saudi Arabia does not participate in 
this Conference, and I think it's quite obvious why. 


By the same token, I would find it very silly for me 
to politicize a conference and try to bring about some kind of 
c in the governmental policy of the country of Saudi 
Arabia in this when we can, in general, discuss what 
governments should do to be of assistance to women. And then 
iors in the future, through the U.N. system and 
bilatera iy, push those governments to do what it is that we've 
agreed upon as the women of the world. 


Q Going back to your earlier comments, what will 
the United States do if there is an anti-Zionism or Zionism 
racism resolution adopted? 


A As a matter of fact, it isn't a resolution this 
time. Interestingly enough, it happens to come right in 
Paragraph 95 of the forward-looking strategies; and also, 
interestingly enough, it did not come from the group of 77. It 
came from the socialist bloc, or from the USSR, which I found 
rather unique. But they included a dozen other evils, 
including imperialism, neo-colonialism and economic disparity 
and a few other things. We have put that in brackets. We will 
work to get that out. We will argue against it, we will vote 
against it. We will do whatever it is that we can do. 
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I cannot guarantee you that it will not come up. I 
cannot guarantee you.that it will not pass. I can tell you we 
will make our best efforts to see that it doesn't. 


Q Given the polemics of Copenhagen and even Mexico 
City, what is your assessment of where the most progress, real 
progress on women's issues, is going to come from,? Will it 
more likely come from the forum where there may be somewhat 
less polemics and more inter-women discussions between farmers 
and lawyers and communicators, and what have you, or do you 
think that the U.N. Conference is just going to get bogged 
down, as you alluded to a moment ago? 


a Well, fortunately the forum has its own brand of 
polemics; and I was very interested to see that. Nita Barrow 
said, “Well, if it gets into an argument, we'll just close the 
—— I would love to be able to do that; I'm not sure if 
she can. 


I think both. Many of our delegates will also be 
attending workshops within the forum. Many of the people at 
the forum are members of organizations that are in consul 
status to the United Nations, and so they will be attending 
the Conference and we will certainly work together. 





I do think that the forum can sometimes expand the 
dialogue a bit beyond what we can accomplish as Government 
representatives because they're talking about individual ideas 
in representing particular organizations with particular ideas, 
whereas we are all constrained by the fact that we are trying 
to develop a document that is a guideline for governmental 
action -- and especially when it comes to our U.S. NGOs. 
Because so many of them work within the private sector, they 
can again go out and do and talk about a lot of things that 
perhaps you wouldn't want the Government to do. And we're 
rather unique in that regard. 


. So I think both; I think they're very complementary. 
And it's very important that they both be there and that we 
interact with them, which we intend to do. In fact, we're 
poe to have a meeting with them within hours of the time we 
arrive. 


Q If I might follow up on that, your father has 
been sharply criticized both within this country and around the 
world for his decision on withdrawal of U.S. aid to 
birth-control programs in the Third World. Given that birth 
control and the problem of toc many children is a very critical 
woman's issue and that you're his daughter, do you think this 
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is going to in any way limit your effectiveness as the head of 
the U.8. Delegation 


a No. I don't think it's going to limit my 
effectiveness at all. There are several paragraphs in our 
forward-looking strategies that were put forward by the 
Netherlands to deal with family planning. They do not deal 
with abortion as issue; they deal with family planning. And we 
ene — all of those paragraphs, so we're on the record 


Go ahead. 


Q : Do any of the bracketed paragraphs deal with 
apartheid? I understand that's one of the -- can you discuss -- 


a Yes. 
Q -- specifically -- 


a As a matter of fact, some of the bracketed 
paragraphs are our proposal. 


Yes. As a matter of fact, we worked very hard at the 
resumed preparatory conference in New York in early May on the 
issue of apartheid; and we did it because we were so close, 
when we looked at what had been proposed, to coming up with a 
program that was acceptable, that did voice our revulsion of 
that kind of racism but talked about the unique problems of 
women under apartheid -—- literacy, obviously, being one -- the 
fact that women are left in the homelands and men go off 
someplace else, must go off someplace else alone to work, and 
then the women were considered nonpersons and are not counted 
in the amount of people the land must feed. And, therefore, 
there's not enough food for the women and their children 
because the women are just not in the count. 





These are unique problems of women. 

Now, we're not, obviously in the course of 12 days in 
this Conference, going to come up with the absolute answer to 
apartheid. Sut we can look at how we can utilize effective 
international organizations and what we would like to see women 
in other parts of the world do to help those women -- and by 
helping those women in some way fighting that kind of racism. 
So that's what we put forward. 


So within the forward-looking strategies right now 
there are two proposals; and one of them is ours, and we're 
working to get that language together. 





/30 





12 


As a matter of fact, we got so close to it that it 
immediately caused the linkage which we met on the Palestinian 
issue because we were getting too close. 


Q Can I follow up on the Palestinian issue? 
You have here -- in following up 307, what -- 


a I don't know what you have there. 
Q It's -- you -- 
Aa -° Oh, yes, FLS; O.K. 


Q I mean in paragraph 307 about the Palestinians, 
what are you opposing in it? Is it because they said that 
Palestinian women have faced difficult living conditions in 
occupied lands or is it self-determination of the 
Palestinians? What are you opposing? 


A Well, I'm sorry. I couldn't pick out of this 
entire thing one paragraph and tell you exactly what it is, but 
in EC- -- 


Q Most of them are Palestinians. 


A No, no, no; no. It's not a question of 
opposing. If it is in brackets, it is still to be discussed. 
And so there are several other proposals floating around right 
now. And that is -- what it means by in brackets is not that 
it's eliminated. It's that it must be further discussed and 
chat we will further discuss it. 


Q No, but you said there are radical words in it. 
What do you oppose in it? 


A No, no, no; I did not say there were radical 
words init. I said that in Copenhagen there were radical 
proposals put forward and in Mexico City that “Zionism is 
racism" -- Mexico declaration -- and that there had to be a way 
to exorcize those extreme views and be able to come up with 
something positive in the middle. 


Yes. You're next, I know. 


Q What about the criticism that the Delegation 
consists of mainly white, rich, conservative women? 


A Well, it's not true. 
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Q Can you give me sort of an outline of the 
Delegation? Wow many Republicans, Democrats? 


a I really couldn't tell you how many Republicans 
and Democrats, mainly because I was real surprised to find out 
how many of them were Democrats. 


They were picked mainly because of what they do. 
Within the Delegation -- we started with over 2,000 names, and 
we were to get that down to 35. Jeane Kirkpatrick had a voice 
in it. Wancy Reynolds, our Delegate to the UN Commission on 
the Status of Women, had a voice in it -- the White House, the 
State Department, I did. We all worked on it. There were 
certain Government agencies that had to be represented. We 
looked for as wide a geographic mix as we could of people in 
the private sector. We wanted to involve as many different 
kinds of occupations as was possible. 


We obviously knew that there had to be some kind of 
ethnic mix within the United States or you didn't have the 
— of women within this country, and I think we have 
that. 


But, to be perfectly honest, I would have to look at 
the book to tell you who are the Delegates of color within this 
Delegation because I don't think of them that way. I think of 
ee by who they are and what they do. And that's why they're 
there. 


Q Some of the Delegates have apparently dropped out 
-- or there's been talk that, for example, Nancy Kassebaum 
won't be going. Why is this? I mean, in so many different 
places now -- 


A Well, we always knew that was going to be a 
problem. The last two weeks of the summer legislative session 
are the last two weeks of July, and so it's a very serious 
problem for women whose first responsibility is to their 
constituents and their second responsibility, obviously, to a 
job that they would undertake. 


I know, for instance, that Congresswoman Lindy Boggs 
will not be able to leave with us, but she is coming with us 


later and will be with us for the second week of the Conference. 


Congresswoman Marjorie Holt is not sure yet if she's 
going to be able to get away. Again, they have 
responsibilities, but that doesn't mean they should be on the 
Delegation. 
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Again, we knew that was going to be a problem, but 
that's not a reason not to have them on and to get their 
expertise and their input as we prepare for this Conference -- 
simply because their first responsibility came first. 


For instance, I got a call this morning. There is one 
woman who is going to have to come later to the Conference, and 
I'll tell you exactly what she said. She said that it was like 
when she was a kid about to go to a birthday party and she was 
told she had the chicken pox and she couldn't go, that this was 
the worst disappointment she had since then because she'd so 
looked forward to it. But the fact of the matter is there is 
about to be an impeachment of the Governor of Alaska, and State 
Senator Arliss Sturgulewsi's first responsibility is to her 
state in this crisis and not to this Delegation; and so she 
must stay in the State Senate there and work on that problem, 
and then she will join us when she can. 


So these are things that we knew might come up, but we 
tried to pick the very best and talented people we could. 


Q Is she replaced by other Delegates, or -- 
a No, no. She'll come later. 
Q Ms. Reagan, how about Mrs. Kirkpatrick? 


a Jeane and I have a deal; and that is that if I 
get in trouble she will fly immediately to Nairobi. In the 
meantime, she says that four years in the UN is just about 
enough for her. 


Q Ms. Reagan -—-— 
A Yes. 


Q -- do you see any chance of improving some of the 
conditions in the United States as a result of this 
Conference? I'm referring to the hunger that women and 
children are getting into more every day in the United States. 
and, of course, this exists so much in many other countries. 
And also I refer to civil rights. 


Do you expect any of those issues to be improved by 
this Conference? 


A Well, I know that we have covered issues of 
nutrition and child care and trade unions, and stereotyping in 
all of the various social and economic concerns of women are 
issues that we also deal with here at home, obviously. 
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I do think that in the last year, at least, we have 

set in motion what is a long-range solution to a good 

percentage of what we call the feminization of poverty. A 

tremendous number of women in the last 10 to 15 years have 

oars A og the poverty level in the United States because of 
ngs. 


One was the fact that retirement programs, where you 
had non-earning spouses, did not have survivor benefits; and so 
women were suddenly left at the most vulnerable time in their 
lives without the ability to take care of themselves because 
they were not able to invest in pensions at an early enough age 
in their own careers. And then when they became professional 
homemakers, suddenly that protection was not there. 


‘ This is something that happened in the fifties and the 
sixties and the early seventies, and we are still feeling the 
repercussion of that pension reform as it was passed last year. 
It's going to go a long way in the future towards that. 


Now, we have tc take care of the short run, but it's 
good that we've now solved that problem for 20 years from now 
because now we can begin to look at -- focus on what we do in 
the meantime. 


And the other is child-—support enforcement. The 
billions of dollars every year that are not paid to support the 
children of this country has had a severe impact upon younger 
women who return to the workplace, usually at entry-level 
positions because they have either only had entry-level 
positions in the past before becoming professional homemakers 
or they have never been a part of the work force and that 
support mechanism was not there. 


Now, it is and will be in the future. And because of 
that I think we're going to be able to get a handle on it. 


, and so what we need to be looking at domestically is 
what we do in the short run, what we do to prop these people up 
right now who have this problem -- knowing that we have an end 
to it. And that's what I think we will focus on. 


Whether or not this this will actually become a part 
of this Conference I don't know, but it's certainly something 
that we all discuss all the time. 

Q And civil rights? 


A I don't know what you mean by civil rights. 
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Q Well, I mean the fact that civil rights as it's 
now being interpreted in the United States by the Reagan 
Administration is a great step backwards for women and for 
anybody involved in equal opportunity. 


Do you think that you can improve equal opportunity in 
any way in the resolutions of this Conference? 


A Well, I disagree with you that the position of 
the Administration is against equal opportunity. I think we 
might define “equal opportunity" in a different way. But I 
think you also know me well enough to know that it's something 
I've been fighting for for a long time, and I will continue to. 


Q Well, I know you have -- I know you have. 
(Laughter. ) 


A Well, and I always will. 
Yes. 


Q My question before Sarah's was that the 
feminization of poverty is not unique to this country; it's 
universal. Where does it fall in the four positions that 
you're presenting as our concern? 


A Well, again, the theme of this Conference is 
equality, development and peace; health, education and 
employment. And so the basic themes of this Conference deal in 
many parts. We have parts of this document and of this debate 
that deal with world women, deal with urban women, deal with 


older women, deal with displaced women, deal with disabled 
women. And the list goes on and on and on, and each has its 


own particular definition of what it is that we we've 
accomplished. 
; 

I'm sorry that I can not recite to you the entire 
document. Perhaps by the time we get back from Nairobi I'1l be 
able to. But those are the concerns of this Conference. 
They're the things that we should be discussing. 


I think that we come to that realization from 
different positions. As I said to Sarah, we know where our 
feminization of poverty in large part has come from. It comes 
from a different place, someplace else. And so we have to have 
rather broad terms to deal with what governments can do without 
trying to impose more government than we would really feel was 
necessary. And that's a real tightrope to walk. 
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Q Ms. Reagan, what is the -- 
a The lady behind you was first. 
Q I was first right afterwards. 


The Kassebaum Amendment called for a report from the 
President to Congress about whether or not the U.S. should go 

to Nairobi, with the understanding that if now the Conference 

| was too politicized it might be best for the U.S. not to go at 


all. That report was supposed yA be out in il and it's 
still not anywhere to be seen. Do you know ee Was it -- 





a Well, the Kassebaum Amendment for what 
preparations were made and what kind of preparations were made 
for the Delegation, and that report as on its way to the 
Congress. 


The reason that it was held up vas because we did not 
have really anything to report until after the resumed ECOSOC 
on the 20th of June, and so it's been in the preparation stages 
since then. But, as I understand it, it's been signed today. 


Q And what about this question of -- I'm sorry; go 





ahead. 


Q I just want to know: Do you know what the advice 
is? I mean does it say that it's going to be a very political 
Conference? 


7 Of course, it's going to be a very political 
Conference. 


Q But it doesn't recommend one way or the other 
what the U.S. should do? 


a It says we're going. 

Q and what about funding? Do you think that the 
U.S. should withdraw its funding of this Conference if it 
becomes too political, as some have recommended? 


A Well, that's impossible because it's already 
spent. You can't withdraw funding that's already been spent. 
The voluntary fund has already underwritten the forum, the UN 
has already had the Conference; so that's ridiculous. 


I do think that we have to redefine. And one of the 
things that we're going to work to do -- and whether we'll be 
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successful, I don't know -- but I'd like to see us redefine the 
working of the Commission on the Status of Women within the UN 
system. 


What has happened in the last ten years is that the 
Commission, by and large, has become a preparatory body for 
another World Conference. We don't really need another World 
Conference at this point. We need a Commission that can do 
some work and that will be a watchdog of the integration of 
women into all of the Agencies and Departments of the United 
Nations so that more women's voice is heard in the policies 
that are developed on all of these issues in the future. 


and so we will be working towards redefining the role 
of this Commission. And if this Commission is going to be 
simply a “Let's all go to Vienna and freeze to death in 
February every year or every other year" undertaking, then I 
think we would have to rethink whether or not we wanted to 
participate in it. 


Q What is the cost of this, Ms. Reagan? What's the 
estimated cost of this Conference? 


a I have no idea. 





Q And can you assure us that the reason that 
Senator Kassebaum is not going has absolutely nothing to do 
with the other Kassebaum Amendment to propose to cut our 
funding to the UN by 20 percent in view of the outrageous 
bureaucratic salaries -- which 71 Senators supported but the 
State Department opposes? 


a Well, I don't know anything about that. I just -- 
Q You don't? 


Aa I know Nancy Kassebaum, and I know I spoke to her 
personally -—- 


Q Right. 


a -- and I know what we said to each other, and I 
know she'll be at lunch tomorrow when we all say goodbyes. So 


Q Ms. Reagan, getting back to the organization of 
the U.S. Delegation, you said that they're not leaving. Now, 
do you mean that or do you mean that if the majority of the 
members of the Delegation voted to leave they would go? I mean 
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a Those decisions are not made by that Delegation. 
Q Are you deciding or does the Delegation decide? 


a No. Those decisions are made here; those 
decisions are not made there. 


Q Right. 


A Those decisions are made by the people who create 
the foreign policy of this country: The President of the 
United States, the Secretary of State, and the National 
Security Adviser. 


Q In everything, so that the Delegation is just 
there to carry out decisions that are made here. 





a Well, we are there to use our best expertise on 
the ground, to see that the issues and the focus of this 
Conference are the way they are supposed to be. 


Q It looks like somebody doesn't trust you. 
(Laughter. ) 


A Well, I would never take the responsibility for 
walking out of a conference without asking somebody in 
Washington what they thought. I wouldn't do that. 





There's a hep Foundation policy paper. And, 
God knows, I wish I knew the gist of it; but some delegations 
from Third World countries are very upset about it and very 
concerned that the U.S. Delegation will be adopting some of the 
resolutions. 


a Well, that was the paper that was spread around 
by the Soviet Union, as a matter of fact, in Vienna to most of 
the developing countries. I've not read it myself nor do I 
know any members of the Delegation that have read it. 


MAR. REDMAN: Would you make this the last question, 
please? 


Q The Conference is being held in a continent where 
women live under some of the worst conditions in the world. 
What do you see as being the major achievements over the last 
decade, during the UN Decade for Women? 


a Well, again, I think one of the greatest 
achievements is the positions of the women who will be sitting 
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in that room -- women who are now Ambassadors from countries 
that didn't have Ambassadors ten years ago, women who are 
Ministers in their governments where ten years ago they didn't 
have Ministers in their governments. And that would certainly 
be the most visible mark of this Decade. 


I- think we have to look at where we are in the world 
as to what's been achieved. In the Nordic countries, for 
instance, they have far outdistanced us in the percentage of 
women elected to public office. 


We in the United States use the Decade as an impetus 
for a great deal of change in legislation. 


The United Kingdom had already achieved that before 
the Decade started, an they sort of came to a grinding halt at 
that point. 


And we all have a different way of looking at it. 


I was a little concerned the other day when I 
understood that President Moi in Kenya made a speech to a group 
of women in which he said: "No, don't listen to any of these 
people who are coming here because, you know, they're going to 
try to change your lifestyle and it's really 0.K." 





I've talked to the women in Kenya and they are an 
incredible group of people -- Pamela M'Boya and Margaret 
Kenyatta and some of the others -- who worked very hard on a 
daily basis to create a better life for the women in their 
countries. 


What I think that we will see is that a lot of what is 
achieved in on a bilateral basis -- that the Percy Amendment 


and the women in development programs that we put forward from 
this country and that other countries have done in developing 
nations do have an effect positively for the women of those 
countries -- and that we want to make sure that we're doing it 
right and that it's a good chance to sit down and talk to them. 


And I will tell you that in Vienna I sat in a group of 
African women one night from five different countries, and 
three of them were sitting talking about some of our women in 
development projects in their countries and telling the other 
two women why they should get involved. 


And I felt really quite proud of the fact that they 
seemed to know that much about it but were that impressed by 
what it was that they we were working to do. 


I think that's the kind of working together and 9 





looking 
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for things that we can do in the future that is the real mark 
of success of this Conference or of the Decade. 


Q Great stuff! 
A Thank you, everybody. 


Now I hope we'll hear something from there! 
(Laughter. ) 


MR. REOMAN: There are copies of material, by the way, 


available in the Press Office, for those who haven't stopped by 
yet. ' 


(The ON THE RECORD briefing concluded at 3:42 p.m.) 
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FOREIGN MINISTER HAYOiN: We've had a very helpful meeting 
today. It was a bilateral arrangement. We would prefer the 
trilateral meetings as we have had in the past but developments 
prevented that. We'd rather hope that there will be -- 
circumstances will be such as to allow a resumption of the 
trilateral arrangements of some of the tripartite arrangements 
sometime in the not too distant future. However, that aside, 
you have a statement which cover: the general thrust of the 
matters which were discussed today. I think on more concrete 
things I will leave that to questions. 


I would like to express the Australian Government's 
appreciation for the way in which the representatives of the 
United States Administration, led by Secretary of State George 
Shultz, have been helpful and forthcoming in the course of a 
very wide range of matters which were discussed. We very much 
appreciate this. We appreciate the regular exchange that we've 
had with the United States. We've made it clear on previous 
occasions, we've made it clear today, that policies of 
neutrality, nonalignment, isolationism are not policies for us 
-- that after considerable soul-searching we have firmly struck 
upon our responsibilities in supporting a range of commitments 
with the United States and other like-minded friends and allies 
in the Western Association of Nations. That is very much 
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exemplified by the existence in Australia of jointly controlled 
and administered facilities. These have a critical role in 
verification, deterrence and related matters. And that, I 
think, is the concrete demonstration of the enduring 
association and the positive nature of that association between 
our two countries. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: First let me express my appreciation to 8111] 
Hayden and Kim Seazley and all the others in Australia, 
including in Perth, who have treated me with such hospitality. 
I've had the privilege of two good meetings with Bob Hawke, the 
Prime Minister and an old friend, and our meetings, as Foreign 
Minister Hayden said, have been searching and a very _— and 
thorough exchange. They are so packed that it only s you 
that if anything they should be longer in their schedule 
because there is lots to talk about and it's very worthwhile. 
So, I appreciate that opportunity. Like 8111, I missed New 
Zealand and we regret that the decision that New Zealand has 
offered their position in our alliance. However, as far as we 
are concerned the ANZUS Treaty remains open, and New Zealand, 
in any case, is a friend, and the people of New Zealand have 
my Lge of ours for a long time and we expect to continue 
n that vein. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, Chris Park, ABC Television News. Did 
you ask Mr. Hayden today for any help in persuading New Zealand 
to reconsider its position? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we, I think, have the same views on 
the importance of ship visits as part of our whole relationship 
but it isn't a question of me persuading him or him persuading 
me. We have the same view and we have expressed it to New 
Zealand. In fact, at a press conference at about this time 
last year in Wellington we expressed that view. So I don't 
think there is any particular persuasion necessary. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, Laurie Oakes for the Nine Network. You 
have just had a meeting with Mr. Hawke. At that meeting did 
Mr. Hawke tell you of his opposition to the Star Wars 
research? Was that discussed earlier? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have discussed that subject in a general 
way. That's one that I hope we will have a chance to talk 
about a little bit more this evening in our full program. iI 
did leave with Mr. Hawke, and also Mr. Hayden and, I think, 
also Mr. Beazley, a copy of a recent address made by Ambassador 
Paul Nitze that devotes itself exclusively to the Soviet SOI 
program. And I think, in addition to other considerations 
having to do with this matter, it's important for people to 
focus in, as Ambassador Nitze does, on exactly what it is the 
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Soviets are doing. I think when you read Ambassador Nitze's 
address you'll get a better idea of that and I think it's a 
sobering exposition. I might say that is a public speech and 
so if you have xerox machines around here, why, you can easily 
make it available to the press if they're interested. 


QUESTION: Sir, could you tell us briefly what they're doing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Why don't you read the speech. Basically, 
they -- well, I can just tick off certain items: They have the 
only operational ABM system that exists; they have the only 
anti-satellite weapon that is operational; they have, in our 
view, in violation of the ABM treaty built a phase-to-ray radar 
well inside their territory, pointing inwards, a matter that 
can lead, -- I don't say it is leading, but can lead to a 
national ABM capability. They have been doing research on all 
of the various types of new technologies that the President's 
Strategic Defense Initiative, which is a research program, 
assays to do. They've been doing it before we have. So I 
suppose it makes sense, from their point of view, to keep their 
research going and to try to block ours. But it doesn't make 
any sense for us to accept that proposition. At any rate, I 
think, if you look through this brief speech, you'll get an 
idea of the scope of their program and it is a sobering thing 
to consider. 


QUESTION: Paul Lyneham from Seven National News. Mr. Shultz, 
do you see any prospect for any gradual return to trilateral 
cooperative activities within ANZUS over any immediate period 
of time, to use Mr. Hayden's phrase, “in the not too distant 
future"? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's hard to say. The door is 
certainly open and there are all sorts of ways to work around 
this problem but we have to remain very firm on our worldwide 
policy of not confirming or denying the presence of nuclear 
weapons on any ships. To disclose where those weapons are 
would give very significant intelligence to the Soviets and 
it's not desirable, not in our interest, not in anybody's 
interest, to do that. So that is a policy that we must hold to 
on a worldwide basis. I think it is very important for people 
to realize, on the one hand, that President Reagan has been 
pursuing arms control vigorously and has been calling for major 
reductions in nuclear weapons with the ultimate goal of their 
complete elimination. In the meantime, however, we must have 
the nuclear deterrent that prevents war. If we have no nuclear 
deterrent and the Soviets do, that's very bad for the 
democratic countries of the world, including New Zealand in 
that picture. So the nuclear deterrent is an essential part of 
the alliance relationship. We don't ask other countries to 
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deploy nuclear weapons or to develop nuclear weapons. The 
Europeans have asked for weapons on their soil. So they are 
being deployed there. But ship visits are an essential part of 
the flow of the military relationship and you can't sort of 
pick and choose and decide what portion of an alliance ability 
you want and what portion you don't want. 


QUESTION: It's all or nothing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Ship visits? What are the things that New 
Zealand contributes? Well, they contribute a number of things, 
but one of them is the possibility of U.S. naval forces being 
able to have a presence in this area. Not a presence by virtue 
of having some place you can periodically go. And so, this 
isn't like all or nothing. This is saying this is a 
contribution. There are things the United States must do to 
maintain the alliance and there are things our allies do and 
people's roles are different and the role that New Zealand 
decided to forego was an essential one, as we see it, for them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hayden, on the SDI program, does the Australian 
government still have severe reservations about this, or are we 
likely to reassess, in the light of the information the 
Secretary of State has provided about the activities of the 
Soviets in this area? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Prime Minister Hawke said earlier 
this year in Washington that we do not endorse the SDI 
concept. The matter is under consideration by the -- for 
consideration by the Cabinet. When the submission is brought 
to the Cabinet -- and, I think, Ken you have that 
responsibility -- we'll consider our position and we'll 
formulate a reply to Defense Secretary Weinberger's invitation 
to us to participate in that research. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Could I make a distinction here? The United 
States is undertaking a research program which we will go 
forward with, we think for important reasons, and that is one 
of the matters that's under discussion at Geneva. That's one 
thing. Various countries have expressed an interest in this 
research, so we have issued an invitction to people to 
participate in the research if they want to. That has nothing 
to do with whether the program goes forward or not. That's a 
different issue, and I distinguish that out. And then of 
course there are all of the considerations involved in the 
overall program of which the Soviet activity is one. 


QUESTION: Can I just ask Mr. Hayden if he was persuaded by the 
submission that he received from the Secretary of State 
(inaudible). 
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FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Scarcely. I haven't had a chance to 
read it. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hayden, was the subject of the nuclear-free zone 
in the South Pacific brought up, and what were the comments? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Well, we discussed it. I leave Mr. 
Shultz to make any observation from the American side. We 
discussed the principles of the nuclear-free zone for the South 
Pacific. Essentially, they would prohibit the storage, 
manufacture, stockpiling, testing of nuclear weapons, in the 
territorial areas of signatory governments. They would not 
prohibit governments determining, as a matter of sovereign 
right, whether they would allow facilities to be used, such as 
ports or airfields. We do that, we will continue to do that. 
They do not interfere with, because they cannot interfere with, 
the rights of aircraft or surface (inaudible) or naval vessels 
to use international airspace or waterways. We will be 
bringing forward a draft of the treaty at the meeting of the 
Pacific Forum countries in New Zealand in August. What is 
decided then as to what direction the countries proceed in, 
whether they decide to sign, or whether they decide to do more 
work, is something for the countries participating in the 
conference on that occasion to determine then. 


QUESTION: Do you support that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We found the points that were made in the 
meeting, which were an elaboration of what Mr. Hayden just 
said, to be reassuring. We will be interested in receiving the 
text of the draft treaty. We think this is the kind of thing 
that has to be approached with great care. So we'll study the 
text, and at the same time we do see that our friends from 
Australia have gone about this in a careful way. 


QUESTION: What sort of reservations do you have, sir, 
(inaudible). 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we'll have to look at the draft 
treaty, and let the Australian Government know in due course. 


QUESTION: Back to ANZUS. Sir, why are you not engaging in a 
dialogue with the New Zealanders? You sent a low-level 
official to meet Mr. Lange when he visited the United States 
and you've yet to see the New Zealand Ambassador in Washington 
for discussions. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The New Zealand Ambassador is well received 
in Washington. I went, for example, to the memorial for those 
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Australians and New Zealanders who have fallen in wars. That 
is traditionally held in the National Cathedral, and the New 
Zealand Ambassador is welcome and is a friend. I have met with 
Prime Minister Lange myself; I have no reasons not to. People 
pass through the United States at a great rate all the time, 
and we try to extend every courtesy to them, and I think Prime 
—. Lange was very pleased with his reception, as far as I 
now. * 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, do you think that ANZUS won't be 
operating again effectively until there's a change of 
government in New Zealand? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't want to make any comment that sounds 
remotely like interfering in the internal affairs of New 
Zealand. As far as ANZUS is concerned, it remains there. The 
relationship of New Zealand to it has been changed by virtue of 
this decision, and we are perfectly ready to continue 
discussions with the Government of New Zealand about it, in 
hopes that it can somehow be resolved. We have to maintain our 
worldwide policy -- there isn't any way that we can compromise 
on that. But high-level visitors from New Zealand no doubt 
will be coming through the United States and we're always ready 
to talk with them. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) New Zealand remains a friend, but no 
longer an ally. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: New Zealand has changed its position in our 
alliance. However, the United States continues to regard New 
Zealand, of course, as a very friendly country, as a country 
that shares the same values as we do, as part of the free 
market trading system. We have iots of personal friendships 


back and forth between the United States and New Zealand, so we 
continue to have a very friendly relationship with them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, would the relationship deteriorate 
further if New Zealand went ahead with legislation to ban 
nuclear armed ships? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If New Zealand takes a statutory step, a 
formal statutory step that has an impact on the ANZUS Treaty, 
then we will have to study that statute carefully and see what 
its impact is and evaluate it, and decide what we will do in 
the light of whatever our evaluation is -- a formal step that 
is a unilateral statutory change in the ANZUS Treaty. 
Obviously we will have to consider it as such. 


QUESTION: Rob Chalmers, Radio 2CH. You said New Zealand 
wasn't free to pick and choose in relation to the visits of 
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U.S. ships. Wouldn't Australia then be picking and choosing if 
it decided not to assist the United States with Strategic 
Defense Initiative research? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, not at all. I think this is a different 
matter entirely. It's a large research program, and if 
Australia chooses to participate in it, they're most welcome to 
do so. And if Australia prefers not to, it is for Australia to 
decide. It's clearly something that has major scientific 
interest, and it's for that reason that people from other 
countries have wanted to take part in it, and we have had the 
attitude that we would welcome that if they do. 


OFFICIAL: Mr. Hayden, we'll make the last question before the 
changeover. 


QUESTION: Mr. Hayden, John Lombard from Radio Australia. 
Could I ask you about the assurances given on the export 
enhancement program, are you satisfied that every effort would 
be made to avoid harming Australia's trading interests, as 
stated in the communique -- but if you asked Mr. Shultz, "What 
efforts are you going to take to stop Australia's interests 
being harmed?" 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Well, the short answer is that we got 
undertakings from the United States that they would seek in 
every way possible to preserve our interests. The way in which 
that would be done, well, I'll leave to Mr. Shultz. 


QUESTION: Are you satisfied with those assurances? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Well of course. We accept them in 
good faith. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: This program basically was brought about by 
the actions of the European Economic Community in their heavily 
subsidized encouragement to production, which then has spilled 
over into exports of various commodities that we think defy the 
laws of comparative advantage and are disrupting world trade in 
many ways. They're harming the interests of our farmers. I 
might say that we reflected in our meeting on the impact, for 
instance, on the sugar producing areas of the Philippines, 
which they have helped impoverish, and so this program is aimed 
to regain from the Europeans markets that U.S. farmers have 
lost. In that sense, it is not seeking in any way to interfere 
with Australia's position in markets. Now obviously there are 
some markets that are occupied by Australians, by us, by 
Europeans, by other countries, and so it's not going to be 
possible to have some sort of perfect insulation. But I can 
say flatly that we have no desire in this program whatever to 
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use it in a way that would be unfair to our friends in 
Australia. 


OFFICIAL: Could we ask all the TV cameras please to make their 
way out, to make way for their other colleagues who have not 
yet had a chance to ask any questions. 


OFFICIAL: Ladies and gentlemen, may I once again apologize for 
the confusion we've had here, and hope we haven't 
inconvenienced you all too much. What I propose now is that we 
do not ask the Secretary or the Foreign Minister to repeat 
their initial statements, but we are getting a transcript done 
of them and will make them available to you as soon as we 
possibly can for those of you who didn't hear it. And what 
I'll do instead is immediately throw the meeting open for 
questions, and I'm afraid given the timetable the Secretary of 
State is working to, he must leave here by six o'clock. Thank 
you. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, Minister Beazley on your left has been 
campaigning since he became Defense Minister for a defense 
policy for Australia based on self-reliance and independence. 
You have commented on the dangers of isolationism. Do you see 
this defense policy in any way reflecting an isolationist trend 
in Australia? 


DEFENSE MINISTER BEAZLEY: Thanks a lot, Hugh. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Every country needs to look to itself and 
develop to its own capabilities, but the whole point of being 
in an alliance is to get the benefit of what other people can 
contribute. It's a mutual matter, and I think that's very much 
the case, as I view it, between Australia and the United 
States. My impression is that that's what all of us think, but 
I'm not going to speak for Australia, obviously. 


QUESTION: Can I ask whether any increasing trend towards 
self-reliance would then detract from what you now consider to 
be a satisfactory arrangement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are certain aspects of what we 
do and what Australia does that are complementary in this 
alliance, and as those proceed I think we're very well pleased 
with the situation. And to the extent that Australia increases 
its capabilities and as it sees additional things that it wants 
to pay attention to, I think that's all beneficial. And I've 
heard of a few today. 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: It's consistent with the ANZUS 
Treaty, which provides quite explicitly that signatory 
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countries are obliged to take adequate steps to provide for 
their own defense and security, so there's nothing inconsistent 


QUESTION: Does the Guam Doctrine have the same central force 
today as it did in President Nixon's time? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, you're leading me. Go on to the next 
question. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do you or Mr. Hayden see the security 
of this area being diminished in any substantial way by the 
ao New Zealand from the ANZUS working alliance, and if 
so, 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Thank you George. The capability of 
the armed services of the three countries is enhanced as a 
result of their being able to exercise again, together. I 
think that's been one of the great advantages which was derived 
from the ANZUS arrangements. Similarly the exchange of 
intelligence information, I believe, gave some reinforcement to 
the general capability of the countries in this region: 
Australia and New Zealand. That apart, however, and to that 
extent we regret that those advantages aren't present, but in 
terms of the security of the region, I don't believe that 
sh particularly determined as to whether parts of the 
region or any part of it is going to stand or fall. It's just 
that the association would be much healthier, more viable, we 
feel, if we were operating together. We trust that some stage 
in the future that will take place. In the meantime, we are 
friends and allies of the United States. We are friends and 
allies of New Zealand. The relationship with New Zealand is a 
long-standing one, a very deeply held one for cultural reasons, 
historical reasons, as I've just said, ethnocentric interests. 
A whole range of these sorts of shared experiences -- and we 
found the New Zealanders, insofar as Australia is concerned, to 
be stout friends in times of need. In this particular region 
the New Zealanders make an invaluable contribution, 
particularly in the South Pacific region in their activity 
among the island states of the South Pacific. So they continue 
to make their contribution to shoring up security in the 
region; we continue to encourage them; we continue to cooperate 
with them. 


QUESTION: I take it from your answer that you would miss them 
but it won't hurt too much? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: You can take from my answer that I 
did not skillfully avoid what you asked me but I stepped around 
it pretty well. 
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QUESTION: Can I follow that up and ask you how long can you go 
on with this sort of ambiguous situation with the treaty before 
it becomes a mockery of the treaty. 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Who are you asking? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, let me take turns with you on that. I 
don't think it's a mockery. It is a treaty, it's there and it 
has an aspect to it in which there is non-participation at the 
moment. So that can exist, and in the meantime Australia and 
the United States will continue as we have and I think that our 
own direct relationship is strong and continung and so the 
pattern that's been developed in this region is very much in 
place. 


QUESTION: Can it continue indefinitely? 


DEFENSE MINISTER BEAZLEY: Can I just take your point a point 
further from that which the Secretary did? I think that as we 
some months ago reviewed the process that the disagreement on 
ship visits produced, several things were quite clear for us, 
from the Australian point of view. One was that we had 
substantial bilateral arrangements with the United States that 
went well beyond simply the formal processes entailed in the 
ANZUS Treaty and many of those areas constitute the most 
significant areas of our joint activity. The joint facilities, 
for example, are all under their own agreements. That's the 
first point. The second point we also discerned was that we 
also had at a (inaudible) different level; at a different level 
with importance to us, but nevertheless, of significance. And 
that that remains substantially intact. The fact that the 
treaty does not operate as a trilateral arrangement, as 
indicated by Mr. Hayden, has imposed additional requirements on 
us and has obliged us to consider our situation in defense 
terms in the South Pacific much more extensively that we had to 
at that point of time. We have been prepared to address that 
realistically. It's involved increasing surveillance activity 
on our part and also an increasing exercise schedule and in 
addition to that an emphasis in our defense cooperation 
program, perhaps has lifted the Pacific -- South Pacific area 
to a level of significance it might not otherwise have had. So 
there have been costs that we've been prepared to carry, but in 
terms of the security of the area and in terms of the value of 
the treaty to us we see both the security of the area and that 
treaty as undiminished both as a result of the attitudes of the 
United States and our own activities in that regard. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, would an attack on the U.S. bases in the 
Philippines by communist insurgents, would it activate article 
IV of the ANZUS Treaty as suggested by Mr. Hayden? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the situation of our bases in the 

Philippines is a strong one and those are very important bases, 

and we intend to maintain them there. The Philippines are an 

important friend and ally of longstanding, and our object will 

- mt ¥ conduct ourselves in the Philippines as to help keep 
way. 


QUESTION: I was asking you about Australian involvement. 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: I think what I said then, but I'd 
have to look at it to clear my mind up. One view is that it 
could, in the view of some; it could in the view of some. 


QUESTION: You said there seemed little (inaudible) 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, was there any discussion today of the 
negotiations between the Soviet Union and Kiribati States Act 
to fill the vacuum that the Soviet Union presently collect by 
negotiating fishing agreements with Pacific Island nations? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we did discuss that general issue and 
the South Pacific, as Mr. Beazley indicated. We are working on 
a fisheries agreement with the nations involved, and I think 
that is important, not simply because of the Kiribati 
developments, but just as a general proposition, there's been 
some considerable friction over fishing activities. There have 
been some recent meetings, and we're working on that very 

hard. If we can develop such an agreement, it tends to provide 
a framework and remove some negative aspects of the situation, 
and I think will enable us to move forward with some more 
positive efforts to help the countries involved develop their 
own fishing capabilities and so on. So we're looking at the 
problem, not just in terms of that particular issue, but in its 
greater generality, and I hope we'll make some more progress on 
it. I know the Australians are also working on it; they'll 
speak for themselves, and I think together I hope we can do 
some constructive things. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, if the change in New Zealand policy 
turns out to be more permanent than one anticipates, would the 
United States be ote in fact to renegotiate ANZUS as a 
separate bilateral treaty with Australia? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't think there's any need for that. 
We have a strong, ongoing relationship with in 
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contacts all the time, and to the extent that the ANZUS Treaty 
bears on that relationship, it's there, and there's no 
particular need to renegotiate it in our opinion. If New 
Zealand takes some formal action, as was covered in one of the 
earlier questions, then that might precipitate a review of the 
treaty by us, in response to a formal action. But we don't 
— -” see that happen; we prefer jiust to leave the situation 
as it is. 


QUESTION: You are referring to legislation, are you, to 
anti-nuclear legislation in that? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: A question was asked in an earlier part of 
this press conference about legislation that New Zealand might 
enact, and would we react to it, and I said “Well, we'd have to 
look at the legislation". But if it had a bearing, if it was 
in a sense a unilateral piece of legislation bearing on the 
ANZUS Treaty, then obviously we'd have to look at it in that 
light. But I haven't seen any legislation; that's a very iffy 
kind of question. 


QUESTION: You said this morning that a hope to rectify the 
differences with New Zealand. What effort is the United States 
making to rectify the differences? What have you done? What 
concessions have you made? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are not willing or able and we don't 
think it's in any way desirable for anybody that the United 
States alter its no-confirm-or-deny policy. Now within that 
framework, there are lots of ways different countries handle 
the situation, and we're perfectly prepared to discuss those 
with New Zealand, as we have had lone discussion with them. 
But I'm not by that suggesting that there's any immediate 
prospect of so changing the situation. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, are you more hopeful after today's talks 
that Australia may take part in the SOI research? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we didn't address the SDI research. 
The Australians will have to decide that for themselves. But 
it's not as though -- we'd like them to be involved if they 
wish to, and the opportunity is there, but it's not something 
that represents a major point in the US/Australian 
relationship. It's sort of an opportunity; it's there. If 
they choose to take advantage of it, that's fine; if they don't 
fine, it's just that. 


QUESTION: You have supplied information, though, which could 
support the case for wider involvement with more countries -- 
the Soviet example, for instance. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are, I think as I've tried to say 
before, maybe it was in the earlier part of this press 
conference, for me to draw:a distinction between the question 
-—- is it a good idea for the United States to undertake the 
research involved in strategic defense. Wow, the fact that the 
Soviet Union is doing so much and so masterfully, it has been 
for so long, is one of several arguments in favor of doing that 
program. And that's an entirely different question from the 
question of whether it's a good idea from Australia's point of 
view to take part in a research effort. I suppose it's a 
different one from whether we would want some other country to 
take part. From our standpoint, we've answered that question 
for ourselves: that in the case of our friends and allies, that 
if they choose to take part, we're delighted to have them do 
so, but it isn't as though it's a big make-or-break type issue, 
I think too much has been made of that. 


OFFICIAL: One last question. Wikki Savva. 


QUESTION: Nikki Savva. Mr. Hayden, Australia is already 
taking part in the Star Wars research. Is your position going 
to canvas the possibility of Australia backing out of that 
altogether? 


FOREIGN MINISTER HAYDEN: Well, I don't know of any Star wars 
research. 


QUESTION: Well, at the moment, specifically, the rail gun? 


DEFENSE MINISTER BEAZLEY: Well, I think we've already 
indicated on the question of the rail gun the area of research 
and our participation in it is declining. The area of research 
that we have been engaged in is for the operation of that 
weapon in the atmosphere is not a suitable mode for that weapon 
to be deployed at this part of the Star Wars program. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz: One last question. You referred a 
moment ago to a review of ANZUS by the United States if New 
Zealand enshrines the legislation (inaudible) its ban on 
nuclear warships. Can you state categorically now that such a 
review would not lead to the U.S. decision to abrogate the 
treaty with New Zealand? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you are a lot more explicit and put a 
lot of words in my mouth that I didn't say. What I said was -- 
I didn't say anything about what New Zealand might enact. I 
said that in response to a question about statutory action by 
New Zealand, that if they enacted something formally, in law, 
that seemed to be related in a formal way to the ANZUS Treaty, 
we'd have to evaluate that, and see what impact it might have 
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and whether or not there's something that we should do about 
the treaty as a result. That's all. 


OFFICIAL: Ladies and gentlemen, would you all mind remaining 


in your places while the Secretary of State, Mr. Hayden, and 
Mr. Beazley leave. Thank you very much. 
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MR. MCPARLANE: Good msorning. I apologise for being 
late. I*we come from seeing the President and he sends his greetings 


to you. 
C When's he coming hone? 


; MR. MCFARLANE: I have no ides. I's not involved in 
that. It*s not a national security satter. 


Q tow is he? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Ue's terrific, full of beans, very 
i isitive, asking a number of questions about tasking he'd 
Gclivered before he went into the hospital and looking for status 
reports on a nuaber of things <- very such looking forward to being 
back. 


I have @ short statement and then I'll be gled to take 
your questions. 


Round two of the nuclear and spece areas have just been 


concluded in Geneva and our iators have returned to Washington. 
on tg ay there has been iittie l progress in the 
talks. lets are still rceservi to theaselves tever ideas 


_— ve remained in y~ pey * propegands sode, seeking 
litical ints and to influence public opinion than to 
in serious negotiations. 


Ducting the talks, the Soviets have repeated their 
insistence upon various kinds of moratoria -- moratoria which are 
both inequitable to the extent that they freeze existing imbalances 
ac well as being unverifiable. 


they sa chap reductions and how to achieve thee in nuclear 


They're also continuing to create artificially rigid 
linkeges between the various negotiating poouns holding hostage 
SS in one area to developments in the others. These oe 

ve become, in effect, Soviet preconditions which are very haraftu 
to our hopes for progress in the talks. 


We're dic intec, but not surprised, given the 
importance and complexity of these negotiations, that little headway 
has been made so far. And I think when you review the history of 
negotiations with the Goviet Union, it's clear that it requires 
patience -- progress requires a long tine. 


We have seen o few signs that sight ultimately prove to 
be promising. for example, in this round the Sovietse\were marginally 
lecs a than in the first round, and in some areas, they have 
begun to respond to our efforts to engage them in @ serious dialogue. 


Let me g0 over group Sy group the highlights of this past 
round -~ that is, the START area, INF area, and the defense in space 
area. 
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space iets have — to 
saan? 6S Se 0 S0SD Seema Seeaee However, they still insist on 
banning research, even research permitted under the ABN 
Treaty. And any ban would inherently unverifiable. Further, they 
still haven'* begun even to address our very serious concerns about 
compliance. And they have neither engaged on these, nor have they 
teken corrective action. 


7 In the Intermediate-range Nuclear Force talks, the INF 
group, where the United States has proposed the elimination of « 
major -- or 4 ms global reduction -- and a sajor global reduction 
of this entire class of weapons, there really has been no sovement at 
all. We beliewe that the next round, which ins on September 19th, 
should provide a better indication of whether or not any near-tere 
progress can be made. 


we — sincerely that the Soviets will take a fresh look 

at the issues during the interis period and that t will send their 

lators beck to Geneva in September with the kind of flexibility 
which our wr already have. In the meantine, the United 
States will what it can to try to move the talks forward. The 
President remains dGeterained to achieve real, equitable, verifiable 
reductions in nuclear arsenals. We've put constructive ideas on the 
table, and the President hes given our negotiators unprecedented 
flexibility. We hope the Soviets, too, at the next round will be 
ready for # real give-and-take process. 


Finally, I want to stress that we will remain patient. 
We're + ed to stay in Geneva for as long as is necessary to reac’ 
autvel ficial agreements. We hope the Soviets are equally 
epared, and that, as the ineffectiveness of their present — 
fessnes increasingly clear to them, they will enter « sore ser 
negotiating process. 


I'll be glad to take your questions now. I believe 
henceforth thet it is off camera. 











Lou? 
Q Why off camera, Bud? That gives us a probles. 
MR. MCFARLANE: Sam, I don‘t know, frankly. I -- 


Q -- reporter here can quote you on the record fros 
either your statement or from the question and answer period. But, 
television and radio reporters may only use your statement. Now, I 
think we understand the reason for that from your standpoint, but 
from our standpoint, it is not only unfair, it distorts our ability 
to tell the news. 


MR. MCPAKLANE: I respect what you say, Sas. If I 
understand correctly, and correct me if I'm wrong -- that, 
henceforth, you can use what I say here <-- quoting it. 


Q On the record and print reporters can quote you 
directly? But television and radio reporters may not use your voice 
as we may use it from your statement. As I say, that is not only 
unfair, but it distorts our ability to give our viewers and listeners 
the same understanding using our mediums as print reporters have to 
give their readers an understanding of the story. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, as I say, Sam, I respect what you 
say. I don't pretend competence in the ground rules of the session. 
I propose that I respond to questions and deal with what I've come 
for and that is the substance of -- 


Q Well, I made my point and I'll not say anymore. 
MR. MCFARLANE: -- the National Security agenda. 
Lou? 


Q Pardon me if I missed something, but is there 
anything -- in what you've just told us, that differs from the sum of 
what the statement Speakes read the other day and what Max Kanpelman 
said at Geneva -- 


Q Question? 


Q -- in evaluating? I mean, is there something that 
you're telling us that is different than we already knew on this -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Lou's question is, is there something 
Jiftferent in what I have just said from comments already made by Max 
Kampelman and by what Larry said two days ago in a statement. 


I think they are consistent and I don't intend anything 
new. I've talked to the President about it. He's thought about it. 
I talked to him about it yesterday and again this morning and this 
reflects the President's judgment on the outcome of round two. 


Q Can I follow up -- is this -- are you being 
optimistic about the third round, or are you -- all of these things 
that happened happened, and I guess I don't understand what the basis 
is for thinking that it would be different in the third round of 
talks. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Lou's point is, am I being optimistic or 
what is it, if anything, different I'm trying to impart here. I'd 
characterize the President's attitude toward the third ‘round as 
hopeful, but believing that any basis for optimism turns upon a 
change in the Soviet approach to the talks. That said, there does 
appear to have been -- call it evolutionary, not dramatic change -- 
betweon the first and the second round. But that evolution was more 
in the way of a qualitative lifference; that is, as distinct from in 
the first round when the Soviets took a very rigid confrontational 
stance, being unwilling to even discuss conceptually the problem or 
the balance. In the second round, they were willing to engage 
conceptually, 
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mot in concrete teras, but it enabled us to eserge 
round with a far better understanding on each side 
side's position -- of our approach, of our view of 
imbelance as it is, and to the extent that represents, perhaps, 
marginal change away from confrontation and toward engaging. t 
offer some promise for the third round continuing that trend; we 
so. 


in the second 
of the other 
the balance or the 


Prank? 


Q Do you believe that the upcoming meeting with 
Shevardnadze both between the Secretary of State, and then here in 
Hew York with the Secretary of State, then here with the President, 
will in any way lead to an alteration or an iaproved atmosphere for 
these talks? Is that -- are those foras going to deal with Geneva in 
any substantive way? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Both sides have endowed their negotiators 
in Geneva with the lead responsibility, and -- well, for the conduct 
of the talks. The opportunity to exchange views with the Soviet Union 
in Helsinki will undoubtedly include necessarily a certain amount of 
getting to know one another, but surely, the U.&./Soviet agenda, in 
broad teras -- bilateral, regional, human rights and aras control -- 
will include a measure of exchange in this area, but I don't mean to 
imply that, especially given the performance at the second round, we 
have any expectations for change. 


Helen? 


Q Don’t you think that the sumgjit will break the 
logjam if it's possible to do it at all? I mean, sure, they have 
flexibility -- still operating from orders from Washington and 
Moscow, and if there is no seeting of the gainds. And also I'd like 
to ask you, was -- you said there was serious dialogue on Star Wars, 
but what was the serious dialogue? I mean, you say they won't deal 
at all in terms of research. / 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, on taking the second point first, 
in the first round, the President believed that it was important to 
begin to make clear to the Soviet Union his concept for how, over 
time, both sides would benefit from less reliance on offensive 
systems and greater reliance on defensive systems. But in the first 
round, the Soviets weren't even willing to hear anything of that. 


Thies time, they were willing to hear our explanations of 
how such an evolutionary process -- a transition, if you will -- 
might take place, and why such a transition would serve both side's 
interests. Well, I wouldn't say that that's dramatically important, 
but it is a change. 


With regard to your reference to the meeti:.3 in Geneva, I 
think that we've come to acknowledge here that the Soviet Union's 
disinclination to engage on foreign accounts generally is probably a 
reflection that they are preoccupied with internal matters. I think 
we're seeing the evidence of that in the changes being made in the 
Politburo, the departures of some, arrivals of new people. 


Separately, this is the year of preparation of the 
five-year plan that can enable a new leader to reallocate resources 
in fundamentally different ways, and that's a tez-ibly important, 
even historic opportunity for them. So it's understandable that they 
are focused on these other issues. 


It's disappointing, and yet when one considers what may 
Or may not come out of Geneva, I think that these fundamental 
internal matters and whether or not the Soviet Union brings itself to 
solutions on them, that will condition whether they are prepared to 
engage or not. 


The President enters the Geneva meeting anticipating that 

















it will be devoted to setting an agenda which will surely include 
ares control, setting priorities for the resolution of other probleas 
on the -- pens bilateral, regional, human rights. But it's 
probably unrealistic, given what is a continuing process in Moscow to 
expect dramatic change on their part. 


Larry? 


Q Bud, ie the story accurate this sorning to the 
effect that we have a new intelligence estimate questioning the 
accuracy of the 86-198 and their hard-target kill capability, and if 
it is true, does that affect anything in teras of START in Geneva? 


MR. MCPARLANE: Well, I can't discuss intelligence 
reports. I think, just to talk hypothetically, that the inference of 
that article is aisleading -- misleading in the sense that the clear 
iabalance and prompt hard-target systems which favors the Soviet 
Union exists without regard, really, to the S&-19's precise 
capabilities. 


Tne article, by omission, ignores the 88-18 which, 
comprising some 3,000 ballistic sissile warheads as it does, 
establishes a very, very solid capability against our systems. it 
also ignores by omission the fact that they're at the point of 
deploying two other systems, the 88-24 and 88-25, which will preserve 
@ massive Soviet advantage in ICBM warheads. 60 the point of the 
article -- and I cannot comment on the intelligence judgement on it 
-- is to the extent that it implies diminution of the problem is just 
misleading. 


San? 


Q Is this edministration laying the groundwork for an 
invasion of Nicaragua by warning Nicaragua that attacks on Americans 
in Central America will be returned -- the inference being against 
Nicaragua? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. 


Q What was the purpose of the statement? Can you tell 
us? 
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think the President believed that 
llusions in Managua, that we are 
very ewere of the support that they give to terrorist elements and 
to include those in 81 vador and that, their 
1l hold them sccountable. he 


against Americans would go without response. 
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It was not to lay e predicate for the use of U.S. 
military troops in Managua. 


Q Well, does that mean that we will hold thea 
accountable if attacks occur, even if we cannot demonstrate any 
direct link between. Managua and these attacks? 


MR. MCPARLANE: Well, the U.S. policy, both vis a vis 
Nicaragua and other states who espouse terrorism, will be to act in 
such a fashion as to deter or counter and ultimately deal effectively 
with terrorism sponsored by that state. We wouldn't go beyond that 
to prescribe the means or the timing or the place. 


Q If I may, I didn't ask about the means. But can you 
say whether we will hold Managua responsible for attacks on our 
servicemen or installations in Central America even if we cannot see 
or demonstrate an immediate direct link with Managua? 


MR. MCFARLANE: If it ‘were apparent that violence against 
~ pm stemmed clearly from some other country we wouldn't hold 


Nicaragua responsible for that. The reality is that e  suppe Spuvens of 
terrorism in Central America are in very large measure ae 
Nicaragua. But the President has said many times that hee. & not going 


to lash out, but that he does intend to deal with those who are 
responsible for terrorist acts. 


Yes. 


Mr. McFarlane, as you. know, Mr. Gorbachev seems 
age | to = threatened to walk out of the Geneva talks if we 
don’t change our position. How do evaluate that threat on his 
part and has that possibility actually been raised in the talks, 
themselves, among the negotiators? 


MR. MCFARLANE: On the first part of the question, I 
think that threats to disrupt negotiations that hold the promise of 
reducing nuclear arms is a very unwelcome, wrong-headed approach to 
the resolution of disagreements between us and the Soviet Union. The 
strategy appears consistent with the strategy of the first Reagan 
administration -- that is, where the Soviet Union used that kind of 
threat, seeing it as effective in exploiting the vulnerabilities of 
democracies both in Europe and here, that is, the susceptibility to 
threat, to react with lessened will, or to make unilateral 
concessions, or to cut our defense budget, or to do things that serve 
their interests. 








On the first four years, it really didn’t have that 
effect. Cohesion of the Alliance was expressed in the deploysent of 
Imf systeas, was expressed here in continued support for the aras 
control policy, a8 well as continued defense budgets that have been 
very strong -- on amore 7 percent real growth -- and consequently 
as @ strateges for getting us to change our position, it hasn't 
worked. , 


Tne idea is fundamentally at odds with any serious good 
faith on their part, too, in trying to solve problems; siaply because 
you haven’t doesn't sear you can't. And for them to threaten to go 
home with tne marbles is diseppointing. It has not played back in 
the same fashion in Geneva. 


Yes? 


Q You've condemned the Soviet linkage among the three 
-- at Geneva, but yet in January, Secretary Ehults and Mr. Groayko, 
in trying to communicate, said that the three issues would be 
discussed and resolved in their interrelationship. Does the Soviet 
Union not have a just position in wanting to resolve these three 
issves -- is it still -- do we still support that -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, they don't heave « legitisate 
position. The intent and the clear understanding in January in 
Geneva was that there is an obvious relationship between offense and 
defense. There is a relationship between the several kinds of forces 
involved. That said, understanding that relationship, you cen press 
on in the START area or in the INF area and come to teras in 
ayreenments that serve both side's interests. 


Assuming that that is feasible, and we believe strongly 
that it is, it makes no sense if that progress is feasible not to 
take advantage of it, ratify it, and put it in place. To hold it 
hostage and use it to extort unreasonable concessions in other areas 
is simply -- doesn't represent good faith in the talks. 


Yes? 


°) Wnat is each sides’ position #t this point on space 
research, testing and development? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The Soviet Union has continued to insist, 
as recently as this week, in a ban on research as well as the 
development, testing or deployment of strategic defense systems. even 
while they are in their own country and have for many, many years, 
carrying out @ very substantial research program of their own. And 
not only research, out to include the testing and deployment of 
defensive systems. 


Q -- and our position -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Uear in mind it is the Goviet Union, not 
the United States whicn disposes of the only antiballistic missile 
system that arrayed around Moscow as well as the only operational 
ASAT system -- not the United States, separately but related, while 
they deny our right to do what the treaty clearly allows. They 
assert tneir right to violate that some treaty. In short, it's « 
charade; it*s a propaganda ploy. 


Q Have they indicated any flexiblity on research -- 
space researcn? 


MR. MCFARLANE: No. 
7] Mr. McFarlane? 
Yes? 


Q Given that the logjam in all three sets of talks 
goes back to this question of research on SDI, is future progress 
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pinned to their soving off the dime on this issue, or is there sone 
siddle ground that the U.S. would sove to, or is it sell up to tne 
Soviets at this point whether there's ever any progress? 


MR. MCFARLANE: There’s an opportunity for progress in 
each of the ereas; that's why we're there. 











The United States, for , in oes in strategic 
to an outcome of 5, ballistic missile warheads, 
could get from here to there. You could 
pace you reduce. You can put certain kinds of 
sub-ceilings. There are sany approaches that both sides, by the way 
on nee heey Dye Ay .t fh preeennaan acknowledge could 


Similarly, in the INF area. When the United States says 
os He oe plage ny Rp ng Ae A gh yuu 
deployment -- you can't get such more flexible than t. So it 
ath @ matter of their being an intellectual impediment here. There 

sa‘t any. 


Q Right. But the problem isn't in those two areas; 
the probles is t won't move in those two area until there's some 
movement -- it's the linkage. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I understand what you say but -- 


Q ~~ what I'm asking is whether we are waiting for 
thea to move off it or if we see some middle ground with the SDI 
research matter. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, the Soviet position on strategic 
defense is unreasonable for two basic reasons. First of all, the 
notion that research somehow could be bad is simply infeasible. And 
there own side has acknowledged this -- the Soviet Foreign Minister 
-- the former Foreign Minister. 


Secondly, there is a very active and far-advanced Soviet 
program, so for them to assert that they can do it and that we cannot 
is unreasonable. Finally, however, there is a very solid case to be 
made for both sides being far better off with greater reliance on 
Gefense. After all, defensive systems aren't targeted against 
anybody; they don't hurt people, they don't hurt anything except 
other systems. So there's both a moral, a military, and an historic 
record that justifies our position. 


Q If 1 could just try one more time. What I'am -- I 
understand the U.S. position. What I'm trying to get at is, is there 
any give in that position or does it a11 boil down to the Soviets 
having to give up that insistence? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I think that there's no basis for a 
change in the United States’ position. 


Rick? 


Q Bud, in the interview with the Soviet general, Steve 
Solarcz said he was told that the Soviet proposal for reducing 
offensive systems by 25 percent celated not only to launchers, but to 
warheads or charges. Did we hear anything like that? Did our 
negotiators hear anything like that at Geneva that put that idea on 
the table, that explained it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. That derived from a 1983 position on 
the Soviet side which has not been reintroduced, and so it is not at 
play in Geneva. There have been mixed reporting as to whetler 
persons outside the arms control process believe that it would or 
wouldn't apply to various systems, but they are not pert of the 
process and this is cealiy propaganda. 


¢ Can I ask you -- you regard that as propaganda. 
what «= there was a statement supposedly made by Marshal Akhromeyev 
in June to the effect that there could still be serious reductions in 
offencive sycteme if Star Ware and SOI research -- the research could 
be kept just to the research, scientific research area. Do you 
regard that as serious or just as propaganda, or what? 
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Q Do you interpret that as =-- as divisions 
within the Soviet leadership, and why do you this is going on? 


MR. MCPARLAME: Well, I we're still willing to 
put a positive face on it. That is, say it, therefore they sust 
believe it and if believe it, let's see you put your soney where 


really the effect of that idea. When you talk about charges, you're 
talking about something beyond warheads and it's a very isbalanced 


proposition. 
Bernie? 


Q On a couple of other matters, has the President been 
presented yet with an agreement on the Chinese nuclear cooperation 
material which has been under active discussion the last two weeks? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo. 


Q Is that likely to happen before he meets the Chinese 
leader? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I wouldn't speculate on it today, Bernie. 
Frank? 


Q We were told that when you met with the President -- 
also on another matter -- the other day, you discussed the seven 
Americans still held hostege. Were you able to report any progress 
-- can you report any progress to us on getting them out? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I wouldn't have any public comment to 
make on it. 


Chris? 


Q Do we have any hard evidence that Nicaragua was 
behind the atteck on the American Marines in £l Salvador, and can you 
be more forthcoming than the letter was about our evidence that the 
~~ Nicaragua planned an attack on American personnel in Honduras? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, our judgments derived from our 
knowledge, which is very concrete, that Nicaragua does support the 
PRTC -- the group that has claimed credit and which evidence 
corroborates, were involved. And #0, the connection is very clear. 


Q And as to the Honduras planned attack? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I really couldn't comment on intelligence 
reporting about that, but we have to take seriously that Americans in 
Central America are at risk because Nicaragua has said so. 


Q You didn't see the President until ar ny & Do 
you think if you had been able to see him, let's say, or 72 hours 
earlier, the administration might have been able to present 4 sore 
cogent, and particularly more timely, response to the conclusion of 
round two of the ares talks? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think the first part I didn’t quite 
understand. 


Q You didn’t see the President until yesterday. The 
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But, beyond that, I communicate -- and have -- sy own 
views on the matter, based on reporting cables, to the President 
continuously and have since the day he went into the hospitel. 


Q Bud, we support the anti-Sandinista rebels. if 
atrocities are committed in their name, are we to blame? I sean, I's 
trying to find out how -- do you have an exact direct link in blasing 
Nicaregua, or is it simply because she supports this particular 
element? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, on the firet point, we have never 
said, in fact we have said, that we don’t condone, support, endorse 
atrocities by anyone, certainly not by the opposition elements and -- 
nor the Sandinistas. And we have said and committed, both to the 
Congress and to those to whom we will support in the opposition, that 
we will not tolerate this, and they've acknowledge that where or if 
these things occur, that they are committed to try to root thes out. 


The basis for our concern over the threat from Nicaragua 
is because of concrete evidence of their support for people who have 
inflicted violence against Americans. And that is not just one 
isolated event. 


Q Mr. McFarlane? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes? Sob? 


Q Bud, what kind of changes will there be in the 
operation of you and your staff, as well as the coda group -- U.S. 
foreign policy a8 @ result of the President's convalescense? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I think the President's forcing’ the 
pace and requiring activity by my staff and the whole National 
Security community undiminished. ) 


Q How is he doing thet -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: In both the sessions that I've had and in 
guidance received separately, he's wanted to know in a very detailed 
fashion, what has occurred on the three or four areas of guidance 
that he gave us that span three or four different policy ereas fron 
East-West relations to the Middle Cast to terrorism, and to Central 
Nmetica. And in hie talke with me today and yesterday, he's wanted 
to know what has happened on this front, *, Y and 2, and when are you 
going to do this, A, 8 and C, and when can we have the NSPG 
principals back together, when can I have the spectrum of options 
laid out for his «-- this kind of inquisitiveness with sonse of 
urgency that is «+ keeps <- tenus to concentrate on hig mind. 


* Mr. McFarlane, do you «+ what did you mean by the 
emi of the five year? Was that the science and technology pien, or « 
different pian? . 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, I was referring there to the Soviet 
practice of developing a five year plan that is tind of like their 
budset process that determines where they're going to invest their 
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money in their domestic areas foremostiy, egriculture, engineering, 
or sancfecturing -- that kind of a 
thes and they‘re completing the next five year plan right now. 


. Well, in Vienna, Gvishiani ,yreyurts 


ané {rienédship through science and technology the five year ° 
Theat sust heave ended. How, are they starting another one -- getting 
the 


ell the ecience and technology fros everybody? 

MR. MCFARLANE: I think thet will be integrated into 
Plen, which is not yet eted. It has to by 
Congress which occurs at end of this year. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


1:07 P.M. EDT 
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2:44 ?.H. BOT : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me -- I have got 
some cemarks here et the beginning. 


This, of course, is a state visit in re to the 
invitation extended by the President during his meet with 
President Li in April of 1984. That is Li, spelled L-I. I am sure 
that you can have the spellings. If you want spellings, shout. 


The official ee will have fourteen members -- and I 


will sey a word in « sinute a few of the members of the party. 
pany By at Niegere Falls yesterday following an official visit 
to . 


Be arcived in Washington this morning. He will be 


greeted officially here tomorrow morning. =~, 


Q Time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ten a.m. is the -_o— 
ceremony. Am I cight on the time? Ten 4.8. tomorrow morning? Okay. 


Q Wait -- 
New system? Start over? Should I wait for a minute? 


Q Well, you see, I was wrong. The PA system doesn't 
reach downstairs. 


Q I was taking ay orders from Sam Donaldson. 
Q Sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Li's position 
as Chief of State, President of the People's Republic of China, which 
be has held since 1983, is a ceremonial position, but it would be a 
mistake to therefore conclude that he is purely ceremonial in his 
role. In fect, as a member of the six-person standing committee of 
the Politburo of the Communist Party of China, he is one of the key 
policy makers in the PRC. 


Alt bh he is not as well known here as, for example, 
Deng Xiaoping, he is a leader with ower fifty years of significant 
ané, in Chinese terms, almost legendary contributions to his country 


ané bis party. te t during the revolution as a successful 
battlefield general. h self-taught as a manager, he was the key 
soaseee of China's fiscal and administrative reconstruction after 


Be worked very closely over « riod with Presier 
Chow En Lai. He is one of the figures ube tas censeed to survive 
unscathed virtually all of the violent swings of the political 

lum in China over the last two decades, and he stands today as « 
ighly respected and still influential leader of what in Chinese 











et -2- . 


téems would be called a centrist political orientation. 


This is his ficet trip to this country, ané aleo the 
| first trip to the U.S. by a PAC f of State. I think that 

ee Se eneee Sees CF Cee ees 
| Gialogue with the ° 


Visits like this one t ws to broseden our 
and friendships with elements of the top leadership as 
a = oo wwedership that the Presidest is bringing 
with bis is party. 


I might say something at this point in fact 
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about some of those sembers of his party. 
“ The second rank meaber of the is one of the 
tour vice of China, Premier Li — that's i-I, . 
P-B-8-<. *s « leader in his aid S06, thought many to be « 
possible future of China. Se's a technocret, trained as an 
engineer the Cn for seven years. Asong the four vice 

Chins who bas responsibilitr .. m . 


senior ts in discussions concerning «a possible nuclear ; 

cooperation segreenent. 4 
Virtually all of Li ay interlocutors, private and —— 
slike, have ted on his penetrating intellect, . 


government crepor 
penetrating way of asking questions... I think it's fair to say he has 
generally sade a very strong iapression on the people who have set 


Following President Li's Washington activities, Li Peng 
will be travel on & separate itiner of his own that will take 
him to some institutions of higher learning, to high-tech enterprises 
including the famous Silicon Valley in California, to hyd and 
waterway fecilities, I believe, including the Hoover Dam in ada, 
ané some think tanks. 


I aleo showléd mention «a few other members of the 
entourage -~- the President's wife, Madam Lin Jiamei is «a ician. 
She‘s in her 606. She's served with the Chinese Ministry of Public 
gr This is not her first trip. She wisited the U.S. previously 

r,) ° 


State Counselor Ji fel was previously a Foreign : 
Minister of China from 1972 to 1974. For the past decade or so, he's M0 
been « sember of an informal suooree policy coordinating gr above : 
the ministerial level. And since late 1983, he's been directly ) 
aes for Chinese policy toward Hong Kong. He's in his aid 


The youngest member of the official delegation, Wang " 

thaoguo, has been noted as one of these young leaders who have been 

by Deng Kisoping for ——— roles. In fect, he —_— 
ficet ener on the national scene Deng Xisoping was said to 
have been eaved Guring @ visit to an automobile plant in Wuhan, 
where he was @ manager, by his expertise, his experience, and he was 
subsequentiy, a8 @ result, named to head the Youth League of the 
Chinese Communist Party. 


Q How old is this fellow? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


ie} Row old is he? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- 44. 


Secry, i - 
Q What position did you say be has? 


That evening - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


i 


’ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe the Blue Roos 
meeting is at 10:30 @.8. The luncheon, I believe, is at 12:45 p.a. 
The State Dinner is 6:00 p.s. -- is that cight? 


At 3:45 p.m. tomorrow in the State Department, there is ‘ 
to be « signing ceremony of three egreements that we have concluded. 
One of thes in the education area: a protocol on ation and 
educational ° renege f as I understand it, designed to 
ight with China. We consider 
this a very important area of our relat ip, and, given the 


tant role of possess getuce in this ayy: it's something that 
will be paying big div @ long t in the future. 


Another egreement thet we'll be signing is the 


accord for cultural exchanges that outlines our programs a 


for 1966 1987 within the — framework of the culture 
agreement that we signed in 1979. 


Ané the third agreement will be a governing international 
fisheries agreement, known as a GIFA <-~- G-I-F-A. This is an. 
egreement that permits the fishing industries of the two countries to 
work out cooperative arrangements that can also provide China with 
access to « share of our catch in U.S. waters. 


Q Does that sean the nuclear agreement is out for this 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I'll come to the 
nuclear agreement. I assume you're going to want to ask a lot about 
that. But as I think you were -- was said earlier, that agreement 
and ting documentation are now being reviewed the NSC staff 
and t White House staff offices. It's not yet before the 
President. It would be presumptuous of me to predict when it sight 
be or what the final outcome would be. 


It could be signed tomorrow. It could be signed at a 
a i in this wieit. It cowld be signed later. We're 
pr ing with that, and I really don't want to get myself afoul 
with predictions. 


I will try to say a little bit about substantively sy 
sense of where we are on that a little bit later. 


a- 
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e or ied we 





Yes, sir? 
Q Let me come back. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 


one President Li wili visit Capitol Hill, 
hopefully a isan some sightseeing as well. He will be 
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attending a lunch hosted in his honor jointly by the Bational Council 
on U.S.-China trade and the Bational Committee on U.S.-China 
relations. And he will be meeting in the afternoon with Secretary of 
Defense Weinberger. 


In the evening, he'll be hosting a return dinner at the 
Chinese Embassy that will be attended by the Vice President and, I 
believe -- I'm not certain on this -- I think also the Secretary of 
State. 


If you're interested in times on the Weinberger seeting 
Wednesday, it's at 3:30 p.m. And the Vice President, on Wednesday -- 
I'm sorry, it's 4:30 p.m. -- Vice President on Wednesday at 3:30 p.a. 
will be meeting with Vice Premier Li Peng. 


Later in the visit, President Li Will preside over 
another ceremonial event that serves to underscore the excellent 
health of our expanding bilateral relationship with China, mainly the 
formal opening in Chicago of a new Chinese Consulate General. This 
is an exchange where we are opening a new Consulate General in 
Chengdu a cougle of gsonths from now. Chengdu, you gay or may not 
know, is the capital of the province of Sichuan, which is not only 
known as the home province of Deng Xiaoping and marvelous Chinese 
cuisine, but it’s -- as happens in China -- a province of the 
population of 100 million people. So, we consider being able to have 
@ consulate there quite a valuable thing for us. 


Q What province doesn't have a 100 million people? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think -- Well, no, I'am 
not sure. I think it is the biggest one in China. But they're all 
big. That's right. 

Q Which one is this? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ichuan. 

Q Could you spell Chengdu for us? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chengdu, C-h-e-n-g-d-u. 
And you can see Sichuan spelled in various ways. I gather the 
approved spelling now is S-i-c-h-u-a-n. 

The President goes from Chicago to Los Angeles, and from 
there to Hewaii. And, as I mentioned, Vice Premier Li Peng will be 
breaking off from the main delegation in Chicago to visit our inland 
waterway system, the Hoover Dam, Silicon Valley and I think some 
institutions of higher learning. 

Q Are you going to have -- 

Q Ie that Thursday he leaves? 

Q -- schedule of “is -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 

Q -- available? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q Going to issue a detailed schedule of his? Where 
exactly he's going and so forth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We'll make sure you get 
one. I was looking for one before I came in here. I was a little 
frustrated to find we don't have it, except in a book that thick. So 
we'll get you something. There have been changes, obviously, in some 
of the events here, and uncertainties about them, so it's delayed the 
»nedule publication. 
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Q If there is a nuclear agreement signed, will it be 
signed with the President? By the two Presidents? 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. President Li, I 
gather, is -- it's a measure of the ceremonial call of the office -- 
does not sign agreements, I understand. 


In any case, the -- I think these are -- all the 
agreements we're talking about are ones that would be signed by 
Cabinet Officers or by special negotiators. My anticipation would be 
if we have the nuclear agreement ready during this visit, it would be 
signed probably by Vice Premier Li Peng and Secretary of Energy 
Herrington. , 


Q Well, what's the real holdup? I mean, we can't 
believe that it’s gone forward to this point and no one knows what 
Ronald Reagan thinks or what he would do about it. There sust be 
some problem in -- that I don't understand. Can you enlighten se? 


SENIOR ACMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Can I just finish 
; little bit on the general stuff, because we'll never get back to 
t. 

Q Sure. I thought we were open to questions. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. I was asked 
' about the schedule. I was trying to respond. I'll come back to 
that. Let me try to finish here quickly. 


I think -- I'd just like to say a few comments generally 
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about the substance and the state of U.S.-China relations. As we 
have said on several occasions, we feel that we have sade a lot of 
progress in building this relationship to a stage where we no longer 
alternate between euphoria on the one hand or depression on the other 
when problems arise. I think we recognize how fundamentally 
important this relationship is with both of us and we also recognize 
that given the cange of differences between us, there are going to be 
problems that crop up with some frequency and that we can try to 
manage them and to solve as many of those as possible. 


We both have a great stake in this relationship, not only 
because, I think, of the broader lications for peace in the region 
and the world, but also because we both have a stake in seeing 
China's modernization effort succeed. And we have a stake in helping 
China reduce the threats to them over the long term from Soviet 
expansionisna. 


I — say just a few words here on what is now going on 
between China the Soviet Union. As I think you probably know, 
one of the Chinese Vice Premiers, this one named Yao Yilin, whose 
main responsibility is foreign trade, was just in Moscow where he 
signed’ a long-term trade agreement that calls for a significant 
increase in bilateral Sino-Soviet trade. 


For the first time since the 1950s, the Soviets will 
assist China in building new factories and refurbishing old ones. So 
the two sides are doing what they have proclaimed since 1982 as their 
common aim. That is to reduce tensions between them and to normalize 
governmental relations. I think that makes sense for them, just as 
our current effort to engage the Soviets in dialogue makes sense for 
us. And I think it's not something that need cause concern or 
anxiety here or elsewhere in the West. 


Just as we make no bones about the need for realistic 
expectations as we deal with the Soviets, the Chinese have stated 
repeatedly that they have neither the aim or the expectation of 
returning to any relationship with the Soviets that remotely 
resembles that of the 1950s. And the so-called thtee obstacles that 
the Chinese refer to often -- and Yao Yilin referred to them during 
his trip to Moscow -- namely, one of them, the Soviet military 
buildup on the Chinese border including conventional forces and , 
nuclear armed SS-20 missiles, as one; the Soviet occupation of 
Afghanistan is a second one. And Soviet support for the Vietnamese 
occupation of Cambodia is the third one -- are real obstacles. They 
do not figure to be removed in the near future and it's certainly our 
view that if real progress could be made in reducing these causes pf 
tension, it would serve the interest of world peace in a broad way. 


Looking to our relationship with the Chinese, we have 
substantial achievements across a very broad range and the prospect 
of more to come. Let me just mention a few facts. Our two-way trade 
reached about $6.5 billion last year, and figures to continue. 

That's a record level. And it figures to continue. 
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Q Calgary ‘84? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Calgary ‘84, right. 


Americans are the sost eneseeent oe of forei 
investors in China with the ial exception Hong Kong Chinese. 
Our bilateral science and program between our two 
countries is the largest such undertaking that either of us has. 


Our educational and cultural exchanges with the Chinese 
ace substantial and growing. We estimate now that there are roughly 
oly Chinese students in this country for advanced education and 
training. 


We have a defensive military cooperative relationship -- 
and I want to stress the word “defensive* -- that is developing 
prudently but steadily. 


We've upgraded the ay ~~ hy content of our 
consultations with the Chinese on quest of mutual concern, 
including regional issues in Asia, global strategic issues, and aras 
control, as an example. 


And in areas where we have continuing differences, as 
over Taiwan, for e le, we've agreed to proceed with peseseee and 
with fidelity to commitments that the two sides have ctaken. 


Before turning to questions, shall I take the question 
ficet here that had been asked about where are we with the nuclear 
agreement? 


Q And why are you publicly playing this role of not 
really knowing what's going to happen tomorrow or the next day? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are two 
things. One is I genuinely do not know about timing. And, secondly, 
while I suppose I could venture some predictions based on what I know 
about the outcome, it really would be presumptuous of me to prejudge 
that because we're dealing with an agreement that has to meet some 
very strict standards of U.S. law. 


And I think it @ight be helpful in understanding the, 
issue if I just gave a — summary of what it is that the law 
requires of us. It's really two different requirements: First of 
all, I think it's Section 129 of the Atomic Energy Act that lays out 
in the first instance criteria that have to be met by the agreement 
itself that erns the conditions that will apply to equipment , 
that's transferred to China. Under this agreement which would permit 
us to sell peaceful nuclear reactors to China, the agreement 
specifies such things as the use of our equipment, provisions about 
the retransfer of our equipment, provisions about the handling of 
fuels that passes through a U.S.-supplied reactor, and those kinds of 
things related specifically to what we sell. 


But there's a second set of criteria that also are laid 
out in U.S. law that don't have to be in the agreement itself, but 
they apply to the activities a receiving country undertakes with 
third countries, And that is that we're not allowed to supply any 
U.S. equipment to a country that is helping even with its own 
resources, that is helping third countries a nuclear 
explosives. And we have to be absolutely confident that that's not 
taking place. If we thought it were taking place and we had -- 
cooperation begun, we would have to terminate it. 


It's in the second area really that we have been working 
with the Chinese since the initialing of the agreement itself last 
May. We've had some substantial discussions, including a trip there 
in June by Ambassador Kennedy 
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General Counsel's office or somebody here says, wait a sinute, 

there is a question that we have got to have answered. So it has got 

~ AD oa through carefully. That may take time. I cannot predict 
time. 


But I don't see -- I do not see major problems. I as 
fairly optisistic. 


Q Is it Pakistan that you are referring to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there is a lot 
that is known about this that I am not free to talk about, but, as 
you know, at the tise back in May when we first had questions arise 
about this, there were various intelligence-related satters that were 

etty widely known. As intelligence matters, I am prohibited fros 
iscussing thea. 


Q But = wouldn't guide us away from the stories that 
we have all been read ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I am not, am I? 


There were specific cases that were of concern to us, and 
there were also general principles that were of concern. And if I 
may, at the risk of boring you, go through a little sore background 
on this point, the issue has never been, as some people have tried to 
Gescribe it, that the Premier's statement was sade in a dinner toast 
and this wasn't a sufficiently formal presentation. 


For one thing, it was the key formal event in an official 
state visit. It was quite -- taken very seriousiy by the Chinese. 
Moreover, that statement has been reiterated in what they call the 
work program in the National People's Congress. It is as formal «a 
policy statement as they can sake. 


Tt is not the formality of it that we needed to be clear 
about, it is the content, because over the last two decades, roughly, 
we have found that countries say they are not helping others. 
develop -- acquire nuclear explosives -- and mean it, but engage in 
practices that, by our standards, are far + o loose. 


To give you an example that is now twenty years old, the 
Canadians built a reactor in India that did not have international 
atomic energy safeguards -- energy a safeguards applied to it. 
It became the source of major problems when India set off its 
explosion in 1974. 


Ten years ago, | in the wake of the Indian 
explosion, the various major suppliers, with the notable exception of 
China, got together to try to construct some rules about what you 
could supply and what you could not supply. And I think it is fair 
to say that in the two years that we have been discussing this 
subject with the Chinese that they have come a very long way in the 
direction of accepting this consensus which has taken twenty years 
for the other suppliers to work out. So we view this as cather major 
progress in the area of non-proliferation. 


Just to mention an example, the declaration of policy 
itself is a significant change. More recently, China's policy on 
non-proliferation was ambiguous, and if you go back further, they 
aven claimed not so long ago that the spread of nuclear weapons to 
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Q One of the sain corcerns in Congress is over the 
verbal nature of that. Are you going to have written agreesents, 
written assurances that China sign when you present this -- if you 
present this to Congress? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the area of its 
policy, its own policy with regard to third countries, I think the 
law does not require that we have & tormal agreement and it won't be 
a formal cement. But I think what we have will seet a standard of 
pore | specificity that's probably a good deal more than the law 
actually requires. 


And the reason we've gone after that is because it became 
clear to us on the basis of what we saw going on that there was at 
least the potential for some misinterpretation or differing 
interpretation. And I think we've <-- again, I can't predict that we 
“~~ we've gone a very long way toward clearing that up. 


Q So to follow up on that, the written statements that 
you're going to provide are written by the administration and not by 
China, is that right? The assurances? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me back up again. 
I'll go over what I said before. There are two different kinds of, 
things we have to have here. One is an agreement which will be 
signed by the Chinese which lays out in great specificity how our 
equipment will be handled. That will be written and it will be 
clear. It will be signed by them. It governs stuff that's under our 
sovereign control. 


The second thing has to do with their policies and they, 
like any other country, consider their policies toward a third 
country, in @ sense, to be none of our business. It may be none of 
our business, but under our law, we're not permitted to engage in 
cooperation with China if China were engaged in those activities. So 
we've got to be fairly sure they understand that there's that 
limitation on our cooperation and we've been very clear about that. 


And there's a great deal of evidence, some of it written 
in various forms, that supports that. 


Q But that would <- 


Q I get the impression that the status report that yaqu 
put out, I think, a week or ten days ago at the State Department 
essentially says that the Chinese have given you the kinds of 
assurances you are talking about. And that leads me to the point 
that you're where the President merely needs to say, okay, that's 
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good enough for se, let's go shead with it. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's cight. 


Q Ay so you've given hia that -- essentially, that 
recommendation, too -- that you've got sedequate essccances from the 
Chinese, based on the Kennedy visits over there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly that's the 
judgment in the papers that are with the MSC etaff now. And it lays 
out in detail what the basis of those assurances are. 


Q Ace these controls the same and as stringent as the 
limitations we require fros ané Koreas and the Philippines and 
other places who transfer nuc materials? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: all have to seet 
the same very stringent standards of U.S. law. each case is 
somewhat different. China's a major nuclear lier, Egypt is not « 
nuclear lier. So ay guess is, without know the ian casc, 
my guess off the top of head is that this is a great more 
specific in the case of China than in the case of because we 


don't worry about -- Egypt’s not supplying to other countries. 


So each one has to be taken as a special case, but each 
has to meet the same standards of lav. 


Lat. Wo, Sotrty. Excuse se. 


Q That's oe The point of this agreement is solely 
to authorize or to allow U.S. nuclear exports -- nuclear sachinery 
exports to China, right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's cight. And I'd 
emphasize only peaceful nuclear reactors. There is a range of aore 
sensitive nuclear technology, specifically things like reprocessing, 
that are not authorized by this agreement. 


Q Can you = us a rundown of how much money is 
involved, how much potential business is in this for us? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I may have made 
the mistake in a backgrounder two years ago or so of trying to -. : 
number on it. It's a hazardous business. If you add China‘s 
ambitious nuclear plans and figure that all of that would be covige 
bY U.S. contractors, you can get up to numbers in the $10 bil 

2 billion range. But I think that is certain to be an 
over-estimate, and gy | by a very substantial margin, because, 
Clearly, in this area, as in most other areas of technology, one can 
— the Chinese to be pushing as hard and as fast as possible for 

f-sufficiency and they a —— now, I think, with the UK, 
with Germany, with Japan, po sibly also with France. There's a lot 
of competit on. So we won't t have even all of the foreign supply. So 
the number's anyone's quae. 


Andrea? 


On the matter of timing, if this were to be accepted 
by the NSC and the President signs off on it, would you expect then 
that it would happen during this visit and, in fact, could it take 
place tomorrow during any kinds of Presidential statements or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It could take place 
whenever it's put before the President and he decides it's okay. dut 
I just -- it would be -- I just don't have any basis for telling you 
when that might be. 


Q And can you touch on the family planning issue -- 
whether that will come up in the bilateral session and how you expect 
that President Reagan will deal with that question? 
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Q -- the question -- 

fo} The abortion issue, the family planning. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know -- 

Q The Chinese sensitivity over Congressional action. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Chinese 
sensitivity over Congressional action and U.S. sensitivity over sone 
of China's prectices in this area -- I emphasize the word practices 
rather than policy a ae ia fc to concerns that we've 
caiseé and others have re it clear that it's not 
their pol to prectice coercion "the area of family planning, 

inetutfng tion. Sut there is a lot of evidence that the ver 
strong pressures of their “one child, one family" policy have led to 
violations of that policy in practice. 


We've expressed strong concerns about this, registered Fs 
both Ds 
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Girectly with the Chinese and with the UN Pund for Population 
Activities, the UNFPA. 
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2 But is the President likely, if it does come up, 
express ~~ Well, if he expresses hie concern, is he likely to 
ee Se — apg os CS 5 Cee 
Congressional resolutions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends on the forse 
they come -—- 


Q Wheat is our policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If the question is about 
the specific language, he sight say so. If the question is about the 


teelings on the substance. It on the form in which the isseve 
came up. Sut, trenkly -- I guess I'd hazard « guess -- I'd be 
surprised if it came +4 in @ meeting with the President. I wouldn't 
be totally surprised if it came up in « seeting with Shults, but even 
there -- 


I'd say relly speaking our feeling about the way to 
make progress on en iseve that's a6 t as thie -- and it is 
touchy because, as strongly as we aay feel about Chinese practices, 
they feel they have an abeclutely ble population probles 
with gore than « billion @ projected by the end of the century. 
So, on en iesue chat is y like thie, generally speaking, we've 
found somewhat lower-level exchanges to be sore productive. But I 
think if — come up at «a high level, you've got to be frank ané 
direct and also polite about it. 


Q Will Taiwan come up, also? 
Q Can we stick with abortion for a second? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 


Q On the family planning, has the U.S. explicitly to 
the Chinese disowned that strong Congressional language? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you're talking 
about something that just came up last week, the << 


Q Yes. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- amendment. and <- 


Q Ana there was a comment from the podium on it -- 
about it, but have we told the Chinese -- : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRAT): ./7:°IAL: You mean, just now or 
earlier? 


Q No. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When it happened? 

Q It wes in the past week. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I Gon't know. I sean, 
we sight even went to say to the Chinese that what the Congress does 
ie our internal affair, they're fond of telling us. 


real iseve here. There 


China, which we would like to see continued. Sut in order to 

continue it, we're going to have to have the kinds of changes that 
make us able to go and tell the Congress, with complete conviction, 
that American taxpayers’ soney is not going to pay for abortion of 


ced 

Taiwan, you asked se will that come up. I's slacst 
certain the Chinese side will br 

their intentions 





and 
> oe eae I and 
weet of the Urals, fr y. I Gom’t think the Chinese are fools 
that that's « gain for thes either because what 
can sove beck again later. 


I Gon’t sean to sound impatient, because I realize it's 
on your first question, it is a complicated iseve. But, let me go 


over, @ third time, the two different kinds of requirements we have 
to meet because it seems to se it's alsost self-evident why just the 
second one alone could have taken « long tise. 

The agreement itself that the transfer of our own 
equi with something that was initialed -- and we're still 


Gealing with the text that wee initialed beck in May of last year -- 
the question was, in effect, why the remaining iseve is so 
complicated that they've taken 14 sonths to further resolve. And 
these remaining issues concern the question of what constitutes 
he other countries acquire nuclear explosives. And I said, 
Gealing with countries that hed a such -- history of being such sore 
je Rg ee in the area of nonproliferation -- countries like 
» England, France, West Germany -- it took us 10 years to work 
out the London supplier guidelines in essentially the same area. 


It*s very complex issues -- there are very different 
views in each country of what's commercially acceptable and what 
ien’t. And I think the fact that we have come as far as we have with 
China in just the two or three years of this negotiation is « real 
step forward for nonproliferation. I's not surprised that it took 


this long. 


Q You made it clear that the State Deprertment and 
presumably Energy Department signed off on this and it's now before 
BSC review. Just within the last hour or two «<~ within the last day, 
has there been anything back to view from either NSC or anyone in the 
White House saying what about Paragraph -- Have they raised -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot yet. 
Q You say not yet. Does that sean you expect them to? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't. But it 
means ~~ you're helping me explain to other people why I's cautious 
about predictions. They may raise 4 question and we may even find 
that we have @ question we have trouble anewering. I mean, I've been 
through the process of things in the past that require lots and lots 
of clearances and you often find that a question gete raised later in 
the process and you've got to reconsider it. I don't anticipate 
problems, but it would be absolutely wrong of me to dismiss the 
possibility there could by any. 


Q Well, that's what I was going to ask you when you 
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Q Could I just ask you when did this reach the White 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we in &@ position to 
say that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Apperentiy sot. I read 
some things in the press about that, though. 


Larry? 


Q Getting away from the pees has there been any 
change since the Reagan party was in Beijing last year in either what 
we proposed to sell thes in the way of technology or what they desire 
to buy, or is that etill as it was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I know, that's 
still eas it was. But that's a matter basically between the Chinese 
procuring agencies, which are government agencies, and our private 
contractors. We're not going to be selling things a8 «4 government. 


Q Yes, I understand that. But we haven't «-- the U.S. 
government has not, either pessively or otherwise, put some new 
restriction on the types of things that will be licensed for export 
ee U.S.-China? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, because those things 
were pretty such covered in the agreement as initialed in May. The 
extensive discussions that we've head <- and they've been extensive * 
and they've substentially -- they've closed « lot of potential gape 
between us -- have concerned not the provision of our own equipment, 
but what China may do with its technology Vise-a-vise third countries. 


Spencer? 


Q Mave the appropriate Congressional committess been 
informed of the new Chinese assurances? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know Ambassador 
Kennedy's had some fairly extensive consultations already. So, I 
think the anewer'’s yes. 


Greg? 


Q If I understood your answer to Joanne'’s question 
earlier, the Chinese didn’t have to sign off on the second document 
~~ if that’s right -- if I understood you right -- how do we know 
that they support that particular document? That's the sane 
interpretation they have. 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there are a lot of 
ways in diplomatic discussion of making sure that both sides have a 
common understanding of something without necessarily signing an 
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agreezent. 
Q Por example? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd better not get into 
examples, but we'll wait until -- I -=- I've probably gone a lot -- 
I'm not quite sure I want to see Dick Kennedy after he reads what 
I've said so far. 


Q Secondly, is that -- does the supporting document 
have a name? Is there something -- it's not the agreement per se, is 
it called somethinc else? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking 
essentially more about what is -- been made clear through the kinds 
of conversations that Kennedy's been having, and he's been having 
them with the Chinese since -- these didn't just start in May, 
they've been taking place throughout the negotiations -- can give you 
a sort of illustration, I think. One question is -- concerns 
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the issue that some countries have used as a loophole, that they're 
helping other people acquire peaceful nuclear explosives and that's 
okay, and it's only nuclear weapons prohibited. 


Well, our law permits absolutely no ambiguity. It's 
nuclear explosives of any type. And this is a gap that was closed 
very clearly before the agreement was even initialed. It‘s one of 
the most elementary ones that you can expect would come up. 


And the point is the record of Kennedy's conversations 
with the Chinese make it absolutely clear that when they say they 
don't help countries build nuclear weapons they mean explosives of 
all kinds. The important thing is this is self-enforcing from our 
side. If the Chinese are engaged in policies that are not permitted, 
that are -- not permitted is not the right word. If they're engaged 
in certain policies under U.S. law, we are not permitted to continue 
mooperation with them. And the point is we've wanted it to be clear 
to them that that's the situation. 


We don't want to get into a situation where we're forced 
a year from now to say we have to terminate cooperation because 
you're doing something that our law says we can't cooperate with you 
on. And they say, well, we had no idea that this wasn't allowed. 
We've wanted it to be absolutely clear what the tergs of our law are. 


Q But, sir, they could buy all the equipment they 
wanted and then proceed in a different direction. And, then, it's 
too late, right? The barn door is open? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say 
something even more fundamental. They could walk away from this 
agreement entirely and go off end do what they want. I mean, this 
agreement is not making China a nuclear power or nuclear supplier. 
China has been a major nuclear supplier. And these negotiations have 
helped to bring China a very long way into the general framework of 
nonproliferation. 


I think it is true that to a very considerable degree we 
rely on China's perception of its own interest in preventing the 
spread of nuclear weapons, more than we rely on some special leverage 
that re _— States may hold over China. And I don't think that's 
unrealistic. ' 


I can point you to the case of France, where, again, we 
had a country that originally had an almost idealogical position that 
since others had tried to prevent France from becoming a nuclear 
power they took the position that it was good for countries to get 
nuclear weapons. It took them a long time to get past that to 
realizing, well, maybe the club was just big enough at whatever it 
was for when France joined it. And, now, I think Prance's 
nonproliferation policies are based on a very clear recognition of 
France's own interests. 


And that's what I think we have with China. And that's a 
much solider basis. > 


Q Speaking of nonproliferation, can you update us on 
the port calls issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can, but it has 
nothing to do with nonproliferation. (Laughter.) It's exactly where 
it was when we announced that the visit was not on. I don't 
anticipate any developments on that in the near future. 


Michael? 

Q Given the complexity of all this business on the 
nuclear cooperation agreement and given the fact that China can buy 
pretty much anything it wants from the Europeans anyway, why have 
they bothered to go through all this? 




















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, why 
have the Chinese bothered to go through all of this? I think they've 
been willing to talk with us in the kind of detail they have because 
-- I am just guessing, but I think there is a sort of assumption that 
in technology in general, American technology is the best and in this 
area that is probably even gore true. But I also would like to think 
-- and I think the record as I have seen it bears it out -- that they 
have been persuaded in the course of these discussions that the 
things that we need to have them do are in their own interests 


anyway. 


China did not join the IAEA because we forced them to 
join it. I am not sure that they would have joined it without the 
push that came from these discussions, but I think their decision to 
join it is now based on the kind of calculations that our decision 
was based on. So it is a lot easier when you are trying to get 
somebody to see what is in their own interest than when you are 
trying to get them to do something they believe is not in their 
interest but they are only doing it because they want your 
technology. 


Q But isn't that because the other countries are 
asking for on-site verifications of those agreements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there is a range of 

-- as we have pieced them out, and I am not sure that we have the 
texts of these agreements. Each one of the agreements China has 
signed has been different, and that has partly got to do with their 
own views of what they -- it is appropriate to do with a nuclear 
weapons state as opposed to a non-nuclear weapons state as opposed to 
ae country, non-nuclear weapons state. So every one is 

erent. 


A senior official was quoted today as making very 
Clear that the Chinese are communists, and that any liberalization in 
their economic policy should not be misinterpreted. Would you then 
disagree with the characterization of them as “so-called communists” 
by the President in Alaska last year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what the 
word “so-called” means. Obviously they are engaged in a very ' 
interesting range of experimentation. They are doing things that -- 
sometimes they talk as though they have new discoveries about human 
behavior and they come down to being, if you let people keep some of 
what they earn they produce more. And, you know, some people may be 
inclined to call that capitalism, or to put a little footnote in + 
front of the communism, but they are equally clea. that it is a 
communist country, that the dominant institution in the country is 
es Communist Party. None of that is about to change in the near 

uture. 


Q Do they react in any fashion to that 
characterization? Was there any discussion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I never heard any 
reaction at all. 


I have got time for about two more and then I have got to 
go. Back there. 


Q Would you respond to a question on which regional 
issues are most likely to be the most —— from the U.S. 
perspective in the discussions with Li Xiannian and his party? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I may give you a 
parochial view. I have got two that I am very interested in -- . 
Indo-China and Korea. And either one of them, if we have time to 
cover, will be important for us to talk with the Chinese about. 
There is at least one other that -- we draw the boundaries -- my 
responsibilities end at the border of Burma, so I don't know as much 
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as I should about India and Afghanistan. But clearly, with the Rajiv 
Gandhi wisit and with the continuing high level of concern by both 
the U.S. and the PRC about the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan, that 
is a third regional issue of considerable importance. 


Q Could I ask you a two-part question. On the naval 
port calls, the Chinese have indicated indirectly that the port call 
was put off because of the question of nuclear weapons. Since China 
is a nuclear supplier, what is the real reason why they put it off? 
Is it geopolitical? 


And the other question concerns U.S.-China trade. The 
Chinese today -- or the Chinese press said today that there is a 
crisis in trade relations because of legislation now in Congress to 
restrict textiles. So what is the status of both of these? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first, you have 
got to ask the Chinese for what they may want to give as their 
reasons. 
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It's their decision. I don't think it's geo-political, I think it's 
got a lot more to do with all the complexities of our neither confirm 
or deny policy and the things that go with that. 


In trade issues, I'm sure, in fact, that trade and 
economic matters are going to be a big subject between us. I think 
we share a common interest in preventing protectionism. One of the 
specific things I think your question even referred to is the bill in 
the Congress that would roll back textile quotas, I think, to levels 
of two years ago, which would reek havoc with a lot of our suppliers, 
not just the Chinese. 


At the same time, I think we'll want to impress on thes 
that we have a very good record, we've been a very open market. We 
have had substantial growth in textile imports. And it's an industry 
that’s still hurting from unemployment, so there's got to be some 
control and some regulation. It's a matter of striking a reasonable 
balance between some control and some regulation and the kind of 
roll-back that's in the Jenkins’ bill. 


I'd like to say a general comment, too. I sean I've 
indulged, as we all do, in sort of focusing in on the nuclear 
agreement, but it really -- if it leaves the impression that we see 
this as the main point of the visit, then I've got to correct that. 
In fact, the relation between agreements and visits is kind of the 
other way around. 


We don't need agreements to make visits successful. We 
didn't need -- even if it had gone without a hitch, we didn't need a 
nuclear agreement back in May of ‘84 to make a success out of what 
was the first ever visit by a U.S. President to China since 
normalization. | 


It's really more the other way around. And I know this 
as somebody who tries to get agreements finished. The prospect of a 
high-level visit, the attention that you can get at high levels to 
issues like this often make it possible to move agreevents forward. 
But if -- it would surprise me, frankly, if the President and 
President Li Xiannian were to spend even a minute now discussing the 
nuclear agreement. It's something whose details Pave got to be 
worked out at levels like mine and Ambassador Kenedy's. , 


The purpose of exchanges at the highest level is really 
to talk much more about issues like basic strategy of how we're both 
going to approach the Soviet Union, about issues of, for example, 
what our attitude is toward China's economic modernization. It's , 
something that's very important for the Chinese to hear from our 
President. Attitudes of the President on basic issues like 
protectionism are important to them. And, of course, on issues where 
we have differences, like Taiwan, it's important to air those at a 
high level. 


And that, in my view, is the real purpose of the visit. 
If we can get a nuclear agreement, that's fine. But that's not what 
the President came here for. , 


Q They'll be alone together in the Blue Room when all 
this is discussed with an interpreter? There will be no other -< 


Q One-on-one? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not sure if it's 
one-on-one or whether -- 


Q These are the subjects they're going to talk about, 
right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right. 


Q I know you have to go but -- 
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Q Can you tell us -- 


Q -- is there anything new to be said about Taiwan on 
either side? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think our feeling is 
we've got three communiques -- the most recent was the August, ‘82 -- 
that were worked out with a lot of pain and difficulty. They don't 
eliminate the differences between us, but they sort of provide a 
framework for managing them. And our view is that what we can do now 
is to live up to those communiques. And as far as the-remaining 
differences, they're one that have got to be solved, presumably over 
a considerable period of time by the Chinese, themselves, on Taiwan 
and on the Mainland, dealing directly with one another. 


Q Can you tell us whether or not the Chinese did 
request, before the President's illness, a scaled-back ceremony ard 
-- for the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- I don't ewen 
know that. I don't know. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:37 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give a summary of 
the meeting this morning, which went -- I didn't time it precisely -- 
I guess I should have, but it was about a half an hour. Ended at 
11:00 a.m. The arrival ceremony began at 10:00 a.m. The meeting 
went to 11:00 a.m. 


The subjects covered international issues, principally on 
our side the President talking about our hopes for arms control with 
the Soviet Union, emphasizing that we are serious about it, that we 
are hopeful about it, but nevertheless we have to proceed carefully. 


Quite a bit of the discussion was on trade and economic 
issues between our countries, particularly on the subject of 
protectionism. The President made it very clear that we consider 
protectionism a problem for us as well as for our trading partners 
like China. There are a number of protectionist pieces of 
legislation in the Congress that the administration is fighting, one 
of them that is of immediate concern to the Chinese and that was the 
subject of discussion today is one that would, as I mentioned 
yesterday, cut back substantially on the access to our textile market 
for foreign imports. 


The President did mention in the course of this -- I 
guess he made a liar out of me -- I said this subject wouldn't come 
up, but he did report that we had completed our work on the nuclear 
tg ree and that we would be ready to sign it. So that subject was 
mentioned. 


The subject of Taiwan was brought up by the Chinese side. 
The President emphasized that our position is to support the peaceful 
settlement of the Taiwan issue, that our -- we believe it is an issue 
for the Chinese themselves to resolve between themselves. We don't 
believe that we should be an intermediary. We are pleased at the 
peaceful approach that China is taking. 


And with translations and so forth, that is the essence 
of a half an hour's meeting. 


The nuclear agreement, I am told for certain, will be 
signed this afternoon at 3:45 p.m., along with the other three 
agreements that I mentioned to you yesterday, those being the fishing 
agreement, which is to be signed by Ambassador Wolf on our side and 
Ambassador Han Xu on the Chinese side; a cultural accord, which is to 
be signed -- let me get it cight -- I believe by Charles Wick on our 
side and Vice Premier Li Peng for the Chinese; an educational accord, 
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which is to be signed by Vice Premier Li Peng for the Chinese side 
and Secretary Shultz for our side. And the nuclear agreement, which 
will be signed by Vice Premier Li Peng and Secretary Herrington. 

I'm not quite certain I have the Chinese signatories 
right. I don't think Li Peng is doing three, but at any rate, I have 
the ones on our side correct. 

Q Is he definitely doing the nuclear one then? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: He is definitely the -- 
he has been one of our high-level interlocutors on the nuclear 
agreement. Kennedy met with him when he was in Beijing. And he will 
be the one signing for their side. And Herrington will be signing 
for us. 


I guess -- I'm told you were given a handout with some 
basic things -- 


BR. DJEREJIAN: Wo, not a handout, just we read -- 
Q Yes, but one sentence. 

Q We have -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, read from. 

Q Basically nothing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Should I read from it 
some more? 


Q Are we going to get a handout? 

Q When can we get it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. So -- 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Read from it extensively. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will read from it some 
more extensively. Okay? ' 


Q Can we ask that we get a handout? 

MR. DJEREJIAN: Yes. 

Q We can? 

Q Okay. 

Q You can ask. Will we get one? 

MR, DJEREJIAN: I think you will. 

Q When? 

MR. DJEREJIAN: I have to look at it <= 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me repeat -- I don't 
know how many people heard what I said yesterday, but I think it's 
worth going through again -- that there are two different kinds of 
requirements that we have to meet under U.S. law. 

First of all, requirements that concern the agreement 
itself that govern the terms and conditions under which U.S. 
equipment sold to China would be operated and safeguarded. The 
equipment we're talking about is nuclear power reactors, not more 


sensitive kinds of technology. And I'd emphasize it's nothing with 
any military applications whatsoever. And, in fact, one of the major 
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purposes of the agreement itself is to make sure that equipment we 
provide is not used for military purposes of any kind. 


But there's a second set of requirements under U.S. law, 
and that is that we can't conduct cooperation under such an agreement 
with any country that is assisting third countries to acquire nuclear 
weapons, even if they're doing it entirely with their own technology. 
And China, until recent developments, I think it's fair to say, was 
one of the only major nuclear suppliers that was entirely outside the 
framework of international controls that have been evolved over the 
last 20 years. It was the source of unsafeguarded heavy water for a 
number of countries, unsafeguarded nuclear exports of various kinds. 


One of the results of the discussions that have taken 
place over the last three years has been a very substantial change in 
China's policy. China has joined the International Atomic Energy 
Agency. In September of 1984, China made public its decision to 
require the application of IAEA safeguards on its nuclear exports to 
nonnuclear weapon states. 


The commitment by China that it will not help nonnuclear 
countries develop nuclear weapons, which was first made in a 
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state dinner here in the White House 14 months -- no, January, of 
‘84, has since been reiterated and endorsed by the National People's 
Congress in Beijing in May of 1984. It*s been repeated by Vice 
Premier Li Peng in January of this year when he said -- and I's 
quoting from him -- “I wish to reiterate that China has no intention, 
either at present or in the future, to help nonnuclear countries 
develop nuclear weapons. China joined the International Atomic 
Energy Agency last year and was appointed a Board member country. We 
will maintain good relations of cooperation with the agency and abide 
by its stipulations. We have conducted cooperation -- or 
negotiations on nuclear energy.” -- I'm still quoting from the 
Chinese Vice Premier -- “ with France, the FRG -- Federal Republic of 
Germany -- United States, Brazil, Pakistan and Japan. China’‘s 
nuclear cooperation with other countries, either at present or in the 
future, is confined to peaceful purposes alone” -- end quote fron 
the Vice Premier. 


We've had those statements and a number of other 
statements about this Chinese policy and I would underscore, it's a 
Gramatic change from the policy of, I think, only ten or fifteen 
years ago when China took the view that every country's sovereign 
right -- it was every country's sovereign right to have nuclear 
weapons. But more importantly, in the last few years, I think, 
particularly in the course of these discussions, we have evolved with 
China a very close degree of understanding on the key issues 
involved. 


Q Is there anything in the Treaty or protocols or a 
side letter or anywhere written down that these two people will sign 
today that says, in so many words, what you have just pointed out has 
been China's recent policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not written down 
in the Treaty, but it is absolutely clear to the Chinese. nd we 
have been over and over this to make sure there's no question about 
it, that the -=- no cooperation can take place under this agreement 
and any cooperation under the agreement would have to terminate if we 
find that China is not living up to its own policy or if we find, in 
fact, that China is interpreting its policy in ways that are 
inconsistent with the interpretation that we require. And that was 
in fact, the point that really took the last considerable period, 
since the agreement was initialed, to work out because a lot of 
countries say, and mean it, that they don't help other countries 
acquire nuclear weapons, but then engage in the sale of sensitive 
technology like reprocessing or enrichment under conditions that, dn 
our law -- in our view -- are too loose to be permitted. 


We feel, on the basis of these very detailed discussions 
we've had with the Chinese, particularly culminating with Ambassador 
Kennedy's discussions in Beijing in June of this year, that we now 
have agreement on the very detailed understanding of what China means 
by that phrase. 


Q Outside the IAEA, are there any U.S. mechanisms for 
verifying ongoing Chinese compliance with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are <-=- there are 
two different kinds of <- 
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if I can talk for a minute about the subject of verification, again, 
because there are these two different things. There's an agreement 
that governs the use of our equipment and in the proposed agreement, 
there are provisions that provide for U.S. personnel to visit all 
locations in China where nuclear material provided by us is located. 
And it also provides for consulations and exchanges of information 
concerning the use of material. Gut beyond what's in -- So those are 
some additional helps that we get from the agreement. But, both with 
respect to the use of our equipment and with respect to China’s 
policies toward third countries, we have ample means of intelligence 
available to us. And we will continue to sonitor very closely, not 
only what China does with our equipment, but what it does in its 
peaceful nuclear programs with other countries. 


Andrea. 


Q Do our agreements with otner countries, regarding 
th.s third country issue, have written assurances from other 
countries that -- unlike this agreement with China, which is verbal? 


; SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can you say it again? 
Or you're saying other countries have it in writing what we have only 
verbally? 


Q Have we gotten it in writing from other countries on 
this third country issue? Whereas, from China -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 
Q -- you're not getting it in writing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware that we 
do. I'm not the nuclear expert, so I might be wrong. But we have 
gone into this, I think, in a level of detail with China tar greater 
than what we would go into with another country. First of all, 
because China is a major nuclear supplier. Someone asked ne the 
question here about Egypt, and Egypt doesn't supply nuclear 
equipment, so it's a kind of academic question. And we've gone into 
it in even more detail because of things that we observed about 
China's nuclear supply practices that made it clear we better have a 
Clear understanding of this going in. We would be forced to 
terminate cooperation if China is engaged in nuclear supply practices 
that are -- that we're not permitted to be involved with. 


Q It could be after the fact. I mean -- ‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't want that kind 
of problem after the fact. We want it 4 clear record ahead of tine. 
Neither country warts to go into an agreement like this and then find 
it's because of a misunderstanding that we've got to pull away from 
it after a year. 


I think we have that very solemn understanding. We spent 
a lot of time at it. It's 14 months, as you know, since the 
agreement was initialed. And I think perhaps the Chinese initially 
thought we were just waiting until after our election. But we made 
it very clear after our election that we were waiting for serious 
answers, and we now have them. And we're very -- 


Q Did they refuse to put it in writing? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it was a 
matter of refusing. We've had detailed discussions. We have 


detailed records of those discussions, and the understanding is very 
clear. . 


Q Did we ever ask for it in writing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're talking about 
foreign countries’ policies with respect to third countries. And, 
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frankly, I don't think there are many countries that will put in 
writing, to what is essentially a third party, what their policy is 
with respect to -- in China's case -- toward Brazil or Argentina or 
whatever. The important thing is that China has to understand we're 
not allowed to cooperate with China if China is doing certain things 
with 3razil or Argentina, and that understanding is very clear. 


Q Hypothetically, what would happen if we saw Chinese 
technicians in Pakistan -- had what we think is a nuclear plan? What 
happens after that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's getting into 
the sort of hypothetical question that’s very tricky and dangerous to 
answer, but the basic point is, if we are convinced that China is 
engaged in activities such as to name some things that are 
specifically covered under U.S. law, assisting other countries with 
reprocessing or enrichment under conditions other than the very 
stringent ones specified in U.S. law, we would be forced to suspend 
cooperation. 


Whether in the hypothetical case our first step would be 
to immediately suspend cooperation or first try to get a better 
handle on the facts or what, that's -- depends on the case. Sut the 
law is very clear. We cannot continue yn eee with China under 
this agreement if we find that China is helping other countries, by 
our understanding of the term, acquire nuclear weapons. 


Q When did the Chinese stop becoming a nuclear 
supplier, and what specific programs have we evidence that they've 
cut off? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They haven't -- the 
purpose has not been to get China to stop being a nuclear supplier, 
the purpose has been to get China to come into conformity with some 
of the basic ground rules that the supplying countries have evolved, 
and as I said yesterday, it took really 20 years to develop these 
rules, and China has come on board a large proportion of them within 
the space of two or three years of discussions, so that's pretty 
rapid progress. , 


But we're not -- to get back to your specific question, 
for example, we're not trying to interfere or stop Chinese nuclear 
supply to Brazil or Argentina. We just want to make sure that the 
things China supplies to Brazil to Argentina -- and I don't mean to 
pick on them, but those are two countries I believe that the Premier 
mentioned they have agreements with -- that the things they supply 
are under safeguards and that the things they supply are limited to 
basically what we would call non-sensitive technologies. 


Q Is that so in Pakistan too? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's true of Pakistan; 
this is true of every country. 


Q Does China export any enriched uranium to anybody? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware -- that's 
possible they do -- I'm not aware that they do at the moment. I! 
think our expectation would be here as with many other suppliers that 
we bring China into an international framework where, as China gets 
into more and more extensive nuclear activities, they're going to 
conform -- I mean, they've signed up to a set of rules as applied to 
enrichment that would have to govern the way they would supply 
enriched uranium if they get into that business. I don't think 
they're in that business yet. 


Yes? 


Q When are we going to see this agreement, or is -- 
it hasn't been made public, as far as I know in the past 14 months. 
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SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo it hasn't. My 
assumption is that as soon as it’s signed it's going to be given to 
the relevant Congressional committees. I can't -- 


°Q What about the -- it’s going to be signed today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I -- that’s correct, I 
believe. 


Q Does that mean it will be made public -- give it to 
the press? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I can’t tell 
you the answer to that. 


Q What's the process when it gets to Congress? 
Q -- I thought that's what they -- 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Let me try -- there 
ace some -- a few points that someone put together from some assorted 
guidances, and iet me just try to summarize then. 


whe agreement provides the legal framework for the sale 
of U.S. nuclear power reactors, components, materials and technology 
to the to the PRC. It provides also for exchange of information and 
technology and various aspects of the nuclear fuel cycle, including 
cooperetion in health and safety and the 
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environmental implications of the peaceful use of nuclear power. It 
also calls for exchange of information, regular consultations and 
visits. 


And the next sentence is quite important: It does not 
provide for the transfer of any sensitive nuclear technology or 
facilities, such as reprocessing plants or enrichment plants. These 
are the kinds of -- the sensitive end of the technology is that -- 
that actually produces the fuel. 


It's also not a commitment to actually supply reactors or 
materials. It's rather a framework agreement which specifies the 
guarantees and controls under which supply may take place. The 
actual sale is a commercial matter that would be negotiated between 
U.S. companies and the PRC. 


And each individual nuclear export must be licensed by 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission after the agreement has gone into 
effect. 


Q Sir -- 


Q Under this agreement, does China, in effect, give us 
veto power over what we do -- what they do with the spent fuel 
afterwards? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can get into a lot 
of terminological argument about what the control we have, but under 
the law we are cequired and we have under this agreement -- we have 
to give our consent for any fuel from a U.S. reactor -- I believe 
that includes fuel of third-country crigin -- we have to give our 
consent for it to be reprocessed or handled in any fora. 


Now, in this agreement there are also various commitments 
we undertake that we won't exercise that -- let me put it this way -- 
that we won't withhold our consent simply, for example, for 
commercial purposes. There are countries -- and I won't name them -- 
who wo'd be suspected if t had that kind of control that t 
might on an approval simply beceuse they found it commercially 
Gisadv.. geous to approve it. We made it clear that the only basis 
on which e will exercise that control has to do with our concern 
about peaceful uses. 


Q Has there been any substantial change in the written 
agreement that Herrington is signing from what was initialled in 
Beijing? ' 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's been no change 
at all. : 


Q So -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussions since 
last May have fallen in the second area that I've described, that is, 
China's policy with regard to third countries. 


Q -- if I can follow that -- at the time the agreement 
was initialled in Peking, was it known there would have to be this 
second negotiation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, there wasn't. 


Q What happened in the intervening period to make it 
necessary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just see what “I'am 
officially allowed to tell you. (Laughter.) I think you all know 
the answer. 


Q Well, could you tell us when that happened? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it began, frankly, 
within a few weeks of the initialling. As we were reviewing the 
agreement itself, we began getting information that led us to 
conclude that it was necessary to make sure, in these words, that we, 
in fact, shared a full mutual understanding with the Chinese on 
matters related to the implementation of the agreement and, 
specifically, matters concerning nonproliferation policies and 
practices of both sides. 


Let we say something else, too. This is a rather 
technical subject. I used to spend a lot of time on it, so -- before 
I was in this job. I spend time on it now for a different reason. 
The United States has 





- 10- 


the strictest rules of any country in the world about what 
constitutes nelping another country get nuclear weapons. 


We have had cases in the past -- the French helped the 
Israelis get things that would be clear violations of French policy 
now. The Canadians sold nuclear power plants to India under 
conditions that Canada would not permit now. Every country has had 
some looseness in its practices, and the trend, fortunately, over 
time -- and it has taken a long time -- has been to bring a certain 
uniformity and greater tightness in the international regime. And I 
think it is fair to say that what we are seeing in China's case fits 
the same pattern. Its policies, its practices have become much 
tighter, and we think that with this agreement and with the 
consultations provided under the agreement, we have a mechanism to 
keep bringing China further into the international community on this. 


Q Can you give us an idea cf what the plan is to -- 
this is going up to the Hill right away. What is the planned 
schedule for congressional consideration and so forth, and what is 
the prognosis? And what is the administration's view of this being 
approved by Congress -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can tell you -- I 
don't know -- I don't think I can tell you everything you have asked. 
I can tell you some things about the process. 


The law was changed as a result of the amendment by 
Senator Proxmire to the Export Administration Act that I think was 
passed earlier this year. If the agreement had been submitted last 
year it would have required sixty days of continuous session in 
Congress. It now requires ninety days. It has to sit, be reviewed. 
I think there have to be hearings. 


If Congress has a ninety-day period of continuous 
session, which is more than ninety days on the calendar -- I think it 
will take us pretty much to the end of the year -- in which it can 
act by resolution of both houses to disapprove the agreement. If it 
does not do that, my understanding is the agreement then takes 
effect. It is much like the same procedure that applies to approval 
of arms sales. It has a certain waiting period. Congress has to 
take positive veto action if it wants to stop it. If it doesn't, 
then it goes into effect. 


Q Reagan could veto the resolution, too, couldn't he? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is a whole 
set of constitutional issues about whether this procedure is. 
acceptable or not. Our hope is that we won't get to them, that the 
agreement will be -- meet the approval of the Congress and it will go 
into effect. 


Q Do you know if it is a majority, a joint resolution 
is a majority -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe it would take 
@ joint resolution majority of both houses. 


Q Because the Chinese did detonate atomic bombs -- 
they have had two, I believe, and they have all the knowledge, what 
exactly are they getting, because you see the radon daughters last 
one hundred years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What lasts one hundred 
years? 


Q Well, if you covered atomic energy, you would know 
what I am talking about. 


oh SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know that 
rase. 
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Q The half-life of some particles. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I understand 
the drift of the question. I think -- China is a nuclear weapons 
state already without our help. And, by the way, nothing under this 
agreement is going to help China's military program. That we are 
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very confident about, both in the way the agreement is designed and 
in the kinds of equipment that we would be selling. 


And your question is why are they so interested in it. I 
think -- 


Q Are we giving them extra special, sophisticated 
things? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we're not. I think 
they -- they want to be able to buy Western nuclear technology. They 
want to buy ours, among others, because I think everybody figures we 
have the best available. I think our leverage, however, in this 
whole negotiation has been somewhat limited because there are many 
other countries that could sell almost the same thing, and China can 
build much of the same things themselves. I think the reason we've 
made as such progress as we have -- and I think we've sade 
substantial progress -- is because, in addition to the leverage, the 
interest created in our technology, I think the Chinese have come to 
see that it's in their own interests to keep the nuclear club 
limited. And China's not unique in that regard. Practically every 
mew member of the nuclear club has spent its first years as a member 
explaining why the club should be expanded and why it's every 
country's sovereign right to be a member. And after a few years of 
thinking about it, has come to think, well, mayoe it's just big 
enough with four or five or six of us. 


Q Isn't that a strange point of view? 


Q -- Congressional procedure, it seems to me that 
there's two procedures under the amendment, one if the President 
determines certain criteria have been met and one if he asks for an 
exception. Can you tell me if he is going to ask for an exception? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, he's not asking for 
an exception. The exception would be if he felt that the agreement 
did not meet the requirements of U.S. law and he were to ask for a 
waiver of the requirement. And I think in that case, under the new 
-- as amended by Proxmire -- I think if you ask for a waiver you then 
have to have a positive vote of both Houses. But this is not a -- 
this agreement, we feel, fully meets the requirements of the law. 


Q What about reports that other countries got tighter 
controls from China than the U.S. has gotten? 


SENIOR ADMINITRATION OFFICIAL: China's negotiated 
agreements with a number of countries. They're -- each one seems to 
be different. They will do certain things with a non-nuclear weapon 
state that they won't do with a nuclear weapon state. Our own law 
actually recognizes the distinction in that regard. 


I think something that's important -- and I'm not -- I'a 
really not sure how much we know about the details of other 
countries’ agreements -- we have gotten what we need under our law, 
number one. And number two, I'm not aware of any other country 
having engaged the Chinese in the kind of detailed discussion that we 
have about China's own export practices. So there's -- Now, as you 
know, that's not -- we have not got an agreement with China about it. 
We have gotten statements from China about what its policies are. 

But it's our discussions, I think, that have produced that. I'm not 
aware of any other country having pushed, or been required under its 
Own law to push, as hard as we have. 


Q Will there be any secret -- ‘ 


Q This is a decision of some importance that was made 
today on the very first day the President is back at work. You were 
in the meetings and you've seen him in other situations. Was it your 
Sense that he was fully alert and participating in this discussion 
and as auch on top of it as he has been in the past? 
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Q Say no. 

Q Make our day. 

Q Make our day -- (laughter.) 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what you'll 
think of se. I was impressed. And other people -- (laughter .)} 
There's sy answer. And everyone else I talked to, who's not up here 
to answer your question, was impressed at just remarkably how fit and 
alert he seemed. Obviously, he's not -- 

Q Is he sagnificent? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know who -- ! 
think he was very good. 


How long -- 
Can I ask a -- go froma nuclear to -- 
But can we ask one sore? 


On, sure. 


o © oo oO oO 


One more on nuclear. Is there secret part to this 
agrreement? Something you're not going to make public? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think the 
agreement -- 


Q It's a secret. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As far as I understand, 
the whole agreement has to be delivered to the Congress. And I dont 
think there's anything secret in it. 


Q Did you sit in on the meeting in which they oriefed 
the President on this agreement? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that was a smaller 
group before. 


Q So you don’t know how they did that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don’t. I <= 
oj -- nuclear -- 

Q What meeting did you -- 

Q -- still on the nuclear -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can we come « to 
muclear? Let's try a change for a zoment. 


i) All cight. 


Q Oh, sure. (Laughter.) What I was wondering, there 
was a-- I mean, there was frank exchange of differences and -- as 
well as similarities and friendship, was there not? 


’ Q That is a change. (Laughter.) 
Q Careful! 
Q ~~ did he say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Give me the rest of the 
question. (Laughter.) You're like Steve Solarz. 


Q Well, all right -- here's the thing. In view of the 
recurrent reports that there is a strict morality within the People's 
Republic, and which I've just talked to one of the reporters here -- 
was there any discussion today of the report in a supplement of the 
Washington Post on Sunday that the Chairman of our House Armed 
Services Committee has been -- quote -- “sharing quarters” with a 
lady reporter for the New York Times, which lady Aspin's office has 
identified and who has subsequently been reported romantically linked 
with Richard Burt and how this may result in leaks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know why on 
Earth there would have been any discussion of that. There wasn't -- 


Q Well, I mean there is a difference. They don't have 
this morality in China and I wondered if there was any -- (layghter) 
“= any -- if he had noticed this? Did you notice it? You did and 
you Gon't want to comment on it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't discussed. 


Q It wasn't discussed? 

Q I'm ready when you are. 

Q They are a fecund people. 

Q That was in the paper the other day. 

Q If the agreement is allowed to go into effect by 


Congress, what would be the first Chinese power project that 
Americans could bid on? Do you have an idea of their schedule of -- 


Q Niagara Falls. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe there's -- 


they are talking about two very large -- roughly 1,000 megawatt power 
plants in the Guangdong area of south China -- 
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Q -- spell that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Guangdong -- G-U-A-N-G- 
D-O-N-G -- and -- but -- 


Q What would that i#an in sales? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends on how such 


of the -- I think one plan of that kind -- I's sorry, I'm past ay 
competence -- I won't -- I will try to get you an answer immediately 


and post it. 
Q Follow-up to that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Could you tell us -- 
Q Write it down. 


Q -- being 14 months since it was initialed, it's not 
likely to go into effect before the beginning of next year, are we 
likely to -- and we've already lost some business to, I believe, 
French on the first major project -- do you think we are likely to 
lose‘much more -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can’t give <-- I am 
sorry, I can't say. 


Yes, sir? 


Q What sort of discussion was there on the Soviet 
strategy and the relations between the Soviet and China? 


Q What was the question? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What sort of discussion 


about Soviet strategy and relations between the Soviet Union and 
China. And let me emphasize, I found it's a good practice to 


MORE 














16 - 


limit ayself to try and report what our side said. When I get into 
the business of trying to report what the other side said, I often 


find that I*ve got it wrong. 


The President talked about how we are not going to give 
up on the effort to seek substantial aras reductions with the 
Soviets, that we're hopeful that perhaps there will be a change with 
Gorbachev, though we haven't seen it yet, that we will continue to 
explore various channels with the Soviet Union to try to arrive at 
mutually beneficial bilateral agreements, and that we see the Chinese 
effort to do the same thing as a constructive one. 





President Li did mention Sino-Soviet relations, but I 
think I'd better leave it to their briefer to say what he wants to 
say about that. 


Q What about population issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Population issues did 
not come up. , 


Q What about any new idvas or issues on the Taiwan 
problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We went over the issue 
again. I think what we feel is that new ideas have got to come from 
the Chinese. We say the Chinese people on both sides of the strait 
-- that is to say on Taiwan and on the mainland -=- that we support a 
peaceful resolution of the issue, but we do not believe that we 
should take a role of intermediary, that we should be the ones 
attempting to bring about a resolution. 


Q Did the Chinese make the case for that intermediary 
cole, or -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I better let 
them speak for themselves. They are -- 


Q Was there any discussion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are known on a 
number of occasions to have suggested that we should do that. 


Q Was it raised again? 


Q -- Worth and South Korea getting together in a 
discussion on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No discussion about 
Korea. 


Q Was there any discussion of human rights in The 
People's Republic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot per se in this 


half-hour. 
Q The President didn't show any concern about that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Andrea? 
Q I didn't hear your answer. 

atea'e SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not in this half-hour he 


Q Did population come up in any of the other meetings, 
that the Chinese -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The other meetings 


MORE 





-l17?- 


peeting, Weinberger meeting, Vice President Bush meeting, the 
President's going to be -- 


Q Will there be a communique? 
Q What's the agenda for the Weinberger -- 
Q Do we expect it to come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- seeing his 
at dinner tonight. 


G Do we expect that the population question will -- 
family planning issue will be a part of this general set of meetings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It might well be, but 
I's not certain. 


Q ~~ and what is the U.S. -- will we say we're 
standing by our policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly. I mean, we 
feel -- 


Q -- cutting back on the funds? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've cut back on 
UN Fund for Population Activities funds, we are trying to work with 
the UNFPA to design a program in China that would meet our concerns, 
but our concerns are very real ones. 


Q Yesterday -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are of two kinds. 
One has to do with not Chinese policy but practices that are contrary 
to that policy that clearly involve coercion and the use of abortion. 
But even voluntary abortion is something that we cannot <-- under our 
law -- and will not support, and so it's important to us to be 
confident if we're going to continue participating in human programs 
in China that they're not doing that. 


Q I wanted just to follow up. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION GFFICIAL: Okay, let her have one 
follow-up. 


Q Yesterday you kept using the words “forceful 
abortion.” Are we now going to have a distinction in our policy 
where if a country isn't forcing abortion but it goes on, that that's 
okay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Well, it's not 
okay. Any kind -- as I said, abortion of any kind, voluntary or 
coerced, I mean, is -- 
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we are not, under our law, allowed to participate in or tt, even 
voluntary. But I think it's -- there's a husan rights violation with 
coercive abortion, I think, that has people rightly concerned that 
goes beyond even any concerns you may have -- 


Q We're not looking for an out over the word 
*“forceful* or *coerce*? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. I think we Dring up 
the point about forceful and coerced abortions because that's 
something we find even sore abhorrent. 


Q What law? 

Q Yes. What law are you talking about? 

Q Yes, what -- 

Q It's Reagan administration policy -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's sorry, it is U.S. 
law that the United States cannot fund programs that involve 
abortion. 

Q Bow much have we cut back funding as a result -- 


Q Is Winston Lord sitting in on any of these seetings 
over these two days? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I can't tell 
you the -- I didn't see him at the one this gorning. Sut he was, I 
think, at lunch. I think he’s going to be at the dinner. 


Q Who was in the meeting this morning? Was it just 
Reagan and Li? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, virtually the whole 
Chinese official party, and on our side, it included the Vice 
President, Secretary of Defense, Secretary of State, Secretary of 
Commerce, National Security Advisor. I don't mean to defend anybody 
by leaving them out. Those were the principal ones that I remember. 

Q All in the Green Room? 

Q Was there a plan prior to -- 

Q Blue Roos. 

Q No, it was the Green Roos. 


Q ~~ the President's surgery for a one-to-one, private 
meeting and was later changed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware <-- no. 
Way in back. 


Q Yes. Can you say anything else about the discussion 
on textiles -- protectionism in the bill? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just that it's clearly 
-~ it's clearly a serious concern for the Chinese. It's an important 
source of foreign exchange for then. 


China is one of the countries on which our textile 
controls have actually begun to bite somewhat sharply. The figure I 
have here is that PRC textile exports to the U.S. were down 21 
percent for the first five months of this year as compared to the 
first five months of last year. 
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The specific biil in question, the Jenkins bill is 
something that would cut them back to pre-1983 levels, I think, and 
cut all countries back. And while we are committed to trying to 
control the growth of textile exports because we realize it's a 
sensitive industry, it's taken a fairly hard beating, we think that 
this particular bill is excessive protectionism and the 
adainistration has strongly opposed it. 


Q Bow much of a cut would that be, pre-1983 levels? 
Do you have a percentage for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For different countries, 
it's different. I know for Indonesia it would represent a 90 percent 
cut. 


Q What about for the Chinese? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For the Chinese, I think 
it’s around 30 percent, but that’s a guess from memory. 


Q And can you just say, are there any Chinese requests 
for ares that would come up at the Weinberger meeting? Are they 
looking for any kind of a weapons -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a number of 
programs that could lead to defensive -- sales of defensive aras to 
China. The specific kinds of things that we're talking about are 
artillery shells, anti-tank guided missiles, radars for aircraft, and 
anti-submarine weaponry of various kinds. 


Q Is there a request in? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's not how the 
process goes. I mean, I could say no, but that would be a sort of 
technical answer. There won't be a formal request until we go 
through all of the 
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discussions of contracting and ptice and so forth, and the Chinese 

decide they actually want to buy what is offered at the price that it 
is offered, at which point there will be a request and at which point 
any of those four things I mentioned would have to go to the Hill for 


approval. 


But we are very far along in the process of discussing 
each of those four, so it is not as though they are academic issues. 


I guess I have time for about one last one, and then -- 


Q Disregard the new ideas on the issue of Taiwan. 
Yesterday something to the effect that eventually the Chinese in 
Taiwan and the Chinese on the mainland would have to deal with each 
other directly. Is this some new twist, perhaps suggesting the U.S. 
favors direct talks between the two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I hope I didn't say 
anything that suggested new twists. We have been specifically -- 
(laughter) -- Wo, it is important. We feel that we have made a 
number of -- arrived at a number of agreements embodied in three 
communiques with the Chinese on this issue that have been very 
difficult for us to arrive at. We are not interested in constantly 
changing our position. We feel that this is an issue that the 
Chinese people and Taiwan and the mainland have got to resolve 
themselves -- 


Q How? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- by whatever -- I 
think the answer is, it is going to take a long time, it is going to 
take a lot of patience. And in the meantime, our stress is on @ 
peaceful situation and not forcing the issue by military means. 


Q What on earth do you think might lead to a peaceful 
resolution of this problem? Is there anything in the world you can 
suggest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our whole policy is for 
us not to suggest things. It is up to them to decide. 


Q But they are not going to, are they? I mean, is 
there anything in the sight -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we are not going 
to push them. That is the point. 


Q Right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. 

Q What about Quemoy and Matsu? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have got, I think, an 
answer to -~- well, it tells you a little bit. It says -- this is -- 
says that China has plans to build up to 10,000 megawatts of nuclear 
generati capacity by the year 2000, that that would be about ten 
nuclear plants at a total value of about $20 billion. And if I can 
extrapolate from that at about $2 billion per plant, then I think the 
two Guangdong reactors would be about $2 billion each. 


Q Final question here. What about Quemoy and Matsu? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q How may votes have they got? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:20 P.M, EDT 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SECRETARY SHULTZ' TRIP TO MEXICO 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 24, 1985, 9:32 A.M. 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OPPICIAL: I think I might make 
a comment or two and then open myself up to questions. 

The Binational Commission was established in 1981 
during President Lopez Portillo's visit to Washington. The 
idea was to have at least a yearly meeting between the 
two Poreign Secretaries to review the status of the relation- 
ship to see if there were things that they needed to give 
more attention to, to express satisfaction on things that 
they felt that they had accomplished. 

There have been annual meetings since ‘81. The 
last meeting was in April 1984, and it served as a prepara- 
tory meeting for the state visit by President de la Madrid 
in May. 

The year before that, it « so had been 
used as a preparatory meeting for a Presidential visit when 
President Reagan went to La Paz in Mexico. 

This year it again has that kind of a function, 
because it's anticipated that President Reagan and President 


de la Madrid will get together before the end of the year. 


We don't have a date on that. 








The Binational Commission itself is a very 
flexible institution. Technically, it is really simply 
the two foreign Secretaries. Por the last three years, 
principal leaders of the Economic Cabinet from both 
countries have particapated in it because of the importance 
of economic trade and finance issues. And, likewise, this 
year, there will be representation from Treasury, Commerce, 
and the Trade Representative's Office. 

The participants going with the Secretary are 
the U.S. Trade Representative Clayton Yeutter, Commerce 
Under Secretary Bruce Smart, ARA Assistant Secretary 
Abrams -~- Elliott Abrams -- Ambassador Harry Shlaudeman, 
Treasury Assistant Secretary David Mulford, Department 
Spokesman Bernard Kalb, OAS Ambassador Richard McCormack, 
The Assistant Trade Representative Jon Rosenbaum, NSC 
Deputy Director Jessica Tillman, Commerce Deputy Assistant 
Secretrry Ann Hughes, and Economic and Business Bureau 
Deputy Assistant Secretary Elinor Constable. 

And there are a few others, but those are the 
basic people -- joining with Ambassador Gavin down in 
Mexico. 

The schedule calls for an arrival in Mexico -- 


and I think chis is fairly firm -- an arrival in Mexico 


tomorrow morning at 10:25 their time. There will be a 





release of an arrival statement but no public statement 
as such on his arrival. 

He goes straight to the Poreign Relations 
Secretariat. At 11:lS¢here is an opening plenary session; 

, that will last for an hour. And what it amounts to is 
opening statements by Cabinet members -- full Cabinet 
members having about 10-minutes time, sub-Cabinet people 
from the different agencies having a little bit less 
time -- but, hopefully, all of it taken care of in 
an hour. 

Then from 12:30 to 2:00, an hour and a half, 
there are three groups of meetings scheduled. And I 
think there may be some flexibility in this. 

One is a private meeting between Shultz and 
Sepulveda. 

Another is a political working group. And that 
will be comprised of Assistant Secretary Abrams, 
Ambassador Gavin, and four or five people who follow 
"political" issues, because it really coverg everything 
from borders affairs to environment and a variety of things. 

Then the third meeting that goes into that hour 
and a half is an Economic Group Meeting. And that will 


have people from Commerce, Treasury and Special Trade 





Representative's Office, talking about trade and finance 











and economic issues. 

The next event is a luncheon from 2:30 to about 
4:15 at the Poreign Secretariat. 

Then at 4:30 there is a concluding plenary 
session, and that's a closed meeting -- basically, I 
think, intended to summarize what went on in the various 
other meetings and discussions during the lunch and 
picking up anything that was left over and sort of deciding 
where they go on some of the issues that will be under 
discussion. 

There is a meeting by the Secretary and a 
few of his advisers with President de la Madrid beginning 
at 6:00 o'clock -- probably about from 6:00 to 7:00. That 
could be a little bit shorter or a little bit longer, 
depending on what happens, how it goes; but that's what 
the schedule calls for. 

At 8:00 o'clock there is an intimate dinner, 
a private dinner, at the residence of Foreign Secretary 
Sepulveda -- just a few people from our side in on that. 
And that's the day. 

On Friday -- the Friday program was worked out 
pretty much yesterday and I think it will hold; but right 


now the Priday program calls for a press conference 


either at the hotel -- which is the Maria Isabel -- or 





across the street at the Embassy, at 7:45 in the morning. 
And that's foreseen as being about twenty-five minutes. 

Then the Secretary goes to the Finance Ministry, ‘ 
which is at the National Palace. And there's a breakfast, 
beginning at about 8:50, hosted by the Finance Secretary 
-- Silva-Herzog -- and that will go on for about an 
hour. 

Q What time is that? 

Q Was that fifty or fifteen? 

A 8:50 -- 8:50 to about 9:45. 

And then from there they go to the airport, 
and it's programmed that they would depart about 10:15 -- 
no press encountered at the airport. 

And that's the general outline. I'm open to 
questions. 

Q One question is you say that the meeting 
would be used also to prepare a Presidential meeting 
again before the end of the year. Would this involve a 
visit by President Reagan to Mexico? Do you know when and 
where? 

A That's what's conceived. No, we don't. 
It's conceived that there would be probably a working 


visit before the end of the year. We've been looking at 


possible dates, but we really haven't come up with anything 





definitive. 

Q By President Reagan to Mexico. 

A That's what's been proposed. . 

Q And no site.has been discussed. 

A No. 

Q Sir, how many times have they met -- Mr. 
Reagan and the Mexican President? 

A Well, let's see. They met for the first 
time not as Presidents -- or, at least, in de la Madrid's 
case -- when Lopez Portillo came here in ‘81. 

Then in ‘83 they met in the fall, around October, 
at Tijuana/San Diego; and that was with de la Madrid as 
President-elect. 

Then in August of ‘83 -- I'm getting ahead of 
myself here: In ‘82, the meeting was in October at 
Tijuana/San Diego; and that was with de la Madrid as 
President-elect. 

In '83, the meeting of the Presidents was in August 
at La Paz, Baja California. 

In '84, it was a state visit here. 

And then it would be in Mexico later on this year. 

Q How would you characterize the state of 
relations between the two countries and what are the major 


issues you think are on the agenda for this trip? 


A Oh, I think the state of the relationship 





is basically good. There are some positive eleménts in 
it; there are some negative elements in it. . 

There have been a number of frictions earlier 
on in the year related to narcotics, related to traveler 
safety. There was a lot in the Mexican press of American 
designs to give Mexico a hard time, most of which was fanciful. 

So I think the relationship is basically good. 

The personal ties are excellent; the communications are open 
-- this meeting is part of it. But there are problems to 
be dealt with. 

In terms of the subjects that are likely to come 
up, I think they'll be discussing the state of the bilateral 
relationship itself. 

They'll be talking about narcotics issues. They'll 
talking about traveler safety. They'll be talking about 
environmental issues, particularly border environmental 
issues. Another major area of discussion will be trade. 
There was the signature earlier in the year of a subsidies 
agreement with Mexico, and they'll be talking about how 
that's going. And -- 

Q What agreement did you say? Sorry. 


A A subsidies agreement. 


And there was agreement that we would negotiate 








a framewor« agreement for trade and investment. They'll 
be discussing that, how they go about that. 

They're likely to be discussing fisheries, 
particularly tuna. The U.S. has a boycott on tuna from 
Mexico because of seizures of our tuna boats earlier 
in the decade and before. 

They'll be talking about Central America. 
They'll be talking -- Mexico is interested in having the 
U.S. ratify a maritime boundary treaty that we signed in 
1978. That will be one of the subjects to come 
up. 

I think those are sort of the broad issues. 
Theremay be one or two that I've dropped out, but I can't 
think of what they would be. 

Q How about Central America and the Contadora? 

A Yes, that certainly would be -- Central 
America and Contadora. 

I would think the main subjects are likely to 
be trade, finance, Mexico's concern about its debt situation and 
the price of oil and things like that -- narcotics, travel 
advisory, Centr’ America. 

Q In the context of those talks, is there a 


possibility that the U.S. may offer Mexico military or 


economic aid in view of the Central American situation? 
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A No. Mexico isn't interested, so that's 
a non-starter. 
Q You wouldn't even raise that issue. 
A No, nothing. ; 
Q Are the Mexicans still upset about the 


border situation earlier this year or is that a finished 
issue and no longer under discussion? 

My I think that's likely to be discussed. 
I think it has reduced in its intensity over the last 
few months, but I think that's likely to be one of the 


subjects raised. 


Q What travel advisories are in effect 
today? 

A None. 

Q They've all been pulled off? 

A There weren't any. 

Q What's the status of the -- 

A There have not been travel advisories for 


Mexico. What's going on, and has been going on now for 
over a year, are discussions between our Embassy and our 
officials and the Mexican Executive over concern of the 


safety of Americans in Mexico because of the number of incidents that 


have taken place -- because of concern that the criminals weren't 
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being pursued, weren't being caught. And we were worried 
about safety -- not to the point of issuing a travel 
advisory but feeling we had to talk to the Mexicans 
about it to see if we couldn't get some improvement. 
Secondly, on Capitol Hill, both the House and 
the Senate have had under consideration legislation -- bills 
that would mandate that the Executive issue a travel 
advisory for Mexico. That legislation still is under 
consideration. 
In the Senate they're no longer talking about a 
travel advisory but continual talks with Mexico on safety 
-- on this concern -- and a periodic report to the Congress 
on how it's going on. 
In the House, the version that they're now 
working with calls for a travel advisory for the State of 
Jalisco. 
The State Department is opposed to both versions. 
Q So the Administration does not have any 
travel advisory under consideration now? Just the concerns -- 
A Well, under consideration -- we have under 
consideration and under discussion with the Mexicans concern 
for the safety of Americans in Mexico. And the possibility 


of the issuance of a travel advisory is still there. But 


the Mexicans have taken a number of steps to try to address 








ll 
our concern. We're hopeful that they'll take some more, 
but they have begun to take those concerns. 

For example, the Attorney General's Office in ° 
Mexico now has an office that is prepared to deal with 
difficulties that foreigners find themselves in in Mexico, 
and that would be open to Americarnspas well as other 
foreigners. 

Q What in particular will you be talking 
about in regards to Contadora;and with Harry Shlaudeman along 
will you be talking about restarting the Manzanillo 
talks with Nicaragua within Mexico, which the Mexicans 
have asked for? 

iy I think that, you know, during the course 
of the discussions there probably will be a fairly thorough 

view of Mexico's perspective on Contadora, our concerns 
about Contadora; Mexico's interest in Manzanillo, how we 
look at that. 

Q Are we prepared to say anything about the 
Manzanillo talks? Would you like to give them assurances 
that "Yes, we intend to restart that"? 

A Well, I wouldn't want to take Harry's words 
out of his mouth before he gets there. 


Q Let me follow up on that in a perhaps more 


general way. 
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The Administration's position has been that 
the Manzanillo talks would be restarted if they were 
found to be helpful to the Contadora process. Now, we just 
had not only Mexico but all four Contadora Foreign 
Ministers get together in Panama and say they believe 
it would be helpful and they'd like to see U.S.-Nicaragua 
contacts resume. What's the Administration's position 
on that2 

My Well, I'm sure the Administration heard 
what was said and, you know, it's going on from there. 
I'm sure the subject will come up in Mexico. Just how it 
will be dealt with I think remains to be seen. 

Q On the question of the 
relations between Mexico ani the U.S. again -- how would 
you characterize the elections in Mexico recently? What 
is the U.S. position on that? 

yn The U.S. isn't makino any statement on 
Mexico's elections. We've gone through during the campaign, 
particularly earlier on -- I think it died out a little bit 
toward the end of the campaign, but there were lots of wild 
tales in Mexico that the United States was interfering 
in their domestic affairs, interfering in the elections. 


There was absolutely no truth to that. The 


elections have been held. They were observed by a large 
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number of people, including a very sustantial corps of 
journalists who have reported on the elections. And, 
you know, really it's up to the Mexicans. It's the Mexican 
elections, and they're the ones who held them and they're 
the ones who stand by then. 

We were there, as everybody else, simply as an 
observer. We have not made any statements on the elections. 
I think earlier -- you know, some months hence 
. now -- we will be required, as part of our Human Rights 
Report that Congress levies upon the State Department, 
to make some kind of statement about the elections. But 
we haven't up to this point, and we don't intend to 
precisely because of the view in Mexico that anything we 


say condemns us before we've said it. 


Q So it would be in January then -- 

A Yes, that's right. 

Q -- the first statement would be in January. 
A Yes. 


You know, I sce in some of the Mexican preus the 
’ 
fact that there were all the U.S. journalists in Mexico watching 
the election was plotted by the State Department and the 


American Government in the first place. 


Obviously, it's pretty ridiculous. But that's what 


we're dealing with and why we're not terribly keen on speaking. 





14 


Q How much will immigration issues figure 
into the discussions in Mexico? 

A I'm not sure. Certainly if you have to . 
list the dozen major concerns between the two governments, 

immigration would be one of the six to a dozen concerns 
-- probably one of the top six -- 

Q Not one of the -- 

rN -- but it's been discussed informally, 
and that’s largely because of the Mexican perspective 
on immigration. 

The fact that we have legislation under concern 
in Congress is a domestic matter. They don't want to 
become involved in a domestic matter in the United States. 
Therefore, their statements on our legislation have been 
very rare and delicate. 

You know, it’s possible that the legislation 
will come up, but I think it would be more likely to come 
up informally. 

Q But are you saying that it’s just being 
treated as a domestic as opposed to a domestic, - slash - foreiun 
policy issue? Is that the point you would make? 

A I wouldn't put a slash there. I would put 


domestic period, period, period foreign policy -- because 


it obviously has foreign policy implications and the Mexicans 
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in their statements have indicated that they're concerned 

about having access to their work -- to their people, 

to jobs in the United States -- and they're concerned about . 
the treatment that their people receive when they come to 

the United States. 

But because they look on it as a legislative 
act, they've been hesitant to become involved in lengthy 
discussions over this. 

Q Pinance questions: What is the latest 
with Mexico's debt situation? And is the United States 
concerned about Mexico's new willingness to work more 
closely with the Brazils and Argentinas and Venezuelas 
on some sort of joint pact on the debt question? Is that 
a subject that will be discussed -- Latin America 
generally, and Mexico? 

”% I think Treasury probabiy can answer that 
question better than I can. You know, I think it's logical 
that Mexico from time to time has contact with other debtor 
states; and those contacts do take place. 

We basically are pleased with Mexico's performance 
on its debt, with the efforts that it's taken to get its 
finances under control, because there are concerns with 


Mexico with continuing inflation -- their debt problem 


decreases, declines in the price of petroleum. 





16 


You know, I think all those things will be 
discussed -- I'm sure they will be -- in Mexico. 

But where it ties in to precisely your question, 
I'm not sure. I think you probably can get a better answer 
out of Treasury. 

Q Do you see an improvement in relations 
in the last six months, say, since the sort of low point 
during the Camarena murders? 

A Oh, I think so. There have been a number 
of discussions. Sepulveda came here and met with Shultz -- 
in March, I think it was. The Mexican Attorney General, 

Garcia Ramirez, and Attorney General Meese met along about 
April, I guess it was, to discuss cooperation on law enforcement 
matters. Now Shultz goes down again this month and talks 

to Sepulveda. There will be follow-up meetings between Meese 
and Garcia Ramirez. 

So the on-going dialogue, I think, has helped 
understanding of what we're doing and what they're doing and 
our mutual need to cooperate more on a number of those matters. 

Q When was this trip planned; how long ago? 
Or is this showing support for de la Madrid's Government after 
the election? 


A No. There's no tie-in between this visit 


and the Mexican elections at all. 
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Prom the first of the year we've known that we 
wanted to have the two Secretaries to get together to have 
the meeting. ° 

I think beginning in March we began to look to 
a Binational Commission meeting around the middle of the 
year that would relate to some kind of a Presidential 
meeting later on. 

Q What's the reason for the tuna boycott? 

A I'm sorry. You know, that's another subject 
that's likely to come up because the Mexicans are very 
interested in having the boycott lifted. We're interested 
in the negotiation of some kind of an effective 
regional agreement on tuna, anc we'd like to have Mexico 
part of it. 

Q But what's the reason for the boycott? 

A Mexico claims the 200-mile limit -- which 
we do as well. Mexico regards the tuna resources of those 
seas as part of their territory. We regard tuna as -- I 
guess, the technical term -- as andronebous. And I 
can't even pronounce it right. 

Q It's a migratory species? 

A Yes. It's a migratory species -- that's 


right. And, as a result, you know, our fishing boats have 


gone in after the tuna; and in the late seventies-early 





18 


eighties, a number of tuna boats were captured by the 
Mexicans, and U.S. legislation mandated the imposition of 
an embargo. ° 

So the embargo, I think, has been on since about 
1981. 

Q What about the U.S. boats fishing 
shrimps in Mexican waters? 

aA That's very much an interest of the American 
shrimpers. They would like to regain access to Mexican 
waters. Those have come up in discussions sometimes; they 
may come up this time. 

The Mexican Government has basically resisted 
allowing American ships back into those waters. 

There have been discussions between private 
parties on this, but there hasn't been much progress. It 
is one of the issues on the books. 

Yes, sir. 

Q What kind of things does the U.S. Government want 
to see in the way of narcotics talks? what do you want to sec come 
out of this? What do you want to see the Mexican Government 
do? 

A Well, we're concerned because we see production 


in Mexico increasing again and transit trade in Mexico 


beginning to increase again. 
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We're concerned through the Camarena case and 
the information that became available because of the case 
of the influence of traffickers in Mexico. And we just 
simply think that it's terribly idibor tant for Mexican 
authorities and American authorities to work together 
cooperatively and productively both in terms of going 
after the traffickers and in terms of the eradication 
program. 

Q Does that include an increased U.S. presence 
in the way of either equipment or personnel in training 
or supervising? 

aN Well, those things are sort of discussed. 

I don't know that we talk so much about resources; it's 
more as to how we would use our resources effectively. 

In the eradication program, there was the large 
bust outside of Ciudad Juarez earlier in the year. The 
question raised was, you know, "How in the world could that 
large an operation have existed without being discovered?" 

The growers -- the narcotics growers -- have 
diversified their activities. They've gone to higher 
altitudes; they've gone to smaller plots. And the concern 
is: "How can we be more effective in our joint eradication 
program to combat that?” It®sort of a technological effort. 


The other is a matter of: “Can we work out to 
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haye eyen closer cooperation between DEA and the Mexican 
authorities going after the trafficking families?” 

Q What have the Mexicans done in the last , 
six months to improve their performance on narcotics, aside 
from meeting withid Meese. 

A Well, they've gone after the people who 
kidnapped and killed Camarena -- Enrique Camarena. They 
captured several of the prime architects; there are still 
a couple out. They've indicted them. They have fired 
a number of police who were found to be in contact with 
traffickers -- either fired them or transferred them to 
other duties when they'didn't feel they had enough evidence 
to be able to fire them. 

The head of Interpol was replaced. The head of 
their DFS, which is one of the units that works on 
narcotics activities, has been replaced. They've pursued 
the Camarena investigation much more vigorously than they 
did during the first weeks of the incident. 

So they have taken some steps. 

We've talked about the possibilities of closer 
cooperation, and we want to be sure that the kinds of 
things we're talking about are pursued. 


Q Have the steps that they've taken fulfilled 


all our hopes? Have they exceeded all our expectations -- 
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A No. 

Q -- or have you felt right about in the middle 
where one might have expected? 

Can you characterize, in other words, our degree 
of satisfaction with their steps? 

A Well, we've been appreciative of the steps 
they've taken. We hope to encourage them to do even more. We 
want to see more; we need to see more. 

Q I quess the blunt way to put the question is: 
Is the DEA still on your back? (Laughter) 

A I don't know whether DEA really was on our 
back in the first place. DEA, I think, was principally 
on the back of some their Mexican collaborators. 

DEA is still concerned -- would like to do 
more. 

Yes. 

Q The Mexicans are very concerned about pro- 
tectionism. You mentioned trade. 

Can you elaborate a little bit more on, you 
know, where things stand and what the U.S. is prepared to 
do about this concern of the Mexicans? 

A Yes. Let me see if I can attack it ina 


variety of ways -- because I think,really, in the trade 


area,we've had some successes over the last six months 
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that have really been important and show that we can 
accomplish some things. 

To Fegin with, I'd like to sort of put it in an over- 
all perspective, if I can, without the statistics 

, that people from Commerce and STR and others would have 
at the tip of tneir ringers. 

We hear a lot in Mexico about Mexican concern 
about U.S. protectionism. Our response is there certainly 
are protectionist tendencies -- protectionist forces -- 
in the United States, which the Administration has done 
a lot to try to resist. 

We feel that of the major world traders, we 
have an awful lot more open market than most others have 
-- than the others have, period. 

I think what we're confronting is partly a Mexican 
disposition, tendency, to interpret every kind of 
import regulation that we have as one that really is protectionist 
at heart, and it isn't always the case. 

I mean, there are a number of those -- particularly, 
in the agricultural area-- that are health-oriented. Mexico 
sees in the past that sometimes those have been used with 
protectionist purposes, and I suppose that's happend from 


time to time -- but,certainly, not in all the cases. 


The other thing is: I take a lot of their criticism, 
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their concerns on protectionism, as looking more to the 
future than the past. I mean, they know that there are 
strong protectionist forces in Congress -- that people 

are talking about different kinds of legislation that ° 
could impact on Mexico, such as the Gibbons bill. And I 
think what they hope with their expression of their concerns 
is that they could help avoid the enactment of some of these 
protectionist tendencies that they see in the United States 
-- preventive more than the reality, I think. 

A year ago at the Presidential visit we were 
very close to being able to sign the subsidies agreement, 
and we hoped at the same time to sign some kind of a 
general statement of principles on trade anc investment. 

We couldn't do that because, at that time, the 
pharmaceutical industry. And it wasn't just the U.S. 
industry but it was the Europeans as well -- and I guess 
the Japanese were in the workds, too -- were havina maior wroblems - 
Mexico in discussing the rules of the game as far their 
sector of the industry was concerned. And the reaction was 
so strong that we felt for us to go to Congress to talk 
about a subsidies agreement -- that was a good agreement 
-- would simply be to put good progress in danger. And 


what we needed to have for both those matters -- 


on trade and investment and the subsidies agreement -- we felt 
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we needed to have a more favorable environment to deal 
with it, to handle it. 

So beginning last summer and going into earlier ‘ 
this year, there were very extensive discussions between 
the pharmaceutical industry and Mexican authorities. 

We were in them to some extent, but it was principally 
between Mexico and the industry. And they worked out an 
agreement, and the result was that Special Trade Repre- 
sentative Brock signed the subsidies agreement with Mexico 
just before he moved over to Labor. And, at the same 
time, an announcement was made that we and Mexico would 
negotiate a framework agreement for trade and investment 
as a way of trying to establish more formal guidelines 
and work into some kind of either a series of agreements or 
one agreement that would establish stronger institutions 
for dealing with trade matters and investment matters. 

Both of those -- I think it was in April, the 
subsidies agreement was signed and the statement was made 
that we were going to negotiate. 

So we have taken some steps there. We have had 
some success in very difficult talks with the Mexicans 
because, you know, what you're dealing with in these things 


infrequently is either by loss of jobs in Mexico or the loss 


of jobs in the United States. And that isn't easy for 
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either government to handle at this time. 
I don't know whether in all that rambling I 
handled your question or not. I tried to. ‘ 
MODERATOR: We have time for one more question. 
' Q What form would that investment framework 
take? Would that be a treaty or an Executive Agreement? 
Do you have a -- 
aN I don't know. It really hasn't been focused. 
And I think that's one of the purposes in going down to 
Mexico -- to talk a little bit more about how we now 
address this. 
, Whether it would be an agreement or treaty, 
it's not certain. 
Q Thank you. 
ny Certainly. 


(Whereupon, at 10:05 a.m., the BACKGROUND 


briefing was concluded. ) 
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hope RATOR: Ladies and gentlemen, as you were informed 
yesterday, this will be a briefing on the CSCE 10th Anniversary 
Commemorative Meeting and on the Secretary's trip to Helsinki, 
, Finland , during the period July 29th to August lst. 


The briefing will be on background. You may refer to 
the briefer as a Senior Administration Official in your stories. 


For your information, for those of you who haven't 
found it yet, there is background or informational material 
available in the Press Office, if you want to stop by 
afterwards. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am very happy to be 
here today. This is my first public, if you will, and press 
outing in my new capacity, and I suspect it won't be my last, 
and I look forward to working with all of you. 


If you find today's briefing perhaps not as much as 
you want, it is what [I am comfortable with sharing at the 
moment, and it is a learning process for mc. If you have any 
complaints, please let me know. I will do my best to be 
informative. I haven't been in this room for something like 
twelve years, when I was last standing here to try to explain 
to all of you why I couldn't get Ecuador to stop seizing tuna 
boats. It has been a long way from then until now. 


Q At least they have stopped. 
is) They have stopped, yes. 


I have several papers that have come to my desk as I 
have been preparing for this trip, and I would like to draw on 
excerpts from them. You know the kinds of things -- scope 
papers and the like -- and if I start talking too long and you 
want to move into questions, let me know, and we can go into 
that, but I thought it might be helpful if [ just took this 
opportunity to lay out as much as I have available at this time 
as to how Helsinki looks and where the meeting between the 





Secretary and the new Soviet Foreign Minister fits into it and 
to share the schedule with you and then perhaps as we begin to 
work the occasion more, it can be highlighted as you want it 
highlighted. 


The meeting is the formal commemoration of the 10th 
Anniversary of the Helsinki Final Act, which, I think, the Act 
is a document that we see as a symbolic reaffirmation of the 
commitment of the 35 states that signed it to the CSCE process, 
and as a commemoration, it is going to be basically speeches by 
the Foreign Ministers of the 35 countries and social events 
hosted by the Finns. 


The current state of the CSCE probably is as well 
known to you as to those of us upstairs. Looking at it for the 
past ten years, the CSCE process has helped to bring about 
improvements in such areas as Eastern European family 
‘reunification and the accreditation of journalists. 


The process itself -- we use the word "process" a lot 
-~-but the process itself has also given the East Europeans a 
mechanism for increased contacts with the West, and it has 
raised the profile of human rights as a legitimate matter of 
international discourse. 


From a West European point of view, being somewhat 
presumptuous in trying to describe the way they may be seeing 
it, it would seem that the CSCE has given a greater sense of 
stability in intra-European relations, and it has made more 
legitimate and more natural and, in some ways, more productive 
the dialogue that the Western Europeans have with Eastern 
Europe. 


There is another side to the coin. In the past ten 
years, there is an overall poor record on the part of the East 
in the human rights setting, in particular, but with respect to 
other commitments. 


Dissidents have come under increasing pressure. Most 
of the Helsinki monitors that were created and identified 


themselves in the early years are now in prison or in exile. 


Religious, national, and trade union activists 
have been severely repressed. The flow of information and 
people across the European divide, if I can call it that, still 
remains a trickle. 


Most of the attention has been given to the Soviet 
record in this area, but, as I say, I think we would have to 
say it is an Eastern record. 





There have been some other problems along the way. 
You know them. We believe that for the CSCE process to have 
validity and vitality, all the entire range of interests that 
it attempted to encompass in the Final Act have to be . 
addressed. There cannot be an emphasis on one or the other. 
There must be a balance in progress, and, clearly, we have seen 
over the last years a Soviet effort to make security issues the 
touchstone of progress. 


This has been a problem. 


But moving toward Helsinki and the meetings on 
Tuesday, we think that we would still describe, that one still 
has to describe the CSCE process as a unique platform from 
which to highlight the differences between our system, that is, 
the Western democracies, and the totalitarianism. We think 
that with the balance that I have attempted to describe, what 
has been achieved, what Western Europeans see it accomplishes, 
I would add what the neutral and non-aligned states of Europe 
find in the process in the way of an opportunity for them to 
meet in yet another forum, a larger forum, with the United 
States and the Soviet Union, we would have to say that on the 
10th Anniversary, that the effort has been worthwhile despite 
the problems and that the CSCE has a future. 


The problems must be addressed, but I think one has to 
give it a positive cast. 


The CSCE portion of the trip, in contrast to the 
bilateral U.S./Soviet portion, will have three themes for us. 


The first and obvious one will be centered on the 
Soviet and Eastern European record of implementation of their 
commitments on human rights and humanitarian issues. Obviously 
we would say their non-implementation. It is a poor record and 
we will use the occasion to hold the East accountable. 


We will also use the occasion to express our continued 
commitment to the overall CSCE process, insisting, as I have 
said, on balanced progress in all areas of the Final Act. 


I think for this part of our getting together today 
that is probably enough on the! 


Let me move to the pr... as it comes out -- 


Q You mentioned three themes. 





A Well, if I give you the third, you are going to 
tell me I should have held it. I was editing as I went along. 
I should let you be my editors and I won't edit. 


The first was the record of implementation. The 
second will be to indicate that we are prepared to take serious 
steps to bring about improvements in the U.S./Soviet 
relationship. I was holding that to use it to announce my next 
section. And the third is the continued commitment to the 
process, to the CSCE process. Okay? 


The Helsinki program --~ which I will do now and then I 
will come to the bilateral part of it -- we leave Monday at 
8:00 a.m., as you probably know. There will be an arrival 
statement in Helsinki that evening, which is 23:35 Helsinki 
time. 


The Tuesday program starts with a call on the Finnish 
President, Mauno Koivisto. fhen the opening session of the 
Commemoration that same morning at 11:00 at Finlandia Hall. 
There is a luncheon -- 


Q Can we have the times on these things? 


a Do you want to, or are you handing this out, or 
shall I go down, use this occasion to read it for you? 


Q Why don't you hand that out? I[t would be so much 
easier. 


a I don't know what your practice is here. Let me 
read the highlights off of it, then, and you will know how to 
plan for it. 


So, arrival at 23:35, with an arrival statement. 


Tuesday, July 30, at 10:00 a.m., call on the Finnish 
President. It is a half-hour call 


Some moving about, transportation. Let me skip the 
transportation times 


11:00 a.m., Tuesday, the 30th, is the opening session 
of the Commemoration with an address by the Finnish President. 


At 12:30, there will be a luncheon given by the 
Finnish Foreign Minister 


At 2:30, we start the bilaterals that will be going on 
apace with all of this 





The first is with the new Spanish Foreign Minister, 
Fernandez Ordonez, at 2:30 on Tuesday, the 30th. 


At 3 o'clock that afternoon, again, Tuesday, July 30, ‘ 
it is the first plenary session devoted to statements by the 
Foreign Ministers. The Soviets speak in that session and we 
speak in that session. We are the sixth speaker. I don't know 
the placement of the Soviet speaker. 


At 6:00 p.m., there is a meeting with the Finnish 
Foreign Minister in a bilateral setting. 


At 6:30, there is a bilateral with the U.K. Foreign 
Minister, Sir Geoffrey Howe. 


At 7:30, that evening, there is a dinner hosted by the 
Finnish President. 


Q What is the time differential? 
a Seven hours. 


Wednesday, July 31 begins at 7:30. The Secretary 
acting as host at a breakfast for the neutral and non-aligned 
Foreign Ministers. 


He then has some interviews and the like with some 
local journalists, and at 9:45 he has his bilateral with 
Foreign Minister Genscher, Federal Republic, also scheduled for 
30 minutes, as are all of these bilaterals. 


The next meeting for him then is the bilateral with 
the new Soviet Foreign Minister at 2 o'clock that afternoon, 
Wednesday, July 31, scheduled for 3 hours, from 1400 to 1700 on 
the 3ist. 


At 6 o'clock, 1800, a press conference, tentatively 


placed on the calendar -- I say “tentatively” more for time 
than whether there is one. 


Q Where will it be? 
a I have no word here. 


At 1900 that evening, there is a reception hosted by 
the Finnish Prime Minister. 


Thursday, August 1, begins at 8:00 a.m. The Secretary 
will be host at a breakfast for NATO Foreign Ministers. 





At 9:45, he has his bilateral with the French Foreign 
Ministers 


At 10:30, there will be an event which I guess has 
come to be called the cultural event of some kind yet to be 
decided, with an 11:30 departure. from Helsinki on Thursday, the 
lst. 


Let me move to the points that we have on the 
bilateral with Shevardnadze. The meeting, as I said, will be 
the afternoon of July 31. The obvious thing is it is the 
first meeting between the two Ministers, and we have ascribed 
three purposes to the meeting: 


In order, one, to get acquainted; two, to review 
U.S./Soviet relations; and, three, to begin the preparations 


for the November meeting in Geneva between President Reagan and 
General Secretary Gorbachev. 


We are looking forward to the meeting and certainly 
expect to have a good exchange of views around the two subjects 
that are substantive, that I have just given you, and naturally 
look forward to having an opportunity to begin the 
relationship, the getting acquainted part of it. 


Q Where will be meeting take place? 


A Where? 


I believe at the American Ambassador's residence in 
Helsinki. 


In the review of U.S./Soviet relations, the Secretary 
expects to cover a number of areas. First, the need for 
progress in the Geneva negotiations and in other arms control 
talks; second, an assessment of problems in various regions of 
the world, such as Afghanistan; and in that same sub-complex, if 
you will, of discussion, the need to avoid violent incidents 
such as the Nicholson murder, which, of course, do such serious 
harm to our relations. 


Third will be a discussion of bilateral matters, such 
as trade or cultural exchanges, where some progress has been 
made or seems achievable in the near future. 


And, fourth, our continuing concern about the human 
rights situation in the Soviet Union. 








I mentioned as point three the matter of beginning the 
preparations for the November meeting. On the subject of 
preparations for that November meeting, in Helsinki we expect 
the Secretary and the Foreign Minister to talk about both the 
conduct and the substance of the November meeting. And the 
Secretary will, of course, surround his remarks, cast them, if 
you will, as a reiteration of our approach, which is well known. 
That is, that the November meeting is itself a part of a 
process intended to solve problems and bring about a more 
constructive relationship. It is the beginning and not a 
culmination; that the November meeting will provide a chance 
for the President and General Secretary Gorbachev to get to 
know each other and to talk privately about problems and 
relationship; that in our view, specific agreements are not 
essential for a successful meeting, but we certainly will seize 
whatever opportunities for progress there might be with respect 
‘to solving problems wherever these opportunities present 
themselves. 


He will state that we, of course, believe we must be 
realistic about chances for a major improvement in relations; 
that the problems dividing us are real and serious; but that 
from our part, the United States hopes the meeting will help 
narrow the differences, -- again another phrase that I have 
found very helpful as I try to put all of this in place at this 
moment -- using it to chart a course for resolving problems in 
the future. 


The Secretary does expect to meet Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze again at the UNGA in September, but the details 
have not been worked out. 


Q Was there an original hope on the American side 
to have two meetings with the Soviet Foreign Minister, and then 
a decision -- I mean, at Helsinki, and then a decision made to 


let the second meeting go to the UN meeting in the fall? 


a Both in the Helsinki, when we are at Helsinki 
have two meetings? 
o 


Q Yes. 


3) No. My understanding of that is that a number of 
possibilities -- going down this calendar -- a number of 
possibilities were offered to make sure that we could fit in as 
much time as possible, and the one that came back was the 1400 
to 1700 one, and we said "Fine." But it was a run of the usual 
preparations of "Shall we do this," “Shall we do that," "What 
kind of a setting is best," and the one thing that fit in best 
was this more traditional bilateral that afternoon. 





Q But did we propose to the Russians two meetings 
and they come back with one, do you know? 


A Well, I think I am troubled by the word 
“proposed.” I think we offered a range of places on the 
Secretary's calendar, and if we proposed in that formal sense, 
I would have to say no. But we offered a range of 
possibilities, and I think, you know, on this day or that day, 
before speeches, after speeches, so, yes, we are the ones, I 
think, that took the lead. But it was more workman-like and 
less, if you will, statesmanlike than what is suggested by the 
word “proposed.” 


Q Earlier you made a point before about trade and 
cultural exchange, and you said "progress has been made," or 
“It seems achievable in the near future," something like that. 


Could you tick off for us in those two areas of trade 
and cultural exchange what agreements are now on the near 
horizon and could be wrapped up over the next two or three 
months? 


A Do you mind if I get some help on this, because I 
think the part on the trade is a follow-up on the Baldrige 
visit, and the cultural thing is a negotiation that has been 
going on for some time, and I don't know -- I've got a 
colleague who can lend me a 
hand on this. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: On the cultural side, there 
is continuing negotiations in Moscow between us and between our 
Embassy and Soviet officials. 


I think our view is that if there is political will 
there, the remaining problems can be resolved in the not too 
distant future. It still remains to be seen, though. We are 
hopeful about that. 


Q How about the cultural exchange agreement? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: The cultural exchange 
agreement, a new one, the negotiations continue on that. 


Q Don't the Soviets tie that to the resumption of 
Aeroflot? 


A No, there is no tie, I don't think, with the 
cultural exchange agreement. What you are confusing it with is 
the consulates. The Soviets have got some linkage on that. 








Q No, but the Soviets have told us that it is very 
difficult for them to have cultural exchanges and send troupes 
to the United States if they don't have Aeroflot, they don't 
have a right to -- landing rights here. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: [I am not sure that they have 
tied it specifically like that. They have said to us that on 


the consulates, they are opening up a new consulate in New York 
and our opening of a consulate in Kiev, that they would need 
the Aeroflot service. 


There is also continuing today in Tokyo, negotiations, 
or discussions, on a new Pacific air agreement, as well, and 
that is also tied into this larger package. 


Q That is today in Tokyo. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: That's right. That has been 
going on since last week. 


Q Where do you stand on those consulates? 
SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: We are ready to move ahead 


with those, and we are waiting for the Soviets to give us a 
reply. 


Q What has been the case -- I'm sorry. 
Q What would the cultural exchange agreement 
involve in practical terms --— exchange of singers, pop singers, 


what ? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I1 really don't have for you 
right now the specifics on that. It is part of a negotiation 
and I think we would want to keep the specifics of that 
confidential at this point until we can work it out. As I 
said, we are hopeful that it can be resolved. 


Q How did you mean, you are ready to move ahead on 
the consulates? You are ready to accede to some request about 


Aeroflot? 

SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: No. What I mean was that we 
are prepared to go ahead with the opening of consulates in New 
York and Kiev. 

Q What about Aeroflot? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I didn't say that we were 
prepared to make any concession on Aeroflot. 
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There are a lot of other decisions that have to be 
worked out in the context of a Civil Aviation agreement. 
Aeroflot gets involved in that. 


Q Could you tell us when the old cultural exchange 
agreement lapsed? Do you happen to know? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: I'd have to check and get 
that for you. 


Q De you also do trade, where we stand on trade? 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: Secretary Baldrige was in 
Moscow in May and met with Patolichev, the Soviet Foreign Trade 
Minister. They discussed the possibilities of expanding 
non-strategic trade, and we are continuing to talk to them 
about that. 


Q Excuse me, hasn't it been the case that in the 
cultural exchange agreement negotiation and the consular 
agreement negotiation, that all of it has effectively been 
taken care of, and it is just waiting for the political 
decision, to say that you have got something to sign? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think we 
are quite that close. I think there are real problems. Do you 
mean waiting until we have a whole package of things, and we 
can time it for the meeting in November, and that kind of thing? 


Q At least a year now, there have been back and 
forth in these two areas, and we have been told that there has 
been substantial progress and very close to an agreement, and 
it is just a political decision, which sounds like your 
language for saying it is all there except the moment when you 


decide to make it public. And would that be the moment at the 
summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I must say, since we 
are on background, that I have never read that phrase that way, 
you know, waiting on a political decision means it is all there 
and just waiting for a moment. I have always read that 
particular phrase as -- we use it around here to mean that the 
core differences have been identified and neither atmosphere 
nor willingness exist at the moment to have people apply energy 
to solving them. That is how I use that phrase. I don't think 
we are as close on cultural exchange as you suggested. 


SECOND SENIOR OFFICIAL: There are still differences 
in the cultural agreement that have to be negotiated. I didn't 
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mean to imply that we were ready to nail it down. I think 
there are still negotiations to be made. 


Q A few minutes ago when you were talking about the 
major themes, you used the phrase, if I heard it right, that we . 
are prepared to take serious steps to improve U.S./Soviet 
relations. Could you tell us what you really mean when you use 
that phrase? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. I think you 
will find that in the next four points. That is the famous 
third point that I didn't mention when I was running through 
the three, that we are prepared -- the exact quote that you 
had -- prepared to take serious steps to bring about 
improvement, and there I think you have to look at what it is 
that the Secretary wants to discuss with Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze. 


We are going to be talking about arms; we are going to 
be talking about regional issues; we are going to be looking at 
the bilateral matters that I was just laying out; and we are 
going to be talking about human rights. 


When we say we are prepared to take steps, I think 
what we are saying, I know what we are saying, is that we are 
prepared to do our part in each of those areas to contribute, 
first, to the dialogue, then to the identification of the 
problems, and then to the identification of possible solutions, 
and then to the negotiation of answers of those problems, 
drawing on the various possible solutions. 


Again, it is process kind of thing, when you are 
taking serious steps to make improvements. It certainly does 
not imply grand gestures and new initiatives, and things of 
that sort 


Q It does not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I was pointing 
out to you, the language that I am most comfortable with, as I 
am working this, this week, and reading into this, is the 
meeting is a beginning and charting a course, and looking from 
the meeting beyond, and using the occasion to state our 
willingness and to demonstrate our willingness to participate 
seriously in moving down the course that the meeting will chart 


Q Could we have a reading -- now I am talking about 
the fact of the new Soviet Foreign Minister -- because we are 
talking on background, it seems to me this might be a 
legitimate question - do we have a reading as to whether Mr. 
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Gromyko is involved in the process any longer in the Soviet 
Union and whether he has really been kicked upstairs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have a 
reading on that. It isn't a question of whether it is for ‘ 
public or not. I am quite confident that Mr. Gromyko remains a 
player. We do have a new Foreign Minister, however. He is the 
principal player in Foreign Affairs, but I cannot imagine that 
at this point Mr. Gromyko, from his new office, does not have a 
voice. 


Q On the bilateral talks, has a meeting been 
scheduled between Secretary Shultz and the Greek Foreign 
Minister? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q Will the Middle East be discussed, the Middle 
East peace process? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In what context? 
Q With Shevardnadze. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have -- as 
you know, we have had some of these talks on regional issues 
with the Soviets already, and one was on the Middle East, and I 
think it stands to reason that when the Secretary is on that 
part of his speech and talking outline that talks about 
regional issues, that he is going to refer to what we have 
already done, these talks that we have already had on 
Afghanistan and the Middle East. I would expect it to come up 
at least in that context. 


How much more deeply it will come up, I don't know. 


Q Can we infer that the Secretary has no intention 
of meeting any East European other than Mr. Shevardnadze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. This schedule 
of bilaterals, as I understand it, is complete. Obviously 
people shake hands on the sidelines, and that kind of thing, 
but this is the bilateral schedule. 


Q Do you happen to know whether there is and 
consideration of a stop either on the way -- I gather not on 
the way over, but on the way back -- to meet the South African 


Foreign Minister in Europe? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't. Maybe 
somebody else has it, but my understanding is that the plane is 
coming straight back. 


Q What sort of person do you expect to meet in the 
new Foreign Minister of the Soviet Union? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. We 
have the pictures, but I don't have any sense of dimension. As 
you well know, people sometimes come through a door and with 
presence completely belie the photograph; and without presence, 
give more to a picture than you might have expected. I think 
we are all waiting that moment as perhaps you are. 


Q Who, in addition to Ambassador Nitze, is going to 
accompany the Secretary? Who are some of the other advisors 
going? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I am sure we can get 
a list for you. Matlock, from the NSC; obviously Ambassador 


Hartman; Mr. Nitze; Allan Holmes from the Politico-Military 
Office here; myself. 


Q Is MacFarlane going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is MacFarlane going? 
We don't know yet. I think he is going. 


Q General Rowney? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not that I know 
of . 


Q When you talk with Soviet Jews, refusniks, who 


are not allowed to emigrate, they say that their only hope is 
for the United States to tie emigration to trade matters. 


Will that be done? Will that be emphasized? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean on an either 
if you don't do this, we won't do that? 


Q Well, a quid pro quo. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A quid pro quo. 


Q Something like that. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: [t seems certain to 
me that we will take the overall line that is even stronger 
than that, which is that unless there is an improvement in the 
human rights record, one cannot expect to realize the prospect . 


for improved relations across the board that we have been 
talking about. 


Q Including trade. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Including trade. 
Q Especially trade. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it certainly 
includes trade. If you go to especially, you start singling one 
out, and the whole point I am trying to make is that we have 
said, and I think will continue to say, that human rights is 
the foundation that runs under all of the issues that I have 
just named, for very good reasons. 


Q Well, you mentioned Afghanistan as one of the 
topics to be discussed with the Soviets. Have there been any 
indications of a change in Soviet policy on Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q To pick up that phrase you used about the human 
rights, if it be the center piece in the sense as you are 
describing it, how - 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL No, the foundation 
under all of the issues rather than .- 


Q Okay, sorry. How real is that kind of statement 
when in fact you are proceeding with the summit; you are in 
fact proceeding with agreements on cultural relations; consular 
agreements; trade; etc.. In other words, it is all happening 
anyway, at the same time as the violations take place. 


So, in what way are the violations, or progress in the 
human rights area in effect holding up anything? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't -- I 
would say that they determine the atmosphere 


Q They determine the atmosphere 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are foundation, 
they are part of the public perception in the United States of 
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whether or not U.S./Soviet relations should or should not 
include meetings, and I think that the moment the public wants 
to see this meeting take place, they can -- 


Q But it isn't as though progress in one holds up 
progress in another. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I don't think you 
could say that. 


Q Or the absence of progress. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It can slowit. It 
can © ae things unacceptable. It can so color the atmosphere, 
let's say I am going to go back to it, where things need broad 
public support, where they need Congressional approval. You 
simply can't get it, because people are saying, “It isn't worth 
aes or “This is not the kind of thing that we want to be 

cing.” 


Q No, I just wanted to clear up the phrase that you 
were using before. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I can assure 
you, this is the first time out for me. I am not trying to 
redraw the policy. I am just trying to restate it. 


Q You are going to do that the second time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yeah, I may give it a 
try the second time, but this is all I am doing today. 


Q When President Ford and Kissinger were going to 
Helsinki ten years ago, the Balks protested repeatedly at the 
White House that what the Helsinki agreement really would do 
would be to ratify boundaries. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q And I wondered if the Secretary is going to 
address that question, and specifically disavow any 
ratification of the Soviet Union encompassing Estonia , Latvia 
and Lithuania? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know quite 
how you mean that in the context of this meeting, but I , 
recognize what you are saying from the years in which the Final 
Act was first brought home, and I think the way the Secretary 
is going to be getting to that is somewhat more broad He is 
going to be describing the purpose of the -- [ am not giving 
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you a preview on the speech, so this is not from his speech, 
and I don't have the latest draft in front of me, but I know 
that these will be the themes that are a part of it; the 
Helsinki Final Act was intended and is still intended to foster 


the free flow of information, ideas, and people among the : 
participating states, and it is a standard for measuring 
progress. 


It, in fact, has contributed to a breaking down of the 
barriers of a divided Europe. I said at the outset, I hope I 
made clear at the outset, I wasn't trying to exaggerate how 
much of this had been done. There is still a great deal to be 
done, and I said at the outset that the movement of people 
remained at a trickle, but nevertheless it has fostered some 
movement of people, and we think it is helping to break down 
barriers. 


On the question of borders and the like, our view has 
been stated from the outset, that the Helsinki Final Act is not 
seen by the United States as a codification of Soviet hegemony 
over Eastern Europe. We see the Act as rather an expression of 
commonly recognized rights and responsibilities. We think the 
Act recognizes, yes, the inviolability of frontiers in Europe, 
but we think it also recognizes the rights of participating 
states to change the frontiers by peaceful means and mutual 
agreement. 


This has been the way that whole set of concerns 
expressed by the Balks and others over a period of time have 
been dealt with. 


Q And you will repeat that specifically, clearly? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. I said, I am not 
attempting to give you a preview of what is in his speech. I 
am simply saying that all of this view of the Act and what it 
is and what it is not will somehow be reflected in that speech. 
Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 10:38 a.m.) 
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P ©“SS CONFERENCE 
BY 
THE HONORABLE GEORGE P. SHULTZ 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
Mexico City, Mexico 
July 26, 1985 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: 1 have a written statement. It's six pages 
long. It's a sensational statement with a lot of content. I 
think you'd better read it. I will go through it if you'd 
like. Well, you really want me to go through it. It's six 
pages here. Okay. It covers the ground similar to what I said 
yesterday, and it refers to all the various individual things 
that were discussed. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know that we are at a stalemate. 
There are differences of opinion about a variety of practical 
issues, you might say, about how to handle the situation. I 
suppose the most visible one is that the Mexicans, as one of 
the four Foreign Ministers that met the other day and called 
upon us to resume the Manzanillo talks. Well, we don't think 
that's appropriate under the circumstances. Those talks were 
being used to undermine the Contadora process by Nicaragua, 
contrary to the spirit in which they were undertaken. Beyond 
that we have set out that it is our opinion that what's needed 
in Central America most of all is for Nicaragua to give up its 
aims for subverting the neighborhood and undertake a process of 
national, Church-mediated reconciliation. And if they were 
prepared to do that, and if the Manzanillo talks could in any 
way help with that process, we are prepared to resume them, but 
there is no evidence whatever that that is a prospect, so we 
don't think it's appropriate to resume them. 


Fer Cesr three treforrrecticns: contact 





QUESTION: (Inaudible) NOTE: THE QUESTION CONCERNED RELATIONS 
BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO, AND IF THE SITUATION WLIH 
NICARAGUA CONSTITUTED AN IMPASSE BETWEEN THE TWO COUNTRIES 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would not utilize the word “impasse” but 
there is a difference, of a million and then some, with respect 
to certain matters (inaudible). the most visible of which would 
be the fact that Mexico, as one of the four Chancellors of the 
Contadora countries which have cailed for a return to the 
bilateral conversations at Manzanillo. And these actions are 
considered appropriate at these levels, given the 
circumstances. These conversations had been used by Nicaragua 
to undermine the Contadora talks, which was not the purpose for 
which they were held. In addition, it is our opinion that what 
is needed in Central America is that Nicaragua abandon its 
subversive goals in the area and that it accept a mediation by 
the Church to achieve national reconciliation And if at any 
time the resumption of the Manzanillo talks would help achieve 
this goal, then we would be disposed (to do so). But there is 
no indication at this time that this is so 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) statements have seemed to indicate an 
edging toward the idea of talks between Nicaragua and its 
opposition. Is it your feeling that Mexico is any closer now 
to accepting the U.S. proposal of Nicaragua talking with the 
Contras? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's really the kind of question you 
should ask the Mexicans, but I would say that a couple of 
months or so ago, whenever that was that President Reagan made 
his proposal, which was following on the proposal made by the 
opposition in Nicaragua, that there was a general support for 
that expressed around the region People said it in different 
ways, but I think it's a question of how likely they think it 
is. But you should ask that question of the Mexicans. I don't 
want to try to speak for them 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in the State Department, is there 
really a concern that there is a Cuban and Soviet base 
operating out of Mexico? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The problem of Soviet espionage is a great 
one, and they operate a worldwide network We have uncovered 
Soviet espionage in the United States recently and have some 
people on trial. It's a very serious matter, and they 





infiltrate where they can. It would be surprising to me if 
there weren't some genuine problems in Mexico. 


QUESTION: (Inaudible) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The spying? No, I don't believe so. This 
doesn't mean it isn't a matter of concern. It's just that I 
don't think it literally came up. 


QUESTION: To continue on the subject of Nicaragua for a 
moment, is there a particular reason that the United States is 
giving great emphasis to the idea that the Church be the 
mediator when the Church is a force the Sandinistas consider 
hostile to them? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the Church is a respected and 
objective force in Nicaragua. People believe in what the 
Church stands for, and I think it is a good mediating force. 
You want to get somebody from withir the country if you can. 
There is great stature there, and ‘t seems to me a very 
reasonable proposition. 


QUESTION: Would another mediating force be equally -— as one 
that has some level of legitimacy, of course -— be equally 
acceptable to the United States. or are we talking that the 
Church must be the mediator in order to meet the conditions 
that you would impose? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The important thing is broad-based national 
reconciliation. And in order for that kind of thing to happen, 
generally, it is good to have some sort of auspices. The 
Church is there, and, I think, is a natural way to go about 

it. The Church is willing to undertake that responsibility, or 
so they have expressed themselves. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you said yesterday that the United 
States does not want a military solution in Central America. 
If that's the case, how do you explain the contradiction 
inherent in the fact that the United States is arming the 
Contras and that President Reagan wants to be able to operate 
against Nicaragua without consulting Congress? This is not 
precisely anti-militaristic. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In the first place, nothing that is done by 
the United States Government is done without proper 
relationship between the President and the Congress. And I 
think you have noticed a very pronounced registry of opinion in 
the United States as expressed most recently in the Congress 
that basically says we consider the problem in Central America 
basically to be Nicaragua as supported by Cuba and the Soviet 





Union. It is Nicaragua that has armed itself to the teeth, way 
beyond anything necessary for self-defense in Central America. 
It is Nicaragua that has adopted a totalitarian form of 
government or is trying to get themselves there. It is 
Nicaragua that suppresses freedom of the press. It is 
Nicaragua that has sought to undermine the Church. It is 
Nicaragua that has mistreated elements in their population, 
such as the Miskito Indians. So, Nicaracua is the problem. 
Now, the people of Nicaragua are reacting to that. They don't 
accept that, and they are trying to fight for the freedom and 
independence of their country. And I think that is a cause 
that deserves support. Certainly the countries surrounding 
Nicaragua are concerned. They don't want to be subverted. 
They want to pursue the development of their own democracy. 
They want to pursue economic development, and they have a hard 
time doing it when they are attacked. So, Nicaragua is the 
problem. And there are more and more people in Nicaragua who 
are wanting to fight against it. That's not something created 
by the United States. That is created by the communist 
Government of Nicaragua that is causing a reaction to the 
things they are doing. 


QUESTION: I would like to ask you about the possibilities of 
development along our border areas, whether it is possible to 
expect an increase in trade, the establishment of more free 
trade areas, in general, whether the United States is willing 
to consider this possibility. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I expect that over a period of time, trade 
between the United States and Mexico will grow. Precisely how 
increasing openness for trade will be organized is going to be 
discussed in a group that will try to set up a framework 
agreement on trade and investment. That is one of the things 
that is announced or talked about in the statement that I've 
put forward. The main thing is to have more and more open 
trade arrangements between the countries so that the trade 
barriers to movement of goods and, for that matter, investment 
is reduced as low as possible. Discussions about how to do 
that have been going on and as a result of the discussions here 
there is an explicit trade and investment framework agreement 
that we hope will be developed, and it will probably take about 
a year or so to do it. 


This is something of a first. It's the first press conference 
I've ever held before breakfast. I'm off to breakfast with 
(Finance) Minister Silva-—Herzog. 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 


The Briefing Room 
11:33 A.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good morning. I have a 
short statement and will be glad to take your questions in a moment. 


As Larry said earlier today, President Reagan's central 
arms control objective has been to eliminate entirely nuclear 
weapons. We, therefore, have proposed at the bargaining table in the 
nuclear and space arms talks in Geneva radical reductions in the size 
of existing nuclear arsenals, beginning with the most destabilizing 
systems, ballistic missiles. We believe that deep reductions, 
coupled with possible future strategic defenses for both sides, 
provide the most promising avenue to eliminate the danger of nuclear 
war. 


We regret that the Soviet Union, thus far, has been 
unwilling to negotiate concrete and detailed terms to achieve such 
reductions in Geneva. In this respect, not only have they failed to 
address our desire for deep reductions and improved stability, but 
they have not been willing to present specific, concrete, numerical 
levels supporting their own approach. 


While we believe that the most direct path is through 
equitable, verifiable reductions, we also believe that verifiable 
limitations on nuclear testing can play a useful, though more modest, 
role. For that reason, President Reagan, in his speech to the United 
Nations General Assembly on September 24th of last year, proposed 
that the United Nations -- United States, and the Soviet Union 
exchange visits of experts to measure directly at test sites the 
yields of nuclear weapons.* The President believed that this 
proposal provided a means to improve confidence in verifiable limits 
on underground testing. 


Thus far, the Soviet Union has refused to agree to this 
proposal, which is fair-minded, equitable, provides enhanced 
confidence on both sides. 


As a demonstration of our serious -- and to go the extra 
mile, the President has reaffirmed to the Soviet leadership our 
invitation to a Soviet team to observe and to measure a nuclear test 
at a Nevada test site. This offer, which was unconditional, is a 
unilateral step which clearly demonstrates the President's intention 
to go the extra mile. 


The Soviet experts are invited to bring any 
instrumentation devices they might wish to measure the yield of a 
test. This U.S. initiative reflects our commitment to achieving 
verifiable limitations in nuclear testing. 


The Soviet Union has also suggested its own testing 
initiative. This was made public in the Soviet publication, 
Agricultural Life, earlier today. (Laughter.) It basically ; 
expresses a proposal for a moratorium on testing, effective August 6, 
1985 extending through January 1, 1986. 


*tests 
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This proposal is, of course, not a new approach. Such a moratorium 
was in effect from 1958 until 1961. 


We recall that it was the Soviet Union who first resumed 
testing after their declared moratorium in 1961 with the largest 
series of high-yield explosions in history, including the largest 
single nuclear test ever conducted. 


In the two months immediately following the Soviet 
announcement to drop the 1961 moratorium, they conducted some 40 
atmospheric tests; that is approximately two year's worth of testing. 
President Kennedy noted then, quote, “We know enough now about broken 
negotiations, secret preparations and...long test series never again 
to offer an uninspected moratorium. 


In light of this experience and in view of the expanded 
pattern of Soviet noncompliance with arms control agreements, 
including the limited test ban treaty and likely the threshold test 
ban treaty as well, an uninspected moratorium on nuclear tests would 
not in any way address our very real and far-reaching national 
security and compliance concerns. 


Real arms control requires agreements with clear 
obligations and effective means of verification. Furthermore, this 
recent Soviet proposal follows years of extensive Soviet nuclear 
underground testing supporting the deployment of a new generation of 
Soviet nuclear systems, far in excess of comparable U.S. programs. 
In fact, we've noted in recent weeks a significant acceleration in 
the number of nuclear tests by the Soviet Union. 


In the past few weeks alone, we have detected several 
such tests. Clearly, this was designed to put the Soviet Union in a 
position not to need to test over the next five months and to break 
Out on an accelerated schedule as they did in 1961, after that time, 
if they choose, without real costs to Soviet programs. 


Moreover, given the scope and scale of Soviet 
modernization programs and U.S. restraint, U.S. testing is necessary 
to insure the continued credibility and effectiveness of the U.S. 
nuclear deterrent. 


Over the years, we've seen the Soviet Union offer a 
number of uninspected and unverifiable moratorium in a number of 
areas -- not only in testing and INF deployments, for example. What 
history has taught us about this is that these devices invariably are 
self-serving and designed to lock in areas of Soviet advantage. 


This moratorium proposal is largely designed also to 
divert attention away from the Soviet military buildup and the Soviet 
failure to negotiate equitable, verifiable agreements providing for 
reductions in the size of nuclear arsenals. 


MORE 














Finally, for our part, we would welcome Soviet interest 
in joining us in developing and putting into place truly verifiable 
and durable limits on nuclear testing. We believe the President's 
unilateral initiative is the most practical way to begin addressing 
this serious problem. We reiterate: There are no conditions to this 
far-reaching proposal, and we look forward with hope to a positive 
Soviet reply. 


I'd be glad to take your questions. David? 


Q Sir, you indicated that these recent tests might 
leave them in a position not to test for the next five months and 
then break out. Could you just elaborate a little bit? Are you 
Saying, then, that they are doing this testing now so that they won't 
have to in the period of the summit and then they have some intention 
of breaking out from existing treaties thereafter or could you 
clarify what you mean at that point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One can never be 
confident of what Soviet intentions may be. We go by the evidence of 
their having conducted an accelerated number of tests prior to this 
offer of today. And it would appear to make it unnecessary for them 
to test what would normally have been at the anticipated pace for the 
next five months. 


Whether or not at that point they will break out and test 
more, one can never know. History gives us no basis for optimism, 
however. 


Helen? 

Q Has this -- over and beyond Agricultural Life, has 
this proposal ever been put to the U.S. and is our move today a 
counter-proposal? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the last part 
first: Since the President proposed the exchange of visits last 
September, we've been working more intensely in the past four or five 
months to prepare a fleshing out of that September ‘84 proposal. 


So, this has been in the works on our side for some time. 
It is now without precondition of a corresponding U.S. visit to their 
site, and it is a unilateral invitation. 


The Soviet Union conveyed to us in advance of this 
morning's announcement yesterday their intention to do so, 


Q How did they do that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Diplomatic channels. 
Jerry? 

Q To do what? 

Q To do what? 

Q To do what? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To make this 
announcement that they have made today concerning the -- 


Q Was it unilateral on their part -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q -- the moratorium? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
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Jerry? 


Q Sic, is there -- have you attached a date to your 
offer to the Soviet Union? First. And, secondly, can you comment 
further on how adequate our mutual abilities are currently to monitor 
underground tests? In other words, how valuable will this be to the 
Soviets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President's 
proposal and the invitation that goes with it is not for a specific 
date; it is effective as of today. And we would anticipate that if 
they agree to join in accepting it that we could work out 
arcangements for a visit to a test soon. But that’s to be arranged 
between us. 


As to our confidence on measuring the yields of nuclear 
testing, it is not good 











enough to give us high confidence of whether or not a given test is 
or is not in compliance with the threshold limit of 150 KT. We 
believe, however, with a modest amount of work, that we could 
substantially improve the confidence on both sides by improved 
instrumentation and calibration, and we're very willing to do that. 


Q Was your answer to Helen weant to say that this was 
a counter proposal? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The United States 
proposal has been in the works for some tine. 


Q But you said they did notify you yesterday and then 
you came out with this today. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President had 
already reached the decision over the weekend and our own efforts had 
culminated, in fect, &@ week or 80 ag0. But we have tendered it to 
the Soviet Union at -- 


Q Ien*t that strange that it coircided? And why did 
you mention the sagazine and not say that they had formally sade the 


proposal to you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I surely don't 
intend to mask that. It is normal practice for both sides, we and 
they, to notify in advance of some public proposel. 


Recall now that ours was made, in its original furm, last 
September. There's no precipitous process involved in the 
President's announcement today. 


Jerry? 


° Could you, to make sure I understand this, go over 
what the Soviets pro ed and when they did it, sow they did it, and 
what point did you all make your latest offer to them formally? 


_ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICT*L: The United States’ 
proposal was delivered this morning to txe Soviet Union. It was 
delivered in the wake of a decision over the weekend by the President 
that predated any notice by their side -~ the President's decision on 
a package which hed been underway for sore several months. 


The Soviet proposal apparent y just recently announced in 
Moscow, and thus, we sesume, postdating the delivery of ours, was, 
one can say, coincidental. But I don’t want to be naive adout it. 


Q When @id we first ceceive notice of the Soviet 
proposal? 


SENIOR ADMIWIGSTRATION OFFICIAL: Over the weekend. 
Q And that was a -- 
Q I thought you said yesterday -- 


Q ~~ it’s a unilateral moratoriue? Is that correct? 
The Soviet proposal -- not a joint moratorium? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is @ proposal for a 
unilateral moratorium until the first of the year, with the statement 
that they would be prepared to consider extending it if the United 
States were to join in it. 


fe) is it @ proposal for 4 moratorium or an announcement 
of one? Have they now put it into effect or have they -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is to take effect on 
August 6th. 
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Q So it’s done. 

Q Right. 

Q I mean they decided they will do it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct. 
Q Okay. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Owen? 

Q Did you say precisely when they proposed -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse se? 


Q When over the weekend was the proposal made and in 
what form? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the proposal is 
being officially made this morning. We were given advance notice of 
it over the weekend, although after the President had received our 
package and had considered it. 


Andrea? 


Q Why should we not think -- I mean this sounds tso 
coincidental, frankly. Why showld we not think that your offer was 
rushed out today to take the sting out of whatever propaganda effect 
or public relations effect they might have, let's say, in Curope by 
announcing unilateral moratorium? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: The President's 
announcement today is a refinement of an announcement that he made a 
year ago, or almost 4 year ago. 
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3 It was not a unilateral proposal a year ago. I 
mean, in the U.N. speech it was for Doth sides to exchange visits. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is correct, and 
since that time, and particularly since about March or April of this 
year, I imagine that your own contacts in the Defense Department 
would confirm that we have been working this issue deliberately and 
at a normal bureaucratic pace, and it has matured in July of this 
year. So it is a natural decision process. 


2 Ace you specifically denying that there was any 
connection between the announcement this morning of the U.S. proposal 
and the Soviet offer over the weekend? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I am, and I would 
say in corroboration of that that the President's consideration of 
this proposal predated any American awareness of the Soviet ¢ 
intention. 


Q Yes, but I am asking specifically about the 
announcement today, whether there was any connection <-- the timing 
today of the announcement? 


° 2 Right. 
Q The fact that he approved it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President's 
approval of it predatine it, and this being something that was made 
public in September of last year, the follow-on proposition would be 
handled in the same fashion. That is, starting in September ‘84, 
making a public proposal, refining it in ‘85 and making it public, 
conforms to the pattern of past U.S. decisions in this ares. 


Q If I can just ask one question. What is the 
practical impact of allowing the Soviets to monitor one test? I 
mean, obviously we are not going to violate the 150 kiloton limit on 
the one test we allow thea to see. So what is the practical 
significance of allowing them to monitor one test? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The purpose of allowing 
them to monitor is for bringing their instruments here and 
calibrating them so that in future tests they would have confidence 
of whatever the yield might be. Wow the proposal to come here and do 
so doesn’t foreclose that there might not be additional visits, and, 
indeed, if they were to respond and step forward and say, yes, let's 
both sides improve our means of verification it could well involve 
additional visits. 


9 But I don't understand. If they are sllowed to 
calibrate their instruments just because their instruments are in 
Nevada, they wouldn't be in Nevada for the next test unless this were 
extended, right? Does it help them to have calibrated them in Nevada 
than when they are doing it in some other spot? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. If you can 
calibcate based upon known and set distances and juxtapositions to 
the actual test at close hand, and then with the knowledge of the 
seismology of the area, you can, at @ more remote site, have much 
improved confidence of what you are getting. 


Q You mentioned that the Soviets had accelerated their 
recent testing. Do you have any figures on that for a three-month or 
& Sia-month period compared to some previous period, or can you tell 
us by what percent they have accelerated? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I would like to, 
but I am not allowed to publish, ironically, what we know of their 
testing program except to say that in orders of magnitude, it was far 
greater and more intense in the period of the past month than would 











normally have been the case by historical record. Recall that on the 
Jnited States’ side, we do announce our tests and the Soviet Union 
does not. 


2 My apologies if you have already addressed this, bdut 
have we given the Soviets a specific date of when we are going to 
test to which they are invited? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a test prograz 
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that in adwance we deliberately leave open because it's subject to 
the vagaries of when you actually get the cylinder installed, when 
you get your instrumentation ready, and when, finally, the weather 
makes it feasible. Sut we're not trying to fudge the issue; a8 soon 
as they went to do this, we will promptly get together and sake 
arrangements for a8 soon a8 they can make it. 


. Well, bow often Go we test, and what's the -- how 
many times «a year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it waries. it is 
cyclical and it's a function of both need and weather and so forth, 
but I°d suggest, Bob, that you just look back over the record. We 
don’t say that we sake “X" tests and “Y° period and “2° predicted 
rate, but we're not altering our test program apart from what it has 
been historically. 


Yes? 


Q In the letter delivered to Gorbachev today, was any 
mention made at the moratorium? Any response from the President? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I’m glad you 
mentioned that -- gled because our proposition, having been sade in 
advance and the letter having been written a priori, we hadn't at the 
time gotten this new proposal, and as @ consequence in delivering it, 
we've made it clear to the Soviet Union that we will respond 
seperately to theit moratorium proposel. 


Dave? 
: -- haven't you responded already -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the Dack please, and 
then up front. 


Q Two points. One, is the Soviet moratorium an offer 
Of & proposal or a unilateral decision? Are they going ahead with 
their moretoriue according to what you tnow? And two, in your most 
Optimistic mind, when would you expect some sort of response from 
Moscow to your proposel, of your invitetion? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, on the last point, 
it’s hard to predict when the Soviet Union will reach @ decision on 
Our proposal. On the first point, it does appear from the public 
statement and from what they've said in their notice to us that they 
will institute unilaterally theit moratorium on August 6 and have it 
extend to January 1, ‘86. 


Yes? 

Q Yes, could you just tell us whether our Ambassador 
received the word of the Soviet moratorium over the weetend or 
whether the Soviet Ambessador informed our -- the State Department or 
some other agency here over the weekend exactly how this advance 
transmittal of the news of this unilateral moratorium came about? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We received it here in 
Washington from the Soviet Embassy over the weekend, and 1 wouldn't 
gO beyond thet. 

* Was it a Gorbachev letter, 46 <- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q it was? 

Q Did you have any hint of this before then? 


SENIOR AD INIGTRATION OFFICIAL: No, except from 
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Newsweek. Wewsweek, I think, predicted this back in June, that -- in 
their words, I think -- and I surely wouldn't characterize it this 
way -- that the United States could expect a propaganda dlitz 
starting soon and involving, perhaps, a Soviet proposal for a 
moretoriu® on testing. 


9 Is it coincidental that it’s the tise the atomic 
bom> was dropped? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Surely it must be -- 
(laughter) -- yes. 


Q Did I understand you to say that the Soviet Union 
asked the United States to join in this after January and that would 
determine whether or not the Soviet Union extended its moratorium? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. 


) ~~ and what is the United States" response to their 
invitation to join in this moratorium? 


. SENIOR ADMINSTRATION OFFICIAL: Our cesponse is, I guess, 
is implicit, but perhaps not explicit -- 
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is to point out first that because both sices acknowlecse that 
current and putative systems require testing -- and the Soviets con't 
deny that -- that testing will continue. 


9 what kind of systems? 
o Yes -- putative. 
Q Future. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Future. Projected. 
Things we don’t get at. (Laughter.) That what is fer more important 
to begin to get us on a track that could ultimately leac to an end to 
testing, must be to get the confidence on both sides that you can 
measure what indeed is happening at all. It is feasible now for 
certain very low-yield tests to be co-“ucted and we wouldn't even 
know it at all, nor would they. And t;sugh extrapolative 
techniques, one can gain quite a lot c* value from that kind of 
testing. 


So the President says let's set ourselves on the road 
toward a more effective regjine with confidence to be able to know of 
tegting and to measure it. Once we are on that track, perhaps the 
mutual confidence gained can engender a climate leading to further 
progress on liriting nuclear testing. 


©) 


-- that means no? 
Q No. 

Q  - 

C That's @ rejection. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's no. (Laughter.) 


Q Is that why you haven't submitted the two test ban 
treaties to the Senate for ratification? Is it the seme reason? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is the same reason. 
It's because ratifying something you can’t verify is bad practice. 


David. 


Q Their proposal to us was for an uninspected 
moratorium. Rather than saying no, why didn‘t he suggest to them -- 
Or why aren't you suggesting today -- that we have an inspectec 
moratoriun? 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: It is to encourage a 
frauc, David, if both sides acknowledge that there are going to »e 
more tests. And the Soviet Union, if asxed today, “\re you ever 
going to test another nuclear weapon?” would certainly not say no. 
Ané so let's get ourselves a regime where we can both be confident of 
what is going on. 


Jerry. 


2 was there ever any official Soviet reaction to tr 
President's UN offer on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they never pic .o¢ 
up on it. And, yes, they have declined it. 


Yes. 

Q is this an unprecedented offer on the United States’ 
part? Has there ever been a Soviet observer or any expert at an 
American nuclear test? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has not oceen -- 
and while this wes first proposed last September -- to sake it 
without preconditions or reciprocity is unprecedented. 


o) Where did <iey decline it? Can you just follow -- 
Where did they decline it and when? 


SEVTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I honestly couldén’t tell 
you. i can look it up. 


° And why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTTATION OFFICIAL: it was in diplomatic 
exchanges with thea. 


Q Outside of Geneva? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, this is normei 
Giplomatic discourse. Normally, 4 testing issve hesn't been taken up 
in Geneva. it's oeen @ Dilateral issue that we've taken up in -- 


Q Would you expect the neat step -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- Moscow and 
@ashington. 


9 fouled sow expect the next U.S. nuclear test to oe 
cefore Gorbecnev and Reagan seet? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to tell you the 


truth, 





- l]3- 


a date isn’t yet set. But I don’t want to mislead you, I expect that 
there will be tests in the fall. And I don't honestly know right now 
when we can expect the next one. We are not conditicring it upon 
that date. 


Q Is your proposal a kind of a nuclear open house 
where teams from other nations would be invited to come along? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we've made it with 
the Soviet Union -- historically, we haven't ever had any lack of 
cooperation or problem with other nuclear testing powers. 


Q South Africa? (Laughter.) 
*) How many times -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob, in the back. 


Q Can you anticipate you'll move forward on things 
like the threshold test ban if the Soviets don't reciprocate and 
allow American scientists onto their soil? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I couldn't -- excuse me 
-- be optimistic. I mean, the purpose of this offer is to get us the 
confidence we need to be able to move on those treaties, but more 
importantiy, to know what's going on on each side in testing. So, as 
I said -- I guess Chris asked -- it isn't good practice to ratify 
something you can't verify. And until we can, it's unlikely. 


Q You've made it unilateral -- the offer is unilateral 
~~ but in fact, unless they reciprocate, there's going to be no 
movement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's true. Until we 
can verify the treaties, it's unlikely we're going to verify them -- 
to ratify them. 


Owen? 


*) How many tests have we conducted in the last five 
months? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me take it and get 
back to you. You can look it up in the paper. We announce ours. 
But I think we can find that for you. 


Q Sir, will we, if the Soviets accept, will we invite 
other powers which may have nuclear weapons to observe at the same 
time? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say that if 
other powers were to express an interest in the U.S. testing program, 
we would surely consider it, and we have no animus against that. 
There hasn't been that kind of interest; and if it were, we would 
take it very seriously. But I -- 


Q But you are saying, in other words, that they had 
not admitted that they have nuclear weaponry or nuclear capability. 
But it would seem to me that even if they did not have that they 
would be interested in viewing such a demonstration. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, your question is: 
3O they have an -- have they expressed an interest and how would we 
feel about it? And the answer is no, but we would take it seriously. 


Q Did we give the Soviets any indication yesterday 
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that we were about to make a public announcement? You said it's 
routine for the countries to let each other know when they're about 
to make a public announcement. Did we let them know about the public 
announcement we were planning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't say it was 
routine to -- well, let me be clear. It is normal for each side 
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to let the other know in advance of an announcement, and we have, 
before this one -- the letter was only delivered today -- let them 
know. And that's in keeping with practice. 


Q I'm sorry, I'm not sure I'm following you. You said 
we have, before this particular -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Before today's event, 
advised them of it. 


Q Okay. But when -- 
Q Was that before the letter or -- 
Q When was that done? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was delivered this 
morning in Moscow. 


Q when cid we advise them it was coming? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we didn't advise 
them it was coming. We gave them the letter and it was the notice, 
and our announcement this moment postdates that. 


Q May I follow up on that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Isn't this exactly what we complain about them doing 
-- giving them notice of something and then immediately coming out 
with a public pronouncement before they have time to -- before we 
have time to digest their offers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You make a very good 
point. And I think that we and they ought to distinguish bet.ween 
matters which are earnest, of good faith, and less technical and 
complex in arranging than the family of issues, for example, that you 
treat in Geneva, which are very arcane and esoteric. 


When you invite somebody to come over here and go to your 
site, that's pretty straightforward. It doesn't take a lot of 
negotiation to get that done. In addition, there's quite a lot of 
international interest in the issue, and with the proposal being 
public last September, it seemed sensible to make it public now. 


Q But what would you say to those who say that it's an 
American propaganda effort, given the timing of their offer to us and 
how we rushed this one out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I resect that we 
have rushed it out. I really do, because this bureaucratic process 
over which I kind of preside has been underway for a long, long time. 
And it has matured. The decision was made. 


I'd also say that I don't -- I suppose I don't -- I can't 
give you the President's letter, but the President's letter wasn't 
focused upon this issue alone. The President's letter treated the 
family of issues between us and the Soviets. 


Q <an you tell us what else he suggested to Gorbachev? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. No, I <= (laughter) 
-~ I wouldn't, but I think it not irrelevant that this letter had 
been in preparation for a long, long time, too, and it encompassed, 
as I say, the President's view of how the family of issues between us 
ought to be treated in the period between now and his meeting, and 
beyond. So it was quite a comprehensive letter. 


Q Was the Gorbachev -- 
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Q Did it go beyond -- I‘m sorry -- did it go beyond 
where we stand in Geneva? Has he made a new offer on offensive 
reductions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I wouldn't comment 
on the substance of it, except to say that generically it covered the 
entire U.S.-Soviet agenda. 


) But if you don't want to talk about the family of 
issues in this letter, why are you announcing this particular 
proposal, why are you giving a background briefing on it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have a benchmark 
proposal that was made public in September of ‘84. When and if that 
proposal is altered or changed, it is reasonable to make that clear 
so there's no public ambiguity about it. And so we have done that. 
There was a prior public issue. When it is altered, we have made 
that clear today. 


The other issues are matters of private 
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ideas, concepts that the President has set forth in trying to set a 
climate for the resolution of problems in the cun-up to his meeting 
with General Secretary. And it is kind of a forward-looking 
éxpression of his hope that we can make some headway. 


Q Was the Gorbachev letter equally broad-based or was 
it just on this one issue of the moratorium? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This one issue. 
Q Was it -- do you consider it propaganda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't call the letter 
propaganda. I believe that the history of moratoria proposals 
documents that they have been made for propaganda purposes. I've 
talked about the ‘58 to ‘61 moratorium. You all are familiar with 
the INF moratoria declared by General Secretary Brezhnev which was 
mot a moratoria at all. The declared intention to cease deployments 
of SS-20s was not followed. And preparations of SS-20 sites 
continued at an accelerated pace in Asia. 


More recently, the more recent Soviet declaration of 
mpratoria on SS-20 deployments has been followed by SS-20 
deployments. So, let's not kid ourselves. Why did they say those 
things if they weren't going to do them, if not for propaganda value? 


Helen? 


Q When the Soviets rejected our September proposai, 
what was theic reasoning and why do you think they'd accept it now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, holding out hope 
that they may alter course in the future and that some of those 
arguments may seem less important -- 


Q What were their arguments? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's 
constructive to say what they were. 


Q Why? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because you foreclose 
them having a way out of them. 


Bob? 


Q There's just this unbelievable juxtaposition -- 
(laughter) -- events taking place over the weekend. And it's a 
little confusing, I think, to some of us. I mean, you had this 
process, this very rigorous, steady bureaucratic process that was 
going to result in the President sending this letter and this 
far-reaching proposal that came out today. If, in fact, you had not 
been notified over the weekend by the Soviets about the latest issue 
of agricultural life -- (laughter) -- would this proposal have been 
made this morning or might it, in the normal course of events, been 
made later in the week? To what extent, if any -- and I'm not sure 
you've ever directed an answer to this -- did the Soviet notification 
drive this announcement today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the center issue 
of this briefing, I've come to believe. (Laughter.) 


Q But I'm not sure it's been fully -- it seems as if 
you're making a yeS Or no answer here -- as elusive as that often is. 


SENTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Foreknowledge of today's 
Soviet annou cement did not drive the American proposal. Before -- 


What about the timing and the announcement? I mean 
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Q -- the announcement -- 
fe) What about the timing of it? 


Q I mean, we knew that -- a8 you Say, this has been 
going on, but what about the decision to announce it today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, two points: 
Because we announced it when it was originally made, we would have 
announced it now. 


Q Today? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
2 This is important. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. I am trying 
to give you an objective -- 


Q You are calling this proposal that is made today, «a 
farc-ceaching proposal that goes well beyond what the President said 
at the U.N. in September. This is new. This is clearly important. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is very important. 


Q Is it something that would have been announced today 
or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I assert that in the ' 
normal course of events the United States would have proceeded as it 
has. And I document that by urging you to go back and in September 
of ‘84, when we reached the decision two days before, it was put in 
and approved in the speech, and the President made it promptly. 


Today, we have, in the month of July and the months 
before it, treated this issue, reached consensus, sent to the 
President at Camp David before the weekend -- I mean, early in the 
weekend -- the letter on the full family of issues, including, dy the 
way, this one. He decided it. This morning the Soviet Union was 
advised of it, and now we have announced it. That is entirely in 
keeping with our practice on the earlier decision to make public the 
September ‘84 announcement. 


So you are saying it did not -- the Soviet 
notification did not in fact drive the announcement today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it did not. I will 
make another point, and I suppose it responds to your suspicion, and 
that is this; that as much as we would prefer to deal with the core 
issues of arms control -- reductions -- in private diplomacy, the 
Soviet Union has taught us that they do have quite a skillful ability 
to raise, periodically, issues publicly for propaganda purpose. Now, 
in the past months we have surely expected that the Soviet Union scme 
Gay, some time, was going to make an initiative about testing. That 
Gid not drive what we were doing on our side. Our own proposition 
was already on the table, and we did not, at no time, to me nor I to 
the President, in recommending this past weekend that he approve the 
letter itself, which we viewed as more important than this particular 
issue. 


The possibility or the probability that there would be a 
Soviet announcement soon -- it was not in the staffing, it was not in 
the ¢. per that went to him, nor in what came to me. 


Q So it simply would have come no matter what the 
Soviets had done, and we would have gotten this announcement this 
morning either way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is right. 
Q Were you hoping to beat them to the punch with this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, I don't think 
I -=- the short answer is no, but the way that we go at these things 
is -- 1 would ask you, is it not more objectively likely that because 
there are disagreements in this government about darned near 
everything you do, that it takes time for the Jnited States to reach 
a decision. You simply do not in this government jump up on a Sunday 
afternoon faced with a Soviet proposal and gin up your own. 
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That ain't the way it wor«s. 4e could not be here today announcing 
this if we hadn't had a long. dureaucratic audit trail that got us 
here. Wow, you know that’s true. 


Q Ien't it faire to ask whether the fact that you saw 
it and -- 


Q -- still be arguing -- 
MR. OJEREJIAN: Take one sore question. 


Q You said earlier that for the last amontn you have 
seen & more intense testing program by them. is it fair to suggest 
that that ced flagged this issue for the bureaucrats you mentioned to 
put together the paper that would get to the President vefore they 
might get a proposal cout? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, really, you 
ought to ask those people involved. To me, because our certainty 
that something would come out of Moscow on a given day, was not very 
prectse at all. You couldn't oe driven vy that. You can, in @ 
general sense, know tnat -- well, they're going to try something. 
But because our own process «as driven by other, more important 
factors, simply forging consensus -- and really on the other issues 
to go in this letter, which were more the tiging -- @ more important 
timing influence than this issue, this was not keyed to when tne 
Soviet Union might give us some -- 


Q Will you -- 


MR. OJEREJIAN: Okay. Let me -- We nave two last 
questions, Andrea and Frank, and that’s it. 


Q -- follow up. Does that suggest there was 4 
division within this administration about whetner to go forward with 
this ‘proposal? 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On this proposal, the 
consensus has existed, and very solidly, for more than a couple of 
weeks. On this particular part of it. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Andrea. 


Q Do you have anything, before sou leave, on 
Shevardnadze's statement today, a fairly conciliatory statemert? 
Have you here had time to access that and take its teaperature? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't. I'm sorry. 
I've been in some rather ignominious positions this rorning in an 
annual physical and I haven't had time to read it. (Laughter.) 


Frank. 


Q To begin with, the Soviet non-response or negative 
response, how would it effect, do you think, tne state of relations 
between the two countries, in particular, the upcoming summit? 


And, secondly, would a U.S. visit to the Soviet Union, a 
similar sort of visit, a one-shot visit, give us ample opportunity to 
calibsate our instruments so we would have confidence in Soviet 
testing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the technical side, 
the visits would surely improve matters beyond where they are today, 
and to that extent would improve tne climate and the confidence in 
what we know of nuclear testing in compliance with agreements. 


As a broader signal of what may or may not occur Setween 
now and November, as we've said, the President locks to his meeting 
with the General Secretary more as a beginning than in a conclusion 
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marked by signing agreements in a number of areas. So, it isn’t the 
time between now and then as ceasuring success or failure by 
objective numoers of agreements. it is what comes out of that 


meeting in terms of the good fseith on coth sides to an agenda for tne 
future thet is iaportent. 


Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


2:15 P.M. EDT 
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QUESTION: Do you think that the unilateral nu: ear test ban 
is, one, a genuine offer, and, two, is it verifiable? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is one of the great problems, 
verifiability, and the proposal that the President has put 
forward, which he basically put forward in his U.N. speech last 
September, I believe it was, is an effort to get at the 
question of verifiability. We think it's important to make 
steps toward a verifiable way of monitoring nuclear tests. And 
to the extent that this shows Soviet interest in that, fine, 
but the way to do it is through the type of thing that the 
President has proposed. His offer is unconditional, and, 
obviously, we would welcome reciprocation. But even without 
it, we think that it is worthwhile. 


QUESTION: In other words, you won't reciprocate with what the 
Soviets have put forward? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've had experience with this type of thing 
before, as you remember -- I don't know whether it brings it 
out in here or not -- there was a period back in the late 
fifties and early sixties when there was a moratorium, and the 
Soviets ended it with the biggest display of nuclear testing 
that has ever been seen. And, of course, they preceded this 
announcement with a step-up in nuclear testing, including three 
tests last week. So they have positioned themselves, and I 
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recall President Kennedy's statement when they ended their 
moratorium in 1961 that we should never again be involved in 
unverifiable test moratorium. 


QUESTION: But haven't advances been made in verification since 
then? Would it not now be more likely to be verifiable than it 
was in 1961 and 1962, whenever it was? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Some advances have been made, but there is 
still a great deal left to be desired, and we monitor their 
tests with our means, and we think that they are outside the 
range they have alleged some of ours are, but they aren't. 
But, at any rate, that shows the difficulties in this kind of 
calibration. 


As you know, what you get is a frequency distribution, a bell 
curve of some kind, and if the tail of the distribution isn't 
within the bounds, still the bulk of the distribution is 
outside of it often. 


And that's the reason for the President's proposal: If, by 
bringing instrumentation to the test site itself, you then have 
a chance to measure with greater precision right there, and 
they can bring whatever instrumentation they want, and then you 
compare that with what you get by your instrumentation in your 
own country, and you can calibrate what you get in your own 
country better because the testing devices right at the site 
are, obviously, going to be much more accurate--— that's the 
kind of thing that's needed. 


QUESTION: But they're saying “no testing,” so calibration 
isn't that big a problem. Calibration is a problem now when we 
don't know if they're exceeding the limits. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, they're still problems on testing of 
small megatonnages that need verification, and, of course, the 
major issue is the question of what has happened just before 
this moratorium, and what will happen after it. 


QUESTION: Are you saying basically they can't be trusted? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'm saying that they have had a very 
extensive test program, and history suggests that when they 
feel they need more tests, they'll break out with a bang, so to 
speak. Now of course, the real point is not testing; it is the 
level of nuclear offensive weaponry and the power of that 
weaponry. And the proposals that we have made and what we're 
trying to achieve in Geneva and what we felt we agreed to try 
to do in the early January meeting in Geneva was to bring about 
radical reductions in offensive nuclear weaponry. And that's 
really the objective. 
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QUESTION: Just to dot the I and cross the T, you're not going 
to accept the invitation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't believe that -— we don't believe 
that it's in our interest to stop our testing program under 
these circumstances. 


QUESTION: Do you believe that there is any coincidence of 
purpose or timing between this offer and your meeting with Mr. 
Shevardnadze and the Helsinki -- the meeting -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I have no way of knowing that. 


QUESTION: In other words, do you think this could be the 
beginning of some sort of peace offensive? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. I don't place connections on things. 
Obviously, it's something that is designed to get public 
attention. On the other hand, I welcome the opportunity to 
meet with Mr. Shevardnadze, and I will look forward to getting 
acquainted with him, and I'll look forward to what is the best 
means of getting acquainted, namely, to talk about substantive 
issues and help prepare for his subsequent meetings in New York 
and Washington and the -- of course, the President's meeting 
with Mr. Gorbachev later in the year. 


QUESTION: That is now definite -- the Washington meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. I think he will definitely be coming 
to Washington, at least. 


QUESTION: Well, I wanted to ask you about a couple of things 


that aren't on the agenda. The first is the Helsinki agenda, 
presumably -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: That is not on the agenda. 


QUESTION: Well, not on the Helsinki, presumably, nor is South 
Africa, and whether you think sanctions would make sense; and, 
secondly, or firstly, there's a new attack on you -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I believe that it is useful for us to share 
views with the Soviet Union about what's going on in various 
parts of the world, if for no other reason than a damage 
control reason so that they know what our intentions are and 
views are, the strength of our purpose with respect to 
Afghanistan, with respect to Cambodia, with respect to 
Nicaragua, with respect to developments in southern Africa, and 


so On. 
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So I wouldn't say that these are off the agenda. In fact, we 
have had a meeting not long ago at the Assistant Secretary 
level on southern Africa. 


QUESTION: All right. Well, it was by way of an introduction 
to asking you simply if the United States supports sanctions 
against southern Africa. As Mr. Lugar now thinks, they're 
probably inevitable. Will you recommend to the President that 
the United States support sanctions against South Africa in an 
effort to change its racial policies? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it all depends on what you mean by 
“sanctions.” 


QUESTION: There were two bills. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The call for disinvestment, and the call for 
those outside South Africa to stop their investments, I 
believe, and our Government believes, the President believes, 
is counter-productive because it not only affects the job of 
the blacks whom you presumably are trying to help, but it 
affects more than their jobs, it affects just those employment 
situations where there is the close exposure to opportunity, to 
training, to on-the-job involvement in the range of activities 
on up through into managerial activities that anybody needs to 
advance. And I believe that that is a part and parcel of what 
it takes to end apartheid. We are working to end apartheid. 

We have no use for apartheid. 


QUESTION: You think “constructive engagement” is still the 
preferred course? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: You can call it what you want, but the 
process by which blacks acquire skill, acquire abilities to 
function effectively in the labor force, is a part of a 
process. We believe that, obviously, the key is political 
change so that there are political opportunities for blacks. 


QUESTION: One of these arguments on “constructive engagement" 

specifically -- one of the arguments put forward for it is that 
the United States retains some influence over the policies set 

by the South African Government. 


Do you believe that the United States now has influence over 
what South African -- the South African Government is doing? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: What the South African Government has done 
inside South Africa and in its cross-border operations recently 
has been deplored and opposed by the United States, and sv it's 
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a setback. On the other hand, South Africa does, I think, 
value our views, and I don't know how you influence people if 
you're unwilling to talk to then. 


QUESTION: But don't these incidents -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: That's one way of expressing yourself. 


QUESTION: But don't these incidents that you just mentioned 
negate the influential argument -- the influence argument? In 
other words, they seem to be ignoring us when it is in their 
interest to do so. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They will undoubtedly follow what they think 
their interests are. Our interest is in getting them to see, 
and I believe their interest in the end is in seeing that 
apartheid must end. It's not a question of whether it will 
end; it's only a question of how it will end, and whether it 
will end in a violent process or whether it will end through a 
dialogue of the government sith black leaders, leading to 
political change, and we advocate the latter. 


QUESTION: As to the other issue which I'm sure -~ I would 
reasonably think will not come up in your talks with Mr. 
Shevardnadze, this attack on you from the right in ine New York 
Tames yesterday. And not all confirmed rightists -- William 
roomfield's in there. People suggesting really that you 
should depart the scene, that you're not fulfilling their 
desires for a truly conservative Republican foreign policy. 


Do you feel -- how do you feel about this personally, 
particularly as you head into important talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I love combat. I'm a Marine. 
QUESTION: Do you have any sense of paranoia or -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Now, in good combat, of course there needs 
to be substance, and I glanced through that article, and the 
substance on which we'll do battle is what's the right way to 
handle terrorism. And I have spoken very forcefully on this 
subject, and I'm on the record. I don't know where they are. 


On the subject of competence in the Administration of our 
diplomacy, I'm very clear on what I think. I believe we should 
get the best possible people we can get to represent the United 
States and to work on our policies that are possible -- people 
who know the subject and people who support the President. And 
that's what I have recommended, and that's what the President 
has nominated, and that's what we're getting in place, and I'1l 
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back up the people against anybody. And I believe the quality 
of these people is suggested by the fact that most of those who 
apparently are controversial were approved unanimously by the 
Senate, and then they were voted on explicitly. and the margins 
were like nine or ten to one. So I think that's a pretty good 
confirmation of the quality of the selection. 


QUESTION: Will this, however, no matter who wins -- will this, 
however, have a corrosive effect on the Administration's 
ability to carry out its foreign policy, particularly those 
parts of the foreign policy which require Congressional 

assent? Do you see any rougher times coming ahead in Congress 
because of your being a lightning rod? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Who knows what the Congress will do, but 
some of my friends fave told me they're glad to see me attacked 
because they feel that it ensures that I would never resign. 


QUESTION: Have you talked to Jim Baker about this? Apparently 
you've replaced Jim Baker on their tit list. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, Jim Baker's a very good man. I'm in 
gwod company. 


QUESTION: Could I go back to Helsinki for a moment? A certain 
senior American official who shall remain nameless in our 
company said the other day that you're going to raise the 
prospect of serious steps that the United States would be 
prepared to take to improve relations with Moscow in your talks 
with Mr. Shevardnadze. 


Can you give us an idea what would be the kind of steps the 
United States would be prepared to take? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: If the United States -- the President's 
policy has been consistent throughout his term. He has felt 
that we must be consistently in a position of realism about 
what is going on. We must consistently be in a position to 
defeno our interests and our ideas, along with our allies, and 
we must consistently be in a position to work out solutions to 
problems with the Soviet Union as long as they are willing to 
work out solutions that are reasonable. 


We are ready for agreements if the agreements serve our 
interests, and, obviously, we know that you don't get an 
agreement unless it serves the other party's interests as well, 
so that's the kind of agreement you look for. 
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QUESTION: Can you give us a sense of what sort of category of 
agreement you're talking about or you're thinking about? What 
is possible? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, 1 don't know what is possible. We 
believe that there is a broad agenda out there that we have 
been discussing and which we will continue to discuss, and, as 
a matter of fact, on which we have made some progress in the 
last year er so. So I think that we'll keep poking away at 
it. There have been quite a few things, some of real 
significance, accomplished. Some not. 


QUESTION: At the briefing -- you know, we had this, as you 
well know, a senior official without identifying the senior 
official, except we now use the pronoun “she" sometimes, so the 
identity may surface -~ but a senior official who can't be 
identified said at a briefing recently the Soviets have a poor 
record on human rights and you'll make this point. 


Can you be more specific? Will you make it in the speech, in 
seeing Shevardnadze, at your news conference? How much of a 
theme will you -- after all, it is the review of the Helsinki 
agreement. How much will you stress on what you have judged to 
be an inadequate record by the Soviets on emigration, on 
dissidents, on various aspects, flow of information, 
reunification? Will it dominate your talks or will your talks 
be more get-acquainted, let's make some preparation: for the 
summit conference? Could you give us some idea of how your 
time will be apportioned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, first of all, as you point out, this 
is a meeting to mark the tenth anniversary of the Helsinki 
Final Act, and the essence of that Act had to do with the 
security and rights and decency of treatment of human beings. 
So that's what my speech will emphasize. And I might say, 
you'll have a copy of it very shortly. It's completed to look 
at, and it will be embargoed, but anyway you'll have that. 


As far as our meetings are concerned, I can't predict, of 
course, what Mr. Shevardnadze will want to talk about, but we 
always have these matters on our agenda. 


QUESTION: Our absent colleaques in the other airplane have 
given us -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Is there another airplane? 


QUESTION: I have a question from Mr. W.S. 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Is it as spacious and commodious as this 
one? 


QUESTION: I think it's very much like this one. 


QUESTION: I think it's exactly like this except nobody 
important's aboard. 


They want to know about the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. 
Has there been any progress on that? Are you looking now 
toward an actual meeting with the Jordanian-Palestinian 


delegation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have anything further to report to 
you on that subject. 


QUESTION: And can you just sum up where the state of play was 
last -- last time you had a list of KX number of names and you 
were looking them over? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have a list, and we're considering it. 
We're considering how to respond. 


QUESTION: Also, they ask in light of the new developments if 
there is any thought of —- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Let me just add that .,contindée’my great 
admiration of those in the Middie-fagt who are so avidly 
pursuing peace in the region, in Israel, in Egypt, and in 
Jordan, and-atong Palestinians; and all of the tragedy of the 
Middie Last that we have -- we see and is shown on our 
television screens practically every day only emphasizes the 
importance of getting at it. So I admire those who can 
maintain that effort. 


QUESTION: And also on South Africa a question from one of 
them. Do you have any plans, hopes or possibly even tentative 
plans to meet with any high-level officials from the Government 
of South Africa to put across the point of view that you've 
been putting across here? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any such plan right now. 


QUESTION: How about Mr. Crocker? Any plans to send him to 
have a high-level meeting with them if they -- apparently 
want. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There is no plan in place. We are, 
obviously, watching the situation closely and considering how 
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we can most effectively help. movement toward thé goals that we 
think are the right goals, namely, an end to apartheid and of a 
political dialogue, an end to cross-border violence, and 
establishment under U.N. Resolution 435 of an independent 
Namibia. Those are the goals that we're seeking. 


QUESTION: One more: You said that one of the principal 
differences between you and 9@60F critics -- the focal critics 
on Capitol Hill is your handling of terrorism and how to deal 
with it. 


Can we expect anything new, any new departures, as a result of 
TWA 847? Is anything going to happen that we haven't known 
about up till now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't make any comments on what 
prospectively the President might decide to do beyond the 
general statements of policy that I've made on behalf of the 
President a number of times. 


QUESTION: One final question on that: Some people have noted 
that one of the principal casualties of that sad episode is the 
central government of Lebanon was not competent in doing it. 
Would you agree that it is now on its last leas? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think that the TWA hijacking had a 
major effect on the central government of Lebanon. It was 
having great difficulty, and still is, but we continue to want 
to see a strong central government of Lebanon. That's an 
objective that's worthwhile, but it's certainly a long way from 
coming about. 


QUESTION: I think I noticed on your schedule you're seeing the 
new Spanish Foreign Minister. Is there some special issue, or 
is it because he's new, or because of Spain's newness in NATO? 
Is there something there that we should be looking for, using 
this occasion? Am I correct? I was not working last week, but 
I read the briefing, and I think you're meeting the new Foreign 
Minister. Is there any special issue? The bases don't run out 
until ‘88. I was just trying to figure out, you know, if 
there's some special reason for this meeting at this time in 
this place? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: He's a new Foreign Minister. there are lots 
of things to be discussed with Spain as Spain considers its 
posture with respect to NATO, and for that matter as we 
continue to administer and work with our own basing situation 
there. So it's very important for us, we believe, to be in 
continuing close contact with the Philippe Gonzalez Government, 
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and this is just taking an opportunity to do that with the new 
person. 


QUESTION: Thank you very much. 
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MR. REDOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good morning. 


This ON-THE-RECORD briefing is a wrap-up to the 
recently concluded U.N. Decade for Women Conference held in 
Nairobi. Maureen Reagan, U.S. Representative to that 
Conference, will give a brief summary and then be willing to 
take your questions. 


Ms. Reagan? 


MS. REAGAN: You were all so kind to show some 
interest in what we were doing before we left that we thought 
it would be terribly unfair not to find out if there were any 
questions after we got back. 


When we left for Nairobi, the delegation had two areas 
in which we felt that we could make an accomplishment, we could 
come back with a win, as it were, for women and for our 
participation in the United Nations system 


The first was if we could develop a forward looking 
strategies by consensus that would reflect the best agreement 
of women in the world, and if that document did not include the 
equation that Zionism is racism, which has been a sort of 
shadow over this conference since it first started in Mexico 
City in 1975. 


In addition to that, our delegation took upon itself 
project visits and interaction with delegations from all of the 
regional groups in the U.N. system as a part of 
information-gathering which we plan to continue in the future 
on womens priorities in various parts of the world. We felt 
that whatever happened in the conference, that would be a very 
significant opportunity for each and everyone of our 
delegates. And so we worked on both of those fronts, and ['m 
happy to say that we came home with those relationships and 

















with that information and with a document, and it doesn't say 
Zionism So we think it's a first-class win for us and for 
women and for the U.N. system as a whole. 


What I've told the President - as a matter of fact, 
I've told it to him so much now he's really kind of sick of the 
subject It was a unique experience One that none of us will 
ever forget. 


In addition to the conference itself, a small group of 
us visited in Somalia on Saturday and Sunday the long-term 
refugee camps sponsored by “Save the Children" -- in Qorioley; 
and with women in the party as well as in the government, in 
Mogadishu Somalia, in addition to everything else that we 
did, is a very special place It will always be a very good 
part of our memory of the trip to Africa. 


Your questions? 


Q When you left the conference, I had the 
impression from your comments that you thought going to this 
sort of conference -- the United States going to this sort of 
conference -- was not necessarily a good idea; that there were 
problems in the political aspects of the conference that you 
think might be worthy of a U.S. boycott in the future. Can you 
expand on that? 


A I don't know that I would use the term “boycott, " 
but I think the United States -- and I have said this since I 
got back -— should be selective in the numbers of conferences 


that it attends. Certainly, that's not my decision to make. 
But I think that it has to be made on the basis of available 
resources and human power as well as the kinds of people that 
are willing to participate in those kinds of delegations. 


We worked above and beyond anything that had ever been 
required before. Our delegates came to Washington in May. 
They spent three days learning everything that they could about 
United States positions on international issues, learning 
everything they could about the U.N. system as a whole, and 
getting to know each other so that they were a team when they 
actually went to Nairobi. Most people are not willing to put 
that kind of time into it, or perhaps had not been asked to. 


We also raised a tremendous amount of private money in 
order to pay for that weekend in order to insure that we would 
have a proper representation of the United States and of the 
women of the United States and of this government. So 1 think 
if that effort is put forward, then it proves that we can be 
successful within the U.N. system If that effort is not put 
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forward, then there are problems. 


So I would rather see us be very selec‘ive in where we 
go so that we can spend the time and the resources to see that 
it is done right and that we can have a very positive impact 
and, certainly, a positive result from our work in the U.N. 
system because conferences are extensions of the General 
Assembly. There isn't any doubt about that. [fhey're used by 
people who use the forum in the General Assembly. So I think 
the United States has to be selective in what we participate in. 


Q Could I follow that for just one second? The nub 
of the question, then, is, if you had to do this one over 
again, would this be one of those that you would select --? 


a Oh, most definitely. [t was ore I would select, 
and I would do it exactly as we did it and we would come back 
with exactly the same result. 


Q Did you get the feeling that -- I missed the very 
beginning of the presentation so you may have touched on this. 
But did you get the feeling that other countries, besides the 
United States and, of course, Israel, are growing tired of the 
Arab-Soviet Zionism -. it's racism line - and its injection 
into these sorts of forums? 


id Yes, most definitely. As a matter of fact, in 
our conversations on that Friday -- and [I think that you all 
know, and I will tell you here -- we were totally prepared to 


leave that conference on that Friday had we been unable to 
eliminate Zionism as racism from that document. 


I had already, in great emotion, put down on a piece 
of paper what I had intended to say if that had become 
necessary. As a matter of fact, it turned out later -- sort of 
a laugh among the delegation because as things went back and 
forth and we weren't sure what was going to happen, and we had 
to keep going from being excited about still being there to 
being excited about having to leave, and back and forth, our 
delegates said that they put their lipstick on at, least six 
times that day, not knowing whether they were going to have to 
do it. So we referred to it as “Put your lipstick on, the 
press is here." (Laughter) 


It was a real see-saw day about all that We were 
totally prepared to do that And the other part of your 
question? 


Q The other part was, did you pick up the feeling 
that other countries .- 











2) In the conversations that day, especially with 
some people from the Western group, women that I knew who had 
been in Mexico City and in Copenhagen, they made it abundantly . 
clear that enough was enough; that this conference had been 
used in the past and was being used then. 


Some delegations that I had expected -- because of all 
of the good work had been done and the inclusion of the things 
that we thought were extremely important to this conference, 
that they would have, at best, abstained under those 
circumstances. They told me that they would have voted no if 
the Zionism equation had been in that document because their 
delegations had decided that women had been used long enough. 


So, yes, I think there is a growing feeling, and not 
just among the Western group but also among the group of 77, 
the regional groups of the development countries. 


Mexico, for instance, took the floor and made it 
abundantly clear that Paragraph 95 was not a group of 77 
proposal, and that they, personally, did not agree with it; and 
by doing that, literally released the Latin group to make their 
own decisions. 


Q In some of the accounts I read I thought I saw 
statements to the effect -- there were cases when the United 
States was disappointed that Western allies did not made public 
statements backing up our position when we were fighting some 
of these issues. 


What is your view now that it's over about how the 
allies supported the United States? 


A I think the Western Europeans by and large let us 
carry the ball a great many times when it would be very nice if 
they would join us. 


We know what their feelings are They tell us in the 
Western group meeting. But then when it comes to putting your 
placard in the air and daring to face the slings and arrows of 
outrageous fortune, they are blessedly silent, or unblessedly 
silent. I found that very disappointing, and I told a couple 
of them that. 


Q Why do you think they performed that way? 


Well, everyone has to do it in their own way, and 
I don't know. I know what their instructions were, and 1 know 


how they told us that they would vote in each of these 








different equations as they might arise. fhey were sometimes 
very slow to respond. Perhaps we are just a little bit faster 
to respond than they are. 


Again, it is a criticism and a disappointment, but I 
would not try to second guess somebody else for why they do 
something. They have to do what they have to do. I just wish 
that they would do it a little faster sometimes. 


Q What are the most positive things you think were 
gained in the document itself. You talked about what is 
positive about what wasn't in it, but in terms of what was 
included, the things you left here saying you wanted to pursue, 
were they in it, and how will we judge this ten years from now 
when we look back at this? 


a Well, fifteen years from now, I think we will 
have a great deal to judge. fhere are 350-some paragraphs in 
the document, of which approximately ten were general generic 
political topics, without the unique concerns of women 
addressed within them. 


The others, most of them were already negotiated out 
before we ever got to Nairobi, and most of us felt that it did 
reflect the very best dreams and ambitions of women. 


For many of the women in the developing countries, 
having a UN document is to them a very significant occurrence. 
It is something that their government looks to. Many of the 
things that are in there, we do to some degree and in some way 
in this country already, and many of the Western countries do. 


But by finding formulations which the developing 
countries could agree to on issues like employment and 
stereotyping of women, the right to own property, family 
planning, let's see, education of children .- those are areas 
of tremendous concern to these women, and they don't have 
anywhere near what we would consider to be even an even chance 
at the future. And the fact that their governments 
participate, that their governments accepted this language, is 
great hope for those women for the future, and it allows us a 
formula within which to work bilaterally with many of those 
countries to make sure that our programs and our policies match 
what it is that these women have identified as their priorities 


Q Would you be a little more specific about the 
things that you think are most significant out of that list you 
named, for example? 




















A Well, they are all significant. [he fact that 
there is a document -- we didn't vote for the document in 
Copenhagen. We didn't, the Australians didn't, the Canadians 
didn't, the Israelis didn't, and 22 other countries abstained 
From that document. And so at the end of five years, what we 
had accomplished was an impasse, an impasse that said that we 
have come to some agreement but we have been denied a document 
that shows what women most care about. 


This time we have a document and those women know that 
we are as much a partner in that as they are, and that's the 


most significant thing at this conference. 


Q You were quoted in Nairobi as saying or calling 
the conference an orgy of hypocrisy. 


A No, I did not call the conference an orgy of 
hypocrisy. I called the -- after the deal was made to 
eliminate Zionism from the document, and we had been told that 
there would be no statement and so if we just all stayed quiet, 
that paragraph No. 95 would pass by consensus, and then we had 
25 speeches equating the new Formulation with Zionism, and I 
called that an orgy of hypocrisy because the people who were 
doing it did not have the votes to put that paragraph into that 
document, and they were trying to make it look as though we had 
needed the deal when in fact it was they wiho needed the deal. 


So you were referring specifically to the 
resolution, not to the conference. 


A No. I was referring specifically to that event 
and [I did that at about 4 o'clock in the morning. 


Q Is this something that it is your perception that 
you could say that there are specific ways that will change the 
lives of women in the next decade or two decades? Can you give 
us any specific ways that might change the Lives of women, or 
is it not the kind of document that would do that? 


A Well, again, I have already answered that. It 
does change the lives of women, if governments pay attention to 
what it is that women have said, and it is all there. It is 
all there for them to look at, and by the degree of their 
custom and their own form of government to deal with those 
issues 


In our particular form of government, we deal with a 
great many issues at the local or state level, rather than the 
federal level. We do a tremendous amount of work through 














non-governmental organizations. So we try to formulate 
paragraphs that would allow everybody to do it within their own 
particular approach. And some of it was language which because 
of the fact that most governments in the world have a 
centralized government, we had to look for formulas that would 
allow us the kind of latitude that we need within a centralized 
form of government. But it is all there, and [ would hope you 
would read the document. It is very good. 


Q You just came from a meeting with President 
Reagan, where I presume you reviewed for him some of the 
accomplishments of the conference. Perhaps you touched on 
other subjects as well. 


Can you tell us how he is doing and whether you think 
he is doing too much too soon following his surgery? 


rs) He is doing terrific. I feel like I have been in 
a time war, because when I left, I knew what he looked like, 
and then I know what he has been through, and I came back and 
he looked the same, and I felt like [ hadn't been away at all. 
He is doing just fine. 


Q You don't think he is trying to do too much too 
soon? 


A Well, I think that he would if we would all let 
him, but if you know Mrs. Reagan, you know that he is not going 
to do too much too soon. 

Q Did he say anything to you about how he feels? 

) About how he feels physically? 

Q Yes. 

A He feels great. He feels terrific, and he is 


glad that they found it and that it is over with, and on with 
life. 


Q Did he say he felt he was being held back by the 
people you mentioned? 


i) No. I talked to him -- when was it -~ a week ago 
Monday from Nairobi, and I heard that he was sort of taking a, 
"Well, this is over with, I will just go back to work" 
attitude, and so I gave him kind of a pep talk from Nairobi and 
asked him if he didn't think it would be a good idea to res( 
just a little bit longer, and he agreed that he thought maybe 
he could do that. But he just enjoys sort of pushing to see 








how far he can go before somebody says, “ho, that is not a good 
icca.“ But he has already agreed that at the ranch he will 
take long walks rather than ride horses and clear brush and 
chop wood 


Q He's not going to chop wood this time 

i) No, not this time So [ brought him a walking 
stick from Shannon so he would have something to walk with 

Q Thank you, very much. 

A Thanks, everybody 


(The briefing concluded at 10:15 a.m.) 
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We have just completed around three hours of meeting with 
Foreign Secretary Shevardnadze. We used simultaneous 
translations. We regarded it as an experiment, and at the 
conclusion of our meeting we agreed that it had worked out 
satisfactorily. So we were able to accomplish in three hours 
what would otherwise have taken us six. 


At the end of our meeting we asked ourselves what words could 
we pick out that would characterize the meeting, and these are 
the words that were agreed on: interesting, useful, frank, 
businesslike, productive. As to topics, we discussed the full 
range of issues and problems that we have, and, of course, it 
has been, and remains the fact that while we see some progress 
in some areas there are some very deep differences, and I hope 
and believe that we will be able to work at them. But they 
certainly remain. Altogether, I would say from my part it was 
a worthwhile and important three hours. Bernie Kalb says I 
should take three questions because we met for three hours. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what words were proposed and rejected 
to describe the meeting? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I gave you the ones that were proposed 
and we each proposed -- I forget exactly which -- and none of 
the ... There were no other proposals, and all the proposals 
were accepted, 
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QUESTION: What kind of preparations did you make for the 
summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, of course, mostly what we were 
discussing were issues, and substance you might say, that would 
come up at the November meeting in Geneva. And we reviewed as 
I said the full range of issues and have tried to put in place 
a process for working at them and for making preparations for 
the Geneva meeting, and I think that this meeting can well be 
called a good first step in getting ready to make that meeting 
a genuinely productive one between our two leaders. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, what were your impressions of the new 
Soviet Foreign Minister? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I believe that I had from my 
standpoint a good working relationship with Foreign Minister 
Gromyko, and this is my first meeting with his successor. I 
think that from all indications we should have an easy ability 
to talk to each other in a direct and useful way. So it was 
positive from that standpoint. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in that connection, could you tell us 
whether in either style or substance you denoted a change 
between the two ministers? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, human beings are different, and that 
is true of us as well as them. But as I said, I had, I think, 
a good working relationship with Mr. Gromyko, and I believe 
that we are well started toward a good one with his successor. 
As far as substance is concerned, there are -- the issues are 
there just as they have been, and there are many differences of 
opinion and judgment and interest, and we will have to look at 
them realistically as we always do. To the extent that we can 
resolve them, that will be to everyone's advantage. 


QUESTION: Mr. Shultz, did you pin down that he will come to 
the White House after the U.N.? Will he come to the White 
House? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We expect that he will. We haven't 
established the date for that, and we'll have to work at that. 
I think there'll be a session back at the hotel which you'll be 
able to ask questions of our high-powered briefing team. Thank 
you. 
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MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. As announced today, 
Mr. Drew Lewis of the United States and Mr. William Davis of 


Canada will brief you ON THE RECORD on recent progress achieved 


on the acid rain issue. 


Mr. Lewis will come to the podium now. You don't have 


an opening statement? 


MR. LEWIS: No. 








MR. MARTINEZ: He and Mr. Davis are prepared to take 


your questions. 


MR. LEWIS: Thank you. We're really here for press 
availability and we're prepared to answer your questions. I 
think, as most of you know, Premier Davis is my counterpart 


from Canada on this acid rain issue. 


Questions? 


Q Mr. Davis, could you address why you did not 
attend the National Governors Association Meeting in Idaho; 


and, Mr. Lewis, did that have any effect on you not going 


either? 


MR. LEWIS: Do you want to comment first? 


MR. DAVIS: Well, I'll comment first, and then Mr. 


Lewis can. 


I recall raising this as a possibility with the 
Governor of New Hampshire at what they call the Premiers and 


Governors Meeting of the Maritime Premiers and New England 


Governors Meeting in June. 














After some assessment, heetes attending one or two 
National Governors Meetings, the judgment was very simply that 
in terms of the interests of my activities that meetings with 
the Midwest Governors, which are scheduled for a week Monday at 
Mackinaw, and a meeting with the New England Governors in early 
September, probably would be more productive in terms of what I 


was attempting to accomplish. 
Q Why? 


MR. DAVIS: Very simply, because I[ sensed from my 
limited knowledge that the Midwest Governors are very deeply 
involved in that geographic area where the impact of whatever 
recommendations may be forthcoming would be felt, and also 
representing those areas where in terms of the economy of the 
United States -- which are not dissimilar in terms of 
geographic location to the Province of Ontario -- where the 


impact is felt within the industrial economy. 
Q I see. 


MR. DAVIS: In other words, I think the Midwest 


Governors have a great deal to contribute and to say on this 

















issue. 


Q But has it not been traditional for a person in 
your office to address the Governors Association, considering 


its format for going into a -- 


MR. DAVIS: [I don't recall -- 


Q -- problem such as acid rain? 


MR. DAVIS: With great respect, there is no such 
tradition. I don't recall Canada ever having had an envoy with 
respect to acid rain. There is no such tradition. I have 
addressed the National Governors Conference on other issues 
that related particularly to the Province of Ontario. I was 
also informed that a good deal of the emphasis before the total 
Governors Meeting -elated to trade, economic relations with 
Canada -- which is a very important issue -- and I feel that 
meetings that are, shall we say, somewhat smaller in nature and 
very directly involving those who are most directly affected 


will be more productive 


Q Thank you 








Mr. Lewis, can you comment? 


MR. LEWIS: Very specifically, I think Mr. Davis has 
answered the question very adequately. We re-~°\l think we can 
accomplish more in Mackinaw and in Springfie ~ lassachusetts, 
the next two meetings, where it will be part of the agenda and 


not the peripheral than we would have been in Boise. 


Thank you. Yes, sir? 


Q When will there be an acid rain agreement between 


Canada and the U.S.? 


MR. LEWIS: In terms of an agreement, that really is 
not our assignment. We're to review the situation, which we're 
in the process of doing. We have now spent six days together. 
We'll be spending a couple of days in September in addition to 
the two Governors Conferences. We will come up wth a 
recommendation to our respective governments and out of that 
will come whatever may come, depending on what President 
Reagan and Prime Minister Mulroney would care to do with it. 

So we are not trying to come up with any agreement but 
recommend on how we could solve what is obviously a very 


difficult problem for both countries 








Q What are the points of agreement and disagreement 


so far between the two of you on this question of acid rain? 
MR. LEWIS: I'll call Mr. Davis also on this. 


At the present time, there are really none. What 
we're trying to do is make certain that we're all dealing from 
the same set of facts; and we feel that we have now gone 
through, I guess, 25 or 30 meetings. We'll probably have 
another 20 or 30 in the next thirty days to sixty days. Out of 
that, in addition to all the reports we've read and the 
meetings we've had and the conversations we've had, hopefully 
we can come up with a consensus that would constitute a joint 


report. 


If we're unable to come up with a joint report, then 
we'll file in those areas where we think that there is a 
consistency between our two viewpoints; and the other can 


either file an addenda or something of that nature, you know. 
Maybe you want to comment on that also, B6ill. 


MR. DAVIS: Well, I think it's very difficult and it's 





premature to say where have we agreed or where we may or may 


not agree. 


I have to say this to the -- well, both the American 
and Canadian media: that I have been really very encouraged at 
the sense of attitude displayed by Mr. Lewis. I don't say 


this to flatter him. He -- 


MR. LEWIS: I don't mind that! 


MR. DAVIS: You don't mind that? (Laughter. ) 


Well then, I will say it to flatter him, but it also 
happens to be more than flattery. He has demonstrated a real 


sensitivity to the concerns of Canada. 


I should also point out too -- and I think the 
Canadian media understand this -- that his task in this is 
somewhat more complex than my own. When I say that, I think it 
is fair to state that in Canada there is a real level of 
consensus. I would not presume to say total unanimity with 
respect to the issue. My sense, from my meetings here in the 


United States and conversations that [I've held as the former 


Premier of Ontario with the Great Lakes Governors -- which 





really are the Midwest Governors -- and various other 

, representatives from the United States over the past four or 
five years, that there are those who are very much in support. 
There are those who have reservations, which is something of an 


understatement. 


And so I think in the developing of a report, I would 
hope that the Canadian people would understand that the task of 
their envoy in terms of a national consensus within Canada is 


really much easier than it is with respect to Mr. Lewis. 


I really think it is premature to say, “We have agreed 
upon this" or “We are going to disagree upon that." My hope is 


that we can have a report that we both support. 


The intent, if you will recall the responsibilities 
given to us by the President and by my Prime Minister, made it 
quite clear that in doing that the President and the Prime 
Minister of Canada recognized there was a problem; and the 
problem was very basic to U.S.-Canada relations. Our Prime 
Minister is very committed to improving those relationships, 


and this particular issue is fundamental to that process. 


So while you might guess as to where we might agree 














with some areas of great sensitivity, I don't think you have to 
be totally knowledgeable on the subject to understand where the 


complex issues are. 


My hope is still that we will have a report that we 


both can support. 


Q When will you have a report? 


MR. DAVIS: Well, I don't want to, you know, set a 
particular time. As I understand, it would be much easier for 
some of you today if you were able to say, “Davis and Mr. Lewis 
say we'll have a report by the lst of December" -~ what have 


you. 


The mandate that was given to us referred to the fact 


that the report was to be available for the next meeting 


between the President and the Prime Minister. 


[I don't want to be misunderstood in what I'm going to 
say next. I think it is fair to state that after the next 
series of meetings that we will have heard a great deal of 


information from those people who have an interest, those 


people who are affected, and not that it would become 
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repetitious if it was strung out -- you know, much beyond this 


fall. 


I'm not sure that we could learn anything new and that 
the possibility -- and I emphasize the possibility -- of this 
report to our two governments or to our two heads of government 
obute emerge somewhat -- well, even well before, say, the March 


or April date that some might have had in mind. 


Q Mr. Lewis, do you sense that on the U.S. side 
there's a little more consciousness that the problem is, (1), 
that really exists here; (2), and that it isn't just something 


that the Canadians are concerned about? 


MR. LEWIS: There's certainly a consciousness as far 
as the polls have indicated. You've probably read the Harris 
Poll on the particular issue. But when you look at the 
political implications, and even the coverage that you -- the 
press -- give this issue to the United States, it's 


infinitesimally less than it is in Canada. 


And it is also clear to me, as Mr. Davis pointed out, 


that I don't think his task is any easier, because obviously 


this is a very key issue in Canada and we're very sensitive of 











li 


that fact. 


But also it is realistic, in terms of the politics of 
the United States, to recognize that, particularly in the South 
and the West, there's somewhat less concern than there is in 
the Northeast and the Midwest -- and as Mr. Davis points out, 
depending on the states producing which kind of coal in the 
Northeast and Midwest. Therefore, I think it's fair to say I 
think there's an increased sensitivity. It is not the key 
issue in the minds of people in the United States. 

Nonetheless, it's moving up on the agenda And I think it's 
one, from my standpoint: More important than any other one 
single element is the fact that the President of the United 
States is concerned about it, and for that reason asked me to 
represent him -- along with Mr. Davis representing Canada - to 
try to come up with some kind of a recommendation that can at 


least move the process ahead. 


Q Mr. Lewis and Mr. Davis. Perhaps Mr. Davis first 


Does Judge Johnson's decision a couple of weeks ago 


directing the Administrator of EPA to call for revisions in 
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state pollution control plans make your task any easier? 


MR. DAVIS: I used to practice law, sir; and I may, of 
economic necessity, return to that profession after my “one 
dollar.“ (Laughter.) And so I have learned not to make legal 
arguments based upon legal dec_sions. I have avoided that for 
the past 25 years and I shall endeavor to do so again today. 


(Laughter. ) 


I think it is fair to state that the recent judgment 
-- which is somewhat complex in nature, and I won't comment 


upon that -- is being assessed. I mean it is no secret. 


We had lunch with the head of EPA. I conveyed to him 
the hope that the judgment would be used by the EPA to assist 
the envoy process and to put the best light in terms of the 


international sensitivities. 


I also made a point, because I'm sure you read the 
judgment, that there is some reference in that to the question 
of reciprocity -- and I think it would be my own personal point 
of view, and I would expect the view of the Government of 
Canada --. that I would like to think that the question of 


reciprocity would not go back to Square One -- that one would 
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look, say. from 1981 onwards and that there would be an 
acceptance of the fact that we are two countries who do have 
reciprocal interests -- which means that, in fact, we are 


satisfying the question of reciprocity. 


I must also point out, as one who has some limited 
knowledge of the law, that there may be within that judgment 
certain procedural aspects that are of concern to the EPA -- I 
have no way of knowing this -— and, quite obviously, it is a 


judgment call to be made by the EPA itself 


But, certainly, I did convey the hope that Mr. Thomas 
would recognize the potential of this and the sensitivities as 


it relates to the relationship between our two countries. 


Q Would Mr. Lewis care to comment? 


MR. LEWIS: the only comment I think I would add to 
that on the reciprocity issue: It's our feeling, despite the 
fact as I travel around and talk to many groups in the United 
States, that there is a feeiing that Canada has not kept pace 


with us in terms of environmental controls. 


[It's my feeling, in having reviewed the statutes in 
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some detail, that Canada is in a position where I think Mr. 
Thomasa should be able to rule that reciprocity, in point of 
fact, has taken place. Again, it's not my decision to make, 
and I'm not trying to suggest what he should do nor try to be a 
lawyer in this particular situation. But I think in the area 
of reciprocity, hopefully that will be resolved in a way that 
it does not become an issue in the appeal when and if he should 


decide to appeal this particular decision. 


Q Mr. Lewis, was that point made in your meeting 
with the Electrical Power Research Institute yesterday? I 


believe you had a meeting -- 


MR. LEWIS: I don't -- 


Q -- with the electrical power lobby. 


MR. LEWIS: 1 don't think they raised that question. 


They were fundamentally giving us alternatives yesterday as to 


how we might approach reducing SO2 through other means and 


scrubbers and gave a number of more technological kind of 





presentations. I know this issue was not raised at that 
meeting. It really wasn't that kind of a meeting; it was a 


technological presentation to Mr. Davis and to me on various 
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aspects of new technology. 


Q Are you telling us that the coal lobby, the 
electrical power lobby, did not give you any indication as to 


which way they might go on this issue? 


MR. LEWIS: I think it should be clear that the people 
we were meeting with were really their research development 
people and not their political people. We weren't meeting with 
their legislative liaisons; we were meeting with the technical 
people within that organization. And, therefore, it did not 


come up. 


But that does not mean that it's not an issue with 
them. It does not mean that they're not going to raise it at 
some future date; but it was not raised at the meeting 
yesterday, mainly because this group is not involved in that. 
They're concerned about pilot plans and things of,that type 


they're working on, so it did not come up. 
Q Have you heard anything new from them? 


MR. LEWIS: From them? On this particular issue, I 


mean? 
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, Q Yes. 


MR. LEWIS: No, we have not. 


Q Thank you. 


MR. LEWIS: But I can assure you we will -- I can 


assure you we will. 


MR. DAVIS: I'd just like to add to the gentleman I 
recognize here that the presentation yesterday I found, from my 
standpoint, very constructive. It really dealt with the 
emerging technology, based on the fact that the dependence of 
the United States on coal for electrical generation from their 
standpoint was taken as a given; and some of the programs that 
they have, by way of either experimentation, pilot project, or 
some actually moving into operating states, I found, quite 


frankly, quite encouraging. 


You know, they move from the area of scrubbers to coal 
gassification; and just speaking for myself -- [I'm not 


presuming to speak for Mr. Lewis -- it was really a very 


technical research-oriented presentation -- not 
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research-oriented in the view of something 20 years down the 


road but in possible applications of new technology that I 


found really very helpful. 


Mr. Davis, what you seem to be saying is that if the 
EPA appeals the Johnson ruling it will undermine your work 
because the Administration is not taking an opportunity that's 


being handed them to move it forward. 


MR. DAVIS: No, I would not want to be construed as 


sayine that. 


I do think -- and, once again, it is a complex 
judgment with many parts; and please don't ask me to interpret 
the judgment for you -- I really think the Government of Canada 
would have a concern, and I would have a concern, if there was 
to be raised some question of reciprocity -- which really means 
questioning the bona fides of Federal Government policy and 


Provincial policy from Canada. 


I mean if Mr. Lewis and I aren't proceeding from the 
basis that we both are moving in the right direction -- the 


question of how we move, the speed with which we move -- if 


people were now to say that we're back to Square One in the 
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debates of the late seventies or whatever -- that, you know, 
“We've done more than you have" or “You've done less than we 
have" and that “That's where we are," I think that sort of 


discussion would undermine the process. 


I have no reservations about stating that. And that's 
why I made the point, without commenting upon Mr. Thomas' 
responsibilities in terms of what his legal advice may or may 
not be, that on the question of reciprocity -- which is part of 
the judgment, and don't ask me whether it's severable and who 
it's handled -— but that would, I think, create a problem if 
somebody were to say, “Listen, there isn't reciprocity." And I 


don't know whether Mr. Lewis would agree or not -- 


MR. LEWIS: Yes, I would. 


MR. DAVIS: -- but I think it would really undermine 


the process. 


That's why I did say to Mr. Thomas, and I don't mind 
disclosing this, that my hope would be -- and, quite frankly, 
my expectation -- that that would be an issue that would be 


dealt in terms that would not interfere with what Mr. Lewis and 


I are attempting to do. 
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Q May I ask you a related question? Ambassador 
Gotlieb recently sent a diplomatic note on the TALSTAC's 
decision and Congressman Dingell objected to that ina letter 
to Secretary Shultz, saying that really he doesn't have the 


right to do that any more because of your work. 


MR. DAVIS: Well, I don't recall; and perhaps you can 
be helpful to me. Do you have a copy of the actual mandate 


that Mr. Lewis and I were given? 


I don't recall anything in the mandate that indicates 


that the Ambassador for Canada in Washington was precluded from 
discharging his traditional responsibilities because of my 
involvement. I do not recall that being part of the terms of 
reference, and I can only tell you that From my limited 
knowledge of the subject that Mr. Lewis' appointment has not 
precluded the Ambassador from the United States to Canada from 


making whatever observations he felt were appropriate. 


Q Mr. Lewis, you personally come from a state that 


has both sides of the acid »*°n problem You have both the 


coal-fired power plants -- 
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MR. LEWIS: Both good sides. 
Q Both good sides. (Laughter. ) 


You have both the coal-fired power plants and you have 


the rain falling in the East -- in the Northeast. 


At what point are you going to tell your colleagues in 
the Administration -- basically, say, to all the states -- 
including Pennsylvania -- “It is time to stop this"? When can 


we see something like that? 


MR. LEWIS: Well, again, if you're talking about the 


timing of the report, we're hopefully going to move up the time 


frame. 


As far as Pennsylvania is specifically concerned, I 
was Secretary of Transportation for the United Stgtes of 
America. I wasn't head of the mass transit situation in either 
Philadelphia or Pittsburgh. And we managed to get through 


that. And somehow I think I can separate myself from the 


Provincialism of being a Pennsylvanian, although I am pleased 


to be one, and not have that confuse my judgment in terms -- 
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Q As an illustration, because you've got both sides. 


MR. LEWIS: Well, it's a little sensitive illustration 


for Pennsylvanians. 


But , do recognize the diversity of use -- but that 
doesn't just exist in Pennsylvania. [t clearly exists in the 
entire Northeast and Midwest. And if this were a simple issue, 
we wouldn't Special Envoys representing two countries to try to 
resolve our differences And, unfortunately, the problem that 
[ have is that the differences exist between the two states 
almost to the same degree they do between the United States and 
Canada within the confusion of the various views within the 


United States. 


So 1 did not accept this assignment to represent 
Pennsylvania but, hopefully, to come up with something 
constructive that would not only move the process ahead -- as | 
indicated earlier -- but, hopefully, to do something to 
recognize the importance of our friendly neighbor to the North 
-- that is extremely important diplomatically and in every 
other way; trade, and so forth - with the United States of 


America. 


MR. DAVIS: Can 1 just add this? Mr. Lewis and I have 
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come to know cach other fairly well, and I value that 
friendship; and I want to say to the Canadian media: “Please 


understand how he phrased his answer to the last question." 
MR. LEWIS: The Provincialism. 
MR. DAVIS: The Provincialism. (Laughter. ) 


I mean he has come to understand the jurisdiction of 
Canada. He didn't say Statism or Commonwealthism; it is now 
Provincialism. I mean he has become total]iy committed to the 


Canadian point of view. (Laughter. ) 
MR. LEWIS: I'm embarrassed! (Laughter. ) 


Mr. Davis, did you feel that the Judge's ruling on 
acid rain a few weeks ago that has been discussed here 
strengthens your position in the finding that acid rain has, 


indeed, caused a problem to the people and to the resources of 


Canada? 


MR. DAVIS: Well, I don't know that it's strengthened 


my position. I assumed this responsibility on the basis that 


the two Heads of Government had given Mr. Lewis and myself a 








23 


certain mandate -- which, quite obviously, has inherent in that 
that it is an international problem that has to be dealt with 


on a cooperative basis. 


So in terms of the longer run whether that judgment 
enhances that point of view, I guess I just have to say that 


was my point of view when I accepted this responsibility. 


MR. LEWIS: Does that answer your question, Meyer (7) 


Q I have one more question. 1 think this lady here 


has -- 


MR. DAVIS: She's been very patient. (Laughter. ) 


Q There's been some considerable debate over 
whether there's been acid rain damage in the Western United 
States. Does the Canadian Government have evidence of acid 


rain damage in Western Canada? 


MR. DAVIS: I have some experts here. ['m not a 
scientist; it's increasingly obvious I think that it's fair 


to state -- where is George? -- that the evidence of acid rain 


damage in Western Canada would be substantially less than in 
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Ontario, Quebec, or the Maritimes. 


But I do make this point: that while it is not as big 
an issue in some parts of Western Canada in that sense, that 
there is rather not complete, but very significant, support in 


terms of the general issue from Western Canada. 


In other words, it is not in Canada confined to 


Ontario, Quebec, and the Maritime Provinces. 


Q But the damage itself -- you're not sure? 


MR. DAVIS: George is here. [t's not a significant 
issue. See, the prevailing wind is in Saskatchewan, Manitoba, 
and there's not a whole lot -- if you use the westerly winds in 
that particular geographic, there's not a whole lot North of 
Saskatchewan, Alberta, and Manitoba. Now there is. There's 
some very significant real estate, the Northwest Territories -- 
abounding in natural resources just there (laughter), seeking 
further development and investment -- nice people, et cetera. 


(Laughter. ) 


Now, is there anything else I can say on behalf of the 


Canadian Chamber of Commerce to encourage any of you? 
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(Laughter. ) 


Q How about the Northwest Passage? 


MR. DAVIS: The Northwest Passage is not part of my 
responsibility. (Laughter. ) 


MR. LEWIS: I don't think there's anything else 


Thank you very much. 


MR. DAVIS Thank you. 


(The ON-THE-RECORD briefing concluded at 1:58 p.m.) 


, 
’ 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thanks, Chuck. 


I won't bore you or put you to sleep with any 
statements since I think you might have some questions. So why 
don't we go right to questions. 


Q Can you tell us whether a decision will be made 
during the course of this trip to meet with the 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? 


a It's an option, but no Final decision has been 
made regarding Ambassador Murphy's participating in such a 
meeting. 


Q Who will he see out there? 


a Without going into the order of stops for obvious 
security reasons, he'll be visiting Israel, Jordan and Egypt. 
That's the present plan. It's possible that the trip might be 
expanded, but no decisions have been made on additional stops 
yet. 


Q What do you mean by “he will visit shortly," 
because you've been saying that word for the last month? What 
do you mean “shortly?” In the coming two days, in the coming 
week, or what? 

) He will be in the area in the next several days. 


Q A couple of days? 


c) Yes. 
Q He hasn't left already? 
a He has not left. 














Q When does he leave? 


A - Once again, for security reasons, I try not to 
get into the details of his travel plans in advance. 


Q Will he be going to Jordan first and then Israel 
and Egypt, or vice versa? 


‘a Once again, -- the people in SY are standing 
outside with handcuffs and said if I get into the details of 
their itinerary they're taking me away. 


He will be visiting all three, and I'd say that it's 
open that he might be making other stops but I can't get into 
the details. I'm sorry. 


Q What is the status of the U.S. consideration of 
the Palestinian list? 


a We've made no final decision. It's obviously 
going to be a major topic for discussion when Assistant 
Secretary Murphy is out there. 


But as we said before, I think it's wrong to focus all 
the attention on the list. The really essential question about 
a meeting with a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation is, we're 
prepared to take part if two things happen: If arrangements 
can be mutually agreed, and if the meeting clearly leads to our 
common objective of direct negotiations betweent the parties. 
That's one of the key issues that Ambassador Murphy will be 
discussing. 


Q What's the others? 


What is the obstacle in the way of meeting with 
the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation’at present? Why a 


decision has not been made yet? 
Q What seems to be the problem? 


a We've been exchanging cables and messages for the 
past couple weeks and feel that we've reached a point; the 
process has moved far enough along. It would be very useful 
for Ambassador Murphy to go out and have some direct 
discussions with our friends in the region. 





Obviously, one of the issues that's going to be 
discussed is how does any Murphy meeting fit into the context 
of progress toward direct negotiations. 


Q Could you just say what specific developments 
have led the Administration to conclude that the time is right 
now for Murphy to go back to the Middle East? 


A It was originally planned that Ambassador Murphy 
would make this trip before the Casablanca Summit. In other 
words, that was the original thinking. That was delayed 
because of just convenience of scheduling in the region. 


I think we've reached the point that, say, we've 
exchanged a number of messages with all the leaders in the 
region and feel that we've made some progress in those exchange 
of messages. But in order to help the process along, it was 
time for Dick to go out and engage in the kind of direct 
discussions that are always helpful in this kind of venture. 


Q A follow up on that. Can we consider that the 
communique issued by the summit push you to have this decision 
-- I mean, to send Murphy to the Middle East? Was it one of 
the factors? 


A No. The decision was made to go before the 
summit met. 


Q Then, what do you think about the communique 
which was issued by the summit? You put a lot of emphasis on 
it on Monday, so what do you think? Do you have any evaluation 
of it? 


A I'm not going to get into a detailed assessment 
of what we think about the summit communique. [The summit 
communique makes a number of points on the peace process and 
other issues. On each of those individual points, our position 
and policies are well known. But we don't think it's in our 
interest to get into a detailed exigency, as we say in the 
Middle East Bureau. , 


Q If you don't go into a detailed -- 
a Exigency. 


Q Can you just say whether you were happy with it, 
disappointed? Did it further the peace process, in general? 


A No, I'm not going to characterize our position. 














Q You said you are looking for the conference to 
re-enforce King Hussein's initiative. Did it enforce it or 
not; a simple question? 


ra I think you're reading of the communique would 
answer that question. 


Q Did Mr. Whitehead request from King Hussein, when 
he was in Amman, a new list of Palestinians in the joint 


Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? And what do you comment on 
the list as it was submitted to you last month? 


2) I'm not going to get into the details of the 
conversations that the Deputy Secretary had. And obviously one 
of the issues that Ambassador Murphy will be discussing is the 
list and our views on the list, and [I'm not going to preview 
that now. 


Q I want to be sure about it. Did you request a 
new list or not? That's the question. Because there have been 
reports in the Arab world that you requested a new list from 
the Jordanians -- the Palestinians? 


A We have not made a decision yet on the list. 


Q Given the less than hearty endorsement by the 
Casablanca Summit of the Jordanian-Palestinian proposal, and 


Israel's rejection of the process as we see it, what gives you 
grounds for optimism at this point? 


a Having dealt with the Middle East for 18 years, I 
wonder what gives anybody grounds for optimism at any time. 
(Laughter) 


That aside, a number of thines have happened recently 
which indicate to us that the process does have a chance of 
working. We had King Hussein's visit; had the public 
statements he made, all of them which were very supportive of 
the process. We have Prime Minister Peres making a very 
supportive speech in the Knesset on June 10, which was also 
supportive of the process. 


Prior to that, of course, we had the February 11 
agreement which we think was a very helpful step. We think all 
the parties are serious about moving to negotiations and 
finding a peaceful resolution to the conflict, and all those 
are very positive things. 








We, from the beginning, have said -- and Bernie said 
it from the podium many times -— that we don't expect 
pyrotechnics. We don't expect major unexpected breakthroughs. 


One thing we've learned in the Middle East is that 
things take time. We think the process is moving in the right 
direction. One reason Dick is going out to the region right 
now is because we believe that the movement continues, and it's 
time to engage directly with the parties to discuss the next 
steps. So in a Middle East context, we remain optimistic. 


Q Is the deferring interpretations of the first 
meeting one of the problems impeding the decision? 


Aa I'm sorry? 


Q Is the deferring interpretations by the PLO and 
the United States, on the First meeting, one of the obstacles, 
or is it because of delay on taking a decision to meet with the 
joint Palestinian-Jordanian delegation? 


A If someone is talking about the talking, two 
things that Ambassador Murphy will be discussing: One is the 
arrangements of the meeting, which you've just addressed; and 
second is, how does it lead to our common objectives. So 
od one of the things that Ambassador Murphy will be talking 
abdout. 


Q In an interview on Friday, Foreign Minister 
Shamir is saying that a meeting by the United States with the 
delegation -- Jorandian-Palestinian delegation -— “would hurt 


the war against terrorism; it would hurt peace and stability in 
the Middle East; it would hurt the fabric of relations between 
ourselves and the United States." Would you comment on this? 


A It's obviously the Foreign Minister's view. Our 
position is, which we understand is the official position of 
the Government of Israel as well as the Government of Jordan, 
that the reason to go ahead with the meeting is if we believe 
it's going to lead to negotiations between the parties. If 
it's going to be harmful to the process, then we don't believe 
it's useful going to the meeting. But, obviously, that's one 
of the issues that Ambassador Murphy has to discuss in the 
region. 


Q Are there any issues that are going to be coming 
up on this that do not involve the possibility of 
Jordanian-Palestinian-Israeli negotiations? Is there anything 
else that's hanging around? 














A No major issue. Obviously, when Dick is in the 
various capitals he will discuss other bilateral issues, it's 
just a target of opportunity. But I think the main purpose of 
the trip is the peace process. 


Under the original timetable, such as there was 
an original timetable, wasn't he supposed to be going there 
about now to Amman to meet -- to have a preliminary meeting 
with the delegations? 


a We never had a fixed date. There was obviously a 
lot of speculation of when it would happen, but there was never 
a date certain when a meeting would be held. 


Q I mean, wouldn't you say things are a little 
behind where, at least, the State Department hoped they would 
be? 


a I think we always hope things move faster. It's 
a standard malady in the building. 


I think that we view Dick's trip as an indication that 
we are still making some progress, and I think we can have some 
useful conversations. As to whether or not we would have liked 
to be farther along than we are now, sure. Are we satisfied 
where we are in the process? Yes, we are. 


Q You enumerated three or four factors which are 
the factors that you are "a to the area, which are the same 
factors that you said early, about a month ago. Were there any 
other factors which were added? Was there acceptance by Mr. 
Peres of two Palestinians from the list of seven -- another 
factor added to the factors which is encouraging you to go now 
to the Middle East and search for it? 


A No. The reason we're going, as we mentioned, we 
think it's the right time for Dick to go out and have those 
conversations. It's not that the situation has dramatically 
changed in the past couple of weeks. 


Q You just said that you are satisfied that the 
peace process is moving forward, that you understand? 


) That's correct. 


Q But what do you mean, then, that the meeting will 
happen if arrangements can be mutually agreed? You want to 
tell us after three months of negotiations you haven't achieved 
mutually agreed -- you can't agree on arrangements until now? 











) There are two issues. One is mutually-agreed 
arrangements; and second is, all parties agree it has to lead 
to a common objective of negotiations. It's much more 
important than the first. The second is the issue that 
Ambassador Murphy is going to be emphasizing during his 
discussions up there. . 


What do you mean by “mutual arrangements?" What 
does that mean in English? 


A I think it's re-enforcing modalities. 


It involves issues ranging from who sits down at the 
table to other things that we're all interested in, like press 
converage, like statements, like venue. Just the particulars 
of how it's going to be arranged. 


Q Could you help us on something you just said. 
You said in the past several weeks, as I thought I heard it, 
there has not been any dramatic -- the situation is not 
dramatically changed. Of course, the word “dramatically” is 
operative here. We've had the Shamir statement on Friday. We 
had the communique from Casablanca. These are not important, 
not dramatic? What are they? 


a They're certainly important. What I meant by 
“dramatic” is that you don't -- we could all envision dramatic 
steps. A Sadat visit to Jerusalem, I'd assume, you would call 
dramatic. I'm saying the process continues, that there has 
been movement. We don't think the Casablanca communique leads 
to any dramatic departures in the peace process. 


The Foreign Minister's statement reflects his views. 
Once again, [ don't think that leads to a dramatic departure in 
what we're trying to achieve. 


Q He is not going to Saudi Arabia. Are you writing 
Saudi Arabia out of the peace process? 


A We said right now he plans on three stops, and 
others might well be added. 


Q I'm sure you said this before I arrived, but 
maybe you could just repeat it clearly. What is the current 
American attitude towards the list of Palestinians that we've 
been given -- the seven? 








Aas far as I recall, a couple of days ago we were still 
considering the list. 


A | That's right. And we haven't made any. final 
decisions on the list of names. 


One thing I mentioned earlier, though, is, when 
looking at the Murphy meeting, [ think -- and we've done it as 
well -- we all tend to focus on the specific names, and this 
one can be checked yes and that one can be checked no. What we 
have to do, and we are doing, is realizing that when you talk 
about a Murphy meeting, you talk about progress, names are only 
one element in that meeting. It's an important element but 
it's only a discreet element. 


The much broader question is, how the meeting leads to 
where we all want to go. 


Q Am I correct in assuming that the United States 
would be willing to meet with different Palestinians than might 
actually sit down in a Jordanian-Palestinian negotiation? 


A We're not gas bee pee, where and who might 
eventually be engaged in negotiations -- I mean a Jordanian and 


Israeli negotiation. 


(Continued on next page) 








Q Is it conceivable that Murphy may meet with some 
of the Palestinians on that list on this trip? 


a We know that most of the time Dick has been in 
the area he's met with Palestinians, both in Jerusalem and 
Amman. What is very important is, if he has any kind of a 
meeting like that, that isn't a substitute in any way for the 
Murphy meeting with the joint Jordanian/Palestinian 
delegation. But I don't want to mislead you: it's certainly 
possible that Dick will be meeting with some Palestinians, but 
they will be in the same category of Palestinians that he's 
always met with. 


Q I understand that, sir. But including 
Palestinians on that list of seven? 


A I'm not going to get into specifically whom he 
might meet with. There are no plans for that kind of meeting. 


Q Do you agree or disagree with.Peres, for example, 
he picked two on the list? Do you agree with him or disagree 
on the two he picked from the list? 


A I think once we make up our mind on the list, 
we'll let everyone know. 


Q No, but what about these two? I mean, which -- 


A I'm not going to get into whether or not we find 
these two acceptable, those two acceptable. 


Q Do you think as a result of this visit of Mr. 
Murphy, as the result of these conversations that he will be 
conducting, he will come back with approval or disapproval of 
the list or a new list, or what will happen? 


a Our assumption and hope is that he'll come back 
showing some progress in the process; but as to what that would 


specifically mean, we'll have to see how his talks go. 


Q Can I get back to the question that was asked, 
and you said, “That's an option,” I want to make sure I 
understand -- that it is an option that the whole thing could 
be worked out while he is over there and he could actually sit 
down on this trip, with the joint delegation, and hold the 
meeting? That's an option? 


is} It's an option. 
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Q How live an option? Would you give us an 
assessment of how realistic you think that really is? And how 
long is he planning to be in the region? 


A I was the same guy that when the Shah was 
overthrown, and I'd served, been around for five years, six 
months before, I was asked, “What are the chances of the Shah 
being overthrown?" 


I said, “I know this country well, and there's not a 
chance in the world he's going to be overthrown." (Laughter) 
So I'ma little bit hesitant to make any kird of predictions as 
to what is going to work or what isn't going to work. 


Q What about options you are talking? You said one 
option that he will meet with them. What other options do you 
have, to come back without any meeting? What other options, 
can you tell us? 


is) That's another option. (Laughter) 


Q And what other? I mean what other? That means a 
failure, doesn't it? 


A Hmm? 

Q It will be a failure at that time, then? 

A It depends on what comes out of the talks. 

Q What other options besides these two options? 


A I'm not going to get into the details of what 
kind of plans we might have or might not have. 


Q Are the Jordanians still demanding that this 
meeting to be a first step in the direct step of U.S. 
recognition of the PLO? 


a As far as I know, that's still the King's view. 
We've told the King, we've said publicly, that we don't see 
that as the proper, the best way to proceed. 


Q As you know King Hussein had said he hoped that 
there would be direct negotiations before the end of this 


year. Do we still consider that a realistic possibility? 


fs) Still a hopeful possibility. 
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What happened to the international conference 
idea? Where is that right now? Are we still tying to dissuade 
the King from pushing that line? 


A One of the major steps forward, I think, in this 
peace process over the past nine months, in my view, has been 
that for the first time, everybody who is involved is talking 
about process -- isn't talking about guaranteed outcomes. As 
you know, for the last 18 years, the Arab side has generally 
said they're not going to sit down and negotiate till they know 
what is going to happen, and we've been very “American” about 
it, saying, “That isn't the way you do things. You've got to 
negotiate; you've got to talk about process." 


- Well, King Hussein now is, in a way, speaking 
“american.” He's saying that, "O.K. Let's talk about 


process. Let's not talk about guaranteed outcome." That's 
been a major step forward. 


It so happens that we disagree on the steps of that 
process that are going to lead to negotiations, but I would 
much rather have discussions with the King -- the process where 
we agree and disagree -- than be back where we were a year ago, 
which is trying to differentiate between a guaranteed outcome 
and a process. 


There are at least two issues that have to be 
addressed in any process: one is, the King has talked about an 
international context for the negotiations; second is the 
obvious issue of representation of the Palestinian people. We 
don't have answers yet on those two issues. We've got some 
ideas, and we'll be talking about those kinds of ideas. But 
the fact is, that's how negotiations work; and so those are two 
of the issues in the process we're going to be focusing on. 


Q You're talking about an international 
conference. How significant are the overtures that have been 
going on between Israel and the Soviet Union? 


Aa It's really -- it's hard to judge on -- 


We've always said the Soviets had important interests 
in the area. We haven't denied that. We've also said that 
we don't see the Soviets playing a helpful role in the process 
now because they don't support the kind of process that all the 
parties want to see work in the region. Any kind of assessment 
of these reported contacts between the Soviet Union and Israel 
is difficult to make. As I say, we don't know the content of 
the contacts. 
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My own assumption is that the Soviet Union, we know, 
is very interested in what is going on in the peace process, 
for instance, what's going on in the Middle East; and [I think 
they are looking at their own options and trying to keep some 
doors open, but I can't go further than that. 


Q What is the possibility of seeking some kind of a 
Security Council umbrella for this peace effort this fall? Is 
that a possibility? 


A It is one possibility the Jordanians have 
mentioned. 


Q How do we feel about it? 


a It's one of the issues that will undoubtedly be 
discussed when Ambassador Murphy is in the area. 


We keep going back to our criteria of what is going to 
make it work, and we have to ask ourselves, "Does Security 
Council involvement" -- which means implicitly the need for 
Soviet acquiescence, if not support, for what we're doing -- 
“whether that is going to help the process work or not?" We're 
skeptical about that, and we remain skeptical. Certainly, we'd 
like to be convinced otherwise, but right now, we have real 
questions about the viability of that option. 


Q When you're talking about the representation of 
the Palestinian people, what are we talking about, the people 
who live and inhabit the West Bank and Gaza, or are we talking 
of Golan, or whatever, or are we talking about something more 
widespread than that, including Palestinians in Jordan, in 
Lebanon, in Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, whatever? 


A Well, we've always felt that any settlement to 
the Middle East problem, first, must'take account of the people 
in the areas concerned -- the Palestinians living in the 
occupied territories. We've also said that the Palestinians in 
the occupied territories have to have a full say in their own 
governance. 


As to who best, who can represent the Palestinian 
people in a negotiation, that's one thing that King Hussein is 
seized with, and you get into the question of what 
individuals might represent the Palestinians in a negotiation. 
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In terms of the Murphy meeting, that's obviously one 
of the issues that he's going to be discussing. If you're 
talking about the final, or the peace negotiations themselves, 
it's an issue to which we just don't have an answer yet. It's 
a question that we've got to address. 


Q May I just ask one more question? 
A Sure. 


Q Are you saying that the Shamir statements on 
Friday do not represent the view of the Israeli Government? 


A I didn't say that. I said it was the Foreign 
Minister speaking, and certainly we take account of those 
views. I did say that the Government of Israel, the Government 
of Jordan, and ourselves have all said that the purpose of a 
Murphy meeting is to expedite the process leading to 
negotiations. And that's the way we all view the meeting. 


Q That was in June. Here it is the -- the 
statement made on August 9 by the Foreign Minister of the 
Government of Israel -- isn't that what is now the prevailing 
position of the Government of Israel? Isn't that normal when a 
Foreign Minister speaks out like that that it is assumed, at 
least, that he is speaking for the Government of Israel? 


a We certainly make that assumption. I would go 
back, though, to the point that also the Government of Israel 
said numerous times -- and the Foreign Minister has agreed with 
this -- that whatever can be done to move the process forward 


leading to direct negotiations, the Government of Israel 
supports that. 


Until we make some decisions about lists, about 
whether not to have a meeting, about what is going to come out 
of a meeting, I would really rather not get into conjecture 
about whether or not it would meet the concerns that Foreign 
Minister Shamir expressed. 

, 


Would Mr. Murphy, hopefull, be able to talk with 
the Foreign Minister on this visit? 


A I'm pretty sure that he'll have an appointment, 
yes. 


Q I've been away for the past month in places where 
people haven't been paying much attention to the Middle East 
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but it was my impression before [I left, that despite what you 
have said characterizing the Government of Israel's position, 
my impression before was that the Israeli Government also had 
the position that it categorically opposed a meeting between 
the United States and a delegation -- a Palestinian/Jordanian 
delegation to which Israel would not be a party. Am I 
incorrect, or has there been a change? 


a I think there have been various statements out of 
Israel over the past month-and-a-half, two months, the most 
recent one being the statement of the Foreign Minister -- 


‘ Q -- which would seem to reinforce what I've just 
said. 


i) Let's see. Israel and Jordan have both said that 
the decision on a meeting is obviously an American decision. 
Both parties have said, “We don't have a veto and wouldn't want 
a veto over that American decision." 


In return, we've said that we're not going to go ahead 
with the meeting until we have talked, consulted fully, with 
both parties, and until we feel confident that it meets the 
goal that we've all established, which is moving the process 
forward. Beyond that, I'm not going to go. 


Q Just one question: I know you won't Slvedge the 
Assistant Secretary's travel plans, but would it be helpful at 


this point in time to have a meeting with President Assad? And 
has President Assad changed his position in any way with regard 
to our efforts with the peace process? 


a The Syrian position is best stated by the Syrian 
Government. We said there is an option to add additional stops 
onto the visit, depending upon how the visit goes. We really 
have not made any decisions yet as to whether he's going to go 
to additional capitals. 


Q But would it be helpful at this point to talk 
with President Assad? Is he a key player as far as we see it 
now with regard to this process moving forward? 


a We've always said they have a major interest in 
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the process. We're in very close touch with them. Our 
ambassador sees the Foreign Minister, sees the President on a 
regular basis. We exchange a lot of communications. 


As you know, Ambassador Murphy, when he goes to the 
area, often visits Damascus, and it's still -- it does remain 
an option. 


Q How do you assess reports that an improvement on 
the USSR relations with Israel and the restoration of 
diplomatic relations will give Israel the opportunity to move 
forward in this peace process and possibly water down its 
objection to any movement in the are? 


a Really, it's highly speculative. We've always 
been in favor of Israel's being able to establish diplomatic 
relations with as many countries as possible. I think that's 
-- looked on that with favor. As to how that affects the peace 
process and how it will affect Israeli reactions to the peace 
process, that gets so speculative that even I'm nervous taking 
guesses. 


Q But some of your colleagues consider this as sort 
of a caveat or possibly a condition to improve the atmosphere 
four peaceful negotiations in the area in the context of this 
movement. They say that you'll see an improvement in the area 
when diplomatic relations between Israel and the Soviet Union 
will be restored. Do you share this assessment? 


rs) We've always said that the Soviet Union we don't 
think can play a helpful role now. When asked what does the 
Soviet Union have to do to play a helpful role, we've always 
said that while it does not recognize one of the key players, 
it's very dirficult to see it playing a helpful role. 
Therefore, by inference, we think it would add to the 
acceptability of a Soviet role if they recognized Israel; but 
whether or not that would mean that there can be major 
breakthroughs or the alignments are going to change, or the 
specific it would have, I really can't speculate on. 


MODERATOR: Last question. 

Q Who is going with Murphy? 

a He'll be taking along several people from the 
working level here at State, and one person at the working 


level at NSC. It's basically the same group that has traveled 
in the past. Rather not get into the specific names. 


Q A follow-up on the last question: do you 
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envisage any negotiations to start without, I mean and any 
result from it, without the USSR participation? Can you 


envisage any solution? 


4 We've seen an Egyptian-Israeli treaty without 
USSR participation; we've seen disengagement agreements in the 
Sinai: we've seen them in the Golan. There are ample 


precedents. 


Q Have we any idea how long Mr. Murphy will be away 
-— the time frame, you know, a week, two weeks? 


“ I think it's going to be a -- 

Q How much baggage is he taking? 

(Laughter) 

) You mean other than the people traveling with him 
-- (Laughter) -- or ideas? Right now, our estimate it is will 


be a shorter trip rather than a longer trip, as we say in 
diplomacy. 


Q Is there any connection between Mr. Murphy's 
visit and the current visit of Mr. Whitehead? 


A No. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 


(Laughter) 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SOVIET TRACKING CHEMICALS 
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 21, 1985, 12:47 P.M. 


Q Can you say without qualification that the United 
States does not use chemical substances in tracking other 
people? 


SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Other diplomats? 
Q Uh-huh. 
A No. We do not. 


Q How long have we known about this; how long have 
you been tacking it; how does it get on the people, et cetera? 
Just a few easy questions. 


A I.e., all the questions that I have. Alright, 
let me start with what exactly is a tracking agent. The KGB 
has at times used chemical substances on our personnel in 
Moscow and elsewhere to track them and the people with whom 
they come in contact. 


Chemicals used do not appear in nature and can 
therefore be traced effectively. fhe substances in question, 
which have been applied, as I said in the statement indirectly 
to Embassy personnel, leave deposits on the person or 
possessions of people with whom they've had contact. 


Now, if I might descend just a moment more into 
laymen's terms, what I mean by “indirectly” is that the 
substance, the tracking agent, could be placed anywhere -- on 
your car seat, steering wheel, doorknobs. 1 mean, literally 
anywhere. As I described it, it's a powdery agent. 


The Embassy employee comes in contact with it. It's a 
very persistent agent so that it doesn't disappear from 
wherever he happens to have touched it. He then, in theory, 
transfers this substance to anything he may come in contact 
with, be they people or -- 








Q Does he have to touch them? 


A Well, it has to be transferred. The agent is an 
agent. It has to be transferred from wherever it is on his 
person to the object or the person, and therefore it allows the 
KGB then to determine who may have had contact with Embassy 
agents. 


Q How is it detected. 


Q By what means? 
o By “what means" means what? 
Q How do you track it? How do you tell -- 


electronic or otherwise? 


a That's one of the operational details that I 
really can't go into. But you have to run, in essence, a 
chemical test in order to determine the presence of the a,ent. 
But it is detectable in very, very minute quantities and is 
persistent and therefore that's what makes :t useful for this 
form of endeavor. 


Q If you got it on your hands, does it not wash off 
with one washing, do you know? 


i) I won't get into those kind of details, but it is 
persistent. And as you're going to see throughout, we are now 
starting a more detailed investigatory process which will 
hopefully shed light on some of these kinds of questions. 


Q How long has this been going on? 
Q Did it appear inside the Embassy or only outside? 


a The question is, it appeared on our people; and 
our people move inside and outside. 


Q How did you first find -- 


is [ really have nothing further as to where. As I 
said, I gave you some examples. I think that's as far as I can 


go. 


Q How did you first find out about it? 


A [I might go to this general question of the 
timing. As L've said, tracking chemicals have been employed on 





occasion by the KGB for a number of years. Only last year, 
however, did laboratory tests reveal that the substances used 
might be harmful. At that time it was not believed that the 
use of the substances was sufficiently systematic or frequent 
to pose a health hazard to U.S. personnel. 


However, over the course of this spring and summer, 
there is now evidence that the KGB program is more widespread 
than we had thought. 


Again, to give you a bit more detail, we've known of 
the general use or existence of such sorts of chemical tracking 
agencies since the 1970's. Their use, however, was very 
sporadic, infrequent, to the best that we could determine. In 
fact, we believed that the Soviets had terminated using such 
agents even in these limited amounts that we had detected in 
1982. 


We simply did not detect any use between 1982 and the 
resurgence of more widespread appearances in the spring and 
summer of this year. 


Q Any evidence that they're using -- 


Q (inaudible) anytime, when you found out in the 
1970's this is the case? 


i Of course, at that point there was no reason for 
any warnings. The substances, as I said, were very sporadic, 
minute. There was no indication at all that there was any use 
of a scale, and the people who were experts in this will tell 
you that, 1 think, exposure is one of the key words here. That 
the exposure part of the equation in determining whether there 
is risk or not was in any way significant, and therefore the 
issue was not raised. 


Q But when were they first alerted to this? 


is} As I said in our statement, our Embassy personnel 
have been briefed this morning. There are other briefings for 
other members of the American community and diplomatic 
community. 


The United States Government -- we've been working on 
this particular case now, the evidence has been brought to our 
attention and based on our sampling in the spring and summer, 
it's a matter of the last few weeks only. 


Q Could we have a definition of the word 
“persistence." That can be used two ways. Does it mean it's 
persistent on the skin, or does it enter the bloodstream? 





a In fact -- and I won't go into a lot of detail 
since I'm not totally qualified; not hardly qualified. But in 
any case, most normally it would be external, dermal. It's 
conceivable that it could be ingested or inhaled, although 
that's apparently, at this stage, considered to be a lesser 
potential problem. 


Q In other words, it goes through the skin to the 
bloodstream? 


A Probably not. And, in any case, even it does go 
through the skin, the preliminary evidence would be that it 
would be metabolized in such a way that what would happen to it 
inside the body would not be dangerous. 


But I stress once again that all this is preliminary, 
that we're now starting a process -- we're back to a process 
again, Marvin -- of investigation that this will take some 
time. I'm told by the experts that to make a thorough animal 
study of the kind that's required, to have definitive results, 
is normally a question of years. Now, obviously, we're going 
to speed that process up to the extent possible and try to have 
some preliminary results well before that. 


I just want to emphasize once again that this is the 
nature of the situation as we see it. 


Q Do you see the United States Government bringing 
massive emigres of U.S. Embassy personnel to some hospitals in 
Europe for checks on them and exams that you are now 
undertaking, or possibly replacing all of the staff and 
bringing it to the United States and putting a new staff there? 


a No. At this point, we're briefing the Embassy 
personnel, of course, so that they'll be well aware of what the 
problem is as it's been uncovered, but that we don't have, as 
the statement said, any reports of illness occurring from these 
nor is there any reason, for example, for people to be removed 
from Moscow at this point. 


Q You talked about Embassy personnel. Is there any 
indication that other Americans working in Moscow, whether they 
be journalists or businessmen or other foreign diplomats, for 
that matter, have also been exposed to this? 


I) Our presumption is that they might well have 
been, and that's why the Embassy will be briefing not just the 
American community but journalists, American residents, other 
foreign diplomats who may have been targeted as well. 











Q Including journalists? You presume that 
journalists have also been tracked this way? 


i) We can't exclude it. [t's certainly a 
possibility, and therefore that's what we're pursuing. 


Q There's a presumption here that somebody had to 
put this substance in places where Embassy personnel could get 
at it so that most of the Embassy personnel is in the Embassy. 
So is one to assume that the KGB was able to get into the 
Embassy and sprinkle this stuff around? 


4 I don't think that necessarily follows. The 
examples I gave you, for example, of picking it up off your car 
seat, for example, or off of -—-— any kind of an object that you 
might routinely come in contact with could be the vehicle by 
which it passed to you. 


Q Your telephone? 


fs I suppose. Why not? You can't eliminate 
anything given the nature of the beast. 


Q In order for a tracking agent to be effective, 
one would think that it would have to be easily detectable, not 
through laboratory processes. In other words, the Soviets 
would be able to see it through infra-red, through some sort of 
easily detectable method. Is it not easily detectable through 
some sort of very portable -- 


A Well, you're talking about taking the equipment 
to the specimen. I said it's persistent. Therefore, it's 
possible to take the specimen to the equipment, if you will. 
Do you understand that? 


Q No. 

Q The point is, if you got some of this stuff on 
you and the KGB is tracking you, how does the KGB know where 
you've been? Presumably, they're not going to sit around for 
two months waiting for laboratory analysis. 


A No, no. They can do the analysis very rapidly. 
[I'm not saying that it's necessarily a difficult process, and - 


Q Do you know, in fact, how they do this? 


a They do it very rapidly, and that's speculation. 
I'm only saying that it's not that elaborate a process. It's 
not to know where you got it, but the fact that you have it. 





Q Do you know how the Soviets use this to track in 
terms of finding out where people have been? 


a I really can't comment on any operational aspects 
of this case. 


Q I didn't ask you how. I asked if you knew? 


i) Once again, to tell you if we knew or did not 
know would be an operational question. 


Q If this ended in 1982, how did we detect the 
resurgence this spring and summer? Were we testing for it in 
the interim? 


4 We routinely run all kinds of tests for various 
kinds of activities which may be mounted against us. This was 
one activity which had been known in the past and therefore 
people continued to be aware of, and it simply started showing 
up again; and then a pattern developed that this was not the 
sort of sporadic use that we had seen in the past but rather 
more widespread. 


Q Did it cover all the categories of Embassy 
personnel? 


is) All I'm prepared to say at this point is that 
some Embassy employees did obviously come in contact with it. 
The extent of exposure in the Embassy is exactly the reason we 
plan to send this NIH/EPA team out to Moscow That's the major 
purpose of their visit, is to look at this question of exposure 
and that we really won't have a feel for until some time has 
passed. 

Q Is the only concern the health or is there a 
political concern of using this sort of thing to track 
diplomats, whether it hurts them or not? 


A Well, our political concern, of course, is that 
this has been done. This is not a problem we created. It's 
something that's been done to us. 


We have no reason to believe that the Soviets 
consciously sought to impair the health of our employees, but 
that does not absolve them in any way for their responsibility 
for using chemicals of any kind against our people. That's 
totally inappropriate, potentially dangerous action by the KGB, 
and the Soviet leadership there is ultimate responsibility for 
whatever actions -- security services, or anyone -- and we 
demand that they stop immediately. 











Q Would there be a protest even if this stuff is 
found to be perfectly harmless? 


rs Exactly. 


Q There would be? 
os Yes. 
Q When was the protest made that you referred to in 


your statement? You said the United States has protested in 
its strongest terms; when was that? 


A The protests were made the day before yesterday. 
Q Here in Washington and in Moscow? 
i Washington and in Moscow. 


Could I ask a follow-up to my question? If that 
is the case, if the protest would have been made regardless, 
why wasn't it made ten years ago? 


) Only because the nature of the problem in those 
days. To repeat once again, it's really so limited and so 
sporadic as to have been of a completely different magnitude. 


In addition, the testing, as I mentioned, that was 
done on some of these compounds -- and in particular, I should 
say the testing was done on NPPD, which is one of the compounds 
-~- was done last year. And it's at that time that the testing 
showed that it was a mutagen -- and I can describe it more 
briefly that test, which is called the Ames fest -- and 
therefore when it showed up again this time, we therefore had 
much more serious concern than we would have had in the past. 


Q But you knew that the people had been exposed to 
this ten years ago, this agent. And if you Found out last year 
that it had potentially harmful consequences, why weren't 
people informed last year? 


A Only because the exposure level. The incidence 
of use was so Limited in those previous years that there was 
frankly no reason to believe that there was any kind of 
exposure that would be dangerous. 


Q Is your preparations for this briefing include a 
recap, by any chance, on the famous microwave? 





A Yes. As you know, we have on occasion detected 
microwave signals beamed at the Embassy at Moscow. As late as 
1983, we protested strongly to the Soviets about a beam which 
operated for a period of several months. 


You should be aware that a major study on this issue 
by the Johns Hopkins University in the Seventies concluded that 
the level of signals did not present a health hazard. We have 
taken precautionary measures in the Chancery building, but we 
believe that the microwaves, or other measures directed against 
our people, remain stopped. 


Q Is it your assumption that this has only been 
used in the Soviet Union? They don't use it in Washington, for 
instance? 


A In fact, it is our presumption that it is, or 
could have been or may have been used elsewhere in the world. 
There is evidence of one occasion of use in the United States. 


Q In Washington? 


ms I won't say where. But, in any case, as a 
general rule, because we can't exclude the possibility of its 
use, we have to consider it a possibility, and therefore we're 
investigating it on that basis. 


Q But so far as you know, is the Soviet Union the 
only country which uses tracking agents? Do we use them, or 
does anybody else use them? 


i] As I said before, we do not use chemical tracking 
agents in the way that the Soviets have been using them. 
Concerning what other countries do, I can't answer that. 


Q What do you mean “in the way?" 
(Inaudible). 
A Here, obviously, we're talking about diplomats as 


opposed, for example, to criminals. 


Q Is NPPD the most common of the tracking agents, 
and is there any indication that any other -- 


A But let me go back to that question. Regardless 
of what we're talking about, this sort of chemical-tracking 
agent, et cetera, is not used under any circumstances. If you 
ask the generic question about tracking agents, then the answer 
still, with diplomats, is no, but that's the extent of the 


answer. 





Q On NPPD, is that the most common of the tracking 
agents, and is there any indication that the other agents that 
are used are also carcinogenic? 


A Whether or not it's the most common, we can't 
say. We are doing the test, or will be doing very shortly the 
test on the other agents. 


Q What is your -- 


A Now, what I have to say here is that when I said 
these agents do not exist in nature, I mean, they don't. You 
cannot find them sitting on the shelf in any chemist's 
laboratory. They have to be specifically compounded and 
produced. Take the formula, you make the chemical. 


It's just not a chemical that's sitting around readily 
available, and therefore analyzable. We had to actually 
determine the formula and create it and analyze it. 


Q What's your presumption on why the Russians did 
this? 


A Well, I'm not sure I can answer that, really, to 
your satisfaction, other than to say what [ said a minute ago, 
that we have no reason to believe that it was consciously to 
impair the health; that it was, if you will, the KGB, zealous 
as ever, in attempting to do its job, and that --— and therefore 
have plunged into this in a rather unfortunate way. 


Q But to do their job in terms of tracking U.S. 
diplomats or in terms of tracking Soviet people who come in 
contact with U.S. diplomats? What? 


A Well, I think the answer's obvious, probably. In 


terms of tracking U.S. diplomats, it's --— you know, it's where 
you've been that's important to them or with whom you've had 
contact. So I think the answer is the same whether --— it's 


just a question of whether you say you're tracking us or you're 
tracking the contacts; the net result is the same. 
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Q A follow-up on that -- 


Q Your chronology suggests that they reintroduced 
these substances immediately after Gorbachev assumed his 
duties. Do you attach any significance to that particular 
sequence? 


. No. We have no reason to do so. As I say, we 
really cannot find a good reason for why it should have resumed 
when it did, why we should have at least began to detect its 
resumption v>°.: we did. 


Q Do you in fact know, through whatever channels, 
that this stuff has been used against other nationalities? 


6 No. I1 don't have any confirmation on that. 


Q What's their response for your protest? Did they 
acknowledge that, or did they deny that? 


i) We don't characterize our diplomatic exchanges. 
I can't go beyond that. 


Q Is this the sort of thing that you would expect 
the Secretary to take up with Mr. Shevardnadze when they meet? 


a We've raised before and will no doubt raise again 
the serious dangers to our relationship caused by actions of 
Soviet military and security services. This is a serious 
matter, and we'll treat it as such in our meetings. 


Q Can you say what part of the body our tests are 
picking up this NPPD from? 


a Well, first of all, I'm not sure that you should 
assume that you necessarily pick it up from humans. As I said 
before, you may detect it where it has been deposited, waiting 
for someone to pick it up. And, again without claiming to be 
an expert on that question, I would say it's more likely that 
it's the latter rather than the former where it's detected. 


Q We're not picking it up on people? 

A [I'm not saying we're not I'm only saying that 
it's probably more likely that in doing your tests of 
equipment, possessions, households, those kinds of things, 
you're going to pick it up 


Q Did Shultz already raise this in Helsinki? 


a Did he already raise it? 








il 


Yeah. 


> #0 


Our protest was this week. 


I know. I know. But you -- 


Q 

“ We became aware of this -- 

Q Couple of weeks ago, you said. 
a 


Couple of weeks ago. 


Q Could I just follow up, you say here that it's 
where you've been and it's important with who you've had 
contacts. Has the Embassy had any evidence that as a result of 
this that people that they've had contacts with have been 
picked up by the Soviet Government? 


i l frankly can't give you any information of an 
operational nature, and that falls into that category. 


Q When you said before -- you said before that you 
presumed that it may have affected others outside diplomatic 
channels. Is that just a presumption, or do you have hard 
evidence? 


a To the best of my knowledge now, that's a 
presumption. But, once again, I stress that's why the NIH/EPA 
team is going out there, to look at exactly this question of 


exposure. 
Q Is this a chemical that we've ever seen before? 
A No. That we've ever seen? 
Q Yeah. 
i As the U.S. Government. 


Q That's right. Does it exist in any -- for any 
purpose whatsoever besides the Soviets making it to do this job? 


A lL believe that your latter characterization is 
correct. 


Q How many people do you think may have been 
exposed? 


a How many? 
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Q How many people do you think were exposed? 


“ I have no estimate at this point, and then I 
would have to refer you once again to the results of the team 
which goes out. 


Q Since you say this can't be absorbed as a 
carcinogen, are we talking about skin cancer? 


o I'm not prepared to answer that. In fact, I'm 
not saying it's a carcinogen yet. We're saying that it was 
tested to be a mutagen, that mutagens which --— that chemicals 
which fail this test, i.e., are mutagens, there is a 
correlation with being carcinogenic in human beings. 


Q But you said it cannot be absorbed into the 
bloodstream. It stays on the skin. 


i) I'm not saying -- I did not say could not be 
absorbed, and I frankly can't answer that question directly. 


Q Is this purely a Russian technology? It's not 
something that someone like James Walker gave them? 


(Laughter) 


Q Is there an effort being made to clean this up, 
and how are we going to know if the Soviets do heed our warning 
and stop doing it? I mean, if this stuff is so persistent. 


i) Well, we hope that our demarche which has been 
extremely forceful, as you can imagine, will do the job, and 
that there will be no further use. Clearly, we will continue 
to be alert to it, and to -- you know, to use the same kind of 
vigilance that allowed us to pick it up in the last -- 


Q it can't be eradicated? I mean, can you get rid 
of the traces that are -- 


i) Over time. As I say, it's persistent, so, I 
mean, who knows that there may not be some object out there 
somewhere that may still be contaminated. I mean, that clearly 
is an unanswerable question. 


Q I may have misunderstood -.- 


) But wherever we find it, we'll wipe it off, I 
guess. 


(Laughter) 
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Q Would you describe the timing here? 


Q Could you give us aft assessment of any damages it 
caused the United States aside from health? National 
security? Is there anything important we have lost this way? 
Any secrets that were given over? I mean, do we know any way 
this has -- 


i I have nothing further than what I have given you 
already on the implications of this. 


Q Okay. My other question is, how do we track 
Soviet diplomats here? 


a Well, that's again an operational question. We 
do not do it in this way. 


Q But how do we do it? Give us some 
characterization. That's only fair. 


a No. I'm sorry. I'm not going to get into that 
question. 


Q Since you almost said that this has been 
discovered before and it's -- now you are coming to reveal this 
in this way and filing this protest. Is the timing of the 
meeting between Gorbachev and President Reagan have something 
to do with this -- that you make an announcement now to 
embarrass the Russians, or the meeting between Mr. Shultz and 
this Russian Foreign Minister -- to embarrass the Russians 
again? 


a No. 


Q Why didn't you make this before now we are making 
it -- the timing of your announcement. Is it used massively in 
the Embassy now, or whatever it is used? 


A [I think the answer to that question is clear from 
what I've said. It's only within the past several weeks that 
we have become aware of the nature of the problem. As I said, 
the evidence began to accumulate in the spring and into the 
summer . 


When we became aware of the knowledge of the 
sufficiency of the evidence to indicate that there could be a 
potential problem, obviously, we took a close look at it. We 
decided it was necessary, clearly, to brief .- to be candid 
with our employees in Moscow as well as other Americans or 
others who may have been exposed to it; and, at the same time, 
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since we were briefing them this morning, thought that it was 
best to make it public. 


It's not our -- I don't want to, if you will, to 
minimize the question. It's a very important one. But, 
nonetheless, we did this briefing, we publicized it because we 
want to make sure it's put in perspective. It's a serious 
problem. It's a problem, however, as I've described it, as the 
statement described it. It's a fact, it's not a fantasy. It 
exists, and as a consequence it's something we simply have to 
deal with regardless of whatever else may be on the agenda. 


Q Can you give us any help at all with the numbers 
here involved, without being specific on the numbers? You said 
earlier that only a few cases or small number of cases in the 
past, then in the spring and summer a much larger number of 
cases. Are we talking about, you know, a few dozens before, 
hundreds now? Can you give some characterization to give us an 
idea of the magnitude of the problem? 


a No. Only that as you've repeated it, very 
sporadic and infrequent use until this spring and summer when 
there was evidence of much more widespread use. And when you 
say “cases,” 1 trust you're not referring to human beings, 
because, as I said earlier, there's no one - we have no 
evidence of anyone being ill at this time because of it. So 
that what we're talking about is cases of detection, if you 
will, or knowing about the presence of the substances. 


Q Are you suggesting that virtually everybody in 
the Embassy has in some way come in contact with this? 


a Not at all. I <= in fact, [ have to go back 
again to the fact that that's why the team is going out. We 
simply don't know enough at this time to make that judgment. 


Q How many people are employed in the Embassy, and 
in the briefings what kind of numbers are we talking about, the 
people that are being briefed, the number of people? 


i) [I'll have to get that information for you. I 
don't know All 1 can say is that there were a series of 
briefings today, starting with all adults and adult dependents, 
and not just officers 


Q American diplomats? 


is Yeah. first the Embassy community, and then l'm 
not quite sure how (hey were structured, but there were a 
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series of briefings then to bring in other Americans associated 
with the Embassy, I think, including journalists, and then 
there will be likewise briefings -- 


Q Is this at the Embassy itself? 
a Yes. 


Q Will the United States Government make the 
evidence available to other countries who will ask to track 
this possible abuse against other diplomats and other 
residents, foreign diplomats and residents of other countries 
in the Soviet Union? 


A I really can't comment on that intelligence 
exchange question. 


Q Did the Soviet Union accept the protest? 
4 Accept the protest? 


Q The protest note. Yeah. I mean, governments 
have been known to refuse to accept protest notes. Did they 
accept it? 


a Well, when we're talking abou! protests, you 
assume it's a piece of paper. 


Q Are you telling us it's not a piece of paper? 


A Well, it doesn't have to be, but, in any case, 
the protest was made 


Q Verbally? 
a I have no further characterization. 


Q Does the agent give a wide variety of 
mutagenicity? Caffeine, for example, turns out to be fairly 
highly mutagenic on the Ames test. Can you characterize the 
degree of mutagenicity that you get from this test on NPPD? 


A I can't, simply because for the moment, you know, 
the information is too tentative. We don't want to give out 
the exact details. Only to say that the results were 
sufficiently important to convince us that it certainly is 
worth doing these further studies on. 


Q Can you characterize this NPPD as a powder or as 
a liquid? Do you believe it's sprayed in as an aerosol? 
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A I said it's a powdery substance. 

Q It's a powdery substance. Is it visible? 
a Uh -- 

Q To the naked eye. 


i) It can be visible. That would probably be pretty 
poor trade craft technique. 


Q That's what I -- 
Q Exactly. (Laughter) 
Q Is the primary -- 


Q Can you say whether the one case in the United 
States was this -- in this last wave this spring and summer, or 
was it some time ago? 


a I can't answer that question. 
Q Is the primary concern the fact that -- 


Q Can you say if it was done by the Soviets in the 
United States or by some other group that might use a similar 
technique? 


A Well, when we're talking about the use of this 
agent in this particular case, we're talking about the same 
people. 


Q Is the primary concern that this is being used as 
an intelligence-gathering sort of activity, or is it the health 
hazard, because it sounds like used on a small scale that it 
doesn't raise any alarm or doesn't present any risk. Is it the 
health of the -- the health factor that is of prime concern? 


fs) Most definitely. That's the real problemm here. 
As I say, we hope that the test will prove that there really is 
no or little risk from this, but that is not certain, and the 
fact that such an agent has been used that has these 
characteristics is what most concerns us. And, as [ said 
earlier, whether or not it turned out to be carcinogenic or 
not, the fact that chemical substances such as these are being 
placed where we're exposed to it is of grave concern. 
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Q dhen I asked a very similar question to the last 
one, I thought you gave me a considerably different answer. 

A If we go on long endugh, you may get some other 
answers. 

(Laughter) 


a) Is it just the health aspect, or is the espionage 
aspect also important? Are we concerned about who the KGB may 
be picking up as a result of contact with U.S. diplomats? 


A I think it goes without saying that that would 
concern us. But what does concern us most of all and 
regardless of the intelligence implications, which I would call 
operational, are the human aspects, and that's what our protest 
is lodged against more than anything else. 


Q What was the level of the diplomats who were 
exposed to it? Did the Ambassador -- was he exposed to this 
chemical? 


a I have no comments on how many, who, other than 
to say that that's what the team is going to look into. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 1:20 p.m.) 
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SENIOR DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: [Thanks very much. Just a 
word of apology for postponing this. I've been debating in my 
. own mind what is the distinction between a high official and a 
chain smoker, but I didn't get very far so I thought I better 
come downstairs. 


Let me make a few introductory points about where we 
are in southern Africa, our views of the situation in South 
Africa -—- 


Q Excuse me. We don't yet know whether you're a 
‘senior official or Administration official, State Department. 
Has that point been made? 


Q A chain smoker. 

A A senior State Department official, I guess, is : 
adequate. 

Q Senior State Department? 

Aa Right. 


So a few general points of setting context here. I 
think it's pretty clear that there's no debate in this country 
about apartheid, and our record on that issue could not be more 
crystal clear. We want to see it ended. 


We are often asked if we're pleased or disappointed, 
and I think the point that needs to be stressed is that we're 
going to be disappointed until apartheid is ended. So that, I 
think, is the place to start 


The debate in this country, the issue, is how to end 
it, and there is a lot of debate about that. Quite obviously 
there are limits to our influence. We do have influence. And 
so the issue is, how do we use what we have? But ultimately I 
think we all have to recognize that the shaping of South 
Africa's future is for South Africans to work out. It is they 
who must get on with it and get on with it now. 








The third point I would make is that unquivocally in 
our judgment there is a process of reform which has begun in 
South Africa. We have encouraged that process. We have seen 
concrete reform, a reform which is positive. 


We believe that it is vital if we're to be credible 
and constructive that we not hesitate to express our view when 
we see things that take place that are positive just as we not 
hestitate to express our view when things take place that are 
negative. We're doing both. 


In recent months -- and that's my next point -- there 
clearly has been a sharp deterioration in the climate in South 
Africa. There have been setbacks; setbacks felt above all by 
the people who live in that country and that region, but felt 
by the overwhelming majority of Americans as well. 


The climate I'm referring to is one in which we have 
seen violence and polarization come to the fore, and in which 
we have seen the reform process that [I am talking about stalled. 


Faced with this situation of recent months -- the 
cycle of violence really goes back about 12 months but has 
degenerated in more recent months - we have taken firm actions 
and expressed clear views. I don't know of any Western 
government that has done more in that regard On the 
contrary. I see a number of governments rushing to catch up. 


In addition to whet our government has done, and what 
the American people are doing and saying themselves, the 
markeplace is expressing its own judgments as the climate of 
confidence has eroded in recent weeks. 


The point I'm getting at is this. [That our policy is 
shaped with reference to realities and e_ents on the ground; 
has always been and should be. We watch carefully what is 
taking place. We respond and take action whether in public or 
private channels as is appropriate, and we will continue to do 
so. 


There is much talk in our land about the sending of 
signals. We have sent a good many. If more are needed, we 
will send them. 


Now what is it we are asking that we would wish to see 
take place in South Africa? We strongly believe that it is an 
urgent priority for the Government of South Africa and its 
opponents to have dialogue and negotiation leading to the end 
of apartheid. 





The State President of South Africa has said that he 
wants negotiation, and that he wants negotiation about some big 
political issues. But he has so in @ manner so opaque as to be 
difficult to understand and in a manner which has led to 
further confusion It's pretty evident that, to date, his most 
recent remarks have not engaged black leadership in such a 
process. 


What is clearly needed is talking and negotiating and 
constructive signals to build a better climate, not jailing and 
beating and bombing and burning. We don't think it's 
appropriate for us to be endorsing violence from any quarter. 


We do not ignore the obligation of any government to 
maintain order. That isn't the issue. The issue is that 
repression in this climate, in this context, does not diffuse 
the atmosphere. fIhat climate must be diffused 


The Botha government has said that it wishes to cross 
the Rubicon ['m referring back to the speech of the State 
President of August 15 It is the meaning of that phrase that 
must be clarified, and it is the substance of that phrase that 
must be negotiated As far as we're concerned, that phrase has 
meaning when the issue is not whether apartheid is to be ended 
but when and how 


In sum, we have limited influence We're using it for 
the things, for the goals that we believe all Americans support 
in South and southern Africa Reform, constructive change. an 
end to apartheid, reduced cross-border violence, Namibia 
settlement, and so forth. That's how we see it 


Let me take your questions 


Q You said Botha's speech was opaque and difficult 
to understand, but I thought he came across very strongly; that 
he said he was prepared to talk to elected black leaders, he 
was prepared to talk to leaders of the homelands which excludes 
the vast majority of people who -. leaders who would be 
followed, and ['m a bit mystified as to exactly what process of 
negotiation you think he was offering 


A We're not here to interpret or to explain things 
which haven't been explained to us It is not clear what 
negotiation process he was offering It may well be that there 
are a number of conversations that are taking place privately 
I don't think it's for us to define how a negotiation ought to 


occur 








Wwe do have the impression that the government, in 
fact, is in contact with leaders who are not elected as well as . 
some who are. 


Q In the Washington Post today, the chain-smoking 
official said that one of the things he would like to see the 
U.S. Government do -- what the South African Government should 
do -- excuse me -- is to see people released, to see the state 
of emergency ended, and to move onto negotiation. You've 
talked here about moving onto negotiation now. 





Why, when the state of emergency was first proclaimed 
by the South African Government, did the State Department not 
stand up and state loud and clear that it wanted the state of 
emergency ended? 


) As far as I recall, that's what we have said. We 
want to see the violence ended. 


Q I don't think that's what the Department said at 
all. 


Q It took ten days, I believe, before you said it 
flatly. 


Q It took quite awhile before the position 
emerged. And [ was wondering, since one is left then with the 
impression that -. the impression may work on the Government of 
South Africa and it may work on the State Department as well. 


Have you changed your view? Do you think now that 
calling for an end to the state of emergency when so much has 
passed can accomplish that aim? 


a I don't see a change in our view We look at the 
state of emergency as one of several things that's got to come 
to an end. We have said we cannot condone violence from any 
quarter, and that very much remains our view We would like to 
see the whole climate, that is a deteriorating one, stablize 
and get to the point where people stop killing each other and 
stop throwing things at each other, such that a better 
environment for dialogue would exist 


I don't think we can take individual pieces of that 
and point fingers in individual directions Obviously, the 
whole situation on the ground in the black townships of South 
Africa is very tense, very violent, very polarized. So we're 
not defending the state of emergency, we're saying that the 
violence should end 





a Q Are you saying that the state of emergency should 
end? ‘ 


i) Yes, as should everything else that comes under 
that category of violence. 7 


Q There have been outbursts of violence in South 
Africa in past, and I'm not sure whether this one exceeds any 
of those of the past. But it has been possible for South 
Africa to restablize its status quo several times in the past. 


Do you believe it is possible for South Africa to 
restablize again without an end to apartheid? 


a I think that's a question that's being put in 
such stark terms that it's a little bit hard to get a handle on 
-~ “without an end to apartheid.” I guess I would say never 
say never on that one. 


Clearly, the ending of apartheid is a process. As we 
have said on a number of occasions, that process, in a sense, 
has begun but the big issues have not yet been negotiated, have 
not yet been addressed, such that it's very unclear to us and 
to others who are participants where it's going. 


Q Can I ask a question about your policy? It seems 
to me that your policy is largely rhetorical, that you really 
can't think of anything that we really can do except give 
little speeches about how much we oppose apartheid but you 
don't plan to do anything. You don't endorse any kind of 
sanctions or any kind of pressure besides rhetorical 
pressures. Is that a correct perception? 


) No, it is not. The policy is one which has been 
defined from this roster by numerous people in similar terms. 
It's one of using the influence you have to back the goals you 
believe in. And the influence you have is a function of being 
there, of having channels that work, of using those channels, 
of having tangible programs which we have in South Africa to 
back our goals of black advancement, and so forth. 


In addition, we believe that the presence of our firms 
in South Africa is a positive pressure and force for change. 
So that's what we are really saying. We're saying that you use 
what you have and you work with what you have You roll up 
your sleeves and you use it 


To say that the policy is a question of public 
statements, [ think, totally misses the point There have been 





others who have said that our policy is one of quiet 
diplomacy. That is not accurate either. We have spoken out 
You can hear I've got a scratchy voice; we have spoken out a 


lot, and we will if we see 


But, no it is not 
would ask those who see in 
like a barn on this or that 
Because it's our judgment, 
limited, is at the margins, 


it's appropriate to do so. 


a question of rhetoric. What we 
various instant fixes or quick fixes 
is, what do you do the next day? 

in fact, that our influence is 

and that none of the kinds of 


things that are being discussed are going to bring coercive 


pressure to bear. 


(Continued on next page) 








Q Then the question. obviously -- a follow-up 
question to that would be you've been pursuing this policy for 
more than four years. rolling up your sleeves an using what 
influence you have, and by your own description of events. 
they've gone to hell recently 


Now, does that suggest to you that your policy is a 
failure? 


ra No, it doesn't I think it depends very much on 
whether or not one is prepared to look at anything in an 
historical context Should one have concluded that the 
policies pursued in the Forties. Fifties and Sixties were a 
failure -- those are the years in which apartheid was being 
built and designed and created and set in place -- or that the 
policies pursued in the Sixties and Seventies were when you 
first began to see the tiniest chinks in the monolithic 
structure of apartheid 


No. Not at all Wwe don't see it that way There has 
been concrete movement in a number of important areas of South 
African society There have been a number of specific 
apartheid laws that have been dismantled. and there have been 
commitments of principle made on some much broader issues. but. 
as [ said, with such vagueness that we don't yet know what it 
means 


Q As a follow-up to that question, constructive 
engagement has been known for quite some time now, but you find 
that since that time the South African hold on Namibia has 
become more entrenched and the violence in South Africa has 
become escalated And Botha, in his August 15th speech was 
kind of belligerent and disdainful of outside suggestions 


Would you say these are attributes of a successful 
constructive engagement policy, and how credible -- you say 
constructive engagement is not mandatory, but how credible 
would you say has been the influence of U.S. on South Africa, 
Given the radicalization Botha gives the impression that he 
can follow his own mind and wouldn't give a damn what the 
outside world says 


a lhere are several aspects to your question One 
of them is the question of defining what intiuence we do have 
We have pushed along a framework for a settlement of that 
Namibia problem to the point that some basic principles for a 
settlement have been agreed But it has not gone beyond that 
and the current climate in South Africa, of course, is not 
particularly conducive to movement on these other issues 





But the point that I think needs to be emphasized in 
such questions as yours is the fact that the kind of approach 
we're taking of active involvement in solving regional problems 
and using our influence is within the mainstream of policy e 
traditions in this country that go back to the 1960s. 


We have sanctions in place, some of them which clearly 
dissociate ourselves from the South African Government. We are 
sending signals We'll send more signals if we feel we need to 


Q Rlong those lines - 


Q Does this call for a change of tack, given those 
circumstances now? 


i I'm simply saying that this is the way we see it 
today. We will call it as we see it. 


Q I want to talk about the sanctions that the 
Congress, by the State Department's own analysis, is likely to 
pass and send to the President Would they be helpful in any ° 
way in South africa? Do you expect the President to veto them, 
and, if he does not veto them, I wonder if that would be a 
fundamental change in your policy of constructive engagement? 


a You've asked three or four questions there 
Q Three 
a The legislation that came out of the House/Senate 


conference, and which the Senate has not yet acted upon, as we 
have said repeatedly, includes elements that we see as positive 
and constructive elements which are consistent with current 
policy, and some elements with which we have some problems, and 
we've said so 


Secondly, I cannot go beyond what 1 and others have 
said because the President has made it clear that he will 
decide this issue when the legislation reaches his desk So I 
think that's really about as far as I can go on that one 


We clearly have in place a number of measures of 
dissociation from South Africa, South African policy, and 
institutions of apartheid That is a fact But I'm not sure 
what your final point really is, then. Do you want to restate 
it? 


Q Yes Il wonder if the President does not veto 
these sanctions, whether that would be a change in the 
constructive engagement policy in your view?’ 





“ I'll put it this way: Under any number of 
scenarios, if you have legislation go through at the end of the 
day which includes some of the elements in that bill, you still ° 


have to ask yourself the question, “What do you do the next 
Gay? Because the passing of such a bill is not going to end 
apartheid. You still have to have a policy. You still have to 
be involved if you believe in a constructive U.S. role in the 
region. 


Q If U.S. influence is now so limited and if. as 
you said, the situation there, t's process of reform has 
stalled, is it time for the Admir.stration to look at making -- 
taking some actions -- not just speaking more loudly, but 
taking some new actions. You say we have sanctions in place, 
but send more signals if we need to. Are you considering 
sending new signals in the form of actions on the part of the 
Administration independent of what the Hill does? 


“ Oh, sure. We do that every day. That's what 
it's all about. We look at a situation, as I've said, as it - 
evolves. The various high-level meetings that have taken place 
in recent weeks are a part of that process. Public statements 
are a part of that process. The fact that we pulled our 
Ambassador out to dissociate ourselves from a South African 
regional policy that we cannot associate with several months 
ago is part of that process, and we look at it as we see it. 
So I'm not saying that we're foreclosing anything. 


Q So what are you opening up to then? What are the 
possibilities? What might you do? 


A I'm paid to be a diplomat. I think ['ll leave it 
there. 


Q On that issue, what sort of message does it send 
to the South Africans when the President referred to the Botha 
Government as a reformist regime and says that the South 
Africans have ended segregation in public places? 


a I'm glad you asked that question, because it 
seems to me it gets to the nub of a lot of the current debate. 
As I said in my opening statement, we don't think it's right 
for us to hesitate to state that which we see as positive any 
more than we should that which is negative 


The President has said that the Botha Government has a 
commitment to reform or is a reformist government. I share 
that view 100 percent In the context of the politics of that 
country, that's what that government is That is not to say 





10 


that we endorse the changes that have occurred as adequate 
They're not. 


It is not to say that we sense that black South 
Africans accept them as adequate. [hey do not They reject 
them. It is not to say they've gone far enough They 
haven't. But to pretend that there is not a process of change 
which has begun in South Africa is to totally misread the 
situation in that co ry. That's what we're saying. 


Q But just following up on that question, doesn't 
the President's remarks -- and we've had half a dozen such 
instances in recent weeks or months -- constitute a problem in 
terms of making American policy appear confused and divided 
because the President only emphasizes the positive. He always 
seems to say the Government is doing fine or is trying to do 
the right thing and violence is caused by black agitators, 
etc., etc. 


What does the world, and particularly South Africa, to 
conclude other than Ronald Reagan is their best friend? 


i I don't know about that phrase “best friend " 
Perhaps a man of honesty and commitment to what he sees is a 
better way to put it President Reagan six months before any 
other Western Government actually woke up, sade some comments 
last December on the occasion of the annual Human Rights Day 
about where South Africa ought to be going - statements that 
speak loud and clear about what he sees as wrong with that 
society and where it ought to be going in order to get itself 
towards a decent and just system not based on race 


So to imply that somehow the President of this country 
is sending signals of endorsement of the status quo or that 
limited changes are all that is needed is just inaccurate 


Q I would like to ask you whether you're at all 
hopeful at this time in light of the banning of COSAS and the 
jailing of most of what I would assume black South Africans 
view as credible leaders -- those affiliated with the UDF and 
other organizations -- are you afraid that there's just no room 
now for a dialogue between credible black leaders and the Botha 
Government, or are there still black leaders out there who the 
government can negotiate with? 


a I wouldn't want to confine the definition of 
“credible” quite as narrowly perhaps as your question implies 
Obviously, that group and other groups affiliated with the vuDdF 
are among those that are credible as we see it But the South 
African political spectrum is quite a complex one 
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That said, it's obvious to us that a process of 
bannings and detentions and jailings that in fact incarcerate 
the leadership of some of these organizations is 
counterproductive. It fouls the atmosphere. It makes it 
harder for people to participate in whatever it is that's on 
offer, and we have said so repeatedly We feel that very 
strongly It simply is not conducive to the defusing of this 
situation down there. 


So we expect to see and wish to see things move, I 
would say. in the opposite direction. Precisely how that takes 
place is @ complicated matter, and this is another point I wish 
to stress. We are seeing both sides -- that is, the government 
and its opponents -- erect conditions or preconditions to 
dialogue. The government bears a special responsibility in 
this regard, and we recognize that, but the process of 
negotiation could be stalled indefinitely if everybody indulges 
in their search for preconditions. 


Q You basically have restated longstanding policy » 
with some new flourishes. Is your appearance here based on 
your perception that your policy is widely misunderstood? And, 
if that is correct, how is it misunderstood by the public? 


) I think my appearance here is simply based on the 
fact that my good colleagues in the Public Affairs Bureau urged 
that I answer the mail because there were a few people who 
wanted to ask some questions So that's the context in which 
we're here. 


Sure, there's a lot of debate in the country, and 
we're part of that. We recognize that. As ['ve said, I don't 
think the debate's about apartheid; it is about what works and 
what doesn't work. And, in part, it's about what is really 
going on down there, and what are we really doing? I think 
it's vital that we get our case across as to what we are doing 
in this context, what we believe in, and that people know what 
American policy is. [There are some people who are defining it 


in ways that are simply inaccurate . 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q You mentioned earlier in your statement that the 
market place is having its own form of judgment at this time. 
I'd like to know what signals the Administration will send to 
American corporations, banks, the Federal Reserve, and other 
economic and financial institutions as South Africa comes now 
with its hat in its hand, asking for relief on those economic 
' and financial points. 


What signal does the Administration have to those 
sectors? Would you suggest that they renew loans, extend 
loans, and so on? Would you suggest that they not do that? 
What is your position on that? 


4 The question suggests that I've got more buttons 
on my telephone than [ really have. The institutions that 
you're referring to in the private sector are making up their 
own minds, and they are voting with their transfer clerks, I 
guess you could say. They are -- 





Q The Government of South Africa is also making up 
its own mind, and you still send signals. So I'm asking what 
signals are you, or would you, send to those institutions? 


Is) We're not sending signals to the private sector 
in this country apart from the broad theme that we have 
stressed for years, and we have stressed repeatedly through 
many administrations that economic growth in South Africa is an 
element of pressure for change. That we have said and will 
continue to say. 


We, obviously, are not in favor of disinvestment -- 
we've said so repeatedly. But the decisions that are being 
made on the basis of economic and political risks by banks in 
the current situation are theirs to make. 


Q Do you believe that the ANC -- I'd like to have 
your view on the ANC now -- and do you feel that that should be 
a part of this negotiation and dialogue that you're calling for 
so urgently? 


A Well, the ANC we look at as, obviously, one of a 
number of important political parties in this situation. We 
obviously would feel as well that the government should be 
reaching as broadly and widely as it can, and that includes the 
ANC. I mean, for us to say the government shouldn't talk to 
the ANC would be madness. 
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You may have seen certain reports which suggest that 
certain South Africans are in touch with elements in the ANC. 
That's fine. No reason not to have the broadest possible 
dialogue. 


There was a follow-up on the earlier question. Here. 


Q Do you think that the financial situation, in 
particular, has deteriorated to such an extent and so rapidly 
that the U.S. would be inclined to participate in an effort to 
shore up confidence in South Africa's financial sector, either 
through encouraging U.S. commercial banks to continue extending 
loans or through the extension of exceptional lines of credit, 
or participating in something like a gold swap? Is there 
something that the U.S. Government is inclined now to do? 


A Well, I don't have any announcements to make in 
that regard, if that's what you're asking. The banks, as I 
said, the private banks here and abroad are reaching their own 
conclusions. They are doing so in general without reference to 
their governments -- that's the way free societies work. If we 
were to try and sell something in particular, some line to the 
private banks, I'm not sure they'd listen. [They have to make 
their own minds up on these things. 


As concerns other points you raised -- I mean we're 
talking about several different institutions, and I would, if 
you have questions specifically that relate to Treasury or the 
"Fed," I would urge you to put those questions to them. But 
there are no decisions that I'm aware of that have baen made in 
that regard. 


I wanted to ask you, you've been using phrases 
all along like, “It's opaque what Botha meant," and, “It's 
clear that this Administration has expressed its dismay with 
the way that the South Africans have reacted to the violence, 
as they traditionally have." 


Is it the perception of this Administration that it 
may well be that Botha has no blueprint for the future, and 
that this administration current in South Africa is actually 
one that is reacting, one that is incapable of taking the 
leadership necessary to get this dialogue underway? 


a I don't know if the Government of South Africa 
has a grand design or a blueprint as to what the end of the 
process would be. In a certain sense, we find it encouraging 
that there seems to be more and more recognition on all sides, 
that to get there vou need negotiation. But I think the point 
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that you're really stressing is the short-term one, does the 
government know how to get the thing started? Does it know how 
to break the current cycle of deterioration that ['ve been 
referring to? If so, they haven't shared it with us. 


Q Could you give me an assessment of how serious 
you think this financial crisis is in South Africa? And has 
there been one similar to this in recent years or decades? 


A On the last point, there have been capital flight 
situations and exchange control measures taken in times of 
political emergency or crisis conditions -- unrest conditions. 
I can recall two such cases in 19 -- during the Sharpeville 
events, shortly thereafter, and in the 60's, and then again 
after Soweto's uprisings in ‘76. 


Since this is a relatively recent phenomenom here, I 
think it's too soon to make a judgment. We see large figures 
bandied about in terms of the need to roll over short-term 
credits -- and those are large sums of money; but I don't think 
we know yet how it will come out. 


Q Still on the banking situation, I'm confused 
because you talked initially about areas where the U.S. could 
indeed use its influence and its pressure, and it would seem 
South Africa's pocketbook would be the best place to start. 
Why is the Administration shying away at this point from 
getting involved in the banking situation? 


a Well, the banking situation does not come to my 
desk here, and is a relatively recent phenomenom. You recall 
it was just a couple of days ago -- [ don't have the exact date 


-~- when measures were taken to close trading on the stock 
exchange, for example. So it's a very recent thing. 


I think our view, as I said in my opening comments, is 
that the marketplace is speaking and sending its own signal. 
We're talking about western influence, western involvement with 
South Africa, western pressure with South Africa. In doing so, 
we're talking not only about the actions, statements, and 
policies of governments; we're talking about the actions and 
policies of western institutions more broadly, many of which 
are very deeply involved in South Africa, and can be a 
constructive force. 


You're saying, basically, that there's a kind of 
a “hands off" attitude in the Administration toward the 
American banks and their dealings with South Africa, but the 
South Africans have one recourse, of course, an obvious one, 








which is that they could declare a debt moratorium. And since 
they've got something like $19 billion in external debt, that 
would certainly have some impact on the world financial 
markets, in fact, on credit around the world. 


You certainly can't stand back from that kind of 
situation with equanimity, can you? 


a No, no, we cannot. And I think one of the 
grounds for whatever decisions may have to be made in the 
coming weeks on this subject, it's clearly the broader one 
you're referring to, of the effect of any such crisis if it 
develops on the international financial situation more 
broadly. Another criteria is in the South African context. 


I guess the point I should make is just to bring this 
to a point, that issues of this kind are not the responsibility 
of the Bureau of African Affairs, and that at this stage, we're 
not making decisions about them 


Q Your comments in the last few minutes on the 
subject of the finances and the banking situation and so on 
leave me with the impression that what you are saying is that 
the private institutions are making their own judgment, and 
that you consider that those private institutions can be a 
constructive force in promoting change in South Africa. 


That peay $ me with the impression that you believe 
those private institutions are making the right decisions right 


now, and putting the pressure on South Africa. 


Would you care to correct that impression or let it 
stand, if you -- 


A No. I would just add a word. I'm not saying 
that those are correct judgments; they are realistic judgments, 
as they see them or they wouldn't be taking them. They're 
looking at the realities they've got to deal with. Those 
realities include the shape of the South African economy, the 
possibilities of getting others to participate in funding 
short-term paper, rolling over short-term paper; the salience 
of the issue internationally, the political heat they face in 
this country -- all sorts of factors. That's for them to 
decide. I believe in a plural society. 


MODERATOR: Make this the last question, please? 


Q What aspects of the pending sanctions legislation 
do you have a problem with that are different from policies 
already in effect? And the corollary question, isn't that 
legislation mostly symbolic? 
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A Well, on the last point, it's symbolic in the 
sense that I've heard very few of the advocates for the more 
punitive parts of the bill claim that they would have any 
predictable consequence on South African Government actions or 
behavior whatsoever, and the argument is being carried and 
argued on the basis of sending signals. 


So if that's an answer to your question, [I think 
that's the way I would look at it. It is not a set of measures 


that is going to cripple anybody. 


We have testified repeatedly we would be glad to get 
you versions of such testimony on the specifics and the details 
of a number of measures that are included in the most recent 
House-Senate conference bill. Rather than go through that and 
take all your time, I think it might be easier just to make 
that available. 


Q Are you going to be speaking out more on this 
kind of thing? Are you going to be speaking out more and 
having more people within the Department speak out on the 
subject of constructive engagement, trying to correct whatever 
misimpressions there are about the policy? 


A Well, most certainly, we're guing to respond to 
interest in the subject. I think that's the job we have to 
do. Yes. 


Q Thank you. 


Q South Africa has always dangled the bogey(man) of 
communism to entice and to seek western support, and that's why 
I suppose Botha only wants to talk with moderates. But with 
the escalating violence in South Africa, doesn't this hold the 
potential of radicalizing the moderates? 


And the second question: What's the position about 
the independence negotiations fer Namibia? 


A The answer to the first question is’ yes. 


The answer to the second question is a big longer. As 
I said, we have put our proposals forward to the key parties, 
Angola and South Africa, in March of this year, ideas aimed at 
accelerating movement to a compromise. Neither party has given 
us replies that we consider to be official, authoritative, or 
satisfactory. We continue to press both of them to get back to 
the negotiating table as rapidly as possible. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:15 P.M.) 
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DR. SPRINKEL: Thank you, Larry. As sost of you know, 
it's been our view for several sonths that « strong econosic rebound 
was slated for the last half of this year. We now see clear evidence 
supporting that view, and I want to firet reaffirsm our expectation 
that real growth in the 5 percent range in the last half of this year 
is expected and I'd like to give you some evidence supporting those 
conclusions. 


Our initial expectation was based on several factors: 
One, we knew that there had been strong sonetary growth since last 
fall. That typically leads to increased s i vont higher real 
economic activity. We also knew that leading indicators since late 
last year had been an almost -- @ continuous upward sove, including 
last gaonth. Finally, there were no real restraints in terms of 
higher interest rates, accelerating inflation, high inventories, that 
would sake it impossible for the recovery to occur. But it is very 
pleasing to see the strong evidence that I think is available that 
there has been a resurgence in economic activity. 


The President pointed out that total employment was up 
significantly -- last gsonth, 332,000. It's up 7.3 million since the 
President took office in January, 1961 and it's up 8.1 million since 
the recession low. The total unemployment rate, as you know, is at 
the lowest level since April of 1980. 


In the manufacturing area where we clearly have had some 
difficulties, employment was up in August -- modestly, but it was up. 
Average weekly hours rose from 40.3 to 40.5, which is a fairly 
significant increase in hours. You aleo may remember that 
productivity in manufacturing has risen substantially over the past 
three -- over the past year -- 3 and a half percent over the year. 
Last quarter it was up 7 and a half percent. So, that -- the 
necessary adjustment in the manufacturing industry has been 
substantial and we have improved our competitive position. 


If we turn to the auto area, again, good news reigns. 
Auto production this quarter is up sharply -- about 38 percent in the 
seasonally adjusted annual r: @. Also, sales for this quarter are 
running up very substantially. In August, they were up 31 percent. 
Now, part of that was due to intensive sales promotion efforts. So, 
31 percent may be a little high for what we ought to believe 
happened, but that's what the number shows. 


Construction expenditures has been revised upward for 
both May and June, and July expenditures were up in the construction 
area at a 15 percent annual rate. As you know, housing starts have 
been stuck at a fairly high level for some months, but sales of 
existing new one-family homes are up sharply over the past three 
months and we expect some improvement in starts in the months 
immeditely ahead. 


Farm output is coming out very well and this will add to 
real GNP in all of the quarters. Retail sales have been on the flat 
side, but recently retailers -- major retailers that I've talked 
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with, are reporting gains in August -- it's too early -- and into 
September. It's too early to say if thie is permanent, but at least 
it is happening. Finally, even the leading indicators continue to 
rise. So, again, we're quite optimistic about the sonths issediately 
ahead. 


Thank you. Yes, sir? 


Q Beryl, in -- the last tise uneaployment was this low 
was April, 1960. 


DR. SPRINKEL: The unemployment rate? 


Q Uneaployment rete. 
DR. SPRIWKEL: That's correct. 


Q Ana at that tise, candidate for President Ronald 
Reagan said that level of unemployment was « sign of disaster -- a 
failure of the previous edsinistration. S80, how, then, can it be -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: it's our expectation, as the President 
indicated in his remarks, that we will sake further significant 
reductions in the unespl t rate in the sonths ahead. We're not 
happy at the present level of unemployment. We expect it to come 
down further. 


Q What do you project for the end of the year? 


DR. SPRIMNKEL: We have not made @ precise projection, but 
I think we do believe that there'll be some further downward 
movement. It all depends on, number one, employment -- about which 
we're very confident -- but the labor force growth and that's very 
4ifficult to predict. 


9 Beryl? 
DR. SPRINK®L: Yes, sir? 


Q You said the fara output was going to help the 
growth rate for the rest of this year. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, sir. For the total year, because it 
is not included early on. 


Q What's the impact of the FCA troubles? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, there are great difficulties in the 
farm area and I'm not an expert and I prefer you reply to -- refer 
the details to the Departrjent of Agriculture. But, clearly, we have 
problems in the credit area. We have probleas from individual 
farmers. I spent a third of my life cn a farm, so I_ have great 
sympathy for their difficulties -- I went through the Great 
Depression when a lot of them went broke -- and we are giving very 
serious consideration to this problem. We have proposed to the 
Congress that we move toward an income support system and iet the 
market work so that we can increase our exports of agricultural 
products. 


Yes, sir? 
Q Ie thie -- 


Q If I can follow up, these credit problems are 
midterm, not short-tera? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, they're both fairly short and 
midterm. There are a sizeable number of farmers that have 
significant debt relative to their income generation and I's sure 
they feel it's quite short-tera. 
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Q Is this just civilian, or is it civilian and 
silitary -- the unesployszent figure? 


DR. SPRIMKEL: The figure that the President gave you and 
I gave was the totel. There was aleo a three-tenths percent decline 
in the civilian rate. 


Q So what is that rate now? 


DR. SPRINKEL: The civilian rate declined to, I believe, 
seven -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Seven percent. 
Q Seven -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. 


Q If -- as it appears sost of your gains were in the 
serVice sector over manufacturing, then -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: That's correct. 


Q -- how such sore can you expect for the rest of the 
year. I mean, how such sore do you expect the service sector to 
grow? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, the sanufacturing area, as you know, 
has been flat essentially, for perhaps, three quarters. However, if 
you look at how sanufacturing output has performed in this econoszic 
expansion from the recession low relative to services, it's grown 
more relatively than in other recoveries. Go, it isn't true that 
we're seeir~ | -- a de-industrialization of America. It is true 
that the sanufacturing sector is more sensitive to slowdowns and to 
pickups and we've just come through a slowdown. We think we're now 
moving into a pickup where there will be further expansion and 
manufacturing. And, of course, some companies in that industry have 
had very serious difficulties and continue to do so. 


Q So, has service grown as such as it’s going to? 
You're saying the -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo -- 


Q ~~ rest of the gains are going to come from 
manufacturing? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo, we expect service growth to continue, 
but we think there will be an increase in manufacturing output 4nd 
employment in the months immediately ahead. 


Yes, ma‘an? 


Q Beryl, Senator Lugar said that the sanctions bill 
that's up for final passage in the Senate is not -- it's not a 
sanctions bill -- it's not a disinvestment bill. Do you agree that 
banning computer technology and nuclear technology and the sale of 
Krugerrands is not in the category of punitive sanctions? 


DR. SPRINKEL: The plan -- as the President indicated, he 
will be addressing the subject shortly. He suggested I would talk 
about the economy and I plan to restrict myself to that. 

Q Well, I'm just asking your opinion about -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I know you are. I heard you. (Laughter.) 
But I have none. 








Q How is it affecting -- 


Q How essential is getting the trade deficit under 
control through either protectioniss or 3017? How essential is that 
in terms of the employszent picture? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, over the longer run, we t>ink it's 
very important that the trade deficit come down, that the <urrent 
account deficit become somewhat smaller than now, because what's 
happening, of course, is that foreign ownership of our assets -- net 
foreign ownership of our assets adjusted for what we're doing abroad 
is increasing et a significant rate. That happened, incidentally, 
from the beginning of this country up to World War I. We were a net 
Gebtor to the rest of the world and we've been moving back in that 
direction of late. So, over the longer run, it's extremely 
important, in sy opinion, that these adjustsents occur. 


Q Well, if I can follow up then, what would you say to wa 
those -- because it is a very big political issue right now -- what i 
would you sey to those Republican Senators who are up for reelection 
and whose constituents are very concerned about losing jobs to 
foreign competitors and therefore, putting in protectionist bills? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I would give the same answer that 
the President has given -- that we are creating jobs. We're creating 
significant jobs -- sore jobs than any other country in the world and 
almost as many combined as all the biggies. This § »%ccurring at « 
time when we do have some trade difficulties, so the + -- these two 
Gevelopments are not sutually inconsistent. That is, you can have 
some trade difficulties, as we have had; we can have a free trade 
policy, as we do have -- free and fair trade policy; and we can still 
create jobs. That's what we've been doing, that's what we plan to 
continue doing. 


Yes, ma‘an? 


Q You said earlier that the civilian unemployment rate 
was flat seven percent? 


DR. SPRINKEL: It declined three-tenths of one percent to 
seven percent. 


Q Was is the raw number and is that -- how does that 
compare to -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: The rew unemployment number -- I don't 
have that at ay fingertips, but I'll get it. 


Q Beryl? 
DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, ma‘an? 


Q Are you in favor of the Senate reining in the 
escalating money growth that we've had since June? 


DR. SPRINKEL: As I have stated publicly on several 
occasions, I do not believe it's appropriate for me, as Chairman of 
the Council of Economic Advisers, to comment publicly 





on monetary licy. That's the President's role and that's Jin 
Baker, the lef economic spokesman's role. 


Q Would it be detrimental to what you see for the -- a 
continued improvement in unemployment in the rest of the economic -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I'm sorry, I just cannot comment on that 
subject. 


Q Can you -- 


Q Well, there's a suggestion that a major factor in 
getting this number down to where it is is the youth unemploysent -- 
or employment rate. To what extent is that perhaps distorted by the 
fact of youth going back to school or dropping out of the -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, these are seasonally adjusted, as 
you know, but those seasonals are not perfect. The longer-run 
problem that the President has tried to address -- and we haven't 
succeeded yet -- is to get @ temporary lower sinimum wage for the 
young so that they can find job. We think that is an important 
deterrent to the finding of jobs by young unskilled people. 


Q Let me put it amother way, if I may. Is the greater 
factor that young people are now finding jobs or that they're giving 
up? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we have had over this year an 
enormous increase in the total labor force, suggesting that there are 
a lot more people coming into the labor force than are going out. 


Yes, sir. 


Q You said that you expected a higher rate of growth 
than you earlier had planned on in the second half -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo. We're just -- we're reconfirming the 
growth projection that we made a month and a half or so ago. That is 


9 Okay. You don't have any change in your overall -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: No, sit. It was our expectation that the 
growth rate, fourth quarter to fourth quarter, would be about 3 
percent and that the rate of rise on average in the last half would 
be about 5 percent. And it was based on the factors that I indicated 
to you. And we now are citing data suggesting that, in fact, the 
economy is revving up. That's the good news. it's very nice to know 
that it's happening. 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, considering the expansion of the money 
Supply and the fact that the inflation rate seems to be fairly 
stable, as an economist, what factors are holding that inflation rate 
fairly steady considering the fact that the money supply is 
increasing? 


DR. SPRINKCL: You must remember that monetary growth has 
substantial lags on inflation, something on the order of a couple of 
yeors. At least a year and a half. And there is sufficient time in 
the future to avoid a continuous resurgence in money growth. And I 
have no view about whether that will happen or not. But there is no 
reason to believe up until now, nor was there last year -- and I so 
told the President and others -- that there -- that a resurgence in 
inflation was imminent. It is not imminent. 


It could happen if we do everything wrong; it could 
happen sometime in the future. If we don't, it won't happen. And 
the Presicent is adamant in wanting to get the inflation rate down 
from its present stuck level of around 3 and a half or 4 percent down 
towarc zero. That is our objective and we'll continue to work on 
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that objective. 

Q So if the money supply continues to expand at its 
current rate, then you would anticipate a re-ignition of inflation 
within the foreseeable future? 


DR. SPRIWKEL: I didn't say that. That might be an 
implication of my remarks. 


Q Is that a fair inference to draw from what you said? 
DR. SPRINKEL: I'11 let you decide. 


How realistic is the 10 sillion job figure for over 
the next 4 years? Ise that a realistic projection or goal? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we think it is. We believe that 
given the fact that we have cut sarginal tax rates and hope to do so 
further 
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with the tax cefors, that we have encouraged incentives for 
investment and for savings; -- the latter has not shown a great desl 
of effect yet, I must confess, but we are working in that direction 
~~ that we are deregulating and letting markets work, trying to work 
out inefficiencies. We think it is perfectly reasonable that the 
growth rate of the economy, given the fact that it is presently below 
what most would consider full utilization, can continue for some tine 
at a cate around 4 percent, which is pretty close to the average of 
the post-war period. 


So we are not backing down from those projections. We 
éo, out several years, as you know, phase it down a little as we 
spproach full employsgent of resources toward 3.5 percent. 

Q Well, what is the range -- how does that -- 

Mc. Sprinkel, what about these service jobs -- 
Sarah, excuse me. 


-- that you are talking about -- 


eo oo oOo oO 


How does that translate into job projections? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, you first have to have increased 
production. That takes people, it takes hours and it takes 
employees. So it is based on our assumption and belief that a 4 
percent real growth over the next two or three years is a reasonable 
number, that we have been able to project significant increases in 
employment. So it is closely related to expectations on growth in 
the economy which will require people. 


Q But that is the number that you would extrapolate 
from 4 percent growth -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I don't have those projections in front of 
me. You mentioned those numbers. We do have projections that we 
made some months ago on -- 


Q Mc. Sprinkel -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Could I answer the question reised a 
moment ago about the unemployment number. The civilian unemployment 
number in August was 8.1 million. That was down 324,000 from the 
July level, which was 8.451 million. 


Q But the question was, how many Americans were out of 
work when Reagan took office? 


DR. SPRINKEL: That is a different question. I can give 
you the -- we have the lowest unemployment rate since Apr‘l of ‘80. 
I do not have with me -- I would be glad to send back again for the 
actual unemployment numbers in January. 


Q Mr. Sprinkel -- 
Q May I follow Andrea -- 
MR. SPRINKEL: Yes, ma'am. 


Q May we analyze this question of you say SO many more 
people working at service jobs. Service jobs, as I understand it, 
are the lower paying jobs, and that means -- not so good for us 
while, as the senators are saying, most of the productive 
manufacturing jobs in the United States have been transferred 
overseas by I believe they said 34 plants a day. Isn't this really a 
bad thing for our economy that we -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Some service jobs are low paving. Some 
aie vey high paying. You cannot make a general statement. When we 





think of service jobs we assy think of unskilled people working in 
services, but there are highly skilled pecple working in services. 
have been in the business of hiring them ower the years, and they are 


very highly paid. 
Q But whet about our export of sanufaecturing jobs? 


MR. SPRIQEKEL: We have not exported sanufecturing jobs 
net. Manufecturing jobs have risen significantly since the recession 
lell, 





and they rose again last gonth. As I indicated, we have had a period 
of flat economic activity in the manufacturing area over the past 
nine months or so. And it's just now beginning to pick up again. 


Yes, ma‘an. 


Q You said that inflation corvld be imminent if we did 
everything wrong. 


DR. SPRINKEL: No, I didn't say imminent. 
. If we did everything wrong -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: If we do everything wrong, out there in 
the future, we could get inflation. Inflation is not -- accelerating 
inflation is not now imminent. 


Q Okey. But if we did everything wrong, would 10 
percent growth in money over the next 3 months be one of the things 
we could do wrong? 


DR. SPRINKEL: As I indicated, I will not comment on 
monetary policy. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Could you help me with the second half, 5 percent 
growth, reconfirmation? We've had two months of that second half of 
very low growth. Doesn't that -- What would you need in the fourth 
quarter to make the 5 percent -- Wouldn't you have to go up 8-9 
percent in the fourth quarter? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo, you do not know, nor do I, how slow 
July and August was. My -- based on the evidence I cited to you, I's 
quite confident that August strengthened significantly and that we 
will have good numbers coming in for the third quarter. It's too 
early to make a precise estimate. But we think it's reasonable to 
believe that the combination of the third and the fourth quarter will 
be in the range of 5 percent. 


I think you should all know that when one makes a 
forecast, be it a private forecast or a government forecast, you 
cannot be precisely correct. It'll be a fluke if you are. But we 
are confident about the direction of change, that is up, and the 
order of magnitude. That's why I said 5 percent range. 


Q Can you break down just the third and fourth quarter 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo, sir. We have not released those 
numbers, and I cannot do that. 


Yes, sir. 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, Secretary Baldrige has said that a 
decline in the dollar on the order of 20 to 25 percent is necessary 
to cure the trade balance. In your view, would a decline of that 
magnitude be good for the economy? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we have had a decline in the dollar, 
not that large. And we certainly have not resisted that decline, 
either through artificial means or others. In addition to the level 
of the dollar, clearly, the rate of economic activity abroad with our 
trading partners in particular is very critical to whether or not our 
exports can grow. And we have been taking efforts in the 
international fora through the World Bank, the IMF, OFCD and other 
groupe to try to encourage Western Europe, for example, to reduce 
their structural rigidity so they, too, can grow. 


Unfortunately, job creation has been negative over the 
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last decade for Western Europe as a whole. They have lost jobs. We 
do not believe it's because of incompetence or inability. We do 
believe it's because of structural rigidities which make it very 
difficult for some of their markets, labor markets in particular, to 
work efficiently. 


Yea, sir. 


Q Mr. Sprinkel, you've said that a year-and-a-half or 
two years lag follows betweer the time you have over target soney 
growth and the time that you gight have inflation. How do you 
explain the fact that we have relatively low inflation now, when a 
year-and-a-half ago, and even two-and-a-half years ago, we had M-1 
growth that was far over target throughout that period. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Firet you have tec get your facts precisely 
correct. It turned out that for many gonthy last year, up until 
fall, we had very slow money growth. Furthermore, in the period you 
refer to, one should not blindly look at money nuabers. You sust 
recognize that deregulation causes some peculiar things to happen. 
It's my belief, and it's the belief of many other observers, 
including, I think, the Federal Reserve, that velocity -- turnover of 
money -- which used to be, on average, up about three percent every 
year, given the fact that interest rates are down, inflation 
expectations are down, deregulation has had a major impact, that now 
the velocity rise is substantially less than three percent. It say 
be as low as zero. So that's part of it. 


In addition, as you may remember, M-1 was redefined a 
couple of years ago to include Super NOW and NOW accounts, which grew 
extremely rapidly. Many of those accounts include a significant 
saving portion, so that the money numbers, in terms of impact on 
economic activity and inflation must be adjusted for those factors. 
And we did so last year. And we've done so this year. 


Yes, sir. 

Q Can I be sure that I've followed your answer to 
Andrea's question? If I can paraphrase, I think she was asking that 
you've reached the 10 million job figure by extrapolating from the 
four percent growth, and you said you didn't have those figures. 
Which figures? 

DR. SPRINKEL: I said I do not have our five-year 
projections in front of me. I thought we were talking about what has 
happened and what's likely to happen in the months immediately ahead. 
I assumed that you looked at those projections and said it was 10 
million. I don't know that it’s 10 million. 

Q The President said that yesterday -- 

Q The President said it -- 

Q -- in North Carolina. 

Q -- in his speech. 

DR. SPRINKEL: That's probably where he took it. 

Q Ten aillion jobs by 1990. 

DR. SPRINKEL: I do not know. 

Q And he -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I was not with him in North Carolina ~ 
yesterday. I'll be glad to check that. 


Q But they cited a study by the Councii of Economic 
Advisers -- said that's where the projection -- 
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DR. SPRINKEL: Well, that was the forecast that we made. 
We had to project, by law, those numbers. And I don't happen to have 
the numbers with mse, but I can believe that's right. 


Q Can I go back to that velocity for a minute? Can I 
go back to velocity for a minute? When you say it's substantially 
less, and maybe zero, are you talking now about a trend? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, I'm talking about a trend over time. 
The trend over time had been, for M-1 velocity, 3.1 percent on 
average in the post-war period. It's my belief that it has been 
reduced significantly for some of the reasons I cited. And we do not 
know for sure what it will be until more data is generated, but 
something between zero and one or two percent is a much greater 
expectation. 


Q -- not expecting a bounce-back in the next couple of 
months in velocity? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. I said -- you asked is it true over 
time and I's talking about over tige. I believe that we will get a 
snap-back in the near-term future. But that would be temporary. 


MR. BRASHEAR: Any gore questions on the employment 
figures? Thank yqu very such. 


THE PRESS: ,Thapk you. 


END 11:16 A.M. EDT 
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BRIEFING BY 
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ON U.S. TRADE 


The Briefing Room 
12:29 P.M. EDT 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Good afternoon, ladies and 
gentlemen. The President's radio address stands on its own, of 
course. So I don't really have anything to add to that. The sessage 
that he delivered this morning ought to be crystal clear, both 
domestically and internationally. The essence of that message is 
that the President continues his very strong and decisive belief in 
the importance of free trade, but that a necessary requisite to free 
trade is fair trade. The two are twin towers in an international 
trading system. And if there be just one witnout the other, that 
gives the entire system a hollow ring. 


What the President is saying this morning is that the 
globe -- the world has been a bit short on the fair trade elements in 
that system and that that must change. If it takes some motivation 
on the part of the United States to insist upon that change. then 
this country is prepared to provide that kind of motivation. That's 
the rationale of self-initiating these Section 301 cases that the 
President made reference to in his statement. 


This is the first time, as I'm sure most of you all know 
by now, that the government of the United States has ever self- 
initiated 301 actions. So it's an historical precedent in the 
conduct of international trade and a very meaningful development 
indeed. It is one that sends a very strong message to our trading 
partners around the world, with respect to our attitudes toward 
unfair trade practices, and, hopefully, a very strong message to the 
American people as well, in that it should provide a strong 
demonstration of the President's commitgent to this cause. 


I believe that's ample introductory comments. Let's go 
to some questions. Yes, sir. 


Q What impact do you expect to have this on 
protectionist moves in Congress? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, it certainly should have a 
most positive impact. Whether these particular cases, or the 
philosophy that's evidenced by them, will be sufficient to dissuade 
the protectionist pressure, I will leave to your evaluation. But it 
seems to me that it's clearly a significant step. 


This will be followed by some additional steps on the 
part of the administration that will be shared with you over the next 
30 days. Some of those I alluded to here just a couple of weeks ago. 
But, certainly, this is a major first step and should be greeted with 
enthusiasm, I would hope, by both Democrats and Republicans. 


Obviously, some people will wish to see more cases or 
additional cases. But the very fact that the administration was 
prepared to self-initiate cases for the first time should send a very 
strong and positive signal to the Congress. 


Q Sir, how much trade do you think is involved in 
these five measures? What's the volume we're talking about? 
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AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Very difficult to predict because, 
obviously, it depends on the competitiveness of the U.S. industries 
in all of these areas. We really are not going to have a definitive 
answer to that until we get all the investigations complete. I can 
give you some round numbers in terms of the amount of trade that's 
involved, but how large a share we would get of that market in these 
particular countries is difficult to estimate at the moment. 


The tobacco case alone is -- involved a $10 billion 
market in Japan. That's by far the largest. There's -- the Korean 
insurance case is a multi-billion dollar market -- probably in the $4 
to $5 billion range depending on whether or not we include all Korean 
insurance programs or susbstantially all, in the effort. The others 
are somewhat smaller, going on down to the canned fruit case, which 
is very small and which is not included because of the trade volume 
involved, but because of the specific message it sends in that 
particular incident. 


So, the motivations are not just trade. There are other 
motiviations involved in selecting these particular cases. But it, 
one, just simply evaluates the trade elements. We're probably 
talking about, I would guess, $15 billion as a conservative figure, 
of the amount of potential trade that's there if we were to get the 
entire market in these areas. Obviously, we will not obtain the 
entire market, so it's substantially less than that, but that's the 
ballpark. 


Yes? 


Q The action that will be taken, if I can understand 
this, is not retaliation now, but the opening of an investigation and 
negotiations on all of the cases mentioned. Is that correct? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: That's an oversimplification, so let 
me embellish just slightly. There are two exisiing cases there, az 
you know, which is -- those are the canned fruit case with the 
European comajunity and leather and footwear products with Japan. 
Those are 301 actions that are already in existence and already in 
process. The action that the President approved in those two cases 
is to accelerate that process and bring thea to a definitive 
conclusion by December 1. 


In the other three, we will have -- of course, have to 
initiate investigations because these are new cases. We will go 
through the necessary proceedings, which will involved Pederal 
Register publication of those actions next week, a 45-day public 
comment period for anybody in the world to have their say on those 
cases, and then we'll proceed from there into the preparation of the 
cases and the negotiation with the countries that are affected. 


Q And what are -- what is likely to be done after 
December lst? What are the range of options if there's no solution? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: There's a wide range of options 
under the provisions of Section 301. Por all practical purposes, one 
can say that the President can do essentially whatever he wishes in 
the way of retaliation against the countries involved. That'll 
likely be, of course, some kind of restraint on their trade flows 
into the United States if we choose to retaliate. But, there is a 
broad range of retaliatory possibilities. 


Yes, ma‘an? 

Q There aren't any mentions of metals or any of the 
basic industries and those have been pretty hard hit. Why weren't 
they included or were they considered? 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, we considered a wide variety 
of cases, including some in those industries. As I indicated, there 
were a -- varied criteria involved in the selection process and 











and then, of course, a final decision by the President from among 4 
number of options thet were submitted to him. These cases had «4 
great deal of interagency discussion, as you might expect, and I can 
give you @ more detailed analysis of each of them if you ‘ike. 


But, to try to -- to give you a specific answer to your 
question, we're not intending for this to be an all-inclusive list by 
any means and it is certainly possible that other cases will be 
initiated at a later date, depending upon the flagrancies of the 
practices that are involved and the trade flows that are affected and 
all the other criteria that we evaluated in these particular cases. 
In other words, this is an ongoing evaluation process, in addition to 
which -- of course, there is nothing here that precludes those 
industries from filing Section 301 actions of their own if they 
choose to do so. And as you probably know, there are some 
industries in that -- industries in that category that have 
preliminary preparations underway and whether they will choose to 
file them or not, I can't say. 


Q Do you have any procedures for speeding up the cases 
that are already underway over in your shop, like semi-conductors. 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, the semi-conductor case was 
not evaluated as a part of this -- I'll respond to that question, 
but we'll do the semi-conductor case in a prompt and timely way, but 
we also intend to do it systematically and methodically and 
carefully. In other words, we're not going to handle these -- any 
cases under Section 301 in anything other than a very professional 
way. And so, whatever time that requires, we'll devote to them, and 
the same applies to these particular cases. 


Yes? 

Q Since you described this as a first step, can you 
tell us some of the other measures you're contemplating to take over 
the next 30 days? 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Wot today. Come back again later. 

Q Well you said you alluded to thes previously. 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, only in that we'd have sore to 
say, so it's the same allusion that I gave you this gorning. 6&0 
you're going to have to wait for those. 

Yes, ma‘an. 

Q There's been some talk in the White House of 
developing a war chest to subsidize exports. Do you know anything 
about that and do you think it's a good idea? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, we had interagency discussions 
of that subject this past week and, certainly, the issue has received 


MORE 

















thorough consideration by all of us. And we're likely to have 
something to say on that subject relatively soon. But it would be 
premature for me to comment on it this morning. Do I think it's a 
good idea? Doesn't really matter whether I think it's a good idea. 
It depends on whether or not the President thinks it's a good idea. 


Well, it's been discussed in recent years. Do you 
think it's more viable this year? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTIR: Well, I would only say that -~ let 
me give you a philosophical answer that may help you a little bit. 
It seems to me that the basic issue that is involvec in that 
particular controversy is similar or analogous to the one that's 
involved here. In other words, it's a question of whether or not the 
United States of America can tolerate -- can or should tolerate the 
unfair trade practices of other nations. 


Phiilosophically, I would say to you that we did a lot of 
that back in the 1970's. We could -- perhaps we could afford to be 
magnanimous then because we had a relatively cheap dollar, exports 
were doing well, a big trade surplus. And so, basically, we had a 
tendency to turn the other cheek. 


The message the President was delivering thic aorning is 
that we've got $150 billion trade surplus, we can't afford to turn 
the other cheek any longer and we're just not going to do sc, and 
will not be nearly as tolerant of unfair practices as we have in the 
past . 


What you've posed there is what I woulc Cenonminate an 
unfair trade practice. So it seems to me that you can hypothesize 
that we might take more aggressive action in that area in the future 
than we have in the past. 


Yes, Sir. 


c Yes, why is not similar action, as we see here 
today, Seen contemplated with respect to the shoe situation? That's 
a very -- 


AMBASSADOR YLUTTER: Decause there were no unfair trade 
practice allegations in footwear -- in the footwear case. 


. I see. But -- to follow up -- you had mentioned 
that in some cases here actions were not yet underway. This was, in 
essence, a unilateral cecision Sy the White House to proceed in some 
other areas, so why not with footwear? 


AMBASSADOR YCUTTER: I don't follow the essence of your 
guestion. 


¢ You hac said that, for instance, in canned [ruit anc 
-- forget the other one -- insurance that -- whatever it was -- 
activities were underway already with respect to 301, but in other 
areas, you said that they were not. And so I'm just wondering, then, 
similarly with footwear, since actions were not underway in 
determining untair trade practices, why, similarly, the White liouse 
did not take this similar action. 


AMDSASSADOR YLUTTER: Well, footwear is not likely ever to 
be 2 301 case until and unless someone alleges that there are unfair 
trade practices involved on the part of other countries. And that 
allegation, to my knowledge, has never been mace. 

Q On the -- 

AMSASSADOR YSUTTLAR: Yes, Sir. 


Q Yes, this first use of self-initiation sgvggests a 
shift in policy. tow would you characterize that shift? And, since 
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many of these things have been happening for quite a while, why now? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Let me -- before I answer that, let 
me set back to this -- somebody said that's -- you've got the case. 
That's true in Japan. But that’s an existing case in Japan. I'm not 
aware of any additional allegations of unfair trade practices in 
footwear, other than the Japan case. If there are, they certainly 
did not surface in the detailed evaluation we made of the footwear 
201. So there would have to be something a whole lot more persuasive 
surface than footwear before it would ever make a 301 list, other 
than the specific Japanese case. 


Now, let me go back to that. I'm sorry I now lost the 
context of your question. Would you repeat it, please? 


No, I was just saying, the first use of 
self-initiation suggests a shift in policy. 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTCR: Yes. 


- low would you characterize the shift? And since 
many of the situations you're referring to have been going on for 
many years, why now? 


AMBASSADOR YCUTTCR: An excellent question because it’s 
obviously one that demands continual self-arilysis on the part of an; 
administration, Democrat or Republican, in the past and present. It 
is true that many of the cases reflected here have been discussec 
with our trading partners over a period of many years and, in some 
cases, actual negotiations have been conducted over a period of 
years. I can recall, for example, on Japanese tobacco, ciscussing 
those issues with the government of Japan when I was Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture back in 1973. So there's one that's becn 
underway for at least 12 years. 


Why has the United States not more aggressively pursued 
these kinds of issues in the past? I can't speak for past 
acministrations, obviously. I think the philosophical answer I 
proviced carlier is probably an accurate one. We were just more 
tolerant of other nations’ unfair trade practices years back and that 
level of tolerance is Ceclining in somewhat indirect proportion to 
the size of the trade deficit. 


¢ Let me -- let me, if I can follow up, let me just 
ask you about the two 30l's that you mentioned today that were 
already in existence. Those were GATT approved, I think, about a 
year ago. iven though you weren't there during that time, can you 
tell us what the delay was in moving on those two, which were clearly 
cases of unfair practice? 


AMDASSADOR YLUTTER: Yes. They were -- the Japanese 
leather case is GATT approved. The Japanese footwear case is not yet 
GATT approvec, although it's uncer GATT discussion. There has been, 
in my judgment, inordinate delay in dealing with the follow-through 
on the Japanese leather case. That's simply a reflection of the 
shortcomings of the GATT dispute settlement process and the follow- 
through thereon. That's one of the reasons we have to deal with that 
in the next round of trade negotiations. Sut, not withstanding that, 
it's my perconal judgment that we could have proceeded more 
decisively and aggressively on that one. 


The one on canned fruit, the panel cecision against the 
suropean Community has not had GATT approval because of the approval 
process -- the approval'’s been blocked by the Community itself in 
what is, in essence, a veto status. Dut we need to be less tolerant 
of the dispute settlement proceedings of the GATT as well, and need 
to correct that. 


Ny staff has corrected me on the footwear 301's. Jan 
Archibald, who's a part of our legal staff, says that there is 
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another footwear 30] pending. 
the story on that? 


I was not aware of that. 


Jan, what's 


MS. ARCHIBALD: We did have a petition filed by the 


footwear industries two years ago involving several countries. Two 
of those cases are still pending 
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with Korea and Brazil, but in both cases, talks are underway now 
which are soving in the direction of opening up access for U.S. 
footwear to those markets. That's why it was not included in this 
particular procedure now. 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: I stand corrected, Jan. That -- 
those preceded me. 


Yes? 


Q In the determination to proceed with these cases 
today, would you be willing to say that they were chosen because they 
offered the prospects for winning one? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Oh, not at all. You know, I hope 
they all offer prospects for resolution, but they certainly were not 
chosen on that basis. Some of these are very tough cases. 


Q You used a phrase about sending 4 message to the 
canned fruit industry even though it doesn’t account for a lot of 
Gollars. Is -- what message are you sending? Is there something 
else you want to get settled and you're using this -- 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: “So. The message there is not to the 
industry. The message there is to our trading partners around the 
world that we are dissatisfied with GATT dispute settlement process 
that makes it possible for entities like the European community to 
block the approval of panel decisions. The canned fruit case is 
analogous to the one on citrus that we dealt with just a couple of 
months ago which also was approved -- was a panel determination 
against the community which was blocked in the GATT by the community. 
We decided to take unilateral retaliatory action against the 
community in that case. And what we're saying is that we meant it, 
we're going to keep doing it. And that, even though this is a case 
that's relatively emall in teres of trade volumes, we want the world 
to know that we're not going to accept this kind of dispute 
settlement outcome in the GATT. 


Q If I can just ask a procedural question? 
AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Sure. 


Q Could the President have ordered countermeasures 
without the investigatory process? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Legally, I believe he can <-- well, 
I'm not sure. I «= we obviously would not do that because that would 
certainly not be a proper course of action. But let me ask the legal 
question as to whether he can do it. 


Jan? 


MS. ARCHIBALD: Yes. There are two authorities under 
Section 301. One is for USTR to initiate investigations and to 
conduct investigations. The other is for the President to act. He 
can, if he chooses, act without an investigation having occurred 
beforehand. 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, yes, but the -- again, that's 
really an irrelevant question and you just don't treat trading 
partners that way. You don't take capricious action in the field of 
international trade. Now, you do <-- it is important to take decisive 
action when conditions demand and if we can conduct these 
investigations in a very timely way, bring the key facts to our 
attention quickly and then engage in rapid and decisive negotiations, 
we will, obviously, do so. It seems to me, personally, that a lot of 
these processes have taken such too such time in the past and there's 
been much too much procrastination. And one of the messages that's 
Clearly going to come through in these cases is that the United 








States is not going to be in a mood to have -- to accept debilitory 
tactics of other nations in dealing with these kinds of disputes. As 
you probably know, the citrus case was discussed and negctiated for 
16 years. That's -- in wy judgment, that's ludicrous. 


Some of these cases have been under discussion for almost 
that period of time -- not all of them in a GATT process or ina 301 
process, but in some kind of bilateral discussions for a period of 
ten years or more. That has to be changed and that's why you see 4 
December 1 deadline on the existing 301 cases. 


Q What about -- 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Let me go back there -- 
Q What proportion of our trade -- 
AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Excuse me, just a second. 


Q What proportion of our trade deficit do you think is 
accounted for by unfair trade practices abroad and what proportion, 
perhaps, by the uU.s. = 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, I can't give you a definitive 
answer in percentile terms; I doubt that anyone can. But, Ill -- I 
believe that most any economist would agree that the strength of the 
Gollar which is a function of the federal budget deficit is, by far, 
the most significant individual factor. But this does not mean that 
unfair trade practices are not a significant element of the picture 
~~ they are. And simply because we need to take actions that -- on 
the macroeconomic front, that will ameliorate this picture, does not 
suggest that we should not take actions on -- in other areas which 
wil also help to ameliorate. There clearly is a significant amount 
of trade involved in -- with unfair trade practices -. that is, where 
our trade volumes are impeded by unfair trade practices. We've 
reflected a very small volume here today in these cases, but if one 
multiplies this by all of the cases that we had under tentative 
consideration, and all of those that probably are in the minds of 
individual industries in the United States, it would be a very 
significant figure indeed. 


Stu? 


Q Two questions: How quickly do you think you will 
get the investigation going on the three cases, remembering that 
Congress is talking about passing legislation by the 15th of next 
month; and, secondly, could you go into some detail as to why these 
were selected instead of others, such as, for example, 
telecommunications in Germany and aluminum in Japan? 


AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: Well, in terms of the Congressional 
timetable, as far as I'm concerned, that's irrelevant to the 
procedures under Section 301. All of us recognize that the Congress 
is sensitive to the concerns of their constituents on trade and are 
in a mood to take legislative action to correct inequities of 
whatever kind they can find. We understand those political 
pressures, but we, obviously, hope, Stu, that they will be 
responsible in the way they approach those challenges and that, if 
the Congress chooses to legislate, that the legislative package will 
be something that will be helpful rather than haraful to the 
interests of the United States. But all of that aside, we -- as I 
said earlier, Stu, we're going to handle these cases in 4 
professional way 





ana whether or not there is iegisiation pending on Capitois Hiil will 
not in any way affect the way that we process these cases. We'll dc 
them in a tigely tashion. 


we'll conduct those investigations as rapidiy as we cen, 
but we're not going to rush something to a capricious and arbitrary 
decision. We're going to be tair to everyone that's involvec, 
whether it be the domestic industry that feels aggrieved in these 
cases or the toreign country thet would be aftected b; retaliatory 
action. In other words, we're going to do our job right. 


As to why these particular cases were chosen, yes, I 
can't -- we aon't have the time tor me to go into all the other 
potential cases that might have been chosen. There were very 
persuasive reasons in each of these five. The first -- 


Q aere some ot them politicai? That's what I was 
trying to ask you betore. 


AMBASSADUR YEUTTEK: Uh, no, not in the -- 
0 what were the criteria? 


AMBASSADUK YEUTTEK: They're -- well, the criteria would 
be Lactors -- are the criteria varied fron case te case -- tictors 
weh as potential U.S. exports that might be involved, that is, the 
prcebaoiaite OL increasing exports; ana the potertial sarket tuat 
existe in the countries that are involved; the tiaorancy ot the 
Prectice tuat's invoaveuw -- prectice of prectices invoivecn on the 
part ot tne ottending country; the spirit of cooperation of, in sume 
cases, Ot the country invelveo in niiaterai or Muitiiaterii ti ace 
issues; the attituce that that country has diSpiayed in 2 more 
gereras Sense toware 2 itree ana open troaing syvetem, thet ic, are 
these courntiices in which there ace great numbers ot import 
impeciments 6oO that it’s important to senc a message caying thet 
we're not prepared to tolerate that kind of attitude toward a iree 
am open trauing Cystem; anu, also, the inglications of these cates 
to the GATT itself aud a potential new trading round. So, those are 
some ot the criteria, There were others. 


Ciear in the hack. 
Q Weil, @ Coupie O° specitics. 
MK. BRASHREAK: Last question, if we couic. We realiy -- 


. A coupie ot enecitics. You didn't mention the 


amount Of potentiai trace in Brazil on the computer cquertion. That's 


one question, And -- 
ALSASSALJR YLUTIER: es, 


‘< -- rumber two, just @ claritication, ‘toe DecesbLer 
neaciine wouid only apply to Japan ani the European -- 


AMBASSADOR Ybus Tih: That's correct. 

. Is that right? 

AG ASSAVOR YOUTTERK: Yoat's correct. 

) it deosn't appiy to the three other cases at ais? 

AMPASSADUR YEUTTEA: No, 

v It takes tweive ycars tor -- 

AMBASSADOR YRUTTEK: The maximum time iinit on the other 
cases wourd be one year. Thet's prescriber by law. Wut the tirst 
teo, it wiil be Vecenber 1. 
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Brazil -- the Braz-lian trace anc computer -- Brazilian 
imports of computer products back in about *82 when the numbers 
peakec out was something under 200 million, as I recali, somewhere 
between 150 million and 200 million. However, Braril, being @ very 
large trading nation and one that sas enormourt potential ir the iong 
cun if it can overcowe sone of its short-run problems wouir be a hug 
potential market tor those products anc a iot of other things. 


c You geve estimates on the sarket. Thet's the 
largest share market you're talking about in these three cases? 


AMBASSADOK YLUTIER: Well, no. weli, let's see. No, the 
Korean insurance would be a much larger market. forean insurance hat 
premiums of in the $4 billion to $5 biliion range. So that would be 
mech larger. 

o You gave estimates on -- 

AMBASSADOR YEUTTER: One more. 


0 You gave estimates on what you thougit the market: 
are -- the total markets in those 301 countries. 


AMBASSAVUs. VeUTTEK: Yes. 

\ Ow about -- you must have some idea sat you Laink 
a percentage for our trade there would be, @ tair percertage © wie 
be? 

AML ASSADUL YLUTTLR: It’s much too carly to teii. Une 
can't come those conciusions before undertaking an investigation. 
we'ls get a thuch better determination ct that after the investigation 
is underway. 

Vkay, thanks -- 

v Is it 4 to 5 of 45 to Korea -- 4 to $? 

ANBASSADUR YEUTTER: <= 4 to 5. 

KS. ARCHIBALD: <-- 4 to 5. 

SBASSAVUr YEUTILa: Yes, between 4 and 5 biiaior., 

THE PRESS: Thank you. 


ENL 1:50 P.m,. LUT 
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Q If the policy is no longer constructive engagement, 
what are you calling it? And how can you say that these are not 
economic sanctions, thereby, a reversal of the policy of the 
President? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President in his comments after 
his statement used the word “active” as well as “constructive.” And, 
of course, we remain engaged and involved. And I think that has been 
our’ approach all along -- the President's approach. And we all feel 
that it is essential in South Africa where we have a stake, both a4 
moral stake and stake in our interests, that we are there and that we 
exercise our intluence; that we are engaged and we do it in a 
constructive way and an active way. 


And I think, beyond that, the more we are there 
diplomatically, the more our labor people are there, the more our 
business people ar« there the more interplay there is. And that is 
the way in which ve can exercise our influence. 


Q And as to whether these -- the President said these 
are not econcmic sanctions. But how can you say that these are ot 
economic sanctions and that this is not policy ceversal for the him? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, these are a codification and a 
setting out some things that are grote | being done, some that are 
Strengthenec and made more clear, basically drawing on the conference 
report of the Congress of those things that they had planned to put 
into effect right away, aithough with some changes. And these are 
actions that are designed to register our view against apartheid, as 
distinct {rom actions designed to have an effect by depriving people 
in South Africa of economic livelihood, particulariy blacks, of 
course. 


So, the President has tried consistentiy to make that 
distinction and in selecting the things in the conference report that 
were slated, if the bill would pass, to go into eftect immediately 
and not including the overhang of disinvestment and other types of 
economic sanctions. The President has been true to this purpose. 


Q Me. Secretary, why not simply ban Krugerrands -- 
Krugectrcand imports as Congress would have done? Why give it to GATT? 
GATT doesn't usually -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't give it to GATT. We are a 
party to what amounts to a treaty. GATY is a treaty. And when you 
Sign it, you undertake certain obligations. Anc, so, i* we want to 
GO Something in the field of trade, such as stopping the import of 
something, then, our treaty obligations under GATT come to bear. 


50, we want the prohibition on the import of Krugerrands 
to be gone in a proper way so that it will be etfective, and we won't 
heave a major suit on the subject. 

















And so that is the approach we're taking. I might say this was 
debated as the bill was being considered and I think the point is a 
recognized point. 


Q Mr. Secretary, will you discuss the details of the 
letter to Botha or any of its provisions that the Ambassador -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Will I? 
Q Yes. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think it's appropriate -- I 
know it's not appropriate to discuss or to release the contents of a 
message from the President to Mr. Botha. However, as the President 
said, it expressed the concern of the United States, it expresses our 
Gesire to be constructively engaged, you might say to coin a phrase, 
and also the seriousness with which we take this. 


Now, I believe that in taking this action, the President 
has -- and this is part of his intent -- tried to send a single 
message to the government of South Africa and the people of South 
Africa on behalf of all Americans, on behalf of all the government, 
on behalf of the Congress and the Presidency, that apartheid must 
come to an end. And we look to the government of South Africa to 
work with blacks, black leaders and others in their country to bring 
it to an end. That's the message. 


Q Are you calling for one man, one vote? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We are calling for the parties 
concerned to engage with each other and discuss the problem and how 
to resolve it. 


My experience on these things is that there is a key 
break-over point that must be reached. And that is the point at 
which people conclude that the system, or whatever it is you're 
seeking to change, but in this case, the system of apartheid is going 
to end. And that is not the subject of argument. The question is 
how. And once that psychology is created, then the problems of how 
you end it and what you do can be worked with in a more operational 
way and a more satisfactory way. And that is the point that I hope 
they are reaching in South Africa. 


Q Yes. You all have constantly said that if you put 
economic sanctions against, it's going to hurt the blacks. Less than 
one percent of the blacks work in those factories. When Allen Beesak 
was over here, he said he wanted the privilege to decide what misery 
he would accept. And my question is, this is not over -- the fight 
is not over economics with the blacks, this is a side issue. It's 
over freedom. And aren't you missing the point if you don't attack 
this from freedom, just as the Americans did during the Revolutionary 
War? They weren't all economics of freedom. Aren't you missing the 
point? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The statements you made are precisely 
why the President picked out measures that are aimed at apartheid, 
like the ban on computer sales to agencies whose activities have a 
bearing on the administration of apartheid, and not things that would 
have some major disruptive economic effect. 


Now, I think I am fairly stating the point that the 
economic progress in South Africa and the participation of blacks in 
it, and I might say with American firms leading the way, has enabled 
blacks to acquire skills, to have access to on-the-job training, to 
move up in the skill and managerial ladder, and to have a basis for 
forming labor unions -- labor unions now being one potential source 
of expression of black concerns. All of this is part of the economic 
base. 


And beyond that, of course, is the livelihood of people 
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there, and not only the livelihood in South Africa, but the whole 
region is interdependent and what happens in South Africa has a great 
bee" r> on what happens in Botswana and so on and so on. 


Q Mr. Secretary, have you received assurances from -- 
SECRETARY SNULTZ: Pardon? 


Q Have you received assurances from Dole anc other 
legislative leaders that they will put over a vote until March and 
would you welcome such a move on their part? Do you think that that 
would help keep the pressure on South Africa to change? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I am -- I feel privileged that both 
Chairman Lugar and Majority Leader Dole have spent considerable time 
with me and colleagues in discussing this issue. What they -- how 
they react and what they will decide to do, of course, is for them to 
Say, and no doubt they will give their views. 


I be*Leve and the President believes and I feel that they 
believe too that if we can, it is most important that we as a country 
express our view in a unified way on this subject. And that is why 
the President has done what he has done. And I might say that it's 
-- “if you look at the structure of the Executive Order and much of 
the content of the bill, you see that there is a great parallelism 
there. 


Q What are the features of the measure before the 
Senate today that you find objectionable -- specific features that 
you object to? 


SECRETARY SIULTZ: The most objectionable feature is the 
overhang of economic sanctions that stand there as things that might 
be triggered in at some moment of time. So as I keep saying, the 
President has wanted to distinguish between measures directed against 
apartheid and measures that would wind up with substantial loss of 
jobs. That's the big distinction. 


There are a lot of other distinctions between the 
Executive Order and the bill, some of them technical such as the 
Slight difference on how to approach the banning of Krugerrands, and 
there are a number of other things of that kind that distinguish the 
Executive Order and, we think, improve it over the bill. But the 
item that I mentioned I think is the principal one. 


I might just say, as a matter of something that I would 


personally be involved in very much, on the subject of an advisory 
committee -- , 
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in the bill, the advisory committee provided for is essentially to 
advise on the labor relations and economic matters basically having 
to do with the Sullivan Code. In the Executive Order, the advisory 
committee is to look at the whole range of developments having to do 
with the end of apartheid and advise on it. So the mandate is 
broader. And I hope that it will be possible to have an advisory 
committee that can not only make a report at some soment of tise, but 
also be useful in counseling on events as they occur. And we all 
know there'll be a pattern of events. We don't know what they are. 
But I hope the advisory committee will be useful in that regard. 


Q Mr. Secretary, why shouldn't we construe this as the 
administration being stampeded to cut Congress off at the pass? You 
weren't for these measures before. You are for them today because 
you knew that legislation would probably pass. And that appears to 
be the only reason, and not your burning desire to wipe out 
apartheid. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Some of these measures are in effect 
now and are being codified. For example, there are prohibitions on 
sales of computers. There are prohibitions on sales of nuclear 
materials, since South Africa has not signed the Nuclear 
Proliferation Treaty. and so on. So there are things that are now 
being dealt with that are brought together. I think they're 
improved, they're strengthened on things like scholarships. The 
amount of money is somewhat larger, and so on. 


I think the President's purpose here is, of course, in 
part to avoid a fight over something where there is a large measure 
of agreement, but more important, to reach out to the Congress and 
reach out to the American people and say, together, let us send a 
message about apartheid and work together as effectively as we 
possibly can to do whatever we can to bring it to an end. That's the 
reason for it. 


Q Can you tell us, sir, if this Executive Order would 
have been issued around now in the absence of imminent passage of the 
bill this week? . 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are a whole set of events, 
of course, that have taken place. There's a real dynamic here. And 
no one can say -- abstracting something or other if Mr. Botha hadn't 
given a speech in the middle of August that was a great 
disappointment, if thie, if that, if something else. So, I think 
about the right thing to say is that there is a flow of events here 
and, under all the circumstances, the President felt that the United 
States would be well served by this action, and he's taken it. 


Q Mr. Secretary, you -- 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Two more questions, Mr. Secretary. 


Q -- you said that this package is designed -- I think 
you said something -- to register United States disapproval of 
apartheid. Doesn't returning our Ambassador on the very same day 
weaken that message? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: On the contrary. The Ambassador will 
go with a letter from the President -- and I've indicated the general 
content of it. It will supplement and support the ideas that the 
President expressed in his statement and are expressed, 80 to speak, 
in the Executive Order as such. 


Furthermore, the object of an Ambassador is to represent 
us, to represent us with the government, to represent us with groups 
in the population of South Africa. So, we called him back for . 
consultations. We've benefited a lot from having his first-hand 
views here. And we felt that at this point it's important for him to 
be at his post and on his job there doing the representational duty 
that ambassadors do all around the world. 
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Q Mr. Secretary -- 

Q Mr. Secretary -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: You pick the last question. 
MR. DJEREJIAN: All right -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, what are the prospects that the South 
African government sight retaliate for the sanctions by withholding 
strategic minerals that we are very dependent upon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think there is much prospect 
of that or a desire to do that. 


I might say that they're looking for all of the export -- 
foreign exchange they can get. So I think that's a very unlikely 
matter. And I hope that the net impact of the President's action 
will be to focus the attention of South Africa on the importance of 
really coming to grips with the problem of aparthe!d and acting on 
the basis that it is going to end and the question is how. And, of 
courge, we think the “how” should be answered through a process of 
discussion and negotiation. 


Q -- Ambassador intend to leave? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think the President said he 
said goodbye to his this morning. And I don't know when his -- he 
actually takes off. But he's on his way. 


Q Mr. Secretary, have you spoken to President Botha? 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:06 A.M. EDT 


soe s 
J 











@ 


Office of the Press Secretary 


THE WHITE HOUSE 








“BACKGROUND SRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON EXECUTIVE ORDER 
REGARDING SOUTH APRICA 


September 9, 1985 
The Briefing Room 
11:99 A.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make just one or 
two pcints and take your questions. I think the President and the 
Secretary have ceally covered most of the area. 


There is an understandable question about why is it the 
President preferred the approach that he's taken to that of a 
legislative tack. And I think that the fundamental reason is the 
basic difference between law and executive action. And that is to 
Say that if our purpose is to spply U.S. influence in a constructive 
way to achieve change, that it is less effective to have a set of 
measures enacted rigidly and eternally, as opposed to being abie to 
selectively apply U.S. influence as a function of events; and to 
expand or contract what you are doing from day to day, as opposed to 
having established a rigid code that is inflexible. 


And, so, the point is that the conduct of foreign policy 
is best done by using your influence selectively and changing over 
time, versus having established for you a rigid, unshakeable, eternal 
set of requirements -- separation of powers issue in a more 
tundamertal sense. 


Be glad to take your questions. Yes? 
Q Are you -- 


Q What -- within what time frame is the administration 
looking for a dialogue in South Africa? And, also, how does the 
administration view Nelson Mandela and the ANC in a dialogue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You make a very g>0d 
point. And the question concerns how soon ought there be dialogue. 
There are a number of other questions that deal with the issue of 
U.S. mandated milestones. And I think the President believes that it 
is unhelpfus for Americans or British or Germans or anyone else to 
set up arbitrary milestones that make a test of wills publicly out of 
what ought to be, what has to be, an iterative process in the body 
politic of South Africa. 


Now, that is not a cop-out to say that we wili be 
indifferent to no change whatsoever. Obviously, we seek change 
promptly. And that's the reason for sending the Ambassador back and 
where, through private dipiomacy, you can react to events each day 
and to make clear your sense of urgency, as he shall, But it is very 
unheipful to say that by X date and Y place with Z people you have to 
have something going. That is a recipe for assuring paralysis. 


Now, with regard to those personalities who ought to be 
engaged: I think the acknowledged leaders of the black community are 
pretty well known, They are not of the same view. They include 
Nelson Mandela, Bishop Tutu, Gatsha Buthelezi, a number of others -- 
labor ieaders noteably. Each of these has a perspective and ea 
constituency, and they ought to be engaged promptly. And the 
government shouid begin talking to then, 
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All the way in the back. 


. Q @@B isn't the -- wasn't your experience in Vienna, 
which you obviously expected more from the South Africans than they 
delivered, a good indication that what the Congress wants to pass, 
what the Senate wants to pass this afternoon is something that has 
teeth in it, in the sense that it has the force of law, and what the 
President has proposed by its very nature and the fact that it can be 
rescinded does not? In etfe-t, what the Congress wants to do would 
send a much mo.e Beaningf.| message to the government in South Africa 
than what the President is propwesing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Two points, John. First 
of all, the message that would be sent would be an inflexible message 
that is not subject to change, but sore tantly -- the second 
point -- it would be a sessage which also s have the effect in 
Mo agen areas of doing damage to the very people that you seek to 
help here. 


Now, it isn't that it is not a well-meaning effort. It 
is wane well-meaning. But it is, I think, and by this time the 
acknowledged view of gsany of the sponsors, that having been done in 
haste it does not have quite the precision and the flexibility that 
id appropriate to this moment. An executive action today expresses 
what the President believes will be more effective. 


Yes? 


Q Well, except that the thing that the President is 
objecting to is apparently the threat of sanctions 12 months from 
now, depending upon South African reaction and response -- and 
responsiveness. So, why is that an inflexible approach since it's 
not something that would take place immediately? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wone of those things 
included in the bill foreshadowed in the period between now and 12 
months from now are foreclosed through executive action. However, to 
have aS a matter of law a group of threats, so to Speak, is a much 
less effective application of U.S. influence than to have the 
President, who is responsible, able to apply some or more or all of 
those same measures as a function of events, so that they get results 
and don't just shoot your capital all at one time, 


Q So, it's not the measures, it's really the 
separation of powers issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it is. 
Yes? 


Q Well, if it's separation of powers, then it is not, 
as the President said, a question of economic impact. You know, the 
only things in the bill that weren't <-- everything that was included 
in the bill that are included in the Executive Order are immediate 
sanctions, which might be called punitive. I don't see how the fact 
that he's not including a threat of maybe having some sanctions has 
any impact on the economy right now. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It has to do with the 
Signal that you send. And it is both; it is separation of powers, 
and it is the effect of the content of what is proposed. 


\ 
To send today a package of X size of how we feel as a 
government is one thing. To say that there may be additional 
measures that we might consider in the future and to have those 
enacted today expands what you do today but limits what you are able 
to use in the future 


Now, the President believes that in addition 
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to mot wanting to go beyond what he has said today sisply because you 
may want those -- that capital later on, that it is a matter of what 
those instruments contain. The 12-month -- the family of those 
called second class sanctions in the bill do have some features which 
would hare, in the President's judgment, the very people we're trying 
to help. And so it is worthwhile to pause, to look at those several 
actions and to say, all right, which of these really would be helpful 
and when. 


Q That still doesn’t mandate those sanctions, it just 
pute therm forward as options. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICISL: But there is «a 
Gifterence when you go ahead and sign law which says I acknowledge 
that this is a family of options that I might consider. Wow, some 
you might and some you sight not, and doing it today represents « 
governmental act that you would rather use sore selectively and at a 
time when you want to send additional signal -- let's don't send all 
the signals at one tine. 


Q The President, at his news conference, seemed to 
want to change the name of the policy to active constructive 
engagement. Is that what you're going to be calling it now? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is a distinction 
without a difference. The President reaffirmed that -- (laughter) -- 
constructive engagement is the policy. 

Q So, you're not changing the name of the policy? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 

. Is -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? 

Q In the past you've opposed all sanctions. Now 
you're accepting some. Is there any way that we should think that 
you haven't caved into Congress on this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you certainly 
shouldn't think that. (Laughter. ) 


Q Well, why? Why? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all -- you 
know, there really is a disservice done when what is in that bill is 
given the title “a sanctions bill.“ Look at what is in it. How is 
it that expending sore resources on black scholarship is a sanction? 
It isn't. How is it that what you do about providing loans to the 
government for housing, education and health care is a sanction? It 
is not. 

Q They're going to like -- 

Q -- what good is it going to do? 

Q You mean they're going to like it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are going to, I 
would think -- 


Q They're going to like these measures today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Helen, they will 
surely benefit from the fact that loans will go for those purposes. 


Q They won't think of them as punitive? 
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Q What about the Krugerrands? 
. Q Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My point is not to 
Getersine what the South Africans may think about these things. It 
is to ask you, really, how is it that measures such as those are 
called sanctions? 

Q Because you're banning -- 

Q Well then why didn’t you just -- 


Q You're banning the loans for any other purpose 
except those. You're also banning the sale of Krugerrands. 


SENIOR ADH.SISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow, if, as a matter of 
policy, you haven't been extending these loans in the first place, 
the fact that you're reaffirming your intent to provide loans for 
economic benefit is hardly a sanction. 


Q How about -- 


‘ Q Then how about the ban of the sale of Krugerrands 
here? Is that not a sanction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If and when that takes 
effect, after consultations with the GATT, 
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it would represent an alteration of policy -- that's clear. 
. How likely -- 
Q -- backing off on -- 


°) How likely is that? That there's going to be a ban 
on Krugerrands? How would you rate the likelihood of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think you can 
judge that now until we finish the consultative process. And bear in 
mind that that will happen as events are taking place in South Africa 
anc things could change. 


Q Well, why -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: David? 


*) Did you tell us -- the President's thinking 
obviously has evolved some since the 3Jotha speech, at which time you 
talked about negotiations and dialogue in a matter of weeks, not 
months. Can you tell us, he -- the President said today, Americans 
ace impatient. Did the President's thinking change some because of 
what happened after the speech and what happened in South Africa? 

Did that influence him as well as the Congressional timetable, and to 
what extent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: David, I think that on 
the issues of principle, first, the wrongness of apartheic, clearly, 
the President's views have not changed at all. He has always been 
firmly against it. On the issues of government, the separation of 
powers and the wrongness of using law to inflict sanctions, he feels 
as strongly as ever that that is the wrong way to do it and that 
executive action is better. So, no, on the fundamental, the 
President hasn't changed his view -- 


«| The President has saic -- 


Q Can you finish answering David's question? Were you 
going to finish answering that? Because I think what David was 
asking was -- ° 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought it was a 
pretty good answer. 


Q Well, I think -- well, what I think he was asking 
and what I'd like to ask is what happened over the course of the last 
month and a half that brought us to the point that the President of 
the United States was on national television this morning and saying 
he was going to ¢o these things? Would those things have happened, 
for example, in the absence of Congressional initiative? Would they 
have happened in the absence of Botha's speech? I mean what happened 
to bring about this modification of policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Bob, I really 
think that all of us -=- I and everyone here -- is understandably 
looking at the return of Congress, of pending legislative action and 
of U.S. litical process. Isn't it reasonable to say that for five 
years, there has been an administration dealing with an issue in 
Southern Africa, that it has adopted a ren f that certain changes 
have taken place, but that in 1985, and really since late last year, 
events in South Africa -- not here, not as a function of the U.S. 
Congress -- have worsened? That requires that this government and 
other governments that care look at their policy. And we have. 


And today, we're taking measures which are designed to 
influence change in Southern Africa. In other words, I don’t pretend 
that there is not a political milieu in which this takes place. But 
the decisions are oriented toward cesults in South Africa as opposed 
to the U.S. Congress or the body politic of America. You deal with 
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the policy substance to try to get policy results overseas. 
. Yes. 


C Why do you ~- let we esk -- let se try this another 
way. For weeks now, everyone in your administration has been telling 
us that a.y kind of sanctions would be interpreted by the South 
African government as offensive and a reason to just get their backs 
up. Mow, you either changed your view on that or if it isn't 
domestic political considerations, then what is it that led you to 
reverse that course? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's judene st 
on what will help is reflected today in these seven or eigh' 
measures. 
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From talking to him from July, I don't think his views have changed. 
I think they are made precise today. Sut his sense of what it will 
take to achieve negotiations there have been maturing over as course 
of months and they are now public. But we have been saying many of 
these things behind the scenes for a long, long time, and the 
President has endorsed our having said these things. 


Helen. 


Q Since you struck out with friendly persuasion, do 
you think these things will now work and move the South African 
government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it is not 
really helpful to predict with some self-serving statement what is 
going to happen. I don't think any of us think there is going to be 
an enormous U.S. factor in the South African calculus. 


If you look objectively at what our leverage really is, 
it is quite small. It is basically moral suasion. In econozic teras 
the total effect of the U.S. business investment in that country -- 
if it were all to come out tomorrow afternoon, it would be about 1 
percent of the GNP. 


Other countries -- allies, Britain, Germany -- together 
have much greater equity in South Africa than do we. And that is all 
the more, I think, validation of the moral content of what the 
President is doing here. We don't have any pretense that we have 
massive leverage. We do not. To the extent we have influence, it is 
based upon what we stand for and what we are, and the moral position 
we are taking. 


Q Do you think the President is off the hook with 
Congress by taking this action? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Charles, I don't try to 
predict the Congress. I think you had better go and ask Bob Dole, 
and that is going to convene in about four minutes if you want to 
stop here. 


Frank, I am sorry. I have been ignoring Frank. 


Q I would just like to ask, a couple of weeks ago you 
mentioned -- I think the term was that you were using a “chasm of 
violence," or some such thing, that South Africa was heading toward. 
I wonder if you would assess the situation there now given the fact 
that the rioting, the violence has spilled over into the white , 
townships? The ANC is calling for a broadening of the violence into 
white areas. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo one can know. I do 
think that as distinct from three weeks ago, where they were looking 
into the abyss, I think was the term of art -- that there is an 
absorption taking place by black parties -- Colored, Asians, and 
whites -- that a violent civil conflict has enormous costs for 
everyone involved, not only in South Africa, and that other countries 
-- neighboring countries -- who support the black point of view are 
saying as well, it will effect us. In Mozambique, Lesotho, Zambia, 
Zimbabwe, and so forth -- Swaziland. And there is, I think -- and I 
don't think you could put too fine a point on this -- some sober 
reflection among the leaders within and outside Africa -- South 
Africa -- of the stakes. 


Now, that said, there is going to be some kind of 
reaction. I wouldn't say most premised upon these decisions in the 
United States, but more a matter of what is possible as viewed by 
black and white in South Africa, and we will have to wait a few days 
to see that. . 


Q One more question -- 
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Q If I could just follow up, please. Do you see the 
violence spiraling further? Do you see any indication that it is 


stopping to spiral? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We only see that no one 
will profit from it, but we cannot determine whether there is going 
to be violence or not. 


Q Can I ask you @ question? The measures that 
Congress is considering today are pretty modest and pretty limited. 
It seems to me that what you and the President have done is to take 
the teeth out of those measures. Is that not the case? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is not the case. You 
know, there is, I guess, an understandable tendency to say, here is a 
legislative package and here are its terms and here is an executive 
action. Don't forget though, that is the only way the Congress has 
to act. It can only enact things. The Executive Branch can take 
this executive order and go and apply it with a measure of force, 
emphasis, or restraint im a much more flexible fashion. So what we 
have done is to try to take the intent of the Congress and to put it 
into an instrument that you can use effectively. Now we will just 
have to see whether that proves out or not. 


Thank you. 
Q Are there teeth in this at all? 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 11:26 A.M. EDT 
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MR. MARTINEZ: As we promised, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary Princeton Layman from the Bureau of African affairs 
will brief you now ON-THE-RECORD on the Investment 
Opportunities in Botswana. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY LYMAN: Thank you very much. What I 
would like to brief you on today is the [rade and Inw.tment 
Mission that arrived over the weekend from Botswana, headed by 
Botswana's Vice President, Peter Mmusi. 


Q How is that? 


“ M-~m-u-s-i is the way you spell it. First name, 
Peter. 


He is the Vice President. He is also the Minister of 
Finance and Development. It's a ten-man mission, and it 
consists of government officials, bankers, and businessmen. 


I think it's important to note that Botswana is one of 
the success stories of Africa, and there aren't very many 
success stories in Africa that get media attention or any kind 
of attention. And 1 think it is worthwhile pointing to the 
fact that since independence, Botswana has been a peaceful, 
stable, mutli-party, multi-racial democracy It has handled 
its economy well; it has weathered drought and recession better 
than many countries because it has managed its policies well. 
It anticipated problems, it took the right steps at the right 
time. 


It's a country with which we have enjoyed excellent 
relationships since its independence. And in the context of 
southern Africa, we have been concerned that Botswana be 
allowed to develop peacefully and have peaceful relations with 
its neighbors. 


As you know, we strongly supported Botswana in the 
aftermath of the June 1985 raid by South African forces. [hat 
was the specific occasion on which we called home our 
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Ambassador to South Africa, Herman Nickel, and we have had a 
long and effective assistance program in Botswana since its 
independence. fhis latest mission, led by the Vice President, 
is designed to efhance trade and investment opportunities with 
the United States. 


Botswana is a small country. It has less than a 
million people. It has a relatively large territory for that 
population, but a large part of it is desert. Most of its 
exports are diamonds -- two-thirds of its exports come from 
diamonds, and with the depressed diamond market, Botswana has 
suffered. They also export livestock, and they are looking for 
opportunities to expand their economic trade and their 
capacities within the region. [hey have trade arrangements 
with Malawi and Zimbabwe, and they are hoping that they can 
develop their capacities to sell throughout the region. 


The Trade and Investment Mission will be here for two 
weeks. They start here in Washington; they are here in 
Washington. There will be meetings here at the State 
Department; there will be meetings with other government 
agencies. And then there will be an all-day seminar sponsored 
by the Georgetown Center for Strategic & International 
Studies. That will be on Wednesday. 


The group then travels to Atlanta, September 12-14; 
New York, September 15-17; Chicago, September 18; and Los 
Angeles, September 19-23. Vice President Mmusi will then, on 
his own, return to Washington, and he will meet with Vice 
President Bush in Washington on the 23rd of September. 


Other meetings that the Vice President will have this 
week include meetings with the AID Administrator Peter 
McPherson; USIA Director Charles Wick; and with the Assistant 
Secretary for African Affairs, Chester Crocker. He is also 
meeting with a number of Senators and Congressmen. 


I would just add one final point to say again that 
this mission is part of our desire tc help promote trade, 
investment, and sound economic programs in the countries of 
Africa. Those countries that have taken the right steps and 
had almost model political systems like Botswana deserve both 
attention and support, and we hope that their Mission here will 
be a tremendous success. 


I'll be happy to take any questions 


Q Does the turbulence in South Africa affect 
Botswana? 














A It affects Botswana in two ways: one, of course, 
is that Botswana, like other countries of Africa, is opposed to 
the apartheid syStem; second, it affects them in the region. 
Their economy is very closely related to that of the South 
African economy -- they are part of the Customs Union. And 
I would say the third factor is that the problems within South 
Africa can spill over into the region as they did in June, and 
therefore, Botswana is affected by whether these problems are 
being handled and contained through a process of negotiation 
and peaceful activity, or whether they become violent and 
cross borders, so Botswana is very much affected. 


(Continued on following page. ) 





Q What alternative strategies could be discussed 
here to get Botswana away from that kind of dependence on South 
Africa? Is any thought being given to such alternatives? 


A I think the Botswanans are looking for 
opportunities both ways. fhat is, to sell in the region. Some 
of that might be selling into the South African market, but 
also to try and sell into the -- more into the African market. 
Zimbabwe is a case in point --- Malawi and other countries. 


The problem for regional trade in Africa is that so 
many of the countries have severe foreign exchange shortages, 
that for a country to sell to another country depends a lot on 
the other country's ability to pay in hard currency. 


Botswana also, of course, is a member of the agreement 
with the European Community, and they do export to Europe. 
They're one of the few African countries that exports livestock 
to Europe, and there are opportunities for Botswana to develop 
more potential toward the European market. 


Q Geographically is it limited because its channels 
of communication go through South Africa? 


A That's right. Largely through South Africa. Yes. 


Q So is any consideration being given to any 
alternatives geographically? 


A In what sense? ['m sorry. 
Q A rail route, maybe, through Zimbabwe? 


i) They do have some routes out otherwise, but it 
would not be economical. You'd be crossing the desert in some 
ways if you go northeast. You're crossing a big desert. So 
it's not economical except as they trade towards Zimbabwe, 
etc. Obviously, that would be more economical. But, you know, 
Zimbabwe, for example, has difficulties in its own transport 
out, so the alternatives are not readily available. 


And they have had no trouble in moving their goods out 
because they are, like Lesotho and Swaziland, part of this 
Customs Union, and so they have not had any difficulty moving 
trade or traffic, imports or exports, through South Africa. 


Q The Administration has repeatedly said that the 
countries around South Africa will suffer as a result of 
economic sanctions imposed -- if they were to be imposed by the 
United States. 











Now that President Reagan is imposing economic 
sanctions against South Africa, do you expect to hear 
complaints while’ this delegation is in the U.S. about that sort 
of activity? © 7 


A I think the Botswana delegation should speak for 
itself on its own views, but let me clarify the position of the 
Administration and the President this morning. 


The Administration has opposed sanctions which would 
do damage -- severe damage to the South African economy because 
it would hurt both the people in South Africa and could hurt 
the region, and that continues to be our policy. And I think 
the announcement the President made this morning and the 
particular steps that the President announced which are aimed 
to send a strong signal to South Africa are designed as much as 
possible to -- not to damage the livelihood of either black 
South Africans or neighboring countries, and we think that will 
be the case. 


Clearly, Botswana would be affected in terms of trade 
and other aspects if there were a serious down-turn in the 
South African economy. But as to how the Botswana Government 
sees this, [I think they should be asked that themselves. 


Q What specifically do you ask -- would you expect 
them to ask or to seek when they are here? 


A I think what they're looking for particularly are 
opportunities for joint investment and possibilities of selling 
more goods to the United States, but I think most of all joint 
investments. There are opportunities in Botswana, and there 
are American businesses who are interested in those kinds of 
activities. And the meetings that have been set up for them 
here in Washington and elsewhere are largely with businessmen 
and investors to see whether there's a fit there. 


Q What kind of business are we talking about here? 
What kind of trade? 


A Well, of course the mining is big in Botswana. 
It's a big part of their economy. Livestock is another, and 
they're also interested in various other agro-industrial 
possibilities. 


Q Would I be correct in assuming that their diamond 
exports go through DeBeers? 











A I think so. Isn't that true, Kevin, that their 
diamond exports go through DeBeers? 


STAFF: “I believe so. 


MR. LYMAN: 1 think so. I think the biggest mine is -- 


Q So in terms of mining, we're not talking about 
any potential -- 

a Not in the diamond area. 

Q -- alternative to DeBeers? 

A Not -— no. Other possible mining opportunities, 
I think, is what they're looking at. They do export some other 
mining --- they have copper and nickel are some other minerals 


that Botswana has. 
Q Thank you. 


3) Thank you very much. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:14 p.m. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You have the details. 
The Prime Minister of Denmark is here on an official visit for two 
Gays. Let me just take it from the top since I know you have time 
problems. 


The meeting began after the usual welcoming remarks with 
the President talking with the Prime Minister about the forthcoming 
meeting between the President and General Secretary Gorbachev. And 
the President told the Prime Minister that he was looking forward to 
the meeting, that he was convinced it could be -=- would be a 
productive and useful meeting, and that he wanted to particularly say 
it was his view that if the Soviets are willing to meet us halfway, 
then they will certainly find us, find the President also with that 
Same attitude of meeting the issues halfway. 


He laid out for the Prime Minister the grouping of 
possible November subjects that I think you all know, but let me run 
through them -- arms control, regional issues, human rights, and 
bilateral issues. He did not go into the details -- he simply listed 
them as the catagories of issues that would be a part of that 
November meeting. 


He said he thought -- that he hoped one could make some 
form of progress on issues in all of these categories, but, again, 
using the phrase you know, his primary thought at this time was that 
the meeting would be one to chart a course, and that indeed to 
identify a process of problem solving. 


Q Is that a quote? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “Process of problem 
solving” is a quote, yes. 


It was in that context then that the President expressed 
to the Prime Minister his view that NATO solidarity would be crucial 
to the meeting coming up and to its success. And he reiterated that 
while within the alliance today we might all be concerned about some 
of the issues the nations are addressing -- and he did not go into 
the issues -- he was convinced that again success is a function of 
solidarity. 


He shared with the Prime Minister in broad terms the 
approach to the Geneva negotiations, the Round Three of which is 
beginning soon, and stated that the United States is committed to 
deep reductions in nuclear arms -- deep reductions that, of course, 
are mutual and verifiable. 


And he shared with the Prime Minister his views <-- the 
President's views and U.S. views on the Strategic Defense Initiative, 
but there was nothing, again, of exchange here. It was just an 
Opportunity to lay out the President's views about it. 
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Both men talked about defense budgets and the need for 
defense budgets -- no details. 


A next item -- the President asked the Prime Minister, 
who has recently concluded a three-day visit to Israel, if he would 
share with the President the vicvs he brings from that trip and there 
was a report on that. And the President also included in the 
conversation with the Prime Minister a very general review on Central 
America. These were -- if I could describe them -- these were not 
quotes, but if I could describe them, it was sort of the two men each 
reporting on a region of the world that they could add to a 
conversation to give it an international dimension besides the NATO 
and the defense budget picture. 


Finally, two things: they both discussed the probleas 
facing the world economy and, as you know, the need to protect free 
trade and open markets. That was done in a manner consistent with 
the President's remarks at the ceremony. And the session concluded 
with the President thanking the Prime Minister for the Prine 
Minister's own efforts on behalf of making arrangements for the 
sailing ship “Denmark” to visit New York next year for the Fourth of 
July celebrations. And that was really it. 


Q Why does the President think there will be progress, 
and isn't he operating on a different course than Gorbachev who does 
want something substantive. The President keeps talking about a 
starting point and Gorbachev says, no, he'd really like to get into 
the guts of the issue. So, what is this -- I mean, why is he so 
optimistic? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't see the 
dichotomy. The President was saying to the Prime Minister that he, 
in laying out these four categories of issues, and I think we pointed 
out in Helsinki at the time that we were talking there about the then 
meeting, that these are general categories of issues that both sides 
see as constituting the, if you will, the worksheet for -- 


Q Do they take in human rights? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They do not. They do 
not. 


Q All right. Then they both don't see eye to eye? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no. And we have 
never -- we have never sought to have an agreed agenda with the 
Soviet Union because there are these differences. But the President 
said, as I -- I think I indicated here that, with respect to the 
issues that are involved there, he hopes to make some progress on all 
of them, but he would also see the meeting as 
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productive and useful if it produced this process for problem 
solving. 


Q Did either leader today offer an asseasment cf the 
state-of-play in the pre-summit public relations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, 
Q -- battle between the two countries? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Didn't come up. 


Q Did the Prime Minister elaborate on what his 
expectations are out of the summit? And was there -- did you get the 
feeling -- did the President get the feeling that he was acting as a 
spokesman in any way for the NATO Alliance, our European allies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I will confess to you 
all on this first time out I don't know all of the rules of 
diplomatic exchange, but I: can tell you that the Prime Minister -- 
and I'il count on Ed to break in when I violate the rules or going to 


be somebody in trouble -- 


Q You're not violating the rules -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. But -- (laughter) 


MR, DJEREJIAN: But not -- (laughter) -- that is not the 
rule. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister, with 
respect to that part of the conversation, simply thanked the 
Presicent for that layout, that appreciation of how the President saw 
the forthcoming meeting and agreed with the President through a nod 
of the head more than anything else that NATO solidarity is crucial 
to the meeting coming up. 


Q In the context of NATO's solidarity, was there any 
conversation about the upcoming Mitterrand-Gorbachev summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no mention. 


Q And -- so there was really no discussion about -- 
was there any discussion about Gorbachev's moratoria -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, 


Q ~~ offers and whether they were getting a perception 
in Western Europe that he was being more forthcoming than Ronald 
Reagan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no mention of that 
whatsoever. 


Q Sheila, ask. 


G You said a few times that the President said that 
success was a function of solidarity among the NATO allies. Did he 
give any clues as to what would constitute Success? What does he 
expect the solidarity to accomplish or the lack of solidarity to not 
accomplish? ‘ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me ruminate just a 
bit. He did not, but I think that I would be safe in saying that 
here the definition of success is an outcome of the Geneva meeting 
between the President and the General Secretary which was consistent 
with what the President sees the meeting as producing; that is, the 
identification of a process cf problem solving. 
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And, of course, the second time that success was 
mentioned had to do with the general Geneva negotiations that are 
starting, as I said, in, I guess, in about a week or so. 


Q Well, so, does it follow from that that absence of 
some show of solidarity among the NATO that the President fears that 
there would not be this problem-solving agenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: There was -- I think 
where I am troubled with your question is that the show of solidarity 
suggests an instance of solidarity of everybody standing up and 
Saying something. That was not the context. It was a continuation 
of Alliance backing for the United States as it proceeds with the 
negotiations in Geneva, and, again,.a sense of NATO solidarity, 
Alliance backing, as the President prepares for the meeting and the 
United States prepares for the meeting in November; but not, as I 
say, what I heard in the question of some declaration or anything 
else. Nothing of that was ever anywhere near the conversation. 


Q Did the Prime Minister have any criticisms or 
complaints on the subjects of either SDI on the one hand or trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the question of 
trade, I believe it's quite clear the two men have the same views. 
And, again, the Prime Minister was very clear out here on the lawn to 
Say that -- in fact, he quoted the President, saying, “I agree with 
you,” that “protectionism is destructionism,”" 


So, there's -- that exchange was an exchange of the 
like-minded on the question of trade. And the other feature you -- 








Q -- SDI. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: SDI, no. The President 
made the expression of U.S. views on SDI and there was no exchange on 
that. 


Q I'm afraid -- if I can follow up -- forgive ay 
ignorance, but are there some complaints that they have against the 
United States -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think -- 
Q -- currently or -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q -- against what's happening in Congress? Anything 
-- specific concern on specific products? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not specific concern on ° 


specific products. They share the President's concerns about 
protectionism generally, but there are no specific issues between the 
two countries. 


Q The Prime Minister, I believe, is the head of a 
minority party, but in coalition -- is the government of Denmark and 
is a supporter himself of SDI and INF. What discussion, if any, was 
there of the possibility of delivering Denmark as a base for INF? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was none. None. 
It never has come up. 


Q Yes, thie phrase identifying a process of problen 
solving, what does that mean? (Laughter.) It did come out of the -- 
is it just the past two days? Is that the success or do you have to 
come out with regular summits thereafter or a regular foreign 
ministers meeting? What is the process of problem solving? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I could show you some of 
the thinking that I know has been done on this. The issues that cone 
under these four topics are not finite issues that are here to be 
resolved in November and everything's going to be just terrific and 
there will be no more differences and no need for being able to 
manage a dialogue or having channels of communication to address 
these problems. These are long-term issues that are going to be with 
us for a long -- for a period of time. 


Secondly, they are the kinds of issues on which the two 
countries already have an established basis of dealing with each 
other. We have various negotiating fora, not only Geneva, but we 
have Vienna for MBFR, Stockholm for CDE. And I think that what this 
is telling you -- and I happen to be very comfortable with the 
concept -- is that the process of problem solving ig identified with 
these long-term issues in these already established fora and how we 
can make progress in those fora, not only before <-- as the President 
said, hope to make some progress in these various fora before the 
meeting -- but afterwards, how do you proceed afterwards. 


~~ we already have the process, why do we need the 
suaait? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's always very 
important that leaders get together and inspire and give impetus to 
their negotiators. 


Q But can you tell me specifically what the sumait 
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should contribute to this process? I mean, it’s supposed to have 
some purpose. What's the purpose in strengthening the process of 
identifying or solving probleas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, by definition, 
meetings of leaders to -- as I say -- who have a productive and 
useful exchange and who inspire give impetus to those who are 
addressing these issues, just by definition -- 
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Q It's a success before it even takes place, right? I 
mean, the taking place of the summit then, becomes its own success. 
Is that right? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's @ conclusion 
you're drawing, Leo. I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q I'm just asking if that's a proper conclusion -- 
that the summit is its own success. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really -- don't want 
to go from the meeting of the President with the Prime Minister deep 
into the views on the Geneva thing. No. 


Q My question is this. Doe: are there -- is there 
outstanding problem or major irritant in bi ral relations between 
the United States and Denmark -- I think I .wow the answer. Number 
two: this is a President of a <-- Prime Minister of a country with 
five million people -- no significant military force and not a very 
large economy, even by European standards. What real voice does he 
have in anything European? I mean, compared to France, or Germany or 
Britain or Italy, I sean, who is this guy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, I guess 
I come to this with a prejudice because -- those of you who know me 
know I spent a large portion of diplomatic career serving in small 
countries, so let me give you ay sense of the importance of small 
countries and alliances. I mean, alliances can't go across the face 
of the map and pick this country and this country and something else. 
Geography and political history give us an arrangement in Europe that 
includes many, many countries with different heritages, with 
different economies, different political institutions. All of those 
countries, I think one can say without exception, have contributed 
also to our own national heritage which creates these ties that 
perhaps are difficult to deal with in words, but are very such 
perceived ties. And you can't just go through and say this picture 
-- this piece of the puzzle is more important than the other. I 
mean, when you get all done, you either have the puzzle put together 
or you don't and it may be a small piece that's missing or it may be 
@ large piece that's missing, but something's wrong with that puzzle 
unless you have that kind of solidarity. 


Q But do we have any differences? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And there are no issves 
“-- no. 


Q -- thank you. 

Q The President in his remarks -- on the lawn 
indicated that they were going to discuss the possibility of new 
rounds of comprehensive trade negotiations. Did they do that? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry? 

Q ~~ what was said? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Simply that they both 
favored the new trade round. It was covered as -- just in that 
extent. 


SENIOR AMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Helen? 
Q Ie the President irritated with Gorbachev's 


interview with Time -- made this crack about public relations, 
wishful thinking and so forth? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was no return to 
the -- I think I answered that -- but there was no return to that 


subject in this exchange. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, we'll have one or 
two more questions. 


Sheila? 


Q On trade, did the President give any indication of 
any refinements in his trade policy that he's about to make public -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did net. It was 
the very general expression of the two men who are like-minded and 


that was it. Wo details. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Frank? 


Q I'd just like to follow up on what Andrea was asking 
@ moment ago. Did the President ask for an assessment of or did the 
Prime Minister offer an assessment of the European peace movements or 
the peace movement -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it did not come up 


Q No discussion -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- in either formulation 
of your question. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:54 A.M. EDT 
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MR. SPEAKES: We'll get started. The President met 
roughly an hour with the Republican leadership. And we have with us 
the Majority Leader of the Senate and the Republican Leader of the 
House who will brief you on the meeting. I will follow with the 
President's statements in the meeting. 


SENATOR DOLE: Let me indicate at the outset that we had 
a good meeting. (Laughter.) 


Q why? 
SENATOR DOLE: Why not? 
Q Did he roll over, or what? (Laughter.) 


SENATOR DOL™: Wo. We went through the agenda for the 
balance of the year. And the President indicated again that, of 
course, the vote in the Senate this afternoon is very important on 
South Africa. We talked about farm legislation, trade legislation in 
a general way, tax reform, other issues that will be pending * in 
the House and the Senate. 


We advised him on our part that we'd be going to the 
immigration bill todz . We thought we would prevail this afternoon 
in the cloture vote. And that's sort of where we left it. 


Q What's your nose count for the cloture vote? 
SENATOR DOLE: Not <= it’s not precise. 

Q But you win today and -- 

Q But it’s precise enough to -- 


Q -- would you also win tomorrow in the final -- is 
that the final vote tomorrow? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, tomorrow it ought to be a landslide 
because that's really a question of who's going to run the Senate -- 
the Majority or the Minority party. And I think it's more of a 
procedural vote tomorrow on whether we should proceed to the 
conference report. So I think tomorrow showld be fairly easy. 


Q And did you also agree that trade is the number one 
issue on the table now? 


SENATOR DOLE: I don’t think -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We didn't characterize it number 
one, but i think, frankly, the greater part of the discussion had to 
do with trade when we once got into the subject matter. But as the 
President indicated earlier, I think, to either your question, lelen, 
or somebody else's, they're all important. 


Q Well, we gathered from you yesterday that it was on 
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the front, front, front burner. 


. CONGRESSMAN MICIIEL: Well, I think before we've had a 
kind of a stove that cidn*t have all that many burners on it. Wow 
it’s one of those kind of hotel kind of styles -- (laughter) -- and 
there's a whole array of front burners. (Laughter.) 


Q What is the -- what is the reality? What is he 
really saying? What are you really saying? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, the -- cur Senate counterparts 
are obviously working and fashioning and crafting some legislative 
proposals and options on the Senate. We're going to be doing the 
same on our side. 


The administration -- Clayton Yeutter has made a -- the 
President called on hia particularly to outline what they've been 
through. And he mentioned, I think, either the day before yesterday 
or so specifically meeting with the President on a number of things 
that had been proposed yi some kind of sense of feel. And I 
think between our House and Senate Republicans and the 
acainistration, we're going to be working together to come up to -- 

Q Well, now, is the President ready to accept some 
kiné of a trade bill, as Regan apparently indicated yesterd*y to you? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he didn't say specifically. 
Actually, we never want to commit a President until he sees something 
specfically in writing, just as he would -- we wouldn't say he's 
going to definitely veto something until he sees the final product. 


Q Senator, what was your impression? 


SENATOR DOLE: My impression was that, working together, 
we can probably come up with a legislative initiative. 


¢ Well, now, is this -- the point of this, I gather, 
is to do the same thing that the South Africa sanctions did, and that 
is to sustain a veto on, let's say, some of the protectionist 
legislation that's now moving through the process. Textiles is the 
first one that's going to come down. So the point of the President 
and of the Republicans coming with a package is to head off an 
override of a veto on the textile bill? 


SENATOR DOLE: Wot necessarily. 
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Q Well then, what is the point? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I think the point is -- is to take 
the initiative in areas where we think we should and that's -- we all 
believe in open markets, we believe in access, we believe that, as 
the President said this morning, not only free trade, but fair trade. 
We don't find ourselves in disagreement with the President's general 
Philosophy as far as free trade's concerned -- open markets. But we 
Go have a number of cases we can recite where they're not open on the 
other end. So, that's the kind of legislation we're looking at and 
it's something I think would have strong bipartisan support. 


Q Using these two examples, on -- in two instances 
now, you take the initiative at the eleventh hour rather than at the 
beginning of the process. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, it’s part of the fall offensive. 


Q What's the -- the fall offensive is to wait until 
you're about to be overcome and then surrender gracefully? 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Well, wait -- 

SENATOR DOLE: It's -- wait ‘til fall. (Laughter.) 
Q When you say taking the initiative-- 

SENATOR DOLE: Fall isn't here yet. 

Q To fall? 

Q Yes. 


Q When you say -- we're taking the initiative, do you 
mean that the Republicans in the Congress are taking the initiative 
away from the President? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo, I wouldn't say that. It's -- 
but normally, we write legislation. You get recommendations from an 
administration and we put it in final form. But, there's nothing 
sanctimonious about that procedure for goodness sake. 


Q Well, will it be restrictive trade -- will it fall 
into a protectionist category? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo. Definitely -- what -- 
Q What -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Our whole effort is one of soving in 
a much more positive, affirmative way on what additional -- the 
President, for example, made a point about how in the throes of the 
Gepth of the depression, we actually had a favorable trade balance. 
And, you know, we've been concentrating probably so much on the 
Geficit side of that trade deficit when frankly, we ought to be 
talking more in terms of how -- some of the benefits we gain from the 
fact that we've got as open a trade policy as we have. But if there 
are corrections to be made, then I think we ought to -- 


SENATOR DOLE: -- spent a lot of time on the trade 
matter, I'd say. 


Q Did the President -- 

Q Senator, what can be done -- 

Q Did the President discuss with you his plans to, 
perhaps, take his mcnsage on television in terms of a nationwide 
speech? Did he tal about a $300 million war chest to the Ex-In 
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Bank? Anything like that? 
SENATOR DOLE: Wo. -- didn't talk specifics. 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: We didn't -- 
Q <= didn't talk specifics on what -- 
SEWATOR DOLE: Talked about going to Tampa. Have -- 


Q Senator, what can be done legislatively -- what is 
the notion that Regan, apparently, has said that might accept? Is 
that to make it easier to file unfair trade cases? Can you tell us 
what -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, they may have outlined specifics to 
House Republicans yesterday, but we're not aware of the specifics. 
Ambassador Yeutter visited with a number of us in the Senate two days 
ago. We hope to have another visit with him this week. I think it 
includes looking at toughening up Section 301 to cover some cases 
that they discovered can't be covered; to take a look at a number of 
areas where we believe there ought to be a little more reciprocity, 
mutuality of trade. But, no, I don't have the specifics. 


Q Can you say, Congressman Michel, what sort of issues 
might be approached through legislation that would not be 
protectionist? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we have -- there's -- 
inhibiting factors against our inventors and those who would like 
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to have a more free rein, I think ongenting the Expo 

Administration Act to make it easier for ller companies, 
particularly in our country, to do -- to get involved in the export 
business. There are so many restraints currently that if we could 
break down some of those barriers, I think it would be applauded, 
particularly among more small- and intermediate-sized industries. 
Now, the large multinationals, they know the ropes. They've got the 
resources to do it. It's in the smaller, intermediate-range where we 
could be helpful to them in, frankly, moving more aggressively in a 
positive way to expand our exports. 


Q Gentlemen, are these kind of measures going to be 


enough to stop the mood for real protectionist legislation up on the 
Hill? 


SENATOR DOLE: I doubt it. I mean, I think there'll 
still be a vote on some -- these are the Thurmond-Jenkins Bill or 
some bill that would address textiles, and I assume when you bring 
that up, there'll be shoes added or be an attempt to add shoes. No, 
I don't believe that we can conceive of any plan that would, in 
effect -- to stop all the action because it has become, in addition 
to an economic issue, a highly-charged political issue. 


Q Do you think you can defeat import quotas on 
textiles and shoes? 


SENATOR DOLE: I'm not certain. 

Q Didn't you say you're going to vote for that? 
Q Well, let's go back to -- 

SENATOR DOLE: Not certain I want to. 

Q Let me go back to -- 


Q I was going to say, Senator, didn't you say you were 
going to vote for the textile bill? 


SENATOR DOLE: Yes. 


Q Are you still going to vote for it, even after this 
talk about -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I -- if we get a real good product, 
I could change amy mind. 


Q The point I was asking about -- 
Q Senator, are you talking about -- 


Q -- you say you can't conceive of a plan that will 
stop a vote on these bills. 


SENATOR DOLE: Right. 


Q But can you conceive of a plan that will stop an 
override of a veto of these bills? 


SENATOR DOLE: My view is if we had a very good plan that 
could be offered as a substitute, there's -- you know, there's an 
Opportunity there we don't want to miss on our side. I'm not certain 
how you'd play it. 

Q In other words, it'll never get to the President -- 

Q Do you have that plan? 


Q -- in the present form. You'll be able to offer a 
substitute that will water down -- 
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SENATOR DOLE: We're not there yet. We're just sort of 
-< you know, sort of evolving in the process and we haven't reached 


Q Didn't the President oppose money for the Ex-In 
Bank? 


SENATOR DOLE: -- the legislative strategy yet. 


Q Didn‘t the President oppose muney for the Ex-Im Bank 
in his budget -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes. 
Q -- originally? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes, but I think they've made sone 
adjustment in their thinking on that score. 


Q Are you saying that -- 
' Q It's called “an attitude adjustment.” 
Q -- you're still opposed to any import quotas at all? 
SENATOR DOLE: Yes. 
Q He's firmly opposed to import quotas -- 


SENATOR DOLE: He gave us a lot of facts and figures and 
said that “we Democrats” -- he was referring back to the days of 
Smoot-Hawley -- “and you Republicans” -- we were the -- you know, the 
high tariff and they were the low tariff, and how it's sort of 
changed, at least -- in the rhetoric. So he gave a rather lengthy 
discourse on his attitudes on free and open markets. But he did say 
“fair trade.” And he does understand some of the concerns that many 
members of Congress have in both parties, when you can't get access. 
When Brazil says, “We ship you all the shoes we want, but when you 
ship shoes to us there's a hundred percent duty.” That's pretty hard 
to explain to -- 


Q Well, did he convince you? 
SENATOR DOLE: Pardon? 

Q Did he convince you? 

SENATOR DOLE: He was very persuasive. 


Q Did you offer a draft plan this morning? Did you 
offer a draft plan at all -- 


SENATOR DOLE: No. 
Q -- of any sort? 


Q Mr. Michel, your 24-point paper yesterday had 
several sections, and one of them talked about strengthening U.S. 
Trade Representatives. Can the President support that section? Or 
are they only supportive of the section on -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we didn't get into the 
specifics of that. But I think the very fact that Clayton Yeutter 
was there presently 
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this morning was asked to make some comments signifies the change 
than what we have experienced in the past on that issue. 


Q So Mr. Yuetter would like to have the powers that 
you have outlined in your -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, he is our Trade Ambassador 
currently, and I would think that -- and I think everyone recognizes 
him to be a first-rate individual for that position, and we would 
certainly like to utilize that resource as bes* we can, because he 
does know the subject well. 


SENATOR DOLE: And Senator Danforth, in his statement -- 
our Trade Subcommittee Chairman on the Senate side -- indicated that 
there ought to be a mandate to the Trade Representative to work with 
the President, with the Congress, and come up with this -- you know, 
a meaningful legislative initiative, not just some cosmetic thing to 
trot out, but something that has some meat on it. 


Q Senator, do you see a scenario in which the 
President, like he did on South Africa, preempts Congress on trade by 
imposing some of these things administratively? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, they are talking about legislative 
initiative, and I commend the President on his South African 
initiative. I think it certainly speaks with much more authority to 
have the President of the United States speaking about that 
particular government's actions than it does the Congress. 


Q You have indicated that a legislative initiative 
isn't going to do it. Do you think it will still come up? 


SENATOR DOLE: No, I said if it is meaningful, and that 
is what the President indicated, Clayton Yuetter indicated, we 
discussed it yesterday in our meeting -- House and Senate Republican 
leadership. 


Q But you have indicated that that isn't going to stop 
a vote. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I may not have gone -- maybe I went 
a bit too far. If we had a good substitute to offer, that some of us 
who have been pressing it could obviously initiate, it might be 
enough to -- 


Q Well, now Senator -- 


SENATOR DOLE: A lot of politics, and it is pretty hard 
to measure the politics. 


Q The President made the point Monday that if he had 
the line-item veto, he could simply line out some of that South 
Africa sanctions bill. Is that the way the line-item veto works? 


SENATOR DOLE: No, I think there was a slip there in 
communications. 


Q Carelessness? 
Q Senator, what are the chances -- 
Q He appeared not to know what the line-item veto was 


about. 


What are the chances, Senator, for tax reform action 
in the Senate before the end of the year? 


SENATOR DOLE: Pardon? 


Q What are the chances of action on tax reform before 
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the end of the year in the Senate? 
: SENATOR DOLE: They are hopeful. (Laughter.) 
Q Who is hopeful? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Let me say something. From what I 
understand, if that meeting at Airlie House indicated that Danny 
Rosty was hoping to have a bill on the floor of the House by November 
Ist -- now that is quite a long way away. And we were making the 
point today and in our joint discussion yesterday, not knowing yet 
when the Congress would adjourn. I know when I have talked to Tip -- 
the Speaker -- earlier, let's get out of here by November 15th. I 
suspect the President would probably be just as happy if we would go 
at that time, too. But if that is the case and we only get a bill 
over to the Senate the lst of November, I think it is very unfair to 
expect them, within two weeks time, to do everything we did in 90 
days or what. So -- 


Q Well, what are you saying then, sir? Are you saying 
that you would ask for Congress to extend the session through 
Christmas or -- 


SENATOR DOLE: No, that is not -- 
Q -- that you wouldn't do anything this year? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, we haven't come to that 
conclusion yet, but I think we want to move as aggressively as we can 
in the House with whatever. 


SENATOR DOLE: We did ask the President when he would 
like us to leave town, and he -- I won't -- 


Q He said tomorrow. 


SENATOR DOLE: Yesterday, was his response. But 
seriously we have got a problem. It seems to me that if we are going 
to get action this year then we have got to have the bill. If it is 
November lst they are talking about, then we've got to pass it 


MORE 








Then you've got a Thanksgiving recess, conference report. Getting it 
through the Senate, tax bills take three and four weeks. So you look 
at the calendar and it's just nor realistic to assume, unless there 
is a speed-up in the House mark-up, that we're going to do it this 
year. I mean, you just -- it's not because we're opposed to it, it's 
the calendar. 


So when are you saying you have to get it before 
it's doable? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, Bob Packwood has been saying October 
15th -- he'd be a better judge than I am --because that gives him a 
little time for hearings, allow three or four weeks on the floor. 
You've got two or three weeks in the conference. To get it on the 
President's desk by New Year's Day, is going to be tough. 


Q Well, aren't they just dragging their feet so that 
they can adjourn and have you guys blame -- the Republicans blame -- 


SENATOR DOLE: That thought has occurred to me, but -- 
(laughter) -- I wouldn't suggest it publicly. 


Q But you're not for it. 

MR. SPEAKES: Let's take David -- 
SENATOR DOLE: Oh, I'm for it. 

Q Are you? 

SENATOR DOLE: Oh, yes. 

MR. SPEAKES: Let's take David -- 
Q For what? 

SENATOR DOLE: Whatever it is, yes. 
Q I mean, what are you for? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I mean, that's what we've indicated 
to the President, let's take a look at it, let's see what's in it. 
But I'm for tax reform. We hope we've demonstrated that in the past. 
And I must say this -- people say, well, there's not a lot of 
enthusiasm. I never found any enthusiasm for a tax bill -- not 
really the one in ‘81, or the one in ‘82, or the one in ‘84. Pebdple 
don't get too excited about taxes. 


MR. SPEAKCS: David Hoffman's the last question. 


Q Did either of you gentlemen discuss with the 
President the current appropriations situation? Do you expect him 
now to veto any? Did he give any indications of his plans? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, that was one of the -- I think 
the second item on the agenda and -- because we're getting to that 
point where we were to have several of them in the Houses this week 
-- and then the admonishment that they're -- be sure that they're 
within the restraints of the budget resolution. 


Now, already, while there was supposed to be in 
somebody's program, I think, a 15 percent reduction, already the 
liouse may be inclined, well, let's make it only 10 percent. Then 
you've already breached the ceiling. I think there's no question but 
the President's got to look at each one of those individual 
appropriation bills as they come down the pike and no question about 


SENATOR DOLE: And he indicated in our little post -- as 
we were leaving the meeting that he was very anxious to exercise the 
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veto and we pledged that we would help him. We're just as concerned 
as he is about spending. We don’t think we've done -- 


: Q Did he pound the table today? 
SENATOR DOLE: Wo. 
Q Did he throw his glasses? 
Q Remember you -- 
Q What about this Jordanian sending up the -- 
SENATOR DOLE: That didn't come up. 
C | But do you think it's a great idea? 
SENATOR DOLE: Well, it's an idea. (Laughter.) 


Q Thanks for coming. Thanks for coming in, giving us 
your views. 


' THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:33 A.M. EDT 
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DR. SPRINKEL: Ladies and gentlemen, the President's 
statement: 


“This morning, we have received more very encouraging 
news about our nation's economy. Retail sales for the month of 
August rose sharply while our standard measure for inflation at the 
producer's level actually declined. 


"Sales for August rose a robust 1.9 percent. Much of 
that gain came from an impressive 7.8 percent increase in new car 
sales and other sales categories also showed increases. 


"In the midst of this healthy consumer activity, we also 
saw prices at the wholesale level for August fall three-tenths of one 
percent while industrial production in the manufacturing sector rose ¢ 


ra 


a half of one percent, the largest increase in a year. Industrial 

production overall climbed .3 -- three-tenths of one percent. - 
er 

"All of this good news follows a drop in our unemployment 

rate of three-tenths of one percent and the Census Bureau's 

announcement that 1.8 million fewer Americans are living in poverty. 

This is further evidence of the miraculous powers of American 

enterprise. 


"If the Congress will help me to control domestic 
spending, to work for freer and fairer trade, and to reduce tax rates 
further by passing our fair share tax plan for all Americans, then we 
can reach our goal -- we can unleash a decade of growth and create 10 
million new jobs in the next four years." 


End of the President's statement. I would like to fill 
in a few specifics on his statement. 


Por several months now, I think you know, our analysis of 
underlying economic developments have led us to believe that there 
would be renewed economic strength in the second half of this year. 
It led to our projection for real growth of an annual rate of about 5 
percent average for the third and fourth quarter of this year. In ay 
Opinion, recent data reaffirms our expectation. 


This morning, Commerce announced, as the President 
indicated, retail sales up 1.9 percent. Autos were strong, at 7.8 
percent increase. But let me give you a few other segments. General 
merchandise sales, for example, rose a very satisfactory 2.9 percent. 
Gasoline sales were up 1.7; apparel sales, one percent; drugstore 
sales up 1.6. There were two sectors that showed either no growth or 
@ slight decline -- building material sales were flat and furniture 
and food were actually down slightly at the retail level. 


So we expect, based on this data, solid performance in 
retail sales for the third quarter when we get the final number. 


Also industrial production, as the President indicated, 
is up. But there were downward adjustments of prior months. The 
August increase was respectable and particularly in the manufacturing 








and the durable sanufacturing sector. 
. There was more excellent news on the inflation front with 
the PPI for finished goods actually declining three-tenths of «a 
percent in August. It's important to note that food and energy 
prices fell seven-tenths of one percent and 1.6 percent, 

respectively. This reflects the fact that lower oil prices are 
feeding in to lower inflation. If the President had decided to 
impose a tax increase on oil -- imports, that would not have 
happened. 


The stability of producer prices in 19865 is a sign of 
continued low inflation in the months ahead at the consumer level. I 
think it's excellent news, not only on the performance of our 
» but also it's excellent news for its implications for 
international economic performance as well. 


Finally, we should all keep in mind that as the econony 
emerges, as it's now doing, from a period of slower growth, the 
economic statistics may remain mixed for awhile. That is, not every 
number will be wholeheartedly positive news, as it has been of late. 
But that’s always the case. 


Nonetheless, the evidence is more and sore supportive of 
our expectation of renewed economic strength during the second half 
of this year. 


Thank you. I'll be pleased to respond to questions. 
Yes, sir? 


Q With the cars driving up these figures, as it were, 
is -- how much of that is attributed to end-of-the-year sales and the 
cut rates on loans -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: We think quite a bit. That's we don't 
want to suggest that this rate of increase is going to continue at 
the auto side. I have talked to some of the people in the industry 
and they all indicate that there were sajor efforts through interest 
rate subsidies, through cutting prices and, I don't know how such of 
it -- 


Q How does it compare to previous Augusts? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it's much stronger. This is -- 
these numbers are adjusted for seasonal -- for normal seasonal, and 
it's much stronger than usual. But I's sure these special efforts 
accounted for some of it, I just don't know how such. 


Yes, sir? 


Q You spoke -- or actually, I guess from the 
President's statement you sade a reference to his goal of new job 
creation. Can you tell us what that comes fron? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. Yes. It came fron a study that CEA 
headed back a month and a half ago, perhaps, where we, by law, sust 
make projections out five years. We made projections about GNP in 
the last half of this year which we've been talking about. But we 
also have to project what we thought was reasonable economic growth 
over the ensuing years and those numbers on real GNP were projections 
at a -- at about four percent annual rate of increase graduall 
phasing down to three and a half percent in the outer year. t 
reflects our view that there are substantial idle resources still -- 
we're not happy at 6.9 unemployment <-- we want to get it on down. It 
reflects the view that we think incentives for investment will remain 
strong, especially if we can get our tax reform bill. 


Now, we then went from the growth numbers to what are the 
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implications for jobs under reasonable guesstimates about what would 
happen to productivity improvements. And those projections show 
about "ine million additional jobs in that period. 


° Q Pive years did you say? 
DR. SPRINKEL: Pardon? 
Q Over five years? 
DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, mwa‘an. 
Q Did you say four or five? 
Q Is that with the tax bill -- assuming a tax bill? 


DR. SPRINKEL: We certainly have indicated that we expect 
incentives on investment to remain high. That's the sain one and if 
we get the tax bill, they'll improve a little. The -- in discussion 
with the White House, we think it's very reasonable to state that 
this straight line projection -- 


Q You are the White House now, Beryl. 
‘ DR. SPRINKEL: -- is nine million plus, and it's 
reasonable to believe -- I am part of the White House, right -- I 
forget -- I's not -- I don’t have my Treasury hat on -- that it's our 
goal to try to make a ten. You know, that's a reasonable goal given 
the projections that occurred. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Two questions, if I may. First, are you worried 
about what the Fed will do October lst with that growth? 


DR. SPRINKEL: As I have told many of you, and I sust 
repeat it, in my new role as Chairman of the Council of Economic 
Advisers, I do not believe it's appropriate for me to make a 
statement evaluating either hopes, fears, or actuality concerning an 
independent agency -- the Federal Reserve. It is the role of 
Secretary Baker, who is the chief economic spokesman, and, obviously, 
the President. But I am staying out of that thicket and I feel very 
comfortable doing so. That doesn't mean that I don't tell the 
President what I believe and the other people around the White House, 
but I do not speak about that subject publicly. 


Yes, ma‘an? 


Q Do you think the fact that those two seats have not 
been filled yet will cause confusion or confusion of signals from the 
Fed? I mean, is that a potential probles? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I don't expect that to be a problem. The 
~~ work is underway and no date has been set for the announcesent, 
but it will be in the relatively near future. 


Q Can we expect the two to be announced together? 


DR. SPRINKEL: That decision hasn't been made final yet, 
but it's possible. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Will this positive economic news have an impact on the 
~~ @either the budget deficit or the trade deficit? 


DR. SRPINKEL: I hope so. It will not make a difference 
from what we've projected a few months back -- a couple months -- 
because we did project an average of a five percent increase in the 
last half and that's -- we're sticking to that projection. We feel 





more comfortable about it mow because we have numerous data that have 
been coming in of late that support it. But over tise, clearly, the 
battle on the budget deficit involves, as the President has sade very 
clear, continued or increased, in fact, restraint on spending and 
also economic growth. And I think economic growth is here -- it'll 
be here for some period of time. It will have, I hope and I believe, 
positive effects on sany segments of our economy. Furthermore, I 
hope it will make the President's legislative initiatives somewhat 
@asier on the trade front, also on the tax reform front. If we were 
in the middle of a very serious recession, we would have great 
Gifficulties on the Hill. In fact, we're in the siddle of a renewed 
economic expansion. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Can you tell me whether you think there's any chance 
inflation could rekindle in light of the very rapid soney supply 
growth? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Again, I refer to my earlier statement. 
There is no evidence, in the near term future of a rekindling, and I 
Go not want to talk about msonetary policy with respect to that. 


Yes, ma‘an? 


Q You said that despite expecting growth, you still 
think some of the economic statistics will remain mixed. Which ones 
are you -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I'm not certain. If I knew I would 
tell you. I just know that I’ve been in this business over thirty 
years, and when things begin to improve, every once in a while you 
get a downer. And those that don't believe the improvement, of 
course, point to that, as they have a right to do. And I'm not so 
foolish as to expect that every figure that we're going to release in 
the weeks and sonths ahead will all be positive. There'll be some 
downers. 


We have some important numbers next week, 








aS you may know. he have the first flash on GNP for the third 
quarter. The problem with that number is that it has a fair amount 
of error built sround it, and, therefore, even if it does look pretty 
good, it may get revised either up or down subsequently. 


We also will have additional numbers next week on 
personal income. I'm pretty optimistic on both of those. But you 
know everything I know. I have no insight as to how it’s coming out 
over at Commmerce as they compute them. We have 4 manufacturing 
capacity number coming out next week; also, housing starts. Wow, 
housing starts -- the developments there look pretty good, but 
they've been flat. Mortgage interest rates have come down, and sales 
of new homes have risen, but we haven't seen any strength in housing 
starts yets. And I don't know whether it'll happen in the new number 
or not. We'll see. 


Q What do you think -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: Yes? 


Q ~~ is the single most important reason for this, as 
you call it, turnaround or mewing into a new era of expansion? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I think it goes back to the basic 
thrust of the President's policies. That is, this recovery is 
occurring in the environment of a President that's been pushing 
Gereguiation and increasing efficiency of markets now for four-plus 
years. We have made progress in cutting marginal tax rates. We're 
working very hard to make futher progress along that line. 


We have made strenuovs efforts. And I would say the 
results are mixed -- in terms of viowing the rate of rise in 
government spending -- some prog: its, but not enough. I mean, this 
the backdrop that's there, plus ce fact that we know we still have a 
fair amount of idle resources; not just labor -- that's very 
important -- but also capital resources. 


In addition to that, following a period of very slow 
growth in money from the second, say, the spring of last year until 
the fall of year, which inevitably brings some slowdown in economic 
activity -- since last fall, someone mentioned there has been a rapid 
rate of increase in the money supply. In the past, that has 
ne | been followed within a range of six to nine months -- it 
varies a iittle, it was closer to nine months this time <- with a 
pickup in total spending. And we see that happening now. 


So, I think it's a combination of those forces that have 
made it possible. 


Yes -~- let's see I should pass -- yes, go ahead. 


Q The unemployment rate -- it finally -- last month, 
it came down to below what it was when this administration came in. 
Do you have any thoughts, peg or professional -- personally or 
professionally in your position as to what a full empioyment figure 
or what an acceptable figure would be in these conditions -- 


DR, SPRINKEL: You know, politically politicians always 
Say it must be zero. As @ practical matter, we know that can't 
happen. An economist at one time -- back in my youth, early 
professional days -- said it's got to be 4 percent or 3 percent. 
That's it. I don't believe that any professional economist today 
would argue that under present circumstances we can reasonrbly get 
down as iow as 4, but estimates run somewhere in the 5 to 6 percent 
range. So, we've still got room, We're at just about 7. 


Q -- yours? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Pardon? 
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Q As a distinguished economist, what's yours? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it all depends. If we can, for 
example, if we can be successful in one of the President's 
initiatives, which we haven't achieved yet, lowering the minimum wage 
for the young and the unskillec, that can pull the unemployment rate 
Gown. If we aren't successful, that's going to keep it up. If we 
can make further progress in increasing the efficiency of labor and 
capital markets through further deregulation, that will allow us to 
get the unemployment rate lower. If we're not successful, it won't. 





So it depends on how much success we have in the period 
immediately ahead of making those markets increasingly sensitive, and 
hence permitting the unemployment rate to drop. 


But I's optimistic that even under present circumstances 
we'll make some further progress. I just don't know how much because 
that involves both a projection about growth and jobs, about which 
I'm very confident, but also about growth in the labor force. And as 
you know, that labor force has been growing at a pretty good clip. 
Last month it didn't, but we know it will be coming back in. And 
therefore, I can't very confidently make a precise projection on how 
much the unemployment rate will come down. 


Yes, ma‘an. 


Q In following up on Leslie's question as to the 
environment in which this recovery is taking place, it's also taking 
place against a backdrop of this unprecedented deficit, and a 
failure, really, for Congress this summer in coming to an agreement. 
Can you explain that? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we've made some progress. I don't 
want to say no progress was made on the Hill. But it wasn't as much 
as we wanted. And furthermore, the mix was changed substantially. 
The President did his best to give a little on defense, which he did 
hoping that we could get additional restraint on non-defense, and we 
got very little, but some progress was made. 


Now, my basic view is that the fiscal deficit is a very 
important problem which we will continue to work on. As you know, 
the President has stated that if the appropriation bills come in 
significantly ahead of the agreement, he will veto them. I'm quite 
confident he will, and I certainly would encourage him to do so. 


We need to continue to work on it by restraining 
government spending. We don't want to shoot ourselves in the foot 
and destroy the health of our economy with a big tax increase because 
that would unleash pressures to spend more at the governmental level. 
It would make the private sector weak because when you add more taxes 
you create disincentives, so we don't want to do it that way. We 
want to do it through growth, which looks good at the moment, and we 
want to do it through spending restraint. 


Now, does that mean, to get to the core of your question, 
that we can't have continued economic growth even though we have a 
significant deficit? I think we can, we have. That is, in the best 
of all worlds, we need to get the deficit down. It certainly has 
some adverse effect on our trade deficit. It absorbs savings that 
otherwise could be going into capital investment, either at home or 
abroad, so it's a very important issue. However, it should not, in 
my Opinion, lead to calamity just around the corner as I frequently 
hear. I think we can continue and will continue to have economic 
growth. 


Yes, sir? 


Q If I could just follow-up on that, why, because, you 
know, the number of economists have for years been talking about -- 
predicting the crowding-out effect and that would eventually effect 
economic growth, so why hasn't that happened? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I think it's important to distinguish 
between the cyclical and the secular difference. Cyclically, I do 
not believe that it will force us into a recession as I just 
indicated. Secularly, it will absorb savings which keep capital 
investment from being as strong as it would have been, and therefore, 
something to worry about. It will impact our longer-term growth 
numbers, those 4 percent, 3 and one-half percent numbers that we're 
projecting. If we can't get that deficit down -- could get pulled 
back. If we can make the deficit retract in the way I'm talking 
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about, you know, we might do a little better than the numbers we have 
projected. So it’s not a -- historically has not been a phenomenon 
that brought on recessions but clearly it's a deterrent to long-tera 
a growth because it limits capital investment either here or 
abr ° 


Yes, ma‘an. 


Q Congress has been -- seems to be pushing in a 
protectionist kind of direction, what effect is that going to have on 
inflation? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it would have a very deleterious 
effect, if in fact they prevail. And when I say “they”, I don't mean 
all Congressmen and all Senators 
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are pushing in that direction, but some are. 


It would substantially raise costs to the American 
cohsumer. It would reduce the availability of quality goods for 
American consumers. It would deter economic growth in a very 
significant and, therefore, the projections we have on growth could 
well get pared. 


Remember, if we go down that road, it almost inevitably 
will be followed be by action abroad to restrict our exports. This 
means that more jobs will be lost that now exist. And it would be a 
disaster. 


The President remembers well -- and I can alszost 
remember, but not quite -- the Smoot-Hawley Tariff in the latter 
‘20s, early -- I guess early ‘30s, which many believe made a major 
contribution to that Great Depression. It's not inconsistent to have 
trade deficits and growing jobs. We're doing it. But we think there 
are some important things that can be done to get the trade deficit 
under control. And as you well know, sometime in the fairly near 
future, there will be more information on that issue. We've spent a 
lot of time working on it. 


Yes, sir. 


Q The President has often said that increased growth 
is going to help close the deficit because it's going to increase tax 
receipts. At a growth rate of three and a half to four percent, 
which is your long-term projection, I believe, beyond the third and ~ 
fourth quarters this year, is that deficit going to be impacted by 
that kind of growth rate? 


DR. SPRINKEL: It will be impacted positively provided we 
don't lose control of spending. 


Q Well, I'm assuming that's -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I mean, you can have a 6 percent real 
growth and if spending soars, you won't help. So it all depends. 


Q If we keep spending at current levels in the -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, we haven't done well enough. We 
have not significantly slowed the rate of rise in spending. If you 
look at government spending, for example, as a percentage of GNP, 
it's been going up for over a decade. It's up in the 25 percent 
range. I think it's 25.5 this year. And even in our administration 
it's gone up a little, despite massive efforts by the President. 


Tax receipts as a percentage of GNP have been quite flat, 
with little oscillation, but essentially flat, at 19 percent, before 
us and during our administration. The problem, clearly, is spending 
and we haven't yet got a handle on it. 


Now, the President is pushing very hard to try to get 
item veto which would help. As Governor, he had it. Most other 
Governors in this country have it. He doesn't have it. He's also 
encouraging efforts on the Hill to get a balanced budget amendment, 
which will help also. But we haven't got either of those yet. And 
they would both add to the probability that we, in fact, can make 
significant progress on spending control. 


Q But isn't your largest spending increase, in fact, 
interest on the national debt? 


DR. SPRINKEL: That's part of it. If you run big 
deficits -- Now, with lower interest rates, it's not as bad as it 
was. But we don't know if those rates will stay down there forever. 


And it's got a hidden wallop -- if we, through 
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mis-management, bring on serious inflation in the future, those 
interest rates will soar and that debt's lying out there. So, yes, 


it's a -- that adds to the importance of not continuing to add to the 
national debt at high rates. 


Yes, sir. 
MR. BRASHEAR: A couple more. Bernie. 


Q Why has the administration been so slow in pressing 
for a trade policy that includes anti -- or unfair trade -- 
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DR. SPRINKEL: I don't think we have been slow, but I am 
Ss. that it seems that way out there. I have spent countless hours, 
as as every other official that is concerned about it, and so has 
the President in recent weeks and months, and it will be out fairly 
shortly. You could say we should have done it sooner -- and I an 
sure we should have. We had a policy and we still have a policy, and 
the basic thrust will remain unchanged. The President has made that 
very clear. It is essentially a market-opening strategy, not a 
market-closing strategy, but we plan to elaborate in some detail. 
Perhaps we should have done it sooner. 


Q When will you do it? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Soon. I do not know. It has not been 
decided. The ¥resident has to make that decision. 


Q What triggered your decision to go for a revamped 
trade policy now? Pressure on the Hill? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I am not sure. I suspect -- you know, it 
is hard to guess, but my hunch is it was pressure on the Hill, as 
nothing will focus your attention more quickly than a problem. 


' Q You would quarrel, of course, with the description 
of that -- of the coming trade initiatives -- as small potatoes in 
comparison to the overall trade deficit, but in terms of that massive 
number, what kind of impact can you have? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, some of the so-called micro-actions 
will have modest impact, but we will also -- the President also will 
present some ideas on the macro side, and the combination, each of 
them together -- and there are many facets, as you will learn -- each 
will have some effect and we expect that over time it will tend to 
work toward a smaller deficit -- trade deficit. But it is not going 
to happen overnight. There are no quick fixes. 


Q But aren't these initiatives really just a drop in 
the bucket compared to that huge number? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I don't think they are. I mean, you have : 
to remember, there is no magic cure. You have to pick those 
initiatives that are consistent with the philosophy of the President 
and apply many of them, and that is what we will be doing. It will 
be a very detailed paper when it is finally released. 


Q You mentioned that big budget deficits sap up 
investments that otherwise would go into the private sector, and then 
you mentioned that tax increase would have a similar effect, yet you 
are opposed to a tax increase, period. Why? Why wouldn't it be 
better to, for instance, reduce the deficit with a $50 billion tax 
increase and not have to pay interest on that much? 


DR. SPRINKEL: There are some people that believe that. 
I don't happen to be one. And much more importantly, neither does 
the President believe that. And I will tell you essentially -- I did 
say it earlier, but I will repeat it -- 


Q The question I am asking is in economic terms, why 
won't -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: That is what I am saying. I am answering 
your question in economic terms why we would not opt for it. One is, 
it would inevitably encourage further increases in spending so that 
the $50 billion example = give me would not cut the deficit $50 
billion. A big hunk of it would lead to more outlays on the Hill. 
That is number one. Number two, tax increases on whom? Not on 
government -- on people. And that deters incentives to save, to 
invest, to work, and weakens the private sector, slows growth, job 
creations, so why should we be in favor of an approach that makes it 
even more difficult to create jobs and prosperity? That is called 
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shooting yourself in the foot down in Missouri where I was born. 


Q I wonder why, after five years of incentives for 
sayings our rate of savings does not appear to be any greater than 
they were five years ago? Where are these incentives working? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I agree. I have been a little 
disappointed in terms of the effect on savings as a result of our 
policy. Wow I still have some hope it will come along, and in our 
tax reform legislation there are some additional incentives to 
savings, but it is very clear that countries like the Japanese, who 
have even more favorable treatment of savings than we have, have done 
a much better job of increasing savings. Some would argue they have 
done too good a job. I would not be in that camp. 


But we will continue to try to include in our 
recommendations policies designed to encourage consumer spending. We 
have had some progress, but not such. 


Q Aren't the two opposed, savings and consumer 
spending? How can you encourage both? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes. Well, as income goes up you know 
that most of it will be spent. That is, something on the order of 
90-95 percent -- somewhere in there -- will be spent, and the rest of 
it will be saved. So when we are talking about attacking it at the 
margin, most additional income will be spent. We would like to see a 
little more saved. That is essentially the point. 


Thank you. I enjoyed it. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:54 A.M. EDT 
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MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. As promised, Assistant 
Secretary Abrams will brief you ON THE RECORD. The subject 
will be the previously embargoed publication entitled, 
“Nicaragua and its Interventionism in Central America." Mr. 
Secretary? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Thank you. This paper 
that we're releasing today gives a comprehensive picture of 
Nicaragua's action since 1979. It gives the factual background 


and the history against which we made our policy choices in 
this period. 


Nicaragua's moral and political and legal case against 
the United States rests on the proposition that Nicaragua is 
the victim of unprovoked aggression. 


The key to that argument is the lie that Nicaragua has 
never attacked its neighbors. This document begins by noting a 
recent utilization of that lie in an affidavit before the World 
Court, a statement by Father D'Escoto that Nicaragua had never 
engaged in such activities. 


The facts are otherwise and this report, I think, 
demonstrates that they are otherwise. It is an attempt to put 
together the evidence, including some new evidence that the 
Sandinistas began to prepare, as soon as they took power, and 
really began to execute in 1980, these plans for subversion 
against their neighbors: €E1 Salvador, Honduras and Costa Rica. 


The response of Nicaragua's neighbors and of the 
United States has been restrained and has been proportionate to 
the threat. Nicaragua's neighbors and we seek only that the 
Sandinista Government fulfill its promises to the people of 
Nicaragua, to the OAS, and to the Contadora nations. 








This is a considerable amount of documentation of some 
of the claims we've been making for the last four and a half 
years. There is a fair amount of new material, though the bulk 
of what is here is the marshalling of evidence that has been a 
matter of public record for quite a while. 

Let me just mention some of the things that are new. 
We present more detail here than ever before about U.S. 
diplomatic efforts under two Administrations to convince the 
Sandinistas to stop subverting their neighbors, from the 
negotiations which took place in the Carter Administration, 
down through Manzanillo talks. 


We discuss continuing Sandinista support for the FMLN 
in £1 Salvador, a support which continues through this year. 
On that question I'd refer you to Page 30, based in part on 
several very important defectors this year from the FMLN. We 
also present -- I'd refer you to Page 37 -- information on 
Nicaraguan subversion of Honduras. 


We present a newly declassified January 1981 
intelligence summary of Nicaraguan subversive activities -- 
Page 26 -- by way of showing how early we began to understand 
-- this is a Carter Administration document -- how early we 
began to understand that the Sandinistas were lying to us about 
the nature of their subversive activities and began to 
understand what kinds of activities they were undertaking. 


We present the stories of a number, as I said, of 
significant defectors. I'd refer you to Appendix 3 which is 
about defectors. I would just add here that we hope at some 
point to have a document collection which would be a sort of 
supplement to this report and would give some of the captured 
documents, some of the interviews with the defectors, in full. 
But if you look, for example, at Page 27, one of the things the 
defectors reveal is the details of Nicaraguan and Cuban 
training for specific attacks on El Salvador. 


For example, the destruction of the Puente de Oro 
Bridge in October 1981. You may recall in January ‘82 the 
attack on Ilopango Air Base which destroyed about half the 
Salvadoran Air Force, and then the December ‘83 attack on the 
Fourth Brigade, a very large military setback for the 
Salvadoran security forces. The Commander of the brigade was 
killed and 100 soldiers were killed. 


Specific training, including mockups for those 
activities in Nicaragua and Cuba. We present here the 
interesting story of the Papalonal Air Field. [The Papalonal 
was an 800-meter dirt airstrip. We began to get photographic 





surveillance and intelligence reporting on it in 1980, and in 
mid-198O --— this is to say about a year after the Sandinistas 

took over -- they began to do a crash effort, particularly 

December ‘80, January ‘81, on that airfield, lengthening the 

runway, setting up warehouses. It's miles away from anything, ‘ 
including Managua. Its purpose was clearly -- as the 

intelligence showed us, it was clearly getting supplies into £1 
Salvador for the FMLN, and in fact at least two C-47's and many 
smaller planes operated out of Papalonal. 


This was an issue that the Carter Administration first 
raised with the Sandinistas. We then continued to raise it 
with the Sandinistas. At first they said that there was 
nothing going on. Later they said they would stop the funny 
business. We continued to make demarches, and finally in the 
spring of ‘81, activity there was largely terminated. But it's 
an interesting story again in what the Carter and then Reagan 
Administration began to find out about Nicaraguan subversion of 
El Salvador -- how we knew they were doing it, how we knew that 
they were lying about it. 


Finally, I draw your attention to Appendix 5, which is 
a short thing about -- it's really about “smoking guns." I 
know what you've said frequently, that we've never produced 
one, but I've never been able to square that myself with the 
fact that there are thousands of smoking guns, guns that we 
left in Vietnam and were sent by the Vietnamese via Nicaragua 
into El Salvador. We can trace the serial numbers of these 
1600 M-16's, for example, that we know -- whose location in 
Vietnam we know. They are then captured by the Salvadorans in 
El Salvador from the FMLN, and we also know -- and we talk here 
about some trips, for example, that Shafik Handal, head of the 
Salvadoran Communist Party, made in an effort to get that kind 
of aid from Vietnam and other Communist governments. 


This is -- it's a serious effort. It's not a 
particularly easy read. It has lots of details init. We 
think it does show that Nicaragua has pursued a policy of 
subversion, which is to say aggression against its neighbors, 
and that they have responded. And we talk in here about the 
response, when it started, how it happened. They have 
responded as we have responded to that aggression by measures 
of self-defense on their part and collective defense which 
we've assisted. 


This document, I'd just like to add, does not 
constitute the sum of our evidence about Sandinista aggression 
against its neighbors A very large amount of evidence is 
Classified, some of it highly sensitive, which gives a great 
deal more to support this evidence 





But I do think that the material that's here today 
does give a very accurate -- rather, a very adequate picture 
and very accurate picture of what the Sandinistas have done, 
and it does demonstrate that they are not victims; rather, they . 
are the perpetrators of aggression. 


Q Could we go back one step further? 
o Sure. 


Q Today in the World Court in The Hague a former 
CIA analyst says that he saw a+ © ort in 1981 in which the 
Reagan Administration proposed, ana the President approved, a 
plan for destabilizing the Nicaraguan Government. Do you know 
anything about that? 


“ Well, I'm not going to comment. I think you 
understand that about allegations of covert activities. The 
only wire story I have seen -- I just got a chance to glance at 
it -- on that accusation, I noted, if I remember correctly, 
that Mr. MacMichael said that he had no knowledge that any such 
plan was ever carried out. In fact, I think it said that he 
admitted that it hadn't been carried out. But that's all I can 
say about allegations of covert activity. 


Q Is he a credible witness? 
a Not in my view. 
Q Why? 


a Because of the claims that he is making, I think, 
are at variance with the facts, claims about U.S. activities 
and -- 


Q Was he in a position to know? 


a That's a question that I can't answer, in part 
because it goes to the question of what intelligence activities 
there were and what the particular clearances of Mr 
MacMichael. It's really better addressed to the CIA, but I 
think that they would probably refuse to answer it on the same 
grounds 


Q ls your document released today basically the 
brief which you are not going to deliver in the World Court? 
Is that -- I mean, why now with this particular document? 





a It isn't the document that one would submit to 
the World Court. That would be -- this is not a legal 
document. But certainly the timing is not coincidental. fhe 
Nicaraguans are in the middle of a propaganda blast. They have 
chosen as their propaganda forum the World Court, and they're 
putting out an awful lot of lies. 


As I say, you can start-with, as we do on Page 1, with 
Father D'Escoto's statement, “My Government is not engaged.. and 
has not been engaged, in the provision of arms or other 
supplies to either of the factions engaged in the civil war in 
El Salvador." I think everybody knows that's a lie. 


It's our view that with this kind of propaganda 
barrage coming out, it was pretty timely to set the record 
straight. 


: Q If your case was so good, then why didn't you go 
to the Court with it? 


i Let me ask Judge Sofaer to answer that question, 
since he is more in charge of that end of things relating to 
the World Court. 


JUDGE SOFAER: I'm happy to do so. I'm the Legal 
Adviser here. 


The document, as Mr. Abrams said, is not a litigation 
document. We've issued it to counteract the publicity 
Nicaragua's attempting to generate. 


If we were at the ICJ, we would do a lot more than 
merely present facts. We would attempt to conduct discovery, 
hold depositions, and cross-examine. 


We are not before the ICJ as a matter of principle. 
We are not presenting this evidence to the ICJ because 
Nicaragua's action is not a matter appropriate for 
adjudication. fhe President said that, and it's correct. 


The questions before the ICJ in this action are 
political questions, dealing with issues that are “expressly 
assigned by the U.N. Charter to the political branch among the 
international organizations. fhat is, the Security Council. 


The action is not justiciable because the ICJ lacks 
the ability to find facts in situations such as this. fhe 
factual issues raised by our paper and by Nicaragua's 
assertions would require a massive undertaking far beyond the 





ICJ's capacity. Even if the Court were to undertake such a 
task, it could not accomplish it with any degree of reliability. 


Finally, the action is simply unmanageable, since the 
Court cannot get the complete story in a controversy of this 
sort. Nicaragua/s illegal activities are abetted by Cuba and 
the Soviet Union, and those activities have adversely affected 
several nations, especially £1 Salvador. But neither the Court 
nor the United States can compel the appearance of these 
necessary parties. Indeed, the Court rejected £1 Salvador's 
application to intervene. 


The ICJ is certainly no more able or appropriate a 
forum to resolve political and unmanageable issues than the 
Federal Courts of the United States, and the Federal Courts 
would never take jurisdiction in this case. 


The real issue here, I would submit, and time will 
prove it, is not why we have refused to go there, but why the 
ICJ has taken on this controversy and so seriously jeopardized 
its proper role in international adjudication. 


Q Mr. Abrams, do you have any -- 
JUDGE SOFAER: Wait. Do you want to follow up? 


Q Yeah. I just wanted to say, the difficulties you 
mentioned, don't they exist in every civil case, and the 
court's duty is then to weigh the evidence brought by both 
sides. And it's net the court that does the investigating, 
rather the two parties to a suit. 


JUDGE SOFAER: I don't think this case, this 
controversy, is anything like a normal case. I mean, I've 
tried about 300 civil cases as a District Judge before I came 
here, and I can tell you that I've tried some tough ones, and 
I've never seen anything like this -- an ongoing controversy, a 
matter where you've got people moving equipment in the 
jungles. I don't even know if anyone could go there safely and 
collect evidence. 


Q What you're arguing here is the jurisdiction 
question again which the Court ruled 15 to 1 that they do have 
jurisdiction, so why not, then, if the Court ruled that way, go 
and argue the case? 


a We think the Court is wrong, and we're going to 
stand on that principle. I can tell you that this issue has 
come up before, and l've explained to people that parties 





frequently just simply don't go to court when they think a 
court has no jurisdiction. 


This is a common thing. I think people have blown up 
this fact far beyond its proper proportion. Parties Frequently 
failed to appear.in cases before me, and frequently they were 
right and they-won. And when a judge improperly takes 
jurisdiction, or a court does, the facts eventually lead that 
court or that judge to realize his error. We hope the ICJ will 
realize its error here. We believe that it will. 


Q Judge Sofaer, you and Mr. Abrams are the lawyers 
here, and I would not want to enter into a legal dispute or 
controversy with you. 

“ Good. Good. 

Q However -- 


(Laughter) 


(Continued on next page) 








(Laughter) 


Q However, in the past, having dealt with this, you 
know many international law experts have told me that, yes, 
they agree, the United States -- there is ample precedent for 
the United States to say they do not want to take this to the 
International Court. However, at the same time, a lot of them 
have also -- and I've been trying for two years to get answers 
to this question -- have noted that Nicaragua has alleged a 
number of very specific acts (it's not just a political thing) 
against the United States, and that the U.S. responses to them 
have been vague or have cited things like the self-defense 
articles of the U.N. Charter in a selective manner that doesn't 
deal with some of the reporting responsibilities that the 
United States was supposed to take. 


Now, could I ask you, after that preamble, one 
specific thing: While the U.N. Charter says that a nation has 
the right to take measures of self-defense if threatened, the 
very next sentence -- I don't have the text before me -— says 
that any nation that so feels compelled to do this must 
immediately advise the Security Council of the steps and 
measures that it has taken. 


I've been asking for two years if we ever did this in 
any formal sense, and all I get is, “The United Nations is well 
aware of our positions and activities.” 


MR. SOFAER: No, I think it's fair to say -- 
Q Is that an acceptable legal answer? 


MR. SOFAER: We also take the position that the 
language of the U.N. Charter does not prevent this from being a 
proper exercise of self-defense. The fact that you may not go 
to the Security Council does not mean that you aren't 
legitimately exercising collective self-defense. 


Q But have we acted legitimately, in your view 
then, in accordance with our responsibilities as a member of 
the U.N. and signatory to its Charter? 


6 Certainly we have, and I also think that we have 
acted legitimately, not only in accordance with that article -- 
I don't think that that article is the be-all and end-all of 
the proper legal bases for acting in these matters. As to the 
evidence, ['ll turn that over to Mr. Abrams 





Q Is this all covered in the report? 


MR. ABRAMS: I just wanted to add that point. You 
said that we have not responded to Nicaragua's arguments, and 
they are arguments that have been heard before they went to The 
Hague. The basic argument is, they were just sitting there, 
minding their own business, and then, all of a sudden, we 
attacked them: they are the victims of unprovoked aggression. 


This report, ina large part, does respond to that by 
saying that from, literally, the first week they took over, in 
July '79, they begam to plan and then to execute acts of 
aggression against their neighbors. That is a response to that 
argument. What it says is that the argument is a lie. 


Why do you think it is that after all these 
years, and with all the resources you've got, you still haven't 
been able to come up with the evidence of an actual shipment of 
arms except for a rather foggy, foggy picture of a boat at 
night on the beach in £1 Espino? 


MR. ABRAMS: We have an awful lot of evidence, but 
much of it, unfortunately, can't be declassified. I don't know 
of anybody who has looked into this question who is not aware 
of Nicaragua's aid to the FMLN. 8Bcth Houses of Congress are 
now on record, including the House with a Democratic majority, 
as stating that they are aware of Nicaraguan subversion, of its 
aid for the FMLN. Mr. Boland, who opposes our policy, who is 
head of the House Intelligence Committee, is on record -- we 
quote him here as noting that he is “satisfied by the evidence 
of Nicaraguan support for the FMLN." That's what counts. 


I'm less interested, frankly, in giving, in producing 
photos -- it would be nice. But the important thing is not to 
produce a photo for the newspapers; it is to produce persuasive 
evidence of Nicaragua's subversion, and I think there is just a 
mountain of it. 


Q What else is new here besides the details you 
give and some of the stories by the defectors? What evidence 
is here in this report? 


MR. ABRAMS I think I've given a list of what is 
new. We also hope that we have brought together the evidence 
that exists in a somewhat more useful fashion than we have 
before. I[ must say I think that without the new evidence there 
was sufficient persuasive evidence, as well. But in the course 
of time, and particularly in 1985, as the FMLN has become 
discouraged, as it has really begun to lose the war and turn 
towards urban terrorism, such as the murder of four Marines and 
nine civilians, people get discouraged in the FMLN. 
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There have been more defectors in 1°85 than in any 
previous year, and they are beginning to tell their stories, 
and their stories, I must say, do not contradict, but rather 
reinforce the claims that we have been making about, 
particular, Nicaragua's subversion of El Salvador, although the 
document also discusses, for example, the subversion in 1984-85 
of Honduras. Again, I want to repeat, including 1985, and 
discusses in more detail than ever before, Nicaragua's 
subversion of Costa Rica. 


Well, let's take somebody new. 


Q On that point, I notice that in the part about 
Costa Rica, a lot of the footnotes or most of the footnotes 
about Nicaraguan actions come from the Costa Rican press, from 
Radio Reloj and from La Nacion. 


I was wondering if you could respond to Edgar 
Chamorro's contention that the United States has been paying 
the press in both Costa Rica and Honduras to write such 
articles. 


MR. ABRAMS: What can you say? You know, Costa Rica 
is the only country in Central America that has a history of 
democracy and press freedom. It is the model, really, for 
what, I think, all of us would like to see develop in Central 
America -- more democracies like Costa Rica. 


Now, when the press in Costa Rica reports things that 
go contrary to the views which the Sandinistas are now pushing, 
what do you say? 


Well, one thing you can say is that it is all lies 
because everybody is being bought off by the United States. 
You know, there's no way to disprove that. There is no way to 
disprove an allegation of secret payments or something like 
that, but I think that it is remarkable that, you know, the 
best argument that someone like that can come up with is simply 
to say, “Well, you know, you can't rely on the press in Costa 
Rica. It's all bought off." , 

That had hitherto not been an argument that was around 
very much. Costa Rica was thought to have the best press in 
Central America. 


Q Is that a denial that the U.S. has paid the press 
in Costa Rica and Honduras? 


a Yes. 
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Let me just see -- go ahead. 


Q Does this paper help justify arguments for 
increased aid to the contras? 

a it wasn't drawn up with that in mind because that 
issue was settled, as you know, in the summer on the Hill. I 
think, logically, it does. That is, for anybody who has been 
in doubt about the nature of Sandinista action against its 
neighbors, it would seem to me that this should allay those 
doubts. 


We also discucts in here the nature of the efforts that 
have been made by Nicaragua's neithbors to defend themselves, 
and I think that, though we don't discuctcs **at question, there 
is a sort of logical inference that something needs to be done. 


Q Does it give enough evidence that more than the 
aid that's being given now -- that you want more aid than the 
27? 


2) Well, we're not asking for more aid than the 27, 
and we have not even begun to spend the 27. We'll seek -- 
there is a separate question here of aid to Nicaragua's 
neighbors, and we have asked for higher levels of aid in the 
past for Nicaragua's neighbors -- El Salvador, Honduras, and 
Costa Rica -- and obviously, in the coming year's budgets we'll 
be asking for more. These governments are requesting more. 


We've been able to see the need for it. [I'll just 
take one anecdote that happens to come out of our current 
tragedy, with the kidnapping of President Duarte's daughter. 
Helicopters were sent up in San Salvador to try to spot the 
van. There were reports from people who had witnessed this 
kidnapping that, if I remember it right, it was a buff-colored 
or cream-colored van. So, helicopters were sent up, two of 
them -- helicopters which American money really purchased -- to 
fly over that area of San Salvador to see if such a van could 
be located, and two or three were located, which were 
approximately the right size and color. But they don't have 
any police cars with radios that they can send to follow up on 
those leads. That is the kind of thing we can be supplying 
through various forms of security assistance. So I think, as 
ee goes by, we see more and more clearly that more aid is 
needed. 


We also see that the aid we have given has really 
been used to good effect: witness the state of the Salvadoran 
security forces and the state of the war in El Salvador. 
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Q With respect to Appendix 5 and the “smoking 
guns," the argument has been made that even though one might 
accept that the M-16s were last known to have been in Vietnam, 
that they could have entered the channels of the world arms 
trade and been bought on that market, on the open market. 


Do you have more evidence than the circumstance that 
they were last, that the last point of shipment was known to be 
Vietnam, that would rebut that? And if so, can you say what 
that is? 


4 Well, it's a good question, I think, because I 
don't know what evidence you would have. Guns don't talk, so 
therefore there's no way of knowing precisely how it got from 
one point to another. It seems to me that circumstantial 
evidence here is absolutely overwhelming. You have the 
evidence of -- you have the fact that the guns went from 
Vietnam to the FMLN. You have, as this appendix indicates, the 
fact that Shafik Handal visited Vietnam searching for arms. 


You have, as the footnotes show, captured documents 
which indicate that that is exactly what happened, and you went 
looking for guns -- he was promised guns. You have defectors 
saying, "Yes, we received such shipments from communist 
countries." I don't know what else you could have. It seems 
to me that is a very complete picture. 


Really, unless and until the Sandinistas acknowledge 
what they did, or the Vietnamese do, it is the most complete 
picture you could have. And there is no other theory. I'm not 
suggesting that they have never purchased any guns on the 
international arms market. But with respect to those weapons 
going from Vietnam, it seems to me that there is no other 
credible theory of how they got there, given the circumstancial 
evidence. 


Q How do you know they went through Nicaragua, 
though? 


A Because we know, for example, that Ortega went to 
Hanoi and talked to the Vietnamese about issues like this. 
Again, the network of contacts between the communist countries 
in this arms route is not something new. I don't think we're 
really telling anybody here anything that was unknown before 
about supplies from Vietnam and other countries via Nicaragua 
and Cuba. 


There's a little bit more, or substantially more, to 
confirm it every time more defectors come in to talk about, for 
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example, training in Nicaragua, training in Cuba. But I really 
think that at this point, it is just simply incredible to think 
that there were no arms supplies, given the state of the 
evidence, that moved from Vietnam to the FMLN. You would have 
to believe in fairies to believe that they just sort of 
appeared on the scene. 


Q Couldn't they have’ gone through the Yucatan or 
some other route? 


A No evidence for that. There is evidence of 
constant shipments, in varying levels, of course, from 
Nicaragua into El Salvador. Papalonal is one example of that. 
But there is continuing evidence, and there are continuing 
statements by defectors as to the flow of weapons. So it's 
possible -- 


It's possible it went through Florida, but there's no 
evidence for it. All the evidence points to Nicaragua, and 
it's pretty substantial evidence. 


Q As I understand it, the American lawyers 
representing Nicaragua in the World Court are saying that there 
was an arms flow in ‘80 and ‘81, but there has been no 
sustained arms flow since the spring of ‘81. That seems to be 
what this report also is saying: there has been no sustained 
arms flow into El Salvador since the spring of ‘81. 


2) No. There has been an ebb and flow -- it's gone 
up and down, really, within each year and between years. In 
other words, the question, “How much are they sending?" really 
can't be answered because it varies over time. But it is not 
the case that substantial flows of material ceased after 1981. 


And I would also point out that we're not simply 
saying that the nature of Sandinista support for the FMLN was 
flows of material -- weapons and ammunition; it was other 
things, for example, making Managua the military capital of the 
FMLN; providing hospitals, providing safe houses, providing 
training, including mock-ups of targets which the defectors 
report on. It wasn't just arms shipments. But the arms 
shipments do continue. 


I just would refer you to go back on the question of 
how we know it's Vietnam. If you'd look at the very end of 
that appendix, William Shawcross, who is not a supporter of 
this Administration's policy in Central America, to my 
knowledge, visited Vietnam in ‘81, and there's a quote there 
from an article by him in the New York Review of Books in which 
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as Shawcross indicates is very clear that the Vietnamese aren't 
really going out of their way to deny that they were supporting 
the FMLN. 


Q A procedural point. 
STAFF: Time for two more questions, please. 


Q Could we have copies of the judge's statement 
made available to us? 


MR. SOFAER: I'1]] type it up clean and give it to 
you. I thought this was ON-THE-RECORD. 


Q Yes, but I mean, for speed purposes, there's 
nothing like having the copy available immediately. 


MR. SOFAER: Yes, I'll get it ready. 


Yes, I just nmeed something clarified: since you 
said this is a public relations response to the case in the 
World Court, do the words “collective self-defense" now sum up 
U.S. foreign policy in Nicaragua? 


MR. ABRAMS: No. I would sum up U S. policy in 
Nicaragua at present as seeking to pressure the Sandinistas 
into fulfilling their promises to their neiughbors, to the OAS, 
to the Contadora Group, to the people of Nicaragua. We trace 
in here the nature of the relationship between the two 
governments, beginning in July ‘79; and it has been quite clear 
over time, it began to be -- it was already clear in the Carter 
Administration -- that they needed to be pressured They would 


not meet those promises without pressure. 
The nature of our policy, or the substance of our 
policy, is to apply that pressure in order to achieve 


reconciliation and democracy within Nicaragua, and peace in 
Central America. 


Yes. 

Q You said there were more Salvadoran defectors in 
‘85 than in any previous year I count the names of six, 
plus two additional captured in ‘85 Are there more than that 
number? 

A I'm not sure if we've given a full list here 

Q Roughly? 


a There are more OK 


Q Thank you 


(The briefing concluded at 3 08 PM ) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A couple of words of 
background. As you know, we have worked over the past three years to 
improve our own relationship on «a reciprocal basis with Mozambique to 
encourage regional diplomacy, most particularly regional detente 
between Mozambique and South Africa. And the agreement reached in 
March of ‘64 -- the NWkomati agreement -- has been s sajor silestone 
im the -- along the way of trying to establish a sore fruitful 
Climate and framework of diplomatic relationships in southern Africa. 


Our relationship with Mozambique, as I said, has 
Geveloped considerably. We have full diplomatic relations -- 
Ambassadors in both countries. The Machel visit is the first visit 
by President Machel to this country since Mozambique's independence. 
We see a number of important aspects in this relationship which I'll 
touch on briefly. 


Mozambique has been important to us, not only in the 
immediate context of its relations with South Africa and its 
relationship with us, but also in the efforts it has sade, its advice 
and counsel on the broader southern African climate, including the 
Namibia-Angola negotiations where the Mozambican leadership has, at 
various tises, provided us with useful insights and suggestions. 


For our part, what we've been seeking in this effort has 
been to encourage Mosambique to sove toward sore genuine 
nonalignagent, towards a position in which one can say that it is 
Clearly moving away from an outright Soviet embrace, if you will. 


The position today I would describe as one in which there 
has been substantial movement by the Mogambican governzent. There 
is, of course, a substantial military aid relationship between the 
Soviet Union and Mosambique; « function of the continuing war inside 
that country. Moscow, however, does not have silitary bases there. 
The Soviets have been, very basically, discomforted by the process 
that we call the Nkomati process after the agreement of March, ‘84, 
has made ~~ the Soviets have sade @ strenuous effort to discredit 
that whole process and have, both behind the scenes and publicly, 
said some very derogatory things about it. 


We these days find, in terms of Mosambique's sedia, for 
example, « very considerable degree of supportive commentary based on 
what we're doing for Mosambique, 





what we're doing in the region, what we're doing in general. Sut I 
would emphasize this is a process. It is, by no means, complete. 

And so this visit provides a further opportunity for us to get across 
oug priorities and for the Mozambicans to get across theirs. 


I think an essential factor in the background of this 
process has been the learning process. Mozambique reached its 
independence in 1975. And after a number of years of experience with 
@ very close Soviet relationship and statist economic policies, as 
well as policies of confrontation, vis a vis South Africa, Mozambique 
oan the conclusions of that experience which were conclusions of 

silure. 


The Mozambique economy was basically destroyed by the 
Gecolonization process and further destroyed by these socialist 
peeseces So you have that as part of the realities the Machel 

eadership was facing. > 


You have the reality as well that the effort, if you 
will, to serve as a confrontation state, a major hosting point for 
the ANC, vis a vis South Africa, also had produced further cecline 
and deterioration -- South African pressure, South African strikes 
against Mozambique. And I think what you can see in the Nkomati 
Agreement is basically an effort to establish a good neighborly 
relationship in which South Africa has foresworn attacks into 
Mozambique and Mozambique has foresworn hosting of the ANC, vis a vis 
South Africa. 


Mozambique, in recent years, had a number of further 
economic pressures as a result of disasters, of dr ht, of cyclones. 
We have responded in terms of emergency food to a major degree. it 
was in 1964, I believe, that Mozambique was among the largest 
worldwide recipients of disaster assistance from the U.S. We have, 
this year, a program of something like $40 million in aid for 
Mozambique, of which about $13 million represents development aid and 
the rest in the disaster and emergency food categories. 


I would point out that as we have been seeking to build a 
more normal relationship with this country that we have been doing so 
in a broader Western context. Our principal allies in NATO and 
Europe -~ the British, the French, the Italians, Portuguese -- and 
the Nordic countries have been -- the Germans, as well -- have been 
substantially increasing their efforts to support this government and 
to make the Nkomati agreement work. While the results are not yet 
fully in -- this is @ process -- we believe that process is on the 
track. 


An essential part of it in our thinking has been the need 
to see a change in Mosambique's internal economic policies. in that 
regard, we are pleased to note that the gy of Mozambique has 
signed on board with the IMF and the World Bank. it has begun 
channeling increasing resources to its own private sector, channeling 
agricultural inputs to the private farming community in Mozambique as 
well as to small factories there. 


This is an important part of our dialogue because it's 
our view, looking ecross the African landscape, that that is the only 
approach that works -~ that market forces, in fact, have a great deal 
that they can contribute if given a chance in such situations. 


So, in brief, we look at the visit as a chance to build 
on what has already been done, to talk about the broader regione) 
situation in Southern Africa -- by which we mean not only the peace 
process in Namibia and Angola, but the broader question of how states 
in the region coexist -- to talk about regional developments in 
general then and also to talk about the situation in South Africa, 
compare notes as to what's going on there and how each of us in our 
very Citferent ways can advance things that I think a11 of us share. 


Let me stop there anc take a few questions. 


MORI 








Yes. 


. Q What would you expect in terms of the dialogue on 
what the Presicent's Executive Ordur included in terms of sanctions 
since Mozambique has been one of the neighboring countries that has 
objectec to the ices of sanctions because of the effect on its own 

? Would you expect that there would be some dissatisfaction 
with what the President did last week? 


SIDNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to 
prejudge that. I think the basic point that we have tried to make is 
that we see a clear distinction between sending sharp political 
signals when they are called for and taking measures which would, in 
fact, hurt te South African economy in a major way and the 
neighboring economies. And in that regard, I don't think we'd have 
any difference with the visitors. 


Yes. 


Q What do you think of the South African invasion of 
Angola? 


‘ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we obviously 
Geplore it. We don't think there was any previous facts brought to 
our attention which would warrant such an activity. We have deplored 
cross-border violence there from both directions, whether it comes 
from SWAPO or whether it comes from South Africa. And we don't think 
it contributes to the peace process. 


Q What's the status now of the military aid progras 
with Mozambique and the foreign assistance bill -- Congress objected 
to what the State Department had put forth -- what's going on with it 
now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Congress has 
effectively blocked the ‘85 and -- but not the economic assistance. 
That remains with support on the Hill so we're going ahead with that. 
But there's nothing further I have for you in way of detail on the 
military side. 


Q Yes. You say the NWkomati Accord -- process is on 
track. Yet, only this morning, just before he left for Washington, 
Machel calleé -- Botha and told him that they had captured 
ages evidence that South Africans were still supporting 
RENAMO, which was, if you remember -- or if I'm correct -- part of 
the deal, that they wouldn't. Do you expect that to come up, and in 
what shape, form, and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would expect the 
Mozambicans to discuss their experience with Nkomati which obviously 
has been imperfect. In their own discussions with us, they make « 
very careful distinction actions of the South African government and 
actions by South Africans. 


Q But here they're specifically taiking about South 
African government backing documentary evidence. 


MORE 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'¢ hawe to see that to 
2) Sse 0 ceamess Sy Sees on Se But I would point out thet 
there are some 700,000 Portugese speaking South Afr ° ~~» of 
whom fled Mozambique during the period of decolonisation and it's 
from that source, in part, I think, that the Mosambican suthorities 
believe there say be continuing support flowing to RENAN. 


Q Does he get « luncheon here - is that it? A 
working luncheon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. It's an 
official working visit. 


c And he arrives Thursday? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's Thursday, yes. 


c Could you give us some idea of the ailitary 
situation inside Mozambique regarding RENAMO and the government. I 
mean, it was pretty bad a while back. 


’ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I think we would 
Gescribe it as indeterminate. There continues to be viclence in a 
number of parts of the country. 


I might esk you to address this question in sore detail. 


But, in summary, we see strikes inst convoys 
widespread throughout the country; we see activity in sany different 
provinces of the country. It's centered, primarily, in the centre) 
provinces, but there is toe My, thes. I wouldn't we see 
a clear trend. The government @ counteroffensive going 

ainst RENAMO in recent weeks. Whether that will produce any 
Clearer trend for the longer tera, we don't yet know. 


Do you want to comment further? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that's generally 
trve what the unidentified official said. The -— it is an 
insurgency; it is @ guercille ware and therefore, it goes up and down 
and it goes #11 over. The real change in the pest year and half has 
been that RENAMO is now operating in all the provinces whereas 
oe it was confined primarily to the central areas and to the 
north. 


A lot of the stories that you'll see coming out of there 
is because Maputo’s in the south and up until saybe November, 
December of last year, Maputo -- the province of Maputo -- had been 
faicly free of any type of insurgency. Then all the lights -- a11 of 
a sudden, the lights started going out as the insurgents hit the 
py ions a electricity in from South Africa people got very, 
very excited. 


Generally, about November, December, January of last 
year, the situation was very critical in the south and ie was very 
tense. I think it has improved considerably since then -- the lights 
have been on in Maputo, for instance, since March. 


In the North -- in Niassa and in Cabo Delgado, which are 
the provinces that border Tanzania, the situation has laproved 
notably. The callroads are yt to Hd ney The railroad 
between Nacala that goes into Malawi is ope up and thet's running 
faicly freely; the railroad from Deira into timbabwe is cunning 
nicely, although there is considerable activity around that <-- on 
both sides of the railroad. So, it’s one of these things that goes 
up and down and up and down. At the soment, I'd say the situation's 
considerably better than it was at the turn of the year. 


Q May I ask you @ follow on that? 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFicrat: yes. 


Q The large scale attack that allegedly happened a 
le of weeks ago by tisgbabwe end Mozambican troups on the RENAMO 
Sesbenastess at Casa Banana, was that a sajor silitary operation that 
will have some affect on RENAMO's ——— or was that something 
that mo ome really knows about at this point? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's 
éiftficult to assess at this point because, as I say, it is a 
ceille wer, it is an insurgency, and there's a tendency for the 
maourgence to sove around. In the sense that it had been a fixed 
camp, yes it is a major blow to RENAMO. Also the fact that they've 
been able -- the Zimbabweans and Mozambicans were able to dislodge 
the leader of RENAMO from that area. 


What the long-term effects are on the war, however, 
remain to be seen if there's sufficient pursuit by the Mozambicans 
and the Zimbabweans, or whether it's just a one-time shot and then 
the RENAMO can regroup. I think it's too early to really assess 
that > 


Q Senator Helms and other supporters of RENAMO in this 
country assert that RONAMO controls effectively 808 of the territory 
and that without Western aid to the government, RENAMO would be able 
to topple it. What's your reaction to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've travelled 
throughout the country -- I've been to every province and -- as have 
my staff -- throughout the past year -- two years -- I've been there 
two years. We've been everywhere. I would say that that simply is 
not correct. That the government can go almost anywhere it wishes. 
There are certain areas where the insurgents sight be and the 
government does not go because there siaply aren't any people there 
and Gaze is one example. 


If you fly over Mozambique at night -- if you fly over 
Africa at night -- usually you'll see campfires or something down 
below. If you fly over Mozambique at night, you'll be very, very 
surprised in certain areas -~ there's nothing down there because of 
the drought -- over the centuries, drought has wiped out the 
population -- the le have moved. So in that sense you could say 
that nobody controls certain areas. But in terms of controlling area 
~~ of maintaining, etc., it simply ien't the fact. 


fe} Well, why not support RENAMO? They are, after all, 
anti-communist Contras, aren't they? 


¢ Freedom -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That certainly is the 
label they've given themselves, isn't it? Wo, I think that we have 
~~ we have identified very real and mutual interest with the 
government of Samora Machel that, as the unidentified official said, 
that we have been able to work very well with that government in the 
region -- on regional aspects as well as on the bilateral 
relationship and that we feel that it is a viable government. it's 
one that has shown staying power. I believe it's one that's 
undergoing changes. There have been very real changes, both 
Gomestically and internationally. 


Q But don’t we have a bit of a <= 


SENION ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think the point of 
context that we would stress is that we've not seen any evidence that 
RENAMO represents a widespread indigenous base that is capable of 
forming an alternative government. The people who might have the 
strongest interest in reaching that conclusion, namely the South 
Africans, have themselves come to the point of recognizing that 


2 aaa ean Sr 


RENAMO does not represent an alternative to Machel. RENANO itself 
has, on a number of ~ccasions, recognized Machel's nationalist 
legitimacy as the aan who brought the country to independence anc was 
its -- has been its first president and only president so far. 


I think our view is that -- 
C Why is he fighting then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let se just finish. 
I‘ll get to you, Helen. 


Our view would be that if you wish to displace something 
which is contrary to our interests, namely, a position of Soviet 
strength in that part of the world, the way you do it is by 
competing, not by quarantine, but by competing. And 1 at doesn't 
mean that we can and will compete with Moscow and the provision of 
vast *~ounts of hardware, but rather, that we offer an alternative; 
anal -native based on genuine development principles -- Soviets 
have Gone nothing for Mogambique economically -- competing in the 
sense of offering a diplomatic framework which gives that government 
and others in the region an alternative if they wish to pursue it. 


Now, Helen, sorry I cut you off. 





Q Well, if you say that be recognizes the government 
and so forth, what's the probles then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: RENAMO represents « 
number of different interests. It incledes some indigenous African, 
if you will, bleck Mozambican interests, some of them disaffected 
from FRELINO earlier. It also represents wery clearly the interests 


of Portuguese who were displaced che decolonisation ,» Bany 
of whos see that struggle as a way to get their ct beck, 
quite frankly, and that's a sajor interest behind moverent. 

Yes? 


Q ey Bagh = tg A ugh a ty 
recent «statements from South Africa, including 

statements this weekend about all reforeas and influx control and 
constitutional rights -- citizenship cights? Do you see any tind of 
real change or is this « semantic probies where we're hearing one 
thing and seeing another? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's always 
problems of code language in interpreting a foreign society, but I 
think the things that have been said, if translated into coucrete 
steps, if implemented, represent, as we have said, ae important 
areas of change. The issue of citizenship has « lot o oy as both 
& symbol and a fact for blacks. It's not something they're going to 
cheer about because, after all, why cheer because something that was 
stolen from you is given back? That's what many have said. 


But, nonetheless, it represents « shift of policy if 
implemented. And that may not take place until Parliament returns in 
January. But the government is now committed to no more 
Genationalization of blacks, of their citizenship and, secondly, to 
returning citizenship to those from whom it has been taken, which 
numbers in the silliors. 


Q Do we know what kind of citizenship we're talking 
about? I mean, whet is carried with thet? Ise this is @ -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, at the most basic 
sense, the right to be a South African citizen with all the rights 
and obligations that adhere in thet -- passports and so forth. What 

have not yet done, of course, is address the issue of what 
political rights will ultimately be negotiated for blecks. 


The other issue I have mentioned that was announced this 
past week on influx control is influx control policy, the pass laws, 
one of a most offensive sespects of apartheid in the daily lives of 
blacks. ky we're being told thet this will be reeee I 
think ana see what's going to replace it, if anything, and 
what the new > polier will be, they can make @ more concrete ns 
_ there's no doubt it’s an important issue in the thinking o 
blecks. 


Yes, in the beck. 


Q Would you go over again your understanding of how 
much the South African government is supporting RENAMO and to what 
extent you are willing or able to tell the South Africans to beck 
oft? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I'll give it « 
try. REWAMO is historicell oe on @ number of elements that 
either broke away from FRELIMNO or were set up to fight FRELIMO by the 
Portuguese during the anti-colonial eseuarie. As the Portuguese 
Geparted the scene in the mid ‘708, the ith regime in sie 
assumed the principal role of backer and supporter for the elements 
that now constitute RENAMO. With the demise of the Smith regime, it 
was the South African military thet inherited that role and was the 





principal external backer of RENAMO right up to the Bkomati Accord, 
building it up from a force of a few thousand to « force of perhaps 
13,000 to 15,000. Is that a current figure, sir? 


° SENIOR ADMINISTRATOW OFFICIAL: I think that's the 
general estiszate. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. It's our 
a pe that there was something of a golden handshake provided to 
at the time of the sign of the Nkomati egreement, but that 
since the i the South African government has lived up to -- in 
the gain -- ii wp to the letter of the egreement. What the 
Mosembicans have sometiszes complained about is whether they lived up 
to the spirit of the agreement in full. 


There has as well been a form of diplomacy between the 

South Africans and RENAMO and the government of Mozambique, with 
shuttles going back and forth trying to get talks started about some 
kind of an agreement between the two parties, which necessitates 
South Africans goi in and out. I would stress that the South 
Africans have been forced to face up to the full lications of 
their decision to sign the Nkomati agreement with time and to clarify 
their policy. 


We have brought our full influence to bear to get them to 
Go precisely that. Meanwhile, the South Africans have as well 
ovided some support to the government of President Machel in the 
orm of advisers, in the form of assistants for railways and ports, 
and that sort of thing. 


Yes, sic? 


Q You've given us a sort of an idea of what's on the 
mind of the Reagan administration and the United States in this 
meeting. Recognizing that telepa is not part of your powers, what 
sort of things would you figure would be on Mr. Machel's mind when he 
comes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we expect that he 
will want to talk about the internal situation inside his country and 
what's responsible for that. He no doubt will want to talk about 
Mozambi s need for continuing support from Western countries, from 
the World Bank, from private institutions in the West. He will -- we 
would expect his to talk about his thoughts on development policy, 
his attitude toward private investment, things of that kind. 


But I think he will also have some observations to make 
about what is taking place sore oe in the ~ + og urging us to 
Go what we can in terms of the South African problems, and some in- 
— Giscussion of that, eas well as perhaps the Namibia-Angole 
situation. 


Yes? 


Q Yes, the very pregmatic approach that the United 
States has taken towards Mozambique, will you say it can be a 
ee for other revolutionary Marxist governments, as Angola and 
thiopie? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Could you repeat the 
question? I'm not sure I got it. 


Q The very pregmatic approech the United States is 
taking towards Mozambique, do you think it can set a precedent to 
other Marxist cevolutionary governments in the region 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we've got to 
look at each one on its merits. The Mozambican situation in many 
respects has been kind of unique. There was a clearly expressed 
desire on their part to explore a reorientation of policy and a new 





relationship with us. As I say, there's a quid pro quo here. We 
don't see any instant parallels, for example, Angola or Ethiopia. 
We're looking for changes in the country's behavior, just as they're 
-looking for support from us. So, I don't see any real precedents 
here. 


Yes? 


Q Last Wednesday in this investment seminar in 


Botswana, 
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you said that you hoped that Ambassador Nickel's return didn't allow 
the South Africans to start playing cowboy politics against their 
neighbors again. What's your view now in light of the raid on Angola 
yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the situation 
across that border has gone back and forth for a number of years. We 
are obviously disappointed at this. It is a short-term thing -- we 
hope it will be. They'll be in and out. They have claimed in this 
case a preemptive strike is what they're doing. 


We don't recognize any right under international law of 
preemptive strikes, particularly on behalf of territory which is held 
illegally in the first place, which is what Namibia is. That said, 
we don't recognize any right of armed struggle, either, coming from 
the North. So we would certainly hope that this would calm down. 


We have -- I think we can say with accuracy that the 
pattern of cross-border actions has dampened down considerably in the 
last couple of years. These kind of flare-ups are unhelpful. They 
don't help the broader atmosphere. 


, Q We had a report from the Hill that the Secretary of 
State in testimony today called for an outright ban on purchase of 
Krugerrands. Is there a change in administration policy on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not that I'm aware 
of. 


Q What is the administration policy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Executive Order 
calls for consultations leading up to a ban on Krugerrands. I mean, 
that's what our effort -- that's what the policy decision is. We 
intend to move in that direction. 


Q Will the United States be willing to give military 
aid to the government of Samora Machel against RENAMO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The administration had a 
request, a very modest request, before Congress which was not 
approved by Congress for fiscal ‘85. I can’t comment beyond that for 
the future. 


Q Sit, can you give the schedule of his visit, please? 
When is he coming to town -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He arrives today, will 
be met by Secretary Shultz. He has meetings tomorrow with the 
Secretary, with myself. 


Do you have the full schedule? We can run down a bit 
more of it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll be seeing the 
Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of Defense. 


Q Are they all tomorrow? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry? 

Q Are they all tomorrow? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tomorrow is <-- the 
Secretary of Defense, I think, is on Friday. And he'll be seeing 
Peter McPherson from AID. 

Q Is there a new arms request or is that -- 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have anything on 
MORE 
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a new request. 
Q Today -- any meetings today? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He arrives late today. 
Q How about Thursday. 


Q And is that a continuing request -- that -- the 
proposal that failed in Congress? Is there -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is an ‘86 request, 
I believe, yes. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: One more question. 

Q Would we support a coalition government of RENAMO 
and Machel if they could negotiate one? Are we in favor of 
negotiations there between the opposition and the government? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in principle, 
sure. We're in favor of peace and reconciliation inside every 
country. If there's an opening for it, we'll certainly support it. 


Q Is there an opening for it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't see one this 
week. (Laughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:42 A.M. EDT 
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MR. DJEREJIAN: I'm going to basically make an 
announcement and then take questions on the subject of the 
announcement and then we'll proceed to the plane right after. 


As the President just announced, we are pleased to infors 
you that Reverend Bonjamin Weir has been released 18 months after he 
was taken hostage in Lebanon. We are obviously happy for the 
Reverend Weir and his family and friends, but we will not be 
satisfied and will not cease our efforts until all the hostages -- 
American, French and British -- have been released. This is a top 
priority for the Reagan administration. 


Since the first American was seized, the President has 
been directly engaged in intensive efforts to liberate our citizens. 
He will remain involved until all of our citizens -have been 
liberated. 


This morning the President spoke to Reverent Weir 
expressing relief at his release and determination to see the others 
freed. While there was no linkage between the release of the Atlit 
prisoners and the freeing of our hostages, we have hoped that 
repatriation of the Atlit prisoners would improve the atmosphere in 
the region. We, therefore, intensified our efforts when the Atlit 
release occurred. 


Thus far, these efforts nave resulted in the liberation 
of Reverend Weir for which we are grateful. Our efforts are 
continuing in order to obtain the release of the other six hostages. 


I am not going into any further detail on the release of 
Reverend Weir or what measures we are taking to obtain the release of 
the others because, as you can well appreciate, it might interfere 
with these efforts. 


The Vice President, as the President also announced this 
morning, plans to meet with the families of the six reamining 
hostages on Friday when they will be in Washington. He will review 
for them what can be shared on our efforts to obtain release of the 
remaining hostages and to assure them of the administration's 
determination to continue these efforts. 


Q Did Weir bring -- 


Q Was it the government that got him released or was 
it the Presbyterian Churcn that got Weir released? . 

MR. DJEREJIA : iris, I'm not going to get involved in 
the -- any of these deta .« .f the negotiations involving the 


release. 


Q Did Weir <-- 


iu >? 
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Q =~ bring the President a message? 


Q -- these efforts have resulted in the liberation of 


Reverend Weir. Now these efforts refer to the paragraph above in 
which you talk about the President's efforts. Are you saying then, 
that it was the efforts by the United States government that resulted 


in Weir's release? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We are talking about United States 
governzent efforts. 


Q Did he bring the President a sessage? 
MR. DJEREJIAN: A specific message to the President? 


Q Yes. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: WNothing other than the conversation that 
they both had on the telephone. 


Q He brought no message from his captors? 


‘ MR. DJEREJIAN: Obviously, the Reverend Weir had things 
to say about the hostage situation, but I can't get into that. 


Q Well, did he have word about the other six in any 
form? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Let me reiterate. Because the six otier 
hostages have not yet been freed, we do not intend to disclose any 
details on how the Reverend Weir was freed. However, I can assure 
you that no deal was made and that our position on no concessions to 
terrorists has not changed. 


Q Was President Assad in some way instrumental in 
freeing Reverend Weir? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Sam, on that I have no comment. 


Q Can you answer more thoroughly Sam's questions -- 
earlier question about what efforts that the United States engaged in 
led to Weir's release? Are we taking credit -- is the administration 
taking credit for his release? 


NR. OJEREJIAN: Bill, it's not a question of whether 
we're taking credit or not, we're just not going to comment on the 
details of the release 
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because of the impact that sight have on the situation, the position 
and the safety of the others. 


Q But you're saying -- 
Q Can you tell us -- 
Q 


You're saying that it was your efforts that led to 
his release, aren't you? I mean, are you not? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I'm rem@aining where I -- made in the 
statement. 


Can you tell us when he was released? 
Can you actually tell us when? 
When and where? 


Can you tell us when he was released and when he 
came back to this country? 


Q When and where and why this announcement didn't come 
earlier. 


MR. OJEREJIAN: On the basic question of why the 
announcement didn't come earlier -- 


Q Yos, but when was he released first? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: First, let se address that question. 
With the agroement of the Reverond Weir, we kept his liberation 
secrot because we were concerned that making it public would 
interfere with what we hoped would be the imminent release of the 
romaining six hostages. That is the basic reason why we have kept 
that information secret until now. 


Q Are you still hopeful -- 


Q Does that mean that there is an imminent release for 
the other hostages? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Wel). we haven't given up hope, San, for 
the release of the others, but -. has become apparent that the other 
hostages were not going to be released in direct connection with the 


release of the Reverond Weir. We are working to have them released 
as soon as possible. 


Q When was the Reverend Weir released? 


MR, OJEREJIAN: Weil, on a specific date, I believe he 
was reloased on the 14th of Septembor. 


Q Ed, does this -- 
Q And whon did he arrive in this country? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I don't have that exact date, I'm sorry, 
Chris. 


Q Where is he now? Is ho at the Norfolk hospital? 


MR, DJEREJIAN: The family has already stated to the 
press that he's at Norfolk and I believe that's correct. I don’: 
have the exact whereabouts of tho Reverend at this point. 


Q Can you give us his condition? Is he hospitalized? 


MR. DJERZIJIAN: No, he is not hospitalized. Physicians 
attending Or. Weir indicata that he is in good montal and physical le” 








condition. We are not going to disclose any further details about 
his state of health. Additional information will be made available 
by his family when they feel it will be appropriate. 

Q Where did you say he was? I missed that. 

MR. DJEREJIAN: Well, I said that -- I just merely 
referred you to the statements that have been coming out from the 
family -- that's he's in Norfolk, Virginia. 

Q At what point was -- 


Q Was his church sigultaneously or in conjunction wit) 
you engaged in these negotiations or was it solely a government -- 


MR. OJEREJIAN: I have nothing for you on that. 


Q When did you find out that the release of the other: 
was not isminent? 


MR. OJEREJIAN: Late last night. 

. Q Where was he released? In Lebanon, in Beirut? 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Yes. 
Q Where? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I can’t go further than that. He was 
released to the U.S. government authorities in Beirut. 


Q Ed, when was the President informed of his release? 
When was the President informed of his release? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Immediately when we knew of it. 
Q When? 


MR. OJEREJIAN: I can't give you the exact -- I can't 
give you an exact hour and time, but immediately. 


Q How about day? 

MR. OJEREJIAN: On the very day. 

Q Can you tell us where he was released? 

Q The day he was relceased? 

MR. OJEREJIAN: Excuse me? 

Q Can you tell us where ho was releasod? 

MR. DJEREJIAN: I just answered that question. 

Q Ed, Ed -- 

Q He said in Beirut. 

Q -- new, whose decision was it not to make his 
rolease public? Was that the President's decision, was it 


MeFarlane's, or wiiose? 


MR. DJEKEJIAN: It was a decision, Gerald, that was 
decided upon and come upcn jointly between us and the Reverond Weir. 
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Q By us, you sean who? 


MR. DIJEREJIAN: The United States govetnment. I's not 
going to get into the specifics of what officials have been dealing 
on the -- 


Q Can you give us any idea -- since you've already 
said that at one point you hoped that the release of the others would 
be imminent, and you've said the 0.8. governzent has been working in 
an intensified way since the Atlit prisoners were released -- can you 
give us some idea why Weir was the first one of these seven to be 
released, rather than one of the others? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Wo, I can't, Sam. I don't have an answer 
for you on that. 


Q Can you tell us whether the families of the six 
other hostages coming to Washington are coming to Washington at the 
invitation of the White House or the government or were they there c- 
the{r own, on their other -- gathering as a group on their own to ask 
you -- 


MR. DJEREJIAN: To the best of ay knowledge, this is one 
of the periodic visits to Washington of the families, and it's -- 


Q So, you're just taking advantage of that? 

MR. OJEREJIAN: That is correct. That's correct. 

“ Ea -- 

HR. DJEREJIAN: <= have one? 

Q Why €id the President -- the President said today 
that the original plans were not for him to make the announcement, 
but he decided to “jump the gun.” When were the original plans to 
make the announcement? When was it going to be announced, if he 
didn't today, and by whom? Where? 

MR. DJEREJIAN: Well, we were going to announce it today. 


And, as the President said, that since the information was coming out 
Guring the course of the morning, we deciced to do it here.: 


Q Ec, are you saying categorically that the U.S. 
government gave up nothing, made no concession to get the release of 
Reverend Weir? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Absolutely. Our position on negotiating 
with terrorists and on terrorism remains very steady anc very firm. 


Q Then why did they give up Reverend Weir? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Well, that I'm not going to get into, 
Chris. 


¢ Do you believe that it was to send a message as to 
what they want through Weir? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I cannot speculate on that. 

Q Why won't the President meet with the other -.six? 
HR. DJEREJIAN: It's not a question -- 

Q Why -- 

MR. DJEREJIAN: <-- of the President meeting or not 


meeting with the other six; it's just that the Vice President planned 
anc scheduled to meet with che six. And that's what's going to 43 
hAL 





happen. There’s nothing -- 


Q Yes, but Ed -- Ed, they repeatedly requested such « 
meeting. Are there any plans for the President to meet with then? 


MR. OJEREJIAN: Wo specific plans now, but I's sure when 
the appropriate opportunities arise, that will probably happen. 


Q Why is it inappropriate this Friday to meet with 
then? 


MR. OJEAZJIAN: Well, the Vice Presicent is meeting with 
them and will be sharing the President's full views on the situation 
with the families of the remaining hostages. 


Q Ed, are you trying to suggest by your statement 
th. whereas, you may have not made a connection to the Atlit 
re. se, that the kidnappers themselves responded to the Atlit 
cel.ase? Did they communicate that in any way? 


, MR. DJEREJIAN: Well, as I said, we thought that the 
atmosphere created by the release of the Atlit prisoners would 
enhance prospects for the release of our hostages. And, therefore, 
we did intensify our efforts during this period. 


Q Did we put pressure on the Israelis to move up the 
Atlit release to -- 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I have nothing for you on that. 


Q Ed, when were the families of the other six told of 
Benjamin Weir's release? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: i don't have that specific information 
for you. 


Q There were reports -- wire reports -~ that Syria hac 
informed the United States government it would not cooperate any 
further in the efforts to release the remaining six prisoners because 
they felt that the United States government had not pressured Israel 
sufficiently to release the Atlit prisoners. Is that true or false? 
Ace those true or -- 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I can't comment on those specific reports 
and rumors. We, as you well know, have been in touch with a number 
of governments and 





verious contacts, including the Syrian government. And just let me 
leave it there. 


Q But you don't -- you're not going to say whether 
Syria has refused to help? 


MR. OJEREJIAN: I have no -- 


Q And you won't say whether it's even been helpful in 
this particular release? 


MR. OJEREJIAN: Wot specifically, I can't say -- 


Q Was there anything besides the release of Weir that 
gave you an indication that the others might also be released? Were 
there other conditions that you noticed, or was there anything that 
came up -- 


MR. OJEREJIAN: I would refer you to the comment I made 
that with the release of the Atlit prisoners we felt that the 
atmosphere was conducive to intensify our efforts for the release of 
our hostages. 


Q Is the atmosphere still conéucive? Or is this a 
setback? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We are continuing our efforts. 


Q Is there any reason to hope that there might be some 
progress, even though you know it may not be imminent? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: We are always hopeful. 

Q When did he arrive in the U.S. -- 

MR. DJEREJIAN: I don't have the exact. I don't <-- 
Q He was released on Saturday? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Yes. I don't have the exact date for 
you, Chris. 


Q Ed, are there any plans to have him come to + 
Washington and meet with the President? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Not that I am aware of immediately. Of 
course, the Presidert did speak to him on the phone this morning, as 
you know, and conveyed to him how rejoiceful he was over his freedom. 


Q Was his family informed immediately or upon his 
release? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Yes. 


Q Even on Saturday, Reverenc Weir's family, then, was 
informed? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I'd have to check if it was on Saturday. 
Sut I -- Immediately and promptly, yes. But I'd have to check on 
that, Sam, to give the exact answer. 


9 What's the state of the Reverend Weir's health? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: As I said, we find him to be in <= that 
the physicians attending DOr. Weir indicate that he's in very good 
mental and physical conditic.«. 


Q -- hospicelize. * ali? 


MR. OJEREJIAN: ft em not aware of any hospitalization? 





C Has the government completed debriefing of Reverend 
Weir? And was this what controlled the timing of the announcement? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Well, immediately on return to the United 
States, we took steps to unite the Reverend Weir and his family. We 
also wanted to allow them the opportunity to meet in privacy. The 
U.S. government, naturally, has an interest in talking with the 
Reverend Weir about the criminal act involved in his being help 
captive. Let me just leave it at that. 


Q Ace the other six being held together? 

Q And how -- was he transported back here by a U.S. 
government plane? How did he get back? Did ws fly him back from 
Beirut? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: I can't get into the specifics on how he 
came back; but we did assist in his return. 


; Q Are the other six being held together? 
WR. DJEREJIAN: I have nothing for you on that. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 12:48 P.M. EDT 
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FOR VICTIMS IN ETHIOPIA AND SUDAN 


StPTEMBER 18, 1985, 2:10 P.M 


MS. TINSLEY Good afternoon I apologize for the 
delay. 

I'd like to introduce the AID Administrator, M. Peter 
McPherson, who's going to brief you all today on a new 
agreeemen* between USAID, the Live-fid Foundation, Band-Aid 
(rust, and the United Nations. 

This briefing is on record for camera and sound 

Q This is a record? When do we hit the real one? 
(Laughter. ) 

a Good afternoon. Thank you for coming. 

['m here today to announce a new initiative in Sudan 
and Ethiopia We're taking this initiative in cooperation with 
Live-Aid Foundation and Band-Aid Trust and the United Nations 


On September 13th, here in Washington, representatives 


of these groups met and it was agreed that ALD will lease 150 








trucks for a year to deliver food to Ethiopia under the UN 
flag. We expect that some of this food will go to feed hungry 
people in the North in areas which previously we haven't 
reached 

I spoke to Commissioner Dawit of the Ethiopia Relief 
and Rehabilitation Commission, the organization that runs the 
relief efforts in Ethiopia I spoke to him yesterday morning 
and he gave his assurance on these facts 

Live-Aid and Band-Aid together are joining us in 
committing approximately 100 trucks to Africa. The UN is 
contacting other donors to add vehicles to this fleet This 
Fleet will be, as I said, under the UN flag. 

I think this is exciting, frankly. to see this kind of 
public and private international organization cooperation in 
this crisis. 

In addition in Ethiopia, AID is contributing $2.4 
million to the UN for the management costs of this UN fleet. 
Live-Aid and Band-Aid will contribute $1.2 million for 
management costs. 

The U.S. Government, of course, continues to supply 
virtually all of the food to the American private and voluntary 
organizations and a significant portion of the internal 


distribution costs for that food These int nal distribution 


costs have been over $40 million this year alone 














Now, let me talk about Sudan. 

In Sudan we have agreed that AID, and Live-Aid and 
Band-Aid, will each provide a million for the UN World Food 
Program -— an additional million, actually 

The total amount of money here -- the $2 million -- is 
the amount which is required to continue the inland 
transportation for the feeding program in Central and Eastern 
Sudan to December ‘85 

Also in Sudan, Live-Aid and Band-Aid have purchased 40 
trucks. AIO will, in effect, pay a million dollars of 
operating expenses for these trucks to deliver food into 
Western Sudan. 

The U.S. 1s very happy to participate in this 
cooperative effort fhe potential exists, we think, to 
accomplish a great deal more than we can accomplish working 
separately Working together, AID and Live-Aid/Band-Aid will 
provide trucks and food to more famine victims in Ethiopia and 
Sudan. 

l'd be pleased to answer any questions 

Q You'd wouldn't happen to have these figures 
written down somewhere’ 

fs) Surely 


Q I'm a little confused about the millions 


Do LtLive-Aid and Band-Aid operate together now when 











they provide money, is that a total from the two? 


4 Yes. 
Q O. Kk. 
4 In effect 


Q Rll right 
See, let me explain the Band-Aid/Live-Aid business 
Live-Aid is really the US., and Band-Aid is a @ritish 


entity. But they have. for practical purposes. done this 


together -- and have been operating that way generally 
Q When is it going to take effect anyway? 
Q Well, we're in the process of obtaining the 


vehicles right now 

Q Yes 

a So this is under way 

We would expect all these vehicles for the UN fleet to 
be in operation in Ethiopia no later than in eight weeks 
They'll begin arriving just in two to three weeks 

Yes, ma'am, go ahead 

Q ['m sorry 

Do you expect any problems from the tthiopian 
Government in getting up that amount? : 


i) Well. | got that assurance from Commissioner 


Dawit That was very important, and that was why [ made that 


phone call The assurance has also been given to Mr Jansson, 

















who is the UN's director of the program there in Ethiop.a -- 
the assurance being. again, that at least some of this food 
would go into aré@as which we previously haven't reached And 
it's the Ethiopian Government's position that those areas 
haven't been reached because of logistical and communication 
difficulties 

Others have characterized the problems in other ways 

But, in any case, as [I've said here several times, we 
have not been able to reach at least a million people in the 
North; and we see this as an important step towards feeding 
additional people in that part of the country 

Q And is the food now -- 

a Not all this food will go int» those areas Some 
of it will go in areas that have been fed But this, under the 
UN flag, is an effort to reach beyond the part where we've gone 
before 

Q And is the food now getting through the port and 
all? Are you having better luck? 

2) Well, there certainly continues to be food in the 
port -- a matter with which we are concerned These Lrucks 
will help reduce that 

We are feeding - we, the donor community - almost 
six million people in Ethiopia now The US. is feeding well 


over half that Well over half that food 1s U S. food And, 




















in short. the situation is markedly better 


As some of you may know, I was there a couple of weeks 
ago, the last of’last month I went to some of the same camps 
that I went to earlier Those children who were almost 
nothing but skin and bones last November-December -- it was a 
different situation altogether There's no question that the 
US. effort has saved in Ethiopia and on the Continent as a 
whole hundreds of thousands. and probably millions. of lives 


It's a dramatically effective operation in terms of lives saved 


Let me -- go ahead 

Q You go ahead (Laughter ) 

a Back here Somebody up there 

Q Well, since you have met with the Live-Aid and 


Band-Aid group, did they give you any indi «tion of how they 
intend to spend the rest of the money they -e raised? I mean, 
Il think the American people heard they raised $50 million 

This is a few million Do you have any idea how the rest is 
going to be spent? 

4 I understand they're having a press conference as 
well, and ['m sure that people will ask them (hat question, and 
they're in a better position to respond We think that this 
money will save lives that they're putting in fhis is a good 
cooperation 

Let me make one other point that | think is 


important This UN tlag we view as an important step These 





trucks will be painted white and they'll have the UN blue tarp 
covering over the food -- the blue and white being the UN 
colors. f[hey'll have that UN symbol -- the world and the 
leaves around it -- and those trucks which we supply will also 
have the U.S. symbol there on the same vehicle. 

Q Where is the United States getting this money 
from? 

a This money comes out of the appropriation that 


Congress passed and the President signed several months ago. 


Q So this is something that has always been planned. 

) well - 

Q This 18 something that's been in the budget? 

fs) Yes This 1s not new appropriated money, but 
Congress appropriated the money The President asked for monzy 


and the Congress appropriated money, and this is an allocation 


of that money 


Q So this 18 something that's been known was going 
to be spent for a long time 
A Well, it was known it was going to be spent for 


drought sometime, but it wasn't known how 

Q What is the cost of the truck-leasing that the 
US. providing, do you know? 

A [he truck-leasing will be about 13 million 


MS IINSLEY we'll take one more question and that's 











the end. 

“ Yes. 

Q This program, this announcement, deals with 
Ethiopia and the Sudan What are the chances of other 
countries being affected by such a program, along with these 
other two groups? 

a I don't know. I frankly think that this has 
particular importance in Ethiopia, however, because of some of 
the difficulties we've had in moving around in Ethiopia. This 
has been a contirual set of crises. Every time we got one 
problem solved, there is another one. 

There is no stamp, no pattern, to what we do; and we 
have tried to find whatever solution worked 

I don't see any immediate place that we would work 
this in any other part of the country at this time. 

Q But your relationship with these other two groups 
is such that it was only agreed upon that you would deal with 
these two countries alone and possibly bring in other countries?’ 

A Oh, you mean in terms of the Band-Aid -- 

Q That's right. 

a -- relationship? 

Well, I'm sure that we have an excellent relationship 
with them; and [ wouldn't be surprised if we'll work together 


elsewhere We've been talking for weeks of these things and 


[I'm sure we'll 











continue to do a lot of things together. 


Ladies and gentlemen, thank you 


(The ON-THE-RECORD briefing concluded at 2:21 pm.) 
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Tne Briefing Roca 


1:45 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A few opening comments. 
The two Presidents have just met for about two hours, including 
lunch. This was an official working visit and the lunch was, of 
course, part of that. 


There have been, as I think we said the other day, 4 
series of meetings leading up to this one, and there are going tc be 
several others after it as well, with various parts of our 
government, including, of course, AID, State Department, Defense 
Department, Agriculture Department. 


I believe President Machel is headed up to the Hill, 
where he'll be having some contacts with various elements in 
Congress, various committees and leaders there. 


And nis program in Wasnington will be followed oy visits 
to three other parts of the U.S. He'll be going on to Atlanta, 
Houston and New York before his visit here comes to a conclusion. 


But, obviously, the high point of the visit is the 
meeting between the two Presidents. They discussed, | would say, the 
following issues, they discussed our bilateral relations, which this 
visit is an iaportant step in consolidating. 


I would say there was & very positive atmosphere oetween 
the two men. I tnink both looked at it a8 an Opportunity to explore 
each other's views, to get to know each other <-- this is the first 
visit to this country by President Machel <--to explore each other's 
views on a variety of questions, ooviously. bilateral relations, but 
also views of a number of other things. 


They talked at some length about economic development, 
about approaches that work and don’t work and establisned, I think, @ 
considerable degree of common ground on the isportance of giving 
people incentives, of permitting market forces to operate, of 
encouraging tne private sector. They discussed that not only in 
Mozamoque, but in many other countries in the world where people are, 
in fact, opening economies up to market forces, countries in Africa, 
countries such as China, and elsewhere in the world. 


I think there was, as I said, considerable common ground 
on that. There was a broad discussion about events in Southern 
Africa. We discussed Mozamoique's relationship with South Africa, 
the recent developments in that regard, the Nkomati Agreement, the 
question of living up to it or not by the South Africans, sticking 
with it or not. And I think there was a fair degree of understanding 
of each side's views on that question. We also discussed the 
importance of getting independence for Namibia. We discussed the 
s tuation on apartheid in South Africa, about which there is, of 
course, no difference. 


And #0 that about -- I think that aedout covers the 














subjects that were discussed. The President of Mozam>ique expressed 
his deep appreciation to this country for tne support we nave been 
providing. As he said in his public remarks upon leaving, I thin« 
there's no question that he hopes for continued and expanded support. 
And the President told nia that we want to be cf help. And so ! 
think that's oasically the position. 


Let me stop there. We'll take some questions. 
Yes, in the oack. 


< Wnat did President Reagan say aoout the Nkomat: 
Agreement? What did President Reagan say about the asgreerent Setween 
Mozambique and South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, we 
have, a8 yOu Know, supported that agreement. We're not directly a 
party to it, Dut we have supported it. We, obviously, consider that 
both sides should respect it and live up to it. We intend to ce in 
touch with vooth parties. We have had some recent contects with both 
parties. We are distressed to hear the cecent news, which has come 
to light, which includes allegations that the South Africans rave, in 
various respects, mot respected some of the commitsents on the 
Nkomati Agreemenc, @ point which appears to be confirmed by the South 
African government itself in the statement today. 


The President made known his view -- and we all feel this 
way -~ that it is worth seeking to shield and preserve and work with 
that agreement to make it work so that it does satisfy both sides. I 
don’t think I should go further then that, in terms of charecterizing 
the Mozamoican position. B8ut we don't see any evidence that 
Mozamoique intends to walk away from the agreetent or to scrap it. 


Q The President used -- the term that you used -- was 
he -- did he say that he was distressed to hear about the viclation 
of -< 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he did. I's not 
going tc go beyond that in terms of specific sentences between the 
two leaders, because. of course, that should not be discussed in 
puolic. But I think there's no douvt in President Machel’s gind that 
that's the way President Reagan sees that question. 


Yes. 


Q When you said that they discussed sticking with the 
Accord or mot, was it suggested that Mozambique might walk away fros 
it? I mean, now -- what <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it wasn't suggested. 
But ooviously, when you have 4 situation where parties have signed 
something and one side accuses the other of violating it. why the one 
option would be to sort of say, “Well, you Know, we're just going to 
abendon this thing.” And we don't think thet is the case. but I 
Gon't think I better go beyond that in being sore precise about -- 


Q Well, can you charecterize whit -- when you said 
you've been in touch with both sides, would it now be appropriate for 
us to, avain, be in touch with South Africa, given -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are in regular and 
continuous contect with the South Africens. 


Yes. 
~ if i can follow up on that -- 


») On this particulsar subject? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On this suoject, yes. 
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Q Do you consider, oy virtue of being in touch with 
soth sides, by virtue of considering thea walking away from the 
Accords, is one of the options that these Accords are in serious 


jeopardy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don‘*t think they're in 
serious jeopardy in the sense that I sense any desire on either side 
to scrap the agreement, nc. <dut, ocdovicusly, there is Jeep concern, 


and -- 


Q Did the South African admission that it had breached 
the Accords surprise you? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the information 
that apparently has been acquired in recent days, and is still being 
digested, apparently, in Maputo, had not been previously known to us, 
that specific information. We don't have any means of having such 
information. We're not there in the ground up in the north central 
parts of the country. So, in that sense, yes. 


Q Did President Reagan give President Machel any type 
of pep talk, lecture or extended discusson on the sferits of 
democracy, 88 opposed to, say, comaunism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's not such 
doubt about where our views stand on that. I mean, I think it's <- 


Q I understand what your views are, but -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- did the President -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure, we talked -- 
2) -- do any of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We talked in specific 
cases about the importance of giving freedom to people, and it wasn't 
just us giving anyone a pep talk. I think the President of 
Mozambique had some points to make about freedom as well. And, you 
know, there's no surprise, no secret that a lot of people around the 
world look at this country as an important factor in the forces of 
freedom. The President made known the importance of giving people 
incentives, letting the market system operate, as one element of 
freedom that does produce results. And, of course, ihe Mozambicans, 
as they nave said, are 











in deep neec of results for their people. 


: 9 Well, based on the news conference remarks of the 
other night, would you say that as a result cf this meeting today 
that President Reagan's policies have succeeded in turning a 
dedicated Marxist into a democrat -- dedicated democrat, small ‘d'‘? 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We obviously see a trend 
here which we are seeking to encourage. It is a trend in terms of 
what was obviously very close alignment and dependent upon the Soviet 
Union towards a trend of diversifying and broadening Mozambicue's 
international relationships -- most particularly with us -- but also 
including virtually all of our major allies around the world which 
are now represented and active on the ground in Mozambique. We see a 
trend as well in tecms of economic policies which that government is 
pursuing. And the President of Mozambique elaborated in considerable 
detail the things that his government is doing to seek (a) to attract 
outside involvement and investment, and (b) to build market 
incentives into the economic policies of that country. 


Q Did they ciscuss the presence of Soviet and Cuban 
advisors in Mozambique? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it is fair to 
say that the whole question of our role and the role of the Soviets 
was discussed, Dut this was a get-to-know-each-other kind of a 
session. I don't think you would expect that the President of our 
country would start listing his requirements or his desires or his 
wishes, or that the President of Mozambique would do that either. It 
was much more of a process of mutual exploration of each other's 


views. 


Q what about military: aid to Mozambique? Was it 
Giscussed? Military aid to Mozambique? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Mozambicans mace 
Clear their desire to seek to gain, obviously, full control of the 
country, the desire to build peace in the country, and the 
Mozambicans would clearly like the maximum support they can get from 
Our country and other Western countries. Sut there wasn't a concrete 
negotiation. I wouldn't put it that way. 


Q Did President Machel express himself regarding 
sanctions against South Africa? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think what he said in 
the discussions parallels very closely what was said in his departure 
remarks, which cepresent, in effect, a salute to this country and 
others for the clear messages that are being sent on the issue of 
apartheid and the necd to end it. 


Q Did Machel -- 
Q Did he specifically mention sanctions? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sorry. 


Q Did he specifically mention sanctions -- the 
President's executive order? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Only in the most general 
terms, I would say. 


Q Did Machel give President Reagan any sense -- his 
best thinking as to whether South Africa is moving away from 
apartheid, and whether any of these recent signals have been real? 
Did he give his assessment of the situation in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't want to go 
too deep into what are, after all, private exchanges -- and there 
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have been a number of them, mot only the ones that just took place. 
In some of these discussions, we, obviously, compared notes about the 
last couple of months and the various things that have taken place 
that have been both encouraging and disappointing. And that incluces 
the disappointments that we felt in mid August, as well as things 
more recently. Sut I think there's a feeling that is widely shared 
that we are still waiting tc see concreteness about these ideas, and 
we're waiting to see -- and the Mozambicans were very clear on this 
-- a situation in which black leaders are in a position to talk to 
ie qosectmeat, and to negotiate, and to translate general ideas into 
acticna. 


Q But is ic fair to say that on the issue of South 
Afcica there was real congruity of opinion in this meeting -- on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think in general 
terms, yes. I think so. But it was very auch a question of each 
sharing each other's analysis, and not trying to strike a deal, dut 
sharing impressions. Sbdviously, President Machel has been very close 
to the situation for a ‘ong time, knows many of the players inside 
South Africa, and is deeply interested. 


Yes? 


C The Nkomati Accord was widely seen as a success for 
American policy. Are you able to or feel the need at this point to 
give the Mozambicans any assurance that you're going to be able to 
take steps to try to save it in light of these allegations? Are you 
going to have to take any specific actions vis-a-vis -- towards South 
Africa in response to these revelations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, of course, we will 
Go that. We will do what we can do to encourage the parties to get 
to the bottom of this and to encourage the South Africans to clear up 
the allegations. to get to the bottom of the thing, which is what the 
South Afcican state that -- they wish to do. 


I wouldn't look at it as -- that agreement as something 
which we look at as a great U.S. accomplishment. We weren't even in 
the room when it was signed. It's certainly is an accomplishment 
that P.W. Botha, the State President of South Africa, has cited as an 
accomplishment of his. And it’s something that President Machel has 
cited a8 an accomplishment of his. So, in a sense, at the 
Presidential level, that’s where it stands. That's key. 


Yes, in the back. 


ro I remember hearing the President mention in general 
terms U.S. commitment to human rights, but there was no specific 
condemnation of apartheid along with -- why wasn't that in the 
President's remarks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President has 
spoken out as loudly and clearly as one could imagine or expect on 
that issve repeatedly, ‘n a number of occasions recently, as you're 


well aware. {| don’t he felt that this particular event, this 
visit here, which » t Mozambique, was the occasion to simply 
repeat what he he ' 7 and what he just done. 

. @n't this have been a particularly fitting and 


appropriate occasion to say something about apartheid? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said plenty in the 
discussions with the visiting President. 


Yes, David? 
. Have you come to a conclusion on the basis of all 


the evidence you know and have that the South Africans have, indeed, 
violated tne Nkomati Accord? Do you accept the Mozambique view of 


MORE 














this evidence? Has South Africa violated this agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me back up a 
bit because this goes back a number of months. At various periods 
there have been various kinds of allegations. 
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and we are obviously depencent in part on what the two parties say to 
us. Until fairly recently the government of Mozambique has said that 
there have been problems, there have been issues which have arisen 
“and they have used very carefully chosen language to suggest that, 
perhaps, it is largely unauthorized or that it is something which was 
not an official authorized action -- something of that kind. 


These most recent allegations which have just come to our 
attention -- just been revealed publicly by the media from Maputo-— 
have, in fact, been confirmed by the South African governzent. So, 
therefore, we don't have any basis to question their voracity if the 
South African governzent is confirming that these things took place. 
Beyond that it's a question of getting to the bottom of it and that I 
think is best done by the parties directly concerned. 


Q But when Louis Nels goes three times in to see the 
MNR after the Nkomati Accords are signed, where does that leave South 
Africa's comaitment to the Accords? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that's a 
question you better put’ to the South Africans. But I will just add 
this one point, that there had been an effort at one stage, whether 
that's still current or not is not something that I'm familiar with, 
to try to bring about some sort of a cease-fire understanding between 
the government and the rebels of Renamo. And, it may be that some 
aspect of that is connected with this in some way, but we don't know. 


Q You think that Botha didn't know that Nels had 
either, did you say? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you better ask 
that question to the South Africans. If the Foreign Minister is 
saying he didn't know what his deputy was doing, why that's not a 
question that the American Assistant Secretary of State can really 
respond to. 


Yes? 


Q You said that the President shared the analysis of 
the situation in South Africa, what was the Mozambican analysis of 
that -- that more sanctions are going to be necessary down the road? 
What can you tell uc about that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it's clear 
that our friends in Africa, including in Southern Africa, wish us to 
Go 611 we can. It's also clear from what the President of Mozambique 
said, both publicly and privately, that there is appreciation for 
what we have done. You know, we are doing what we can do, what we 
think is cight to do, so it's that kind of situation. It isn't that 
we're being told we've done nothing and we're hot doing enough. But 
I think there is a sense that many look to the west, and look only to 
the west. They don't have any expectations of anyone else to bring 
about an end to this situation, to bring about black political rights 
in South Africa. 





Q And what were President Machel's goals, sense of 
timing and all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't go beyond 
that. I think he's going to have an opportunity to answer press 
guestions himself. And really, you ought to put those questions to 
him. 


Q Well, then let me ask you about President Reagan, 
what are his goals and sense of timing? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as we have said 
repeatedly, and he certainly shares that view, we want Apartheid 
ended, we want it ended now. I think all Americans feel that way. 
The question is, what kinds of policy measures are most likely to 
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tring that about, and he has very carefully examined this question 
and taxen this decisions that you are familiar with. Obviously, we 
-have to see how things go. 


You had a question? 


Q Do you have the impression that Machel is for or 
against economic sanctions against South Africa, or do you think that 


he's ducking the question? 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, once again, I! 
think that's a question that only he can really answer. They do -- 
the Mozambicans do believe that it is vital that everybody 
understand, you ki’. where we and other western countries stand. 
They don't want to be singled out as the excuse for not going down 
the road of various kinds of measures. I don't think they also look 
forward with enthusiasm to a senario in which the economy of South 
Africa is destroyed. But again; I really don't think I ought to put 
words in the mouths of our visitors on that. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE VISIT OF PRESIDENT MUBARAK 
September 20, 1985 
The Briefing Room 
2:06 P.M. EDT 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me start with the 
schedule. President Mubarak's been invited to visit the President 


next Monday. He'll go from Washington to New York Monday evening to 
address the General Assembly on September 25. 


He arrives here -- 
Q You got a lead start on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- tomorrow afternoon. 
Well, this is the warmup you've always asked for, isn't it? 


Q Well, I mean, why not stay here another day or two? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He gets here tomorrow; 
he meets on Monday -- 


Q Right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- he leaves Monday 
evening for New York -- 


- Sam -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- where he will escape 
only yourself. 


Q Tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tomorrow afternoon -- 
Saturday the 2lst,. he'll get to Washincton coming from Madrid. In 
his party are the Foreign Minister Abdel Meguic, the Minister of 
Economy anc Foreign Trade Sultan Abou Ali and Presidential Advisor 
Osama £1 Baz. 


Sunday will be spent privately. Monday morning, the 
20th, he will meet with the delegation led by Treasury Secretary 
Baker which will include U.S. Trade Representative Yeutter and AID -- 


e) Yeutter. 

° Yeutter. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I was told -- I won't 
argue with you. 

~ You were told wrongs. 

“ He saic Yeutter. \Laugnter. 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I checked. Did you 





chec«? 
. Q Yes. 
2 Yes, we askec Yeutter. 
Q It rhymes with writer. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He will meet with U.S. 
Trade Representative Yeutter -- (laughter) -- and AID administrator 
McPherson, among some others at 10:00 a.a. 

He will meet Secretary Weinberger at 11:00 a.m. He will 
have a working lunch with the Vice President at noon and meet with 
the President at 2:00 p.s. 

Q For how long -- is that seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it’s scheduled 
for an hour Monday afternoon. 


Q Departure statements? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know. I don't 
“- | can’t tell you that. 


fe) ~~ Rose Garden announcement? (Laughter. ) 
~) No stops at the Pentagon? 

Q Yes, he said Weinberger -- 

f°) Weinberger -- I'm sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He <-- I think Weinberger 
will be calling on hia. 


Q Do you remember Weinberger -- 
1) Come on, Barry -- Barry? 

Q I'm sorry, Sam. I's -- 

Q I think he's losing us fast. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anyway, I'd put the 
visit in the context of the continuity, the durability, the breadth 
of the relationship. 


And I'd quote the Egyptian Foreign Minister, who a few 
months back, spoke of the goals of his country as “peace, stability 
and development for Egypt and the area” and I can't think of a better 
thumbnail sketch of our policy as well. So you see the overlap. 


The relations are close between the governments and our 
peoples. In addition to being partners in the peace process, the 
U.S. and Egypt have strong political and economic ties. We consider 
Egypt an important force for stability in the region. 


The peace process will be one of the main issues 
Giscussed with the President. The United States is looxing for a way 
to make the process work. 
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The goal remains direct negotiations involving Israel. And we are, 
we have been consulting closely with Egyptians about how to achieve 
this. And we very much value President Mubarak's counsel. 


We're very encouraged by the recent improvement in 
Egyptian-Isreeli relations. This has resulted from a series of 
high-level exchanges between the two governments and working-level 
meetings. We very auch hope that the ongoing dialogue between the 
two will result in settling of the Taba dispute and the return of an 
Egyptian ambassador to Israel. 

U.S.-Egyptian economic and military cooperation will be 
discusses. Its economic situation has been more difficult in recent 
months, in part due to falling oil prices and declining earnings from 
Egyptians working abroad. Congress in late summer just before recess 
approved a $500 million grant in supplemental economic aid -- it was 
a cash grant -- for Egypt, to be disbursed over the two fiscal years 
*85-"86. Eighty -- ‘66 -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION "FICIAL: <-- '85-‘'86? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- '66-'87. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- ‘64-"67. I'm Sorry 
-- *86-°387. 


re} -- $500 million? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, $500 million. 
Some Assistant you are! 

It's '65-'66. 

He had it right. 

That's cight. 

We had it right. 


oOo oo 0© o0© Oo oO 


-- supplemental -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- ‘'85-'86. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I had it right? 
Q -- supplemental. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= ‘85 -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= ‘'85-'86. 
Q The supplemental is '85-'86. 

Q Never mind, Barry. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All right. 
Q Does it ceally matter? 

Q Two years. 

Q Yes, two years. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first tranche of 
that, which is $250 million, will be disbursed shortly. The 
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Supplemental assistance is in addition to the $8615 million -- 615 -- 
in econogjic supporting funds and $1.3 billion in PMS, which Congress 
has authorized for tiscal ‘66. 


Could I take your questions as related to the Mubarak 
visit? (Laughter.) 


*) Booo. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Got it? 
Yes -- 


Why don't you -- 





. 

. 

C But -- 
C How far -- 
G 


Go ahead. 


Q ~~ how far the question of Taba -- there was a kind 
of success in these talks of Taba -- and how far the American 
administration has cooperated in helping both sides with some kind of 


proposals? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been involved in 
discussions with the Israelis and Egyptians, both bilaterally and 
then together, over the Taba question for the last few years. Our 
representatives attended the Mena House sessions in Cairo last May 
when Egypt and Israel opened talks to deal with a number of issues, 
including Taba. 


As tar as Taba goes, I think the atmosphere -- in fact, 
on the overall talks, the atmosphere has been positive. We think 
both sides are very conscious of the need to get a solution to that 
question in order to get their bilateral relations back on track. We 
intend to remain engaged. We think the way it's been moving is 
positive. And we intend to help the parties bridge their 
differences, if we possibly can. 

Has -- 

Go ahead. You were first, Andrea. 

Go ahead, Andrea. 

Has Egypt been at all helpful in our efforts to -- 


Remember what I told you. 


oOo o oOo Oo Oo oO 


-- to influence the captors of our hostages? Is 
Egypt one of the countries that has been helpful? And do you think 
that Mubarak may have some ideas as to how the administration can 
Geal with that problem? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been in touch 
with, as you've been hearing, over the last many months with a number 
of governments, a number of organizations about the hostages. This 
-- I'm afraid, yes -- this still wraps on getting specific -- 


Q Well, do you have any expectation that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: See, I -=- he won't let 
me -- 

Q -- that is one of the topics, the issue of the 
Kuwaiti -- the prisoners in Kuwait -- the whole question of how to 
deal with this problem? Is that one of the things that might come 
up? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: We value any views 
President Mubarak would have on this, but I can't say it*s going to 
be high on the agenda with the President and in that particular 
meeting. 


Q One of the problems now in moving along is these 
preliminary negotiations. Do you know how Egypt Stands now? And, 
beyond that, is Egypt a possibie help in getting past this obstacle? 
it’s -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- talking about 
Jordanians and Palestinians? 


Q Yes, I'm speaking shorthand, but you know what I 
mean. You're trying to get around the problem. Jordan and the PLO 
both want pre-talks talks. Can Egypt help you solve that problem c« 
do they stand with the others in thinking those pre-negotiations 
talks are necessary? You made a reference to your goal of direct 
negotiations. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, Egypt has no 
problems with, Lord knows, what it -- after all the direct 
negotiations it's had with Israel, it has no problems with the 
po ms, that there have to be direct negotiations to get any lasting 
solutions. 


Egypt does have a slightly different idea from the 
Jordanians about the timing of some of the aspects like international 
conference. It has seen an international conference as something 
that might come at the end of a process, rather than near the 
beginning. 


Can it be of help or why should it be of help? Maybe 
that's even better to start there. Egypt never signed up with Israel 
in the Camp David talks or for the peace treaty with the idea that 
there was going to be a separate and oniy Egyptian-Israeli 
arcangement. So, Egypt has every motivation to expand the process 
and to bring into the negotiating process the Jordanians and the 
Palestinians and, we hope -- we all hope -- one of these days the 
Syrians. 


So, Egypt has the motivation to give a hand to get things 
going. Egypt has been -- and we've been in very close discussions 
with the Egyptians about the state of play over the last several 
months. I've made a point of stopping whenever in the area or in 
Cairo, and not just moving between Jordan and Israel. 


Egypt is giving its views to Israel, as well as to 
Jordan, in this and to the Palestinian side as well. 


Q Where does all that stand now? 
Q Did it help get you a better list? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's just not an issue 


Q With Egypt? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= at this point. 

With Egypt, yes. 

I'm sorry. 

Q What is the state of play now? Where does it stand? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is this the Mubarak 
visit briefing or is this the -- 
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Well, peace process. 


~~ Mubarak visit -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Peace process? 


. 


Yes, 


I mean, 


it's going to be peace wr war or what. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as it works out on 
the calendar, we've got Mubarak here 














just a wees Sefore Lusseiz, each making their speeches next week in 
wew York to the General Assembly. Those will be very carefully 
_looked at, of course, for the message that they carry about 
intentions anc Cetermination as regarcés the peace process. 


Where it stands is that the list that we waited for for 
several weeks has been a difficult one for us. That*s not been the 
main cifficulty. I°¢€ say that is sore the question of, if you take 
-- if you were to say the Jordanian scenario had an inherent logic to 
it, that it woulé begin with a session with son-PLO Palestinians anc 
Jordanians -- anc you *tnow the steps in between -- but the fourth 
ste> being direct negotiations -- where we want to end, where 
everybody sees it has to end, a: least where is has to really get 
started. 


We didn’t see in the scenario the automatic flow or any 
mechanism -- whatever word is best to describe that -- to get from 
stase one through two, three, and to the direct negotiations. Andc we 
Gon't want to set up a process where there is an open-ended dialogue, 
either in this first stage, which I don't think was a cisk because 
that was seen as a non-negotiating session to just break the ice with 
the non-ceclared PLO. In the second session, though, at some point 
the PLO would come forward. At some point it would accept the terms 
thet we set out in 1975. 


When? Well, after some weeks of asking or trying to get 
a detter idea of the timing, you had the meeting that you will have 
reac about in Jerusalem between the American Jewish Congress 
Gelegation, briefing on their visit to Jordan, when there was 
apparently a time limit set out -- four weeks -- at which point 
either the PLO would have accepted American terms and you would have 
Started a U.S.-PLO dialogue or Jordan would get together with the 
U.S. to consider how to proceed. 


But designing an international conference also a problem 
-- a conference which, based on the February accord between Hussein 
and Arafat would have involved the five permament members of the 
Security Council. And we consider that the participation of the 
Soviets would add to the trouble, not lessen the trouble, in getting 
anything going, and that a conference is not a -=- not going to be the 
way that negotiations will be effectively managed. 


The Ciscussions of both questions -- the Palestinian 
representation and the nature of the international conference has 
chewec up a fair amount of time. We are very much looking forward to 
going over the state of play with Mubarak, with Hussein the week 
after, anc we are going to be doing our best to see -- to try to 
accomplish what the Arabs set out as their goal, in the course of 
last winter and spring, to use this year as the year of opportunity 
and to get to direct negotiations. 


Q Do you think that you are sutting too much emphasis 
on Egypt -- especially it is still secluded in the Arab world? 
Secondly, do you think that the economic condition you are putting on 
Esypt will lead to more trouble like Sacat -- during Sadat's cule? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are we putting -- sorry, 
the first part? 


2 Too much emphasis on the Egyptian role -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the Eyptian role in 
the peace process? 


In the Arab world. 


SENIOI ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the Arab world. 
Well, I think with Hussein's restoration of relations just a year 
sack with Esypt, you nad the message out very lowe and clearly in the 
Arad world that Egypt should not be ostracized or an Arab state 
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snou.s not be ostracizecé for having <iplosmatic relations with israe:. 
A very important sessase, anc we think a courazeous one that was put 
Og: Sy Sussein in Septessers of °34. 


Egypt hes a whole range of relations over the Aras worid 
today from forsal ties that were never cut with Oman, with Sudan, nov 
with Jordan -- sestorec. it has informal Sut pretty close ties with 
@ nusber of other countries like Irag ané some of the states in the 
Peninsula, with “North Africa. You may not see the visible presence 
of azbessacors, dut Egypt*s weight, Ezypt*s presence in the Arad 

tlic has always been and will always be significant. <Ancé I thins 
some of the bitterness, a good desl of the bitterness post-peace 
treaty has begun to cissipate and peozle sre talking about -- at a 
Sumazit -- that is the place that restoration of relations ought to be 
workec out. 


Now on the econozic sice, Egypt is launcheé into a very 
-- adopted a very wide-canging refors program -- Egyptien-designe3s 
prograz. The last cabinet under Kamal Hasan Ali put that together, | 
believe, in early July. They have soved on it. They have been 
trying to cote to teras with some very serious structural progrars -- 
problems in the economy for the last seversl years. What has been 
done resently? 


They have movec on the prices of some staples of wheat, 
rice, sugarcane, cotton. They have put them up 20 to 30 percent. 
Wheat prices are now at about American levels. Clectricity prices 
have gone up alsost 49 percent, announced in July, to take effect 
over this year. Consumer items like gasoline, bread, cigarettes also 
increased. They are trying to 





' 
wv 
' 


Sut Sack on the govesasent tucset. As Presicent :iukarcak tole the 
press in August, Se*s trying to doth reduce the buéset, the balance 
of payaents ceficits, rstionslise subsidies, ané ezpandé the role of 
the private sector. 


Now, Esypt is -- all cight, we are in a very close 
relationship with Egypt through a sajor aié program. Egypt is ina 
very Close relationship with the International Monetary Func anc its 
experts. Egypt is tackling the problem of refors very soberly and 
carefully. Gdvwiously, bread prices have become the signal for 
trouble in gwany countries of the third world, not just the Arab 
worlc. And when prices went up « few years ago there were riots. 
So, the government is conscious of this, is trying to move steadily 
anc carefuily, but recognizes its got some basic structural probleas 
it has to deal with. And we think this new government that took over 
earlier this sonth is dead serious about it. 


G Margaret Thatcher announcec today from Jordan that 
she's going to seet with a joint PLO-Jorcanian delegation with known 
PLO smembers, is that helpful to the process, or not? Doesn't that 
pet sore pressure on the U.S. to do the saze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know if it adds 
to pressure on us. I noticed that when she announced this she saic 
she woule insist, are I think that’s in her statement here, that any 
PLO sembers with whom she set would have to foreswear, at least 
foreswear as incivicuals, violence and accept the applicability of 
242 and 338. So that’s a seasure of which -- 


Q Well, woule the U.S. accept that kind of formulation 
witn sembers individually to say that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're just not 
posec for that kind of problem at this point. We think that one of 
the problems cf these last couple of sonths has been the upsurge in 
violence on the West Jank. And we think that -- as the Secretary 
said, we don't want to see those who practice violence derailing a 
process. We just can't take seriously anybody who's pushing violence 
@3 3 would-be participant in the process. 


We're not facec with the question of dealing with the PLO 
in this case. Even under Hussein's scenario we're to seet with 
non-declared PLO. Mrs. Thatcher's decision to go ahead and seet, but 
insists as individuals they meet the terms she stated, is a position 
we haven't taken as our own guideline. We're interested in getting 
the message out that our terms for seeting with the PLO remain what 
they were as announced in ‘75. We're not going to make them any 
harder or any easier. Sut her particular way of approaching the 
probles -- she's been asked to receive a delegation including PLO 
mesbers -- that’s a British svlution. 


¢ What's the goal of the direct talks, if you want to 
have it, dSetween the Israelis and the Jordanians and the 
Palestinians? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the goal of the 
Gicect talks is @ peace treaty. The goal of the direct talks -- 


-} For whst? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- the negotiations for 
Settling the disputes, encing the state of war between Jorcéan anc 
isrsel, finally working out the legitimate rights of the Palestinian 
people, developing @ secure, recognized border for israel anc for 
Jordan -- that’s Seen the goal of our diplomacy for the iast forty 
years in the area. 


¢ Seeing that Mubarak Sas just seen Hussein, can *e 
bring you any sessages that you can’t wait a week to get from 
Hussein. I sean, are you Liable to learn anything from Mubarak on 
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Monday that you won't learn a week later? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think Mubarak always 
brings, you know, something different in that he is a man in a 
relctionship of former peace with Israel, and he has a direct open 
dialogue with Israel. So his evaluation of the state of play, his 
iceas of how to move -- if you recall it was Murbarak‘'s 
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interview last Feoruary tmat launcned the gere of this idea -- tnis 
ides of a U.S.-Palestinian-Jordanian meeting. ile couched it in 
different teras last Feoruary than as it developed over the course of 
tne summer. Jct he is very interested i. gsoving things. «icking tne 
encine cover. 


. Can I follow cup ca the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me -- let se 
taxe hir. 


o) Do you expect there'll be a discussion at 311 of 
North African affairs, Tunisia-Lis,a situation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, possioly, vdecause 
I tnink it’s certainly a concern to Egypt. the state of affairs in 
the Maghreo, the state of affairs in the Sudan. Ooviously, Egypt is 
mot just @ Middle East power. It nas regional concerns and can se 
very -- it wants to ce very such engaged in the whole area. 


~ On tne Tada issue, do you have the concern that the 
disagreezent within the government of israel on how to proceed on the 
Tasca issve might hinder the progress in this respect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I haven't neard the 
latest on this as to how it's seen nandled in the inner Cabinet. I 
don't think it's an issue for tne full Cabinet, the way it’s oceen 
Structcred. Let me just leave it tnat we think Israel and Egypt both 
recognize the value of clearing the decks, clearing the -- clearing 
up tne relationship, whicn has had its prooles over the last few 
years. Now, some of those are long since sclved. At Mena House in 
May. they talked about increasing trade. Some things have happened 
in that area. They talked about tourism. You've had Egyptian 
tourists by the -- some busloads in israel. Some things are soving. 


Now, Taba has proved surprisingly difficult as «a provles. 
If you -- any of you have visited Taba, you «now the size of the 
prooles seems all out of proportion to the size of the area that 
you're talking aoout. Sut, a8 the Egyptians say, it nas oecome a 
major domestic concern in Egypt. given all the publicity and the 
focus on it. It's tne same in Israel. ut I'a@ not sure how it's 
playing owt in internal -- of in relations between the parties in 
lerael. We hope that it’s close to a solution. It's been too long 
Gelayed. 


Q liow guch cof a spread do you see to Egypt's econcey 
nd security from the return of expatriates, especially those 
expelled from Livya, and even those coming out from tne Gulf States 
where the O.1l revenues nave ceclined sharply? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tnat last figure | saw 
was socet 10,000 Egyptian workers returned from Lioya. it's ay 
uncerstanding there were a -- I don't nave the totel suagver in Libya. 
But it's my understanding that, as in tne case of Tunisia, Lioya has 
deported or cut the residence pergits, however they put it, for the 
less s<illed, tor the less qualified workers. it needs -- it has 
sore serious economic proclesms in Libya and tne projects nave s.cwed 
Jere, 80 == in fact, there is less Jeaaend. 


I don't think 10,000 workers returning to Egypt. per se, 
16 BL. that isportent. You've got 300,000 in Saudi Aracia. “Jd 
tnere are Egyptians in gary otner countries, such as Jordan and iray 
in @ whole variety of jous. 


but what is happening in tee area, secause of the O11 
gict. the soft market and tne slowdown sf the Seudi and Gulf 
economies, is having «a ripple effect that is effecting countries as 
fer efie.d as Bangladesn, Sri Lanka, Pakistan, Sudan, Egypt. Jordan. 
it's saving a very sajor effect. The worxers are coring nore. Tneir 
frerittances are dows. and those -- @11 Of those countries that I 
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wenticned nave nad sajor conmtribetions to their oalance cf paysests 
because of the coce of the ‘70's. 


. -- they nave high unemployment. Sut don’t you see 
that as @ threat, necessarily. to Egypt. or mot particulerly? 


SEXSIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A threat to Egypt? No, 
I don"t think the 10,000 ere @ significant threat. 


Yes. 


~ On Septezoer dth, Yasic Arafat, PLO Cnairean, vie 
satellite from Azgzgan in a news conference -- the conference of the 
ASC in Washington -- sade a couple of very igoortant staetezents 
regarding plan for peace, and specifically he sentioned aoout the 
international conference, tne participation of iareel. And that is 
the first tise tnat he gentioned Iisreel. The U.i. government have 
met issued, so far, any assesszent,., evaluation or comment on the 
position that was undertaken by the PLO Chairman. ‘hat are your 
positions, if you can sake it clear on this? dSecuuse the gain peace 
process Gepenis on the participation of the PLO ani the PLO's 
activities. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think it’s clear 
that increasingly over the last 6-10 zonths, the PLO has been sending 
signals tnmat tney would like to get into the political process. 
Hussein challenged them, to tnat effect, beck last November in Amman 
when he said, “You must accept 242 as the basis of any negotiation. 
Lena for peace.” It got -- it was referred to as one of the 
pertinent resolutions in the Februery Accord. And you heard what the 
King hed to say on the White House steps when was -- just after his 
visit with the President in May, when he said -- which he said he was 
authorized to state by the PLO. 


242 is the basis of our whole approach to a Middle East 
peace negotiation. So if that is an acceptable basis for the PLO, 
let tnem say it, very siaply, very clearly. They have not done so. 
They save danced around it. They gay sean it. They gay want to say 
it. There asy ve inhibitions. I don’t know. I don't understand the 
reasons. But the terms -- if you want to ask ge, as an American 
representative -- the teres for our dialogue with the PLO are old and 
feriliaer. And those teras have not oceen net. 


) If i might follow, when Mr. Mubarak was here -- 
President Mubarak -- he -- I delieve in last visit <= all the United 
States, mot to harbor onto that 242, the gagic foraula, or the sagic 
words, and try to work around it. And this is what the presentation 
that Mr. Muparak and King Hussein and even Arafat hiaself that he 
wanted to @r this sulti-international conference, which it looks 
lise, yOu «now, you are beer showing adamant opposition to the idea 
of maving an international conference, where every party will be 
concerned end will taking part in it. Se, if you have been told 
tnet -- don't heroor on that and let the process continue and make 
more flexioility. give-and-take. So, what do you <= what do you sake 
of tnet? 


SEKIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't see ourselves 
as adaerent. Adatancy is in tne eye of tne oeholder. (Laugnter.) We 
have got cur ter#s. They're very siaple teres for a dialogue with 
tre PLA. 


Jur views on tre conterence: we understand the need tor 
er intersational contest. I don't want to get nung up on words, out 
ee onGerstand tne ceed fcr international auspices, soecause we 
\ecepted tnose in 338, oac« in 1973. We nave made tne point to ali 
soncernes -- two points, two rain ones «= that the conference is apt 


tc of an exercise in political rnetoric, in cutbidding, and sot a 
Sert.ng fof negetetions. 
And, secondly, #@ Save Views, oased, we we..eve, Of am@p.e 


OAK 





°“l3« 


experience that the Soviets are not -- have not been playing a 
constructive role in the Middle East, and we don’t see the point of 
inviting tnem further intc the process. 


Bet that’s not peing adazant. That‘’s boeing realistic. 
Q Can I go back to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I gotta go -- Do I go 
back of on? 


2 Anyway you want. 


Q Not to put too fine a point on Chris’ question fros 
earlier, but I just want to awake sure that I understand what you're 
saying. You were saying that, as far as the U.S. position regarding 
the PLO's concern, you're not looking to make it any sore difficult, 
you're not looking to make it any easier. Are you saying, quite 
Simply, that this formulation --this Thatcher formulation -- it’s 
apparently in play -- is something that is not even something that 
you would like to take a look at or possibly consider? That it's 
something that’s just out of -- out of the state of play? Or it's 
something that might be able to be worked in to get something off -- 
off the pad? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm talking about our 
terms for dealing with the organization as an organization. Sne is 
talking about bow she would propose, as I understand the statezent, 
to have as th< basis for her meeting with individuals wno heppen to 
be, Or may De, prominent members of the PLO, acknowledged members of 
@ group, such as the Executive Committee, or Fatah, whatever. 


Q The names were mentioned. 
) For the purpose of -- for the purpose of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they -- were 
they zentioned? 


Q Yes. Hamed Milhelm and Reverend Elias Khoury. And 
they're Doth Executive Members. 


SEAIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, they're mentioned 
by this -- 


y) That's cignt. In the press conference -- 
SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: I see. 


Q Well, for the purposes of a meeting between the U.S. 
and a group thet would include some of those people, you Know, tnat's 
ceen stymied, you know, up until -- is tnis something that could 
facilitate -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, as I say, being 
stymied isn't just a question of the names. it’s trying to see how we - 
get -- and now cuickly we get to tm taole. And the answers on that 
side have oeen slow -- just haven't oeen there. 


Yes, could I <= I'll have to nold it to one more <-- two 
more. All right, two more. One, brief follow-up and then <-- 


-) All right. On tne -=- one of the goals you spoxe on 
oefore, to secure a homeland for the Palestinians. Securing a 
nomeland for tnem on the entire West Wank and the Gaza Strip, or a 
part cf the West wank. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of the 
oorders is a subject for negotiation. We're not laying down a 
prescription on that. Secure <-- whatever the wordings of 242 <-- the 
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exact way they nad it -- secure in recognized borders. 


We're not talking about homeland ourselves. It is the 
PLO, with Jordan, in Feoruary, tna talked about a confederation. 
President Reagan spoke three years ago about an association witn 
Jordan, the Palestinian entity in association with Jordan. That's as 
specific 
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as we have gone. 

2 If you went through stage two and stage three of the 
Arafat-Hussein plan, wouldn't that be a Ziplomatic gain for you in 
tha’. you would then have the Palestinians on record recognizing 
2-4-2, to be in a position of talking to Palestinians? Wouldn't that 
reoresent measure of progress for the Jnitec States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You can say that it is a 
measure of progress, but the name of the game is not peace between 
the Arabs and the United States. The name is getting peace with 
Israel anc the AraSs. So the concern would be that we co our level 
cdest to help cevelop a scenario that will get to Arab-Israeli talks. 
A lot of hangups about language here -- éirect negotiation, direct 
talks, but that is what has happened in the past and that is the way 
it is going to have to work again. Sut you have touched on something 
which is of concern, that you could end up stopping at stage two cr 
Stooping at stase three. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 











ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING (0) 


BY 
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE ALLEN WALLIS 
AND 
JAPANESE DEPUTY FOREIGN MINISTER REISHI TESHIMA 
ON ° 
SEMI-ANNUAL U.S.-JAPAN ECONOMIC SUB-CABINET CONSULTATIONS 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1985, 2:57 P. M. 


MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. As stated at the noon 
briefing, Under Secretary of State for Economic Affairs Allen 
Wallis and Japanese Deputy Foreign Minister Teshima will hold 
an ON THE RECORD briefing on the results of the semi-annual 
U.S.-Japanese Economic Sub-Cabinet Consultations. Both 
gentlemen will have opening statements, and then they will be 
happy to take your questions. Under Secretary? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: On September 19 and 20, I led 
a U.S. delegation which met with the Japanese delegation led by 
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs Reishi Teshima for 
sub-cabinet level consultations on all aspects of our economic 
relations. 


The sub-cabinet and other talks held this week were 
based on the recognition by both sides that they share 
fundamental economic interests. I should say that these 
sub-cabinet consultations occur twice a year. This was the 
seventh time that I have presided over our delegation. 


As in previous sessions, the two sides discussed the 
global economic and energy situations, and the outlook for the 
two countries‘ economies. The Japanese delegation described 
the work of their special working group on domestic demand, 
which is scheduled to issue its interim report in October. 


The United States expressed its appreciation for the 
briefing and its support for measures to bring Japan's economy 
into better external balance. 


The Japanese delegation also said that Japan would 
speedily implement the Action Program on trade, which Prime 
Minister Nakasone announced at the end of July. The Japanese 
told us that, contrary to what many Americans believe, they 
will not wait for three years to take some of those actions. 











The sub-cabinet group reviewed the report of the 
U.S.-Japan Trade Committee which met September 18. In the 
sub-cabinet talks and during the meeting of the [rade 
Committee, Japan shared our sense of urgency in resolving 
outstanding trade issues. We will be consulting constructively 
on the recent 301 actions --- that's tobacco -- and, as the 
President said, acceleration of efforts to resolve leather and 
leather footwear problems, because Japan had some things to say 
about individual cases. 


At the Energy Working Group's meeting on September 20, 
the two sides discussed prospects for increasing trade and 
energy, and for cooperation between the two countries, and alsv 
the prospects for Japan's importing petroleum products on the 
basis of market forces. 


Japan and the United States confirmed that they and 
other countries are best served by an open international 
economy which encourages trade, competition and innovation. 
The two sides resolved to redouble efforts to improve market 
access in Japan by removing impediments to trade and resisting 
demands for new barriers to imports, and to work for 
macro-economic changes that will bring our two economies into 
better external balance. 


Japan and the United States agreed that it is even 
more imperative now than before for both countries to continue 
pushing for an early start of a new round o/ trade negotiations 
in the GATT. We expect to meet again in about six months in 
Tokyo, and I'll turn over the podium now to Minister Teshima. 


(Continued on next page) 
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DEPUTY MINISTER TESHIMA: Good afternoon. foday, when 
Japan-U.S. trade relations are at a critical juncture, it is 
important and meaningful that high-level officials from both 
countries convene to communicate with each other. Our exercise 
provides a very important base for resolving our trade 
problems. The-Sub-Cabinet level meeting, as always, was held 
in a candid and constructive atmosphere, which attests to our 
joint commitment, cespite current trade problems, to manage the 
bilateral trade relations in the interest of a free trade 
system and in oppnsition to protectionism. This, I believe, 
reflects the maturity of our overall bilateral relationship. 


Under Secretary Wallis has already outlined the gist 
of our discussions. I would simply state the goals we tried to 
attain. I believe the meeting accomplished a lot in moving yet 
closer to those goals. 


First, to reaffirm our joint determination to 
resist rising protectionist pressures; 


Second, to address macroeconomic factors in both 
countries which constitute a basic cause of the trade imbalance; 


Third, to reconfirm and seek further cooperation 
in the international arena, such as the New Round of 
multilateral trade negotiations. It is important that we see 
things in a broader context, and the two countries have a 
common interest in pursuing common goals in the multilateral 
context. 


Japan is fully aware of its responsibility to defend, 
sustain and strengthen the free trade system. It is this 
recognition that has led to a whole series of market-opening 
measures in recent years, which has culminated in the Action 
Program. I think such unilateral action to open markets is 
both unprecedented and unparalled, and let me remind you that 
the Action Program is not a program that would take three 
leisurely years to implement. We are implementing them as 
quickly as possible, and many of the measures will be in place 
in the course of the next few months. These measures are by 
nature institutional changes to facilitate imports, and I must 
point out that it is up to the private sectors of our two 
countries to take advantage of the initiative in order to 
materialize the goal of increased imports. I am pleased to say 
that in response to the appeal by the Japanese Government, many 
private companies in Japan have already announced plans, their 
version of the Action Program, to increase manufactured imports 
from foreign sources. These efforts alone are likely to add up 
to billions of dollars of increased imports Moreover, we are 
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beginning to hear good news about purchases of state-of-the-art 
high-tech products from the United States, including 
super-computers, aircraft, communications satellites, digital 
switching devices. 

What concerns me seriously is the protectionist 
pressure mounting in this country, and I sincerely hope that 
the United States Administration's efforts to prevent 
protectionist legislation in Congress will prove to be 
successful. Japan, on its part, is not sitting idle. We will 
further pursue market-opening through the MOSS process with the 
United States prompt implementation of the Action Program, and 
otherwise. We will also come up with concrete measures soon, 
in order to expand our domestic demand. We will continue to 
take the initiative, hand-in-hand with the United States of 
promoting the New Round. 


The determination of our two countries to fight 
protectionism and uphold free trade is clear and firm, and to 
achieve this goal, it is of immense importance to manage our 
bilateral relationship at this critical juncture. [This will be 
an important agenda in the meeting between Foreign Minister Abe 
and Secretary Shultz in New York, and I think the series of 
meetings this week has laid good groundwork for the meeting. 
The crucial importance of our bilateral relationship dictates 
that we succeed in this difficult venture. It is a 
joint-venture, and I am optimistic about our ability to succeed. 


Thank you. 
MR. KALB: It's open to questions. 


Q Under Secretary, where would you say that Japan 
has made concrete -- if you can be a little bit more specific, 
other than just talking about progress in general terms -- that 
you have found that the Japanese are willing to make progress 
on many actions programs, specifically, within the next three 
years? And where are there still areas where there is perhaps 
not disagreement but lack of movement? 


UNDER SECRETARY WALLIS: I think the most notable 
progress, or anyway the progress that hits ine most closely, is 
in the MOSS negotiations because I'm .ecading it up for our side 
as Mr. Teshima is on his side. [he 05S negotiations are 
different from these sub-cabinet consultations, but he and 1 
are each -- are counterparts in both activities. 


MOSS, as you probably know, stands for Market Oriented 
Sector Selective approach to opening markets. [t resulted from 
a meeting in Los Angeles on the 2nd of January between the 





a5 


Prime Minister and the President. The Prime Minister brought 
up the issue of trade between our two countries as needing some 
fairly drastic action. 


A consequence of this discussion was that they 
assigned to Foreign Minister Abe and Secretary Shultz, jointly, 
to work together to open access to Japanese markets. It's a 
rather unusual situation, where people from two governments 
have received identical instructions simultaneously from their 
two heads of government. 


On occasion, Secretary Shultz has other things to do, 
and so does Foreign Minister Abe, and so he asked me to be his 
surrogate on that, as Foreign Minister Abe asked Mr. Teshima to 
be. 


We took four sectors -- telecommunications, 
electronics, pharmacology and medical products, and timber and 
paper products. We picked those because they're areas where, 
first, we think there were serious obstacles to our exporters 
trying to export their products to Japan and where we think we 
have a lot of products with a competitive advantage that could 
sell in Japan. We didn't want to waste our time on products 
which, even if the market were open, we wouldn't sell. So we 
picked those four, and we put the top priority on 
telecommunications because on April 1 the equivalent of their 
telephone company, NTT -- Nippon Telephone & Telegraph -- 
became a private corporation, and there would be lots of 
changes in the way it did business, and we wanted to have those 
changes be of a sort that encouraged them to purchase from us. 


As we started out, we were poles apart. A lot of 
things that we told them we considered essential, they said are 
just so alien to the way the Japanese do business and have 
always done business, and what consumers there expect of the 
government, that it was simply unrealistic. 


But as we pursued it, they began to see some merit in 
it. i would have to say we got a little assist from industries 
in Japan which previously had been unable to sell to NIT and 
wanted to see the market opened up and came around and told us 
what some of the obstacles were. 


For example, there is the question of accepting 
foreign test data on equipment. If you want to sell a 
telephone in this country or in Japan, it has to meet certain 
standards. In our country, if you go buy a telephone, you'll 
find there's a little sticker on the bottom of it that says 
"This meets FCC standards -- seven or eight digits and some 
decimal points and something else unintelligible -~ but the 
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manufacturer certified that it meets those standards and that 
is all he needs to sell it. Of course, if he starts selling 
equipment that doesn't meet those standards, he's going to be 
in an awful lot of trouble. But he can certify that and it can 
be sold. P 


The Japanese, at first, said, “Oh, our government 
expects us to protect the consumer," and so on. But eventually 
they saw some merit in that and they accepted that principle. 
We then complained, well, you write the standards for equipment 
in such a way that you spring it on us as a surprise. And your 
industry has known what the standards are going to be, so 
they're all set when you open the market up but ours hasn't 
known, so they're not all set. And, besides, you put little 
things in there that don't make any difference technically, but 
it just happens to be that the product is not available in the 
United States, that particular, say, resistor, or some other 
technical thing. 


(Continued on next page) 





So they agreed that they would, as we do, announce 
their intentions earlier, publish their proposals. Also, that 
they would include representatives of foreign countries in the 


groups that write these standards -- not foreigners but 
Japanese citizens who work for our companies in Japan can be on 
these boards that evaluate the standards. Also 


they agreed to have an appeals board, in case somebody thinks 
that things are being rigged. 


Well, there are a great many steps like that that 
required quite fundamental changes and required very intensive 
negotiations for weeks, and running on all night and so on, 
many times. 


Now, many of the principles that originally they had 
said are just so alien to the way the Japanese do business that 
we couldn't consider, they wound up being incorporated in Prime 
Minister Nakasone's action plan for the whole Japanese 
economy. In fact, he formulated a principle -- what was it? 
Freedom in principle; restrictions only by exception, which is 
a drastic change. 


That is just one example in which I, maybe, have gone 
into too much detail, except if you only talk in generalities, 
then just as you've said, you can't quite tell if there is 
anything behind them or not, so I think we might do better with 
one example in some detail than with a whole lot listed off in 
generalities. 


But we've been making similar progress in 
pharmacology, similar progress in electronics. They are not as 
far along. We aren't going very well on the lumber and paper 
products -- making a little progress. And I'd have to say that 
they told us on January 2 in Los Angeles that that would be one 
that would be extremely difficult .for domestic political 
reasons. 


Q Mr. Wallis, were you able to give the Japanese 
any assurances on continued free trade, in view of the 
protectionist sentiment in Congress? 


a We assure them that the President is going to do 
everything in his power to maintain open markets, and from his 
point of view that means keep ours open and take every measure 
he can to get other people's open. Protect our consumers by 
keeping our markets open, protect our producers by getting 
other markets open. We're able to assure them with no 
uncertainty about the President's position and the strength of 
it on that issue 





Q Can you stem the tide in Congress? 


“ You'd have to get an expert on Congress to judge 
that, and I don't know whether they can judge that. It is 
clear there's a strong force. We're not unaware of it. 
Neither are the Japanese. 


Other questions? Does Mr. Teshima get off all that 
easy? 


Q Are these concessions for Japanese -- for U.S. 
input into Japanese standards setting being granted on the 
basis of reciprocity, that in the future there will be Japanese 
input in setting the standards in the United States? 


a They already have that here. We publish our 
proposed regulations ahead of time, and they've had that for a 
long -- any country in the world, or anybody else, can comment 
on them. Our drive has been to have access there as good as 
they have here, and at one point somebody took some of them 
over to the Department of Commerce and showed them who was 
sitting in the room there reading proposed regulations. It's 
Japanese mostly. And they're opening that up for us now. 


It hasn't resulted yet in a large increased volume of 
sales. It has resulted in some increased sales, but the real 
proof of the pudding is going to be how the sales are going a 
year from now. But there's clearly been action. The market 
looks mach more open on teleccmmunications. 


I should have added there are other parts of 
telecommunications than what I was talking about, like radio. 
That yet has to be worked over, and there are different 
problems there. There are all these problems about allocating 
channels and how far apart the channels are going to have to 
be, and lots and lots of really technical problems, and they're 
being worked on. 


Q I have a highly non-technical question on 
tobacco. Tobacco seems to be a thing that we produce a lot of, 
and we have declining demand in this country; and of course, 
the Japanese like to smoke a lot. 


What is the status of efforts to open up markets to 
American tobacco? 


a That's one of the ones we're working on; it's one 
of the ones the President's 301 action related to. So we will 
be exploring that with them intensively in the next few days 





because the President can act any time he pleases on that, and 
he will give them time to present their case and time to make 
such changes as they want to make -- at least I think he will. 
But that is one we picked out as a 30] case. 
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MR. MARTINEZ: Thank you. 


We'll have those statements made by those gentlemen 
shor J in the Press Office. 
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Mr. Kalb: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen 
There have been a number of requests for information in 
connection with the earthquake in Mexico, and we thought it 
best, by way of responding to these requests to bring Elliott 
Abrams, the Assistant Secretary for Inter-American Affairs, and 
Peter McPherson, who is the AID Administrator here, to take 
your question, a broad range of questions about what the United 
States is doing and what we are hearing from Mexico. 


Peter and Elliott, yours: 


MR. ABRAMS: Thanks. Let me just begin with a few 
points I'd like to make. First, fortunately, we have no 
additional reports of the deaths of any American citizens over 
the three which we know about, which we reported yesterday. 
Secondly,, with respect to the Hot Line number which I think 
you know --(202)653-7959 -- that number is a number with which 
we are dealing with American citizen requests for information 
about Americans We have had a lot of inquiries about Mexican 
citizens and citizens of other nationalities. We don't have 
that information, nor do we have the manpower in Mexico to 
answer those requests. We can only try to get information 
about American citizens 


We do have a list of names of Americans who have 
called in to the Embassy, and we can try to check the names of 
the callers who are offering it against that list We keep 
adding telephone lines to answer that number. I realize that 
people have, at times. had to wait, even hours to get an 
answer, and we keep increasing the number of lines and the 
number of personnel Nevertheless, we understand that on some 
occasions, people have had to wait a considerable amount of 
time 


The situation on the ground in Mexico City was 
significantly complicated by the second earthquake One of the 
principle dangers was the collapse of damaged buildings, 
buildings that were tottering after the first earthquake; and 
the Mexican authorities have tried to cope with that -- I think 
successfully -- by closing off several areas of the City so 
that the buildings would not come down on pedestrians 








The police and the army are keeping order. We have no 
reports of disorder of any kind in Mexico City. The key 
activity now is rescuing people who are or who may be trapped 
in buildings. ’ 


The airports are open and functioning, but I would 
like to make the statement for myself and for ambassador Gavin 
that it is not helpful to the Mexicans in this situation for 
people simply to arrive in Mexico without having coordinated 
with the Government of Mexico or with the Task Force, a main 
part of which is the Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance that 
Peter McPherson and AlD run. It's not useful because it adds 
to the burden that the Mexicans have, which is already very 
large. We need to look to them for requests for assistance 
rather than simply arriving on the scene with people or goods 
that may not be necessary or useful 


On the infrastructure, let me just add, there is no 
intérnational telephon> service, as you know, or it's extremely 
spotty. Local telepho.e service is, for the most part. 
working. Transport within the City of Mexico is, as you'd 
expect, in very difficult shape because of the numbers of 
people in the street, because of the debris in the streets, so 
it's pretty snarled up. 


There are a number of fires and gas leaks, but chere 
are no major conflagerations that are threatening to the rest 
of the City 


As for the medical situation -- and I'm sure Peter 
McPherson will have more to say about this -- there does seem 
to be enough plasma, blood, and vaccines, as far as I'm aware. 


Again, there is order in the City, and the Mexican 
authorities are very much in control of the situation. Before 
I take any questions, let me turn it over to Peter McPherson. 


MR. McPHERSON Thank you, Elliott 


I'd like to report on the U.S. response to the 
earthquake in Mexico City Late last evening, requests for 
disaster assistance were conveyed to us from the U.S. Embassy 
there, given, of course, to the Embassy by the Mexican 
Government 


lI really have a statement which we prepared in the 
last hour, and I'm going to have to significantly modify (it), 
because as of 3 o'clock, we had responded to every request 
which had been given to us by the Mexican Government; but on my 








way over here, literally, I have got a listing of a phone 
message that came in of a whole number of new items. So let me 
go down what we've done to date, and then I'll briefly 
summarize the new requests which we've received moments ago, 

and for which we “really just haven't had time to put them 
together. 


I'd like to say. first of all, that the Mexican 
Government and the people of that country are obviously 
carrying the major burden of dealing with the situation and 
working with it. Our efforts are really complementary to those 
efforts, and certainly not the main thrust of what is taking 
place. We want to help and we want to have these complementary 
efforts save life. 


Mexico's highest priority is to save those buried, but 
still alive. fo that end, we're providing the following, at 
the request of the government: 


A five-member team of search-and-rescue experts and 
demolition experts are on the way. The team is carring very 
sophisticated electronic, audio and video equipment -- 
equipment which you can hear and get back in to eben: find 
people. 


The team and equipment departed Pittsburgh this 
morning by way of a military aircraft. We're not relying fully 
upon the sophisticated equipment, however. The plane I just 
mentioned stopped in Nashville early this afternoon to pick up 
additional rescue workers, and also to pick up 4 dogs, 4 
handlers, and additional support personnel -- again to help 
locate people in the rubble. 


The combined teams that i have just outlined should be 
arriving in Mexico at this very time. These experts that I 
have talked about here will be joined at the end of the weekend 
by some additional, probably 4 to 5, demolition consultants. 


Some fires are still burning. three fire-fighting 
spray helicopters are carrying support vehicles, and personnel 
will leave Norton Air Force Base in southern California this 
afternoon -- perhaps they already have left -- and will be on 
the ground in Mexico City by tonight. The helicopters, 
incidentally, the fire-fighting helicopters, were supplied by 
the U.S. Forest Service. 


Approximately 25 people are involved in this 
operation; 1,000 breathing masks; and 10 small generators will 
also be sent from the Department of Defense supplies. These 
will be used again to work among the destroyed buildings. You 
need the masks to protect against gas, dust, and that kind of 
thing. 





Two heavy-demolition and equipment companies, at U.S. 
Government request, are sending teams to Mexico to review the 
heavy equipment requirements for purposes of dealing with the 
Gestruction. As-you can imagine, there is a tremendous amount 
of very heavy equipment that will be involved. Those teams are 
standing by, and will be in Mexico within hours if we can 
arrange the transportation for them to get there. And we want 
to work with the Mexican Government -- the effort there will be 
to identify just what is needed and what the Mexicans wish to 
have us provide. 


An AID multi-disciplinary team, a Disaster Assistance 
Team, is being sent to Mexico. Some of those will be there by 
sometime late tonight, and all of them will be there by the end 
of the weekend. This team will be 5 or 6 people;in effect, to 
coordinate the U.S. contribution. 


Now, this is what we had done as of 3 o'clock. As I 
said a moment ago, we've just receivea the following requests: 


a military field hospital; 

two field kitchens; 

600 sleeping bags; 

600 field jackets; 

6 portable winches -- heavy equipment. What you're 
trying to do is pull off these heavy blocks of adobe and heavy 
cement and that kind of thing that's involved. 


Q What was the item before that? 
A Field jackets. 


2 heavy-duty, portable generators; 

100 5-gallon plastic water containers; 

Several huge, what they call “water buffaloes" that 
are large containers of water. In situations like this, the 
water lines are cut, and you need them. 


100 tool kits. The list goes on and on. 

12 cable cutters; 

12 heavy-duty jacks -- again to move, 1 suppose, the 
blocks of rubble. 

12 metal concrete power saws, and so on. 


The list is long, but very specific. And again, we're 
going to be trying in the next couple of hours to work out 
exactly what we can do, and I'm sure we'll be able to respond 
in a very substantial way to what the Mexican Government wishes 
to have us do. 








Elliott and I would be happy to take questions. 
Q Is this all Defense Deparment equipment? 


4 No, no, it's a whole range of things. It is 
financed through the Disaster Budget of AID, but we, under the 
statute under which we operate, have the authority to task 
anyone else in the government, and that's what we've done. 


U.S. military aircraft have carried, I guess, 
everything so far that I've discussed. The U.S. Forest Service 
contributed the helicopters, the fire-fighting helicopters and 
so on. 


Q And what about the two companies. Do you want to 
identify them for any reason? 


A Well, they are two private firms -- a Baton Rouge 
firm and a San Antonio firm. 


Q Ambassador Abrams, do you think it's potentially 
-- well, is it possible that Mrs. Reagan's visit might be 
burdensome to the Mexican Government? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No. We spoke to the 
Mexican Government about it beforehand, and it's a way of 
expressing the very strong sense of sympathy that all Americans 
have with the Mexican people at this time. 


Q That isn't how you viewed Mayor Cisneros' visit 
this morning. Why the difference? 


a Last night-- simply because we had been told by 
the Government of Mexico that they had preferred that he not 
come. The opposite was true in the case of Mrs. Reagan. In 
the case of the Mayor, we were passing on a message from the 
Health Ministry. 


Q Can you confirm Ambassador Gavin's statement on 
death toll that it was at least 10,000, and perhaps as many as 
twice that number? 


A I have no way of speculating on the death toll. 
It's &@ lot easier to do so, of course, when you're 
on-the-scene; we are not. But we just have no way of 
speculating about numbers. 


Q Well, have you heard from the Ambassador through 
that channel of communication that you have? Is he giving you 
numbers? And do you have any for us? 








2) Well, I have spoken to the Ambassador, in fact 
about a half-an-hour ago, but that is not the kind of thing we 
discussed, because it's not really useful. What we were 
discussing were things like requests coming from the Mexican 
Government. 


MR. McPHERSON: I think we have found in these 
disasters over the years that what we had to focus on was 
saving the lives of people such as those in the rubble; and we 
have found time and time again, it was just very hard to 
estimate, particularly at this time, at this point of the 
disaster, just how many lives were lost. I just never found I 
could do that successfully. 


Q Did the Mexican Health Ministry tell you why they 
didn't want Mayor Cisneros down there? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: I didn't speak to him 
personally myself; the message that I was asked to pass on was 
that simply at that point, they felt that such a visit would be 
burdensome. I think it may be that they were trying also to 
discourage too many such visits. And again, es I say, 
Ambassador Gavin specifically asked me to make the point that 
uncoordinated visits, visits not cleared with the Mexican 
Government through our Task Force here, are most often going to 
be difficult for the Mexicans, given the heavy burden that they 
are already bearing. 


Q Mrs. Reagan's visit is going to take time from 
people who would otherwise be working on the relief effort. 
Don't you think it could be detrimental to the saving of lives? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: No, I don't think that's 
true. Mrs. Reagan's visit will not interfere with the relief 
effort, and people who are engaged in the relief effort will 
not be coming off their work because of the visit. That's 
something that we feel strongly about, and that the Government 
of Mexico agrees with completely. It's really an opportunity 
for her -- I should say two things: one to express the 
sympathy that we all feel; and also to get a sense of the 
situation herself, which she would like to pass on to the 
President. 


MR. McPHERSON We're getting a lot of calis, 
incidentally, from people asking what they should do, how they 
can help. First of all, people can help mostly by giving cash, 
not by giving goods. In this situation, every time a lot of 
people give canned food or all kinds of things, and, just 
logistically , there is no way really to handle that. So we 








suggest giving cash. [There are a number of groups that are out 
asking for contributions. The American Red Cross is doing so. 
I'm sure there will be other groups, other reputable groups, 
and that's the way to handle this. 


Q What's the size of your Task Force, the group 
that is answering phone calls? And do you have any estimate of 
how many calls you have received and how many lines are working? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We are handling about 
20,000 calls a day. We have something -- the number varies on 
shifts, but it's, roughly, about 60 people up there, working on 
the telephones and performing both the consular function, that 
is to say helping Americans trying to locate their relatives, 
and also dealing with other aspects of the problem, dealing 
with the Mexican Government, dealing with other governments. 


There are not very many long-range channels of 
communication with Mexico City. Actually, the only one that I 
know of that is reliable is our own, via satellite. So we have 
passed messages back and forth for a significant number of 
foreign governments which are attempting to see whether their 
embassy buildings, for example, have collapsed. That's 
something we've done. But we're running about 20,000 calls a 
dry now. 


Do you know who is going to travel with Mrs. 
Reagan, and if she is going to make any, carry any kind of 
token help on this trip? 


A I'm not sure what the full cast of characters is 
going to be other than it is going to be very smali in order to 
avoid exactly the kind of problem that a large delegation would 
make for the Government of Mexico. She will carry, obviously, 
a message from the President, but she won't carry token help 
because the fact is that we are giving substantial help, as Mr. 
McPherson has described. 


Q Can you put a dollar estimate on thé U.S. relief 
efforts? 


MR. MCPHERSON: We can't, really. We've moved very 
rapidly on this. We know what we want to get, and we've asked 
to be under way. In the days ahead, we'll have more concrete 
financial figures. 


Q How does it compare to other relief efforts that 








you have mounted? 


MR. McPHERSON: Well, we responded immediately upon 
the request to the Government of Mexico. The dimensions of 
this just aren't’ clear yet. 


Q When do you think you'll be able to fill these 
latest requests for very specific things? How quickly can you 
move on that? 


a Well, if we haven't gone a long way in 24 hours, 
I'd be very unhappy. 


Q And let me see if I understand you correctly, 
that the 10,000 death toll figure is, in your opinion at this 
point, speculation? 


os Well, I specifically said thet we did not know 
what the death toll is, and Elliott was indicating the same. 
It's just very hard for us up here to be able to comment in a 
useful manner on death tolls. 


Q Gavin didn't tell you? On his phone call, he 
never said he was telling the press down there it was 10,000? 


a No, I -- 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We were aware yesterday 
of Ambassador Gavin's view, which he had previously 
communicated to us. He is in a much better position than we 
are to make that kind of estimate; we are really not ina 
position to do it. But as I said, we did not discuss death 
tolls on the phone because it's not a useful way to spend time 
on a satellite link that is really needed for every kind of 
communication we've got. 


Q Has there been a request for communication 
equipment, or assistance in setting it up? 


STAFF: Yes, there has been. 
SECRETARY ABRAMS: Do you want to detail that, General? 


GENERAL BECTON: Part of that request that you did not 
have inciudes 35 PRC radios. Those are the portable radios. 


MR. MCPHERSON: And of course, the equipment that 
we're taking down, such as the helicopters, and chase vehicles 
with those helicopters, have communications in connection with 
that. 








Q How many helicopters were there? 


MR. McPHERSON: Three. 


Q That search-and-rescue team from Pittsburgh, what 
is that connected with -- military or what? 


MR. McPHERSON: That is Bureau of Mines has those 
people on it; and Westinghouse Corporation is providing one of 
those, as well. 


Q Have you ever received any indication the IMF is 
going to relax its guidelines for its loan guidelines? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We haven't received any 
direct indications from the IMF. I think it's clear that the 
economic situation in Mexico will be affected by the 
earthquake. 


This relief effort is going to cost a great deal of 
money to the Mexican Government. It's going to affect the 
fiscal gap which already exists, and obviously, everyone is 
going to have to take account of that. I'm sure that's as 
clear to the IMF as it is to us. 


Q Again, on some of these requests, like for a 
mobile field hospital, do you envision an entire army or 
military units being sent there, as of -- 


MR. MCPHERSON: We have to think that through. I mean 
we just have received this, and we'll have to figure out how we 
can best handle each one of these requests. But our standard 
is going to be what the Mexican Government wants, and how we 
can best meet that need. 


Q Is there some sensitivity, if that were an option 
of sending one, say, army medical unit in uniform? 


MR. MCPHERSON: We'll be coordinating what we're doing 
with the Mexican Government. I don't want to try to speculate 
on sensitivities. I think everyone wants to save lives, and to 
that end, we are pursuing the course we are following. 


Mr. McPherson, you said you did not have a dollar 
figure on the aid so far. 


Q Do you have a limit on the amount that can be 
spent on the effort? 
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ro) Well, we haven't looked at it that way yet. 
We've got these requests in. I know that we've got the money 
to respond to them, and we're doing that. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Let me just add to that 
-- there was a Joint Resolution passed by Congress yesterday 
which stated clearly that the Congressional view is that the 
United States should provide both immediate disaster relief and 
long-term reconstruction assistance so that, if more money is 
needed, we have a very strong message from Congress that they 
would be quite receptive to a request on our part. But it is 
just much too soon to do anything like that. 


MR. McCPHERSON: We've got to --— there's a lot of 
sorting. 


I think, ladies and gentlemen, we've really provided 
the information that we've got. In fact, we really wanted to 
tell you everything we know, but beyond that, we tend to be 
speculating. 


Q On the Hot Line, if what you're operating from, 
is a list of however many Americans have touched base with the 
offices down in Mexico, but you're getting beseiged with all 
these calls. I mean, you're really not able to tell most 
people who call very much. What are you really able to tell 


these people? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: We do have a list of a 
couple of thousand people, I think, who have called in to the 
Embassy to say that were O.K. In addition, Consular officers 
are going around, have been since the initial earthquake, 
visiting, for example, hospitals, tourist hotels, trying to get 
names of other people, and what shape their in. 


In addition, many of the callers can tell us something 
like, "I had a relative who is at a hotel in Ixtapa or 
Cuernavaca, or in Acapulco,” and we can reassure many of them 
that there are a number of areas in Mexico in whith there was 
either absolutely no damage, or very, very slight damage and no 
one injured. So that actually, we were able to give a 
meaningful response to a good proportion of the callers, even 
if we don’ have a list of names of all the Americans in 
Mexico. 


I point out that there is something like that 
300 ,000-400,000 Americans in Mexico, so that's quite a task. 


Q Are you telling private agencies or communities 
that want to give aid, not to? 
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MR. McPHERSON: What we're saying is that the best way 
to provide assistance right now is to provide cash to a private 
group which is operating -- American Red Cross -- 


Q {Inaudible) Are you telling them not to come 
down by plane? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Well, we're not encouraging a lot of 
people to flying down. 


Q No, I mean are you advising not to get on an 
airplane and go down? 


a That's exactly right. But there is, 
unquestionably, a role, and there will be a growing role, I'm 
certain, for Americans to respond to the needs. Those needs 
are going to become more and more clear, and there will be, I'm 
sure, an abundance of private institutions which will 
facilitate that help. 


We ought to take about, maybe one more question, and 
call it good. 


Q I think this is the first time that Mexico has 
asked for assistance, despite the fact that they may have 
needed it in the past over the last 21 years? Is that right? 


i) It's been several years. 


Q Why do you think it is? Does that signal the 
severity of this or some rapprochement? 


MR. MCPHERSON: Well, this is clearly a oer terrible 
situation. I don't think that we ought to necessarily 
speculate on their motives, except they want to save lives; and 
they think that the very specific things that they're asking us 
for can save Mexican lives, and I'm sure that is their end 


Q When, precisely, did the Mexican Government 
finally request U.S. assistance? 

A We received a request late last evening. 

Q Late last evening 

a And there were conversations before that, but 


that's when the requests were arriving 
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Q dell, the Mexican Ambassador indicated yesterday 
that they wanted more time to assess their needs. 





ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: What the Ambassador said 
was -- I had spoken to him the night before, and he said, “We 
just need to do our own surveys; we need to have a sense of 
what the needs are before we make requests,” which is really 
what he said again the next day -- that they needed to make 
their assessment of what the damage was and what would be a 
useful contribution from outside. And in the course of 
yesterday, they were, in fact, making that assessment so that 
by last night they could begin to give it to us. 


We now have, as Peter says, another request, which 
just came in, and presumably, this is not the last request 


either. But as they assess the damage and their needs, they 
give it to us. 


MR. McPHERSON: We expect to work with them. 

MR. KALB: She has a question. 

Q I want to get an estimate on numbers. How many 
people have you got on the ground now in Mexico working on 
this? And can you give us an estimate of all these various 
groups you gave us, how many people will be involved? 

MR. MCPHiECKOON: The listing that I gave you today 
includes approximately 40 people, and those people are on the 
way, or will be there within a day or so. 


Q And how many were already down there working in 
the Embassy or -- 


a I don't have -- 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Harry, what's the -<-- 
STAFF MEMBER: I'msorry. I didn't hear it. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS How many people would 
normally be the complement at the Embassy? 


STAFF MEMBER Well, it was 7 o'clock in the morning 
There probably weren't many in the Embassy. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS No, I don't mean in the 
Embassy. But how many are assigned to the Embassy, generally 
speaking? 
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STAFF MEMBER: Both Mexican and American employees, 
you're talking about 600 people -- about half and half, in 
nationality. : 

Q I have a sense, from listening to you both, that 
the level of requests and the level of aid being needed now is 
relatively modest and trickling in; and you expect it to become 
enormous later on? Is that right? 


MR. MCcPHERSON: We just need to -- We're tracking with 
the Mexican Government. We just need to respond, listen to 
them. They're doing an awful lot there. It's a situation that 
they're working hard at. And we always found that as the need 
becomes clear to them, they talk to us. 


Q Do you have a sense that they may have grossly 
underestimated the dimensions of this tragedy, and that they 
may be asking for far less help than they realize is capable of 
-- (inaudible) 


A I really think that it's not -- that our 
response, basically, is, “This is what they've asked for." 
They clearly think that what we're going to be providing will 
save _ives, and we continue to do that. 


Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. 


(The briefing concluded at 3:51 P.M.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just quickly tell 
you what you're going to receive, and in a sense there's more there 
than you're going to want to read. Let me kind of refer to it and 
sort of give you the shortcuts in dealing with it. 


One, of course, would be the President's statement 
itself, which is self-explanatory. It's not all that long. You'll 
have a chance to see it as it's distributed. There'll be two other 
documents. There are three documents in all. And let me do the 
quick reference, and we'll get that out of the way for you. Let me 
Gig them out so you -- and I can show you what they look like. 


. One of them that I guess is coming out in long paper like 
this is entitled "Th; President's Trade Policy Action Plan Fact 
Sheet.” That's one that you'll want to -- that's sort of the short 
version -- short and snappy, quick and dirty version -- so you'll 
want to take a look at what's in there. 


Q You said short and snappy? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that's the -- gee, 
that's the best we can do with a comprehensive statement. 


The other one is a lot longer, which you -- may get 
pretty formidable for you to deal with. But it might help for those 
of you who want to do things in more depth. This is one that's -- 
the other one is on USTR stationery -- our stationery, and it's 
entitled, “Administration Statement on International Trade Policy.” 
That one's about 17 pages or something. And what it is really is an 
embellishment of everything else. 


As you know, what we've done through this exercise is 
come up with an overall assessment of our trade policy. That was 
done in kind of outline form, and this is an attempt to really build 
on the outline, embellish it, and give a lot of detail. So, this is 
intended to be a pretty comprehensive statement. Actually, this was 
done by us within USTR, although it has been cleared on an 
interagency basis, so there isn't any disagreement around town on the 
content, or at least none that's sufficiently bothersome that anybody 
chose not to sign off. And, so, that's the comprehensive version. 


The fact sheet is the quicker and dirty version. But I 
also would point to you that in the comprehensive one, at the very 
tail end there is a kind of a summary, in the last three pages, I 
guess -- 15 and 16 and 17 -- which hits about 20 some points that are 
really the heart of this. So, you can get the heart of the overall 
statement in the tail end of the 17 pages. The fact sheet is a 
shorter, snappier version. And, then, you have the speech itself. 


And let me just make about two minutes of introductory 
comments and, then, I'll go to your questions. Really what this kind 
of -- this boils down to when we're all through is somewhat of a -- 
maybe a three-pronged approach or thereabouts to trade policy. One 
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is the question of unfair trade practices, which was dealt with to 
some degree earlier -- @ couple, three weeks ago when we announced 
these so-called 301 actions. 


There is some expansion on the unfair trade practice 
dimension of this issue in the speech today. In fact, you'll find « 
lot of language on unfair trade practices or the fair trade issue in 
the President's speech today. You'll find some additional 
inforgation on that in all background, or additonal disensions of it, 
including the $300 aillion fund that will be requested from the 
Congress to use in the export credit controversies, that is the 
undercutting by other nations of our export credit prograas. So 
there'll be 2 $300 million fund there intended to counter some of 
that, which is a new element of the unfair trade practice situation. 


And then, obviously, continued emphasis on the free trade 
pillar. The President is not going to alter his casic sense of 
direction. That ought to be evident in what's encompassed in the 
package here and all of the material that has been presented to you. 
That has some dimensions in terms of negotiating garket access. You 
know, part of -- an important part of free trade is obviously being 
able to sell in other countries’ markets. And so market access, 
market opening measures, export expansion, all of this fits into 
making free trade a viable option for the United States. 


That includes, in the short run, negotiations like the 
Moss discussions that have been underway or negotiations that have 
been underway with Japan, as well as the new round, new GATT round. 
So, that’s all in there. 


And then, of course, the third major elezent of this is 
one I would call the macro-economic side, the macro-economic policy 
positions of the United States and our major trading partners. There 
was some news on this front this weekend, of course. Yestercay, in 
the meeting of the central bankers and the Finance Ministers of the 
G-5 in New York, that fits into what we're doing today. It indicates 
Clearly that there's a recognition of the exchange rate relationships 
that are involved in the trade picture, a necessity for improved 
coordination of macro-economic policies among the major trading 
nations and the need to do some things in macro-economic policy both 
in the United States and in our trading partners. I don't need to 
embellish on that. Quite a bit of that was encompassed in what cane 
out of the meeting on yesterday. And that should just be considered 
as a part of this overall contiruua of activities. 


So -<-<- 
Q Was that meeting impetus for this trade -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not at all. It just 
really was coincidental that that meeting took place at the same tine 
that this was all coming to a nead. It wasn't planned that way. But 
it certainly fits well within this. 


And you will find in these documents * good oit mor: 
information -- a lot more in the way of statements on that - 
macro-economic dimensions of this problem than has oeen her 
previously. 

And then, the final one that I would add is -- 


Q The fourth one. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= which is <= not 
really a fourth one, out it’s a follow-through on the other three, 
and that's the legislative side. And, as you know, there's been sone 
desate as to whether we would have an administration bill that would 
Carry fortn in the execution, the implementation of what we've been 
talking ascut here 








or whether it will be done in as coorcinatec, working effort with the 
Congress. We ceally, in essence, opted to go the latter route, dut 
“the documents that are in front of you take some of the points that 
we have been making in overall strategy and indicate the ones that 
we're immediately prepared to discuss with the Congress. So you will 
see in these documents an indication of some of the things that we 
will clearly move forward with legislatively. That is not intended 
to be an sli-inclusive list, but there is quite a Sit there. 


Okay, that is enough. Yes, sir. 


Q All the things that are being discussed today, the 
white paper, the President’ speech -- what would you say to the san 
or woman who is in an industry now in which it looks like it is going 
to be closed down because of overseas competition? Is there going to 
be any short-tera relief for those American workers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In terms of the 
import-sensitive industries <-- and I se those are the ones you 
are tal%ing about -- it is almost impossible to provide short-ters 
relief. Congress can't provide them short-term relief either. There 
just really is no practical way to provide short-term relief. The 
relief has to come over a period of time. It would be nice if one 
coulé turn there trains around overnight, but it just isn’t going to 


happen. 
Q How long? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it depends. Some 
of these th'nrgs can ha very quickly, so I would say that there 
ought to “+ come benefits within the next few months on some of the 
actions ‘%**« are eee yr nm in this problea, but nothing that is 
going to tuecn it ar tomorrow morning. 


Q Has the United States intervened to reduce the value 
of the dollar which would assist our trade problen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You only have to -- the 
USTR doesn't intervene, so you really have to pose that question 
elsewhere. Sut I would hope we don't have a lot of emphasis on the 
intervention aspect of the macro-economic policy side, because it 
seems to me that that is the least important element of what was 
talked about in New York yesterday. Much sore important is the 
question of improvec coordination of macro-economic policies and what 
these countries are going to do in the way of stimulation of domestic 
demanc, for example, in Japan, some additional domestic denand 
stimilus that is going to come from West Germany, and what we will do 
in the way of additional commitaent to deal with our own federal 
budget deficit here. It seems to me those dimensions of the problem 
are much more important than what will or will not be done on 
intervention. 


Q I take it that you @o not contemplate any more 301 
cases at the moment, except for the ones you announced a few days 
ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow it depends how you 
define “moment,” Sam. If you mean in the next few days, certainly 
not. Sut we have a whole host of Section 301 <= potential Section 
301 cases uncer evaluation within the administration, and it is 
certainly possible that some <-- that additional cases will emerge in 
the relatively near future. 


9 Relatively near future. We should not really look 
for some this fa11? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is a decision yet 
to be made, but certainly there are some cases of rather flagrant 
practices that woulé cemand attention fairly soon. 
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9 Would you give us a list of those you are 
considering? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, no, not yet, San. 


2 What about the $3090 million war chest? That money 
-- would that go to actually subsidize our incustries? dow will that 
work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. This would be 
grant funds. As you -- for those of you who are familiar with the 
export subsidy warfare, if you will call it that, that has been 
uncerway recently, 
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what nas happened is that countries have now gone beyond siaply 
subsidizing their interest rates or their credit teras, the length of 
the credit tere, the credit availability, tnat is the tenure of the 
loans and the interest rates. 


What they’ve now gone to, and this is particularly true 
of France, is that, well, “We'll throw in a little grant money, too.” 
In other words, “We'll give you some money along with the deal to 
sweeten it.” And this is intended to ce aple to counter that. 


Okay. 

Q Follow up to that? 

) What will we do with it? dow will it work? 
Q That's right. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the intent would 
be that we would provide American grant funds that would also be 
encompassed in our Own proposals that would be intended to counter 
the grant funds of other nations. 


Q To what industries -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this would be for 
any of the loan programs. It could be any industry. This would be 
done through the Export-Import Bank lending programs that are 
involved here. 


The intent is not to -- dy the way, let me tell you -- 
the intent is not really to get into a long-term give-away progres 
here that would siaply match other nations give-aways. Tne intent of 
this program is to bring the offending nations into a negotiating 
posture here and get them to sit down and talk to us rationally about 
this so we could all get rid of these kinds of prograas. 


) What does a company have to provide in terms of 
information for you to give them a loan? Do they have to come and 
say, “Our competitors in France are doing X. We want an equal amount 
of money”? 


SENIOR ADMINSITRATION OFFICIAL: Well, tnat's <-- 
Q How does that work? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, the 
Export-Iaport Bank, of course, has lengthy procedures for this. So, 
the procedures are not changed in any way. it's simply a question of 
what the tergs would be for eligibility in these programs. And all 
we're really saying is that -- you know, we were having enough 
probleas when people were competing on interest rates. We'd offer 
eight percent and the French would offer seven. Now, we're pretty 
much got that under control through this OECD arrangement, where most 
of that competition has disappeared. 





Now, of course, people have engaged in some creative 
thinking, said, “Well, if we can't compete with the Americans on 
interest rates, let's do it by giving away some money.” And so what 
we're saying now is that it's time to neutralize that, too. This is 
the typical gamesmansnip that goes on trying to make sales. 


Q -- reaction of the Ministers in New York yesterday 
to tnis plan? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
*) What was the reaction <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me see. Wait <-- 
Before I take another one, let me read tnis: 
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Sefore I take another one, let me read this: 


Those wishing to pre-position equipgfent in the East Roos 
should assemble now outside the double doors on the North Driveway. 
There'll be an escort at 11:15 a.e. for those in the writing pool. 
Everybody got that? 


MR. BSRASHEAR: That's on the record. 
C Oh, good. Thank you. (Laughter.) 


Q What was the reaction of the Ministers in New York 
yesterday to the trade policies? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to ay Knowledge, 
they have not -- the Ministers have not seen this. If they did, it 
would have had to have been leaked to them. Now, maybe you all 
leaked it to tnem. I don’t know. But that was not the -- not -- 


. Baker did not review these options with them, as 
their discussions -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To ay Knowledge, he did 








although there's certainly nothing that would be in here that would 
be, as far as I know, inconsistent with what he discussed with them 
on Sunday. I have talked to him since his return, and it seems to me 
that it's all been properly coordinated because, obviously, he was 
thoroughly involved in this exercise as well. 


Q Have you gotten France to agree yet to launch a new 
round of international trade negotiations -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Trade negotiations? 
Q -- under GATT? And what's the status of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the status of that 
is that we'll have a meeting of the GATT contracting perties in 
Geneva on September 30th. As you know, this was the meeting tha. was 
requested by the United States. They had to poll GATT members on 
that. Two-thirds of the GATT membership agreed to hold the meeting. 
Hopefully, that meeting on September 30th will provide considerable 
momentum toward a new round. : 


We do not expect resistance on the part of France to that 
at all. It seems to me that the resistance is now limited to Brazil, 
India and a few additional developing countries. And we hope that 
that cesistance can be overcome relatively soon. 


Q Are you willing to go forward if you can't tk the 
developing countries to agree to sit down with duet t the deve 
countries? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we have already 
announced, and this is included in the papers that you have here this 
morning, that we're prepared to forth with bilateral negotiations, 
plural-lateral negotiations -- plural-lateral meaning a bunch of 
countries -- or multilateral negotiations. Our preferred route is 
multilateral, like through a new GATT round. But should that not 
materialize, then we're prepared to do it bilaterally or 
eee either under the aegis of the GATT or separately 
therefron. 


But, personally, I think we'll get a new round underway. 
Yes. In the back -- 


Q Sic, there's a mention here of a strike force to 
identify unfair practices -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q ~- and execute action against them. Does that 
involve any shift of responsibilities from the President to those 
agencies or does it change anything from -- a change of status in 
terms of discretionary and non-discretionary? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really -- no. The 
Simple answer to that is no. The perimeters of that group are not 
yet fully determined, but my personal judgment would be that it would 
Operate in an interagency framework, similar to what we've been doing 
in the last several weeks. And, so, I really don't see a significant 
change there, in fact, any real change at all in modus operandi. 


Q They would not be able to take action without a 
Presidential okay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. No, that simply 
will not happen -- 


Q Can you tell us -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, go ahead. 
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Q ~~ please tell us a little bit about the strike 
force that’s going to go hunt for unfair trade practices? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was the question 
here which simply is -- just reflective of an increased emphasis on 
ferreting these practices out. We have some responsibility under the 
law to do that right now, as you know, including a report that’s due 
in about 30 days. Sut all it really says is that on an interagency 
basis we'll do something with those; that it isn't simply a aatter of 
ferreting out, listing them and sending a report to the Congress. We 
intend to deal with them and deal with them aggressively. 


Yes? 


Q Sic, I realize that this is a Labor Department 
problem, but reviewing existing Worker Assistance Programs to assure 
they promote -- could you be a little more explicit on what you have 
in mind there? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATON OFFICIAL: Question was on 
adjustment assistance. They cannot be any more explicit today. 
That's still under review with the Labor Department being the lead. 
It's an issue that's pending over in the Congress, as you well know, 
with bills that are moving on through. It is important that the 
administration be a player in that area, it seems to me. We ought to 
attempt to influence the final result. We do not have a cleared 
interagency position yet, but I expect that that will occur hopefully 
within the next few days. 


Q Two questions: First of all, with a $150 billion 
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trace deficit projected for this year. Can you give any kind of an 
estimate at all as tc the impact that you think these szeasures will 
have, either by thezselves or in connection with the announceszents of 
yesterday, in cutting that, and to what degree? And, secondly, 
you've been negotiating more with Congress than perhaps anybody else 
on this issue over the last few days. What impact ¢o you think this 
will have in teras of stopping protectionist legislation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, in terms of all of 
the -- the impact on the trade deficit, if you're using 1985 as your 
time fraze, obviously, there will be little impact in 1985. Any kind 
of policy changes have a lag time involved in their impact on the 
nunbers. 


Alan Greenspan and I were discussing this in New York a 
few cays ago, and he said that his work or the work of his firm would 
indicate a six months ainimuz, twelve aonths more likely time frame 
on most policy changes in the trade area. That fits ay own economic 
intuitions as well. So I suspect that we're not likely to see 
significant impacts on trade flows for six to twelve months at a 
sinigua. 


So we're going to continue to live with a substantial 
Geficit for a considerable period of time. But the fact is you've 
got to start somewhere. 


Q And then, in six to .welve months, how much of an 
impact will it have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tha.’s very 
unpredictable, as you well know, because it not only involves actions 
by this country, but actions by what the other -- by our trading 
partners in the macro-economic area, all of which is conjectural at 
this point in time. 


But if everything goes well, it seems to me that we can 
expect a significant impact twalve or eighteen months from now. 
We're not going to bring a $150 billion deficit down to $50 billion 
instantaneously. Sut if it begins to decline significantly, that's a 
major move. 


The dollar declined five points this morning in response 
to what happened over the weekend, and that's certainly ee tf it 
will keep going, we can make a lot of difference very quickly. 


With cespect to the difference on Capitol Hill, it seems 
to ze that what we've announced here today ought to be greeted with 
considerable enthusiasm on the Hill by responsible members of the 
Congressional community. In other words, they've been -- those are 
the people on the Hill who have been asking for leadership and it 
seeas to me there's a lot of leadership encompassed in what will de 
provided today. Now, it will not satisfy the protectionists. 


0 Well, what is new here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse me. Let me go 
back -- 


Q Do you think that the U.S. is a debtor nation? And, 
if so, how will this plan change that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The U.s. is a debtor 
mation. And the plan will, hopefully, have a positive impact on that 
relatively soon. We just talked about the time frame. It's clearly 
mot going to make us a creditor nation between now and the end of the 
yeor. Sut it all makes a difference. And every piece of this helps. 
There are a lot of pieces here. 


This is fac more mprehensive than anything that has 
emerged on the trade front by any government, Democrat or Republican, 
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by any President in sany, sany years. Ancé what is here is the right 
prescription. And the only question in ay sind is how long it will 
take for that prescription to have an impact. And the sooner the 
better. Sut let's not be unrealistic and expect it to heppen 
overnight. 


Q What has taken the adzinistration so long to come up 
with a trade package? The deficit has been around for a long tine. 
Many of the programs announced in the last two days have been 
proposed and rejected, specifically, the mixed credits and the new 
emphasis on the Ex-Im Bank which was originally slated to be thrown 
out of the government. Why -- what's come along? Why has the 
adzinistration taken so long? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, having teen here 
two and a half sonths, I! a can't comment on what transpired 
prior to that. All I can really say to you is that life is a 
question of priorities. And, obviously, trade has become a very high 
priority for the administration and for the Congress. And what 
transpires here today is reflective of that. 


Yes, sir. 


Q I'm a little bit confused between your answer to a 
very early question and one just a minute ago, on the subject of 
impact. In Jeff's question you answered a little while ago, you 
indicated you thought for the typical industries, work industries, 
there might be some impact within the next few sonths or so, but sore 
later on. You're talking a minute or so about six to twelve sonths, 
twelve to eighteen months. I's a little confused. When sight 
somebody in the industry start to feel some impact and what will it 
be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's the difficulty, 
of course, of trying to give a simple answer to lex questions and 
gixing up micro and macro-economic disensions. Obviously, things 
that -- steps that are taken in a sacro-economic vein are going to 
have a longer time frame because it takes time to work all those 
through the system. Some that are more micro in scope, that is, the 
Moss negotiations, for example, with the Japanese, could have a 
quicker impact, depending upon cate of implementation. 


It is possible that the response in some of the 301 
cases, for example, in the Moss negotiations, would take place as 
early as six months from now because we put December 1 deadlines on 
some of these. We're probably going to put something like first of 
the year deadlines on the Moss process, although that's not 
Gefinitively determined yet. And that being the case, some of these 
kinds of things could have relatively capid implementation. 


On the import sensitive side, of course, that’s a little 
more difficult except where there are specific impacts in, say, the 
MFA negotiations. But if we have a new MFA negotiated between -- 
well, clearly, it will be between now and July 30th of next year, 
assuming that the textile bill doesn't demolish the MFA negotiations 
enticely, certainly there could be an impact on textiles, which is 
one of the industries he's talking about, relatively soon. It 
depends on when those negotiations are concluded. 


Yes. 





2 Could you just standé dback anc tell us in a list what 
is new in this besides the $300 million? Just a list of what is new. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gee. 


Q I mean, it is always negotiations that are underway 
ané so forth. What is new besides the $300 million? 


G Trying to get him to do your work for you, huh? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a lot new in 
here. I don'c know -- I hate to take up a lot of time on that. 


Q We have all day. 


Q You seez to be writing the CBS news script for 
tonight. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, it sounds like it. 
It sounds like it. 


Q Take the chance. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the whole 
legislative dimension is new because we haven't talked about that 
before. So the various elements of legislation -- we're intending to 
provide some positive legislation here end we are going -- 


Q What is the legislation? Can you tell us? Be 
specific? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gee. 
Q We haven't reac all this material you gave us. 
Q I*m ceading it. I can’t find it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Some of you don't read 
very fast, do you? 


Q Page three? 

Q We have missed it. 

Q -- the fact sheet? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The fact sheet, okay. 
Q I don't see any legislation. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: USasically there is 
legislation to deal with countervailing duty authority and subsidize 
-- subsidy countervailing duty authority and anti-dumping authority. 
In other words, there are a number of proposals here that will 
strengthen that authority and make it easier for us to take actions 
against other nations that dump products in the United States and 
subsidize products into the U.S. market. 


Q Well, I thought you said you weren't going to 
propose -- that you are not proposing a legislative package. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I said this is -- we are 
going to be articulating all of this on Capitol Hill, not in the form 
of an acministration bill, but we are certainly going to lay out all 
of these legislative priorities very soon. 


9 What 6o you propose to -- what does the 


adainistration in favor of doing to deal with countervailing duties 
anc dumping? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it is all there, 
but do you really want to go into the detail? 


Q Yes. We want to know what is bere. Plesse. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. Gee, we need a 
three hour driefing, maybe, Sut -- 


Q We want to know what you are proposing. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. I can either read 
them to you or explain them to you. It is a little hard to say. 


Q You say they are all here. Where? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, it's on page three 
of the fact sheet is where it really starts. The first segment there 
would be trade negotiating authority, which lays out all of the 
authority for the new round. That's new. 

Q Are yoo asking for a new GATT round? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


3 That is what number one is, asking for a new GATT 
round? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, correct. That is 
what number one is. 


Q Ask for a new GATT round. Wobody hac done that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All the authority is 
there, plus some acditional authority. 


Q Have we not already asked for a new trade round? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATICN OFFICIAL: Well, we have asked our 
trading partners. We have not asked the J.S. Congress for the 
necessary negotiating authority that goes with that. 

Q So the other partners haven't agree to go through 
with it? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot yet. Sut we are 
getting -- 

Q So that is really not new. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I don't know. 

2 Well, but you say France has dropped its object ions? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Objections. 


Q When did it do that? I wasn't aware it had 
happened. 


SENIOR’ ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they haven't 
officially said anything on that, Sam, but unofficially they have as 
recently as just yesterday -- of this past week, in some discussions 
we have had with representatives of the French government. 

Q Not the New York meeting? You are talking about << 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, not in the New York 
meeting. This is some of our own people talking to the French. 


9 las something to do with Greenpeace. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is considerable 
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inforzation here on intellectual property cights -- some additional 
legislative authorities. This is -- intellectual property rights are 
a wajor winner for the United States in international trade, decause 
these are areas in which, you know, we have done -- we in the United 
States have done the research and development. We've provided 
products that are out ahead of everybody else in the world, and we've 
got @ lot of international prircacy going on. So some of this 
legislation here is intended to enhance our authority to deal with 
this -- those kinds of issues and also to sake some of our 
intellectual property work products more competitive worldwide. 

Those are pretty technical. 


Pardon? 


Q Youre not proposing a dill on any of this, these 
are just talking points? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, but -- well, it's 
mot a bill, but we plan articulate to the Congressional leadership 
what we would like to have in all of these areas. So it won't be an 
administration bill. We want to do this as a joint work product with 
Congress, but we will articulate all of these there. So there's 
quite a bit on intellectual property, including some indication thet 
we're going to sove very aggressively on unfair trade practices in 
this whole intellectual property srea -- trademarks, copyrights and 
patents. 


Export promotion -- the primary one there is the $300 
million grant funds. There is some significance in the one that -~- 
on exporting of new drugs and biologicals that have not yet received 
FDA approval. 


Q Can you us tell a little bit about thet? 
Q Why 60 we want to do that? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 


Q What are these drugs that we can't take it in the 
United States but we're going to dump on the rest of the world? 
(Leughterc). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, gee, well, you know, 
i can't specify what the drugs are, dut what we're simply saying is 
that we're placed at 4 major competitive disadvantage by not being 
able to export these products, sany of which are all ready dSeing 
exported by other nations -- competitor nations. Now, as to whether 
the importing nation wishes to permit their use, that's a sovereign 
Gecision to be sade by those nations. 


Q I think we've projected a satter of morality into 
issues, but should we be doing that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don’t think 
what the FDA approves or disapproves ought to be evaluated in teras 
of morality. 


Q Well, do you feel thet our people should take these 
érugs -- 


Q How about in teres of safety and health? 


Q Ace we comfortable dropping it out on a market for 
other people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there obviously 
are safety and health issues involwed in that case, but that’s « 
decision to be made by the trading partners. They should be well 
aware of that. 
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Q Can you tell us what specific industries -- 
Q Let's finish what else is new here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me try and finish 
your question, if I may. 


Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the existing trade 
laws, the principal change here -- principal new dimension -- is how 
we handle dumping countervailing duty cases from nonmarket econonies 
-- that is basically countries behind the Iron Curtain. That becomes 
a major issue with China, somewhat of an issues with the Soviet 
Union, and of course, Eastern European countries too, in their 

“gts to the United States. 


We've never had a good test of what kind of price to use 
in determining whether or not those nations are dumping product or 
subsidizing product into the United States. Senator Heinz has had 
some proposals on this and although there is no indication here that 
we*ll subscribe precisely to the Heinz proposal, we'll be something 
in that ballpark. And this will be new legislation that should be 
very, very helpful in terms of product coming in from those nations 
of the world. 
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So those are the principal ones. There are some others that are not 
fully developed, including some things in telecommunications. And 
we'll have some more to say in terms of telecommunication legislation 
very soon. 


Yes. 
Q -- Foreign Corrupt Practices Act -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Would you just prefer that being completely amended, 
that there be no Foreign Corruptions Act of 1977? It would be easier 
if there weren't? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it might be 
easier, but that's not what the administration is suggesting. 
Basically, what we suggested here, and the administration has gone 
forth with proposals on foreign corrupt practices in the past, is 
that we really need to get a handle on that question legislatively, 
that that pendulum swung too far in the aftermath of Watergate and 
that it's time -- it just became an impractical solution, one with 
which the American business community just cannot live. They simply 
cannot interpret that law. And it's important to go back and correct 
that so that they really know what the ground rules are. 


°) How long would a new GATT round take to complete? 
Ten years, five years, eight yeers? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, hopefully, less than 
that. 


Q Eight years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd say less -- five to 
six. 


Q So anything that would come out of that is pretty 
far down the road. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is longer term, without 
any question. 


Yes. 


Q Could you tell me how the $300 million figure was 
arrived at -- how much effect you expect that to have in any 
inéustry? And could you name any industries that you aight use it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, it won't be a 
question cf which industry to use it on, it will be a question of, 
really, against which countries it will be used because, as I said, 
the intent is to offset the predatory practices of other nations. So 
it will be more directed against countries. 


Q But the grants are not to countries, the grants are 
to corporations -- isn't that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it depends -- the 
grants are more likely to be to countries. But it depends on the 
individual proposal and the individual case situation. In other 
words, what we're intending to do is neutralize the predatory 
practices c° other nations in this area, whatever they may be. 

¢ France makes grants, right? 

Q How do you neutralize it by giving them money? 


C France makes grants to French industries -- 


MONE 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, no. The grants 
are going to go to the recipient nation in order to convince the 
recipient nation to buy their airplanes, whatever the case say be. 
In other words, what France is going to say -- if you'll buy airbus, 
we'll give you another $200 aillion, $100 willion or $10 sillion of 
foreign aid. 


So we would -- the idea then is that we would do 
exactly the saze thing -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To neutralize that 
advantage. 


Q -- to encourage Saudi Arabia or somebody to buy our 
planes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly. And, as I 
said, the intent is not to -- is not one of “if you can't lick thea, 
join them" kind of thing. The intent is to call international 
attention to the onerous nature of that policy and try to get those 
people to sit down and negotiate it. 


Q How did you arrive at $300 sillion? How did you 
acrive -- 


Q How much of this is -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why $300 aillion? Well, 
it could be any sum, obviously, but it had to be a judgment call as 
to how much we felt would be necessary to achieve the objective which 
is to stimulate the negotiations to end the practices. 


Q Do you have any estisate of how auch other nations 
are doing this now? 


Q What criteria do you -- 
Q -- a Gollar value on how gany -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's no way -- that's 
conjectural, obviously, because we don't know how such other nations 
are prepared to spend in this area. A judgment call has to be sade 
as to whether it's $300 million or more, and it also depends, to a 
considerable degree, how flagrant these practices are by the 
competing nations. In other words, there's no way to know that 
because the unknown factor here is what France or Japan or anybody 
else will do in proposals from here on out. Ané so you can't -- 


Q But see, the past year -- 

Q The past year, how auch of this -- 

Q What sort of vehicle -- to request this money and 
how soon are you -- how soon do you want it? How soon do you want it 
at the Ex-Im Bank? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sooner, the better. 
It will have to be done legislatively, of course, so it cepends on 
how guickly it can move through the Congress. 


Q Could we just say succinctly that we're going to try 
to out-bribe thea? (Laughter.) 


“MORE 
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SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, SO, 20. No, that's 
mot the case at all. You -- we don't like these practices at all, as 
you can tell. We didn’t like the undercutting of interest rate 
subsidies. And this is, in sy judgment, an even sore flagrant kind 
of practice and what we're really saying is that the United States 
ien*t going to tolerate that anysore -- that we're going to -- 


Q ~~ ie that what you're saying -- that this is 4 new 
thing that's happened in the last siz sonths? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By other nations, yes. 
~~ yes, relatively recent. 


Q -- but we're going to join thea. 
Q I*s going to jump in there with you. 


Q You're not doing anything to help Aserican 
companies, then. You're trying to influence a foreign country to buy 
American -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Precisely. 


Q But to do that -- how can you do that with $300 
million. It seems like a very small amount of soney, first. And 
secondly, once that soney is gone, there is no reason that those 
other countries won't go back to their old buying practices, correct? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That depends, of course, 
on how deeply they wish to dip into their own treasuries, obviously. 
Ana -- 


Q But, how such good can you do with $300 sillion. 
That doesn't sound like very such soney. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It depends, you see, on 
the sice of the grant components by our competitors and we don't know 
that. So that’s a judgment call that has to be sade as to how such 
of @ grant component our competitors are prepared to include in their 
proposais from here on out. So, there's no way for any of us in this 
room to determine that today. That has to be a judgment call. 


Q Im the last year, how such -- how many grants -- how 
much money, On & ballpark quess <- an estiaate «-~- has been given by 
other governments to companies here in the United States? Surely you 
must have some quesst inate. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have that number 
with se now, but it's @ relatively recent phenomenon and so the 
numbers are not likely to be very high. 


Q -- talking about « billion dollars <-- are we talking 
about -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= grants <= oh, I think 
such, such less than that. 


Q What's that «= are we talking about a hundred 
sillion dollars? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't -- I don’t know 
- any nusbers. 


Q Ten sillion dollars? 


Q Can't hear you, = (Laughter.) 
Q One Gollar? (Laughter.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's probably in the -- 
probably in the hundred millions, but I can’t -- 


Q I'm sorry, how such? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would assume it's 
something in the hundred gillion category, but I don’t have any 
numbers on that. 


Q What's the time period -- 
Q ~~ earlier -- 


Q You mentioned $300 billion. Over what span of tine 
Go you expect to -- is that over a year or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but again, that's 
going to be a judgment call of the people who ad.inister the progras 
and, again, that will cepend more on what our co..petitors do than it 
will what we do. Because what we're doing is neutralizing -- 


Q What kind of authority are you seeking? Are you 
seeking the authority to spend that $300 sillion in, say, in FY ‘86? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it will be on -- 
I'm not sure what the legislative proposal would be, but the intent, 
obviously, is going to be to counter these kinds of practices as they 
evolve in the coming sonths. 


Q What kind of -- emphasis do you place on this? Do 
you say we'll give the government of France §50 gillion if they buy 
from American <-- , Or, I mean, is it -- what's the quid pro quo here? 
I don’t see it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the quid pro quo 
-- you got to -- I <= my -- we're spending way too auch time on 4 
relatively small issue. This is a minute portion of this package, 
but nevertheless, what we've got to say -- you know, this is a 
negotiating 
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question as to how much money you spent and when you spent it. It's 
a question, as I said two or three times now -- the intent of the 
program is try to get the other nations who are undercutting the 
United States in these markets to sit down at the negotiating table 
and get rid of this practice. So, the intent would be to sunset this 
program as soon as that was achieved. There -- 


MR. BRASHEAR: Let's do one more question -- 
Q You said -- 

Q Sir -- 

Q -- earlier you said that the -- 


Q -- could you tell me about the question of the $300 
million? Who's cunning the program -- Ex-Im Bank or Treasury? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that will be 
ultimately determined in the legislation. But presumeably it will 
certainly come through Ex-Im Bank. Now, whether it will ultimately 
go to Treasury or not i8 an issue yet to be determined. 


I'm amazed that you all will concentrate on a very minor 


Q Sir -- 
Q Sir -- 
Q ~~ earlier -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: (Laughter.) You don't 
understand the rest? 


Q ~~ understand, for Chrissakes. 

Q Earlier -- 

Q Do you view bilateral free trade accords as part and 
parcel of this or are you pushing for the multilateral first and only 
as a second best? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The latter. The latter. 

Q Earlier you said that -- 

Q How much -- if all trade was free -- how much -- 

Q Boy, you're tough, aren't you? 


Q -- would the U.S. deficit go down? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This will be the last 
question. 


Q Yes, what do you estimate could be taken off the 
trade deficit by opening up markets to U.S. products? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, if we had free and 
open trade worldwide -- clearly that*s conjectural, too -- but I 
would say that most of our trade deficit would disappear, but not -- 

Q What happens to the dollar? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= not all of it, 


Q I thought the dollar was 50 percent to 30 percent of 
the trade deficit. 


SENIOR ADMI':JTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the dollar is 50 
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percent to 80 percent of the trade deficit, but you're assuming now 
that as a -- I assume that what you were talking about +st = package. 
If you're talking about -- 


Q No, I'm talking about the unfair trade portion of 
this package that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, then, it -- just 
purely unfair would be -- oh, it's hard to say -- but I would say no 
more than 10 to 20 percent perhaps would be encompassed in the unfair 
trade area. But we're not intending to delineate this out 
separately. As you know, this is total -- 


Q Are you -- I thought it -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- intended to be a total 


package. 

Q -- it could go up because -- 

MR. BRASHEAR: Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. We've got to 
go. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:15 A.M. EOT 
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BACKGROUND 3RIEFING 
SY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
FOLLOWING MEETING WITH THE PRESIDENT 
AND PRESIDENT MUSARAX OF EGYPT 


The Sriefing Room 


3:19 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You heard about the 
President's program in the briefing on Friday. The parts that have 
been carcied out, of course, culminating just now in the meeting with 
the President, were discussions with Secretary Saker, Secretary 
Weinberger this morning, and lunch with the Vice President. I 
understand the President will be receiving some members of the 
Congress -- House and Senate -- later this afternoon before he 
departs for New York. 


The subjects covered were tha peace process, regional 
issues, Egyptian-Israeli relations, bilateral U.S.-Egyptian 
questions, the FMS debt issue, which was particularly discussed. I 
mote that the President opened our meeting in the Cabinet session 
commending President Mubarak for his efforts at economic reform -- 
for the ceform program that the Egyptian government has been working 
on these past several months. 


On the peace process, President Mubarak strongly believes 
that the United States should find a way to stimulate the process to 
get things moving. He hopes that can be done as quickly as possible. 
The President reiterated our position, that we certainly are 
committed to achieving progress. Both sides have agreed that 
violence makes it that much more difficult -- violence in the region. 


Concerning meetings with Palestinians, be it in the joint 
delegation or with the PLO, we reiterated our willingness to meet 
with representatives of the PLO once the organization has clearly 
accepted 242-338 and Israel's right to exist. 


President Mubarak spoke of the importance of the 
agreement struck between King Hussein and Chairman Arafat last 
February -- the Pebruary 11th Accord. And, as we have heard from 
others, he stressed that the PLO has implicitely accepted J.S. terms 
for a dialogue already -- that more explicit acceptance would come in 
the context of the dialogue. That is not a new position, but that 
was stated. 





Soth in our meetings with -- in the several seetings with 
the administration, whenever the issue of the peace process was 
Aiscussed, it was against -- with the knowledge, against the 
background of King Jussein’s upcoming visit. The King arrives 
tomorrow, as you're aware, in New York, will be seeting with the 
President here at the White House a week from today. 


There was some discussion of Taba, the Taba probles. 
We're very happy to note the decision for a continuation of the 
meetings on the Taba issue. The next round will start in Cairo on 
this Thursday, 26 September. We have been invited to attend and we 
will attend. 


While the zeetings continue, as I say, the President will 
be receiving members of our Congress, and Secretary Shultz, as we 
talk, is just about to start his own meeting with Foreign Minister 
Abdel Meguic over at the Department. I will have to ask that we -- 
Ed -- hold the questions down because I have -- I's supposed to be 
there at 3:30 p.a. 


Q Do you agree with what President Mubarak was saying 
about the PLO accepting all the demands and the positions of the 
United States? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do we believe that the 
PLO has accepted already the positions of the United States. We have 
never hearcé this explicitly from the PLO. As you recall, during his 
May visit, King Hussein gave a statement, made a formal statement at 
the White House after leaving President Reagan, and he spoke of the 
PLO's readiness to accept 242, 338, and said that he had been 
authorized to make that statement on behalf of the PLO. We have not 
heard that from the PLO. 


There has been talk of accepting all pertinent UN 
resolutions, a number of formulations. We have asked and made very 
plain that they aust be equally plain on the tercas that have been out 
there since 1975. 


What's the single contribution, this meeting will 
contribute to the stalemate of the peace process? Can you tell us 
one single contribution? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To help the stalemate? 
Q Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. (Laughter.) 
Look, this meeting is between two wen who are looking to find a way 
to move aheac in the peace process. I said here -- reminded you a 
few days ago that it was President Mubarak's ideas last February 
about how to get some action going in teras of 
Jordanian-Palestinian-U.S. meetings, meetings involving Israel. The 
President is no less -- President Mubarak is no less anxious today 
than he was in Febcuary to help lend momentum to the process. 


He is very much in it. President Reagan respects that 
and has been very 





interested to hear from President Muoarak what ne thinks can be done 
at the scment. 


Q Has he brought any new ideas, either on dehalf of 
hiaself or as a result of his conversations with King Hussein? 


SENIOA ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t want to get into 
the details of that, and particularly as I sentioned President 
Mubarak spoke in the knowledge that we would be meeting with King 
Hussein this week in New York, some of us, and he would be meeting 
with President Reagan on Monday. So there was no attempt to preview 
for us what he hed heard froa King Hussein just a few days ago in 
Cairo. 


Q Well, do you have any -- 


Q However, without getting into details, is there 
anything new in there? Is there anything that the two sen discussed 
that could lead to some -- sovement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that President 
Mubarak -- I really won't go into the details on this -- but he sade 
plain that he thinks time is wasting, that he hopes that initiatives 
can be taken. He recognizes it’s not just a question of one single 
party to this whole affair getting moving. He is anxious that the 
process be given a push. And -- 


Q What was your response to that? 


Q -- anything would be taking place by the end of this 
year between the United States and the joint Jordanian-Palestinian 
Delegation? And was President Mubarak happy about the meeting, or 
Optigistic that this meeting will take place before the end of the 


year? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he very much hopes 
it'll take place well before the end of the year. 


Q What is the prospect for that meeting? What is your 
view of that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're right in the 
middle of our talks now with President Mubarak, with King Hussein 
coming. I think we'll just have to reserve judgment on the timing. 


We have always noted this was described initially as the 
year of opportunity by our Arab friends, visitors to Wasnington last 
spring. We would like to see it start as quickly as possible. And I 
don't rule out <= none of us should rule out meetings oefore the end 
of this year. 


\d Did he carry any message for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Our goal <= our eye is 
very much on the direct negotiations, which various ideas have seen 
suggested to get to direct negotiations. We would hope that direct 
negotiations could segin by tne end of this year. 


Q Did he carry any message from Arafat to President 
Reagan, as a result of nis talks about 4 week ago in Cairo? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He mentioned he nad 
talxed with Arafat recently in Cairo. I wouldn't characterize it <-- 
no, it wasn't @ message to Reagan from -- 


\d -- add anything else that would help your talks 
through the joint Palestinian-Jordan‘an Delegation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Muoarak has 
many ideas, and I'll leave it at that. 
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* Did he feel -- 
9 Mention one. 
Q Sir, did he feel that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why should I sention 
one? You want two. (Laughter.) 


Q Did ne feel that the recent announcesent oy Mrs. 
Thatcher about her being amenable to meeting with members of the PLO 
or with the Joint Delegation would enhance the peace process and were 
his views shared by anyone in the adzinistration? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question of what 
Mrs. Thatcher will or will not do was not discussed with President 
Muvarak, no. 


Q -- the debt problea -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just one more question, 
please. 


Q On the debt problem, the Egyptian debts to the 
United States, did you settle anything on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President was 
appreciative of the assistance that the administration had, toyether 
with the Congress, voeen able to make available in terms of a 
supplemental on Fiscal ‘86. 





The FMS debt problem is a global problem and we have said 
we are looking at it hard. It's not an easy one either in teras of 
the legal action that might be required to change the existing systexz 
of PMS debt. It*s not just a matter of saying, well, okay, fine, 
let's lower the interest rates from what they were historically at 
certain periods, ‘79-"80 to what they are today. There are a whole 
hosts of arrangements effecting the Treasury -- Congressional 
Gecisions, input as well as the executives -- decisions the 
executives will take which would effect our deficit. 


Q Could you categorize -- 


Q Is there an alternative to give more aid so that it 
would cover the interest? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think more aid 
has been given in terms of the supplemental. And the FMS debt burden 
of Egypt is heavy, It's, of course, heavy in many countries now, in 
fact, in many countries heavier proportionately than it is in Cairo. 
But, it is a serious problem for Egypt, we don't deny it. 


Q All cight last question. Would you characterize the 
tone of this, was there any sense of optimism at all, or is the sense 
bleak as you painted. (Laughter). 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I like that. The 
situation is not bleak. 


Good question. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 


3:30 P.M. EDT 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON PRESIDENT'S MEETING 
WITH SOVIET FOREIGN MINISTER EDUARD SHEVARDNADZS 


September 26, 1985 
The Briefing Roos 


4:21 P.M. EDT 


Q Mr. Official, can you say whether -- how isportant 
the ABM treaty will be in your discussions tomorrow and between now 
and the summit would view to either reinforcing or coming to some 
kind of common understanding of what the treaty means? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that it is 
clear that if we're to come to terms on the relationship between 
offense and defense and how, over time, both of us could benefit fros 
the value of strategic defense, we're going to have to exasine 
closely our interpretations of the ABM treaty. The United States -- 
the President ~~ believes that the ABM treaty provides for research, 
testing and examination in short, of whether or not strategic defense 
with current technologies may be feasible. So, yes, it is going to 
be an important part of our discussions. 


© Mr . “= 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Barry? 


Q In the last six months or so, he Soviets have sade 
a half a dozen or so proposals and the U.S. -- reflexive response has 
been good if they're serious about it, why don’t they put it on the 
table in Geneva. I's lost a little bit. You're now saying you hope 
that the Soviets will bring the proposal here. Don't you want those 
proposals on the table? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Exactly. We have always 
wanted them in Geneva; we assume if they bring it here, they'll put 
it in at Geneva as well. 


Q Sir? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes? Sruce? 


Q The statement from here this sorning spoke of -- 
some sisconceptions that were cleared up by the meeting yesterday, if 
I remember correctly. Can you be any sore specific on what that 
statement seant? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Ira? 


Q The agenda that you've laid out includes husan 
rights and I's sure that's a phrase the Soviets Gon't cotton to. Deo 
you have any aesurance if they feel like discussing it and what wild 
happen if it's brought up and they don't feel like discussing it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the Soviet 


ary is well Known; so is ours. Thus far, neither has changed 
80 e- 
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Q They cleais -- it's internal and not worthy of 
diecussion at « summit level or this kind of level. Oo you plan on 
proceeding with that “ scussion if they give you that response? 


SEMIOR ACMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: Of course. The United 
States concern for cbligations to which both we and the Soviet Unions 
have committed -- the CSCE-Heleinki pact, for example, are « 
legitimate ites of discussion. 


Q Wel’. do they agree that that’s «4 legitiaate ites 
for discussion, as far as you know, coming into the seeting tomorrow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If your question is has 
there been any sew position on the part of the Soviet Union. not 


yet. 
Q Well, have they egreed co discuss it is what I's 
asking. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFYICIAL: Well, the Soviet Union's 
position has not changed at this point. 


Q Has there been any indication from the Soviet side 
that they sight be seriously interested in some kind of « new 
agreement involving ¢«fensive weapons? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it's premature 
to make judgments on that. The public Soviet positions have been 
rather consistent over the past few weeks and they have sought to 
proscribe strategic defensive activity generally. The peredox in 
that position is that the Soviet SDI program is very 








well advanced and there's been an enormous investment, and it has 
shown some considerable success. And, therefore, it is an equitable 
proposition thet somehow that is legitimate and an American progras 
is not. 


But the short answer to your question is no. 
Barry? 


Q Could you give us some outline of the format that 
will be used and if the President will spend any tise alone with Mr. 
Shevardnadze, how much you will be in there, Secretary’ Shultz, 
etcetera -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You ask a question which 
triggers what I came out here for. I quess I owe you all -- 
(Laughter.) 


Q It doesn't matter any sore. 
Q Question, please? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Barry asked about the 
format for tomorrow's meeting. Will there be one-on-one, who will be 
im it, that kind of thing. And I will get to that. 


I think I probably did a dumb thing last week, and I have 
-~ had intended to have sessions every week, and I think that would 
be perhaps useful, and in this format. I covered things last week. 
Many were not there -~- that's gy error. I thought I would cover some 
of these kind of foundation things of the run up to Geneva. And it 
will cover this kind of thing, as well as the questions of what is 
the bureaucratic state-of-play in the four areas and what is the 
President's thinking and guidance as we go ahead. And if you’ +} indulge 
me for saybe three or four minutes, I'll do that. And, then, I'll go 
beck to questions on this or other things. 


I think there's emerged in recent weeks some purzlement 
about whether or not we deliberately are setting expectations low and 
whether or not the Soviet Union was setting thea ty mee or lower or 
whatever. I think it's worth saying that the President has always 
ee Ag get as much in the way of results out of this meeting as is 
possibile. 


His own estimate throughout the summer as to whether or 
not that will be possible has been based upon his conclusions that up 
until now and, in fact, still the Soviet Union has been in « + 4 
introspective period, that they heven't hed a lot of things on ic 

2. that have precluded focus upon foreign events. To cite three, 
le, the Soviet Union has still sow preparing a five-year 
plea, & ch is a major decision document or ener will invest 
their resources as between foreign, domestic, and various domestic 
accounts -- «4 yt very important opportunity for the General 
Secretary to put his mark on the direction the Soviet Union is going 
in the coming years. 


Separately, there has been, obviously, a change in 
leadership. That, in itself, involves considerable personnel 
turnover and @ settling-in of people and positions, but basically 
internal in its orientation. 


Pinally, there has been an enormous amount of change in 
the United States and the West ees | in the past four years. And 
the premises on “hich the last —— plan were based -- 
political, our economic state of health, the state of the eilitery 
balance -~- have all been profoundly altered. 








Bow, from those earlier expectations, the Soviet Union 
set out in certain directions. Virtually all of those assuaptions 
have changed fundasentally and so a basic review of political 
strategy, security strategy and econogic strategy has been underway. 
That takes time. And so to expect that with all of that going on the 
Soviet Union would be prepared to reach the precise, detailed kind of 
negotiation across the board that intends agreesents in «a broad area 
is probably unrealistic. That said, we hope so. And we are 
commjitted to doing as such as we can. 


Bow, how is the President preparing? The President 
believes that seeting with the General Secretary, & san who say well 
be in a position aut»ority for a generation, warrants a very 
fundamental setting of positions, and specifically that for the 
United States they deserve to hear how we view ourselves. How do we 
eee the role of the United States in the world? How do we see the 
Soviet Union and, sigilarly, their interest? How do we see them as a 
great power? How do we see their system? And how do we view our 
relationship to thea? 


Clearly, the Soviet Union is a great power. It is 
undeniable. It has a system which is fundasentally different fros 
ours, Giffering in, iaportantly, on how the government views its role 
vis-a-vis the society, how that government views the role of 
individuals. That ien’'t going to - Mor is it the President's 
view that we ought to expect that we will fundamentally alter the 
Soviet system. We will not. 


For too long, the President believes, we have oscillated 
between extremes of our position, vis-a-vis the Russians, at tines 
engaged in confrontational hostility involving for us enorsous 
expenses for defense tar sore than today. Ten percent of our GHP in 
the ‘S0’s; eight or nine, the ‘60's and so forth. 


At the other extreme, we've seen periods during which we 
have accepted the false notion that engeging thes in «a asumber of 
areas sight lead to fundamental change in the Soviet systems and into 
their pur and intentions. And those expectations siaply heven't 
been fulfilled. 


The President believes that a8 4 country we sust adopt « 
course which te susteinable over the long term and a course that is 
based upon hie conclusion that the Soviet Union does not intend to 

. And, thes, we are going to be in @ competition over tise, « 
competition of ideas. And that the leaportent thing is that that 
competition be peaceful. And at the heart of the relationship is 
establishing « framework for peaceful competition in the world. 





“In going to Geneva, he wants to make clear to the Soviet 
leadership that we are ceady for that competition and we have ideas 
on how we can, together, assure that it's going to be peaceful. 


Now, as to the specifics of how he is preparing to 
deliver both that soacene and to deal concretely with the dozens of 
issues on the agenda, ve mentioned alr on the record the 
foundation pieces, and there will be a couple of dozen of these, that 
éeal with the underpinnings of the relationship. Separately, I've 
mentioned that the bureaucratic effort is oriented toward Be. nay 
negotiations bilaterally, ongoing exchanges on regional in 
which our experts and theirs *:ve hed exchanges on -- Secaheon 
Africa, the Middle East, East «ta, so forth -- efforts which will 
involve the elevation of issuers for decision by the President in «a 
busy schedule in NSC meetings in the coming weeks. 


On arms control issues, as well, to oversee the 
negotiations in Geneva in the hopes that some somentus can be built 
into them and, where new ideas are introduced, to elevate alternative 
responses to the President for his decision. 


I would come back, however, at the and of the day, to the 
fundamental requirement coming out of Geneva that the President 
aspires to achieve, and that is to establish this framework, this 
understanding of how peaceful competition can be sustained. At the 
heart of that is security. 


For years, the United States has relied for its security 
upon @ concept of offensive deterrence which is based upon the 
assumption that a balance of offensive forces will deter conflict. 
Secondly, that with that offensive balance, no defense will be 
introduced. Today, looking back over the thirteen years of that 
period, it’s becoming increasingly apparent that those underlying 
assumptions are no longer true, that the offensive balance has not 
been maintained, reductions have not been achieved as were expected, 
and that, indeed, the character of offensive systems being introduced 
now by the Soviet Union promise to make offensive deterrence very 
unstable in the coming years. 


In that contest, I would cite specifically the 
introduction of mobile systems. A short word on that. le say, 
well, why do you worry about sobiles? Didn't we have the idea first? 
Not in this context. Wow, looking at the tried -- land-based, 
sea-based, and bombers, historically, you've been able to count 
offensive systems and bound the problem. You can count submarines. 
You can count bombers. And you can count silos <-- and bound the 
probles. , 


When the United States was considering an MPS system for 
possible deployment of land-based sissiles in this country, we bound 
the problem for them by saying the whole force will be within an area 
of, at the time, 4600 holes -- and you know where they are. Now, 
you've got to pay a price to target them a11. Sut you can bound the 
probles. 


But in the Soviet context of deploying sobile systens 
throughout the Soviet Union, the problem is far sore difficult 
because you cannot know with Ory not only how many there are, 
but where they are. And it is very difficult te target the whole 
Soviet Union or even ite call system or ite road system. And, 
therefore, that is a wery destablizing element in the aix. 


Now, if that is true, the United States aust find « way 
to compensate. And the President believe that strategic defense 
offers a way to do that -- in short, to compensate for the dramatic 
iabalance that promises to be established. There are other reasons, 
as well, for why defense, non-nuclear defense is sore desirable -- 
siaply to take us away from nuclear weapons generally, if possibile, 
and to cemove reliance a strategy which threatens and relies for 
credibility upon the ability to threat, whereas defense would not. 
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I think this debate on whether or not that evolution is 
the cight thing to do and can be done is terribly important, probably 
the sost important public policy —_ of your tation. it 
cies we 
uminate the issue. Sut I Sniak op _ 
to 


ices that we do ané crit as well, to 
front, it is fair to a again, 
A shoulé buman beings prefer for safety a oe 
weapons as "Ste tonenselear weapons 1f you + 
should we prei' to rely upon a strategy of eatening versus a 
strategy that Guess not threaten? 


Now, these are the questions that have to be given 
searching anewers in the weeks. The President is ing 
forward to that debate and will be not only i eee over bis own 
administration's decision process, but speak licly on this 
several tises between sow and November. 


I*m@ sorry, I'll go back to your questions now. 
- Yes, in the back. 

Q I have a follow-up. (Laughter.) 

Q The U.S. is articulating +- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If°11 get you right 
there, Barry. Go abead and I'll get back to Barry here. 


Q You've articulated that rationale for SDI before, 
the adsinistration has, and no doubt you've communicated it to the 
Soviets. And so far, at least pubicly, they haven't bought it. Does 
the Onited States, does the President have any new rationale or new 
twist on that rationale to present, to pitch to the Soviets -- to 
Shevardnadze, to Gorbachev? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The intrinsic appeal of 
that cationale will surely be absorbed by the Soviet Union before 
long. (Laeughter.) 


Q I mean, are you -- is it the intention to just keep 
repeating that over and over to them in private or is there some new 
way of saying it that you think might be attractive or -- 


Q Backwards. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Listen, you know, If 
think -- I don’t mean to be frivolous about this, but the Soviet 
strategy now 





of seeing that the United States has awakened to the threat that they 
posed for ten years, offensively and defensively, and is now doing 
what they have been doing for a long time and complaining about it, 
deserves a certain exposure I think. And the first conclusion one 
might draw is that the notion that the Soviet Union is worried about 
Gefense is nuts. It may be worried about it. It has been pursuing 
it with a determination for a long time. They like it. Wow, whether 
those reasons for liking it are altruistic or self-interested doesn't 
belie the fact that they support defense. And on its face, if they 
can look to the possibility of proliferation to third countries, 
there are reasons to understand why they like defense, even if they 
had no first-strike motive. And so, I think its fair to say that the 
Soviet Union sees a self-interest in the pursuit of strategic defense 
because they have done it for a long tine. 


Now, there isn't then any ambiguity about the 
Gesircability of strategic defense. What we must find out is whether 
we can come to terms on how that defense can be intergrated into the 
forestructure in a stable way. And the President has made clear that 
he*s very conscious that this could not be done unilaterally and 
would need to be a subject of discussion beforehand. ~ 


Back on Barry's question. I'm sorry, he asked about the 
format of tomorrow's meeting. It will be analogous to the meeting 
with Foreign Minister Gromyko last year. And that is that it will be 
a — that starts at 10:00 a.m. and then at about noon we will go 
to ° 


Q Between 10:00 a.m. and 12:00 p.m. what happens? 
(Laughter). I sean -- 


Q Who's in the meeting? 


A Who's in the meeting, exactly? What's the format of 
that business session? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The participants will be 
according to our practice, and its always been the same way. We had 
the Secretary of State, and last year I suppose here in the White 
House there were other figures, but there's no departure from past 
precedent. 


Q There will be no one-on-one with interpreters in the 
beginning or anything like that? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there may be. 
That has always been a kind of a matter of the President's choice and 
he will of will not as he thinks appropriate to the state of the 
meeting. ' 

Q Then he hasn't indicated as of yet -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the meeting hasn't 
started yet. 


Q Oh, you mean he doesn't -- after it gets under way. 
Q He checks out the vibes. 


Q I thought it was at the beginning. It's not at the 
beginning? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, that's cight. The 
President often just decides that he wants to do that or may not. 


In the back? 

Q I'd like to ask you about the expections both toward 
Shevardnadze and Gorbachev. A half hour ago when we had this on-the- 
record briefing with the National Security Advisor, there seemed to 








be an optimistic span -- a hopeful span. In this briefing, you 
indicated that the assessment of the White House is that the Soviets 
are in such an introspective stage that really very little can be 
expected in terms of their engaging us in important new relations 
between the super powers? Which is it? Are you looking to very 
little to happen because you're already saying that the Soviets are 
too busy at home or are you seriously contemplating major 
breakthroughs and major agreements between now and Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's hupe has 
always been the same and that it that we could always accomplish a 
lot. 


G Well, what's the expectation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The expection has been 
that there is a basis for understanding why the Soviet Union may not 
be in a position to come to terms on very auch. 
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. So, it isn't a matter of being pessimistic about the 
outcome. It it being hopeful, trying hard, recognizing that the 
Soviets may not be able to yet, but we're going to try. 


Now, from the meeting yesterday, there seemed to be a 
corresponding interest on the part of the Soviet Union in making such 
headway as can be made between now and then. I'd have to say I don't 
think anyone pretends that the precision that must be reflected in a 
final arms control agreement, for example, could possibly be achieved 
in the time remaining. If there cculd be some basic agreement upon 
each side's concept of stability, how we view the matter of 
reductions, the relationship between offense and defense, even these 
things are going to take months to iron out, but some general 
guidelines could well emerge. We want to get as far down the road in 
that process of understanding the strategic equation and making it 
more stable as we can. 


General guidelines toward an arms control treaty 
could well emerge? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well -- 
Q What did you mean by general guidelines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In engaging finally in 
September of ‘85 with the Soviet Union on this subject, we're going 
to have to pass through a lot of phases. Now, the point in time 
where you reach these milestones, you just simply cannot predict 
right now. You start out requiring a foundation understanding of how 
each side views its interests first. Now, we've been willing to do 
that. We're willing today. Whether or not we will have to argue 
over those basic views for two months or one, you can't say. When 
you get-through with that and get on to saying, “All right, 
reductions. Now, how far and how fast,” just those two points may 
take you another couple of months or it may not. 


So, you could be November or you could be April. And I'm 
not being frivolous. It's ultimately going to be a matter that will 
go in -- with a variable pace through these three or four phases. If 
we can do one of those phases before Geneva, good. Two, better. 
Three, terrific. But nobody has any real expectations that you can 
get through all of them before Geneva. It's just not feasible. 


Yes? 

Q But -- 

Q To achieve -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This one. Go ahead. 


Q To achieve stability on offense, would you have to 
get something that involves reducing a certain number of the 
land-based missiles and controliing what you call those destabilizing 
missiles -- the SSX-24? I mean, what do you need in terms of an 
offensive offer for it to be attractive to the United States, beyond 
the 40 percent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the question 
Suggests maybe the value in kind of some speculation, more about 
Strategy than about numbers. 
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For etample, we have unfortunately seen that the Soviets 
have taken a rather public approach to this security dialogue. And 
that is not, I think, without careful thought. There are a number of 
proposals which to anybody in this room would sourd very appealing. 
But unless there is an understanding by Asericane and anybody else of 
whether those proposals make things more stable than the appeal can 
lead to urging that we alter our position when in fact to do so might 
not be very sensible. 


Specifically, when you think about the J.5.-Soviet 

Strategic balance there are certain asymmetries. Our forces are not 
alike. They have a lot of theirs in ICBMs, we have a lot of ours at 
sea, and so forth. Well, if you imagine a proposal wich involves 
deep reductions, that is good. If all of the residual weapons wind 
up in land-based missiles in the Soviet Union, are you better off? 
If the first-strike capability is still there, have you made matters 
better or not? 


Looking at the, other asymmetries, consider that the 
Soviet Union has a massive air defense system designed to deal with 
U.S. bombers. We don't. And that is very important. Ten thousand 
launchers around the Soviet Union, and the United States doesn't have 
such a system. Well, that is a big difference. We compensate for 
that in our forestructure by having certain kinds of weapons that are 
-- you Carry along as extra baggage because you have got to deal with 
that massive air defense system. The Soviet Union says, fine, but 
you’ve got to count them. Well, nonsense. Why don't you just take 
away all of your air defense system? 


Now my point is not to engage in hyperbole, but to say 
that understanding stability is important to understanding whether 
Soviet proposals -- or anybody else's -- are going in the right 
direction or not. 


Q So what do you need in terms -- beyond the 40 
percent? What do you need? What kind of sublimits? You need 
land-based -- sublimits on land-based missiles on the ratio of 
warheads to targets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are a number of -- 
probably ought to have a background session just on that. But in 
general terms, reductions in nuclear weapons ought first be taken in 
the most destablizing weapons -- ballistic missiles specifically, and 
ICBMs. How low? Well, one can argue about that, but the objective 
is not a precise number, it is to lower the existing wartead target 
ratio to a tolerable level and to lower the destructive potential -- 
that is, to not remain in a condition in which the Soviet Union, with 
a three-to-one preponderance and prompter target kill capability can 
continue to enjoy that, and that those systems that give them that 
today couldn't have added to them even more warheads in the future. 
That is the throwaway -- the megatonage -- not the megatonage, the 
potential for adding more warheads later on. 


So you want to reduce ballistic missiles, you want to 
reduce the warhead target ratio, and you want to end with the lowses<c 
possible level of nuclear weapons on both sides consistent with 
stability. And then you want to examine how together we can move 
away from this nuclear nightmare. 


You and the President and other members of the 
administration have said repeatedly that the Soviets had not made any 
of these proposals we keep hearing about at Geneva. Can you tell us 
whether or not the Soviets have informally brought some of these 
proposals to our negotiators in Geneva outside the realm of the 
formal talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think that it is 
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helpful to talk about the private dialogue on this or any other 
subject between us and the Soviet Union. I have said, and the 
President has said, and it is true that there has, up until now, not 
been a willingness to engage concretely on the give-and-take of 
reducing offensive systens. 


Q Is that -- when you say that, you are talking only 
in the context of at the table in Geneva, is that right? You're not 
talking about the possibility that the Soviet and U.S. negotiators 
may have discussed these out of that context? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm encompassing the 
U.S.-Soviet relationship broadly. 


Yes? 


Q Im your answer to Leslie and some of your other 
answers, you gave at least me the impression that you feel that now 
the Soviets are on the verge of talking seriously or at least more 
seriously than they have been. You laid out that you can't predict 
how long different stages of agreement might take, but you seem to be 
talking -- in an atmosphere where now you think things are getting to 
@ more serious stage of discussion. Is that the atmosphere? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points: The Soviet 
Union says that it is; that it intends to submit a concrete proposal 
and you have to take that at face value. The session yesterday was 
business-like with people listening carefully and asking probing 
questions about fundamentals and that is good. That has to be 
sustained and, in Geneva, involves very, very complex give-and-take 
and agile zesponse by governments on both ends to the product of that 
negotiation. So, you just have to wait and see. We hope so. 


Q Can I ask the question I asked on background that 
you didn’t go into on-the-record? Do you expect the -- Shevardnadze 
to be bringing a plan tomorrow when he comes to the White House? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lou, I really couldn't 
say anything more than I have. We hope so. We hope that it really 
gets into the table in Geneva and that we can get at it. 


Q If the President -- if he doesn't bring a plan to 
the President, will you or the President be disappointed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Can I follow up on your answer to Andrea's question? 
You seem to set out some ideas about what you'd like to see, but as a 
benchmark, particularly on offensive missiles -- on ICBM's -- is our 
last start position one that would meet the criteria that you've been 
talking about? Will it produce the kind of results you'd like to 
see? I guess, to try and understand what our goal is, are we to 
a that our last start position is one that we still stand 
behind? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, of course. The 
last start position involved, however, a number of different ways to 
get to a greatly reduced number and so there's a lot of room fcr 
give-and-take on these several avenues to reductions. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're going to have two 
more questions. 


Q Haven't they s ggested in Geneva that they would 
accept certain percentage limit casing modes? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATI ‘FICIAL: Well, I really won't 
comment on what is said at the tabie or away from the table in 


Geneva. 
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_The Soviet Union hasn't commjitted to a position such as you suggest 
as a govenment and we hope that there is a proposition that can give 
us that kind of chance. 


Q Is there a potential down side to this seeting 
tomorrow, given the circumstances that that prevail? The idea is, of 
course, to move it in such a way that it contributes to the November 
summit. But is it conceivable that there's a down side to it and 
that what comes out of this tomorrow is perhaps counter-productive? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think nobody 
likes to pre-judge a meeting, especially in a bearish way, and I 
wouldn't. 


Q Well, I wean, is there a risk involved here? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Gosh, anytime that 
something turns out bad, I guess things get worse. But I don’t have 
any good answer for you on that. I don’t look at it as a risk right 
now. 


Q You talk about the danger of the sobile missiles, is 
it -- if that is the urgency, one of the factors that presents an 
urgency for the need to move toward defensive systems, if the Soviets 
were willing to set that aside or postpone it, would that have an | 
impact on the urgency with which we would pursue strategic defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When you're talking 
about the relationship of offense to defense, the scale of one is 
dependent upon the scale of the other. And that’s a very broad 
reference, and I intend it so. But you can’t really tell what the 
effects might be of a given change in the Soviet forestructure until 
you look at it against what defensive possibilities might exist. And 
that’s a deliberately vague answer because you just can't answer that 
yet. 


Thank you. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:57 P.M. EDT 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
ARMS SALES TO JORDAN 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 1985, 4:35 P.M. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would like to talk 
to the issue of Jordan’s arms notification. 


This afternoon the President provided Congress the 
advanced notification of his intention to authorize the sale of 
a limited quantity of defensive arms to Jordan. Resolution of 
the Middle East conflict is high on the President's agenda. 


This Administration has along believed that our 
interests and those of Israel and the Arab states are best 
assured by securing a just and lasting peace in the region. 
Such a peace requires the good will and the active 
participation of all concerned. 


Over the past year Jordan's King Hussein has played a 
key role and taken a number of bold steps towards peace. He 
restored diplomatic relations with Egypt, making the point that 
no state should be ostracized for making peace with Israel. 


He gained PLO agreement in the February 11 Accord to 
seek a negotiated peace with [srael. In calling 1985 the “Year 
of Opportunity," he announced his goal of going to the table 
with Israel by the end of the year. Today, before the United 
Nations General Assembly, the King clearly and publicly 
reaffirmed this commitment when he said, “We are prepared to 
negotiate under the appropriate auspices with the Government of 
Israel promptly and directly under the basic tenets of 
Resolutions 242 and 338." . 

The chilling f-ct is that the King's courageous moves 
toward the negotiating table have provoked over threats to his 
regime and his associates from those determined to block a 
settlement with Israel. Targeted by terrorists, several 
Jordanian diplomats have been assassinated. There have been a 
number of incidents affecting Jordanian installations and the 
Jordanian airline as well. 


We cannot let acts of terrorism or intimidation deter 
peace. The President is firmly resolved that the United States 





back those who are willing to take risks for peace. Our 
military experts have studied the threat Jordan faces and 
affirm Jordan's requirement for advanced aircraft and 
anti-aircraft missiles to confront possible aggressors. 


The arms package that Jordan will purchase is designed 
to help meet Jordan's genuine defensive needs. Importantly, it 
conveys an unambiguous signal of U.S. support for King 
Hussein's peace initiatives. 


We firmly believe that these defensive arms will not 
jeopardize Israel's qualitative military superiority. Our 
commitment to Israel's security is unimpeachable. The simple 
fact is that a strong, stable Jordan, able to defend itself 
against radical pressures, is in Israel's interests and in the 
interests of peace. 


Just before the briefing, I think you received a paper 
on the Jordanian arms package that had been embargoed until 
4:00. If you've had a chance, I don't want to go over that in 
any detail. I think it's a pretty complete presentation. It 
points out on Page 2 the nature of the threat; Page 4, the 
terrorist incidents against Jordan. On the fifth page, a 
general description of the uates for delivery of the equipment 
that we're notifying. 


Since that paper was drawn up, I do have more detail 
on the delivery dates, and that can be made available to you 
during the briefing or just after it. 


The relationship we see between arms and the peace 
process; the question of U.S. political leverage. That's Page 
7. I would add to that -- that section -- one comment on the 
situation that Jordan is in in terms of financing any arms 
purchases, perhaps in contrast to the Saudi situation which we ‘ 
can discuss. 


Finally, the conclusion of the implications on Page 12 
at the end of the paper of not going ahead. 


You have, I assume, also received copies of the King's 
speech that I referred to that was given this morning in New 
York. 


L'll be happy to take questions, please. 


Q Can you go through the lecislative technicalities 
with us? Advance notification -- what does that mean? When 
does actual notification begin and how long does Congress have 
to take a whack at it? And since some financing is involved, 
does that mean that Congress will have two shots at the deal? 





i) Notification today is the informal notification 
advance, and formal notification; that has 20 days At the 
time of the formal notification, at the end of the 20 days -- 


Q Is that calendar days or working days? 
A Calendar days. Wait a minute. 
Q Calendar days 


i Calendar days. Thank you At the end of the 20 
days, at the time of the formal notification, the President 
would address the certification issue. That runs for 30 days 


Q Is it normal to give informal notification before 
the normal? 


A It has become a fixture of our procedures ever 
since -- I want say five years. Again, may I defer? 


Q Eight years. 
. Would you mind coming up a little closer? Okay, 
eight years. 


Q If both houses of Congress vote against it by a 
majority, then the President can veto that vote; in effect, 
requiring two-thirds majority? 


Aa To speculate at this time as to a possible use of 
the veto by the President for legislation which hasn't even 
been proposed is premature 


We hope that the Congress will give careful 
consideration to the package that's being notified today and 
its relationship to the peace process in deciding on its 
actions. 


The Administration is ready and anxious to provide 
whatever briefings the Congress may desire in the coming 
weeks. But the very idea of the informal notification period, 
and then the period of 30 days of formal notification, is to 
provide the Congress ample time to consider a proposal, and 
that's what we ask. 


Q On the either/or of *-16s or F-~20s, is it we or 
the Jordanians who have not selected the aircraft yet? 





“ We're talking about two aircraft: The F-20 and 
the F-C(Air Defense Variant) ADV Neither of those aircraft is 
in production They will be completed at some point in 1986 by 
the Air Force to decide which plane the U.S. Air Force will buy 
for its inventory. There will only be one victor in the 
competition The notification today says, in whatever the 
exact wording is, that Jordan will receive the aircraft which 
goes into the U.S. Air Force inventory. 


Q What argument will you use on the Hill to answer 
those Congressmen who say chat the U.S. shouldn't sell weapons 
to a country that is in a state of war, technical state of war 
with Israel, and the U.S. should insist on a removal of that 
state of war before selling further weapons? 


What will be your argument in response to that? 


a I think the argument, in answer there, is that 
this sale is proposed for a country that is seriously 
interested in getting to negotiations with Israel. [his is a 
country with legitimate security needs that faces threats, some 
of which are outlined in that paper. The threats, in the first 
instance, we've seen of terrorism, sabotage, assassination; a 
country that has an aging and increasingly obsolescent 
inventory. 


They're being proposed for a country that, if it is te 
move with confidence and face the risks of peace, is going to 
have to consider, believe, and when the equipment is actually 
delivered, be able to provide for its own defense. I[t is a 
country that has, over the past year, under King Hussein, taken 
a number of steps to signal very clearly his intent to move to 
peace. Last year he resumed diplomatic relations with Egypt, 
making the point that no country should be ostracized for 
making peace with Israel. 


Late last year, in convening the Conference of the 
Palestine National Council in Amman, he challenged, very 
forcefully, the PLO to agree to negotiate on the basis of 242; 
to agree fundamentally, of course, that there must be a 
political negotiation to end the Arab-Israeli crisis. It is a 
country and a leader who, in February, moved that challenge to 
an agreement, an accord with the PLO And it is a country 
which, when the King was here in May, he described his country 
as ready to move to peace negotiations by the end of the year. 


There is a serious intent to move towards peace, and 
there is also a serious security need to support Jordan. 





Q When did you say the financing would be done? 


oe I don’t have a date on financing That will have 
to be addressed. Financing could come from various sources 
Some from its own resources, some that it will seek from other 
Arab states, and some it will seek from the United States 


Q You said something about a Saudi package Has 
tnat been delayed now? 


“ It's not been delayed There's continuing 
discussions with the Saudis about the shape of the package. 
Those discussions have not terminated. 


What I suspect you're going to see is not a package 


but more than one notification of items which are basically 
items in the -- almost entirely items in the Saudi inventory 


today. It's what we call “sustainment.” 


Q What proportion of the financing would come from 
the United States? 

a That is not clear at this point. 

Q Is that possible, that you would arrange a deal 


like this and wouldn't be clear on just what proportion came 
from the United States? 


a We're in discussion with the Jordanians about it, 
but it's not at the stage where we can discuss it publicly 


Q This involved payment is over how long a period 
of time? 

A Payment? 

Q We're talking about an arms package which 
stretches over how many years ~- payment over how many years? 

A I don't think I have an answer on that You have 


delivery dates which, if you look at that list ~-- and I think 
you took all of my copies. I1 would appreciate one Can I 
borrow one back. 


(Correspondent handing paper to briefer.) 


In the left-hand column is the months of delivery, the 
maximum, and I don't think those can be taken as cast in 
concrete. But 44 months -~- almost four years 





Q That's for completion of each system or for the 
starting of each? 


a That's for the delivery After the FMS, the 
Foreign Military Sales case has been agreed upon; right. 


Q So nothing goes beyond four years? 
i Not according to my information, no. 
Q What about the aircraft? 


Q On that point, there's an inconsistency. I think 
on Page 5 of your Fact Sheet, you say “deliveries would not be 
completed until the end of the decade and beyond.” That agree 
with the numbers on this supplemental sheet. 


a Let's take a specific of the aircraft. I said 
you've got competition ahead in ‘86 of two models. From the 
date of signing the FMS case -- and in the aircraft, it's 
complicated by the fact that it is a paper aircraft until the 
competition is over -- we estimate -- and that is, I would 
underline in the aircraft case, much of a loose of estimate. 
That from the date of the case until oroduction of either of 
the models, from what we know from the respective 
manufacturers, would run 30 months. In that case, for the 
first deliveries to take place. 


I don't think we pave a date for the last deliveries. 
That will depend on the manufacturer on the state of his 
production on itself. Certainly, in the aircraft case, you're 
talking about -- the beginning of delivery would be about 30 
months 


Q That's 30 months from 1986, when that decision is 
made? 

a Thirty months from the signing of the FMS case. 

Q How does that -- 

rs) If this goes on the calendar, fifty days from now 


-— it could be before the end of the year. Yes. 


Q Is it possible to put a dollar figure on the 
value of this package’ 


a Dollar figure --— $1.9 billion. 





Q It says $1.55 on the Fact Sheet? 


A You're dealing in a rapidly evolving situation 
with a certain degree of inflation. 


Q You're going to sell them paper planes that cost 
$1.9 billion? 


a No, that's the whole package. You can be more 
precise on various items. 


Q Do you anticipate that these sales to Jordan plus 
the upcoming sales to Saudi Arabia and the British sales to 
Saudi Arabia, will that result in increased Israeli requests 
for U.S. military equipment? 


a I don't know what will be the nature of the 
Israeli requests for its own FMS, which has been on a 
full-grant basis since Fiscal ‘85. 


You've got to break down the various packages and see 
what is involved, as Israel will be doing, analyzing the 
British sale to Saudi Arabia, the British sale to Jordan, the 
proposed American sale to Jordan. The Israeli analysts, I'm 
sure, will be looking to what degree that any sale increases 
the threat to Israel. 


In our view, nothing is proposed for Jordan which will 
enhance the threat to Israel. We have an iron-clad commitment, 
in addition to maintain Israel's superiority, against any 
likely combination of enemies. That is assured. 


We're not making a proposal in the case of Jordan 
which would enhance Jordanian offensive capabilities. 


Q Just on this figure, is this simply an error -- 
the $1.55 that you have here, or has something been added or -- 


a No, that figure was raised because of the 
variable year of the aircraft. If it turns out the successful 
competitor is the F-16 Air Defense Variant, that will be a 
higher price than the F-20. That was not calculated in the 
original estimate. 


Q Does that account for the whole differerce 
between $1.55 and $1.97? 


ie) Yes. 


Q So if it were the F-20, it would go back down to 





” That's right 


Q Do you believe King Hussein has met the specific 
certification requirements written into law by Congress? . 
a As I said, the President is going to be 


addressing the certification requirements at the beginning of 
the period of formal notification. 


I did cite that paragraph from the King's speech today 
which would seem to deal with much of the question. 


Q Do you find a certain similarity between the 
King's wording and the Smith Amendment? 


a I find that some attention has been paid to the 
language of our legislation. 


Q Any progress in establishing a U.S. preliminary 
dialogue with a joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? 


a This is a topic very much on our minds as we meet 
with the Jordanians this weekend, and the King's meeting with 
the President on Monday. Not so much the question of meeting 
with the joint -- do you mean -- I won't mention his name, but 
that meeting with the joint delegation. 


Q The meeting that a senior official is supposed to 
save with the joint delegation? 


a Yes. Our focus will be on Monday in the White 
House on how to get to direct negotiations, and how quickly to 
get to direct negotiations. That has been our focus for the 
last several months since we first engaged with the Jordanians 
in discussion of their scenario. 


Q To come back to the arms package again, if the 
U.S. Air Force decides on a mix of the F-16 Air Defense Variant 
and F-20s, does that mean that the King can decide on a mix or 
he has a free choice between the two? 


a I would ask you to check with the Pentagon to see 
if there is any interest in choosing both those aircraft. My 
understanding is, there is going to be a clear choice -- one or 
the other. That is the answer. It's not going to happen. 


Q Has the Administration worked out in its own mind 
yet a formula that it thinks could satisfy King Hussein's 
desire, repeated today at the U.N., for an international 





conference? That was one of the sticking points, and on Monday 
you're going to have to deal with that again. 


Have you come up with an idea that you think will work 
and will satisfy him on that? : 


i) We have our ideas. We're talking very 
intensively with the Jordanians about that issue. It's been no 
secret that for the last several months, there have been two 
questions in which there wasn't a meeting of the minds: The 
international conference and the nature of the Palestinian 
representation. 


Those issues have not been fully resolved as of now. 
But, as we've said from the beginning, we understand the need 
for international support, for further broadening of the peace 
process, and we understand the King's very clear request that 
there be such support and we're discussing that with the 
Jordanians. 


Q Since you brought up the King's speech to the 
U.N. today, he again stated his formula today, or his 
suggestion for that formula. What do you think of that 
proposal? Has your view of that changed -- the Security 
Council? 


A Again, we've had our doubts about the efficacy of 
having the Soviets involved. We've even got questions. We see 
no evidence that they have sought to play a constructive role 
in the Middle East peace situation. We have our doubts about 
that, our reservations. 


I know that Prime Minister Peres, back in a Knesset 
speech in the early summer, talked about a form of consultation 
with the permanent representatives. Not an international 
conference. That was one idea. 


We recognize that there is a need for international 
support and we think that there will be ways to bridge his 
interest in the conference and our concerns about a conference. 


Q Jordanian officials are saying that the 
invitation to the permanent members of the Security Council 
just to attend the conference and not to participate; does the 
U.S. agree to such formula? 


is) 1 don't want to get any further into the state of 
our discussions with Jordan on that. We've got, obviously, the 
precedent of a peace treaty between Egypt and Israel. A peace 
treaty which Egypt never saw as a separate peace. Egypt always 
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saw it as a stepping stone towards a broader peace; what form 
it's going to take in terms of a international context, when it 
will be possible or oganize the direct talks between Israel, 
Jordan and the Palestinians. As Camp David set forth, the 
Palestinians were to be involved at every stage of the 

process. We'll just to take a look at that as things develop. 


Q You told the Hill that there was no prospect of 
getting any more names on the list of seven that you got. So 
what are the prospects for dealing with just those seven? 


A Again, this scenario that was set out by Jordan 
early this <ummer is one which has posed obvious difficulties 
for us in terms of the affiliations, or actions of some of the 
individuals on that list. 


Just how that can be resolved is a question we're 
talking about with the Jordanians. Our efforts, and I would 
underline that the Jordanian interest, is in getting to the 
stage of actual direct negotiations as quickly as possible. 

And whatever the King said here in Washington in May represents 
his position. I have only scanned his speech, but he talked 
about -- I remember, in May, the end of the year -- I didn't 
see on quick reading a date in the speech, but I believe he 
stands by that. He wants to see things get going soonest. He 
did use that formula directly and promptly. 


Q Just one detail. A footnote on Page 1. Is the 
U.S. Government really dependent on Tel Aviv University for its 
assessment of military balance in the Middle East? 


A No, not dependent on it. But it's one public 
source which has a gcod deal of credibility. 


Q Thank you. 


(Background briefing concluded at 5: 00 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just a word first about 
the program. I don't know if it's been published that the King will 
be guest of the Vice President's at lunch today. He has a meeting 
with Secretary Weinberger tomorrow -- this afternoon. And he will be 
aeeting with Senators and Congressmen on Tuesday. 


As the President said in his departure statement, I think 
he spoke with considerable -- made considerable point of the urgency 
of moving ahead at this time and that peace has been the focus of our 
discussions with our Jordanian friends. Ge underlined that he hoped 
for direct negotiations under appropriate auspices before the end of 
this year and again stressed the tone of -- the note of urgency that 
the time to begin is now. 


I didn't get full notes on King Hussein's departure 
statement, but I gather this, just off the press -- he spoke of 
Jordan's commitment to a negotiated settlement within the context of 
an international conference and based on -- to implement Resolution 
242. He spoke of joining all ties, pursuing a negotiated 
settlement in an environment “free of belligerent and hostile acts.* 
And he touched briefly at the end on our bilateral relations in the 
economic and military fields. 


Well, in theic meetings, in their private meeting and 
then in the broader meeting of the -- in the Cabinet Room, there was 
avery thorough discussion of the international context for 
negotiations. We think that we have made some headway on discussing 
that issue. We did discuss, as the King noted, aspects of our 
bilateral relations, both economic and security. 


I think it's probably more useful for me to go to your 
unanswerable questions than to continue to blather up here. 


°) Can you define for us this phrase, “appropriate 
auspices.*"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't define that 
phrase for you from this podium because this is at the very 
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1esst of She Jiscussion= that nave seen going on for some -- for the 
last few zonths, not only with Jor3an, but with other sarties to the 
question. 


You recall that Sack in May the Xing smoke of <- 
international conference inviting the five permanent mem>ers of the 
Security Council, and the neeé for an umbrella -- a cover for moving 
to direct negotiations. Our criteria have been -- or our guestions 
have always been, in discussing the steps that the King has laid out, 
how ¢o they leac anc how ¢o they accelerate the pace to the table -- 
to the direct negotiations. And we have looked at each aspect of the 
Jordanian scenario with that question primary on our ainés. 


Q Does the President still oppose or resist the idea 
of the Soviet Union participating in such a conference? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think it's -- it 
is not a question, as you guickly rephrased it, of the President's 
opposition. The Israelis have taken note to the fact that they don't 
have diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union and they guestion 
having the Soviet Jnion invited to an international conference. We 
in turn have taken note of that. It seems a perfectly lesitimate 
position to the Unitec States. 


9 Well, I am trying to determine whether there was any 
-- as a result of today's meeting “= any movement on the part of the 
President -- the Jnited States’ sosition in that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have narrowed 
or focuseé our discussions very intensively on the questions 
associated with an international context -- the King's term, an 
international conference. As I said, I think headway has been made. 
This is not the moment, this is not the place to get into the details 
of that headway. 


Q Woulé you still anticipate some kind of additional 
coveter that woule -- perhaps would exclude nations that don't have 
Giplomatic relations with either party? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, we think that will 
be essential. We have never made any bones about it. It was the 
rganization of the coveter. 


Q Ané have you real assurances Curing this visit that 
that international conference would lead more quickly to the direct 
negotiations? 


SCONIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, there is no -- 
again, this is not a revelation by the Jorcanians. The Jordanians 
nave always made it very plain that the international conference 
would leac directly. And I think in speaking in New York last Friday 
the King spoke of going promptly anc directly to negotiations. When 
he was here at the White iiouse in May he said -- or he was asi:ed the 
guestion about direct negotiations, and he said, “Sy that I mean 
Israel or one side of the table and the Jordanian anc Palestinian 
felegation on the other.” Yes -=- New York -=- I was just looting at 
the speeci. iie usec the phrase, “We are 
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prepared to negotiate under appropriate auspices with the government 
of Israel, promptly and directly, under the basic tenets of the 
Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338." They must result -- these 
negotiations gust result in iaplementing Security Council 242 and 
resolve all aspects of the Palestinian problem. But speed and 
directness in moving from that conference to the negotiating table 
has always been explicit in the Jordanian -- 





Q Where do you stand on the discussion about your 
meeting with the joint Jordan-Palestinian group, is there any headway 
on that question or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was discussed. I 
just -- it's not appropriate to get into the details on that, but it 
was discussed in their meeting. 


Q Well, would you say -- would you give the sane 
analysis to that discussion? Was there a headway? Will there be new 
Palestinians proposed? Or does he still want PLO Palestinians in the 
talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the first round of 
talks, has he -- 


Q Talks with you where he has sent you Palestinians 
who were -- several of whom are directly -- you know -- linked to the 
PLO. Or are you giving ground? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We never give ground. 
We try to stay on the high ground -- 


Q No, you reach compromises, I know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- as you understand. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q You didn't say there was headway on this in -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I didn't say there's 
headway on that because we had a problem on the -- not the official 
nature of the Palestinians whose nazes we received, but the fact that 
there was a fairly clear affiliation of sops of them, at least, with 
PLO-related activities. We're not descrituing them as officials of 
the PLO. : 


Q No. But I'm asking you about today. You have a 
list that is a no-go list, so far as Mr. Shultz is concerned, because 
call them “PLO officials” or “advisors” or whatever, Mr. Snultz has 
concluded that they are linked too closely to the PLO to send you 
back to the Middle East. 


Now, is Hussein going to give you new Palestinians? Or 
@id you make no headway today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question in the 
Secretary's mind, as it is in the President's mind, is just how 
useful are these steps in getting to direct negotiations. Both were 
discussed -- both the preliminary meeting and the international 
conference -- and both were described by the Jordanian side as 
essential. 


Q When he said -- when the King said, “We prepared to 
move -- “ When King Hussein said, “We are prepared to sove -- * is 
this “we” is a royal “we” or “we, PLO and Jordan"? I mean, what do 
-- your understanding from that “we"? 


Q Oui, oul. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Referring to the Friday 
speech? 
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Q Ho, he just on the -- said, “We are prepared to do 
so and so -- * and -- to negotiate directly and so on. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think you are 
referring to his Friday speech. Today, he spoke of “pursuing a 
negotiated settlement in an environgent free of belligerent and 
hostile acts.” I think that's an important phrase. 


Q He said, “we.” What does he sean by “we"? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think he is speaking 
here of the Kingdom of Jordan, speaking as the King of Jerdan, yes. 
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Q Not on -- PLO or Palestinian? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I believe that the 
King's overall strategy has been clear and explicit ever since the 
February agreement with Arafat, that they have to get into 
negotiations with Jordan on the basis of the UN Security Council 
resolutions. And there is no place in such a partnership for 
belligerent and hostile acts, by definition. 


Q Are you saying that the President and the Secretary 
of State are now questioning whether the prelisinary 
U.S.-Palestinian-Jordanian meeting is necessary at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not questioning. Today 
was an rtunity for a further review directly between the King and 
the President of the King's scenario. And it gave him the 
opportunity of making a number of points concerning the whole 
process. So there was no statement from our side saying this is 
essential, that's unessential. The King basically made his 
presentation and we discussed his remarks. 


Q Is the President -- excuse me -- is the King still 
insisting on the five permanent members of the Security Council for 
the conference or has he moved away from that in any way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The King has never made 
any bones about it. Again, I go back to his speech that -- in New 
York, I believe, the last time he addressed this -- was “to which are 
invited the five permanent members of the Council.” So that has been 
a principle ever since they first discussed this in August -- in 
February -- 


Q Do you have a timetable -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- first came out in the 
February llth Accord, was repeated here at the White House in May and 
again -- 


Q Then what is the -- 
Q What is the problem? 


Q Do you have a timetable? Are you working against a 
schedule? And do you expect by the end of this year -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= working against a 
schedule. When the President speaks of thé end of the year, I take 
that as marching orders. 


Q Can you tell me what the problem is -- 


Q You will have a joint meeting with Palestinian, 
Jordanian and USA before you will have direct negotiations with 
Israel or not? This is the question. Before the end of this year. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That is what we're 
working for. As i learned some years ago out in the area that the 
age of prophesy is behind us. So we don't get into -- 


Q Well, how about the age of realism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The age of realism is 
very much with us and we think it's realistic to work for that -- 


Q Are you planning a new commitment -- 


Q -- the significance of the -- what's the 
significance of the non-belligerency statement by the King? And if 
you got a aimilar statement from Arafat, would you be prepared to sit 
down with his delegation? You were disappointed the last time he 
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came here he didn't make a non-belligerency commitment. Today he's 
done it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He spoke of working, in 
May, if I recall the words, in terms of a non-belligerent atzosphere 
-- was that it? -- to have that -- 


Q Do you see any difference in what he said -- 
Q What was the progress -- 
Q Well, you pointed to the non-belligerency. What was 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think this is a strong 
and clear statement. “Pursue a negotiated settlement in an 
environment free of belligerent and hostile acts." I think that's 
very clear. 


Q - from Arafat, would you sit down with a delegation 
if you got the same language? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've been asked if the 
procedures -- or the procedure being adopted by Mrs. Thatcher would 
be a guideline for the American administration. All I can do today 
is repeat what was commented the other day that that is a British 
solution, and it's an interesting one, but it's a British solution. 


Q Are you planning any trips to the region? 


Q The King left out 338. Is there any significance to 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No immediate plans. 


Q Did he carry any specific commitment, new commitment 
from the PLO, to recognize 242 and 338? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is convinced that the 
PLO will accept 242 and 338. 


Q When? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he -- again, if 
you look at the February llth agreement and the statements here -- 
there may have been others in the area -- this was foreshadowed as 
early as February. This is the essential step for even considering 
the PLO as a partner in a political process -- 242, 338 have been the 
foundations -- 


Q Will this come before the end of the year? 

Q Did he adopt 338? 

Q The PLO acceptance. 

Q He left out 338. Is there any significance to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There's not significance 
in that. 242 is <-- 


Q Did he discuss Israeli threats, constant Israeli 
threats against Jordan in the last few months? And what are your 
possibilities that nothing will -- happen in the way of attacking 
Jordan by israel? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not going to get 
into details of the conversations about relations Jordan <-- or 
concerns Jordan may have. 
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- Well, what headway -- 
Q Achieve -- 


Q What headway does this meeting achieve? Anything 
new at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think we have a better 
understanding as a result of the King's visit of his concepts of how 
to organize, structure an international conference. 


Q He still believes the five members of the Security 
Council should participate. So what progress, since we have been 
ed to the Soviet inclusion, what progress toward an 
international context if he still has that position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Say headway -- can we 
leave it at headway? -- was made. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Two more questions. 
Q Can I just ask about -- 


Q Could you elaborate on the arms sale because there's 
great resistance up on the Hill -- 


Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is about 
the arms sale, resistance on the Hill. 


Q Can you elaborate on it? Elaborate on what happened 
here. Did they talk about the arms sale? The focus -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The focus of the 
discussion today was on the peace process, not on the arms sale. I 
know that the King will be meeting with members of the Senate and the 
House and I'm sure that there will be ample chance for discussion of 
the arms sale in that context. But we notified, submitted the 
informal notification to the Hill on Friday and we have expressed the 
very strong hope that the members of Congress will give that informal 
notification the -- that period of notification the consideration it 
deserves. It's a serious proposal. It has many implications. And 
the administration stands ready to explain and assist to any and all 
briefings that the Congress may want. 


Q Is it fair to assume that the U.S. is sending a 
signal now that if it gets firm assurances of direct negotiations 
before the end of the year, that the United States will be more 
flexible in terms of both, A, the international conference and, B, 
the composition of the Palestinian-Jordanian delegation? That's 
where the headway is being made? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, but that shouldn't 


surprise you because the -- you know, we made no bones about it. 
Everything is ultimately 
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viewed by us as how we get to 4 peace treaty, not even to direct 
negotiations. But when we're talking procedures before we can help 
get the parties to the table and talk substance and focus on the 
substantive issues, which are not going to be easy ones, the sain, 
immediate goal is what can be Jone to advance to the table with a 
clear understanding of what was, in the King's scenario, a step 
forward, direct negotiations. Other questions become sore manageable. 


Q -- hinging on your seeting with -- 


Q Is the -- 





Q -- delegation or 242? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President is about 
to override this talk. The progress doesn't depend on ay seeting, 
no. 


Q Does the progress depend on bringing the Soviets in 
later? In other words, at the international conference their role 
would come later, after the negotiations rather than at the very 
start and throughout the negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's not been discussed 
in that light. The basic concern the King has is to have the five 
permanent sembers invited, as he said in New York -- 


Q Prom the very start? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, from the start. 
There's no question of stepping in -- 


Q So where is the progress on the organization of 
i that? 


SEL*OR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- the question of how 
to move -- what sort of conference it is, how it's constituted, how 
it’s structured, all of that -- you know, we've discussed it. 

There's no fire and final decisions on it. But just because it gave 
us a good chance to get into a wetter understanding of their views on 
the conference. 


END 11:50 P.M. EDT 
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Q What did you talk about? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, the President began, number 
one, with telling us of his meeting with King Hussein and the urgency 
of moving ahead to achieve a peaceful settlement. Of course, he 
briefly made reference to the arms sale, I think characterizing it as 
desperately needed. 


He also made -- then went on to the discussion that he 
had with the Soviet Foreign Minister and I think made the point 
specifically that our message to the Soviets was that we're for real 
on reduction of nuclear arms and that we're not seeking military 
superiority, but we, by the same token, are certainly not going to 
accept anything less than parity with the Soviet Union. 


And then he made mention of the fact that that letter he 
received from Secretary General Gorbachev was the first time that 
we've had specifically in writing what the Soviets are talking about 
on specifics, and that has to be a positive sign. 


And then, McFarlane followed up, pppoe be gb ecrs f I think, 
the meetings that have taken place as the most useful meeting that 


he's really participated in with the Soviet Union in the past 15 
years. 


And so that's the way it began, and then we got, of 
course, on -- 


Q Nothing on tax reform, is that it? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, then, of course, we got on the 
subject of several items like trade, tax reform and the farm bill. 


Q McFarlane said it was the most useful meeting that 
he had in 15 -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Pardon me? 
Q McFarlane said that? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Yes. 


Q Has he been involved in meetings for 15 years 
including all the SALT agreements? 


Q He was Kissinger's sidekick. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, I'm very much -- you know, he 
just mentioned that. Now, maybe he's picking up on what some of his 
predecessors might have indicated to him over that period of time, 
but that's the way he said it. 


Q Did he comment at all on the nature of the Soviet 
offer? 


MORE 








CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo. 
Q Did he suggest it was imbalanced or anything? 
CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo. 


Q Congressman, did -- even though it didn't come up at 
the meeting, apparently, what is your view about what Israel did in 
the context of the peace process? 


See, you let him have the opening statement and he 
gets it all. 


Q What is your view of that, whether what Israel did 
will complicate the peace process? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: You mean on the Middle East? Well, 
he did not expand on anything other than what I've said here in that 
Giscussion with King Hussein -- that he felt that the King was out on 
point and being very courageous about the things that he was doing 
and that, while he didn't use the terminolgy of quid pro quo, that 
beccuse of the fact that the wey had done what he done, we were 
ores or at least he felt obliged, that we provide hia with some 
of t oo 


Q Senator Dole, what do you think? 


Q But what's your view about the Israeli attack and 
whether it was justified? Both of you gentlemen. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: On the most recent one? Well, we 
Gidn't talk about -- that did not come up in the -- well, I beg £ 
pardon. McFarlane made mention of the fact, something that I ‘t 
know -- I don't know -- that it's -- a matter that apne there 
were a couple busloads of terrorists that were on their way to Isreel 


and had been intercepted someplace. And as a response to that, the 
PLO then murdered the Israelis. 














Then of course the Israeli response to that was the raid on the PLO 
headquarters. Wow, beyond that, we -- 


Q Well, do you -- 


Q Wait a moment. A couple of busloads were 
intercepted by the Israelis? 


COMGRESSMAE MICHEL: /fes. 
Q ~~ end what happened to the people on the buses? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: What? They were headed for Israel. 
Two busloads were headed -- 


Q Where were they? 

Q What happened to then? 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That I don’t know. 

Q Were they -- 

Q Do you know what happened to then? 

SENATO OLE: I t.bink the point he was making is it's 
not isolated. It j,ust wasn't ar Isreeli strike -- there were things 
that led up to it. 


Q But what did the Israelis do to those folks on the 
buses? Did they kill them, or did they take theu into custody? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Wo mention was made of it, and there 
were no follow-ups or amplifications. 


Q Gentlemen, I think the question really is that you 
know it's U.S. equipment and some people say that an offensive use of 
U.S.-made equipment is wrong. I mean, are you at all distressed that 
U.S. equipment was being used in this Israeli raid -- 

Q Senator Dole -- 

Q ~~ for apparently offensive purposes? 

Q It's your turn, Senator Dole. 

SENATOR DOLE: We're reciting what we were told, you know 
-- leadi up to it, so you can't consider it in isolation. And in 
that -- viewed in that framework, then I think I would agree with 
what happened. 


: Congressman, how do you feel about it? What's your 
opinion? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well I -- you know, you can't ever 
20 in a reid of thie kind without killing or probably endangering 
the lives of innocent bystanders. Wow that's, I guess, one of the 
reservations both Secretary Weinberger and Secretary Shultz have 
whenever they're <-- 

Q Weinberger only. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: well, all right <-- 

Q Let hie finish, would you, San? 

Q No. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: When we're pressed on why don't we 
retaliate, and of course one of the problems is that, you know, how 








much furor will there be raised cver the fact that instead of the 
specific people you were aiming for, you've touched other lives. 


Q Are you concerned that the adsinistration hasn‘t 
spoken with one voice on this? The Secretary of State seemed to 
criticize that retaliatory raid yesterday, and the President seemed 
to endorse it. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, obviously, we don't have all -- I 
don't have of the information. We had a very brief recitation this 
morning of just what Bob has indicated, so we're not privy to all of 
the information, but -- 


Q Well you -- 


Q But did -- did that concern you, the fact that we 
Gon‘t speak with one voice on this? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well I‘m not certain we don't speak with 
one voice. I mean, I haven't read what Shultz said as opposed to 
what Weinberger said, but -- 


Q Gentlemen -- 


Q Will the Jordan arms sale go through? Did you tell 
the President that that had anything -- 


SENATOR DOLE: We didn’t touch on that. We could have 
indicated we had a good visit with King Hussein. 


Q Do you think there's a chance now? 


Q Was there any mention about the peace process and 
how this is going to affect the peace process? 


SENATOR DOLE: We didn't get into that. We talked about 
issues -- trade, the deficit, agriculture, debt ceiling and -- 


Q What about tax refors? 
Q What did you tell them about taxes? 
SENATOR DOLE: -- by format. (Laughter.) 


Q Can we all agree that tax reform will not be passed 
this year by both houses? 


Q Give us some news. 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I made the point, you know, that 
it's really up to the House. I mean, we can't let them have it seven 
months and we get it one month, and the President understands that. 
He pointed out in his opening remarks that obviously Bob Dole and Bob 
Packwood couldn't act until they had a bill. So we're very hopeful 
that we'll get it by November 1. That'll give us time to act this 
year. Otherwise -- and that'll be very close even if you could do 
that. 


Q Well, you're promising, are you, then, if you get a 
bill by November 1, the Senate will take a vote on it? 


SENATOR DOLE: We're -- we don't have to promise 
anything. We're saying that if the bill comes to us by November 1 





that we plan te do what you would do -- the Finance Committee would 
merk it up, it would come to the Senate floor. I told the President 
we had announced our Thanksgiving recess from, I think, November 22nd 
te December 2nd, so we are prepared to come back after Thanksgiving 
recess to work on the tax bill if it is available. 


Q Do you anticipate any trouble with the debt ceiling? 
Do you anticipate that it will be turned into a Christmas tree and 
faces threat of a veto? How is that guing to go? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, we understand that there will be 
amendcazents. Senator Syrd indicated a couple of days ago that he 
would rather not have amendments, but I also understand that was not 
the view of the caucus -- his caucus. But I doubt there will be as 
many as we first felt. We would like to develop a deficit reduction 
amendment on the debt ceiling. It may be that the Democrats will 
have their version of that, but -- and we would like to then agree 
among Republicans that that is it -- no other amendments. We'll 
table everything else. 


Q Did the President offer any concern or any thoughts 
on being the one to preside over a debt ceiling -- crossing the $2 
trillion ark? 


SENATOR DOLE: No, but he did make a strong case that he 
still considers the deficit as the number one priority and the same — 
parallel as tax reforn. : 


Q Congressman Michel, you mentioned the probleaz of 
innocent bystanders being killed in the attack. How much does that 
problem trouble you in the current incidents? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I don't know that it troubles me all 
that much. I have always put it in the frame of reference that if we 
were the perpetrators of whatever was done, I would be very 
apprehensive of the way our own press would treat that kind of an 
attack. The fact that it is performed by the Israelis -- I am not 
sure the same kind of critical assessment would be leveled against 
then as would, I am sure, be assessed against the United States. 
Maybe I am wrong. 


Q Why not? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, it hasn't happened yet, but I 
would be willing to just measure what I've said now against what 
would be said at the time that aight happen some time. 


Q Why is that -- 


CONGRESSMAN NICHECL: I just have that concern and feel 
for, you know, a scarred baby in swaddling clothes running down the 
street, you know, and how we, in an attempt to get at the 
perpetrators of terrorism had injured innocent bystanders. 


Q Well, does Israel have a carte blanche to do 
anything she wants in the world? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Well, no. I == 


SENATOR DOLE: I think everybody agreed that we abhor the 
violence, whatever side it comes from. I mean, nobody appreciates or 
enjoys reading a story about anyone on either side being maimed, 
killed, or whatever. But I do believe that there are also, if you 
track the events -- and, again, we don't know all the information the 
Israelis had, but violence we don't like on either side. 


Q Senator Dole -- 


Q Do you agree that the Israelis can get away with 
more than we can in teras of J.S. public opinion? 
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SENATOR DOLE: I am not so certain of that. It seems to 
me that maybe some of the critics -- I can think of some in the 
Congress that might be more vocal if we did it than the Israelis. 


Q On the trade issue -- 


Q Senator Dole, can you tell us whether King Hussein 
helped himself enough yesterday so that there is a chance that that 
arms package will go through, or is it really doomed? 


SENATOR DOLE: He did an outstanding job in visiting with 


the Senators. I can't speak for :is visit on the House side, but I 
must say, 








I think everyone there -- and it was open to all Senators -- 
Democrats, Republicans -- we appreciate him as a very courageous san 
who has a lot at risk, including his personal safety, who's trying to 
seek peace in the Mid East and it's not easy. Now, I think the 
incident yesterday say slow it down for awhile, but that doesn't 
Genigrate his efforts. We're very -- he was very effective, 
responded to all the questions that were addressed in our closed 
session, indicated there was -- as far as any state of belligerency 
between Jordan and Israel -- that was passed. They recognize the 
existence of Israel and their right to exist and there were a number 
of questions asked. We thought he did an outstanding job. 


Q ~ about the tax bill. 

Q What was your count? 

Q Yes. Let's find out where it stands -- 

SENATOR DOLE: Well, it's too early to tell. We just 
started -- it's just been triggered. We have 50 days now and we'll 
see what happens. 

Q Can we find out where it stands in the House? 

MR. BRASHEAR: One more question. 

Q Well, now wait a minute -- hold on. 

CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: Excuse me. 

-- answer questions back here, okay? 
Where does the tax bill stand in the House -- 


-- every question -- 


o oo oOo oO 


-- and will you have it in the Senate? 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: I made mention to the President 
that they're in the fourth day -- in their fourth day of markup and, 
from what I'm gathering on both sides of the aisle, there's some 
serious divisions of thought azong the committee members on the Ways 
and Means Committee to the degree that there may be, if we reach that 
magic target date of November ist for having it reported out in the 
House floor that Tip speaks about, it may be in such fora that this 
President simply could not buy it -- certainly would have serious 
reservations about it. And the more sarked those divisions of 
thought are, the more of a problem, then, Bob and the Senate has in 
correcting what we've done in the House to bring it back to where the 
President could sign it. So, that takes a longer time then -- 


Q But Senator Dole, have you just pledged earlier on 
that if you get some sort of bill in November, that you'll come back 
after your Thanksgiving recess or -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, let me address -- I think they're 
correct. We haven't had many questions -- 


Q That's true. 
Q Go ahead. 


Q Senator, the question of trade and protectionism -- 
did that come up in the meeting and if so, can you -- 


SENATOR DOLE: I think people get it confused. I mean, 
some just write about protectionism when it's not protectionism at 
all. Yes it did come up and we shared our concerns that there is a 
lot of frustration among Democrats and Republicans -- a lot of 
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frustration in the White House about what to do. But the President, 
I think, has started down the right road. His speech last Monday was 
Certainly very helpful. We're not protectionists -- any of us. I 
come from a farm state. I know who would be the first to feel the 
blow if we etarted protectionist action -- it'd be the farmers. But 
we do believe we ought to meet and head on some of the unfair trade 
practices. We ought to demand access where we're competitive. And 
these are the same areas that the President's working on. There'll 
be more announcements, I think today from the White House, about 
éfforts they'll be making in this area. 


Q Did you ask the President to initiate more 301 
investigations or take any other measures beyond what he has -- 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, there'll be other measures taken, 
but I think those announcements will come from the White House. 
Obviously, we'd like very aggressive policy if we're going to head 
off some of the measurés. I don't think the import surcharge bill 
has a chance at passing. 
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We're opposed to that. The textile bill probably will pass the House 
and Senate, but we're not certain when. 


Q Senator, why do you think it took so long for the 
White House to come around to going after some things that it now 
@cknowledges are wrong and unfair? 


SENATOR DOLE: Well, I think it's a process that's been 
ongoing in the White House of putting together a trade policy and 
reaction to what they were hearing from Congress. I know before the 
August recess, Don Regan indicated they'd be working on that during 
the recess. So I don't think it's -- it's about right. I mean, it 
couldn't have waited much longer. 


Q Could we get your reaction in advance to what 
they're going to announce today on trade? I mean, was it enough? 
Does it help stem the protectionist tide? 


SENATOR DOLE: Wo, not a bit. 
Q Pardon? 
Q What is it? 

@ ~~ Another 301 action? 


Q Can you clear up this tax business? I mean you've 
left it -- come on. 


Q We're you suggesting that you'd come back after 
Thanksgiving? , 


SENATOR DOLE: We plan on being here all year, but -- if 
there's anything to do. 


Q Well, now, hold on. You're sending signals a bill 
might not be acceptable -- and you're sending a signal, well, we'll 
stay if we have something. What do you mean to say? 


SENATOR DOLE: That's what -- that's it. 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: That's exactly it. I don't know how 
anyone at this juncture -- 


SENATOR DOLE: We get paid year-round and we're willing 
to -- 


CONGRESSMAN MICHEL: <-- could predict with any precision 
what the form of that bill is going to be in the House because it's 
going to be re-worked. And to what degree, we always try and give 
the President the best judgment of what things -- thinking about 
adjusting. And, of course, you know the President said -- expressed 
himself pretty strongly on some of the basic tenets of it. And if he 
doesn't give -- and I don't expect him to give on those basic tenets, 
then we have to see how close we can come to it. 


Q Did he ask you to come back? Did the President ask 
you to come back? 





Q But you're saying that if it needs to be re-worked, 
you'll stay? 

SENATOR DOLE: No, we're going to stay until we get the 
tax bill. Obviously, we're going to change it some in the Senate. 
We don't just rubber-stamp House actions. But if they give it to us, 
we'll pass it. If they don't give it to us, we'll pass it next year. 


Q We'll you get it to conference next year, Senator? 
To conference? 


SENATOR DOLE: We hope so. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:02 A.M. EDT 
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MR. KALB: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen. 


A Good morning. 


MR. KALB: Good morning, ). 12% and gentlemen. Make 
sure the record is corrected. 


This will be an on-the-recsrd session here with people 
whom you know dealing with the Soviet Strategic Defense 


rrograms. 


ihe three central briefers today will be Ambassador 
Paul Nitze, who, you know, is a Special Adviser to the 
President and the Secretary of State on Arms Control; Richard 
Perle, who is an Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
International Security Policy at the Pentagon; and Jim McCrery, 
--C-r-e-r-y -- who is a Vetense intelligence Specialist. 


I will turn it over to these gentiemen for this 
on-the-record session. 


AMBASSADOK NITZE: In & speech last June, I stated 
that the Soviet Strategic VLefense Program has been overlooked 
in the public debate. Indeed, taking advantage of the closed 
nature of the Soviet society, Soviet strategic defense efforts 
have proceeded completely free from the debates of the sort 
that are occurring now in the West over the utility and 
implication of our program. 


That continues to be the case. 


The publication being issued today is intended to 
remedy that deficiency so that the debate on the defense 














programs of the U.S. and our allies can be informed by an 
awareness of the waqnitude and nature of Soviet strategic 


detense efforts. 


As the publication indicates, the Soviet Union has, 
over the past two decades, been engaged in a far more extensive 
strategic defense activity than has the United States. this 
includes the world's only operational anti-ballistic missile 
system, which the Soviets are now upgrading, the only 
operational anti-satellite system, an in-deoth air defense 
system, and an extensive civil defense network. 


they have also been conducting a number of activities 
that are inconsistent with and tend tend to undermine the ASM 
treaty. For example, their construction of the large phased- 
array ballistic missile tracking radar near Krasnoyarsk in 
Siberia constitutes a violation of the treaty. 


The Soviets have also been engaged since the 1960's in 
research on advanced technologies with ballistic missile 
defense applications, including directed energy, radio 
frequency, and kinetic energy weapons. 


Soviet work in some areas such as ground-based lasers 
for ballistic missile defense purposes, could reach the 
prototype stage by the late 1980's. This work could enable the 
Soviets to deploy advanced technology ASM systems in space 
toward the end of the century and possibly advanced 
ground-based systems even sooner. 


Mr. McCrery will go into more detail about this volume 
betore you, this pamphlet. 


MR. MC CRERY: As many of you know, the Soviet Union 
has been involved for many years in ballistic missile defense 
-- research, development, deployment. In fact, they are 
presently continuing deployment, with new deployments in the 
Moscow area. 


What I would like to do for you is review some of the 
programs that the Soviet Union has had and has been involved in 
over the years in ballistic missile defense, and for that 
purpose I. would like to use, make the use of a chart similar to 
the one that you will find on Page 13 of the document. 


this is a fairly extensive chart for these purposes. 
It may be somewhat confusing, but I will try to walk through it 


in a logical fashion 


Beginning first with programs that the Soviets had 
on-going actually as early as the late forties when their 
ballistic 








missile offensive programs began. Very shortly thereafter, 
they began work on, research on, ways of defeating ballistic 


missile offensive systems with ABM systems. 


Back in the late fifties, the Soviets began deployment ° 
in the Moscow area of a system that became known then later as 
the Moscow ABM system. That system has been maintained, and 
over the years, the deployment --— the original research was 
begun in the late fifties; the deployment actually commenced in 
the sixties. That system has been maintained and, as a matter 
of fact, at the present time is being augmented by new 
deployments there. 


At the same time that they initiated that work, they 
initiated work on Long Range Detection Radars, ballistic 
missile detection radars, for early warning of ballistic 
missile attack. fhe radars in that network we called Hen House. 


fhe deployment of those radars began, as you can see, | 
in the mid-sixties. those radars have been continuously ; 
maintained over those years, and, as a matter of fact, remain 
in operation today. 


ihe Krasnoyarsk-type system is a more recent 
development, and | would like to hold otf tor a few minutes and 
show you some sketches of some of the coverage of that system 
in a few minutes. 


One of the items in a ballistic missile defense -- one 
of the capabilities that one would want for a ballistic missile 
defense system --- is a launch detection capability, and the 
Soviets have two kinds of systems in operation presently, both 
launch detection satellites and what are called over-the 
horizon-—detection radars. 


The radar development began, as you can see, in the 
sixties, with deployment in the early seventies. Again, those 
have been maintained over the years, and continue to operate 
presently. 


Launch detection satellites were deployed beginning in 
the late seventies and continue, again, through the present 
time. 


fhe Soviets worked not only on the fixed ABM kind of 
system that Lhey have at Moscow, but also on what we call a 
rapidly deployable system this is a system that consists of 
radars, interceptor missiles, and interceptor missile launchers 
that can be moved into position fairly rapidly so that a large 
number ot ABM siles could be deployed ina relatively short 
time. 








this rapidly deployable ASM development, in 
conjunction with the network of Krasnoyarsk and Hen House-type 
radars give rise to some concern about Soviet future decisions, 
or even decisions that have already been made, for future 
deployment of a wide-spread ballistic missile defense system. 


in the laser area, the Soviets, we know, have been 
working tor quite a long time, since the late sixties, on laser 
ABM and laser ASA! kinds of developments, kinds of research. 


We expect that they will be moving into the 
development phase. 


in the anti-satellite area, I think you are aware that 
since the early seventies there has been an operational 
anti-satellite system -- what we call a co-orbital 
‘anti-satellite system -- that the Soviets have had and 
maintained in an operational status. 


They have also been working on ground-based lasers for 
anti-satellite purposes. 


In the space weapon area, we have indications that the 
Soviets began in the late sixties and early seventies working on 
both laser and particle beam weapons for anti-satellite 
purposes, both for ground-based systems and for space-based 
systems. 


1 would just like to note that essentially all of 
these were begun before the time of the ABM ireaty, that the 
ABM [freaty was signed, and, as a matter of fact, have continued 


We really saw no change in programs either for 
offensive ballistic missiles or for ABM systems, defensive 
systems against ballistic missiles, from the time prior to, 
during, and subsequent to the negotiations in the late sixties 
and early seventies, that resulted in the two SAL! 1 
agreements, the Interim Agreement on offensive weapons, and the 
ABM Ireaty. 


Now, if 1 may, 1 would like to speak for’ just a moment 
about this network effect that results from the very, very 
extensive deployments of ballistic missile detection and 
tracking radars in the Soviet Union. 


What you see here, overlaid on a map of the Soviet 
Union, is a series of fans which indicate the locations and the 
coverages of a large number of radars The pink, the light 








pink, denotes the very early deployment Gating back about 
seventeen years of the Hen House early warning ballistic 


missile detection and tracking radar network. 


The cross-hatched, the shaded areas, indicate the more 
recent deployment of what we have called in the document 
Krasnoyarsk-—-—ype radars 


As you can see, the early deployment of Hen House 
radars covered essentially the entire azimuthal range of 
possible attacks on the Soviet Union, with the exception of 
this area in the northeast. 


The more recent deployments, as I think you can see, 
not only fill that gap in the northeast, but also constitute a 
new network, if you will, of radar coverage that extends from 
the northwest all the way around to the southeast. 


This new radar, the Krasnoyarsk radar, one of this 
network of radars, is the one that the President declared a 
clear violation of the ABM Ireaty. lit is a violation because 
it is located not on the periphery, as the ABM [freaty specifies 
it must be, but it is located 4,000 kilometers, approximately, 
trom the periphery along its line of sight. 1t also overlooks 
an extensive amount of Soviet territory. 


When the ABM Ireaty was being negotiated and signed, 
it was clear to both sides that early warning radars were 
something that were reasonable for both sides to develop and 
deploy; however, the treaty specified that they had to be 
located on the periphery in order to attempt to preclude a 
deployment which then could directly support future deployment 
of a widespread ABM system. 


However, this network effect that you see here, 
encompassing the western and central portions of the USSR, plus 
the rapidly deployable ABM system that they have under 
development, plus a pair of air defense systems which we assess 
as also having a potential for ballistic missile defense, give 
rise to some concern on the part of the United States over what 
the Soviet future decisions may be in this regard. 


I think the key point to derive from this -- and this 
is just a very short presentation -- is that the Soviets have 
been working long and hard on ballistic missile defense. [hey 
have worked unabated throughout this period, and they continue 
to work very extensively on multi-faceted kinds of strategic 
defense systems, including ballistic missile defense. 


So, with that. |. think | will terminate my remarks. 








Richard. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY PERLE: Just tc wrap up with a 
very quick summary of what we think is important about the 
Soviet program, first there is the scope and continuity of the 
Soviet etfort reaching deep back into the 1950's and 1960's, to 
develop defensive systems of all sorts aimed against aircraft, 
aimed against ballistic missiles, and, while this report 
doesn't go into it, aimed against other offensive weapons, as 
well. 


Second, that program has been unperturbed by 
developments in the intervening years, including the ABM 
treaty. As you can see from this chart, there is no change 
trom betore the treaty to atter the treaty. In fact, the 
levels of Soviet expenditure actually increased after the AEM 
freaty was concluded. 


jhe program includes advanced technologies. Somehow 
the impression has been created that the Soviets are far 
behind; that their systems are based on older technologies; and 
while they do, indeed, possess systems based on traditional 
technologies using interceptors and radars, they have also done 
advanced work in particle beams, going back into the 1960's, 
and in lasers; and in the latter category, lasers, we estimate, 
you will see that it is indicated in the report, that the cost 
in the United States of a comparable program would be on the 
order of a billion dollars a year, or slightly less than half 
of the entire U.S. SDI program. 


So, it is a program with deep roots that continues to 
this day. lt is a formideble program. it includes advanced 
technologies and it is one that we think we have every right to 
be concerned about. 


ihe impression that chere is only one strategic 
detense program in the worla and that it is an American 
program, is an impressior tnat the Soviets have sought to 
create. they have, on occasion, denied the existence of a 
program. they have sent out, as their principal spokesman, to 
talk about the American program, a Soviet scientist who chairs 
a committee that they call ihe Committee of Soviet Scientists 
in Detense of Peace and Against Nuclear War, Ur. Velikhov, who 
happens to have been one of the central figures in the 
development of the Soviet laser programs. 


We thought it worthwhile pulling the material together 
that you find in this book lt is the first time that we have 
had a comprehensive publication available for you, in 





particular one that lays out all the programs in their 
historical dimension 


ihe three of us will be happy to try to respond to any 
questions that you may have. 


Q Could I ask either you or Ambassador Nitze, 
taking everything that you have said here today, could that not 
be turned around and be used as an eloquent argument for using 
the U.S. program as a bargaining chip to halt a program which 
you say the Soviets are far ahead in? 


ASSISTANT] SECRETARY PERLE: Well, quite apart from the 
question of whether we would be wise to trade our program for 
the Soviet program, when you look at the variety of 
technologies involved, I think it is clear that a verifiable 
ban on this sort of activity would be virtually impossible to 
draft and to monitor, because it entails a variety of 
activities that may contribute to a strategic defense but may 
also contribute fo other activities in space. 


lt is awfully difficult to distinguish between the 
launch of a satellite and the launch of an anti-satellite 
device, tor example. lt is awfully difficult to know the 
precise purpose of laser, or when a laser becomes effective 
against objects in space, for example. 


but quite apart from that, it is the President's view 
that the development ot strategic detenses may offer in the 
future, a way out of the situation we now find ourselves in, 
which is a steady and sustained growth of offensive 
capabilities with no clear end in sight. 


Q Ambassador Nitze, would you like to respond? 
AMBASSADOR NIIZE: I have nothing to add to that. 


Q May 1 ask Ambassador Nitze, please, on Page 25 of 
this document, the first two sentences might lead one to 
conclude that the U.S. believes that the Soviet Union over the 
last two decades has been building up its forces with the 
intent of giving it the capability for a successful first 
strike. 


Is that, in fact, the view of the U.S. Government? 


AMBASSAVONR NIZE: 1 believe it is. The word “might” 
is in there, just as you quoted. 


Q Well, what it says, sir, is that Soviet military 
doctrine strategy called for superior offensive forces capable 





of executing a successful first strike. [he Soviet build-up of 
offensive forces over the last two decades has been designed to 


move in that direction. 


That would suggest that it is your view that over the 
last two decades, the Soviet Union has, in fact, been seeking 
the capability to execute a successful first strike, and 1 am 
asking if that is -- 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: That is, indeed, my view. I think 
it is the Executive Branch's view. 


Q Ambassador I wonder -- Mr. Nitze -- I wonder if 
you could break down the costs that have been associated with 
the Soviet Strategic Vefense Program. We have been told that 
they spent approximately the same amount of money on offense 
and defense over the years. How much of that defense has been 
tor space detense and how much for air defense work? Can you 
quantify that?’ 


AMBASSADOK NIIZ : 1 think most of it has been for air 
detense over the years, out | would ask Jim McCrery if he had 
any more precise information. 


MR. MC CRERY: It is true that the Soviets devote 
about the same number of resources to their offensive ballistic 
missile programs and their strategic defense programs. In 
fact, their offensive programs -- let me jist make a slight 
modification on that --~ their strategic offensive programs and 
their strategic defensive programs -.- require and receive about 
the same level of funding and resource allocation. 


You mentioned the space defense. [heir space program 
receives approximately, again, an equal amount, possibly even 
more, resources. 


Q Maybe you misunderstood I meant, what 
proportion of the strategic defense expenditures goes to space 
defense, anti-missile defense, versus anti-aircraft defense? 


MR. MC CRERY it is very ditticult to break that 
down. the Soviets don't provide us with all of that data, of 
course, and, in addition, the Soviet Strategic Vefense 
development is under what they call their Air Defense Forces, 
and those Air Detense Forces have the requirement for space 
defense, air defense, and ballistic missile defense. 


So, it is all tied together in one entity, and it is 
very difficult to assess 





AMBASSADOR NilZE: Just to summarize, though, this 
point, what we believe to be true is that the aggregate of 
their expenditures on defense, on strategic defense, have, in 
fact, been approximately equal to their expenditures on 
strategic ottense. 


when it gets to the question of the comparison between 
what they have been spending on space defense, we believe that 
is greater than what we have been spending and what we are 
spending, and one example of that is the estimate of a billion 
dollars per annum as being the cost it would be to us of their 
laser program. 


But if you take the aggregate of what they are doing 
in this field, we are sure that it for many years has been very 
much greater than ours, and currently it is still greater than 
‘ours, isn't that correct? 


MR. MC. CRERY: Correct. 
Q Can 1 ask Mr. McCrery a question? 


One of the central elements of the SOI in the United 
States is the computer capacity to achieve command and control 
of this very complicated system. 


How do you estimate the Soviet position relative to 
the United States in that area’ 


MR. MC CRERY: fhat is a good question, and an 
important one. 


There are some areas related to advanced strategic 
detense, whether it be ground-based or space-based or classical 
kinds of defenses or advanced SUI types of defenses, where the 
U.S. and the West in general will always be ahead of the Soviet 
Union. And one of those areas is, the one that you mentioned, ~— 
computers. 


Another one, possibly command and contro}, ability to 
bring together large systems, and what have you. fhere are 
areas, though,in development of advanced systems where the 
Soviets have been working very hard for a very long time and, 
as a matter of fact, devoting several times the resources to 
those areas, as we in the United States have. 


An example of that is the high-power weapon-type laser 
area, and in those areas, the Soviets have made very great 
strides, and, in some cases, in many cases, as a matter of 
fact, lead the world in capability there. 
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fhe question, 1 think, is an important one, but there 
is a corollary to it, and that is, the relative level of 
technology is not nearly as important as the question of when 
would a side reach an adequate level of technology in order to 
be able to achieve what they consider to be a militarily 
meaningful system capability. And there, that is open, of 
course, to some question, but the Soviets are working very hard 
in the computer area, for example, to develop their own 
capabilities, as well as to acquire through purchase and other 
less desirable ways, Western technology. 


Q I have a question I would like to ask -- 


Q Sir, could [ ask Mr. Perle -- how can you say 
that th’'s system has proceeded unperturbed by the ABM Ireaty? 
isn't it clear that it would have been ten, a hundred, a 
thousand times larger than it is now were it not for the 
constraints of that treaty, as would have ours? 


ASSISTANI SECRETARY PERLt: I[ don't think that is 
clear. it is possible that the Soviets might have deployed 
more than the one hundred interceptors around Moscow, to which 
the treaty limits them, so let me amend my statement to that 
extent. 


But 1 think it is also the case tiiat the Soviets 
recognize that the potential for a strategic defense lies not 
in the proliferation of interceptors, each interceptor capable 
of striking a single re-entering warhead, but rather in the 
development of advanced technologies like lasers, like particle 
beam devices, and so forth. 


It is in that area that we have seen a steady level of 
Soviet investment and increasing sophistication. So I think it 
is fair to say that they have, despite the treaty, not only not 
lost in interest in the eventual successful development of 
advanced defenses, but that interest was, in fact, accelerated 


Q Can | ask Ambassador Nitze a question, please?’ 
Mr. Ambassador, you have had about a week now to look 


over the details of the Soviet arms control proposal submitted 
in Geneva in detail this week. 


Covld you please tell us what aspects of that proposal 
you tind most promising, and which you tind least promising, 
and do you believe. as the Soviets have asserted, that it will 
be possible to reach some sort of preliminary framework kind ot 
aqreement in time for President Reagan and Mr. Gorbachev to 
initial at the summit meeting in November? 
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AMBASSADOR Ni1Zt: fhe Soviet Union is still 
presenting at Geneva the details of their proposal, and, 
trankly, it is my view, and the Executive Branch's view, that 
it would be premature for us to make a full evaluation and a 
judqment as to that proposal until we have listened to the full 
presentation and understand it in detail. So I don't propose 
to talk today about the Soviet over-all proposals. 


Q Ambassador Nitze, could 1 ask just one quick 
question to tollow that up? 


It is still not clear to me, without going into the 
details of the proposal, or addressing it in detail, whether 
chis Administration believes that that is indeed a serious 
proposal, a tough opening position, perhaps, but a proposal 
with which you can negotiate, or if it is so lopsided and 
contains so many old elements that it is in fact aot worth 
negotiations. 


AMBASSADOR NITZE: I wouldn't want to comment on that 
because that does involve an evaluation of a proposal that is 
still under study. 


I want to ask Ambassador Nitze a question. A lot 
of this is not really new, and what [ want:d to ask you about 
is that the Soviets have been fairly precise in their use of 
language in complaining about SDL. they constantly use the 
phrase, “space strike weapons," that they want to see not 
developed. 


1 don't see anything in this paper, or anything else, 
that shows Soviet pointing and tracking experiments; putting 
lasers on mountains; above clouds; or anything that would 
indicate that they are going beyond traditional ABM research, 
and contemplating a large Soviet, mostly space-based, &MD 
system. 


Do you contend they are? 


AMBASSADOR NITdt: Mr.Gromyko defined space strike 
weapons as being weapons designed to hit -- based in space and 
designed to hit objects in space or on the earth, but also 
systems based on earth designed to strike weapons in space. 


Many of these systems which Mr. McCrery has talked 
about fit exactly that definition. So there is no doubt about 
the fact that this tits within the Framework of what they 
define as “space strike weapons." 


Q Let me just refine the question. The power 
out-put of a laser doesn't have much meaning unless it has 
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pointing and tracking capability, and, you know, we have very 
sophisticated pointing and tracking experiments, which I don't 


see any reference to Soviet counterparts here. 


We are talking about power out-put of large 
ground-based lasers. 


AMBASSADOR NI1IZE: Jim. would you talk about the -- 
particularly about the ground-based lasers that they have? 


Q And objects to them. 


MR. MC CRERY: Well, it is very difficult to place in 
an open publication like this a lot of details, and, in fact, 
the general thrust of the document, of course, is to lay out in 
general in a reasonable size document the kinds of programs and 
the thrust ot the programs that the Soviets have going. 


Probably the best example that we can cite is the one 
that is shown on Page 12, that 1 think you have probably seen 
in issues of Soviet Military Power before. It is a rendition 
of a directed enerqy R&D weapon-type Facility at Sary Shagan, 
where they do advanced air defense development and testing, and 
where they do ballistic missile defense development and testing. 


It is believed by us to be, for, we think, good 
reason, a high power weapon class, directed energy site, and 
including laser capability for very high energy laser. 


We wouldn't classify it that way if we didn't think 
they could handle the pointing and tracking kind of 
requirements. fhe details of that are being continuously 
analyzed, and what have you, and I think that is really about 
all I can say about it now. 


We did identify on this chart programs in both 
ground-based and space-based programs that we know of, dating 
back over a long number of years. tThis is one example that we 
can show you of the result of some of those programs. 


Q Well, I don't mean to be argumentative, but, as 
Mr. Perle said, there is a very limited kind of ceiling on one 
weapon-one reentry vehicle kind of technology, and a 
ground-based laser, you know, even though it could fire a 
number of times, if it didn't have optics in space, you 
wouldn't have much leverage, and [ don't think you have really 
answered my question. I mean, having a big high-powered 
ground-based laser -- how menacing is that, unless the 
associated technologies are also under development. 
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i am just saying, are you saying that they are under 
development? 


Mk. MC CKERY: the Soviets are working on the broadest 
ot the spectrum in ballistic missile defense areas, including 
all of those that would, as far as we can tell, be required for 
bringing some ot these kinds of systems Lo fruition. 


ihe ground-based system like this could provide a very 
-- would have a potential ot providing a very good terminal 
wp Ned missile defense capability, possibly for a fairly 
wide area. 


these could be replicated, maybe in the configuration 
you see here, or possibly in other configurations in a variety 
of locations that they decided were worthy of specific defense. 


[ think they -- Ll don't really want to talk about . 
whether they are-menacing or not, but when you look at the : 
totality of their offensive programs, tremendous increase, 
especially in ICBM warheads, since the 1972 treaty was signed, 
and then you look at the continuation of their strategic 
defense programs, both air defense, where they have deployed 
more radars, interceptor missiles, and what have you, than you 
can even count, and then their ballistic missile defense 
program that is moving right along in a, as you can see here, a 
multi-faceted way -- the totality of that. if we wanted to 
refer to a menacing image, is the one, I think, that concerns 
us. 


Q ihe report, as Mr. Perle points out, says that 
the Soviets with respect to lasers are employing 10,000 people 
and spending a billion dollars a year. 


Can't you broaden this to give us some indication of 
what the Soviet program is, and what the Administration calls 
an SUL program? 


MR. MC CRERY: Well, the Soviets, first of all, do not 
proceed with their programs in accordance with the 
configuration of U.S. programs, as you know. tlhey began the 
kind of work that we have mentioned and outlined in the 
document, and as shown on this chart --they began those many 
years ago, well before the United States got into, or the 
President even conceived of the Strategic Defense Initiative 
Program. 


They have gone about it, not exactly the same way that 
we would have in the West, but they have gone about it in a 
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very logical way, and they have pretly much covered the bases. 
they are working on optics; they are working on a whole variety 
ot high energy lasers; they are working on, as you can see in 
this sketch on page 12, configurations for deploying some of 
these kinds of combinations of high energy lasers and power 
supplies and optical devices that would be used for directing 
the beam, and what have you. 


Q Are you trying to redefine the concept of the 
SDI, to include 8MD and ASAT and Air Defense, as well? 


MR. MC CRERY: Oh, no. What I am saying -- I am not 
redefining SUI. the President defined SUI quite nicely and 
quite consistently with his aspirations for the future posture 
of the United States and the West in general, so 1 am not 
involved in redefining or even defining of SDI. That has been 
done. 


What [I am telling you is that if you look at the 
variety of areas that SOl is looking at now in its research 
activities, the Soviets have been involved in essentially ail 
ot those tor a long Lime, and been involved in devoting very 
heavy resources to them. 


Q lf the Soviets have been an impediment in terms 
ot developing this capability up to this point, and Ambassador 
Nitze has said that he himself agreed that this is actually to 
attain a tirst strike capability on the part of the Soviets, is 
there any conceivable time-table’ In other words, could you 
conjecture -- Ambassador Nitze, do you have an estimate of when 
the Soviets might attain such a first strike capability? I 
know that one report said 1988, a global show-down study. 


ls there any indications of when you might estimate 
that the Soviets would attain a certain point beyond which they 
could credibly assert a first strike capability? 


AMBASSADOR NITZt: Well,, that all depends upon the 
definition of what one means by a first strike, et cetera, et 
cetera. So it is a complicated question that you have asked, 


and I prefer not to enter into that. , 


Q Ambassador Nitze, you were one of authors of the 
1972 ABM Treaty. I would like to get your thoughts on the 
implications of this Soviet program for that treaty, and 
whether or not you think that treaty is still in our national 
interest. 1 would also like to get Secretary Perle's comments 
on that treaty, since on occasion he has voiced his opinions 
about the ABM Ireaty, as well. 
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AMBASSADOR NIZE: [ think the treaty is very much not 
only to our interest, but the world's interest, and clearly the 
Executive Branch agrees with that. 


a@hat we are concerned about is the erosion of the ABM 
freaty from the view that we had as to what it would accomplish 
when we negotiated it, and from the other assumptions which 
were in our minds when we signed that treaty. 


You remember Gerard Smith's statement saying that we 
anticipated that it would be accompanied by a parallel treaty 
limiting, comprehensively limiting, offensive systems, and that 
unless that were negotiated within the next two or three years, 
we would consider that that absence of a parallel comprehensive 
treaty ot unlimited duration could jeopardize our supreme 
national interest. 


In other words, the ABM Treaty was not intended to 
stand on its-own, it was intended to be part of a general arms . 
control regime. But as to the ABM Treaty, let me repeat, that 
what the U.S. wants is to have the ABM [freaty implemented 
according to its terms, and we would like the Soviet Union to 
implement it according to its terms. 


Q Do you see our SOI program fitting in within the 
parameters of the ABM Treaty, or will that require some 
modification of that treaty? 


AMBASSADOR NIIZE: The treaty itself is very clear 
about what can be done and cannot be done, and clearly research 
is not limited by the treaty in any way. It isn't even 
mentioned in the treaty. 


1 think the interesting part of the treaty is the 
Agreed Statement "DL" in the treaty, which was agreed by both 
sides, which did look forward to the point when systems based 
upon what were called other physical principles, might be 
created in the future, and it is provided in the treaty that 
they shall not be deployed. fhey can be developed, but they 
cannot be deployed until there has been discussion between the 
two sides pursuant to Article 143 of the Lreaty, and agreement 
as to the ways in which such new systems might be limited, 
through an amendment, through agreement on an amendment, 
pursuant to Aarticie 14 of the treaty. 


Now that is 1e procedure set up by the treaty for the 
contingency that new systems based upon other physical 
principles such as lasers, particle beam accelerators, and so 
forth and so on, might be developed in the future. And that is 
exactly the procedure that we propose to follow. 
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So it is our proposal to stand by the ABM Ireaty, and 
that is what we want to do. We want to have it honored, and we 


want to have it adhered to. 
VOICt: time for just a couple more questions. 


Q Will Secretary Perle respond to the ASM Ireaty 
question, the implications of this program, the Soviet program, 
on the treaty? 


ASSISTANT SECREIARY PERLE: I think Paul is quite 
right in suggesting that it is the policy of the United States 
Government that the treaty ought to be adhered to by both 
sides. it is presently not being adhered to by the Soviet 
Union. 


The radar at Krasnoyarsk is a major concern, not 
simply because it is a clear and unambiguouc and almost defiant 
violation of -the terms of the treaty, but because it raises 
questions in combination with other things that the Soviets are 
doing that are identified on this chart. 


it raises questions about whether the Soviets have in 
mind a territorial defense of Soviet territory using a variety 
ot systems that have been developed, some «f which are on the 
thin edge of compliance with the treaty; others of which may 
have been tested in violation of the treaty. 


When one combines the development of systems like the 
SA-10 and SA-12, both ot which are described in this 
publication, with the development of radars that can be rapidly 
moved from one location to another, or rapidly moved after 
clandestine manufacture, with the completion of the 
comprehensive radar coverage of the Soviet Union, represented 
by Krasnoyarsk, there is a very real concern that the Soviets 
could, even now, be slipping out from under the central 
prohibition of the ABM Treaty, without at any point our being 
able to identify that that line has been crossed. 


So, we are concerned about that, and the first thing 
to say about the treaty is that it is not going to accomplish 
its intended purpose if it is not adhered to and the Soviets 
are violating it. 


Q Can you define it? is it not a territorial 
detense? , 
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{s SDI not intended as a territorial defense? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY PERLE: No. We are not now 
deploying a territorial defense because the treaty prohibits 
the deployment of a territorial defense. The difference 
between SUI and what it is possible the Soviets have in mind in 
this array of activities is that we are conducting a research 
program wholly within the terms of the treaty, and if the 
Soviets are in fact putting the elements of a territorial 
detense in place, they are acting outside the treaty. 


Q Secretary Perle, this booklet is unclear, as are 
your comments, on how much testing has actually taken place by 
the Soviets on laser systems. 


We talk about the feasibility of testing and exploring 
the research. Can you tell us how much testing they have 
actually engaged in? 


ASSISIANT SECREIAKY PERLE: I can't tell you that. -It 
is possible that Jim can tell you a little bit more, but let me 
just say that -- if the point of the question was, is the laser 
testing in violation of the treaty, the answer to that is no. 
But as to the volume of their testing activity, I can't answer 
that. 


Let me say that this paper has becn carefully put 
together recognizing that there is a lot that simply can't be 
said for intelligence reasons. I think you must have detected 
that in the very careful answers that Jim McCrery gave to some 
of the earlier questions that were put to us. 


Q Mr. Perle, the Dutch have said, if I can go to 
tactical matters a minute, the Dutch have said that they will 
accept the ground-launched cruise missiles if there are 37/8 
SS-20's deployed. 


Yesterday, Gorbachev said there are 243. Do you think 
this is going to pull the rug out trom under the deployment 
next month? 


ASSISIANT StECREIARY PERLE: 12 don't believe that you 
are comparing the same number in both cases. ihe number of 
SS-20's is now 441, and -- 


Q Global. 


ASSISIAN! SECRETARY PERLE: that's correct. tut the 
Dutch, the decision ot the Vutch Government, as [| understand 
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it, was that if the number of SS-2U's on Uctober lst or 
November list, 1 don't recall which -- 


Q November. ° 


ASSISTANT SECKETARY PERLE: -- is 378, or greater, 
they will deploy, -- 


~. Globally? 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY PERLE: -~- and the number if 441. 
Q But we are talkinoe about globally. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY PERLE: Yes. 

VOICE: One more question, please. 


Q $ Mr. Perle, regardless of what the Soviets have 
done so far, they say that they do not want to do any further 
development. Do you think that they are sincere in wanting to 
stop the development of space weapons, or are they simply 
trying, is this simply a technique to stop our development, but 
that they would continue to clandestinely qo ahead. 


ASSISIAN! SECRETARY PERLE: You've got it. 


Q Maybe you could phrase it in your words rather 
than mine. 


ASSISIAN! SECRETARY PERLE: I think the Soviets have 
enjoyed the last dozen or so years, until the President's 
speech in the spring of 1983, during which time the U.S. effort 
in the detensive area was a modest ettort, without much 
dynamism, without much exploration of advanced technologies, 
during which time the Soviets had the field to themselves, and 
pressed forward energetically and at great expense with the 
development not only of the systems that they didn't have when 
the ABM Treaty was signed, the very high speed interceptors and 
phased-array radars, and the like, but also with the advanced 
technologies that may permit far more formidable defenses, and 
{ think they would have gone on doing that indefinitely. 


Since the spring of 1983, it has been American policy 
not to leave the field to the Soviet Union alone, and to 
invigorate the defensive program on our side, and the Soviets 
would, in my view, very much Like to return to the situation 
that prevailed prior to the President's speech, in which they 
alone were free to pursue aggressively these defensive 
technologies. 
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Q Do you think they would simply violate any treaty 
that they would agree to on space weapons? 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY PERLE: Ll think that treaties that 
cannot be verified with high confidence are very risky 
propositions, and the sort of activity that we are talking 
about here is enormously complex and difficult to verify. And 
beyond the question of verification, we have the unhappy record 
of violations that we have taken to the Soviets repeatedly with 
a view to obtaining corrective action, and thus far we have 
failed. So, these treaties are not self-enforcing, and in the 
face of a violation, all one can do is appeal to the other side 
to correct its activity outside the terms of the agreements, 
and the record thus far is that the Soviets have not been 


prepared to do that 


Q Ihank you. 


(the briefing concluded at 11:25 p.m.) 
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SENiOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I see this is a visit 
that you all expect to be full of controversy and surprises. 
(Laughter. ) 


It's actually -- I might say -- 
Q -- Republic of Singapore? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Very such so, and a very 
good friend and a remarkable world statessan ng as our guest. 
And -- the usual question: What sort of concrete things do we expect 
to come from the visit? I suppose I'd answer by saying the purpose 
of thie visit, as much as any other I can think of, is not the 
specific resolution of bilateral problems, but the kind of broad 
exchange of views on regional, and even global issues, that -- with 
statesmen of Prime Minister Lee's stature, is always rewarding and 
useful. 


Let me say -- way of general background -- we view 
Singapore as a friend and an important seaber of the Association 
of Southeast Asian Nations, or ASEAN, as it goes by abbreviation. 
It's a country that shares our commitment to a free and open trading 
system and has one of the freest trading regimes in the world. We 
are now Singapore's largest trading partner, and sore than 400 U.S. 
firms have a presence there. 


In addition, Singapore's strategic location on the 
Straits of Malacca between the Pacific and Indian Oceans makes it an 
important partner in our efforts to protect vital sea-lanes of 
comajaunication. 


The combination of phenomenal economic growth and dynamic 
leadership have given Singapore a weight in international affairs 
that far exceeds its comparatively emall size. And when we say 
“phenomenal economic growth” <-- I asked somebody this morning to just 
give me some illustrations of what this means, and I think it is -- 
it’s spectacular enough to be worth repeating. Its GDP, gross 
domestic product, has grown from $650 aillion in 1960 to 
$16,270,000,000 in 1984. You can do the arithmetic better than I, 
but that's a rather spectacular increase -- 


Q 1974? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 1984. 

Q ‘84. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: $650 million in 1960. 


$16,270,000,000 in 1984. And per capita GNP in that time period has 


gone from $400 per capita in 1960 to nearly $7,000 per capita in 
1984. 


AORE 











It’s been an average annual growth rate in the 
neighborhood of 10 percent throughout the 1970's and early 1980's. 
Might note they're having some trouble this year, but not the sort of 
trouble any other country would take too seriously, I guess. 


Lee Kuan Yew has been Prise Minister of Singapore for 
over 25 years and is one of the world’s most respected statesmen. 


Singapore has paid a leading role in ASEAN strategy for «a 
political settlement in Cambodia, a goal that we strongly support. 


Just a few words about Singapore's own record. It's been 
based on a firm commitment to the operation of free markets. It is a 
country with virtually no trade barriers of any kind. It has had, as 
I said, a growth 




















rate of nearly 10 percent throughout the 70's and 60's. It has had a 
nomenal domestic savings cate of roughly 40 percent of GNP. It 
s relied heavily on foreign investment -- roughly 70 percent of 
totel annual investment in the manufacturing sector has been fros 
foreign sources. Partly for that ceason I think it's managed to have 
victually no external debt. It is heavily dependent upon the global 
economy and on free trede. 


Singapore, as I mentioned, is a member of ASEAN, the 
Association of South East Asian Nations. It is probably one of the 
most effective and dynamic regional organizations of its kind. The 
other five members are Thailand, Indonesia, Malaysia, Brunei and the 
Philippines. It was an organization originally focused entirely on 
economic and social cooperation, but since the Vietnasese invasion of 
Cambodia it has also demonstrated very strong political cohesion, and 
has been in the les= of international efforts to bring about «a 
peaceful settlement in Cambodia. 


As far as our expectations from the visit, we expect to 
have a very full exchange of views on the international economy, on 
trade issues between us, including issues of protection of 
intellectual property and on the broader problem of protectionissa. 


On es ee aggpe matters, we expect extensive discussions 
of East-West relations, arms control, the November meeting between 
the President and General Secretary Gorbachev, as well as discussion 
of regional issues. 


Lee has just returned from a long visit in China which we 
will be wery interested in hearing about. And, of course, the Vice 
President is leaving himself for a visit to China. We will 
undoubtedly talk about Cambodia and discuss prospects for the success 
of ASEAN strategy, and presumably other regional matters of common 
concern. 


Let me just say a little bit about schedule. *“« arrives 
this afternoon from Boston. Be met by Secretary of State «0 is 
hosting him for a private dinner this evening. Tomorrow at 10:00 
a.m. is the official White House arcival ceremony. Meeti with the 
President in the sorning and members of the cabinet. He'll be hosted 
at a luncheon by the Secretary of State tomorrow. In the afternoon, 
he'll be meeting with the Vice President, then with the Secretary of 
State and then be the guest at a state dinner hosted by the 
President, here at the White House. 


Q What time does he arrive? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tomorrow at Andrews <-- 
Q You mean today? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- I mean today <- thank 
you -~- today at Andrews at 3:30 p.a. 


Wednesday, in the 5 he'll be meeting with 
Secretary of Commerce Baldrige. He'll be addressing «- wait <= then 
the public addresses are to the National Press Club on -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: National Press Club on 
Wednesday -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= on Wednesday and then 
to a Joint Session of Congress on Thursday. He'll be the guest of 
the two Foreign Affairs -- Foreign Relations Committees of the House 
and Senate at lunch on Wednesday. And in the afternoon on Wednesday, 
we'll be meeting with Secretary of Defense Weinburger with Special 
Trade Representative Yeutter -- these are sequentially -- and then 
with Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs, Mr. 
McFarlane. He wil’ be hosting a return dinner in honor of the Vice 
President, Wednesd.y evening. Thursday -- I think we have it 


HORT 








backwards. I think the address to the Joint Session is on Wednesday 
morning, the luncheon by the National Press Club is Thursday. 


C Maybe it's changed since I went to sleep last night. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, okay, okay -- this 
schedule <-- they changed since this schedule -- 


MORS 








Okay. I'm sorry -- you have it right. National Press Club Wednesday, 
Joint Session of Congress Thursday. 


Q Press Club is a luncheon, is it? I thought you said 
he was having lunch with somebody else on Wednesday. 


SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Press Club is a 
luncheon on Wednesday. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Then that -- all -- I'a 
sorry -- since this schedule was put out, he was invited to address 
the Joint Session of Congress, and that has presumably caused this 
echedule to be wrong. I take it Wednesday, he will have lunch with 
the Press Club and address the Press Club, so what I told you about 


Wednesday lunch is wrong. Thursday, he will be going up to the 
Bill.* 

And that is basically -- he will be seeting a number of 
congressmen and distinguished private citizens, including Henry 
Kissinger is an old friend of his, and other people during the 


» who 
time he's here. 
He leaves -- he leaves 3:15 p.m. on Friday from Andrews. 

Q Where is he going? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's going down to North 
Carolina, and then he's going to the Bahamas for the Commonwealth 
Beads of Government meeting. ; 


Q If Singapore has no trade barriers, virtually no 
trade barriers, what will be the subject of the trade and 
protectionisa talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two things. We have one 
important bilateral issue with hia in the economic area, and that's 
the protection of intellectual property. They're -- we've had 
probleas in the past with -- basically, Singapore has a copyright law 
that I think is modeled on the British lew of 1911 and does not 
provide adequate protection for sore sodern kinds of things like 
tapes, films and so forth. 


It's a subject we've discussed with thes, including 
Secretary Shults discussed it with the Prime Minister hiaself when he 
wes in Singapore last year. As a result of those discussions; they 
‘have begun work on a new copyright law which -- the elements of which 
they've discussed with us which seems at least very such headed in 
the right direction. 


It's not yet final and it's too early for us to say 
whether it's something that meets our concerns, but that is important 
- mot strictly a trade barrier, t -- end as a matter of fact, I 
think one of the things that we've tried to impress on them, I think 
with some success, is that if you want to have successful trade in 
high technology, if you want to get advanced technology companies to 
invest in Singapore, you've got to give them some protection of the 
property that 


* Correct schedule: Wednesday, addresses Joint Session; lunch with 
Congressional leadership. Thursday, National Press Club. 
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is the most important to thez. So there is a large element of 
self-interest gaoving them forward as well. 


Q Does this have anything to do with the cooperation 
agreement that the Pentagon's Research and Engineering -- 


SSNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, that is a different 
subject. It is a technology -- they have in common the protection of 
technology, but that is where the resemblance ends. In the case of 
intellectual property issues we are talking about, the ability of 
private companies and private individuals to protect their property 
rights, in a book or in a aovie or in a computer software prograa. 


The other discussions which we are having, which the 
Pentagon is having, concern the protection of military technology or 
militarily applicable technology from the Soviets or from Soviet Bloc 
countries, and that is a process that has in the oy normally been 
the preserve of the so-called COCOM countries, which are the NATO 
countries plus Japan. But increasingly as countries like Singapore 
have themselves reached very advanced levels and now produce 
technology and have access to technology of a fairly high level, we 
have been anxious to make sure that they don't become a source of 
controlled technology to the Soviet Union. We have had some useful 
discussions with them. I think they sympathize with the strategic 
concern that we have. It's too early again -- much too early to say 
whether we will work out a practical arrangement. 


Q Are you going to ask them to become a part of COCOM, 
or are you going to form an Asian COCOM? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are not talking about 
forming a new organization or expanding COCOM. We are talking about 
trying to get some agreements on how they will handle key sensitive 
technologies that will just ensure that they don't transfer to the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Do you bave any dollar figure on the intellectual 
property interests in teras of -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not one that really 
relates to Singapore. It would be -- it is a very ctant industry 
in our economy -- I mean, in teras of importance in the U.S. economy 
this could be very misleading. I think something like $50 billion of 
our GNP now is -- comes from so-called intellectual property 
industries. It is a very -- and it is a rapidly growing area. I 
can't -- I don't know how to estimate what the magnitude of the 
issues we are dealing with Singapore on. 


C Do you have a dollar figure on the U.S.-Singapore 
balance of trade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, I do. Just a 
second. At least I think I do. Our total trade with Singapore -- 
well, this is a projection for 1985 -- is projected to be $3.1 
billion with a $900 million surplus in Singapore's favor. 


Q Has that surplus been growing over the past few 
years? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Like every trace balance 
we run. Just two years ago we were cunning a surplus with Singapore 
of $790 sillion in ‘83. 

Q So we had a surplus -- it was the other way? 


— SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CrFICIAL: Yes, two years ago. 
at's cight. 


Yes, and probably one of those examples where most of the 
movement -- derhaps all of the aovement -- is the cesult of the 
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enormous strength of the dollar and, therefore, effective price 
changes that are occurring.. 


Q Despite all the nice, rosy figures you've quoted 
about Singapore, its growth over the last two decades, in fact, this 
year they're looking at negative growth. How is that going to be 
approached in these talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Negative growth in the 
second quarter of this year. I think what that will come out to for 
the whole year is hard to say. But I mean what would be -- just to 


These guys are in trouble —_ now. All their 
entrepot trade that they had with China is being taken back by the 
Indonesians, Malaysians -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're having real 
problems, and particularly, for a country that has -- I think as hard 
as it may be to sympathize, it is much harder to to a zero or one 
percent rate of growth when your economy is gear to nine and ten 
percent a year than to go to that rate when you're geared to a lower 
growth rate. So it -- this is a very difficult time, there's no 
question about it. 


I think one of the things that's produced the spectacular 
record in the past, though, is the discipline of the economy and the 
willingness and ability to adapt. And all the signs I've seen point 
to the fact that they're going to make those adjustments. 


Por example, up until recently, they had been rather 
consciously forcing the growth of wage rates somewhat more than 
natural economic forces would have led them in an effort to get into 
more advanced industries, to force a kind of restructuring in the 

» One of the things they're doing, though, to adapt to the 
resent situation is severely cutting back on the rate of wage 
ncreases. 


There's a lot that they can do to adjust and it seems to 
me, given their past record, there's a lot -- every reason to expect 
that they will. But there are problems and some of them are way 
beyond ir control like they, until a few years ago, did an 
enormous amount of oil refining and that's now something that gore 
and more is being done producing countries. So they're going to 
have -- they can't stay in that business, I think, forever. 


But -- so there's no question this is, from their point 
of view, a difficult time. I think, given their record, I think 
they'll get over it. 


Q Would you call this -- Singapore one of the major 
violators of intellectual copywrites in the world? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I wouldn't -- and 
tees not -- you know, it's -- no, particularly not since 
t's one of the countries that's made the most significant forward 
movement in savene to get the problem under control. It has been, 
until recently, along, unfortunately, with a number of other Asian 
countries, one of the important problem countries in this area. But 
the evidence already to date is that it's a country that is ready to 
Go something serious about bringing it under control. 


Q How about -- 


Q What size has the problem been until now? Where was 
Singapore ranked in their history? How sizable has the problem been 
from our point of view? 
7 SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For one thing, it 
depends on what you're talking about, I think. 








I think the principal problem with Singapore has been in the area of 
musical cassettes, as I understand it. I mean, there are others -- 
you're talking about a wide range of things -- cassettes, books, VCR 
reproductions of movies, computer software. The biggest money, 
potentially, probably is the computer software industry, especially 
in the long term. The problem in Singapore has, I think, been sost 
of all in the area of musical cassettes, and as I say, I don't have a 
dollar figure on it. 


I don't think it's huge, but I think one of the -- satter 
of fact, we have -- I mean, we're hoping that we can use the example 
of Singapore cleaning up its act as a kind of leadership to get other 
countries to get into line as well. 


Q Can you tell us what Lee is looking for out of this 
trip? I think he's looking for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he -- I think most 
of all values these visits as an opportunity for what -- for very 
wide-ranging discussions with the President, with Secretary Shultz -- 
someone he's known for a long time -- with other senior officials in 
the administration, and for that matter as I said, people like 
Kissinger outside -- a whole range of global issues. Singapore is a 
country that, sore than most, recognizes that its interests are = 
heavily affected by things that take place sometimes far away from , 
Singapore, and he puts a lot of stock in understanding what these 
other developments are. 


I think of all the issues that must be concerning thea 
though now, I would think the state of the international economy and 
the protectionist sentiment in the United States would probably rank 
very high on the list, and the economic problems that ay colleague 
referred to earlier that they're trying to solve will be such, such 
harder to solve if we set off on a cycle of protectionism here in the 
United States and retaliation in other countries, so that's <-- of all 
of the things, I would think that would be very high on his agenda. 


Q Maybe it was asked earlier, but I couldn't hear the 
answer. Did you say what the annual growth rate was now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean, by now this 
year? 


Q You said there's been problems. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This year, I don't have 
the first two quarter statistics in front of me, but the second 
quarter of 1985, they actuaily had negative growth. There are 
estimates that they will be as low as zero growth for the whole year, 
and as I say, that's -- for some people that's a minor downturn; for 
thea, that's a major recession. 


That's against -- just a second -- just to give you a 
measure of what that's against, it is against a 7 percent real growth 
in ‘64. By the way, this, that gives me the 7 percent real growth, 
projects ‘85 growth at one percent. 

Q Does he have elections in his country? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, he does. 


Q Uncontested? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're contested. He 
usually wins them handily. The last ones, which I think were last 
year, he 








fell as low as 60 percent, and this was a sajor shock to his party. 


Q Over the last couple of sonths, there have been «a 
lot of MIA talks. There have -- Shults saw the Thais last week. 
He'll be seeing Lee this week. What is soving on Indo-China, you 
» as it revolves around Cambodia? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess at the soment 
we're hearing @ lot of the usual talk from the Vietnamese. It seens 
to go in seasonal cycles. You have a dry season in which, this past 
year, the Vietnamese sounted the largest silitary offensive of this 
ae war. Then the rains come and the ailitary ectivity 
subsides. Then the UN General Assembly comes and the di tic 

let of public 
- But it seems to us -- 
and I think we'l a significantly different 
view, but be surprised -- it seens us, and to sost of the ASEAN 
leaders that we talk to, that Vietnam has still not ite basic 
rey t Its policy remains to force the rest o 
ite military subjugation of Cambodia. 


The key to a settlement will be when Vietnas is really 
interested in figuring out ways to get its troops out of Cambodia. 
And if that change were to take place, I think they'd find very 
willing interlocutors amsong the ASEAN countries. oe Lee is 
@s outspoken as any ASEAN leader that <-- what ASEAN wants is not «a 
return of the Khger Rouge in Phnom Penh, but «a truly neutral, 
non-aligned government. 


pro ions 
about its yt 


Q Does he have any association with or concern about 
the ANZUS Treaty probles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't say from any 
direct knowledge. I mean, that's the kind of issue that probably 
will get -- it certainly -- I sean, when I said he's a who 
understands that Si re's interests can be affected by things 
pretty far away. I think that would include that -- know, 
Gevelopsents im the South Pacific that are destabilizing to that 
region could affect his owm region, so he would be interested. 


Aleo, Singapore has very close relations with Australia 
and Mew Zealand. It's part of something called the “Five-Power 
Defense yen ngage in which New Zealand and Australia participate. 
There's actually a New Zealand battalion stationed in Singapore, 
which at the present, is the only government that has affirmed it 
will leave there. 


Q They have a rather controversial fasily-planning 
programs. Is that in any way in issue with this governsent? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm <= have to confess 
to not being aware of it, so it's not an issue with this government. 
It == Can't say more about that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Last question. 


Q Just to clarify, you indicated that you were hoping 
that, as far as copyright protections go, that the Singapore seeting 
will provide somewhat cf an example for some other nations where 
problems are. Just so we understand, what would your short list be 
of some of those others that you hope would be taking -- picking up 
On the exanple? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Taiwan, South Korea. It 
Gepends on the particular area one's talking about. I think there 
are some Latin American countries where there are serious probleas. 
I'm mot an expert on them. Indonesia, to some extent. 


Until recently, we had a significant issue with Japan on 
the protection of computer software. But that's one of the -- 
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there's a case were the Japanese have been in the lead. They now 
bave full copyright protection for computer software. So that's 
something we hope others will follow. 


Q Hong Kong? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's sure there are 
issues with Hong Kong in that area. But I'm -- doesn't come up as 


high in ay -- 


Q Did you say that Vietnam was trying to extricate 
iteelf fros -- : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. They're trying to 
get the world to accept that they're staying for good. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:37 A.M. EDT 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good morning. It's 
a pleasure to have here with us this morning Lord Peter 
Carrington, Secretary-General of NATO. Lord Carrington has 
been Secretary-—General since 1984. He has met this morning 
with President Reagan and Secretary Shultz. 


Washington is part of a ten-day trip to the United 
States. He's already been in New York; he'll be going to 
Dallas and San trancisco after Washington. The focus of his | 
meetinys here in ‘Washington has been on the upcoming meeting in 
Geneva between the President and the General Secretary 
Gorbachev. 


Unfortunately, because of time limitations, the 
Secretary Ceneral has only a limited time at his disposal, i.e. 
maybe five minutes (laughter), so 1 think te would prefer -- 


LORD CARRINGTON: Oh, maybe even 1V. 


MR. KEDMAN: -- O.K., or maybe even 10. So he would 
prefer to begin directly by taking questions, I believe, that 
you might have. 


; LORD CARRINGTON: Thank you very much, ladies and 
gentlemen. I mean, as has been said, it's obvious that the 
object of my coming to Washington at this time has been because 
it won't be very long before the President goes to Geneva. And 
although Geneva is going to consist purely of a great deal more 
than just arms control talks, and will run through the whole 
gamut of Soviet and American relations, the Alliance -- the 
NATO Alliance -- obviously does hold a very great interest in 
the arms control side of it, so it seemed a good moment to come 
and to talk to those in Washington who are going to be most 
concerned with the formulation of the policy and of what 
happens at Geneva. 








So far, I have seen the President and I've seen the 
Secretary of State, and I shall be going along after I've seen 
you to see Secretary Weinberger at the Pentagon. I shall then 
spend the afternoon, 1 think, probably talking on the Hill to a 
number of Senators. That's my program. if you would like to 
ask any questions, which 1 shall either try to answer or seek 
to evade -- 


(Smiles) 


Q What is your sense of whether there will be 
serious negotiation on arms control at Geneva, whether an 
agreement can be reached? 


“ Vo you mean in Europe or in (inaudible)? 
Q Between the United States and the Soviet Union? 


i _I-man, what is the sense? Do you mean what the 
people think in Europe or people think in America? . 


Q What do you think after talking to the 
Administration? Aare they ready to negotiate seriously, or is 
going to be some interplay? 


a I think it's a little bit too early to say. 
Certainly, it was very welcome that those proposals were put on 
the table. It's been a very long time since there have been 
any concrete proposals by the Soviet Union which go into the 
details that those proposals have gone into. And that, I 
think, is to be welcomed 


Of course, you have to look at the proposals. ithe 
object of a negotiation is to negotiate. You just don't accept 
what somebody proposes, just like that! What I think we shall 
be able to ~- we shall be able to judge the answer to your 
question when Ambassador Campelman, Ambassador Tower, and 
Ambassador Glitman get down to the negotiating at Geneva. 


What [ think can happen with the Presidept and with 
Mr. Gorbachev is that if there really is a genuine wish on the 
Soviet part to negotiate, then can at that Summit give it a 
push in the right direction. 


Q How do you see the Soviet proposals, sir, as an 
a l think there is always an element of advantage 
in the sort of proposal, I mean a national advantage in those 
(sic.) sort of proposals. [ don't think they are necessarily 





intended to divide NAIO, and 1 think when you enter into -- you 
know, this is going to, obviously, be a very long negotiation. 
if these were easy matters, all this would have been settled 
ages ago. And so I think that you start with proposals, and 
you shift your ground as you go along. 


1 think it is going to be extremely difficult to 
divide Europe from the United States and to split NATO. I 
think that that is a very firm feeling in the NATO Alliance 
that this isn't just the United States talking with the Soviet 
Union, although of course, it is a negotiation between the 
United States and the Soviet Union. I think that the Europeans 
feel that it is much more than that: it is their own security 
being involved in the negotiations, and they have been 
consulted, will be consulted, and are being consulted about 
what the United States is doing. So l think that it will be 
very difficult indeed to divide the Europeans from the United 
States in this (inaudible). 


Q The Pentagon has announced it plans to introduce 
screening ot all new recruits tor the ALUS virus. lis there any 
plan on the part of NATO as a whole to do anything likewise? 


A Do you know, 1 thought of all the questions 1 
might be asked, and that never occurred to me that that might 
be one of them. (Laughter) this would se:m to me a matter for 
the 16 national governments of NAIO to decide for themselves, 
and certainly not for the Secretary General of NAITO. 


Q Have you reached a date when Secretary Shultz 
might come and brief the NATO Council on the preparations? 


a I don't know what the date is going to be. 
Incidentally, { mean, we had been talking about this visit for 
really quite some time. It's only a question of fitting it 
into Mr. Shultz’ schedule, and [I'm quite sure we can find a 
date which is convenient to everybody, but I couldn't tell you 
what it is at the moment. 


Q Lord Carrington, it is sort of implicit in what 
you said before regarding the Soviet offer, but let me ask you 
explicitly: do you feel that this is the basis, that the 
Soviet offer represents the basis for a negotiation between the 
United States and the Soviet Union? 


a lL think that if you look at the proposals as they 
stand, they are not the sort of proposals which would be 
acceptable to the United States or to the West, but they are 
the beginning, as 1 said, of a long negotiation; and I think 
the tact that they have been put on the table and they are 








specific proposals is in itself a step forward. But I don't 
suppose for one moment that the Soviet Union thought that they 
were going to be accepted out-of-hand. And ina long 
bargaining process, you have to give and take; and I suppose 
both sides will give and take during the process of the 
negotiations. 


Q Lord Carrington, can I ask you about the 
situation with regard to the NA1U Alliance and the U.S. on the 
Star Wars program as the Summit approaches? Have you offered 
your views to President Reagan today on the subject of how he 
ought to deal with space weapons research negotiations when he 
goes to Geneva? 


i 1 don't think that there really is all that 
ditference ot opinion about the SUI. I mean I think there is a 
difference of opinion insofar as the French Government is 
concerned; as we know, 1 think they have made it clear that 
they are opposed to it. And one has to generalize, because no. 
doubt there are’ varying shades of agreement and disagreement 
about what I'm going to say, but I think that all the Europeans 
are very much in favor of the research, and they have noted 
what the United States has said about not breaking the ABM 
freaty, and they would have noted too what the President has 
said about the willingness to have a discussion about the 
relationship between offensive and defensive weapons. 


Q If I may, 1 was just trying to get at the point 
you'd like the U.S. to take in Geneva with Gorbachev on the 
subject of how, whether there should be negotiations on the 
research? 


“a Well, I don't think there can be negotiations on 
the research. Research is unverifiable. [t's much easier for 
the Soviet Union to verify your research with people like you 
about, and having to go to Congress to get the money, and 
having investigative journalism -- it's quite easy in this 
country, comparatively easy in this country, to find out what's 
going on. In a closed society, it's very, very difficult, and 
l do not see how you could verity the research not being done 
in the USSR, but we know that research is being done, and 
they've been doing it tor a good deal longer than the United 
States is doing it. 


So 1 don't think there would be a question of banning 
research. tut the President has made it very clear that he is 
prepared to talk with the Soviet Union about the latest staqes 
~=- that is to say, the relationship between the offensive and 
the defensive, and that seems to be very important. 





MR. REDMAN: Can we have just two more quick 
questions, please? 


Q Do you think the Soviet proposal and the 
negotiations -- how do you expect them to affect the Belgian 
and Dutch decision, under (inaudible)? 


a Well, the Belgians have made their decision. fhe 
Belgians have deployed the cruise missiles in Belgium. the 
only one which still remains is the Dutch decision which is a 
government decision on November lst. What they have said is 
that they will deploy the missiles if the number of SS-20s is 
greater than it was in June 1984. 


In June 1984, there were 378, Bryan? 
BRYAN: Yes. 


A §378 missiles. Today there are 441. Mr. 
Gorbachev has said that he has reduced the number to 243, and 
those are on “standby alert." Well, 1 think the question you 
would have to ask yourself is, “Where are the others?" and 
“What exactly do you mean by ‘standby alert' and how long would 
it take to bring them up to ‘standby alert' if they are not 
‘standby alert' at the moment? Since they are mobile, it would 
be interesting to know where they are. 


1 would myself think it a little unlikely that that 
rather vague generality by Mr. Gorbachev will have an effect 
upon the LCutch decision. 

Q Have you any reaction to Mr. Gorbachev's 
proposal, his comment, that they are beginning to withdraw some 
of their older missiles from their inventory? 


a Well, they have been doing that for some time. 
There's nothing new about that. 


O.K.? 
Nice to see you. 


(Briefing concluded at 11:48 A.M.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, as I announced this 
morning, this is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing on the President's 
decision on the International Court of Justice. 


The briefer is Abraham D. Sofaer, the Legal Advisor of 
the Department of State. 


As we also discussed this morning, this particular 
briefing is strictly on the subject of the International Court 
of Justice, and the Judge is not prepared to answer other 
questions in other. areas on this occasion. 


Judge Sofaer. 


JUDGE ABRAHAM SOFAER: I thought I would start by 
reading you the President's statement which is very short, and 
it would tell you -- at least, it gives you the words -- of 
exactly what he ordered and what has happened. 


It's a Memorandum for the Secretary of State, and it 
says “You are hereby instructed to deposit with the Secretary 
General of the United Nations formal notice of termination of 
the United States' declaration deposited on August 26, 1946, 
accepting the optional compulsory jurisdiction of the 
International Court of Justice. This notice is to become 
effective six months after its deposit." 


That is the entire statement, and the notice has been 
filed with the Secretary General this morning 


I think the statement you were given this morning 
explains to you the significance of this and what it does and 
what it does not do. What it does is, it terminates the 
declaration of August 26, 1946 under which the United States 
obtained the right to suc state .> ch file similar 
declarations and subjected itse : be sued by states which 
file similar declarations. 





It does not terminate the relationship of the United 
States with the International Court of Justice. Not at all. 
The Court's main business comes under a different section of 
its statute -— 36(1) -- where most of its cases have been filed 
and where we, in effect, submit to the Court's jurisdiction 
through some 60 treaties that are now in effect. As recently 
as last year, in a major case -- the Gulf of Maine case -- we 
submitted to the Court's jurisdiction. 


As you were told this morning, we have agreed in 
principle, only in the last few days, to submit a major case -- 
to bring a major case in the [CJ with the state of Italy. So 
our relationship with the ICJ is not terminated by this. Far 
from it. It continues. It's going to be healthy and 
on-going. We care about the rule of law. We care about the 
Icy]. We felt that the Nicaraguan case was an unfortunate 
signal to us; that we should be concerned about our security 
interests, and about the use of the Court for political-public 
relations purposes; and you've all seen that happen. 


The President does not want the Court used for those 
purposes. At the same time, he, and everyone in this 
Administration, want to continue to use the Court for its 
intended purposes, and that is why this declaration has been 
filed and the only effect of that declaration is in that 
limited part of the Court's jurisdiction. 


Q So the Nicaraguan case is not only the primary 
but is the absolutely major reason why the U.S. has taken this 
action today? 


a Oh, it wasn't the case. Anyone could have brought 
a casv like the Nicaragua case. All it took was Nicaragua to 
bring the case. It was the ICJ's reaction to the case that 
gave us concern. Until then, that Court had been extremely 
careful, judicious, in the exercise of its jurisdiction. 


Then, suddenly in that case, it speedily issued an 
opinion that didn't deal with a couple of the jurisdictional 


issues in any final sense. But, nevertheless, issued 
recommended injunctive suggestions and made us uneasy. 


Q Sir, how do you explain that the United States 
judge, the British judge, the French judge, the Italian judge, 
the Japanese judge, the West German judge, all suddenly and 
precipitiously made such a U-turn at the Court? 





i) Well, those judges did not all agree that the 
Court had jurisdiction. Most of those judges, if not all of 
them, ruled that on one ground or another the Court did not 
have jurisdiction. 


You can say that they ruled against us on one or two 
of the jurisdictional arguments, but all you need to do is get 
a judge to rule with you on one jurisdictional argument and the 
Court doesn't have jurisdiction. So those judges -- I believe 
all of them, or certainly most of them -- ruled on at least one 
or two of the grounds that we were correct and that the Court 
did not have jurisdiction. 


Q Mr. Sofaer, if this had been done earlier, say, 
in '79 or ‘80, some legal scholars believe that we wouldn't 
have been able to take Iran to Court. Isn't this going to cut 
both ways? 


A That's completely wrong, so let me just interrupt . 
you there. 


The Iran case is a case under 36(1). Let me tell you 
about the Iran case, because some of the questions this morning 
were directed to that and I think that you should facts have 
the facts on it. 


The issues before the Court in that case were clear, 
narrow, legal questions relating to the obligations owed to 
foreign diplomats under well-established standards of 
international law. [fhe Court's jurisdiction was grounded in 
the dispute settlement clauses of treaties to which hoth the 
United States and Iran are parties ~- the Vienna Convention on 
Diplomatic Relations and the Canvention on the Prevention and 
Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Protected Persons, 
including diplomatic agents. 


In subscribing to those clauses, Iran had agreed that 
claims of exactly the sort presented by the United States would 
be submitted to the Court. So that case came squarely within 
the jurisdiction that remains with the Court; the agreed-upon 
jurisdiction where states can agree to submit under a treaty -- 
a multi-lateral treaty or a bilateral treaty. 


We are parties, as I told you, to over 60 such 
treaties. 


Q Could you explain how, then, that differs from 
the Nicaraguan case? 


Aa The Nicaraguan case is based, in part, ona 
treaty, on the FCN Treaty. To the extent that the case is 





based on a treaty, indeed. we would have to deal with that kind 
of an argument. We did deal with it. We think the Court does 
not have jurisdiction. And the Court,in fact, has not finally 
ruled that it has jurisuwiction under the treaty. It is still 
pending. That question is still pending before the Court. 


A most extraordinary situation, where there are 
clauses in a treaty, which we put in there, to the effect that 
we should not be party to a lawsuit in which other states were 
affected, and Honduras, Costa Rica, El Salvador, all indicated 
that they regarded themselves as “affected states." But the 
Court, despite an application from £1 Salvador to intervene at 
the jurisdictional level, decided that they would not decide at 
that stage whether that clause of the treaty deprived the Court 
of jurisdiction . 


So we think the Court does not have jurisdiction under 
that treaty, and the Court may yet agree with us in that 
respect. 


Apart from the jurisdiction based on treaty, that suit 
is primarily based on 36(2). [That is, the submission of 1946, 
that we would allow ourselves to be sued on a range of issues 
in the Court. That's why the President decided not to permit 
states like Nicaragua to sue us on that basis. 


Q One last follow-up, does that mean that if the 
Court rules that under these treaties the United States has 
committed a violation and is liable, will the United States 
then do whatever the Court says it should do? 


a We'll have to deal with that, if that happens. I 
will have to deal with it when it happens. I don't believe it 
will happen. 


I think the Court will rule, and I expect the Court to 
rule that it does not have jurisdiction under that treaty. It 
has only Nicaragua before it now. It specifically declined an 
application from El Salvador. We all know the whole case turns 
on the relationship between Nicaragua and £1 Salvador. 


e 
I think it's quite clear that not only doe they not 
have jurisdiction on that ground but also on the ground of a 
continuing controversy, continuing use-of-force situation. The 
Court itself said that if it was a continuing use of force, it 
did not have jurisdiction; Nicaragua says there is a continuing 
use of force, and the Court has not yet dealt with that fact. 


I think the Court will eventually will have to deal 
with that fact, and should deal with that fact, and should 
dismiss this suit. 
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Q Judge Sofaer, can you clear up for just a second 
what the treaty is that you were just discussing that is 
involved in the Nicaraguan case? 
a The Friendship and Commerce Treaty with 
Nicaragua; the FCN Treaty. 
Q You said a little while ago that we care about 


the rule of law. I'm interested in hearing your comment on the 
accusation or the theory that, here the United States signed 
something 40 years ago when the U.N. was new and young and full 
of hope and now has decided that the decision it made at that 
time was wrong. 


How can you continue to argue that you support the 
rule of law if you have reversed this long-standing position of 
the United States? 


A. We -made the right decision then, I have no 
doubt. We tried something. We went on record before Lhe 
nations of the world that we would submit to the Court's 
jurisdiction, and we expected -- everyone expeccred -- that the 
nations of the world would agree; that our primary adversaries 
in the world would agree. Yet, they have not agreed. 


Whereas, over 50 percent of the states, then 
recognized as states in the United Nations, agreed at that time 
to the compulsory jurisdiction provision in some form or the 
other, now it's down to about 26 percent of the states of Lhe 
world. The Soviet Union does not agree. The Cubans do not 
agree. And we believe that the Nicaraguans did not agree. Had 
we sued them, they would have made a Motion to Dismiss and 
probably won it. I think they should have won it. But the 
Court found that they had agreed. 


Nevertheless, France no longer agrees. The only 
Permanent Member of the Security Council that now has a 
submission is the United Kingdom, and that submission is 
qualified in many major respects. 


We made the right decision. I think we participated 
in an experiment as to 36(2) that. has not worked. I think the 
Court's willingess to entertain Nicaragua's suit, to the extent 
that it has entertained it, was a mistake on the part of the 
Court. I think it was a mistake on the part of many, many 
states that they did not join. 


First, let me say we did not make a mistake as to 
36(1) in the Court. 








The Court is there. The basic experiment has worked. 
The Court is there doing its business, settling disputes, 
issuing rulings that we abide by, that others abide by. We 
abided by their ruling in the Canadian boundary case, and when 
they have the Raytheon case, we're going to abide by the ruling . 
in the Raytheon case. We're going to abide by the ruling of 
the Court in all those cases in which we go there. 


The institution is there to stay, we hope. We hope it 
will be improved, and that's what [ was about to tell you. 
That is, we would be willing to entertain suggestions for a new 
forum of compulsory jurisdiction. We've given some thought to 
this, and there are many, many ideas out in play on this 
subject. I think they ought to be taken up, examined fully and 
fairly, considered in the Senate, and maybe something can be 
devised where more of the players in the world are going to 
join in something, and where the judges who participate in 
decisions of these kind of questions will come from states that 
themselves submit to the jurisdiction of the Court, and many 
other provisions that one might think about. 


I think that the whole subject is one that's worth 


thinking about, and I'm sure the Senate and others in Congress 
will think about. 


Q Excuse me, Judge, on that lasi point, does this 
decision affect the standing of the U.S. judge on the Court? 


i) No. 

Q And does it affect the U.S. financial support? 

A Absolutely not. 

Q What financial support? 

A In dollars and cents, I don't know. We pay our 
fair proportion, whatever is determined, and we will continue 
to pay it. 

Q One more question, if I may: Do you have a view 
on the opinion expressed by Ambassador Kirkpatrick in the paper 


the other day, that it's somehow improper, if not unpatriotic, 
for Mr. Chayes to represent Nicaragua before the World Court? 


a I have no view on that. I mean, I have no 
comment on it. (Laughter) 





Q Question: If Nicaragua was not one of the 
countries that did not bind itself by rulings of the World 
Court, would this action not have been taken? Is that the nub 
of it? 


a I'm sorry. I missed it. 


Q Well, that's all right. I'm missing some of the 
Government's argument, so we're kind of even. You're making -- 


A I'm glad you feel -- 


Q -- several points all at once. One point is 
that, you know, only 26 percent of the countries in the world 
were in the position of compulsory adherence to rulings by the 
World Court. Nicaragua isn't one such country. 


:) It claimed -- 


Q Of course, I'm asking you a hypothetical 
question, but if Nicaragua and the U.S. were on the same 
footing, if both of them had as a matter of policy observed 
decisions of the World Court, would the U.S. be taking this 
action? Would it have been willing to have the World Court 
decide the case? 


a No. The Court did decide -- 


Q So it has nothing to do with whether 72 or 22 
percent fall into one category or another. 


i) No. It does, indeed. It does, indeed. We 
believe that the Nicaraguans are supported by Cuba and by the 
Soviet Union. We believe that. We believe that the Nicaraguan 
effort to export revolution, which Elliott Abrams was here on 
just a couple of weeks ago and which a White Paper has been 
issued on, is a part of a general effort by Communist regimes 
to take over democracies, to undermine democracies, and it is 
part of an umbrella of which the Brezhnev Doctrine is a major 
part, and the International Court of Justice is not about to be 
able to rule on the Brezhnev Doctrine's legality. 


Q But that is why - 


4 And our ability to confront the Soviet Union, 
Cuba and Nicaragua with these issues is totally hamstrung. 


Q Well, let me just say it's because of Cuba's 
political views, its doctrine, its adherence to the Brezhnev, 
whatever, that it's part of a Communist conspiracy, or 





something, is why the United States has decided to reverse 39 
years of principle. Is that what you're saying? 


A No. This dispute has no place in a court, to 
start with. 


Q That's your view, really. 
a Yes, it is. 


Q Now that has nothing to do with whether 72 
percent or 26 percent -- you know, observe or don't observe. 


A One has to take into account all these factors in 
making this kind of a decision. 


Q All right. Let me ask you another question. If 
a country claims that its harbors were mined by another 
country, is there any place in your view where they could bring 
that issue before justice? 


a The Security Council. 
Q It belongs to the Security Council. 


2) Yes. It could also be brought in other places. 
In Central America, the OAS, and the Central American group of 
nations regularly meet under various umbrellas, and it could be 
brought there and should be brought there and discussed there 
and resolved there. 


Q Judge Sofaer, if I may, the statement made by the 
Department Spokesman this morning contains the line, “Indeed, 
the Court itself has never seen fit to accept jurisdiction over 
any other political conflict involving ongoing hostilities.” 


I was told to ask you for an explanation by the 
Spokesman. He told me to ask you for an explanation or a 
definition of what you mean by a “political conflict involving 
ongoing hostilities," and who are the parties involved in the 
hostilities? This is not the first time -- 


fs) We all know that there's shooting going on down 
in Central America. The Nicaraguans appeared in the Court and 
said there was shooting going on, that we were supporting the 
Contras, and they never did a thing; they have never supported 
anybody in £1 Salvador, they've never sent a gun in there, and 
they have affidavits to that effect, and we don't think it's 
true. 





We think there is an ongoing conflict, and the 
jurisdictional point -- and that's the conflict, indeed. It 
isn't just El Salvador; it's Honduras, Costa Rica. We think 
there is an ongoing conflict. We agree with them. that there 
is an ongoing conflict, and at some point the Court is going Lo 
have to face that fact: That everybody agrees there's an 
ongoing conflict, and does the Court have jurisdiction over an 
ongoing conflict. The Court has indicated it does not, and has 
never come to grips with that fact. 


Q Do we agree -- if we agree there's an ongoing 
conflict, is it fair to say that the United States is one of 
the parties to the ongoing conflict? 


A No. It isn't fair to say that. 


Q In other words, we are denying that we are a part 
of the -- or are involved in the conflict? 


A I don't have to go into that. I think Elliott 
Abrams covered that very well. But our position in this 
respect has got nothing to do with whether we deny or accept. 
Certainly we support the Contras in some ways, and we have. 
But our position on the ICJ has nothing to do with that. 


Our position there is that any actions by the United 
States that could be called to account were justified by 
collective self-defense. And we have, and «very state has, an 
inherent right of collective self-defense, and our case turns 
on whether Nicaragua was supporting insurrection in €1 
Salvador. And that case has been presented to you two weeks 
ago in a statement, in a document, from the State Department, 
and Elliott Abrams was here, and I was here as well, and I 
watched him answer your questions on that subject. 


I have a follow-up question to that, then: You 
say “collective self-defense." Under what law or treaty are 
you invoking that argument? , 


a I think we've been through that lt came up at 
the last conference. I['1ll let that stand. P 


Q Well, under -- 
a Under the Charter. 


Q Under the Charter. 


a And inherently under international legal 
principles. 
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But have we taken the proper actions under the 
Charter, like officially informed the Security Council? 


A I think you specifically asked me that specific 
question -- 


Q I know, and I'm still waiting for an answer. 
A And I did answer it. 

Q You didn't. 

a 


I said that the U.N. Charter does not state the 
exclusive and only means for asserting a position of 
self-defense. Just because you don't go to the Security 
Council with an issue doesn't mean that you didn't have a right 
of self-defense in a situation. That is dependent ugfon the 


) aataaal whether the circumstances justified actions in 
self -- a 


Q We are thousands of miles from -- 


Maybe that's why -- 


Q You say “collective” -- 

a -- you didn't get my answer last time 

Q You said “collective self-defense." 

A -— because you cut me off. You were so busy 
thinking about your next argument, that you didn't wait for the 
answer. 

Yes? 

Q How many countries have filed these documents 


excepting optional compulsory jurisdiction, and how many have 
rescinded them? 


a Well, I can give you the number of countries that 
have filed. fhe declarations, incidentally, vary from country 
to country, so you can get a number, but it won't necessarily 
be -- the number itself is not sufficient. You have to look at 
each declaration and see the scope of it to determine I think 
it's around 26, is that correct? 


STAFF: 46. 
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JUDGE SOFAER: 46? 26 percent. Right. 46. 


Q Have any rescinded -- 

Q Are we the first one to - - 

“4 Oh, no. France rescinded relatively recently in 
another case. ‘74? 


Q Didn't we go into this in the first place? 
Wasn't it to be a symbol of a great nation accepting the rule 
of international law and trying to encourage other nations, and 
now we're taking as role models France and the Soviet Union. 


“ No. I think we're dealing with the realities of 
the situation as it's presented today. I think we still are 
concerned with the rule of law, and we have to find another way 
to do this, to reach out for this kind of an international 
consensus with respect to an international tribunal, another 
better way that works. 


Q What does the State Department have in mind 
that's another better way? 


a I'm not at liberty to go into details about it, 
but I'm perfectly happy to -- I will be happy to, and I'm sure 
I will be called to the Senate to discuss this and to work with 
the Senate, Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, to try to 
come up with ideas. I mentioned a couple of them. And we can 
work on the problem. 


I think you have to remember that under the present 
statement, dealing with it honestly, the present statement 
subjected us to suit by not only the 49 -- 46 countries that 
had already submitted, but any country that decided to sue us 
could submit to the jurisdiction in the morning and then sue us 
in the afternoon. So that was the First weakness in it 


(Continued on next page) 
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The second, which was really, I think a weakness that 
is overriding on this issue on the merits was the Connally 
Reservation. 


We have a clause in our statement which says, 
ore Tere provided that this declaration would not subject the 
United States to disputes with regard to matters which are 
essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of the United 
States of America...... " and then it goes on to say, “...... as 
determined by the United States of America." This was added in 
1946. That provision, we learned particularly in a case called 
the Aerial Incident case, a case that we brought against 
Bulgaria, for shooting down an E1-Al Airline plane. 


We brought a case against them under this provision 
claiming that they had submitted to the jurisdiction of the 
Court, and they argued that because we had absolute discretion 
to decide what constituted the domestic jurisdiction of the 
United States of America, without any review by the Court, they 
could, because of the principle of reciprocity that is built 
into the Statute of the Court, they could say, “Since you could 
walk away from this suit, we can walk away from this suit.” 


Our initial position was that, yes, we had the right 
to say what was within our domestic jurisdiction, but it wasn't 
an absolute right, and we would subject ourselves to a 
principled regime for deciding that question And we have, in 
fact, subjected ourself to a principled regime with respect to 
this clause. 


In the Nicaragua case, we did “ot assert this clause. 
We could have asserted this clause and walked away from it, but 
it wouldn't have made sense -~ it wouldn't have been honest. 


Q How -- 


‘ At the same time, though, we had to admit after 
we looked at it that what Congress intended, what the Senate 
intended when they put that language in, and what the President 
intended when he approved it was that we would have the 
absolute discretion, albeit principled in its exercise, to say 
what was within the domestic jurisdiction of the United 
States. So we had to concede that Bulgaria was right, that we 
had the capacity to walk away from the case, and therefore, we 
accepted their argument and had to walk away from the case. We 
had to accede to their Motion to Dismiss. 
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That left us in the position of not being able 
effectively to sue anybody under this clause, whereas we could 
be sued effectively because we were going to take a principled 
position with respect to this clause. So if you look at it 4 
without all the political hullabaloo, this clause, this 
Declaration of 1946 never made any sense. 


Some international law scholars claim -- and have 
written, I think quite reasonably -- that because of the 
inherent absolute discretion in that provision, we never really 
submitted to the optional compulsory jurisdiction of the ICJ -- 
that w sever have submitted. 


Now, I think that puts today's decision in some 
perspective. 


Yes. 


Q. You first gave an example of a political case 
which was when Nicaragua, supported by the Cubans and by the 
Russians, and that the Soviet doctrine is not to be judged by 
the Court. Who is to decide what is political and what is a 
Zogal question before any case that's brought to court, to this 
Court’? 


i) Well, I don't read the political -- The Court, 
the ICJ, does take on politically important things. I mean a 
border dispute may seem tundane and technica], but it is the 
heart of politics. Where your nation ends and the other nation 
begins is pretty important, and you know there have been wars 
over that. So that when the [CJ is there to decide that kind 
of a question, that shows its importance and the significance 
of the role it can play So it isn't the fact that Lhe 
decision is political in a broad, general sense; it's the fact 
that the decision deals with a political matter that belongs in 
other political fora -. and by that 1 mean the Security Council 
or the Contadora Process, or some other appropriate place where 
you can deal with a matter like a war, or a battle, or whatever 
you want to call the disturbances down there 


Q What is the distinction? What is political to be 
dealt in this Court and political to be dealt in some other 
place of international (inaudible)? 


a I would say that it probably runs along the lines 
~~ if you're speaking technically now, the analysis would 
probably run along the lines that is quite familiar to us in 
our own federal courts The Supreme Court of the United States 
and the federal courts deal with politically charged questions, 
questions with great political overtones 





14 


At the same time, there is a doctrine called the 
Political Question Doctrine, and pursuant to that doctrine, 
when the Court finds that it's inappropriate for a court, a 
federal court, to pass on a certain question -- and it has a 
methodology for determining that, standards for determining 
that that are set out in the Baker v. Carr decision by Justice 
Brennan -- then the court will abstain, in effect. And -- 





Q Then, it's up to the court to decide? It's up to 
one court to decide that it doesn't belong to this court, and 
to send it off to somewhere else? 


a Certainly. It's ultimately for our Supreme Court 
to decide what is a political question, doctrine, in the 
federal court system -- that's correct. But a person may argue 
that something is within the Political Question doctrine. In 
the Year One, the court may decide that person is wrong. But 
then, the court may see fit to decide the person was right 
later on. And we think the ICJ will see fit to decide -- we 
hope they will -- that we were right in this Nicaragua case. 


MR. REDOMAN: Let's take three more questions, very 
brief questions. 


Q I hope he can answer these briefly: Does it 
Follow that if a country accepts compulsory jurisdiction of the 
World Court, it also automatically accepts the decisions of 
that Court? And does the reverse also run? 


A As a matter of principle, if a country appears in 
a case and submits to a court's jurisdiction, the country is 
bound to abide by the court's verdict; and if the court -- 


I guess you're pressing me on "“What'll we do if the 
ICJ says that we should do something in this Nicaragua case?" 


Q Was I pressing you? I was asking a simple 
question, I thought. 


A Well, then, I answered it simply. P 
O.K. In Future cases, then, what criteria will 


the Department of State use in deciding on whether it is going 
to appear before the Court and accept its jurisdiction? 


Aa Well, we will, first of all, consider whether 
it's a case that's appropriate for resolution by a court or by 
an arbitration panel selected from the court. 
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Q You, Washington, the Uniced States is going to 
decide that question for itself? 


a Yes, for that's the way the Court gets most of ° 
its work. The overwhelming majority of its work comes from two 
states, and their legal representatives, presidents, and 
governments deciding to take the matter to the ICJ. 


We've been enthusiastic about the ICJ and using the 
ICJ, and we will go on using the ICJ. We're going to do it in 
this Raytheon thing, we hope; and we certainly have agreed to 
in principle. And we did it last year, with the Gulf of Maine 
case, in the midst of all this -- 





Q None of this I dispute. I'm just a little 
concerned about there being a flaw in the logic here. You've 
cited on several occasion and at some length, domestic law, 
United States law, United States legal procedures. 


A That's right. 


Q And under that law, if a court says, “I've got 
jurisdiction over you," you don't have much of a choice about 
it. You appear, or you're going to jail. 


) Well, it's an entirely different regime. I mean, 
we're all subject to that. 


Q That's what everybody says. If you'll just give 
me half a second, that's what everybody says when they don't 
like it. And you've been stressing here the adherence of the 
United States to the rule of law. 


A Yes. 

Q And I find within the arguments that you've used 
today an inconsistency, because what we are talking about here 
is, “If it ain't fair for everybody, then we're not playing the 
game." 


a That sounds pretty good to me 


So we're not talking about adherence to the rule 
of law, -- 


a No, 1 don't <-- 


- because the rule of law does not depend on 
whether you like it, or [ like it, or Nicaragua likes it 
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a It depends on its being fair for everybody, 
though. 


Q No, it depends on its existence. Nobody said a 
law had to be fair either. 


a No. It has to be fair institutionally. 
Q Says who? 
o Says those who have to consent. 
Anything else? 
I just have a couple of quick factual questions: 
The spokesman earlier had said that there were three U.S. cases 
in which we had attempted to sue, and got it thrown in our 


face. I guess this Bulgarian case was one of them. Do you 
remember the other.two? You know the three I'm talking about? 


a The cases in which we've - 
Q -~ we've been sued three times. 
a We've been sued. 


Q O.K. I got that wrong. I'm sorry. 


The other question was -- 


a The Rights of U.S. N onal mn Morocco case, 
brought by France in 1950; the Interhan case brought by 
Switzerland in 1957; and the Nicaragua case in 1984. 


fhe U. n n r case went to final 
judgment in 1952, and the Interhandel case was dismissed in 
1959 on the ground that Switzerland had not exhausted its local 
remedies in the United States. 


Q The other thing is, on a World Court document, 
just a flyer explaining what the World Court is, it lists 
Nicaragua as one of the countries that accepts optional 
compulsory jurisdiction And among the 46, or whatever you're 
saying -- 


a Yes, the Court relied on that 


Q Why do we think they haven't properly declared? 
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A Well, it's all laid out in our brief. 
Q Right. 


“ I mean it was a technical argument, but the Court 
had been meticulous up to the Nicaragua case, insisting that 
you dot the i's and cross the t's if you wanted to submit to 

urisdiction. So we were meticulous in arguing that they 
adn‘'t. And I will concede -- and everyone concedes -- that we 


were making a highly technical argument. 


We were concerned that the Court abandoned its 
traditional approach to those kind of jr:risdictional issues. 


Q Could I ask one last technical question? For the 
next six months, however, the United States is still under 
compulsion to accept the Court's jurisdiction, is that right? 


A. Yes, we are, except there is that two-year 
Declaration that was made 18 months ago relating to Central 
America that will run for another six months, so when that 
expires, this will take effect. 


Q Was that the reason for the timing of this 
announcement? 


a Yes. 


Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:16 p.m.) 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was a very warm 
meeting, as you might expect. The President first met the Prime 
Minister back in 1971. They've met quite a few times since then. 
They have a very good relationship personally. We have an excellent 
relationship bilaterally, which was underscored at the beginning. 
They emphasizec we don't really have bilateral issues to talk about. 


The bulk of the discussion was on problems of the 
international econoazy and the cangers of protectionism -- the 
importance of the United States in the past having kept open its 
markets to products of other countries being responsible for the 
enormous -- not only the recovery of countries like Japan and 
Germany, as well as our allies after the damage of the war, but also 
responsible for the fact that many other countries in the world who 
had mot known prosperity DSefore were relatively prosperous. Of 
course, Singapore has done very well itself in the system. That the 
dangers involved if we turn away froz that to nt gee pees. 
including the dangers of leading to the same kinds of consequences we 
saw in the 1930's of war as well as depression. 


Theré was some discussion of a = that, I think, 
was first initiated -- first discussed, at least -- during the time 
Ambassador Brock was U.S. Special Trade Representative. I think it 
was originally his idea -- I am not certain of that -- to develop a 
kind of free trade arrangement between the U.S. and ASIAN countries 
that might go some ste> Seyond the GATT, perhaps extending to 
services, and that is a subject the Prime Minister will be discussing 
in more cetail tomorrow when he sees Ambassador Yuetter. 


Talked about regional problems, particularly Cambodia, 
about the importance of maintaining this -- support for this 
struggle, that what the non-communist resistance in Cambojia is 
really trying to achieve is the survival of the small nation. They 
— the support of other countries, including the United States in 

ing so. 


Q Is this a quote from somebody or other -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘No, that is not a quote. 

| “- or just your own opinion? 

SENIOR ADNINISTRATIC: OFFICIAL: ‘ell, I con’t want to de 
quoting the other -- the ?rime Ninister. I want the Singaporians to 
speak for him. That is my own opinion. Leave it at that. 

Q Is it an opinion dDeing shared by the Presijdent? 

SENIOR ADNIVISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is cefinitely an 


ODiINLON Shares oy the Presicent. The President exsresces our Sup tort 
for tue nor-coamunist resistance anc for the ASIAN strategy 


‘we. =— 











supporting them. He made it clear that, while we are going to pursue 
every reasonable effort we can to get an accounting of our POWs and 
Missing in Action from the war, that that effort is not affecting and 
will not affect our stand on Cambodia. 


They then talked a considerable length about China. As 
know, the Prime Minister has just come back from a long trip 
he not only met with most of the senior leaders, 
ing Xiaoping and Jiang Xinxiong, but travelled extensively 
provinces. The subject of the conversation there was sost of 

the issue of what is needed for successful development, the 
it seems the Chinese are sost interested in finding out 

the Prime Minister's visit -- it's -- the opinion was 

-- I will put it in ay own words <-- that it's -- one of the 
that has had a big impact on China has been its recognition of 
success, not only of the developed countries like the United States, 
but also of countries like Singapore -- realizing that -- just 
looking in their own neighborhood and with people of the sane 
cultural stock that they -- economic development, even on a rather 
espectacular scale, is possible and it's certainly been observation of 
many experts that this has had a very big impact on the Chinese and 
has very strongly influenced the big push toward economic reform that 
we're seeing in China now. 


EE RSs 
ga? 


a 
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That is basically -- those were the three sain subjects. 
Yes? 
Q How long did they talk and who was present? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting went -- I 
think we started on time, didn't we? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So it went for nearly an 
hour. On our side, the President, Secretary of State, Secretary of 
Defense, National Security Adviser McFarlane, Chief of Staff Regan, 
our Ambassador to Singapore Mr. Roy, and various other -- quote -- 
“senior officials." Those were the Cabinet level people. 


On the Singapore side, it was the Prime Minister. He's 
accompanying -- excuse me, I still have a little trouble with these 
names -- with the Minister for Home Affairs -- 


Q You're working in the right White House. 
(Laughter. ) 


Q Don't worry about it. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- in fact, he's 
somebody who, I think -- who normally, in fact, is not <-- does not 
Geal with bilateral or foreign affairs -- and Mr. -- just a second 
here. You have it? Thank you very such. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jayakumar. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jayakumar. 

Q Ah, yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I knew Sam was waiting 
for that one. (Laughter.) You're going to have him on the news 
tonight, right? 

Q I hope so. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Mr. Yeo Cheon Tong 


who is the Minister of State for Foreign Affairs -- effectively their 
Deputy Foreign M‘nister. 
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Q -- why wasn't Dhanabalan there? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I think, 
in fact, normally the -- as we notice, for example with President 
Lee, the Foreign Minister doesn't always travel with the head of 
government. Dhanabalan wasn't with hig in China either. I know he's 
back in Singapore now because his father is ill, but I don't think it 
was ever planned that he would come. And Ambassador Tomsy Koh, 
presently their Ambassador to the United States. 


Q Did the President give him any sense of whether he 
thought he could fight the protectionists -- sentiment on the Hill -- 
where he thought the Congressional sentizent was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He indicated his 
determination to keep up the fight and that we are up against very 
formidable odds. I don't think -- I wouldn't say that he made a 
prediction about his own resolve, but I don't think he sade a 
prediction about the outcome. 


Q Then -- I know it's completely off the -- but, do -- 
for any reason, did the President mention what's going on right now 
with the Italian ship. Did he -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. It didn't -- 

Q -- brief him or say anything -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- didn't come up, even 
in passing. 


Q Terrorism didn't come up in any context? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 

Q Were there any bilateral sticking points on trade 
that arose? Did this issue of intellectual property come up, or is 
that something that will be discussed later? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That'll probably be 
Giscussed with Shults and with Yeutter. 
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As I said in the briefing yesterday, it's an issue that's really 
moving along very positively so that it was not something that the 
Pregident had to raise. 


Q Did they get into any other specific areas on trade? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Wormally, Prime Minister Lee comes here on a private 
visit just about once a - Why this time has it been sade into a 
state visit? Is he gett re to retire? Is this kind of a 
sayonara trip or what's the special reason? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are two separate 
questions, actually. I mean, he is talking about retirement, he's 
talking about training up the next generation of Singapore 
leadership. I think there's no question, speaking as an observer of 
the si @ scene, that he is going to be, even if he somewhat 
steps aside, I think he's going to make a formidable figure in 
on omg for a a time to come. But he might not be Prime 
Minister that such longer. 


Q Bas he announced a time when ha's going to leave 
office? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot ifically. As to 
the question of the handling of his visit, I know it was Secretary 
Shults's feeling among others that this was a man that we have 
enormous respect for. It's possible, given his plans and the way the 
calendars work, that this might be his last official visit to 
Washington, though we're not making any predictions. But that -- I 
know the Secretary felt strongly he wanted to extend a special kind 
of honor in recognition of the Prime Minister. And that, I suppose, 
is the main difference between this kind of visit and the kinds 
you've described. 


Q And on the substantive side, did the Prime Minister 
appeal to the President for military aid for the non-commjunist 
resistance or did he say anything about what he'd like the United 
States to do on that score? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He didn't -- first 
question, he didn't appeal for military aid. He did | that -- 
well, he did y A was -- gave a cather eloquent description, in ay 
view, of what these people are up against how important their 
struggle is and the fact that for -~- particularly the leaders of the 
non-communist resistance, you're talking about people who could be 
living comfortably in Seattle or Los Angeles or somewhere in France. 
Many of them are sacrificing that to lead the struggle for their 
people and it was in that context that he stressed the importance of 
American moral support including the importance of the President, 
himself, mentioning this struggle on appropriate occasions 
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and also. the fact that they neec material support. Sut that was a 
very general ‘reference. It wasn't a specific reference to this issue 
of military aid. 


Q Okay. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: She has a deadline. 
Q Twenty-four hours a day. 


Q What about the detailed discussion of Cambodia and 
-- bid that come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You mean the present 
Giplomatic scene? Wo, the focus of the Cambodian discussion was a 
bit, I would say, more long-tera and in the context of realizing that 


g The briefing is still underway. Okay? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can we have a little 
quiet, please? . 


That, I would say, the underlying assumption of the whole 
discussion was that Vietnam is still far from persuaded that it has 
to make the change of policy that is necessary. I think it is -- 
again I am very diffident about putting other people's words in their 
mouths. They may think they said something different. As I heard 
the Prime Minister speaking, he was saying that Vietnam has been 
surprised already by the fact that the world isn't quite as they 
thought it would be and that their actions in C ia continue, even 
six years after the invasion, to be opposed, but that — are still 
far from having changed their basic outlook, and it is going to take 
@ fairly long struggle to get them to do that. Nobody said how long. 


Thank you. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:56 A.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is the third in a 
series of briefings that -- hope to give weekly on the run-up to the 
Geneva seeting. 


Today's is designed to illusinate an isportent iseve that 
will surely be on the agenda, and that is the silitery delence 
between the United States and the Soviet Union. 


A central ites on the egendse will surely be how to 
preserve « stable silitery belance and to sake it sore stable through 
eres control in the coming sonths and years. 


Recently, the Soviet Union has sade @ counter-proposel to 
the U.S. proposal in Geneva. There has been « certain asount of 
commentary from the Soviet side on certain aspects of its position, 
while the full position has not been elaborated publicly, nor will we 
todey. 


The partiel statements and references to isclated 
components of the Soviet ne toge by the Soviet Union have engendered 
@® certain apount of speculation and questioning, which is 
understandable. 


The consequence of this being done in « pieceseal 
fashion, however, has been that it has led to « considerable ssount 
of sisinformation, and, I think, uninformed conjecture about their 
proposal. Therefore, I thought it sight be useful to or together 
today on beckground in order to sake clear the kinds of questions 
that ought to be asked if we are going to be able to digest, absorb 
and consider the significance of it and how we can sake some progress 
in Geneva. 


Let se put this in perepective. The President finds that 
the very fect that the Soviet Union has sede @ counter-proposel is « 
progsising developmert. It shows that his strategy hes worked, that 
firmness and allied yoy which has been demonstrated over the 
pest five years, have paid off. 


The Soviets have now expressed interest, in addition, in 
what we booth ocelieve suet be the highest priority teek at hand to 
start moving now toward deep, stabilizing and verifiable reductions 
in offensive ‘nuclear warheads. And that's good. It is a very good 
development. And we intend. for our pert, to spend sll of the tise 
that is needed with thes behind closed doors in Geneva to try to sake 
real progress, and the sooner the better. 


Our negotiators have tabled sound U.S. proposals. For 
example, we have, for a long tise, proposed « reduction of aepout naif 
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in land and sea-based bellistic sissiles and « cut of about one-third 
in the warheads on those sissiles. Moreover, our negotiators have an 
unprecedented amount of flexibility in the specific seans to use to 
reach our goal of deep, stable, verifiable reductions. 


If the Soviets will now show the flexibility required on 
theic side ané are prepared to in real give-ané-take, ~ 
could be the beginning of a successful process. It is too earl 
make predictions. There are « number of very penetrating et A. 
that have to be asked about the Soviet counter-p before we can 
soasee make any judgments. And, in sum, the questions would be as 

cllows -- 


Ficet, would the Soviet coeatponpennenss strengthen or 
Gecrease the first-strike capability which iets have been 
building? Wow, this is a capability which we do not have, nor do we 
want it, and which, if it were achieved, would seriously underaine 
the strategic balance on which deterrence and peace have rested. We 
are concerned the Soviet first-strike capability would be 
strengthened and strengthened substantially under their 
counter-proposal. 


Second, would the goensescereee result in itable 
balance between the parties? Re analysis indicates that 
the Soviet counter-proposal is highly unequa It would ensure that 
the Soviet major edvantages in the nuabers of "nuclear weapons, 
nuclear delivery vehicles and ballistic missile throw weight. 


Third, what would be the effect of the Soviet 
counter-proposal on the capability on both sides to sodernize? We 
are concerned here that the counter-pr 1, a8 now shaped, would 
prevent key areas of needed U.S. modernization while it would allow 
the considerable Soviet oe es and sodernisation, which began about 
ten years ago, to be carried through to completion with new systens. 


Fourth, what would be the effect on the security of our 
allies, which we consider, of course, indivisible from our own 
security? Our concern here is that in several sajor respects the 
counter-pr al and what has been said the Soviets publicly in 
Paris as well seems designed to fulfill long-standing Soviet goal 
of totelly —r United States nuclear deterrent frose the 
eee pe pe of our friends and allies in Burope and Asia while not 

nhibiting the Soviet forces which threaten those allies. 


Fifth, is the Soviet counter-proposal verifiable? Our 
preliminary analysis indicates that key elements would not be 
verifiable. This question is particularly important in view of the 
record of Soviet non-compliance with existing areas control 
agreements. 


HORE 











Fina. 7, BBTS Suc Jeviets csocpec sheiz lasisteace that 
grgpeece sre tecucing oifensive arsenals aust Se linked to stopping 
mites States stcategic defense researc srograa. Segrettadly such 
inappropriate linkage may still be the case. Such 3 Soviet 
precondition presents 3a serious obstacle to pro;ress in Geneve, and 
gust Se croppec. The neec for offensive reductions is self-evident, 
and we believe that there are ample incentives on both sides for 
tracing offense for offense. 


By the same token, there is a clear neec for cefensive 
research and testing, which both the Jnited States and the Soviet 
Jaion are surssing. 


Now let we explain in just a few moments some of the 
funcementsis that have led us to these prelisginary conclusions, snd 
i*ll be glad to take your questions after that. 


At bottom, the basis on which offensive deterrence has 
rested bas Seen & Saelance of offensive strategic nuclear forces. How 
those forces are ceployed in three modes. There are land-based 
intercontinental ballistic missiles. On the United States side this 
totals 1,C30 systems. Those contain appromimately 2,.30 warheads. 


Secondly, in the sea-based leg the Jnited States, on its 
subzarines -- let*s see -- 37 submarines, approximstely GCC tubes, 
comprising 5,370 warheads. 


Ané finally, on the bomber leg the Uniteé States has 26) 
bombers, and these forces basically are arrayed and designed to deter 
the corresponding Soviet land-based, sea-based, and airc-based 
systezs. On the Soviet side, in ICDMs, we currently count 1,393 
Soviet land-based ICBMs. 


Q Repeat that, please. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thirteen hundred ninety 
eight -- and we will give you copies of these charts -- on which are 
Geployed some 6,400 nuclear warheads. 


Seconédly, in the Soviet submarine force, they currently 
possess 62 submarines, 954 leunch tubes, and o total of about 2,50 
nuclear warheads. 


Finally, om the Soviet side, there are approximately 430 
heavy bombers. 


In the aggregate thie totele up for the United States an 
sogeeeate tetel of celivery vehicles -- land, sea, and air -- of 
1,39) delivery vehicles -- launchers, sircraft. for the Soviet side, 





corresponding number 2,832. 


United States warhead totel trom the three legs of « 
tied -- excuse se -- ballistic sissile warheads, approxisately 
7,500, compared to Soviet ICSM and SLEM warheads of about 6,900. 


Finally, the throw-weight totele are about 4.4 aililion 
pounds op our side and about 11.9 sillion pounds on the Soviet side. 


Bow, let's think for @ soment abowt what has been stated 
by the Soviet Union publicly about their latest proposal. 


Bearing in sind that it is these three central systems 
which are designed to deter each other, the Soviet Union has said 
that it is proposing s cut of 50 percent in the nusber of delivery 
vehicles, that is, sissiles, aircraft. And thet this would leave the 
United States entitled to 1,680 of these delivery vehicles. 


Bow, how do they reach that number? The Soviet Union 
states that in addition to counting ICBMs and SLEMs and bombers, that 
the United States ought to include in its total of nuclear systens 
about 1,049 additional systems which are forward deployed in aircraft 
carriers, sircraft that we have forward based in Europe and Asia, as 
well as the INF systens, sissile systexs, requested by the HATO 


allies for deployment in Europe. 


How, if one adds to the United States" ICBM, SLAM and 
bomber count, these 1.149 systems, you get something over 3,300 totel 
systems, which the Soviet —_ -- Soviet Union says if cut by 50 
percent would leave us entitied to 1,680. This is a very iaportent 
point. One can see that we have two extreme choices that one can 
imagine. If, for exemple, we are left with an entitlement to 1,660 
~~ that is the Soviet stated outcome -- we could take all of the 
forward deployed systems on sircraft carriers, our INF sissile 
systems in Europe, ftorward-Geployed aircraft and that 1,049 would 
consume that apount of our totel entitlement of 1,680, leaving us 
entitied to # grand totel of 531 to be disposed between ICBMs, SLEMs 
and bosabers. 


In short, we could, if we remain faithful to our 
comsiteents in Europe, be required, under this proposal, to have no 
wore than 530-od¢ systems, a6 compared to our current delivery 
vehicle count of 1,893. So it's about -- well, it's far sore than « 
50 percent cut of truly strategic systens. 


Bow, the correlery int to thet is, if we were to go in 
that direction, the number of aia points, the hard targets which the 
Soviet Union would have to go after, would aleo be very greati 
reduced. If we hed no sore than 531 strategic systens, we would 
probably choose to distribute thoee between bowebers, subssarine-based 
siesiles and land-based sissiles, but, surely, fewer in each 
category, perhaps as few as 300 of so ICBMs. 


Bow, I take you beck to sy original question sbout 
whether this proposel strengthens or weakens the firset-strike 
capability of the Soviet Union. Wow, if today the Soviet Union sust 
consider that it feces 1,000 ICBMs in the United States and it builds 
forces to aseure that it hes warheads of ite own, 6,400, with which 
to atteck those 1,000 U.S. systems, then one can see that the 
warhead-target ratio is apout 6 to i. 


Now, there are other hard targets in the United States 
and @ost analytical experts here would count or credit the Soviet 
Union with having something at least on the order of a 3} to i 
warhead-target ratio today. But how sight that change? 


Well, a8 I've said, if tne United States continues to 
support ite elilies and is ligited to no sore than 300 ICBMs, then 
this nuaeber goes down froe 1,000 to 300. 
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How, true enough, the Soviet Union says that it, too, 
would cut the number of its warheads and that, conceivably, this 
6.400 number of ICEM warheads would go down to 3,600. Sut, even 
tmere,. if one considers « 3,600 residual ICSM warhead count, arrayed 
egeinst somewhere Setween 300 to 500 systems in the United States, 
the warheed-target ratio has iaproved to their edvantege very, very 
substantially. 


ro) Did you sean -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse se, Bob? 
Q You said 3,600 -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: Okey. Good point. Sob 
says. “Why 3.6007" I went too fast. 


Q Well -- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet Union has 

said that the outcome in teras of warheads ought to be about 6,000 
warheads on both sides. And they say that as many as 60 percent of 
those -- on their side and ours -- could be in any one leg of the 
tried. Wow, if they chose, as has been their practice, to keep the 
bulk of their warheads on land-based sissiles, then 60 percent of 
6,000 would give you 3,600. Wow, that 3,600 then would be in a 

ition to attack whatever remaining U.S. hard targets existed -- 
60 to 500. Sut under any circumstance, even conservative estimates, 
theirc ability to use many warheads per target would improve 
éramatically. 


How, I postulated this excursion on the notion that we 
kept all of our aircraft on aircraft carriers, our INF systems and 
our forward-baesed sircraft, because we have alliances. If we chose 
to withdrew our Suggess to those alliances, which we surely could not 
do, but theoretically, if we were to do so, then the Uni States 
would have to decide how to array its 16,080 entitlement between 
land, sea and air -- and we could do so -- at the expense of 
separating ourselves from our alliances in Europe and elsewhere. 

This is something we surely couldn‘t do. 


I think it's useful also to note that in saying that the 
United States should include its forward-based systems in Zurope and 
Asia, its INF systems, it also asserts that they should not, and that 
the Soviet S5-20s, corresponding sircraft and, roughly, 2,000 -- 
2,000 Soviet systems ought not be counted. And so, when they derived 
these outcomes in terms of strategic delivery vehicles, the Soviet 
Union takes 50 percent of something, but sets aside first 2,000 
systems and doesn't decrease those one iota. 


To provide just a kind of a sense of history of the 
Soviet buildup, this chart points out that for @ long time, the 
United States number of land-based missiles has remained very 
eee It's cight now at 1,036, on which we have 2,100-odd 
warheads. 


The Soviet Union, commencing about ten years ago, began 
to expand very sharply the number of warheads on their systems. And 
you see that take-off point here where the number of Soviet KVs, as 
they Merved their systems, went dramatically 7. and these are just 
ICBMs -- not submarines and anything else -- the total now of on the 
order of 6,400 warheads. 


Q RVs? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a re-entry -- 
that's a bomb. (Laughter.) 


Q Thank you. 
Q That's like you, dear. 


Q That's a technical tera. People in the arms control 
group use it. It's a very technical ters. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Turning to the INF issue 
for a moment, intermediate-range nuclear forces consist of missiles 
~~ and specifically, the Soviet Union's S5-20 which has tree 
warheads. The Soviet Union right now has 441 of those operational. 
And times three, or 13,023 warheads. 


The charts, which some of you may not be able to see, or 
graphs, depict in this bar graph the balance between we and they over 
time since ‘77. The Soviets had these in ‘77, these in 1980, 
compared to zero here, these in ‘82, ‘84, and ‘85, with current U.S. 
levels of Pershings and GLCMs in Europe at this level. 


The map to the left shows the reach of Soviet S5-20s 
which encompasses a11 of Europe, Middle East, all of Asia, part of 
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Alaska. 


Breaking down the INF balance a little bit sore 

Giscreetly, you see when you look at the sissiles, themselves -- the 
SS-20 launcher versus our P-2s and GLCMs -- this balance -- when you 
look at the wacheads on those missiles, this balance here -- or 
imbalance, I should say -- when you look at shorter range INF 
systems, you find that the Soviet Union saintains still a ver 
substantial advantage over the SATO corresponding systeus. you 
look at artillery systems and very short-range systems, again, @ 
significant advantage. And, finally, when you look at the aircraft 
numbers on both sides, there, too, a very substantial imbalance. 


Bear in mind that in no case wc .!d any of the red bars 
count in any of these reductions, although «:1 of the U.S. and NATO 
systems -- or U.S. systems -- would. 


Let we turn for a moment to a comparison to our own aras 
control proposals and how these existing force balances or imbalances 
would be affected. You can see that when we talk about ballistic 
missiles, for example, the United States position is that these ought 
to be reduced to a level of about 850. The current total of our 
SLBMs and ICBMs is up at about 1,630. In short, that's about a 50 
percent cut that we have proposed. The Soviet Union would have to 
cut from its force of 2,352 down to that level. 


When you look at warheads, right now the ballistic 
missile count on their side -- ballistic missile warhead count -- is 
8,900 compared to our 7,500. We propose equality at a level of 5,000 
on both sides. 


Finally, in bombers, we propose a reduction to a level on 
both sides of 400. The current existing balance, or imbalance in 
throw weight is depicted on the far side here. 


The last chart I'd like to mention -- and then I'll take 
your questions -- concerns the strategic defense programs of the 
Soviet Union. This is something which is worth studying. I won't go 
over it in detail, but it shows, I think, two things -- that the 
Soviet Union has had a yoy of programs under very serious 
research ae back more than 20 years. Depending upon the kind of 
system you talk about -- the conventional ground-to-air systems, 
which have been the most advanced and are, in fact, deployed, to the 
more exotic research on lasers, particle beams, directed energy, 
kinetic energy, and so forth -- these programs are not novel to the 
Soviet Union. They've had a very serious effort for a long time, 


And the second point is that they have operational 
systems -- the operational being indicated in the darkest colors. 
Whether one talks about ASAT systems or in components of ABM systens 
~~ cadars, missiles, launchers -- the Soviet Union has had very solid 
se defense programs for a long, long time, both operational 
and research. 


Now, I'll close by simply saying it is a pr al. It's 
@ place to start. And the President believes that the t has come 
to engage seriously in Geneva, to bargain seriously, based upon 
reasonable criteria such as that neither side should have «a 
ficst-strike capability; that we should focus our efforts upon 
reductions in the most destabilizing systems, those that can strike 
most promptly -- ballistic missiles; that we should seek to reduce 
ballistic missile warheads and destructive potential; that we should 
Go this in a way which is -- ceflects equality at the end of the day; 
that it should be so as to enduce stability by not creating 
correspondence that doesn't exist between bomber systems and 
ballistic missile systems and that it must be verifiable. 


The President's committed to bargaining for as long as it 
takes to echieve these goals and, in the process, hopes to enduce a 
serious dialogue on She relationship between’ offense and defense. 
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We're peegeees mow to discuss this celationship and how, over tise, 
we move away from, heretofore, exclusive reliance upon offense 
and towards greater reliance upon defense. 


I*ll be glad to take your questions. 
Barry? 


Q One of tt! alf a dozen points you sade you sade 
very briefly and you said st the Soviet proposal would prevent 
modernization in key areas of the Gnited States. You didn’t 
elaborate. Do you sean the pressure of numbers to meet their 
ceilings or do you mean in # more apecific way? In other words, 
could you explain where and what coming programs that are vital would 
~~ = by the Soviet proposal? £ rate, if you will, please, 
@ little bit. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, based upon public 
pronouncements from the Soviet side, it is unclear what is intended 
by their call for a ban on new types of systems. Sut that is the 
point. If one bans ~~ systems, but theirs are not called new 
and ours are, then such mgs as the Trident D-5 missile, the 
Midgetaan, advanced technology bomber could not be developed. 


On the other hand, if the Soviet Union so defines what is 
new as to say that the S5-24 and 25 are not new, then these truly new 
systems could be deployed. That's “the point. : 

Q They haven't said yet, I take it, where the break 
point is between the new system and an old system. A certain stage 
of development? You don't know yet. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We don't know yet. 
Q Why is it -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob? 


Q Can you say that the -- did you say that the Soviets 
have proposed a 50 percent cut in delivery systems and in warheads? 
You went beck and forth. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they have said it 
specifically in delivery vehiclos and have stated that that would 
yield 2 U.S. entitlement to 1,660 delivery vehicles, which 
encompassed not only ICBMs, SLBMs, strategic bombers, but also 
forward-based systems in Europe, Asia, aircraft carriers. 


Q Did they give -- sorry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And on warheads, they 
have said that a corresponding reduction up to yield 6,000 nuclear 
charges on both sides. Wow, they didn't | from whence they were 
starting, but they ended up with « benchmark endpoint of 6,000 
nuclear charges. And, of course, nuclear charges don't encompass the 
same things that RVs do. That's different. 


That's worth mentioning, I think. When you stop and 
think about the fact that owr forces are not symmetrical at a1) and 
that we face quite a different probles 
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vis-a-vis the Soviets than they ¢o here, nuclear charges becomes a 
significant issue specifically. In the Soviet Union there are 
conventions] ground to air anti-aircraft sissiles -- air defense 
missiles they're called. Now, these are not counted as strategic 
anti-Dallistic missile systems; they are dcesignec to deal with 
bombers -- sirccraft. 


Well, there are about 13,000 of these in the Soviet Union 
and if you're a bomber pilot coming from the United States, you've 
got # big problem over there. They do not. The United States has no 
corresponding sic defense system. We have chosen deliberately not 
to. As a consequence, what the Soviets bring over here in @ putative 
attack can all go to striking in the United States hard targets, not 
aic defense systems. They don't need to carry anything to do that. 
Mo so for the United States, which has to deal with getting through 
those 13,000 aic defense launchers and you've got to carry something 
with you to do that. The Soviets say that those ought to be counted 
and come out of the residual 6,000 weapons to which we would be 
entitlec. That's not fair. 


San? 


Q Why is it important where our delivery systems 
originate? You talk about under their proposal we would have to make 
a choice of either leaving our advance systems there or bringing them 
beck. Why is it not gore important what number of warheads from 
whatever sector we can bring to bear on an enemy target? And 
secondly, if owr defense of Europe rests ultimately on the belief 
that we will put owr own population at risk for Europe, why is it 
important that that defense originate in a missile silo in Stuttgart 
rather than in Omaha? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think the latter 
part of your question is at the heart of the Soviet strategy. How 
can the Uni States best assure confidence in Europe of our 
preparedness to defend them under attack? We have for 40 years 
maintained with strong allied support that that is best done through 
deploying U.S. forces in country -- 


Q The trip wire. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-~- not only to 
contribute to @ better conventional balance or maintain one, but to 
have our nuclear forces deployed there as an earnest -~- as a visible 
linkage to the United States strategic forces. That has worked and 
the fact that it has worked has powerful logic for carrying it on. 


The Soviet Union faces surely, as we do, the need to 
Geter attack by the United States. It has chosen to threaten Europe 
anc the United States, at the request of our European allies, has 
responded with a corresponding deterrent, albeit much lesser scale. 
Ané when you look at our saxiaum INF deployment of missiles -- it 
would only be $72 <= the Russians already have 1,323. So the 
presence of those forces serves not only a real military deterrent 
value, but a8 a Clear evidence of the linkage to the United States 
strategic arsenal. 


The point you make about the extent to which the Soviet 
Union feels threatened by those systems as surely as they do dy 
systems here masks that the scale of those ceployments is really 
guite small ond is dwarfed by enormous forces in the thousands anc 
orcercs of segnitude greater on the Soviet sice. So it is important 
a5 a Linkage. In military terms, the lopsided Sovict advantage 
facing those modest forces is clear out of proportion. 


Jernie? 


: Ie there any area that was laid cown by the Soviets 
recenti, that you see the most room for negotiation? 
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SENICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think that there 
are elements that hold some promise of enabling us to make progress. 
Again, I think the place to discuss that's really in Geneva. 65ut I 
think they're implied in what I've said here and that is when they 
say that having over 2,000 delivery vehicles today anc then they're 
prepare< tc go down to 1,250, well, if through negotiation they will 
maintain that and be willing to reduce in that aeasure, that would be 
worthwhile if we can get the categorization of what counts on our 
side squared away. Similarly, unconstrained, without an agreement we 
estimate that they could go to 13,000 or more strategic nuclear 
warheads. Well, if, in fact, this statement of a willingness to 
agree to 6,000 on their side is real and enduring, that could be 
positive if those on our side allowed to deter were of a 


corresponding capability. 
Helen? 


Q If they're so far ahead -- 10 years as you would put 
it, almost -- why do they want to negotiate and why arv you 
negotiating now in public? Are you afraid of their bribe now and 
laying it all before the public that they have really succeeded in 
reaching people? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: First of all, I don't 
think that the President feels strongly that we sustn't negotiate in 
public. I think, honestly, the points that I have rebutted today 
have been points that have been made public by the Soviet Union. We 
believe the time has come to get to the table in Geneva and talk 
about the more esoteric parts of their proposal, to listen to it, 
examine it seriously, and try to make some progress. So it ought not 
be a matter of exchanging headlines. 


At the same time, there is a responsibility of any 
government, and I have to say, no postwar government in this country 
has spent enough time in trying to provide the fundamentals of 
knowledge for the American 
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people to understand wha: is the concept of deterrence, on what is it 
based. And that's a responsibility. I think, we have. 


Q Okay. If they're so far ahead, why are they 
negotiating? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good point. Your 
speculation is probably as good as sine. I think, truly, that they 
eee tor 15 years the United States did not build a land-based sissile 
or @ subsearine-based sissile. For 20 years, we didn't build a new 
boaber, so why should they negotiate? We had nothing new on the 
blocks. But they can see now that after five years we've sustained 
appropriations for sodernization of each leg of the tried, and that 
by the end of this decade, the substantial advantages they enjoy will 
have eroded quite @ lot. So they would like to put ligits on the 
U.S. systems. And, I think, the piace to do that is at the 
negotiating table, as far as they're concerned. 


Don. 


Q On Sunday, on the television progras in connection 
with the Soviet offer and the Strategic Defense Initiative, you 
stated that it was your view that testing and development of ABM 
systens which are in the category of other physical principles, is 
permitted by the ABM Treaty. Is that the position of the 
edainistration now? Is that its fixed position? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. - 


Q And, if it is, how do you justify or explain how 
that position was reached when the person who negotiated the treaty, 
Ambassador Saith, says that was not the understanding when it was 
Gone and when the aduzinistration itself, in its armas control impact 
statements for several years -- the last one last year -- seems to 
say the opposite? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, first of all, 
the Soviet Union has never accepted such an interpretation the< 
foreclosed what I have said, research testing developsent of systens 
based upon other physical principles. They have never tolerated 
that. 


Now, it is true thet there have been unilateral 
statements periodically that have stated, under the circumstances at 
the tise, that we should seek to lisit those systems and that the ABM 
Treaty Ought to encompase that. Never have the Soviets bought’ that. 
And the conditions today are substantially different from conditions 
at the time that speculation was offered, different in their sense of 
these sany, sany Soviet programs that have, in some cases, satured 
rather dramatically. 


Rick. 


Q But the Soviet programs -- where you show 
deployments, are all those deployments on land? Ace any of them in 
the air? Land-pased sobile or space-based? Or are they all 
land-fixed based? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- in the 
category of those deployed right now, these are land-based systens. 
In the case of the ASAT system, it is a system that is launched into 
Orbit and goes inte orbit and maneuvers to attack its target, so it 
is @ space system, &@ space attack system, by their definition. 


Q But it comes from a deployment -- do I understand? 
It comes from a deployment which is one of those authorized under the 
ABM Treaty. Ise that right? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If your point is do we 
“chailenge the authority of the Soviet Union to do their ASAT systes, 
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we don’t. 


°) No. The question I's trying to get to is whether or 
not the research, testing, development and deployment that they have 
done on the systems you're showing fits within the land-based 
allowance of the ABM Treaty, and whether or not they're raising the 
question with us that we are headed in air-based, sobile land-based 
or space-based does not fit within the Treaty. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points. It isn't 
clear that the Soviet assertion is that our research is in the 
spece-based, sobile, sea-based or land-based area. Wor is it clear 
-- and you'd have to ask them -- how they defend the substantial 
research program that they pursue right now. Because, when + 
examine what they're doing in lasers, directed energy, kinetic energy 
and so forth, doing those things on ground is the natural precursor 
of -- some day -- space-based systems. And so it is a little bit of 
@ non sequitur to conclude that because they are land-based today 
that they are designed that they are designed to be ultizately 
land-based systems. They wouldn't be, in all cases. 


Q What do they say when you raise that question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're still 
raising it. And I think only now are we going to begin to get into a 
serious discourse on it, and then I wouldn't treat it publicly. 


Q Quick question about -- . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Right here in the back, 
please. 


Q -- raised the question of a problea of veri- 
fiability, but didn't explain what is the problea posed with the 
veriCiability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The traditional probleass 
of verifiability encompass the ability of national technical seans to 
know of developgents in Soviet sissile prograzs. 


Now, encryption of that seans of <-- of of our means of 
collection is one problesa. The new generation of systems also 
promises to introduce a whole new family of problems. And that is, 
if you have sobile systems driving around without any designated 
deployment areas or any really clear way to get a handle on how sany 
there are and where they are, that's an enormous verification. 
probles. 


I think I've gone over this once before, but just 
briefly. you know, in broad terms, up until now, we've been able to 
count subsarines and bound the problea. You know how gany there are. 
You don*t know where they are, but you know how sany, 80 you can 
build that many sore. You can count ICSM silos. You can count 
bombers. But when they have a sobile system that drives around -- 
especially a Merved mobile system -- then you can't find it. You 
can’t count it. And you don't have any way of doing that. So that's 
@ problem. That answer your question? 


Q Well, in other words, this proposal does not contain 
anything towards raising the problem -- enumerated in the past, in 
other words? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. 


Q No? They make no means of answering our traditional 
complaints? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. But, to be fair, 
they may. Thus far, it's still a probles. 
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4 Andrea. 
When you said that the President -- one of the 


Q 
President's goals is to induce a discussion with the Soviets at 
Ien‘t implicit in 


Geneva about the offense-defense relationship. 
that kind of discussion some setting of ligits down the road on 


defense, if there corresponding reductions in offense? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is implicit in 
that an acceptance -- 
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our desire for an acceptance on how defensive systems can be 
integrated into the fore-structure on both sides, yes. And there is 
implicit a correlation between the scale of offense and defense. If 
you don't have very such offense, you would need less defense. 


Q So, that -- isn't there some incentive -- without 
talking about bargaining chip and limits and the other sort of 
semantic words that we've been stuck on -- isn't there an incentive 
built into your bargaining position for the Soviets to reduce 
eereane. if you in turn agree to some limits down the road on 
defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is, I would think, 
an interest in reducing on their side and of establishing a stable 
process of introducing defensive systems and the expectation that the 
defense could be lessened to the extent that the offense were 
lessened, yes. 


Lou? 


I'm not sure I understood your answer to Rick's 
question. ae “ys -- do you maintain that the Soviets have stretched 
the ABM Treaty terms of their space defense and that we're, 
therefore -- it's all right for us to do it or are you saying that 
their system -- all those things you've shown up there on the charts 
and talked about are permitted by the ABM Treaty -- the Soviets -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points: There have 
been a lot of things that the Soviet Union has done that we do not 
believe is allowed the ABM Treaty. That's not quite what Rick was 
talking about. But let me make that point, that the Krasnoyarsk 
Radar we see as a violation. 


A number of other steps that relate to whether or not 
there is a rapid reload capability for the ABM system around Moscow, 
whether some of those components have become transportable, whether 
some systems designed for air defense have been tested in a ballistic 
missile mode -- in short, all of these raise the appearance of Soviet 
exploration of possibility of wide-area defense, which is against the 
ABM Treaty. You cannot do that. And -- 


Separately, however, the family of programs that have 
thus far been conducted in the way of research neither on our side in 
the several new technologies, nor on their side are inhibited by the 
ABM Treaty. 


Steve? 


Q Is it possible, sir, that the Soviet Union may have 
a valid point in trying to count our tactical weapons in Europe as, 
in fact, strategic weapons -- or against a strategic total, based on 
the simple fact that our Pershings and GLCMs can hit the Western 
Soviet Union and theirs cannot hit the United States? I mean, from 
their point of view it doesn't matter if it's tactical or strategic, 
they both can reach then. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, when you talk 
about the character of those systems -- aircraft on aircraft carriers 
carrying lower yield weapons, the GLCMs which take a long, long time, 
which carry lower yield weapons <-- these are, for example, not 
relevant crisis-management systems. 


There is no question but that the central threat to the 
Soviet Union, which they seek to deter, is comprised in the U.S. 
ballistic missile force because it is those systems which reach there 
quickly and with greatest devastation and accuracy. The positing of 
the forward base systems as somehow significant in a military sense 
is not ceasonable in any strategic context. In the context of 
theater defense, they Surely are, and they are essential. And it is 
no less essential that the Europeans be allowed to defend against 
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what is an immense Soviet threat of §5-20s. 


: So, for them to say that it is all cight for them to 
threaten Europe, but it is not all right for Europe to defend itself 
is just not reasonable. I sean, how else would Europe do it? 


Q Well, France and Britain, for one thing. But the 
President has said continually that we cannot bargain about British 
and French weapons, and they have said the same thing, but France 
said it last week. We're talking about the United States and the 
Soviet Union in Geneva and our weapons in Europe. Certainly, @ 
Pershing II can threaten Moscow as readily as an ICBM in ing. 
Now, from their point of view, what's the difference? In fact, it 
would get there sooner, would it not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the probabilities 
or the significance of the contribution of Pecshing II weapons in «a 
strategic exchange between the United States and the Soviet Union is 
not of strategic consequence. It is a contribution at the margin in 
that sense. t could be, on the other hand, the means of limiting 
the rate of escalation of conflict. 


Q What sort of comsenes would it be tant in then? 
How could -- you have never advocated that there can a limited 
nuclear war in Europe that I know. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, indeed. We don't 
envision that there ever could be. 


Q Because that undercuts our entire basis of defending 
Europe. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's ay very point. 
The idea that the Soviet Union is legitimately concerned about « 
partial or limited attack by Pershing is just not credible. 
The strategic exc which is inherent in nuclear conflict is not 
significantly alter by the Pershing IIs. 


Q If that ex ever occurs, they want somehow to 
neutralize those Pershings, don't they, because that would make a 
contribution to their destruction? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They have thought quite 
a lot about that and have 1,323 to 100 and some odd imbalance to do 
that very thing. 


Q Sir? 
SENIOR A’ 4INISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lesley? 


Q I see Ed looking at his watch, and I'd like to ask 
if you can tell us what you know -- can update us on the situation in 
the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I should have said 
at the beginning. I won't take questions on that today. 


Q Do we know if -- 


Q Quick question on bombers: You ballooned their 
total nicely by including Backfire. Is that debate all over? Is 
there no give? Is it sort of like SDI? It is a locked American 
position that the Backfire is a strategic bomber -- because it 
certainly wasn't the U.S. position some years ago? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the reality is 
established by the hardware. It's not a matter of interpretation 
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really. The Backfire bomber can fly from the Soviet Union to tre 
United States unrefueled and drop bonbs. 


Q Well, we can talk about the Pershing all over egein. 
But the agreement that was reached in ‘79 -- positioning, production, 
etc. -- have they lived up to the terms of the ‘79 side agreement? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet Backfire 
force as -- constitutes then, as it does now, & strategic threat to 
the United States and -- not to mention possible changes since that 
time in the way of refueling possibilities and forward deployszent 
possibilities. And so it remains « probles. 


Q Can I follow up on one earlier question on forward 
based systems and INF? From « horse-trading standpoint, doesn't it 
make good sense in the -- with the Soviet proposal to trade an F-4 
for an 85-187 If they are willing to trade one for one, wouldn't it 
make good horse-trading sense, from our point of view, to trade « 
strategically insignificant weapon for one that is strategically 
significant on their side? — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The need to associate 
corresponding forces is born of their capabilities -- what they can 
Go just explosively as well as how quickly they can do it. The 
United States has said that there are areas where our advantages, 
such in bombers, can be negotiated versus areas of their advantages, 
such as in ballistic missiles. But there is not a direct one-for-one 
correlation between these things ard you have to negotiate what that 
correlation would be. But we've said we're willing now to talk about 
tradeoffs. ‘s 

Q -- one point, you do deal with aggregates and if an 
F-4 is going to count in the aggregate and the 88-18 is going to 
count in the aggregate, tu some extent they are a tradeoff, are they 
not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you have to give 
them a coefficient -- I mean, not literally. But, there are 
different values that apply to these just because of what some can do 
and cannot do and I'd be glad to pursue it with you, but you can't 
mix the golf balls with the bowling balls. They really are 
different. 


Q Can we ask a question about numbers? Can you -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: David? 


Q Can you tell us, if you strip away the imbalance 
that you cited here in terms of INF and so on strictly as a matter of 
their proposal for the 50 percent reduction and 3,600 sub limit, does 
that interest us if they somehow stripped away the imbalances you 
discussed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, David, I think the 
headline would be misleading to give you an affirmative on that. 
Reductions, and their apparent commitment to them, is 4 very 
appezling part of their proposal. Reductions in corresponding 
systems is what we're after to a position of equality that is 
verifiable. So, we see the possibility that some of the things in 
their proposal could lead to progress, yes. 


Q Two questions about numbers. One, can you fill in 
the air launch cruise missile totals on Soth sides. And number two: 
in our case, I gather you're counting what we have deployed. In 
their case, are you using SALT accountable figures, that is, assuming 
the maximum number of warheads on each deployable rissile. And is 
there an imbalance -- where they're figuring our SALT accountable 
numbers and we are not when they're looking at our systems? 


MORE 





SENIOR ADMIUJISTARATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. Nobody ever 
pretendec that SALT accountable systems encompass carrier based 
eircraft or -- 


Q No, I'm not talking about that part. I's just 
talking about the strategic arsenals. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we get to the 
threshhold of classified dope here both on our bomber loading and on 
their corresponding systems loading and I's afraid I just can't treat 
it publicly -- 


Q Have you seen any evidence that ‘we taken some 
of the S5-20's off the alert status as Gorbachev indicated to get 
Gown to the -- what -- figures? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. Our essesspent of 
the currently operational S$S-24's has not changed. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 3:30 P.M. EDT 
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MR. KALB: Good evening. ON THE RECORD. Ambassador 
Murphy, Assistant Secretary for Near East. And that's enough. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MURPHY: Well, you've heard Larry 
Speakes' statement from the White House, and I have to say as 
an opening, we still do not have answers to many of the 
questions that Larry was asked within the past hour. And I 
think it's going to take a few more hours until we can collect 
answers to satisfy that kind of question -- the *inds of 
questions that have been posed. 


The ship remains at mooring, some four to five miles 
off the landfall of Port Said. It may be being brought in -- 
we're not sure of that -— but our Ambassador remains on board, 
and the discussions he and his staff have been having with the 
ship's captain and the staff of the ship, the other passengers, 
are still in progress. 


we emphasize that we are determined to see that those 
responsible for this heinous act initially of hijacking the 
ship and, as it has to our great regret developed, the murder 
of an American citizen; that those responsible or these acts 
are brought to justice and punished to the maximum extent; that 
there must be no asylum for terrorism or terrorists. 


We have made clear to the Government of Egypt our 
consistent policy of opposition to negotiations with the 
terrorists, and our expectation that the terrorists would be 
apprehended, would be prosecuted, and would be punished. 


I believe you are familiar with the statement issued 
several hours ago by the Foreign Minister of Egypt, Foreign 
Minister Abdel Meguid, when he announced that the hijackers had 
surrendered. According to the report I had, he added that the 
four will head for a location outside Egypt. He said that -- 
and this apparently is the direct quote -- "They have 











surrendered to the craeanization's representative and will leave 

Egypt. Their surrender had been unconditional, and all I can 

say is that they have surrendered." He said there is no 

indication of passengers having been killed or wounded. No 
negotiations in the full meaning of the word were held, and : 
that from the beginning Egypt condemned this incident, and its 

stand had been aimed at saving the lives of the passengers. 

Egypt's contribution has been to save the lives of 400 people. 


In the course of last night, when it became clear that 
the ship was heading back from its initial attempt to land in 
Syria at the Port of Tartus, and as it became clear it was not 
going to divert into any other port enroute, the Department did 
get in touch with the Egyptian Government to say that we 
appreciated the position which the Egyptian Government had 
taken and trusted that it would continue to resist any pressure 
for concessions. 


We appreciated, of course, the assistance that Egypt 
had been furnishing to those who had left the ship in 
Alexandria, to the other passengers. We made clear we expected 
arrests, prosecution and punishment for the crime of hijacking. 


We subsequently made it clear as well when the news -- 
and it was contradictory, as you recall, off and on in the past 
24 hours whether there was anyone killed or not -— anyone had 
been killed or not -- we made it clear that we urged in the 
strongest terms that if there had been the crime of murder 
committed, that the murderers be retained in Egypt and 
prosecuted for their crime. 


Well, I'd be happy to take your questions. I have to 
caution you again in advance that many of the details simply 
are not in our hands at this point in time, and it's probably 
going to take several more hours. 


Q Do you now know which organization they belonged 
to? Do you have any idea if the PLO, as it claims, played any 
role in ending the hijacking? 


0 The organization that has apparently claimed 
authorship is a small group that hasn't been heard much from in 
recent years. It carried out some very bloody incidents, 
attacks on Israeli citizens, back in the 70's, early 80's. 

That is the Palestine Liberation Front. It is a group which 
has splintered over the years. It has offices, by our 
understanding, in Tunis and in Damascus, perhaps elsewhere. It 
is not clear which faction had the idea or had the plan to 
carry out this operation. 





We have heard the statements initially quoted by 
Italian Prime Minister Craxi of his -- or Foreign Minister 
Andreotti with Yasser Arafat, condemning the hijacking. We 
know that not only Arafat but others in the PLO leadership have 
denounced this action. ° 


We hope that these denunciations can be and will be 
translated into a decision by all factions to reject and to 
work against the use of terrorism. 


Whether any special -- particular faction played a 
role mediating, negotiating, is simply not clear at the present 
time. We have seen a variety of reports, but we just can't 
comment on how valid they are. 


Q When did you begin to get indications that some 
sort of arrangement for freeing the hostages was apparently 
underway? How did you get those communications that a deal was 
in the works? 


a The ship did not return to the territorial waters 
-- let me check -- until about six hours ago. Am I correct on 
that? 


STAFF: Very early this morning. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY MURPHY: Very carly our time this 
morning. All right. Sorry. 


The Foreign Minister's statement was issued at -- let 
me just check -- issued at 1600 Greenwich, which would be 
noon. Yes. Noon, our time, that was broadcast over Cairo 
Radio. So that was the first firm indication we had that -- I 
mean, within an hour or so of that, that the passengers were 
safe, that a surrender was in progress. I don't have the 
precise times on that. 


Q But you had no indicaticns as you were going 
along in the hours prior to this that something was in the 
works, that they were perhaps willing to give up? It wasn't 
until the Foreign Minister worked out and publicly told the 
world? 


A No. They had laid a number of threats on the 
public, as you recall, that they were going to blow up the 
ship, that they were -- those continued through the early 
morning hours. 


Their capability of doing so, exactly what they had 
brought on board with them, again this brings us into the area 





of details which we don't have the answers to yet. But those 
threats were out there and were obviously taken seriously by 
the authorities, including the Captain of the ship. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, do we know if the Egyptians 
offered these people safe passage out of Egypt? 


a I don't have the details on that, and I think 
that's something you're going to have to discuss directly with 
the Egyptian authorities. What I have is the one official 
statement that they have surrendered, and that the four will 
head for a location outside of Egypt. 


Mr. Ambassador, have you asked Tunisia or any of 
the other potential havens for these terrorists not to take 
them in, not to give them sanctuary? 


A What we have made clear from the beginning 
publicly and in communications with all governments in the 
region and in close communication with the other nationalities, 
principally European Governments that -- who have had their 
nationals on the ship, that our policy would remain constant of 
no concession; that we would insist upon the maximum punishment 
possible; that these men should be prosecuted, should be 
punished; and that they should be brought to justice wherever 
they might be. 


Q That doesn't really answer the question. All 
those things could happen, but Tunis could still let them in. 
Like you want to deny docking or port facilities to hijacked 
ships and landing facilities to hijacked airplanes, have you 
specifically -- Tunis is involved in two possible ways: You 
said it's possibly the headquarters of the splinter group; it's 
also the headquarters -- 


fe It's one of the offices. I won't say the 
headquarters. 


Q Wait a minute. All right. You didn't say 
"headquarters." Let me not get sidetracked now. The point is, 
you say Tunis is one of the places these folks hang out, 
possibly, and Tunis is also the headquarters of the PLO. 


And you also apparently aren't sure that Egypt isn't 
going to not let these people go. 


I'm asking you if the State Department has asked the 
friendly government of Tunisia not to let these terrorists into 


the country, prosecution afterward aside? 





a To the specific question, I'm not aware of such a 
message going to the Government of Tunisia. Our position, 
though, is very clear that those responsible for terrorist acts 
must be prosecuted to the full extent of the law by those 
authorities into whose custody they pass, or extradited to 
stand trial elsewhere. 


Q Arafat says he'll try them. Will that be 
satisfactory? I've heard Arafat tell Tom Brokaw of NBC a few 
hours ago that we, the PLO, have the facility to -- here we 
have our own courts, we have our own system of justice. Would 
that satisfy the State Department if Arafat tries the four 


terrorists? 

‘ I believe he was also asked if he would agree to 
their extradition, if that was in his authority, to have them 
extradited -- 

Q He's evasive on that, but -- 

A -= to [taly. 

Q -- he said we have the facility to mete out 


justice. Is that good enough for the State Department as long 
as they're brought to trial? 


os We're talking about established governments and 
their authorities. 


Mr. Ambassador, just as a point of clarification, 
do we know where the four are at this moment? 


3) No. We're not sure where they are at this moment. 
Q Efforts are being made to locate them? 
That's correct. 


Q Another point of clarification: Earlier when the 
Egyptians were -- they say they weren't negotiating, but were 
-- anyway seemed to be making some kind of deal with the 
terrorists aboard the liner. 


Did the Egyptians in fact board the ship earlier, or 
was all of it done by radio contact in order to reach some 
agreement so the terrorists left the ship? And who gave them 
assurances that nobody had been killed. And, further to that, 





if they were given -- do you think it was a deal whereby the 
Egyptians said, "Okay, fine, nobody's been killed, and 
therefore you can leave and have safe passage"? And does it 
change now that somebody has been killed? 


A Well, you've asked several questions there. 
Q Right, a lot. 


A Let me answer the ones I can remember and we'll 
get you back. 


We heard 24 hours ago from Western diplomatic sources 
that the Syrian Government had learned -- now, that some radio 
communicatic” had gone on, someway of communicating from the 
ship -- that two Americans had been killed. This was last 
evening. We later were told -- you heard as I did the voice of 
the captain saying that no one had been injured much less 
killed. 


It is my impression that the Egyptian Government acted 
on the understanding -- again, I'm quoting the Foreign Minister 
-— that no one had been injured or killed. Does that deal with 
most of the questions? 


Q Did they do all of their negotiations by radio, 
or had Egyptians, in fact, been aboard the liner prior? 


A I can't tell you. That, again, is going to come 
out shortly in the course of the next hours. At what point? 
It was more than radio contact from ship-—to-shore. 


For much of yesterday, it was strictly one-way 
communication from the ship. There was no discussion going on 
that we're aware of. It was strictly announcements being made 
by the hijackers. 


Q What ended the hijacking? 


A The question is, when -- and I don't have the 
answer --— when did the Egyptians actually get to the ship, 
other than through the radio. 


Q What was the incentive? What do you think now 
ended the hijacking? 


A It appears that they had some understanding that 
they would get to a location outside of Egypt. 


Q Was that the only incentive offered -- was safe 
passage? 








4 I think it is important to note that they were 
sweated out of their conditions. Originally they asked for, 
demanded, the release of 50 Palestinians whom were never 
identified, to the best of my knowledge, and they didn't get 
their demands, and saw no prospect of getting their demands. I 
think that underlines the value of this constant policy that we 
have been pursuing, and a number of governments have 
increasingly been pursuing, of making no concessions to 
terrorists. 


Q And that was made plain to them through the radio 
contacts that the 50, or whatever, Palestinians in Israel would 
not be released no matter what? 


A I can't speak to the question of what was said 
exactly by the Egyptian authorities to the ship. I just don't 
have that. But our position has been out on the airwaves ever 
since this incident started, and, heaven knows, it's a 
long-standing position of the United States Government. 


To the extent they expected us to be engaged in the 
game pressure because Americans were being killed or injured, 
they got no encouragement that that would bear any fruit. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, you quoted the Egyptian Foreign 
Minister as claiming to have saved 450 lives Does the United 
States Government believe this is a valid, just, reasonable 
claim? Does the United States Government appreciate this act? 


A Well, of course we do. 
Q And you believe it's a valid claim by Mr. Meguid? 


a It was a tragedy out there that an American 
citizen is dead tonight, killed by the terrorists. But there 
are several hundred people alive. 


I don't know what actions the hijackers would have 
engaged in had there not been a resolution of the crisis. So 
to the extent that the Egyptian Government's role was key in 
resolving that crisis, and 400 people or more are alive 
tonight, of course we're grateful for that. 


Q Even though they may he ve promised safe passage? 
i I'm not going to get into what they promised. | 


don't know what was promised, and that's a question you'll have 
to address to the Egyptian Government. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, what about the other people on 
that ship. Have they been looked at by a doctor? Are they 
alright as far as we know? 


a We had a medical team -- I'm sure there is a 
ship's doctor as well -- but we had a medical team go down from 
Cairo with the Ambassador to Port Said several hours ago. I 
assume that they are on the ship at this moment. I don't have 
exactly who is on board. 


When I spoke to Veliotes several hours ago, he was 
getting together a team under our regional medical officer, Dr. 
Kemp, and several other doctors who were accompanying him down. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, during the course of this 
episode, did U.S. officials have any discussions with PLO 
officials? 


Aa No, we had no discussions with the PLO or its 
officials. . 


Q Did you have discussions with Syria yesterday 
about not denying safe harbor to the ship? 


i) I'm not going to get into the details. We were 
certainly in contact with the government in Damascus, making 
our position clear about terrorism. 

Q They should deny safe harbor? 

A I'm not getting into the details. 

Q (Inaudible). 

A Well, that's your words; I'm not getting into it. 


Q You said a lot about the Egyptian role. How much 
of a role do you think the PLO negotiator had in this matter? 


“ We won't know. We can't know at this moment. 
We've seen the assertions that the PLO played a key role. 


If, indeed, in the leadership of the PLO this type of 
activity is now considered contemptible and working against the 
interests of the peace process, that's fine. That's a good, 
solid step forward. I say “if." I don't know. 


We heard yesterday it had been denounced by Arafat and 
by several of his senior associates. The fact is we've been 
talking a lot about the peace process in recent days, and I 





have to think that this kind of activity is the sort of thing 
you're going to see more of -- the more activity and more 
movement there is on the peace process. 


So if they're denouncing actions of violence and 
terrorism, we hope that they will act on those denounciations 
and discipline their followers, the various groups that make up 
the PLO because it's incompatible with anything we call the 
peace process. 


Q I may have missed understood what you said, “this 
is the sort of thing that we're going to see more of." You 
mean acts of terrorism, you would expect? 


A That's right; yes. Acts of violence, terrorism, 
whatever. 


Q Apparently Ambassador Veliotes did provide some 
details as to why he believed the one individual was killed 
when he communicated with the shore, and it was recorded. 


Can you discuss why they picked an infirmed man in a 
wheelchair? 


a I have no idea. 


Q Any of the circumstances surrounding his death, 
from the interviews? 


A I don't have that yet. We're expecting a full 
report from Veliotes. We'll just have to hold until that comes 
in. 


Q Why is the ship offshore? Excuse me, I'm just 
wondering, why is the ship being kept offshore? Why can't it 
come in? 


A No, it's actually at a stand -- I don't know Port 
Said personally. But [I'm told it's a standard mooring point, a 
regular mooring point and passengers are normally brought in 
and out by launch. But no significance to that. 


Q. Did the PLO have anything to do with the 
hijacking? I mean, the Arafat PLO? 


a In -- 
Q You're not sure if they had anything do with the 


resolution? Did they have anything to do with the incident in 
the first place? 





10 


A No evidence one way or the other. 
Q No evidence? 


A Whether they had authorized it or heard about it 
and opposed it, no evidence. 


Q What happens to the Americans now who are on the 
ship? 


a I think it's their choice whether to stay with 
the ship. We don't know what the ship's route -- that they're 
going to pursue the scheduled voyage or not. But we have 
offered all assistance; the Egyptian Government has offered all 
assistance to help them move from the ship and return home by 
air; any such arrangement that they want. It's their choice. 


Q Mr. Murphy, is it your understanding that the 
Italian Government had agreed to what the Egyptians did in 
allowing them free passage out in return for the release? 


Were the Italians in agreement on this? They were 
involved in the negotiations, apparently. They were on the 
boat that went out to the ship. 


a That's a question you're just going to have to 
put to the Italians. I can't comment on the positions that the 
other governments have taken. We've made our position clear to 
all of the governments who had a substantial number of citizens 
on the ship who have been engaged through their ambassadors in 
Cairo -- our position --of no concessions/no negotiations, as 
we have to the Egyptian Government. But you really have to go 
to the other governments for any comment about their position. 


Q Mr. Ambassador, can you tell us at what level the 
contact with the Egyptians last night, in which you told them 
of your policy, was made? 

a At the Cabinet level. 

Q Can you be more specific? 


A With the Foreign Minister, among others, 
certainly. 


Q With yourself or was it the Ambassador? 


a It was the Ambassador. 
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Q The White House is implying that Egypt will be 
held responsible for what happens to the hijackers. If, in 
fact, they have left or are going to leave Egypt untouched, 
might the U.S. Government take some kind of action against the 
Egyptian Government? 


7 Let's not get into speculation at this point in 
time. I am not sure precisely where the four are at this 
moment. You had the quote several hours ago of Dr. Abdel 
Meguid that they will leave Egypt. Whether they have or not, 
just don't know. 


We consider, as I have said earlier, that governments 
into whose custody they pass are responsible for prosecution 
and punishment. 


Q On that score, you've talked about Egypt. What 
responsibility does the [Italian Government, in your view, 
toward, if you will, helping Egypt see to it these men are 
brought to justice? 


A Given the fact that the ship was of Italian 
registry, it has a principal interest in the resolution of the 
affair. 


Q And was in on the release, apparently, the 
Italian -- 


A I believe that the Italian Ambassador was key 
among the group of ambassadors consulted by the Egyptian 
Government. 


Q Would you expect the Italian Government to seek 
extradition of these men if the Egyptians -- 


iz) Again, that's a question you're going to have to 
put the [Italian Government. 


Q My question is, have we put this point to the 
Italians? 


A. With the Italian Government -. we, ourselves? 


) Not specifically. We've said that we would not 
rule out seeking extradition ourselves. 


Q Thank you. 


(Press briefing concluded at 9:30 p.m.) 
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MR. MCFARLANE: Just a word to go to one or two things 
noticed in the Q6A before, there was a question about the violation 
of law in Italy or here and the Italian legal code provides for thea 
to prosecute. I am told -~ and please don't hold me to this -- under 
a crime of piracy, with respect to the United States, the crime 
committed is one of hostage-taking. And that is a crime -- 

Q Not murder, as the President said? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, this is hostage-taking. It involved 
murder, but the legal code proscription is for hostage-taking. 


Q Is it true, Mr. McFarlane, that our treaty says that 
we can't extradite and try for the very same crime, but that we could 
extradite, with Italy's position, and try on another charge -- the 
one you've just described? 

MR. MCFARLANE: That is my understanding, yes. 


Q This one does not carry the death penalty, 
hostage-taking, does it, or does it? — 


MR. MCFARLANE: I will have to waffle, Sam. It does not 
in every state, but it would vary, I am told, depending upon where 
the suit were prosecuted. But -- 

Q It's a federal statute, isn't it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: <-- I would really refer you to Justice on 
that. 


Q It is a federal statute you're talking about which 
would put it in a federal court, for which there's no death penalty. 


MR. MCFARLANE: It would seem so to me, yes. 


Q Bud, what question are you referring to -- 
answering? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The question was Sam's, and that was, our 
entitlement, if you will, or legitimacy of extradition would turn, by 
Italian standards, on us requesting it under a different violation of 
lew than that under which they were prosecuting the hijackers. 

Q Why wouldn't they try them for murder? 

Q Do you know what the maximum penalty is on that? 

MR. MCFARLANE: In the Italian case, I couldn't tell you. 


Q es wouldn't -- you don't know why? Because someone 
was murdered on their ship. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Excuse me. Let's go one at a time, I'll 
MORE 
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get you all. 
Bob Timberg. 


The hostage-taking -- what's the maximum penalty 
under U.S. law even if it involves murder? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don't know that. 
Q Bud, can you tell us -- 


Q Does it carry the death penalty? You don't know if 
it carries the death penalty? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It does not involve the death penalty, 
counsel says. Life imprisonment is the max sentence. I did know 
that. You told me that last night. I‘m forgetting things. 


David. 


Q Can you tell us -- the President said, this was 
vurs, and ours alone. But did the Egyptians notify the Italians of 


the -- where that plane was going Gid that make it easier for us 
to find it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don't have any basis for saying that 
they did do so, nor assuring you that they did not. I have never 
heard of such a communication. 


Barry? 


Q How about the Israelie? Were the Israeli 
intelligence helpful in tracking this plane, turning -- in effect, 
turning it over to the Saratoga so that they -- the fighters could 
intercept it? . 


MR. MCFARLANE: We don't ever talk about intelligence 
sources and methods. 


Chris. 











Q Could you clear up -- because the President didn't 
seem up on the issue of the -- holding -- the Egyptians holding the 
Achille Lauro. What is our understanding of why they're doing it? 
What are we doing to try to get them out? Is there a connection with 
the fact that Italy is apparently still holding the Egyptian plane 
and where sre the two Palestinians? Are they still on the plane -- 
the two Palestinians who were not the hijackers -- are they still on 
the plane, are they in Italian custody? 


MR. MCFARLANE: As of about an hour ago, with respect to 
the Achille Lauro, it was at port -- in Port Said -- all of the 
Americans were off of it and, we were told, proceeding to Cairo on 
their own volition without any restraint for assistance and, 
presumptively, further movement by our U.S. embassy in their 
commercial carriers. The situation in Italy -- 


Q Well, is the ship in port voluntarily or -- we've 
heard some stories on the wires that it's landing -- or it's leaving 
rights have been revoked. 


MR. MCFARLANE: The precise basis for its being there is 
mot clear. It is clear that the Egyptian authorities do want to 
qvestion members of the crew further and the extent and scope of that 
we don't know, nor how long. The situation in Italy is that the four 
alleged hijackers have been tasen into custody and are no longer at 
Sigonella. The two associates are still there and -- 


Q Where? 
MR. MCFARLANE: They are at Sigonella still. 
Q In the plane? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I could -- honestly tell you for sure if 
that is the case or not. There were here about two hours ago -- 
well, longer than that. This morning at about 8:00 they were still 
on the plane, but oo ? 


Q Why was that -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: Our understanding was that they were to 
come off the plane, but that it was not a matter of Italian -- well, 
that's what we knew -- 


Q What are Italy's intentions concerning those two? 
Q And, if I could -- 

Q Are those two going to be -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: Let me close and I'll come to you, San. 
Q All right. 


Q I just wanted to -- what is the status of why 
they're still on the plane, what's going to happen to them? And 
there have been reports that at least one of them may have -- may be 
involved in a lot of terrorist activity. What can you tell us about 
the two Palestinians? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, on the last point I wouldn't 
comment for the reason the President didn't. Beceuse this, now, 
turns to the courts and we ought not color the status or portrayal of 
any of these figures. And I'm sorry I honestly don't know what the 
state of discourse between those two and the Italian government is. 
At =~ last -- or this morning when I left, the italian authorities 
acknowledged the value in further interrogation of the two 
associates. How long and so forth is still an open issue. 


Sam -- and then we'll go back -- 








Q Oo you take that acknowledgement, for value of 
interrogation, to only apply to this particular hijacking of this 
cruise ship or will Italian authorities investigate whether these two 
Palestinians are wanted elsewhere for other crimes that have nothing 
to do with the cruise ship and attempt to bring them to justice on 
other charges? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don’t know. That is a matter for the 
Italian authorities to decide. 


Q What is our preference? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Our concern is that justice be done, writ 
large, and we are foremostly concerned for the immediate case and 


justice there and, clearly, to the extent that knowledge gained helps 
in the broader 











problem of counterterrorism we would, of course, welcome that too. 


Q One final question. Israel claims that one of these 
wen is in fact an organizer of many such terrorist acts, and is 
demanding that he be brought to justice. 


MR. MCFARLANE: In the context of the earlier disclaimer, 
I wouldn't comment on that so as not to prejudice the proceedings. 


Q Could you give us an idea of how the decision to 
send the F-l4s actually came about, when it came about, and, you know, 
@ sort of step-by-step scenario? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The President had issued standing 
guidance that we should saintain our readiness to respond to 
terrorist incidents across the board -- readiness to surveil, to 
track, to apprehend, and this has been a standing order for a long 
time. In this concext of this seizure yesterday morning with that 
guidance his community of advisors proposed through Admiral 
Poindexter and to me on the road that we consider whether we sight 
not be able if, as reports indicated, this aircraft left to divert 
‘t. That proposal -- or that concept, if you'will -- was considered 
by the President at the first stop and together with rules of 
engagement that would apply if he were to approve such a concept. 


He provided one or two elements of guidance on the 
concept and on the rules, and approved them in principle, and then 
later on through the day he was kept advised on what we were hearing 
about the possibilities of movement of the aircraft although there 
was never certitude that it would occur at a certain time. And then 
when it did, the approval in principle, which was already -- had 
already resulted in aircraft being on station and in a position to 
divert, the authority was given to do so if they could clearly 
identify the aircraft. 


Q Bud, can you clarify something about the times on 
all of that? First of all, when did the President -- did he have to 
then make an additional order once he was informed that the aircraft 
was airborne, or did the approval in principle simply then become 
applied by other people in the chain of command? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, the first order was that approval -- 
or the first action was an approval in principle, but he wanted to be 
kept informed because other things could have intervened and he 
wanted to know the circumstances at the time. And when he did know 
that, he did approve it. 


Q So can you clear up when was he told that the -- was 
he told at some point that the aircraft was departing and then he 
took action affirmatively to order the intersect? Was it that 
specific? 

MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, it was just before we arrived back 
in Washington and I think Cap probably put that on the record in his 
briefing. It was at about -- 

Q At 3:20 p.m. 

Q And can you explain -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: That's about right. 
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Q Did you, throughout that period that morning, did 
you not believe Mubarak's assessment that they -- did you not believe 
throughout the day that Mubarak's assessment -- I mean, from your 
statements it seems that you clearly did not believe Mubarak's 
statements that they had already left? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, we cannot know what influenced 
President Mubarak's judgment. Our separate reporting, which may well 
have been very different from his, suggested the probability that 
they were still there. And, so, we had to use the evidence that we 
had. He was acting on his own set of facts, and I wouldn't 
second-guess that. 


Q Well, how could he have been so misinformed? 
Doesn't it have to be deliberate? 


Q We knew more about what was happening in Ecypt than 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I would think it -- no, I just 
can't ‘second-guess what he was acting upon. 


Q Bud, on the time -- was there a time, again, when -- 


Q Yesterday, in talking about the chronology of these 
events aboard Air Force One, it was clear th: t before you arrived in 
Washington that this final order had been given, that the ian 
plane was in the air, the fighters had been scrambled. Cou 
explain, just for my benefit at least, why a senior official 
dresses like you do said that you had no knowledge of where these 
people were sometime after that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, I said that in the context that at 
that moment I couldn't tell you with certitude that the plane was on 
the ground or that it was -- where precisely in the air that it was. 
You see, during the day, we'd receive reports that we expect that it 
will leave at X hour from Y place and go to 2 final point. And that 
changed occasionally. 


Well, when you then are on the aircraft and you get the 
prediction that it's going to leave at X time, well, it might and it 
might not. Based upon your history, you really wouldn't know 
certainly that, yes, it's on the ground or, no, it isn't that -- and 
when you and I talked at 4:31 p.m. yesterday afternoon. 


So, I told you -- and I have to tell you -- maybe I'm 
being a little dissembling here -- it is truthful, it was truthful to 
say that at that time I did not know physically where that aircraft 
was. 

Q But you knew that it was taking off or about to? 

MR. MCFARLANE: I knew that I expected it to, yes. 


And, then, if can just follow that -- you left the 
city to meet with Nixon? 


Q Richard M. Nixon. 

Q Would you elaborate on that side trip, what that was 
Sete and why you would have sent yourself in the middle of ali 

Q Couldn't hear the question. 

Q First things first. 

MR, MCFARLANE: Ira's question concerns why yesterday, 


after arriving back in Washington in the middle of this, I left to go 
some place else, specifically to New York for a meeting with former 

















President Nixon. 


This is an occasion, I think, for ose some credit 
where it's due. And that is that from the beginring in Washington 

when the President left, the proposals and coordination between the 
community players -- State and Defense, CIA, and the Joint Chiefs -- 


=e managed by my deputy here, Vice Admiral Poindexter, in a superb 
ashion. 


is 








He was on top of it and, obviously, with his naval experience, had a 
particular grasp of it and did a terrific job, both in what he 
proposed and in managing the interdepartmental process here. 


And when I arrived back -- I can, I always am in 
Communications with my people -- but I am surely not critical to 
anything around here, and John was doing one terrific job. 


Q Well, how about Nixon? What was that all about? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It was one of periodic meetings that 
occur in the course of the past few years. This particular meeting 
was devoted largely to a debrief of his recent trip to China and to 
exchanges on U.S.-Soviet relations as well ss to other stops that he 
made on his trip around the world. I got back about 11:00 p.a=. and 


came here and went home about 2:30 a.a. 


Q Bud, would you elabcrate on -- when you mentioned 
one or two elements of guidance that the President gave in terms of 
engaging the Egptian aircraft, what was that guidance? 


MR. MCFARLANE: No. 


Lesley. 


Q I have two questions. First off, has the United 
States put any pressure on Italy at all to hold those other two 
Palestinians? Will we, and will we in any -- do you think it's 
possible we would seek extradition for, of, to -- whatever the word 


is -- then? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, there hasn't been any need for that 
sort of thing. And I don't think that is an accurate 
characterization of the dialogue. It's been a very cooperative one 
and they have seen a common interest in getting as much as can be 
gotten from the parties to this event. And so it's -- we have 


nothing but praise for the way Italy's behaved. 


Q What if they start to let those two Palestinians go? 
Are we going to object to that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, again, we're close to the margin on 
comment that can prejudice legal process, and I really don't want to 


comment on that. We are fully confident in the competence and vigor 
of the Italian due process. 


Q All cight. One more question. Can you, going back 


to the tick-tock or what happened yesterday, give us more anecdotes 
~~ what the President may have said -- just a little more on -- 


Q Rambo. 
Q -- exactly how it happened? 
Q If Arafat wants -- 


Q More of a sense of the way it really was. Was there 
tension, was there -- what was the discussion like? Was there any 
Gissent within the government over this going up? 


Q It's a lonely job. 


Q What did he feel and when did he feel it? 
(Laughter.) 


Q Yes. Thank you. 


MR. MCFARLANE: This is a question concerning the color 
aspect of the decision process and -- (laughter) -- Low did the 
President feel, what did he say, and so forth. 

















’ Q Yes, color this for us. 


MR. MCFARLANE: And the President's mood throughout was 
one of wanting as full se. of facts as can -- as he could have, 
asking very sensible questions about risks, possible gains, losses; 
about the possible attitudes of and assistance to be offered by other 
countries, as well as “what-ifs" if the expected scenario didn't play 
out and a very prudent regard for these risks. 
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As he was briefed, he was obviously very interested in staying very 
much informed in a very timely way, and asked often, where does it 
stand now, now, now? Occasionally, with questions, well, what about 
this, and what other U.S. elements are close by, and what else can be 
done? And that isn't terribly helpful to you but it was a -- 

Q What was his -- 

Q You're getting warmer. 

MR. MCFARLANE: -- a condition of a very high interest -- 


Q What was his attitude after the success of the 
mission? Can you describe that? 


Q Who notified him when? What was his initial 
reaction? If you're going to have color, let's have some color. 


Q Yeah, yeah, yeah, yeah. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I'd have to refer to John for the 
color on the -- 


Q You were out of town. 

Q So John -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: -- reception and -- 
Q Bring him on. 

Q Bring on John. 

Q Was he -- 

Q Bud? 


Q After you had moved from standing orders to chart -- 
to consider a specific situation in this opportunity here, was there 
ever a time you sat down and formally asked a question of what 
potential repercussions were in terms of the Middle East peace 
process, or whether the bell was working the candle in that context? 


MR. MCFARLANE: That was in our minds and the President's 
mind from the beginning. That was discussed in the original 
exchange, and as variables entered in later on, that again was 
considere3. But it never reached a point where the risks exceeded 
the potential gains. 


Q Bud? 
MR. MCFARLANE: OGruce? Bruce, and then in the back. 


Q When the President was in here he noted that in this 
country people could be tried for murder for these kind of offenses 
as opposed to Italy. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Hostage-taking. 

Q And you raised the issue that depending where they 
were prosecuted here, that could determine that question. But I seem 
to get the drift from what you are saying that it's a big question 


mark as to whether these four would stand trial for murder? Am I 
reading you wrong on that? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It is not a question. They would not. 
Q They would not? They could -- 
MR. MCFARLANE: They would not. They could stand -- 























Q Here or in Italy? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, in Italy, Italy would have to 
address that. Here the crime would be hostage-taking. And, it isn't 
a matter, as I implied, of different possibilities and various 
jurisdictions. The max sentence for that is life imprisonment. 


Q Bud? 

Q One of the probleas -- 

. Maybe they'll try to escape. 

MR. MCFARLANE: Way in the back, yes. 

Q From the President on down, you've left open the 
possibility that those F-l4s would've fired on that Egyptian craft if 
it had not followed orders or requests. I want to ask you if you 


really want to leave open the thought that the President of the 


United States might order a military aircraft to fire on an unarmed 
civilian aircraft? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, that's your implication. The 
President would neither confirm nor deny that, or other actions that 
might have been authorized. So, no, I will not confirm or deny that. 


Miles? 


Q The Israelis have said that this whole hijack 


operation was worked by Arafat, or he was aware of it. Can you put 
any credence to these charges? 


MR. MCPARLANE: Well, we 











conclude that based upon what we know of it. 


Q Is it likely that Mubarak's security forces, by 


aiding in the terrorist genase and accompanying them on their flight, 
were acting without his knowle“se or approval? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, from his public statements it seens 
clear that he was willing to accept the crime of hijacking and waive 
that and facilitate their onward movement nothwithstanding that that 
Fy aoe been committed. And that is the basis for our disagreement 
with hia. 


On this separate question of the violence, which it is 
apparent now was committed, and whether that was known to his, we 
cannot know firaly. 





Q But is it likely that his forces were operating 
yesterday by accompanying these terrorists on their flight out? Is 
it likely that they were acting without his knowledge? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I don't think so. 


Q If the terroriste are extradited to this country on 
charges of hostage-taking, do you mean to preclude the possibility 
that they might also be tried for surder? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, it's the matter of law, and I 
really refer you to Justice, but the Attorney General has advised the 
President that the crime -- the crime -- for which they could be 
prosecuted is hostage-taking, and not anything else. 


Q Can you tell us why it can't be murder? Is there 
any reasoning on that? I can kill somebody on this. Is there no 
federal statute for murder? I mean, is there -- can you tell us why 
it can't be murder? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, well, there are two different issues 
here. For example, when Americans are overseas and under duress for 
something, like terrorism what is the authority of the United States 
to act in their behalf? Well, under international law you can't 
until you have exhausted local recourse, and so you do that, and you 
work with the governments, as we did yesterday. When you have done 
that you can act as a government to protect your citizens overseas, 
to include the use of force if necessary. 


Now this separate matter of what if one of our people is 
killed overseas -- that matter is entirely. a matter within the 
jurisdiction of that sovereign power, and the resolution of whether 
he was killed for having committed an offense or guilt and victia of 
murder is a matter for the sovereign power to determine. Now there 
has to be on the U.S. books -- and there is not now <= any legal 
prohibition on killing an American overseas. And so there is, 
however, one of recent enactment that forbids hostage-taking and it 
is that one where we are -- 


Q And you would advocate Congress passing such a law? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I ould. I think I would defer to legal 
counsel on it. 


All the way in the back, please. 


Q Yes. Administration sources have been and officials 
have been saying that the Egyptians acted independently in ending the 
hijacking as they did. There have been numerous reports that the 
Italians and the British were also involved in the decision over how 
the hijacking would end. Could you clear what your understanding 
is of how the matter ended and who was involved in the decision? 


MR. MCFARLANE: I can speak for the United States. We were 
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in coordination with many governments, but to include those you 
mentioned, and the government of Egypt, obviously. But I wouldn't 
speak for those governments. 


The President's position was to make clear how we saw the 
problem, what we thought was the proper course to take in our 
dialogue with the government of Egypt, which was the custodial power 
at the time, and to work directly with them in influencing that. 

But, yes, we were coordinating with other governments. 


Q Bud, for the years the -- 
Q -- if I could follow a question -- 


Q Bud, in the past, your administration's been divided 
between the State Department and the Defense Department about whether 
it's worth it to harm the innocent civilians in the course of 
retaliating against terrorism. Does this action go any direction 
a sending out a message about whether you've resolved that 
r. | erence? 


MR, MCFARLANE: Well, I think to respond to the leading 
scenario with which I don't entirely agree is bad practice. I think 
that it does send a signal this is self-serving -- that the 
administration, that the President is committed to responding to acts 
of terrorism, and that this is something that terrorists can 
anticipate will continue, 


Q Not against innocents. 

Q Bud -- 

Q He said yesterday in Chicago not against innocents. 
Q You've responded to the questions of everybody else 


MR. MCFARLANE: I didn't say that -- terrorists is what I 
said. 


In the back. 


Q Once the plane was in the air, clearly finding it 
was not difficult -- a plane that size -- and clearly intercepting it 
was not difficult 


Q On, yes? 


Q Forcing it down from -- apparently did not appear to 


MR. MCFARLANE: You never tried, have you? (Laughter.) 


Q No, but there are things that you count on people to 
do. What I wanted to know was in the chronology of events, once the 
plane had taken off, was there, that you can reveal to us, any moment 
at which it appeared to your people that there was going to be any 
difficulty about bringing the plane into Sicily? Was. there ever any 
doubt about °° es it in there once you'd scrambled the forces and 
the rest of it? ‘ 


MR. MCPARLANE: Gosh, you really make this sound easy. 
You know -- internttional air corridors, there are a lot of 
aicplanes, and there are a lot of them that look alike. And it isn't 
easy to discriminate, especially when your lag between reported 
takeoffs + so forth and receiving that info and getting where you 
need to be is -- 


Q Your people across the road are saying -- or across 
the civer are saying that you were locked onto it at a very early 
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stage. Surely once you got it, you -- 


MR. MCFARLANE: I think they were. But I think that is a 
measure of excellence more than -- 


Q A lack of difficulty. 

Q Was this plane going east -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: “ll put. 

Q -- back '» “* 95, a8 has been suggested in one 
report -- that after being '~@ landing rights in Athens and 
Tunisia, it had turned aroe-a by the time it had been intercepted? 

MR. MCFARLANE: Wo, it's my understanding that the 
intended landing at Tunisia, once denied, led to a proposed landing 
at Athens, which was denied, and that at that point it followed as 
requested the aircraft into -- 

Q It never headed back toward Cairo? 

Q Did -- was the interception -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: Wot to my knowledge. 


Q Was the interception before or after those requests 
to land? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Before. 

Q And can you give us -- because I'm a little confused 
about the timing -- as to when the President ordered specifically 
that the plan would go into effect and when the plane took off? Can 
you give us those timings, Eastern time? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, it was whatever time 








we were at the first high school. 


Q No, I meant -- that was the general, but I meant the 


Q That was -- cake factory. 

Q Ho -- no. 

Q -- second -- 

Q ~~ cake factory -- Sara Lee. 

Q ~~ @ question there. 

MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, right. 

Q Larry Speakes -- 

Q Can we -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: We landed at a high school and we went to 


a cake factory -- (laughter) -- 


that correct? 


Q Right. 

MR. MCFARLANE: And it was at the cake factory? 

Q Right -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: After the speech and before the lunch. 
Q Bud, can I ask -- 

Q He approved on Air Force One the specific plan, is 


Q Coming back? 
Q That would go into effect? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 


Q And what -- was that before or after the plane took 


off? i mean, I don't understand the timing. 


MP  \.FARLANE: It was after it took off from Chicago and 


it was in the air -- 


out? 


Q No, no. 

Q The Egyptian plane, not Air Force One. 

MR. MCFARLANE: Forgive me -- I -- (Laughter.) 

Q And not your plane to New York to see Nixon. 

Q Bud? 

Q Bud, can I -- 

MR. MCFARLANE: Wait a minute, please. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Well, could you tell us what Chris is trying to find 


MR. MCFARLANE: He's trying to find out, was the decision 
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to execute -- I mean to implement the operation -- taken before the 
Egyptian aircraft took off or estecwase and I will confirm it. I 
believe it was before. 


Q So he -- 


Q The plane took off at 4:15 p.m. -- the Egyptian 
plane, we're told -- took off at 4:15 p.m. Is that correct? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes. 
Q Well, Speakes said it was at 3:20 p.a. 


Q And when did he -- yes, but you were on Air Force 
One. We'd taken off around 3:15 p.m. and landed about 4:30 p.s. 


Q Ho, no. 
Q No, no, no. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well. it was at about 4:00 p.m. that the 
approval for implementation -- 


Q And was he -- well -- was he acting in Chicago when 
he was saying at the high school that the time for military action 
has passed. I mean, was he trying to basically throw anybody off the 
trail by saying that since he was in the middle of approving this 
plan? 


MR. MCFARLANE: No. I think he was speaking in a broader 
context -- well, in a different context for looking at what you do to 
get people off a ship, for example, and that just wasn't something 
that was any longer relevant. 


Q Can I follow that question, Bud, because he'd made 
that statement on arrival in Chicago. He said the time for action 
had passed and that you would pursue legal means. Now, was this plan 
presented to him prior to your landing and when did he actually get 
the plan -- 


Q When did he get the plan? 
Q What was the first time the President saw the plan? 


MR. MCFARLANE: After landing and in the first stop 
there. ' 


Q So he had no plan presented to him whatsoever until 
you got to Sara Lee? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Right. And that comment went to his 
seeing that the matter of them being on the ship and therefore a 
possible effort to get them off the ship was not feasible and so 
that's what -- that's the context in which he said that. 


Q Bud, there's a report that the plane was -- 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Two more question -- 
Q -- the plane was to go on -- 


Q -- there's a troublesome question here, at least in 
my mind, as to how our Navy flyers would have -- could have been sure 
that the hijackers were on that plane if they had not been told by 
the Egyptians. And my question is, are you suggesting that the 
United States had independent knowledge that the hijackers were on 
that plane and did not get that information from Egypt? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, I wouldn't comment on how we got 
high confidence that that, indeed, was the aircraft. But I can give 


MORE 

















-l17 - 


you some hints and twey don't have anything to do with the governzent 
of plece and then 


Egypt - I sean, if an airplene tries to go to one pl 
doesn't and tries to go to another plece and doesn’t, that is 
unusuel. 
Q Were we ponitoring those conversations? 
Q You wean, in the air -- tries in the air or files « 
flight plan? 


Q Yes, that doesn't quite fit with what you said a 
popment ago. 


MR. MCFARLANE: Frankly, I just will not comment on our 
intelligence seans of gaining the information that we had. But it 
was very high confidence. 


Q But are you saying it was our independent 
intelligence and that we -- I sean, can we be sure that's what you're 


suying? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It was our own means and it was assisted 
on certain elements by others, but -- 


Q Israel? 
Q Israel? 


MR. MCFARLANE: <-- I would lead you away from the tack 
that you're taking there. I wouldn't -- 


Q Israel? 
MR. MCFARLANE: -- identify any of the countries. 


MR. OJEREJIAN: This ie the last -- thie is the last 
question. Bob. 


Q But anewer the West Germany question. 
Q No. 
Q Yes. 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Bob has the last question. 


Q I want to ask a -- I want to ask a very quick short 
question -- 





Q (Laughter.) The last series. 


Q Number one: The plan was presented to him at Sara 
Lee, as I understand it. Was that presented by you? And where was 
it? In the holding room? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Yes, yes. 


Q That was a general approval of the plan. What does 
“general approvel" mean? Did that mean, in fact, that at that point 
then planes were scrambled? They « *e on station? 


MR. MCFARLANE: It was an approval for three things, of a 
concept which asserted that if an aircraft takes off from X place, 
that we should try to intercept it. Point two, that that effort 
should be in accordance with certain precise rules. And point three, 
that there is no authority for iaplementation until you report back 
on actual movements. 


Q Okay. Then we go through the day <-- the President 
is kept up -- 
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MR. MCFARLANE: Finally, I should say, that that did 
include, however, preparedness issediately to do so. 


Q In other words, you sent @ warning order to the 
Saratoga. 


MR. MCFARLANE: ‘That's right. 


Q And the Sara oga turns -- starts turning around? 
Did they scramble their planes at that point? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Sure. 
Q They did scramble then? Okay. 
Q Can he just -- 

Q Then we're in -- on the way back, the -- They're all 
on the plane. The planes are in the air, but the Egyptian aircraft 
has not taken off. And it’s at this point, about 4:00 p.sa., the 
President says, “Execute? 

MR. MCFARLANE: ‘That's correct. 


Q Okay. How did he say -- What did he say? He said, 
"Let's do it"? 


MR. MCFARLANE: He had had an updating of the situation. 
He received a call also from the Secretary of Defense and the 
approval was provided. 
How? 
Can you just tell u& what he said in words? 


What about West Germany, Bud? Were we sending up 
planes to -- 


Q His exact words. What were his words? “Let's get 
those sons-of-bitches"? I like it. I want to know whether he spit. 


END 1:22 P.M. EDT 
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BERNARD KALB (Spokesman): Good afternoon ladies and 

gentlemen. This will be an ON-THE-RECORD news conference with 
the Secretary of State, Mr. George Shultz, and we have about 30 
minutes or so. The Secretary will begin with some informal 
remarks. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I just completed a session with the 
representatives of each of the NATO countries, mostly foreign 
ministers -- some who couldn't make it, sent their regrets and 
representatives. It's been, as always, a very worthwhile 
meeting from my standpoint as I outlined our thinking, as we 
approach the President's meeting with Mr. Gorbachev, and then 
listened to the views of representatives of other countries. 


I think this kind of consultation, which has been going on 
continuously and will continue, is extremely important for all 
of us so that we keep our views coordinated and we take 
advantage of the thoughts that each person has. So I expressed 
my appreciation at the end of the meeting for people being 
there and for their thoughts. 


Among the things that were especially interesting, I think, 
were first of all, obviously, a considerable interest in the 
subject of arms control, a universal happiness at hearing of 
the president's re-affirmation of his intention to stay -- keep 
our SDI program within the confines of a relatively narrow 
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interpretation of the ABM Treaty. But it was also quite 
significant, I thought, that there was also the caution that 
arms control is important, but arms control is not everything. 
Quite to the contrary, the regional tensions are of central 
significance, and they need to be treated. 


The problems of human rights are of central significance; they 
need to be treated. Of course there was some interest in our 
bi-lateral relations with the Soviet Union, but those two 
points came out very strongly. We all hoped for an East-—west 
relationship, let alone a US/USSR relationship, that is a more 
constructive one, and I was able to assure my friends that the 
United States and the President would be working toward that 
end, and that if we found a sense of reciprocity on the Soviet 
side, perhaps, who knows, something good might come of it. 


Questions? 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, you've said repeatedly that you've 

found the Italian decision to let Abbas go incomprehensible. 

After your bilateral meeting with Mr. Andreotti this morning, 
do you now understand that position any better, and how would 
you characterize the status of US/Italian relations now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: As far as US/Italian relations are 
concerned, of course, they're very strong, cooperative, 
collaborative. I might say I admire the way the Italians have 
approached the problem of terrorism. It's been terrific, and I 
have full confidence that the four prisoners they hold will be 
tried in accordance with their law in a very strong way. 


Mr. Andreotti gave his view of the release of Mr. Abbas, and 
I'd have to say I gave my view of what I felt, and why it is so 
widely felt in the United States, that the release of a person 
who, at least our evidence shows, was involved with the 
hijacking, and therefore involved with a murder, we found very 
hard to understand. I do understand now that the Government of 
Italy, if in their judqment wroper evidence is adduced, will 
indict Mr. Abbas. But of course, he's not in Italy now, so it 
doesn't mean as much, but nevertheless, I'm glad to hear that. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, in your words to the allies on the 
ABM Treaty, you were able to say that the President of the 
United States will stay within a restrictive interpretation. 
Nonetheless, you've kept open the possibility, I believe, in 
the are for a non-restrictive interpretation. Is that the 
case 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The fact of the matter is that if you read 
the Treaty carefully, and you read all of the negotiating 
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record, it appears that consistently in the negotiations it was 
the United States that was trying to restrict matters, and the 
Soviet Union that was trying to keep matters open and argued 
that how can you restrict things that you don't yet know 

about. And I believe that was, ina sense, the way in which an 
agreed statement came into being. 


So it is clearly legitimately argued that the Treaty allows a 
much broader range of testing and development than would be 
consistent with the definitions or the interpretation that we 
have been following in the design of our SDI program, and that 
the President has stated -- reaffirmed --— that it is his 
intention to follow. So we've stated both of these facts, and 
of course the point is that within the confines of the narrow 
definition of the Treaty, we feel, and the President feels, 
that it will be possible to answer the question that he's 
asked. Namely, is it possible to defend against ballistic 
missiles? If the answer to that essentially research question 
is yes, then that wu 1.1 bring about extensive consultations 
among our allies and with the Soviet Union and negotiations, as 
provided for under the ABM Treaty. 





QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, I'm from Soviet Television, I don't 
speak English, I speak French. (Asks question in French) 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I'll have to have a translation from that 
Russian, please. Somebody, is there an interpreter in the room? 


QUESTION: Is the United States ready to take initiatives 
before the Geneva meetings as regards to arms control and the 
Soviet proposals that have been put on the table? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the United States put a sweeping 
proposal on the table in Geneva early on in the first round, 
and it's been sitting there. We welcome the Soviet 
counter-—proposal. We've been asking questions about it. There 
are things in it that are not acceptable. We believe there are 
some interesting things in it, and we will consider it, and we 
feel that, assuming that Soviet proposal is put there as part 
of a negotiation, perhaps we can say that the negotiation is 
now ready to get going, since we have two proposals on the 
table. As to precisely how we will approach it from here on, 
well, I'd have to say, wait and see. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, this meeting was called together by 
the smaller countries of the alliance. What concrete 
suggestions did you get from the smaller countries which you 
couldn't have received by other means? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't tend to classify as I come to 
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these meetings smaller countries and larger countries, and I 
think in our NATO Councils people speak their piece. And 
actually, there is, I think, quite a unanimity of view that was 
expressed. A unanimity of view about the importance of these 
kinds of consultations, a unanimity of view about the 
importance of a broad range of topics to be discussed in the 
Reagan-Gorbachev meeting, a general supportive tone to the 
approach that we're taking in Geneva. I think that it was 
essentially a realistic appraisal, and a rather unified one, 
and it didn't distinguish itself between large and small 
countries. 


QUESTION: Could you give us some help in squaring the remarks 
that you made in San Francisco, and again here today with Mr. 

McFarlane's apparently somewhat different approach to the ABM 

Treaty? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Mr. McFarlane pointed out the, I'll call it 
“ambiguity” or the possibility of an interpretation that's much 
broader than the one within which our research program has been 
designed, and I pointed the same thing out just now. This has 
been a matter of great study within our government for some 
time, quite understandably, and no doubt within the Soviet 
Government, too, because the particulars of the ABM Treaty have 
come into prominence here in the last year or so. 


So we've been looking at it carefully, and it's been an ongoing 
process. On Friday, the President made the decision that I 
have described here to you. 


QUESTION: To follow up on that, Mr. Secretary, people such as 
Gerard Smith, the negotiator of the ABM Treaty, have said that 
this new interpretation might make it a dead letter. In saying 
this is broadly justified, are you not, in fact, opening the 
way for testing to go ahead that could in fact lead to the 
expiration of the Treaty? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are several questions involved here. 
One is what does the Treaty say, what does it call for, in the 
way of behavior, and in what way does it restrict you? That's 
what the Treaty is supposed to do, and I think it's important 
for us to study that carefully, and I have given you in very 
brief compass the results of that study. 


I might say that the legal advisor to the State Department, 
Judge Sofaer, who is here and who took part in the meeting 
today, has taken the trouble --~ he maybe is the only person in 
captivity who has literally read all of the available material, 
all of the notes from the meetings, as well as the Treaty -- 
and he is among those who say that there's lots of room for 
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varying interpretations of the Treaty. That being said, the 
President has said that as far as the United States is 
concerned, we have designed our research program to fall within 
the narrower definition of the ABM Treaty's provisions, and we 
intend to keep it that way. 


Any other questions, or are you out? 


QUESTION: Sir, as I understand, the Europeans this morning 
have asked the United States, in reaction to the Gorbachev 
proposals, if they are not acceptable, not to say no, but to 
have constructive counter-proposals and amendments and 
ame.iorations. Is that your view, too? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, is's our view that we have to look 
upon the proposals realistically and sort out what's 
potentially positive and what we regard as negative or not 
really going any place as far as we're concerned, and that's 
what we're doing. So we agree with that. 


QUESTION: Yesterday the meeting that was scheduled to take 
place between the British Foreign Secretary and representatives 
of the PLO was cancelled. In the light of the circumstances 
following the hijacking, do you welcome that cancellation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, welcoming it or depioring it, it's a 
fact that, as I understand it, the two PLO representatives that 
were to be part of the delegation were unwilling to do what it 
had been agreed they would do before the meeting, and so I 
think the British Foreign Secretary was absolutely right in 
declining to meet with them. I think that we have to hold firm 
on these lines. Violence, people who are prepared to use 
terrorism are not prepared to sit at the peace table, and 
they've got to get that through their heads. 


QUESTION: Do you think that it was over-optimistic of the 
British Government to arrange to meet these representatives in 
the first place? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't have any comment on that one way or 
another. It was an effort on their part to do something 
constructive, and probably it is constructive to have flushed 
out the unwillingness, in the clutch, of the PLO 
representatives to say that they accept resolutions 242 and 
338, that they accept Israel's right to exist, and that they 
renounce violence and armed struggle as a tactic. They 
wouldn't do it. Learn something from that. 


QUESTION: Coming back to your meeting with Mr. Andreotti, 
could you consider the incident between Washington and Rome 
closed? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, we disagree, so we haven't composed 
our differences about the release of Mr. Abbas. We're glad to 
know that the Italian Government will indict him if they 
consider the evidence to be sufficient. But we disagree. We 
believe there is evidence at hand that he was a part of this 
hijacking, and therefore part of a murder, and we think that 
people who do that should be held onto. 


The Italian Government has a different view of the matter, and 
we've listened to each other. And, at the same time, of 
course, the relationship between the United States and Italy is 
broad, deep, strong, and fundamentally will continue. 


QUESTION: How can you expect the United States to maintain the 
moral high ground in moral affairs when America resorts to the 
same tactics as the terrorists to bring them to justice? And 
secondly, -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wait a minute, wait a minute. What kind of 

a loaded question is that? If you hold onto it, it's liable to 
explode and go off in your face and hurt somebody. What are 
these tactics, terrorist tactics, the United States resorted to? 


QUESTION: Well, did we not use the threat of force to bring a 
civilian airliner to a base where it wasn't intending to land? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We used our planes to bring in an airplane 
that had on it hijackers, with the intent of bringing them to 
justice, and that is exactly what happened. It was a perfectly 
proper act to do, not a terrorist act, and I think it is very 
hard to take that you would label it so. 


QUESTION: I wasn't labeling it, I just said that it is a 
tactic that is similar to what the terrorists -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No it isn't similar. There's no resemblance 
whatever. 


QUESTION: What agreement do you detect among our allies about 
the way we handled the Achille Lauro affair? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We've heard a lot of statements of elation. 


Mr. KALB: For a combination of reasons, this news session will 
have to end rather a few minutes earlier than we had 
anticipated, but maybe by way of farewell, we can take one 
really tough final question. (Laughter) And if it doesn't 
exist, we'll leave earlier. 
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QUESTION: Yes, Mr. Shultz, now you've come to Brussels to see 
them and pacify them, do you think the Belgians and Dutch will 
keep quiet for a few months? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I think I have come to Brussels to 
give our views and describe the preparations being made and to 
hear the views of others, which we did. As far as people 
keeping quiet are concerned, I thought it was interesting that 
the Belgian Government that stood up for the NATO 1979 decision 
in which the Belgians participated seemed to have done all 
right with the Belgian voters. That's an interesting 
commentary, and I would take a lot of confidence from the 
statements made by the Dutch Foreign Minister today, that the 
Dutch are prepared to go forward, but that's, of course, for 
him to say, and as I understand, no formal decision has been 
made. 


So I found the meeting, as far as the Dutch and the Belgians 
are concerned, to be strong and very reassuring 


MR. KALB: Thank you all very much. I guess we'll see you in 
December. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Prime Minister has 
been invited to visit the President. He arrives this afternoon in 
Washington from Europe, I think, transitting New York, accompanied by 
members of his staff. 


He will be in Washington until Friday afternoon, proceeds 
to New York where he'll spend the weekend and address the General 
Assembly on the 2lst -- on Monday the 2lst. 


Secretary Shultz will call on the Prime Minister at the 
Israeli Embassy this evening. 


Tomorrow morning the 17th, he's scheduled to meet with 
the Secretary for breakfast. 


At 2:00 p.m., he meets with the President and is the 
Secretary's guest at a dinner at the State Department Thursday night. 


On Friday, the Prime Minister will have breakfast with 
Secretary Weinberger and, thereafter, will meet again with Secretary 
Shultz and Department officials, as I said, departing for New York 
after lunch. 


Well, on the agenda: Our relations with Israel are 
extraordinarily-close and strong. It's characteristic of our ties 
that we consult often and at high levels. And the President, 
therefore, asked the Prime Minister to visit Washington to continue 
at firsthand the dialogue begun with the Prime Minister and members 
of his Government of National Unity during his visit here a year ago. 
We have strong political, economic, and security ties and 
a host of other kinds of cooperation. We're also partners in the 
peace process. We will be discussing with Mr. Peres the peace 
process, as well as the many aspects of our bilateral relations. 


Our dialogue is part of a continuing process in which 
we've been focusing on how to move towards our shared goal of 
negotiations between Israel, Jordan, and representative Palestinians. 
During this visit, we'll look at practical ways to advance this 
process in light of the expressed desire of the Prime Minister to 
move forward with the process and King Hussein's peace initiative as 
the King articulated it during his recent visit. 


We're encouraged by the constructive approaches being 
followed by the Prime Minister and the King. And we'll be exploring 
with Prime Minister Peres ways to make this work. 


Our talks will be in the nature of consultations. I 
don't anticipate any dramatic developments but expect a good, solid 
exchange. 


On our bilateral agenda, we'll discuss our joint 
interests and our endeavors in the fields of security, economic 
development, communications, trade -- including the U.S.-Israeli Free 
Trade Agreement -- and scientific cooperation. 
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Last year, Israel's economic problezs were a major topic 
of discussion. Since that visit, the Prime Minister and his 
Colleagues have launched a serious and a prosising economic 
stabilization program. And the United States has provided $1.5 
billion in supplementary assistance designed to support the prograz. 
We're encouraged that econozic indicators from Israel show that as a 
result of the governzent's new programs and the support we have 
provided inflation has been sharply reduced and public confidence 
enhanced. 


In view of this positive evolution, we expect that our 
‘discussions in the economic field during this visit will focus sore 
on Israel's plans for long-range growth and development. We will 
also discuss ways in which the American and Israeli private sectors 
can collaborate to bring about renewed growth with the encouragement 
‘of our two governzents. 


With respect to security assistance, we will reaffirms our 
basic policy towards Israel of maintaining its qualitative silitary 
edge over any and all likely adversaries. 


Well, that pretty well exhausts the news. And I guess I 
can go on now. Did you have -- 


Q Before you get all your Achille Lauro questions, let 
me ask you, please, if you get any inkling or even a -- do you have a 
hunch that Israel might go for an international conference involving 
the Soviet Union, which, of course, has been one of the problems of 
the Hussein proposal, provided the Soviets recognize and establish 
Giplomatic relations witn Israel? Is there any give that you 
anticipate from Peres on that issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: All I can say at this 
point is that obviously the two issues of the structuring of the 
international context -- framework conference will be an issue to be 
reviewed with the Prime Minister, along with that of Palestinian 
representation -- the two key issues of the past several months in 
our discussions out in the region and with our visitors here, notably 
with King Hussein in the last weeks. Exactly what the Prime Minister 
will have to tell us about Israeli attitudes, we'll be waiting to 
hear with interest. 


But you built in a, you know, @ major hypothesis there: 
that if the Soviet Union reestablished relations with Israel, what 
would Israel's attitude be? I don't know. And I don't know that 
there's going to be a <= that there is any specific breakthrough on 
the horizon about Soviet -- 


Q No, no, but I wondered if you saw any potential give 
on Peres’ part in the <-- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: But you said -- didn't 
you link that -- 


Q Well -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= with if the Soviets 
resume the relations? 


Q That's the most -- you know, that's one of the 
theories, that that would open the door. But in other words, is 
Peres dead set against an international conference? Do you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think in Israel 
the assumption has oeen 
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that an international conference is a substitute for direct 
negotiations and it's a dodge. And, therefore, from the beginning, 
it has been criticized on those grounds. If the conference were seen 
more as a prelude than a substitute for direct negotiations, that is 
obviously another matter. 


Finally, again referring you back to the Prime Minister's 
Knesset speech >of June where he referred to -- or he addressed the 
issues raised by the King in some of his public statements here in 
May, he did talk about consulting with the permanent members of the 
Security Council. You've got to check the -- I didn't bring the 
exact wording with me. But he is aware of the Jordanian position 
that there should be an international conference. He's very aware of 
that. And he, in that Knesset speech, offered another way to come to 
terms with the need for international support. 


Q How does the fact of the Israeli raid on Tunis, how 
does that affect the way Mr. Peres will be received here, especially 
given the need right now to smooth things over with Egypt and -- 
given the Achille Lauro? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've said that the 
cycle of violence in the area is a complication to the peace process. 
For Mr. Peres, for the President, there is no aie ere than 
advancing the peace process in the region. We'll be discussing how 
to move that ahead. That will, in the political area, I think be the 
prime focus of the discussions. 


Our positions on the Tunis raid, the attack on the PLO 
headquarters, are long since on the record. The question of -- 


Q Full range. 
Q Full range -- (laughter.) 
Q -- both sides. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The bitter reality is 
that the violence does distract. We are persuaded it need not 
Gerail, must not be allowed to derail onward movement of the peace 
process. And I think it's in that spirit we'll be approaching the 
conversations with the Prime Minister and we have every indication 
that is his intent as well. 


Q Well, let me ask you, the fact that Isreel obviously 
helped us with intelligence, provided us with a transcript of some of 
the conversations between Abbas and the hijackers, that we were 
closely involved with Israel during that incident that led up to the 
interception, does that complicate our relationship with Egypt? Does 
the fact that Peres is here right now -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that -- 
Q -~- become further tension with Egypt? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATI©® OFFICIAL: I think it is absolutely 
necessary to keep very much up «ont in your reporting and in our 
presentations in the Capitol th... the Israeli raid on Tunis was an 
Israeli show, without U.S. foreknowledge or cooperation, and our 
interception of the hijackers in no way depended upon Israeli 
cooperation or participation. That was an American show, carried out 
for our own reasons for our own interests in combatting 
terrorism. But there is a very clear line drawn between the two 
capitals as to what -- as to the actual conduct of affairs on both 
those days, the raid on Tunis and the intercept of the airline. 


Q -- from them on the intelligence side. 


Q Are you denying the report out of Italy today that 
actually the basis for our warrants were the Israeli transcripts? 

















SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This is, if I understood 
the question correctly, this is a separate matter. 


Q I had encompassed that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The interception of the 
airline -- we had our first reports of the killing of Leon 
Klinghoffer from the moment that Veliotes went on board the ship and 
hed his interviews. The ship-to-shore radio intercepts were made by 
more than one. It was public domain. I think, in fact, you had 
Veliotes' own statement back -- demanding prosecution -- rather more 
) mea | than Washington had, thanks to the higher salaries in the 

cations industry. (Laughter.) 


Q In other words, the U.S. did not depend on Israel 
+t 4 such documentation of the connection between Abbas and the 
hijacking 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There were other ways -- 
there have been other sources to confirm the Abbas connection with - 
the PLF operation which, as it unfolded, make it pretty clear that 
the hijacking was not the yobs po Bey of the operation, it was a 
diversion and they were surpris h their weapons in the cabin. 


But the early -- I am not denying that we received 
transcripts of intercept from ship-to-shore communications. But 
these were available to -- that is received them from Israel -- but 
these were available from other sources as well. 


Q Why did we have the Mossad deliver them to the 
military intelligence people in Italy as the basis for the warrant on 
Abbas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were pressing our 
warrant for arrest, we weren't pressing a warrant for an Israeli 
arrest. 


Q Yes, but why were they delivering our evidence for 
us in our case? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can't get any more 
into the intelligence aspects of this. But I think it's terribly 
important to underline the distinction between the wg har of the 
ship-to-shore radio and the actual conduct of the U.S. Navy's 
intercept of the Egyptian airline. 


Q But you said that you're not denying that we 
received those transcripts from the Israelis but they were available 
from other sources as well. Did we have our own tape recordings? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Getting into -- I'm not 
to go beyond that here. These were virtually public 
casts. 


Q What is your assessment of the Achille Lauro on the 
peace process generally? Could you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What is the affect of 
the -- 


Q -- make an assessment of the Achille Lauro incident 
on the peace process and giving it some -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think, from the very 
first day, you've seen -- 























you've heard statements from Cairo, you've heard statements from this 
capital that we want to put that incicent behind us Secause there is 

a very important goal out there -- the peace process that should not 

be -- must not be lost sight of. 


The -- incidents like the Achille Lauro complicate. Do 
they exploce, damage, crush, annihilate? Wo. I mean, let's watch 
the words on this. They complicate the process. Egypt has made 
clear its serse of hurt, of humiliation, and I saw in today's media 
some statements out of Cairo that they also feel a terrible -- a good 
opportunity was missed for the PLO to be put to the test by carrying 
out its announced intention to prosecute and punish the hijackers of 
the Achille Lauro, had they been delivered to PLO control. That's 
what was described as yet another reason for Egyptian dismay about 
the intercept. 


It's a complication; there's no denying it. But we want 
to get back on the -- to the closeness of dialogue about the main 
issue in the area as far as regional stability is concerned, which is 
how to stimulate movement on the peace process, how to structure the 
steps that will get the parties to the table as soon as possible. 


Can I go way back here? 
Q In this room, about a few weeks ago when King 


Hussein was here, there was a lot of talk about direct negotiations 
by the end of the year. Is that down the drain now? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, it's not down the 
Grain. It's still, I think what the President called it, a realistic 
goal -- realistic possibility -- whatever he said. 


Yes? 


Q What would be the role of the Palestinians now in 
the wake of Achille Lauro? Do you see that changing, or is that 
still on track as it was before? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've seen more 
than the Achille Lauro role of the Palestinians. Who are we talking 
about? The PLF? The executive committee of the PLO? Arafat 
personally? You've got to cefine a little more closely. 


2 Well, clearly there's got to be some sort of 
Palestinian representation in any kind of talks you have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Ever since -~- it was 
formalizec in the Camp David accorcs, but it has long been our 
position, even before those accords, and it's not an object of 
dispute between anyone in the area that Palestinians do have to be 
involved at every stage. 


Just how they're to be involved, Shultz layed out that 
formula last May of serious, credible individuals interested in a 
political negotiation, interestec -- seeking a peaceful settlement, 
and said, let's try to get away from the labels which have 
complicated so long the discussions. 


Q Given the links to the PLO, doesn't that complicate 
the matter cuite a lot, given the links of the hijacking to the PLO, 
the allegations that Arafat was involved, doesn't that complicate the 
Palestinian involvement guite a bit? 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you've got -- what 
isn't clear is the relationship between the PLO, between Arafat, 
personally, and this particular operation. I gather Abu Abbas has 
been on record saying the operation was this -- to land at Ashdod and 
attack a military target in Israel. Was this specifically authorized 
by Arafat? Unclear. What is his direct role in this? Abu Abbas is 
a member of his -- of the Executive Committee of the PLO. That's a 
small group of people. Does the Chairman personally approve each and 
every operation that's set out there? I don't know. We don't know. 


Q Just to follow up on that, how does that affect how 
you deal with the PLO when you see these obviously very close ties 
between a member of his Executive Committee who you are saying was 
the mastermind of this terrorist act and the man that you're trying 
to bring into the peace process? What -- in a practical sense, how 
can you do business with him under these circumstances? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It doesn't make it any 
easier. Is that an overstatement? 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Is that an 
overstatement? 


Q Well, but how -- does it make it impossible, is the 
question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It doesn't -- I -- hold 
on. Nothing's impossible. The fact is it creates a serious 
complication. You've seen yesterday in -- or Monday, was it? -- in 
London, the meeting did not materialize between the British Foreign 
Secretary and the PLO -- two members of the Executive Committee, 
together with the Jordanian Foreign Minister. When that didn't take 
place, you had instant shock waves around -- Whose fault was that? 
Does this mean the PLO can never come to terms with political 
solutions and serious political decisions? 


There. are new uncertainties out there about what the PLO 
can bring itself to do. 


Q Would we be willing to give up in any sense our 
pursuit of Abbas if that becomes a sticking point in terms of the 
peace process and the Palestinians? I mean, is it going to be hard 
to try to bring them into the peace process when we're talking about 
conceivably esy7ee to capture one of their Executive Committee 
members on a ship or a boat? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot given our knowledge, 
a wouldn't think, of -- and the evidence of Abu Abbas's authorization 
for the operation. It went wrong, it went awry in the course of its 
execution, but -- So he's a member of the [Executive Committee. He 
undertook an operation which could only complicate the pursuit of 
peace, which is the announced policy of his Chairman. 


And wasn't there some discussion of it in public early 
on when -- in the early hours of this, that he might, himself, have 
been detained in Tunis? Didn't I hear that? It was another service. 

Q If we could narrow -- 
Q He didn't believe it. 


Q ~~ what are the prospects for the -- for a peters | 
between you and a Jordanian-Palestinian delegation -- the Palestinian 
members of which are nominated by the PLO? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there's no date 
set for such -- 











Q But does the Achille Lauro make this less likely 
that a date ever will be set? 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the Pollyannas 
among us would argue that the more upsets and disturbance in any area 
cf the world, the more possibilities there are for movement forward. 
Then, there is the other outlook. 


Q Just out of curiosity, has the U.S. government given 
any sort of thought to asking Arafat to hand over Abbas, if the 
theory was -- if it was suitable for him to -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we have -- 
Q -- try and punish the hijackers, why not ask him to 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As we've stated in the 
question of pursuit of Abu Abbas, was -- or rather in pursuit of the 
hijackers, was this a matter for the PLO? We said, no, it's a matter 
for -- if the PLO has them, for getting them into the hands of 
competent authority and established government. So, I don't think 
you'll see us serving legal notice on Arafat to get Abu Abbas. 


Q No, of course not. But you indicated that you 
thought the PLO should turn the hijackers over to sovereign authority 
-- it was to a sovereign nation for prosecution and punishment. 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q Why not say essentially the same thing about asking 
them to turn Abbas over to sovereign authority? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Asking who? 
Q The PLO -- Arafat. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't have the 
most extensive dialogue with the PLO, as you're aware. 


Q Ask Hussein, 

But you have so many friends in the area. 

-- swift and sure. 

-- Syria both in the resolution of the hijacking -- 


It could be worse. 


eo coc oOo oO © 


-- and also in the peace process will go forward. I 
mean, they seemed to have played a helpful role in that, 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Better watch your words 
on that. 


Syria closed its port, the port of Tartus, for the entry 
of the Achille Lauro. Syria wanted nothing to do with the hijacking 
affaic, and that message was passed back to the ship. At that point, 
I think it was -- weren't we seeing messages ricocheting out of Radio 
Monte Carlo telling the ship to move south? That was apparently the 
a communication between the ship and Port Said at that point. So, 
Syria's role in the Achille Lauro was a correct role -- to deny 
sanctuary. 


Syria's attitude in the peace process hasn't changed, in 
our opinion, over the last months, that the time is not right for any 
movement in the peace process, given the divisions within the Arab 
world. And it is only when there is a unified Arab position and a 
unified approach to negotiations that there's any prospect of a fair 
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deal at the table in negotiating with Israel. So, no real shift in 
the Syrian outlook towards the overall peace process. 


. Q Can I follow on Syria? Presumeably, they've been 
cooperative fully in terms of identifying Klinghoffer's body and 
turning it over to American authorities. Has that been a smooth 
operation in that sense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 


Q And the body -- why is the body being taken to Italy 
for an autopsy? Have the Italians requested that? Is that 
specifically their request or -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My understanding is that 
is essential for the conduct of the investigation. It's part of the 
investigation in Italy. 


Q No conflict of jurisdiction or anything in terms of 
whether the U.S. wanted to perform that autopsy or whether the 
Italians -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, I'm sure we'll have 
our people participate in the autopsy -- be no bar to that. 


Q Do you know when that's going to take place? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't. I don't think 
we've heard. The actual movement of the body to Italy <-- no, sorry, 
I don't have that. That'll be coming out. 


Q Do you see any signs, sir, that Jordan is moving 
away from the PLO, given its criticism of what happened in London and 
also the fact that Hussein's been fairly quiet in terms of 
criticizing Israel and Tunisia -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think Jordan's 
moving away from the PLO. 
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I think you've got the phenomenon of some frustration that when the 
PLO has been -- in the case of the London meeting, as the Jordanians 
sought, given an opportunity to make their position clear and to 
advance -- improve the image of the PLO as an organization seriously 
partnered with Jordan in the peace process, that it didn't meet that 
test. So there's some frustration, obviously, there. 


There's no -- there's nothing to point to that Jordan is 
interested in dropping the PLO. Jordan maintains the position that 
the PLO is, as designated ten years back, eleven years back at the 
Arab summit, the sole legitimate representative, that there is no 
alternative leadership for the Palestinians, and that it has to be 
Gealt with. And this agreement signed last February between Hussein 
and Arafat is still guiding the relationship. 





Q Are you still expected to meet with a joint 
Jordanian-Palestinian delegation? And, if yes, when? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the King's -- the 
Jordanian scenario is still out there. They have never suggested 
they saw a better or had heard about a better way of proceeding. 
When is in other's hands. 


Q Can you tell us anything about Mubarak's response to 
the President's message on Egyptian-U.S. relations? Has it been 
received? Can you give us some idea of the -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's response 
to -- 


Q Well, Mubarak apparently has written a message, sent 
@ message to the President, Mr. Reagan, about Egyptian-American 
relations. And, you know, the outlook -- is the tone or is the 
substance -- is it in yet? Is the substance -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't have any 
information on the message or whether it's even been received. 


Q I just have two questions. One, do I take it that 
you accept the version that Abbas has said that -- and I gather, the 
hijackers -- that‘the hijacking was just an accident when they were 
uncovered by a waiter? That -- in other words, the mission had been 
to cause some damage in Israel, not to hijack the ship. And, 
secondly, why do think the Syrians were so cooperative, in 
effect, embarrassing Abbas since Abbas had claimed they had not 
killed Mr. Klinghoffer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm glad you asked the 
first one, particularly, Bernie, because the investigation is in its 
preliminary phases. These are the stories that came out from some on 
board the ship, I believe -- from the crew that tallies with 
Statements made by the PLF spokesman in Cyprus, as I recall it. I 
don't want to misstate exact venues on this. But it appears to add 
up to a botched operation and that the target had been to have a 
major incident staged on the ship's landing at Ashdod. But I can't 
say that that's the fact and I would ammend my earlier comments on 
that -- that it is proven. That's something that's going to have to 
be worked over in the course of the trial. 


Why Syria was cooperative -- well, first of all, I think 
it has its own position against -- of opposition to -- a public 
position of opposition to terrorism, considered this an unacceptable 
act. Abbas is a recent member of the Executive Committee of the PLO 
under Arafat. There is in Damascus a rival group of the PLO <= of 
the PLF, the Abbas group which has split into three different 
sections. The Damascus group does not owe allegiance to either Abbas 
or Arafat and you can draw the final paragraph into your story. 


Q Questions were raised here last week and have been 
raised in Egypt as to how the United States could have so precisely 
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intercepted one 737 out of a number of planes and not have perceived 
the Israeli jets heading toward Tunis. Can you deal with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We weren't looking for 
the Israeli jets heading towards Tunis. (Laughter.) 


Q Obviously, we have electronic -- How did we manage 
not to see then? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Thank you very much. 
Q Thac was a good, straight “thank you.” 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:39 A.M. EDT 
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SINIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: To put the meeting this 
afternoon in perspective, this was the Prime Minister's first visit 
to Nashington in -- over the past year. He came to tne United States 
at this time -- in connection with visiting with the President, he's 
also speaking at the U.N. next week and having a number of meetings 
with the Congress, the media, and the private groups in New York in 
the course of the next several days -- of next week. 


Cuing off the -- is that the right term of trade <-- cuing 
off? 


Q It's a billiard tern. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Good, thank you. The 
President's Ceparture statement -- it is a close regular dialogue 
that we have, not only with the Prime Minister, but with the 
leadership of Israel. As he said, our commitment -- and the talks 
focused on our commitment to Israel's security and our desire to move 
forward towards peace between Israel and all its Arab neighbors. 


The Presicent repeated in private the sentiment you saw 
in the departure statement that there is a good opportunity for 
progress now than there's been for some time past. Repeating the 
theme that you heard in the occasion of King Hussein's visit <- that 
it is realistic to look forward to the opening of negotiations at the 
end of this year. 


And again, the focus on the parallelism that the 
President pointed out between the Prime Minister's expression of 
Israel's desire for cirect negotiations without preconditions and 
King Hussein's statement here that he looks forward to beginning 
negotiations with Israel promptly and directly. That's, of course, 
the basis for the President's confidence -- all of our confidence -- 
that the hurcles can be overcome. 


There was ciscretion -- discussion of -- certainly, of 
terrorism in the course of the meetings, Selying what the anonymous 
spokesman told you yesterday, there was more discussion of the 
economy and the developments in the Israeli economy than had been 
anticipated yestercay. The Prime Minister talkec about his efforts 
to -- just a moment -- bring inflation anc the trade deficit down, to 
increase exports, underlining that he felt the particular achievenent 
of tne efforts in Israel had been that wages had been cut by 
agreement; it's been 3&3 severe cut in wages <-- in real wages <-- 
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as you know, anc not by law -- that they had worked that out between 
the unions, the government and the manufacturers -- the industrial 
associations. 


Where a year ago, they had talked here in the White House 
about creating a security net under the Israeli economy, he is proud 
and we are impressed by the accomplishments of the Israeli government 
over the past year. 


He described his outlook for the future -- the focus on 
high technology, emphasis on economic growth. There was a discussion 
of the agreement in principle to build the VOA relay station and 
Israeli participation in SDI -- making the comment that Israel is not 
reluctant to cooperate with the USA and not neutralistic. 


All right. The Prime Minister, in his departure 
statement, as you saw, referred to the Achille Lauro incident as a 
manifestation of leadership and courage; then reviewed the scorecard 
as he looked back over his first year in office -- pulling the 
Israeli forces out of Lebanon,. the austerity program for the economy, 
and trying to invigorate the peace treaty between Egypt and Israel, 
his policy on the West Bank and the work against terrorisa. 


The first objective -- and that certainly consumed the 
bulk of the time in the conversation -- was on the peace process. 
The greatest challenge is how to make peace; reacy to meet, as he 
said, in Amman, Jerusalem or Washington; prepared to consider any 
proposal put forward by the Jordanians. I think there again you hear 
the Prime Minister saying what he has said consistently since he took 
over in the fall of ‘84 == no preconditions, let's get going. As he 
said after the King's speech -- the King's visit to Washington in 
May, picking up the theme of the search for peace -- let us move not 
just this year, let us try to do it within three months. So the 
sense of urgency that we have sensed on both sides. 





Well, with that detailed a review, there are obviously no 
more questions to take. So can I go to lunch? 


Q What about the PLO? What was said about the PLO 
participation in any sense, in any way? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Look, there was a very 
full review of issues in the peace process. That Israeli position on 
the PLO needs no description by me. Our position hasn't changed. It 
is what was laid out there ten years back in the acceptance of the 
two resolutions and Israel's right to exist. And as the Secretary -- 
if any of you covered the hearings this morning -- said when he was 
asked about violence and terrorism, he said, well, he considered such 
@ renunciation implicit or involved in the first three terms. 


Q What's the significance of the Prime Minister's 
failure to mention the Palestinians in any way when he was extending 
his invitation to King Hussein? 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think tiere's 
any real significance there. He has -- there's no misunderstanding 
about the role that the Palestinians have to play in the peace 
process, in the negotiations. 
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He expects the King, when the day comes for the opening of 
negotiations, to be accompanied by Palestinians. Israel has very 
strong feelings about the PLO -- no secret -- but not to the point of 
Saying.that all Palestinians are members of the PLO and, therefore, 
there can be none involved in the negotiations. That's never been 
their position. 


Q What kine of Palestinians are you referring to -- to 
be accompanied by Palestinians -- from the outside territories or 
from the acquired territory? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've -- as I said, this 
was an hour's exchange of views on a whole range of issues affecting 
the peace process, the economy, the bilateral relationship. I don't 
want to get into more detail about any specific aspect of the peace 
process. 


Q Have the Israelis expressed any modification or 
change in their past position opposing an international conference? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'd refer you back to 
the Prime Minister's own statements of just a couple weeks back that 
we are not against an international conference, but against an 
international trap. And many articles have been written on that 
basis. I wish you luck. (Laughter.) 


Q Is there any contradiction in his position toward -- 
that he would accept any proposal without any precondition? But he 
is putting precondition on that no for PLO. That's not conditions? 
You don't consider that conditions? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: His emphasis was on no 
preconditions, as you heard publicly here. 


Q Has there been any shift in the American position 
about the PLO? How do we read the Secretary's statements today? Has 
there been any shifts since the hijacking incident in our hope or 
belief that the PLO might ever meet those requirements and be able to 
Sit down? Has there been a lessening of their credibility in 
American eyes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the -- I think the 
Secretary dealt with that this morning, saying, in terms of tests, 
the most recent test in London, they didn't meet it. Does that mean 
he wasn't going on to say or to imply they could never meet it? The 
terms are out there, and the terms haven't changed. The 
expectations, you know -- it's not been the happiest of experiences, 
watching it perform over the last several weeks. 

Q af they can't meet that test, what other options -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't say they 
can't. We haven't said that. 


Q But if that were to be the case, what other options 
could Hussein have? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For that, you're going 
to have to talk to Hussein. 


C Yes, because is it conceivable -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That there have to be 
Palestinians, there's no question on anybody's part. 


Q There have to be Palestinians? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Absolutely. 
Q Is it conceivable that the President might at some 
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future point invite both Prime Minister Peres and king Hussein with 
some Palestinians to washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Are you picking up on 
some misstatement of mine or -- 


Q No, no, I'm picking up on your -- (laughter) -- on 
your pointing out what Peres said about Amman, Jerusalem or 
Washington. I'm just wondering whether -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that just 
uncerlines Peres’ sense of urgency: “I'il go anywhere and talk to 
anybody it it’s going to advance peace -- if I think it's going to 
seriousiy advance peace.” I think that's what was driving him on 
that statement. 


Q But was that a signal that Washington is now being 
considered, because in the past Peres has often spoken of Jerusalem 
Or Amman, but now he throws in Washington? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, look, this is an 


ongoing, long-running consultation between us and the government of 
Israel. I wouldn't ascribe to this visit or this contact 
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any sinsle -- you know, expecting to reac into his words any singie 
surprising new developement or new twist in policy. 


9 Yas that discussed -- was that discussed or alluced 
to by the Prime Minister? Did he say -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The venue of such talks 
-- no, it was more in the context of the need for Washington to be 
fully involved -- for the United States to de fully involved. 

Q Did he -- 

Q Would you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That they look upon us 
-- I don't have the exact quote -- but they do look upon us as 
indispensible to the process -- I'm paraphrasing. 


Q Did he exclude outright the Soviet Union or any 
participation dy the Soviet Union? Was that discussed at all? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- want to get onto that 
subject. Just say the whole process was discussed. 


Q Is he still opposing meeting with any Palestinian 
Gelegation -- Palestinian-Jordanian delegation -- of the American. 
Is still opposing to this <-- or no? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the individual 
steps -- again, you're trying to get me on the particular stages -- I 
think of the King scenario -- I'm not going to get into that. 


Q Then what can you tell us? Any new position -- I 
mean -- clarify this thing. Any new element in this visit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Continuing consultations 
with the government of Israel and very clear emphasis that they -- 
that Peres sees the situation as very promising, as Hussein sees it 


as promising, and somehow still the hurdle's out there. I think both 
they anc we feel they can be overcome. 


Q But -- 


Q -- committed to meet with the joint delegation or 
not or has that -- been foregone. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Not getting into 
specifics. 


Yes? 

Q Any Jordanian proposal was the word Peres used. Any 
Jordanian proposal means a Jordanian proposal for an international 
conference, does it? 

SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He said <-- 

C -- considered. 


Q -- say accepted? 


Q -- any proposal put forward by the Jordanians, I 
think -- 


SINIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Nas that <- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We are prepared to 
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consicer any proposal put forward by the Jordanians. That's -- 
Q Does that mean -- 


- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= no new coamitment to 
buy the proposal, but readiness, openness to discuss them -- to see 
now they can get the ainds -- get a meeting of the ainds. 


Q Does the Unitec States still believe that Hussein 
needs PLO support in orcer to move ahead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The King signed his 
agreement in February with the PLO and that agreement stands. 


2) Would you clarify -- 
Q Did -- go ahead -- 


Q -- just a moment ago on -- when you were talking 
about -- you were -- a question about the subject of preconditons. 
You seem to be pointing us back towards the statement. The question 
involved Prime Minister Peres as saying we'll meet without 
preconditions. And the question is, is since Israel retains a sort 
of a veto over the makeup of the Palestinian celegation, that there 
is a precondition involved there, but you simply pointed us back to 
his text again. Is there a change there? Are they now going to drop 
their requirements as to the makeup of the Palestinian delegation? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I‘1l tell you what we've 
heard from both Jordan and Israel over the last weeks is they don't 
use that word preconditions anymore. I think you're ih a somewhat 
more cynamic phase -- more forward looking on both sides. There was 
a day when to talk of 242 as the basis of negotiations was considered 
@ precondition, which it isn't -- the basis. 


Q You're not -- 

Q You used it today. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There isn't that kind of 
legalizing, if I could call it -=- I can't call it that because that 
Goesn't say anything. 

Q Did the U.S. <- 

Q You can do anything you want. 

Q Did the -- 
Q 


~~ exactly where we were, or <= 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I'a trying get 
across is this sense -- thet Fzom Soth sices the parties out there 
sense tere is a@ real opportunity there. They are Cceterminedc to 
overcome the hurcles. The hurdles are clear to you, the hurdles are: 
the conference -- structuring of the conference as the king 
originally laid it out, ac the Jordanian sicc has mace it public, the 
mature of the Palestinian representation. I'm afraid there are no 
new problems to talk about today, but certainly a new vigor and 
approach to trying to solve thea. 


2 Was there any -- 
¢ Did the U.3. make the case that dussein might be 


more willing to participate in the peace process if Israel dropped 
its opposition to the Jordanian arms sale anc Jordan got those arms? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we macc our 
position very clear on Jordan arms and their position -- 


Q You mace it tocay -- again today to Peres? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, wasn't he in town? 
Q Did he indicate any give on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Israeli position is 
also very clear. 


Q Is there any -- is there any progress -- 


2 Where coes he go from here? 
Q Back to the State Department. 
Q 


Where Co you go from here? Are you planning any 
travels? 


Q He's going home. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICAL: I'm te to get back to 
the Department. We've got a meeting at a quarter of four. 


*) What time is it? 
) One minute to four. 


* How much discussion was there of the summit in 
Geneva? 


Q Can you please tell me, are you plenning to travel 
to the Middle Cast. Where does the whole process -- 


SCHIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. There's no 
immediate plans, there's got to be further contact now. After all, 
we're just -- again -- half way through the visit here in Washington 
of the Prime Ninister. There's another session tomorrow with the 
Secretary tomorrow morning. There's a session with Socretary 
Weinberger tefore that -- for breakfast, I think. And he's going to 
be several more days in the states. We'll be in contact with other 
pacties out there in the region over the next days. It's not a make- 
“or-bSreak event. 


Now, the one thing you didn’t ask me about was -- 
2 Autopsy? 
SOUIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= what the Presicent 


saic when he got his honorary degree, but thet you got to ask 
somedocy who was there? 
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$ wnat about the Nubarak letter? das the 
administration received the Mubarak response yet? 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of the 


correspondence or tie status of the correspondence at all. 


Q Did you discuss Tunisia -- 


THO PROSS: Thank you. 


cND 
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THE WHITE BOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 
Por Tanediate Release ~“Setober 22, 1985 
BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE PRESIDENT'S VISIT TO THE UNITED NATIONS 


The Briefing Room 





4:37 P.M. EDT 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jello. Let me make one 
or two statements in the beginning and take your questions promptly. 


This week will be one of the most intense and active 
periods of diplomacy for the President's foreign policy since the 
Williamsburg sumszit. 


The President will travel to New York to join in the 40th 
Celebration of the United Nations General Assembly, and as well to 
consult with our allies and other world leaders in preparation for 
his forthcoming meeting with General Secretary Gorbachev. The 
President will address the United liations on Thursday. As a founding 
member of the U.N., it is particularly important that we take this 
Opportunity to present the President's assessment of its 
achievements, to reaffirm our commitment to the principles on which 
it was founded even as we acknowledge the unfulfilled hopes for the 
organization. 


The President will outline his definition of true peace, 
one that is based upon respect for human rights, for 
self-ceternination, for better communication between peoples and 
governments, and his commitment to the peaceful resolution of 
Gisputes and renewed efforts to reduce armaments and the risk of war. 


More than 80 world leaders will be gathered for the 40th 
anniversary celebrations and the President will use the opportunity e 
to consult with many friends and allies ene | and 
individually. We will apprise them of our preparations and goals and 
listen carefully to their views. Such consultations form a central 
part of his preparations for the Geneva meeting. 


me erat 


The President will aleo meet with both Prime Minister 
Gandhi and President Zia as part of his effort to promote greater 
harmony on the subcontinent and ultimately assure a sound foundation 
for peace in this the most populous region of the world. 


The President in the latter context is greatly encouraged 
by strides that both leaders have taken in recent days. Prime 
minister Gandhi has promoted internal and regional reconciliation, 
anéd is seeking to take particularly bold steps to modernize the 
Indian econoay. 


In Pakistan Presicent Zia hes resisted pressures from the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and is taking new measures to move 
closer to civilian rule. 


President Reagan looks forward to his bilateral meetings 
with each of these two leaders. He wants to do all that he can to 
reinforce the positive trends of recent weeks in both countries. He 
believes that closer Indo Pact relations are very much to the sutual 
benefit of those countries, to stability in the sub-continent. 


He's particularly eager to find ways to prevent the 
positive trends from being arrested as a consequence of suspicion 
over nuclear ae. Now is an opportune moment for us to lend 
American leadership to forging progress toward overcoming this 

















probles. 


With respect to other bilaterals in New York, the 
President will consult with the economic summit seven leaders at @ 
meeting and stag dinner on October 24th. 


Q Ms. Thatcher's not coming? 


Q Maggie -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President will 
review with the allied leaders his preparations -- 


Q Wait. Wait. 
Q Mrs. Thatcher is not attending? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll take that in just a 
moment. I'm almost finished here. 


q She'll be in the cake. (Laughter.) 


SEWIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He'll review with then 
his preparations for Geneva. (Laughter.) He will review with them 
his preparations for Geneva and will seek their counsel on the full 
range of East-West issues, regional, bilateral, human rights and aras 
control. 


He will also -- in addition to these collective sessions 
-- have individual meetings with Prime Minister Thatcher, Chancellor 
Kohl, Prime HMinister Craxi, Prime Minister Nakasone, Prime Minister 
Mulroney. And these talks with encompass the bilateral agendas with 
each country, as well as the run-up to Geneva, trade issues, 
terrorism, unitary tax, things of that kind. 


In addition, the President, at the reception for all of 
the visiting heads of state and government, will have the opportunity 
for focused conversations at that reception with several of his 
counterparts. 


I'll be glad to take your questions now. Lou. 


Q Yesterday, President Zia focused attention on the 
war in Afghanistan, called for a negotiated end to it, said the 
Soviets couldn't win militarily. Is the President going to use the 
-- his speech at the U.N. or any other opportunity in New York to 
eee pees try to make progress toward ending the war in 
Afghanistan 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have on the agenda 
with the Soviet Union a number of areas where there is fundamental 
disagreement. And we've talked about these in backgrounders before, 
and they do encompass regional disagreement, Afghanistan, Indo-China, 
Southern Africa, Central America. 


The President, in preparations for that important part of 
the Geneva meeting will, between now and then, and, importantly, at 
the U.N., focus upon regional disagreements. 


In a separate but related context making progress means 
trying to feshion a way in which the parties to the conflict can make 
progress in the negotiations that have been overseen by the 
Undersecretary General of the U.N., which we support. It will be 
part of his sessions with the Soviet Union. Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze will have a meeting this week with Secretary Shultz. 

The President will spend an rtant amount of time on {dens for 
Afghanistan and elsewhere in the Geneva sessions, and that's part of 
~s a for it. So, yes, we have some ideas and we hope 
they’il -- 











ate . Q That's part of his speech, too, you're telling us, 
aren't you 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, regional issues, 
among other things, will be treated in the speech, yes. 


In the back. 
Q Afghanistan, specifically? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


G On the speech, senior administration officials have 
been quoted as describing it as hard-hitting and they say Reagan will 
pull mo punches about the state of U.S.-Soviet relations. Reagan, 
himself, said this morning that he talked about Nicaragua, said civil 
rights have been crushed and that Cuban influence is on the rise. 

Can we expect those things to be reflected in the speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It might be useful -- 
there's a lot to cover on the whole agenda and also an understandable 
interest in the speech. I'm going to do another session tomorrow 
night that's exclusively on the speech, and why don't we hold those 
for then? 


Q Well, are the reports inaccurate? 
Could you give us a thematic sense of the speech at 


c 


least now? 

Q Give us something of the speech. 

Q At least the thematic sense -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'd really rather 
hold off and talk about the speech tomorrow. I think, from my own 
knowledge of the speech, that these are pretty uninformed comments 
that you're reading about. 

Helen. 

Q What is this business about a stag for the Summit 
Seven, anc is Mitterranc coming and is Thatcher coming or not coming 
to the dinner, or what is this? 

SEUIOR ADIIUISTRATION OFFICIAL: President Mitterrand had 
other commitments. Prime Winister Thatcher will be there. And the 
President, at the collective reception, will have a chance to talk 
with representatives of all of the countries, we hope. And Prime 
Minister Wakasone will be there, Chancellor Kohl, Prime Minister 
Mulroney, Prime iiinister Craxi, EC representatives and dozens of 
others. 

Q Will Thatcher be at the dinner? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Why did you call it stag? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was a‘poor choice 
of words, I think. (Laughter.) 


Q Yes. 
It was. 


Q 
Q Does the President -- 
Q 


Question. 








Q Does the President -- 
Q Well, tonight when the news people -- we're going to 


Q Does the President at the reception -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I should have said 
principals or -- 


Q Does the President intend to talk to Ortega, and if 
so, what does he intend to say to hin? 


Q What was the question? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, does 
the President intend to talk to Ortega of Wicaragua. The President's 
schedule right now is -- 


Q At the reception, I'm talking about. Or anywhere 
else. I didn't mean to limit it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President wants to 
maximize the time there to speak to as many as possible as are 
visiting and it is right now programmed on a very rather intense 
basis. And he's going to speak with as many as he can feasibly talk 
to. There's no plan right now for a session with Mr. Ortega. 


Q I didn't -- at the reception when other leaders are 
there, even though he wants to talk to a great number, are you 
telling us, another way around, he will not refuse to talk to Ortega 
if Ortega comes forward and wishes to pass a few words? I just 
— if Nr. Reagan has already decided what he'd like to say to 

m. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the President has 
looked at the opportunities for meeting with all of the people there 
and has focused upon that dozen or two dozen that we hope we can have 
&@ meaningful exchange with and right now those don't include Kr. 
Ortega, and that's where we are. 


Q All right. 
e) Could you tell -- 
Q -- include Shevardnadze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Owen? 


Q Who is the President meeting with Thursday afternoon 
instead of attending the cermony marking the 40th anniversary of the 
U.N. General Assembly? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll get that for you. 
I haven't got it in my folder right here. The President's decision 
on that was motivated by the acknowledged experience and long 
association that the Vice President has at the United Nations and the 
eminently qualified role that he can play at the United Wations. The 
President was very anxious for him to play that role and that's why 
he will attend the 40th anniversary -- 


Q You don't recall on the top of your head who the 
President is meeting with instead of attending that ceremony? 


SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'll get that for you. 
In the back? 
S) What €o we make of the timing of -- 








Q Hizon. 


Q -- Secretary Weinberger's speech today accusing the 
ae oS violating the SALT II agreement -- right on the eve of the 
U.N. trip. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United States has 
never swept under the rug problems on compliance in arms control and 
the Secretary's speech was long-planned and acknowledges that we 
disagree on this issue. The new system, to the extent that it is not 
A. Gesignated as the allowed new type, is not authorized under 


Q Does it suggest though a taking of a hard line? 


SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, telling the truth 
is difficult to characterize as a hard line. The Soviets have given 
reason to conclude there's a violation here and it doesn't do any 
good to ignore that. 


Anérea? : 


) Well, in that same speech, beyond talking about the 
38-25, which you all have suggested i hpeee was a violation and 
was close to deployment -- he basically trashes arms control. He 
Says that there is no value in arms control. Is that the signal that 
you're trying to send to the Goviet Union right now? ~*~ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The signal we're hoping 
to senc and to sustain is one of the President's commitment to making 
arms control produce stability, reductions, equality, verification. 
To acknowledge that we haven't achieved those in past arms control 
agreements is ye to introduce a greater level of commitment and 
improve upon the shortcomings of past agreements which have led to 
that expansion instead of a reduction of nuclear weapons. It doesn't 
represent any diminished commitment at all; if anything, an interest 
in improving armas control to really give us reductions. But it does 
mo good to ignore that, in the past, no good to ignore that. In the 
past they have simply ratified the rate of increase of weapons. 


2 well, is the tone and the content of Weinberger 's 
speech something that the White House and the State Department are 
comfortable with, especially in this time frame? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The speech was 
coordinated in advance and it -- again, I don't think it was the 
Secretary's intention to say that given that record, we should stop 
trying. Wot at all. The Secretary is, as the other Cabinet 
officers, committed to trying to succeed in arms reduction with the 
Soviet Union. 


Q Why does he say, then, “Zven more damning about the 
history of arms control is that it has not brought about any 
reductions in arms. Given the recent history of arms control, it is, 
I think, difficult to argue that that's the only moral course of 
action open to the U.s.* 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that history has 
produced an expansion in nuclear arms, and that is a disappointment. 
What we want is a reduction. We think that's feasible, the 
President is committed to trying to get that started. 


Q Well, he cleared the speech then? The President 
cleared the speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- in Geneva. 


The speech was coordinated by all of the Cabinet 
officers. The President was aware of the speech. I don't know that 











he read each word of it, but it is compatible -- 
io) It is his policy? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION at gg Bis Mepility is Fo} yay 
control can, if we conduct it proper tye improve stabil 

reductions to an equal level of verifiable reductions. Lae is 
compatible with the Secretary's speech. 


Yes. 


Q Okay. When you listed the four summit issues, 
maybe inadvertently or maybe by calculation listed aras control last. 
— dig quarrel with what has been the general notion that aras 

is at the top, the very top of the summit agenda? Is it 
being scaled down in Weinberger's speech? Are there indications? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think in backgrounders 
here and over and over again the President's hope in the meeting in 
Geneva is to establish a foundation for U.S.-Soviet relations that 
can endure, one that is based on realism, acknowledgement that we 
have disagreements, that the Soviet Union is unlikely to change, that 
we cannot change it, that they are a great power militarily -- but to 
make clear that this reality of disagreement implies a future of 
competition, and that the responsibility of both sides is to make 
sure that that competition is peaceful. Wow at the heart of 
achieving peaceful competition is to establish a stable military 
balance. That is, that you can, through arms control, hopefully, 
establish such a balance and rules -- counting rules and so forth -- 
that give each side some confidence that that balance exists and 
reduces the likelihood of coercion, blackmail, aggression. 


Yes, this is very much a part of the President's agenda. 
In addition, success in arms control, unless there were parallel 
understanding on each side of the unacceptability of the use of force 
to expand one’s influence, would count for little. And for as ion 
a6 arms control existed, all be that useful, if it were accompani 
by continued expansion, whether in Afghanistan, Angola, Ethiopia, 
South Yemen, Indochina, Nicaragua -- there would have been still 
quite a large unfulfilled agenda. And so that, too, is iaportant; 
human cights is important. Bilateral issues can offer areas for 
cooperations, perhaps. So, he'll pursue each of these and there is a 
balance between them. Arms control remains, has been, will be an 
important central focus of the talks. 


Ira? 

Q Of course, I meant nuclear aras control? 

SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Not conflicts on the ground in Afghanistan. To pick 
Afghanistan, for instance, out of your description of items, will you 
put the nuclear armas race, for instance, on @ par with the resistance 
to Soviet influence in Afghanistan? 

SEWUIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't imply that. 

Q No, no. I'm asking you for -- 

SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What I 4i@ imply -- 


Q -- to prioritize -- I'm asking you to tell me what 
priority the President gives sayy the nuclear arms race at the 
sumamit. Is it no longer number one is my question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It is terribly 
important. It is fundamental; there can be no peaceful competition 
between our two countries unless we reach agreement on the 
maintenance of a stable military balance. So, clearly, it is « 





the talks. In parallel, it is ctant that we 

limit the use of force to expand influence. Wow, as 
putatively Soviet citisers care sbout silitary 

consider, as well, the millions and sillions of 

vulnerable to this kind of activity in the future. 

We care about them and about stability and limiting the use of force 

to expand influence. So, yes, that's important too. 


Yes? 


Q Back on the Bush decision just for a sinute. Even 
ne Ry you've indicated, the President has a high regard for Vice 
Pres t Bush's abilities and background, to suddenly bail out -- 
the President is going there for the 40th anniversary; it's the 
occasion of his speech -- to suddenly bail out two days before the 
official commemoration of that anniversary ané to substitute the Vice 
President would seem almost to be a studied insult. Is the President 
attempting to send a message of some sort to the United Nations of 
displeasure? | 


SCWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly not. And in 
his remarks be will make clear his endorsement for the good it has 
Gone, and the good it can do. He's spending three days there. 
That's a very solid testimonial to his regard for the United Nations. 
He will give a speech to the United Nations General a - 

robably the most important foreign policy that he will give 
n the run up to Geneva. He is using that tfors, in part, as @ 
tribute to its standing as a platform for e ration of principles 
on which we can rove stability in the world. oerore there is a 
very solid expression of United States endorsement of t the U.N. 
can be. 


Q So, who's he meeting with on Thursday? 
SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- Ira? 


Q Are you suggesting -~- the speech, which we were told 
today would go ‘arms control into these other areas, sight be 
preparing the Soviets or the American public for the fact that there 
won't be an agreement at Geneva on arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The short answer's no. 
The President, long ago, when the meeting was arranged, charted the 
agenda and said that it's important that he elaborate for the 
American people each of these four themes in public addresses before 
the -- November 19th. And he shall do that. 


All of these will be treated with specificity in each 
speech along the way, so that in the aggregate, they establish a very 
broad foundation of understanding, we hope, for how he is approaching 
each of these four basic issues. 


Yes. 


Q Is the President planning to see former President 
Hizon while he's in New York? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are no plans for 
such @ meeting, no. 


Q Can I come back -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Charles. 

Q May I come back to two ints? One, the san who 
won't be there and the one you won't talk to. In the absence of 


Mittercand, have you already had substantial and useful discussions 
with them on the Gorbachev visit to Paris? 


And on the Ortega question, did he formally request «a 
MORE 











meeting? and was he formally refused? 


SEWIOR ADUIUISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first question, 
there have been, in the normal diplomatic channels, useful exchanges 
with the government of France, we expect those to continue, and 
we're very pleased by thes. 


On Ortega, to my knowledge, there is no formal request 
for a meeting. 


In the back. 


Q Will there be a meeting -- or an encounter of any 
kind between the President and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze during 
this U.N. period? 


SZNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We hope so. 

Q When? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Lesley. 

a A meeting or an encounter? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A conversation. 
Q Where? 

2 When and where will that take place?~ 


u You mean the reception has been programmed pretty 
much, is your response -- 


Q You don't mean the reception. You mean a 
non-reception type one-on-one, do you not? 


SEUIOR ADsINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Foreign iiinister 
will be there. And we hope the o 5 rtunity will arise, and we think 
that it can -- it isn't yet forma established -- for an exchange 
between him and the Foreign Minister. Dut I'll have more on that for 
you tomorrow, I think. 


Jerry. 


Q When the House Appropriations -- was in today, was 
anything said by -- aoe said by either the members of the House 
or White House officials that ~ as in an SDI way what is going to 
take place in Wew York and in Geneva? 


SENIOR ADHNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Jerry's question is at 
the meeting with the House Appropriations Committee today was 
anything said by anyone there present that affects our position in 
New York or in Geneva on SDI. 


There was no new policy position taken. The President, 
in stati his commitment to trying to make some headway in Genova, 
when asked about SDI, went through a very thorough presentation of 
ite value and his position on how the ABH Treaty applies to that 
research program. There was no new -- no alteration or new position 
taken. 

\ 

G Is the President satisfied with what the members of 

the House have told him he will get in the way of funds for research? 


SENIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think they 
weren't able to say conclusively what that will be because that 
process has to play out. There were suggestions for reductions and 
So President made clear why he thought that was the wrong thing to 





Q Well, at that meeting, did the President indicate 
that he would oppose any effort in the House to put an amendment on 
the money bill thst would restrict the ing of SDI money on 
anything that would violate the restrictive terms of research that 
you say you're going to adhere to? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President made clear 
that he would oppose any reductions in any context. It was also 
pointed out that some of the ideas that were suggestec, as for 
example, legislating -- that none of the funds of this act could be 
spent in contravention of Article V -- was a point that was moot to 
the extent that the President has made clear that he intends the 
programs submitted in March will be the program that will be adhered 
to which is under the restrictive interpretation of the treaty; that 
the ‘67 program also is of that same genre. And so it simply is 
gratuitous and, beyond that, for Congress to legislate something that 
is already being done as a matter of Executive policy is something 
that’s just unnecessary. 


Q Well, who would know what the policy was? 
Q Can I ask you two questions? 


SCNIOR ADHINSTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I called 
Lesley. 


c First of all, to clear up a lot of, I think, 
confusion here, whether you want to tell us exactly when and where 
the Shevardnadze formal session -- can you just say it won't be at 
the reception? 


SDUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, to the extent 
there is no formal arrangement for such a session at all, I couldn't 
really speculate on that. 


Q But you're not -- what you're talking about is a 
possible meeting. You're not talking about something at the 
reception, right? Can you just clarify that much? You're talking 
about something other than that. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I couldn't really go 
beyond what I've said. 


Q You're trying to -- you've made it clear you're 
trying to arrange one and you're suggesting the Soviets probably are 
agreeable. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We just don't arrange 
those in public. We arrange those with the Soviet Union. 


g Well, we were tolé earlier -- 


Q One other question. Can you give us a clearer 
explanation for why the President is cancelling his appearance before 
the 40th. You've told us why Bush is going, but not why the 
President isn’t going. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really think that's an 
unfair characterization. The President is not cancelling his 
appearance before the 40th anniversary of the United Nations. He is 
going for three days to that celebration and he is paying attention 
through his meetings with the Secretary General, through his address 
to the United Nations General Assembly, through his hosting of the 
U.&. delegates, individually and collectively. ‘There's a very solid 
expression of the President's commitment. I think, as well -- and 
wd, you check me on this -- that he is the first President who has 
visited the United Nations three times in his stewardship, and that's 
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Q But why isn't he going to the ceremony? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He's chosen to ask the 
Vice President to do it because it is @ mean ingteh wag Se Oo vies 
President, in addition to the President who is himself paying tribute 
to the -- 

Q But why isn't Reagan going? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se is. Listen. 

Q . Why isn't he going to the cerenony? 


~~ SZUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Stop and think about 
8. 


. Why aren't you just answering why he isn't go to 
the ceremony? You've left it as an open issue. “les isn't he go 
to the ceremony? There sust be an explanation that you can give us. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You know, you sustn’t 
through life looking at the glass half empty. (Laughter.) Stop 
think for a moment. (Laughter.) 

Q Particularly if you've had to balance that glass -- 

MR. DJERJIAN: Very good. 

3 You filled the glass, 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you very auch. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wow, look at it this way 
-- and I've got to go to a meeting -- but let me -- 


Q -- cut the gan off -- 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Oh, I know. There are a thousand 
questions -- 


ro} Let's hear what he has to say. 
G Shhhbh. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think that there is 
every reason for the United Nations and the delegates assembled to 
regard not only the President coming for three days but the Vice 
President being there as, if anything, a reinforcement of U.S. 
attention for this. 


Q But, you know, by not giving us a clear explanation 
of what he'll be doing or why he isn't oo to this -- it was on his 
schedule just yesterday -- I think you're titillating everybody in 
this room. I -- 


Q We'll say they want to see Ortega or something. You 
know how we are. 


Q You know -- \ 


Q Well, don't you want to give us a solid anewer? Is 
there some -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I've given you just « 
terrific answer on that. (Laughter.) 


. Well -- 


Q Do you to sean to Gy 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me give you a brief 
rundown on the meetings which -- 


Q Larry, are we on the record? 


MR. SPEAKES: No. Wo television coverage, no radio ! 
coverage. Background's background. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These were both 
meetings, as you'd expect, that were warm, friendly meetings with 
good friends of the United States. 


To take the Indian meeting first, the backdrop for this 
was Prime Minister Gandhi's visit here which both recalled warmly. No 
major bilateral issucs were taken up since there was satisfaction on 
both sides with the way in which the relationship has been expanding, 
with particular reference to increased transfers of technology. 


Q Wo reference? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I say, with -- expressed 
satisfaction on both sides with increased technology transfers, 
expanced cooperation on issues like terrorisa. 


The President paid tribute to the Prime Minister's 
growing legacy as a peacemaker in South Asia, and indeed, most of the 
conversation focused on developments in that region. 


The Presicent obviously affirmed our interest in seeing 
continued improvement in Pakistani-Indian relations, and that — 
occupied s good bit of the ciscussion. The Prime Minister, as it 
happened, had met with President Zia this morning. I'm not going to 
characterize the views of other governments, but I think it's fair to 
say there was high respect paid to the other leader by both Prime 
Minister Gandhi and President Zia. That is, both spoke highly of the 
other. 


There was expression of interest and concern on the part 
of the President about the importance of averting intensified nuclear 
competition in South Asia and an expression of hupe that the 
countries in the area, most notably India and Pakistan, can find ways 
within the region for Jealing with that problea. 


There was a good deal of discussion of Afghanistan. We 
Clearly share a vesire to see that problem resolved ny trey The 
Giscussion focused heavily upon the inter-relationship between those 
components of any scttlement that have been discussed in the 
proximity talks in Geneva. That is, non-interference, the withdrawal 
of Soviet troops, the relationship to those elements of international 
guarantees. 











The President briefed a bit on the Vice President's 
recent trip to China. And again, as it happened, Prime Minister 
Gandhi had met with Premier Zhao this morning. The Prime Minister 
also raised the question of South Africa and commented on the 
Commonwealth's discussion of that issue. 


With regard to the meeting with President Zia, that 
meeting was occupied primarily with the discussion of, again, South 
Asia. As in the case of his talk with Prime Minister Gandhi, he 
affirmed our interest in avoiding nuclear competition in the area, 
both because of the consequences for peace in South Asia and impact 
on our bilateral relations with those countries -- both of which 
cases, there have been strong relationships and are improving. 


The Pakistanis did make re*erence -- and I think this 
breaches no confidence because it's a matter of lic record -- to 
proposals they have put out on the table for regional solutions to 
that problem, including a nuclear-free zone, reciprocal inspection 
arrangement, things of that sort, as evidence of their desire to find 
@ regional solution and indicated that they would welcome Indian 
proposals. 


Again, there was discussion of Afghanistan and a review 
of the bidding and where the issue stands; affirmation by both sides 
of the central importance of progress on the key issue, namely 


nailing down a timetable for Soviet withdrawal. The President 
affirmed that this would be an issue high on the agenda in Geneva. 


There was some discussion of the security problems that 
the Pakistanis face as a consequence of continued conflict right next 


door, most particularly rising out of the intrusions of their 
aicspace by Afghan or Soviet aircraft. 


That, in essence, was the gist of the discussion. 

Q Question? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Did the Indians express any concern over Senator 
Cranston's allegations the Chinewe are helping Pakistan develop 
nuclear weapons’ capability? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, they didn't -- they 
did not raise that question. 


Q Did the President tell the Indians anything 
different than we've been told? In other words, did he say there was 
any basis for the Senator's -- 

Q Could you repeat the question, please. 

Q Is there any basis? 

Q Is there any basis. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, you are 
repeating a question from over here. I don't want to get confused 
here. 

Q Well, I guess we want the original -- well, go on if 
you want to go back. The question was whether he took up with the 
Indians 

Q Question, please. 

Q Can you repeat it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTAATION OFFICIAL: Does it noed repeating? 


ORE 








Q Yes. 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
the Indians raised the Cranston issue regerd Chinese support for 
these five nuclear aspirants. I said, no, he did not raise that. 


Q Did the Pakistani -- did it come up in the meeting 
with Zia? The Cranston charges. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Is there a basis for the charges? Is there 
fou: dation to the Senator's -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I haven't 
read Cranston's speech. I came up here last night, and if you want a 
Getailed or precise -- 


Q I don't want details. It's been on page one of the 
newspapers for three days cunning. We just want to know if there's 
any truth to what the Senator's been saying about China helping 
Pakistan, Iran and others develop nuclear weaponry. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: What we have said and 
what we believe is the Chinese have provided assurances that they're 
not contributing to proliferation. And we believe that represents an 
accurate statement and we support the nuclear cooperation agreement, 
precisely because it nails down a further contribution China to 
non~-proliferation by the imposition of safeguards on their exports 
and by the membership they've taken up in IAEA. 


Q As a result of these meetings this afternoon, does 
the President feel, or others who participated in the meetings, such 
as yourself, that India and Pakistan are - closer to heading off 
the kind of nuclear competition that the U.S. fears sight happen? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you know, we've 
just walked out of these meetings. I don't want to draw -- 


Q Question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
or not anyone who had participated in the meetings has drawn 
conclusions as to whether the Indians and Pakistanis are closer now 
than they were, I s ,» before the meetings to avoiding or warding 
off the threat of suclear escalation in South Asia. And I would say 
it's a little early to draw a conclusion. : 


One conclusion we have reached is that in order to deal 
with these problems, it's important to establish contact, 
communication between those countries and build up a more effective 
political relationship between them. And for that reason, we 
welcomed the increased exch & that have occurred over recent 
months. Prime Minister Gandhi has taken initiative with all his 
neighbors over the last year. They have been meeting more 
frequently. 


As I said he met with President Zia this morning. They 
seemed to have had goud discussions from comments they wade. There's 
a further meeting scheduled, I believe, in the context of the South 
Asia Regional Council in December. S0 I would judge that at the 
level of beginning to address the sources of mistrust, the contact 
and communication between them represents some progress. 


Q Did both countries repeat their assurances to the 
U.S. that the nuclear technology that they heave is being used for 


peaceful purposes? 


SENIOR ADWIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: We didn't get into that 
kind of a discussion which those assurances were given, although I 














think the Pakistanis did come up in that discussion. And yet again, 
the Pakistanis, as always, affirmed that their nuclear programs are 
peaceful in nature. 


Our concerns, as you know, have been based upon the fact 
that wherever there are unsafeguarded nuclear facilities, that's 
cause for concern for us. 


Q You said there was encouraging signs about transfer 
of technology from the U.S. to India. There has been this burgeoning 
controversy about «a super-computer with conflicting reports from the 
Pentagon and the State Department. Has India made a request in these 
meetings, discussions come up about « super-computer? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there wasn't any 
discussion in the meeting of ific cases. There has been an 
expansion of transfers -- I think some $0, roughly 50 computer cases 
have been approved in the last month, six, eight weeks. There has 
been discussion about «# super-computer case, but the issue did not 
come up in this meeting. 


Q Has that been denied by the Pentegon? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. It is under 
discussion. 


Q ow did the President explain to the two -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn’t an issue in 
discussion today. It is under deliberation down in Washington. 


. How did the President explain to the two leaders his 
initiative to the Soviets regarding Afghanistan and a Soviet 
withdrawal? In what terms? 


Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The discussion in 
Afghanistan did not turn on the proposal -- the initiative that will 
be briefed I think shortly following this biiefing. It turned, as I 
said, in the case of the Indian discussion upon the 
inter-rcelationship among elements thot have been under discussion for 
months in Geneva. In the Pakistani case, there was discussion of 
Afghanistan, but it again focused Pao upon a concern about 
Soviet withdrawal and the impact of continued presense in Afghanistan 
upon Pakistan security requirements. 


The security discussion with the President of 
Pakistan -- did the President of the U.S. make any offers about 
additional wilitary assistance to repel those Soviet and Afghan 
attacks, cross-border attacks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: So, it wasn't a case 
where they were making decisions. But the Pakistanis were 
registering concerns which we'll look at in the air defense area. 


Q Did the Indians express concerns about the U.S. 
support for the Pakistanis on that score? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, it didn't come up, 
although we're familiar with Indian concerns about U.S. military 
supplies to Pakisten. Sut it wasn't an issue today. 


Q Can characterize the discussions with Pakistan 
of the U.S. aid for the Afghan forces which are channeled through 
Pakistan? 


MR. SPEAKES: This Stion and one more. Have a 
volunteer for the one more? This is the last question then. Thank 
you. 











SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That issue didn't come 
Up. 


Q What issue was that? (Laughter.) We can't hear 
over here. Why don't you give us -- why don't you repeat the 
questions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, could 
I characterize the discussion that came up over the alleged U.S. 
assistance funneled into Afghanistan. And I said the issue hadn't 
come up. 


Q What were President Reagan's comments on South 
Africa? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 6:10 P.u. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting between 
President Reagan and Prime Minister Thatcher was the first time they 
have seen each other since the Bonn summit. So, I think you can 
characterize it as a broad-ranging discussion between leaders who are 
accustomed to working closely together across as wide a range of 
topics as was permitted by 30 minutes. 


The conversation opened with both President Reagan and 
Prime Minister Thatcher expressing their anticipation of tomorrow's 
meeting as being an opportunity to review preparations as we run up 
to the summit. 


They both had comments on the amount of attention being 
given to various arms control proposals that have been offered by the 
Soviet Union, noting that somehow or other it has been forgotten that 
there has been a U.S. proposal on the table for some time. There was 
no discussion of details of proposals, simply a general comment they 
both shared on, {f you will, the publicity surrounding this issue. 


They both noted, however, that the relationship between 
the U.S. and the Soviet Union, as we look forward to the Geneva 
meeting, as one which is broader than just arms control, and the 
President did touch briefly on his desire in Geneva to discuss 
regional issues. The other topics that were raised, if I can just 
run down my own notes -- they talked briefly about what might ‘be the 
political background that is the backdrop to General Secretary 
Gorbachev's own preparations for Geneva. The -- again, some comments 
on the Soviet economy with both leaders noting that economic issues 
are high on the Soviet leader's agenda. 


There was a discussion of -- brief discussion of South 
Africa with the two sides -- two leaders -- reiterating their shared 
position against mandatory sanctions. There was some discussion of 
the Middle East in which there was simply a description of what had 
occurred with respect to the recent meeting in London which did not 
take place. 


Again, I see my own notes then go back to a discussion of 
looking forward to tomorrow. And in between, again, Mre. Thatcher 
and President Reagan talking briefly about SDI and the need to do 
more in the public area to gain a wider understanding of the 
offense-defense equation. I think that's -- 

Q Was that Mre. Thatcher's view or President Reagans? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Both. 


Q The need to do more? 


MORE 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The need to do more is a 
view shared by both. 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Can -- now, do you want 
me over here? I heard a complaint. Do you want me to repeat the 
question from over here? 


Q Yes. 

Q Please. 

Q Yes. 

Q Thank you. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
the need to do more was a view of Mrs. Thatcher or the President, and 
I said it was a view they shared -- both of then. 


Q The need to do more what? 


Q Does the President think that he's losing the 
propaganda battle on the question of arms control, and what was his 
specific complaint? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was -- he did not 
make any of the sounds such as you have suggested of losing -- 


Q He did say at the outset that he was -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They both expressed 
concern at the amount of publicity being given to the Soviet 
proposals as if there were not U.S. proposals. What was -- I'm sorry 
-- the second half of your question. I was turning around. 


Q I. wondered what the President's complaint was? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It wasn't a complaint. 
They were both -- if I can say this -- they were both sharing aloud 
with each other broad themes as they went down -- as I say -- in 30 
minutes, this long list of topics. 


Q Did they discuss at all military contracts being 
sought by Britain and France? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, did they 
discuss at all military contracts being sought by Britain and France. 
The answer is no. 


Q Did Mrs. Thatcher press the President to keep the 
focus of the summit on arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, did 
Mrs. Thatcher press the President at all to keep the focus at the 
sumait on arms control? Wo, as I said, the -- both Mrs. Thatcher and 
President Reagan discussed the need to underline that the 
relationship is broader than just arms control. 


Q Well, did she feel, though, that in terms of 
priorities of the agenda for the summit, that arms control should not 
be downgraded? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was no 
discussion of -- I'm sorry -- did she feel that there should be a 
prioritization of arms centrol at the summit? There was no 
discussion of prioritizs. The statement that they shared was as 


MORE 














simple as I have made it. In fact, reading from my own notes, that 
they both felt that it was important to -- see the relationship in 
the broader context, not exclusively arms control. 


Q -- to follow that up -- to follow that up, you said 
the U.S. made the point that in the U.S. view, the summit should be 
broacer than just arms control. Did Mrs. Thatcher just absorb that 
comment or did she have her own view of the way the summit should be 
-- the issues that should be emphasized at the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I didn't record any nods 
of agreement, but I would have to say that there was an agreement 
implicit in that. Yes, there was not a long discussion of it, Dut it 
was a shared view. 


Q Did the topic of -- 
Q Was the question of terrorism brought up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There was, again -- the 
question is, whether there was any question of terrorism brought up. 
Wot directly. There was simply a statement between the two on the 
Achille Lauro matter in which Mrs. Thatcher expressed her support for 
what the United States had done. 


Q It was her statement? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was her statement. 


When they talked about the Soviet economy, was that 
within the context of one or the other feeling that the Soviet Union 
needed an arms control agreement because of problems in the economy? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was two-dimensional. 
The general -- that, among the concerns that is being faced by the 
Soviet leadership, in particular, General Secretary Gorbachev, is the 
economic, and the second, going from that, the -- if you will, the 
theme that it might, in fact, play a role in how they view arms 
control. It was @ general -- 


Q It did not get to the point of an expression of a 
view by one or the other that the Soviet Union needed an arms control 
agreement because of that? 


ane SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo it did not. It 
idn't go that far. , 


Yes? 


Q Did the Presicent go into his initiative in the 
context of the regional issues and the broader relationship between 
the U.S. and the Soviets? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFTICIAL: The question -- 
Q Did he talk about his initiative in the speech and 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, did the 
Presicent talk about his initiative in the speech. The -- that was 
only touched on -- briefly. The principal discussion was closer to 
what we have talked about before here -- that is, the regional issues 
in the Geneva discussion -- the broad review, for example. There was 
@ specific mention of Afghanistan -- would you be mentioning 
Afghanistan, and the answer was yes. 


There was some discussion of a regional initiative, but 
it was at the end of the conversation. 


Q Ané what was that discussion <- what did the 
MORE 








Preridert -- how did he describe it? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He simply said he would 
be doing something in this field and there was -- he did not restate 
the initiative. 


Q In the field of regional issues? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
Q Not specifically Afghanistan? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not specifically 
Afghanistan, no. 


Q Did he say that would be his number one initiative 
in this speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, did the 
President say this would be his number one initiative in his speech. 
No, he did not. He simply said that he would be discussing regional 
issues in the speech. 


Q Did she happen to bring up U.S. actions in Central 
America in any concern? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, did 
Mes. Thatcher bring up U.S. actions in Central America. There was no 
mention of Central America at all. 


Q Was there talk about the interpretation of the ABM 
treaty? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, was 
there talk about the interpretation of the ABM treaty. Again, there 
was no mention of the ABM treaty at all. 


Q Did Mrs. Thatcher refer to the Commonwealth 
Conference and her impression there that there was a negative view of 
America's position as it goes in -- as we approach Geneva, 
particularly, versus Mr. Gorbachev's propaganda in this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's a long question 
to repeat. I guess if I could summarize it, did Mrs. Thatcher say 
anything about views expressed at the Commonwealth Conference on 
preparations for the Geneva meeting. 


Q And the negative image that -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And the negative image. 

Q -- of the American position. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, not in that context, 
but she did discuss the fact that in the course of the Commonwealth 
Conference discussions. I don't mean to imply directly in the 
conference itself, but more on the edges of the Conference, she 
sensec, as I seid at the outset, a lack of understanding that there 
had been, in fact, a U.S. proposal on the table for some time -- that 
was just about the way it was put. 

Q Negotiations on Worthern Ireland brought up at all? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


Q Did she have -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: One last question here. 
Pat and Bob <-- two more. 





Q Did she have any -- okay -- did she have any 
suggestion what might be done about that lack of understanding? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there were no 
suggestions that came from the -- from that exchange. There was 6 
sense -- they both expressed the sense that more hed to be done. 
They both noted that, perhaps not enough had been done, but there 
were no recommendations or even suggestions to each other from it. 


Q What did Thatcher and Reagan say sbout South Africa 
and what are mandatory sanctions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, what 
¢id President Reagan and Mrs. Thatcher say about South Africa and 
what are mandatory sanctions. I think I gave you, to the extent that 
it came up, almost the exect language. That is, that Mre. Thatcher 
indicated that she remained against mandatory sanctions. She did not 
Cescribe what they were. And the President said that he continued to 
be opposed to mandatory sanctions. There was some discussion of 
whether divestment wee beins considered end beth sides said no. And 
that's @8 specific as I can be. 


END 6:17 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Try to be brief in some 
opening remarks and then take your questions. 


In his address tomorrow to the General Assembly, the 
President will review, first of all, the record of the United Nations 
in the course of the past 40 years. He will discuss his own 
expectations for next month's meetings with General Secretary 
Gorbachev. And, re! he will put forward « ma initiative for 
resolving ys conflicts that have worsened U.&.-Soviet relations 
in the past . 

Turning to the first these of the ’ ee back, 
the President will acknowledge that there have both achievements 
and shortcomings in the United Wations record. Se will emphasize 
that improving that record in the future requires a certain 
recommitwent to the ideas of the Charter, to human rights and to 
freedom a8 & Cornerstone of the foundation of peace. 


He a oe out in particular that the use of violence 
to take, exercise eserve power remains yesy widespread today. 
Be will say that reaching the goals of the Uni Nations depends 
upon protecting freedom and stress the fact that this is relevant 
because free peoples, democracies do not commit aggression against 
their neighbors. 


Be acknowledges the United Nations’ successes, and, in 
tee wed their response to the Korean Conflict, the role of the 
ited Wations High Commissioner for Refugees, the role of UNICEF and 
other international organisations edjunct to the United Nations. 


But he will also acknowledge di intwents, such as the 
ee to deal with most regional security issues, to the 1975 
tioniem is Reciss Resolution. 


But he will say, finally, and I quote, “but today it is 
more importent to speak Pa ebout whet ay country s to do 
in these closing years of 20th Century to bring ut @ safer, @ 
more peaceful, a more civilised world." 


Turning then to hie expectations for hie meetings with 
Generel Secretary Gorbachev next sonth, the President states in the 
h that “the only way to resolve differences is to understand 
them® and thet « ful) discussion of United States-Soviet differences 
is indispensible to saking “a fresh start" in relations at Geneve. 


He will say thet those discussions must in on 6 
foundation of candor and an wry on the fundamental differences 
between the United States and the Soviet Union, which are deep and 
abiding. 


HORL 








Be will stress that the United States welcomes a peaceful 
competition of ideas, but that it cannot 95 ay ~ and subversion 
to extend totalitarianism. And he will say, Mr. Gorbachev and 
I meet in Geneva next gonth, I look to a fresh start in the 
relationship of our two nations.* 


With regard to nuclear issues and arms control, he will 
acknowledge that the Soviet Union has sade a new proposal which he 
takes seriously, that he finds in it seeds, which should be nurtured 
and be will express his intention to seek to engender “a genuine 
process of give-and-take* in the coming weeks. 


The President will then turn to the heart of the speech. 
And thewatically it's devoted to a major initiative to promote the 
resolution of regional conflicts. As a backdrop to his discussion of 
this theme, it's rtant to recognize that 10 years ago when the 
United States and Soviet Union sought to establish a basis for 
reducing tensions, ry relations, it did so on the basis of 
certain principles, that an important one of these was that neither 
side would seek to gain unilateral advantage. 


Unfortunately, in the 10-year riod between about ‘75 
ang today, we've seen the Soviet Union violate that principle by its 
effort to expand its influence and gain ee influence in such 
countries as Angola, Ethiopia, Indo-China, Af stan and Wicaragua. 
But I stress that the reason for treating reg issues is to make 
clear that a foundation of effective, stable U.S.-Soviet 
relations must involve acknowledgement that neither side should seek 
to expand unileterally its own influence, and that the use of force 
and subversion to do so is intolerable. So this is not a trivial 
matter. It is fundamental to any prospect of stable U.8.-Soviet 
relations that there be an end to efforts, through force and 
subversion, to expand influence. 


The three elements of the President's proposal in his 
regional initiative are these. The first calle for negotiations 
between the warring parties and for the improvement of internal 
political conditions in each of five countries: Casbodis, 
Afghanistan, Ethiopia, Angole and Nicaregua. 


This fircet level requiring tiations -- or urging 
negotiations between the parties at conflict would sean just thet. 
It's devoted toward internal reconcilation. The means, in each 
instance, might ot wut the steps are essential -- this step is 
essential -- to achieving an end to violence and to iuprove internal 
stability and security. | 


Once there has been real ress on this first stege, 
the United States and the Soviet Union, @ second stage, could hold 
separate sets of talks to see how they could support, reinforce, 
compliment eo and other international peace-saking efforts and 
the internal discourse between the parties. 


These would not be formal peace negotiations, if - 
will. In some cases, however, such as Afghanistan and Cambodia, the 
Uniteé States and the Soviet Union wight offer guarantees for 
agreements that sight be reached. But in every case, the primary 
United States and Soviet role would be to support regional efforts to 
reduce and eliminate outside wilitery involwement to include the 
withdrcewel of a11 foreign troope and the ligitation of the flows of 
weapons from outside. 


Finally, if the fircet two steges ere successful, it would 
become possible to reintegrate the war-torn countries into the 
international economy. The President states that the United States 
would be willing to play @ generous role in that process. 


An additional objective of this initiative is to put the 
burden on the warring parties in each of these countries to reach 





accomodation. Anc it offers a frawework for achieving superpower 
restraint. 


- It is in mo sense = —_ at U.S.-Soviet condosiniuz. 
Por surely we are in no position to impose solutions. it will rely 
upon, in some cases, — regional efforts and is designed to 
reinforce thes, such as 


tedore Process and the ooo of 
the ASEAN nations for the yo of the Cambodian les. 


To touch briefly on the nature of the conflicts in each 
of these countries -- and then I'll take your questions -- in Angola, 
first of all, it was Soviet backing of one side in the lan 
conflict with the os use of surrogate Cuban for the first tise 
which disrupted the detente process, if you will, in 1974 and ‘-5. 


We seek today to negotiate the withdrawal of those 
forces, as well as South African forces, from Angola and to achieve 
the independence of #amibia in accordance with U.N. Resolution 435. 


Secondly, it was Soviet and Cuban involvement in 

Ethiopian conflict which established and maintains today in t, 
through the use of military force, a government there which is unable 
to meet the needs of its le, @ government which, through its 
repression, has engendered a substantial opposition. And it is 
Soviet arms which is enabling that government to continue to wreak 
violance upon the opposition elesents in the Worth in Eritrea and in 
Tigre. The Soviet and Cuban presence there involves some 1,700 
Soviet military technicians and advisors and 2,500 Cuban treops. 


In December 1978, the invasion and subsequent occupation 
of Cambodia by Vietnamese t created a major threat to the 
stability of Southeast Asia a Girect threat to Thailand. 


In December of 1979, the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan 
ended any prospects for ratification of the SALT II Accord and led to 
the imposition of sanctions by the United States, Western countries 
--incluéing Japan --the tt of the Olympics ané the embargo of 
U.S. grain sales. Wow, + over 100, troops remain in 
Afghanistan. 


In Nicaragua, @ Soviet ted ime bas betrayed the 
Gemocratic goals of the revolution in 1979 and prevented the 
fulfillment of see made to the OAS for elections, free exercise 
of fundamental institutions and, once established, has committed 
iteelf to the expansion of the revolution beyond Wiceragua's borders. 


The United States’ position in working with the Contedore 
countries has been based on four principles since that time. First, 
to foster internal reconciliation between the Sandinista government 
and dy to bring an end to Uicaraguan support for revolution 
in Salv and beyond, to ask for « termination of a military 
affiliation between Wicarague, Cuba and the Soviet Union, and, 
finally, to bring ite forces to a level that does not exceed, or is 
in balance with those of its neighbors. 


There have been regional efforts to deal with each of 
these efforts, or problems. And the United States supports then. 
I'll be glad to go into the nature of each of those regional efforts, 
if you wish, but why don't I pause at this time and open to 
questions. 


helen. 
Q It souncs like the whole onus is on the Soviet Union 


to do everything, to make all the conciliation. Are we willing to 
stop becking the Contras and take our troops out of Honduras? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: These are conflicts, in 
each case -- 





Q Can't hear the question. 


SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Selen's question states 
that it appears that this requires the Soviet Union to sake all of 
the concessions and the question is, do we intend to becking 
freedom fighters in Nicaragua, notably, and to pull our ces -- 
(leughter) -- owt of Bondures. 


a That's mot the exect trenslation -- (leughter) -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bach of these situations 
involve countries in which there is « sajor Soviet military presence 
in which lives are being lost eech day. They are countries which, 
after the Soviet involvement, « town opposition element has 
emerged and in which the -- or for which the goals have been 
Cemocracy, self{-detersination and the withdrawal of reece forces. 
The United Stetes tts those principles. The United States is 
mot militarily in these aress. But we believe that there is 
en interest on the pert of the Soviet Union in some of these in 
trying to bring an end to the silitery involvement. We hope so. And 
this assy provide « framework for Going that. 


But I stress in that there is @ purpose which 
traneends the resolution of each of these problems and that is to 
make Clear that if there is to be « basis for stable U.&.-Soviet 
relations there cannot be -- this cannot be my in @ climate in 
which the Soviet Union contends, through silitary force and 
subversion, to expand ite borders. So this is « fundamental 
y eng of any prospect for stable U.S.-Soviet relations in the 

utere. 


Q is that the limit -- is that list of five countries 
expandable in the President's view? Does he offer to expand it if 
the Soviets have concerns in other countries where they say feel the 
U.S. has sisheheved? Of sust the discussions be on those five 
countries alone? 


SZUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘The question is are? 
these five countries exclusive or would we entertain the addition of 
others where the Soviets have compleints. 


The besic eanewer is that these were chosen because these 
ere areas in which people are Gying and ective warfare is underway 
todey. 


Now I take your point. One can imagine other countries 
where there are Gisegreements and in Koreas and Southern Africa, 
eleewhere. The point is thet here is where there is sajor conflict, 
active violence, warfare going on and where there is « clear and 
present need for urgent resolution. 


The United Stetes and the Joviet Union separately do heave 
in plece talks on regional disagreements, and we've held those on 
East Asia, the “idédle Cast, Southern africe and will convine next 
week in talks on Central Americe. 


Lou. 


Q Bas the United States government explored 
Giplomaticelly with the Soviets in any way this 1? And if 
that heen't been Gone, is there any reason to think thet the Soviets 
would entertein this proposel seriously? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is have we 
Ciscussed this p 1 with the Soviet Union and, whether we have or 
mot, is there any is for expecting that they sight be receptive to 
it. 


The President hes communicated with Generel Secretary 
Gorbechev about thie initiative. We believe that because of the 
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we do believe that in or two cases there is a self 
interest on the part of the Soviet Union in bringing an end to one or 
two of these. We can't be sure. That's something you'd have to ask 
them about. Sut, yos, we believe that there is a basis for 


cooperation here. 
Yes. 


4 saying that in the case of Bthiopis 
opposition AJ “ane Eritrea because of Soviet and Cuvan -- the 
Soviet and Cubsen ptesence there? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is do I 
contend that there is an increase in opposition in Ethiopia, in 
Eritrea, because of Soviet and Cuban presence. 


fo, I say that the government is able to sustain its 
opposition against elements in that location because of the support 
it receives, in part. 


Larry. 


} Two qguestions. Why not include El Salvador in this 
list, since lives are being lost there and it's general warfare, you 
could - it -- Well, let the one question stand, then. Why not El 
Salvador 


SENIOR ADLINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is why not 
include £1 Salvador on the list. 


The President believes that the principles lied here 
are being lieé there. That is, we have « democratically-elected 
government there, which is an outcome that we seek from this 
proposal, that we have «a ee between the tnment and its 
opposition that has been sporadic, I'll acknowledge, but to which the 
governwuent hes remained committed, anc thet the trends there, both 
towerd plurelisa and toward dislogue, are fairly well along. But 
that's mot the case in these others that are sore urgent. 


-- you haven't used the word “linkage.“ Do you 
ly Linkege when you say that this issue transends others and that 
se a ~~ some kind of progress can be made here, then the rest of 
the relationship, which I assume means arms control, can't really be 
very promising? 


SLUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is on 
linkege. Am I asserting here that unless there can be agreement on 
the resolution of regional problemas that nothing else constructive 
can happen, as, for exemple, in arms control with the Soviet Union. 


Mo, I don't say that per se. I am saying -~- the 
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President was saying that this understanding on the inadsissability 
of the expansion of either side's influence beyond its borders is an 
impertent fundamental principle; that unless we can make progress in 
this ares, it will be wery difficult to make progress in others. 


Owen? 


. If both the President end Mrs. Thatcher agree thet 
you need to publicize your areas control positions sore, why not sake 
as ee ~ oe of the President's speech tomorrow instead of this 

tiative 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is, if 
Prime Minister Thatcher and the President agreed on the importance of 
ae our armas control position, why isn't that gore prominent 
tomorrow's speech? 


In p) aming the public presentation of his plans for the 
Geneva meeting, ‘ President has set sddresses to the country and 
focused sudiences chat will, over tise, elaborate in detail each of 
the four major sreas he intends — discuss. Tomorrow's is the one 
devoted to regional issues. 


You can expect that the U.S. position on the other 
elements of the relationship will also be trested in substantial 
public addresses. 


Q If I can follow on that -- ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why don't we turn over 
here. Go shead -- follow up. 


Q Will he have another international forum such as 
this to discuss his arms control proposals before the summit seeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The United Nations is a 
perticularly suspicious platforms and this is s npn ge 
suspicious problems. The President does say in his tomorrow 
that he acknowledges the importance of reducing the l of weapons, 
commits himself to try with determination to engage in serious 
give-anéd-teke with the Soviet Union on that. And can expect eras 
control to be further treated in a platform thet will make very wide 
sudience surely available when he does it. 


Jerry? 


Q Which are the one of two regional conflicts which 
oy say you heave reason to believe the Soviets would have an interest 
mn Closing down their activities? 


SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 wouldn't comment on 
thet cight now. That's something we'll treat with the Soviets. 


John? 


Q On the guarantees -- the United States and the 
Soviets’ offering of ible international guarantees for this 
agreement, have not the Paks slready asked us and the Soviets if we 
would provide those ee if they proceed in getting « timetable 
for Soviet withdrawal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: John, it is important 
that there be « timetable in the Afghanistan context for = hope of 
@ resolution of the probles. We have supported the U.N. talks, the 
indirect talks, the prozisity talks there and we think that o first 
requirement is a timetable by the Russians for soving out. in thet 
context, however, and if the perties can get into stage one -- and 
that would include the Aussians in thet case because they are « 
wetting perty, so stage one would include the Russians and 
Afghanistan es well as the Mujahedeen -- and sake headway on that 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, not quite in this 
fashion, no. Sot quite in the context of U.&.-Gowlet negotiated 
guarantees. 


Ma. ‘a? 


Q It could probably be argued that in none of the five 
countries thet you've listed is there & real danger thet the 0.5. and 
the Soviet Union could be drewn into the conflict, one against the 
other. Sut im the Middle East, it has been true that thet is « real 
t for « very long tise. Since your point is to emphasize 
regional conflicts, why didn't you emphasize the Middle East? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The focus of this 
initiative is to try to bring an end to conflicts that are in being, 
where there is major violence undetway right now. Now, we believe 
mers there does have to be @ solution to the problems in the Middle 

t. 


The Jialogue going on right now between ourselves, 
isteel, Amman may at some point involve a Soviet role. The parties 
to the agreement have recommended that -- one of ther, Jordan, has. 
The =— has mot absolutely foreclosed it. So that's not out of the 
question. 


Yes. 


4) Gas there been any indication from Gorbechev or the 
Soviet side of any receptiveness to this proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Has there been any 
response from the Soviet side -- 


Q -- to Reagan's letter. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 


. Why are you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob? 

Q Do you share the -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bob, and then Charles. 


Q Granted that this is « sincere effort on the pat of 
the President to try and bring some sort of stability to regional 
trouble ts, but to what extent is this also perhaps 4 gambit to 
broaden Geneva agends so that the Soviets aren't able to succeed 
in making what I gather you fear the sost, and SDI summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's hope 
from the beginning is to engage the Soviet Union toward the end of 
establishing @ stable besis for relations ecross the board. Those 
relations do not -- ére not limited to the oe dimension of eras 
Contrul of the militéry belance. That is 6 terribly important 
element of it. f 


However, it is the translatich of thet power or an 
imbelance of power and to the yee ae influence beyond one's 
borders; that is, the manifestation of it, which damages the 











interests of people from Afghanistan to Angola, and which affects 
United Stetes’ interests in these Third courtries. 


And, so, it is « terribly 7 aes the 


ens ny ing @ stable sili ied by Soviet 
ay my fF Or ty *  C> 
se pees Pn So, it's important that you discuss not only regional 
iesues. but buman rights issues, and, hopefully, bilateral areas in 
which you can expand cooperation. Sf. 


. I'm not questioning the importance of it. What Is 
asking is is this an effort in the area of public diplcasacy to 
broaden the Geneva sgenda? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I guess I assert, Bob, 
that the agenda is there. It is intrinsic in this relationship. The 
United States and the Soviets are unavoidably engaged in regional 
issues and these other areas. To say that -- or to imply that it is 
naturel, if you will, for the meeting to focus only on SDI I don't 
think is a logical assertion. 


This is a broad relationship. And we showld treat all of 
the issves in it. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: Last question. 

Q But do you -- 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Charles? 

Q -- do you share the essessment that's getting some 
print these Gays that Gorbachev can afford to pull out of Afghanistan 
because it didn’t happen on his watch? 

SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: i don’t think there's 


any veeful purpose served by me commenting on that. It will depend 
on Mr. Gorbachev's judgments, and we'll hope for the best. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 0:56 P.M. EDT 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: This meeting, I think, 
was perhaps best summed up by the President's opening remark to Prime 
Minister Craxi in which he said that he hadn't received the report of 
Deputy Secretary Whitehead's mission and that for himself he could 
see that the relationship between the United States and Italy is 
greater than ag incident could possibly intervene, that what is 
essential is Allied solidarity. 


While I don't want to be the one to say what Prime 
Minister Craxi did or did not say -- I believe that's my Italian 
colleague's -- 

Q Go shead. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I can share with 
you that the general theme of Prime Minister Craxi's presentation in 
response to that kind of ont was that C.8.-Italian friendship and 
the Alliance had never been called into question; and that, while, in 
fact, there ae have been differences, at no time did it ever throw 
the relationship under or into a shade. 

Q Shade? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Shade, that was the word 


I don't know who was the origin of this quote, but. 
apparently there's an old Italian saying that goes, “friends as we 
were before." And I think that's the way that the two leaders in 
talking both began and concluded the discussion. 


Q Was that a quote of Mr. Craxi's? Did he bring that 
up or are you -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Apparently, it was an 
old Italian phrase that everybody knew and we just put out there. 


Q Could you repeat that -- 
Q Who put it out there? 

Q Could you repeat -- 

Q Amici come prima. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, “friends as we were 
before." 


Q And who said it? 
Q Yes, who said it? 





. Q -- you heard the man say that -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, that was said -- 
Q By Craxi? | 
Q Who was the first? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Actually, I think it was 
Mr. Craxi. Yes, yes. 


Q Say it again, I'm sorry. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's an Italian saying 


Amici come prima. 
Amici come prima. (Laughter.) 
Bravo. 


Ha! Presto, presto. 


mo oOo oo oO © 


Bravo. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay. . 


On the East-West relations, which is, of course, what 
brings the various leaders to town: just a very brief reference -- I 
already gave it to you -- that is, the importance of ~iliance 
solidarity. But no one went into the agenda for the discussion 
upstairs at the moment. It was -- 


Q How long was the meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was about 20 or 25 
minutes. Yes. 


Q Did the President ask for any further rationale into 
why Abbas was released? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no, he did not. 
Q Did the name Abbas come up? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, of course, it came 
up. And I think that while I don't want to get into the specifics, 
it did come up. And we expressed our confidence, as we have before, 
that the full investigation will be followed. We're prepared to help 
Gevelop the case. And otherwise, why, it is under judicial review in 
Italy, and we will await the outcome and would not comment. 


Q Did the Prime Minister express any regret over this 
report from one of the hijackers that Abbas, in fact, was the 
mastermina? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, that did not come 
up. And words like that didn't come up. 


Q Did -- regret in any sense on anybody's part? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. There was the 
appreciation of misunderstandings. But as I said before, just having 
said that -- an appreciation of misunderstandings, the whole tone was 
the incident is behind us, let's look forward. We took the occasion 
to note the excellent, the outstanding record of Italy in combatting 
international terrorism. And everything about the conversation was 
forward-looking. 








Q What about any further discussion of extradition of 
the other four -- 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wothing like that came 
up. 


Was there any discussion about the President talking 
in his U.N. me. about regional disputes and not arms control? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, the President's 
speech at the U.N. did not come up at all. 


Q Any reference to the iy call between Mr. Craxi 
and Mr. Reagan the night of the Sigonella 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I don't want to go 
into the details of that, but, obviously, these are two sen who had 
spent a lot of time on the telephone and -- (laughter) -- they 
certainly referred to the fact that they had been on the telephone 
throughout this. 

Yes? 

Q -- have any jokes? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. 

Q And everybody stayed -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Just old Italian 
sayings. (Laughter.) 


Q Everyone stayed awake? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Everyone stayed awake for the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q -- duration of the meeting? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, yes. 
Thank you. 

Larry, can we ast you a question -- 
Thank you. 

Larry -- 


So, it's over? Bygones are bygones? 


mo Oo © oS oO © 


-- is the President going to see Mrs. Klinghoffer? 


MR. SPEAKES: I might have something for you later today 
on that. 


C Would it be today if it happens? 
MR. SPEAKES: Wo -- 

Q Could I ask one other -- 

C Would it be tomorrow following -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me just correct 
something from over here. 














Q ~~ what did he say? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: My colleague -- I wasn't 
there -- my colleague reminds me that when the Prime Minister came in 
to see the President where there is that twosome, and photo op, and 
all of that kind of thing where we're not present, the Prime Minister 
yt oy ogy gee the President on his speech. But that was the -- I 

ar it -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's right. 

Q As far ag your understanding of this whole thing is 
concerned, then bygones are bygones, this whole thing is over, done 
with, nobody cares anymore? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're going -- I 
can't accept the last part of that because what emerges from it is 
the need for cooperation in combatting terrorism. But the rest of it 
-- thst the incident is over, the misunderstandings are acknowledged 
but are going to be put behind us -- very decisively and 
constructively that is what this was about. 


Q Any new agreement between Italy and the U.S. for the 
fight against international terrorism? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, just this expression 
of a joint commitment that we're both going to fight international 
terorisa. 

Q Okay. Thank you. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And we stayed awake. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:52 A.M. EDT 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President just had about an hour and 
three-quarters meeting with the heads of five other Western 
democracies and it was,by everyone's agreement, a very 
worthwhile exchange of views on the prospects for President 
Reagan's forthcoming meeting with Mr. Gorbachev. I think 1 can 
fairly say that all hope that the meeting would achieve 

progress across the full range of East-West issues and that it 
would give a strong impetus to current negotiations and, 
particularly, of course, the arms control discussions in Geneva. 


They expressed full support for President Reagan in his talks 
in Geneva and 1 think, also, the -- everyone expressed a -- 
appreciation to the President for his initiative in arra:iging 
the meeting and in his statements at the meeting that he 
intended, after his Geneva meeting, to continue the pattern of 
informing and consulting and listening. So, it was a very 
worthwhile, interesting hour and three-quarters. 


Questions? 


For frurther mmforrmeateon contact 








PR NO 249 


QUESTION: How did they express this full support because I 
gather that some of the leaders don't think that arms control 
should be at the bottom of the agenda and the -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it isn't at the bottom of the agenda. 
I think what they supported was the notion that all of the 
different issues being discussed are important. And, for 
example, the recognition that eruptions in trouble spots around 
the world have been the chief way in which East-West relations 
have been poisoned, is very widespread. And so in that 
connection, the attention to regional problems and the idea of 
getting some sort of progress -- process going to deal with 
them was very much welcomed. That doesn't mean that arms 
control is at the bottom of the pile -- on the contrary, in 
everybody's view, is a significant issue. 


1 was interested in glancing quickly through the speech that 
Mr. Shevardnadze made that while, clearly, there are lots of as 
he -— l'm reading, for instance, from the message he relayed on 
the part of Mr. Gorbachev -- “Renewed efforts are also needed 
to extinguish regional hotbeds of tension." So, that's a 
similar kind of statement. And later on, Mr. Shevardnadze 
commented, “Yes, we have succeeded so far in saving the world 
From the scourge of big war which, in itself, is a great 
accomplishment. But can this alleviate the sufferings caused 
to nations by so-called small wars." 


Well, 1 think everyone is kind of focusing in that this is a 
very important matter as are other aspects of the discussions 
that will take place. 

QUESTION Mr. Secretary -- 


C ESTION: Mr. Secretary. do you feel that the President's time 
here at the U.N. has helped blunt the Soviet public diplomacy 
offensive to keep the focus on -- 


QUESTION: Question? 
QUESTION: -- on arms control and, specifically, Star Wars? 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the President's objective —- 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if you could -- 1 don't think people 
on -- in the far ends can hear. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I hate to repeat a question so full of . 
polemics. (Laughter. ) 
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The President's -- the question was about the President's 
objective here and was it to blunt - 


QUESTION: Wo, I said do you think it had -- has it -. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that wasn't the objective. The 
objective, of course, first of all is to commemorate the 40th 
anniversary of the U.N. and to also use the occasion to meet 
with friends around the world, including Mr. Shevardnadze. 

And, in that connection, to talk about things that will help in 
preparing ourselves and others for the upcoming meetings. I 
think that it has gone extremely well. And the bilateral 
discussions that the President has had -- and he'll have some 


more tomorrow and he'll have another one -- have one with 
Shevardnadze in a few minutes -- all that has been most 
worthwhile. 


But the President is not here to propagandize; he's here to put 
forward real oroposals that are worthwhile and practical and to 
listen to other people give him their views of how to approach 
this important upcoming meeting. And it's going -- it's been a 
very useful occasion. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, are you telling us that there was no 
expression of dissatisfaction by any of the Allied leaders 
during the meeting about the agenda, about the positioning of 
arms control on the agenda. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, none at all. That is to say everyone 
agrees that arms control is an important part of the agenda. 
There isn't any disagreement about that. And that has been 
worked out and we understand with the Soviet Union -- they want 
to talk about it and we want to talk about it. We have plenty 
we want to talk about in the field of arms control. 


But, that's not the only subject of discussion and I think 
everyone does see that we must have this broader perspective. 
That was evident in the discussions with the Allied leaders 
today and I think it is evident in just looking at these 
excerpts from the speech that Mr. Shevardnadze gave today and 
we've télked with them as we've tried to construct the agenda 
about the various parts of their importance. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the quotation that you referred to 
from Mr. Shevardnadze's speech also ends “ ... to eliminate the 
vestiges of colonialism and all its manifestations." The 
inference is, he may not look at regional issues the way the 
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U.S. does Is the U.S. list of five countries to be addressed, 
as the President listed them today -- is that list expandable 
-- open to Russian suggestions for additional countries? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: When you say he may not look at it the way 
we do -- well, 1 question the word you use -— “may.“ They 
don't look at it the way we do. But I think that we both, 
perhaps, recognize, that, in the tensions that arise from 
regional issues around the world, lie around the world, lie an 
important problem for us to address. And there are many other 
problems beyond the ones that the President identified. But 
thoss are the key ones where there is a clear kind of tast-West 
dimension to them. That's why he identified them. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, how did the Allied leaders su. st 
the President respond to the last Soviet counter-proposa on 
nuclear weapons? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: They didn't -- I don't think it would be 
appropriate for me to go into that much detail of it, but they 
didn't come prepared with detailed suggestions of that kind. 
There was a discussion of the -- of our proposal, which as been 
on the table, as you know, for quite a few months, the fact 
that just recently the Soviet Union has come in with a 
counter-proposal and everyone is looking at that, as we are. 
And just what will be done in connection with that, of course, 
remains to be seen. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could you describe for us what you 
see as the linkage between the President's proposal for more 
regional cooperation to diffuse tension with the Soviets and 
progress on arms control? Are you saying or is the 
Administration saying that unless a basis of mutual trust could 
be created in diffusing regional tension it will be very 
difficult to make progress in the arms control field? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We're saying that all of these different 
issues are out there and they're important. And to those who 
say all we should talk about is arms control, I think it's 
important just to point to the historical experience, the most 
recent of which is that the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan has 
a great deal to do with derailing any move toward ratification 
of the SALT II Treaty. So nobody is suggesting some tight 
linkage, but this reality is there. And so what it counsels, 
as the President did in his speech, that we must address these 
regional issues. And the President put forward a way of going 
about it. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, the major point he asked for was for 
participants in these regional conflicts to sit down and begin 
discussions. We've already called for tha’ in the case of 
Nicaragua and the government -- the Sandinistas have said no. 
We've called for talks between UNITA and the government of 
Angola. Angola has said no. Why is the proposition that the 
two sides should sit down in each of these conflicts and talk 
anything new? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it is not necessarily a bad idea to 
keep emphasizing a good idea. And I think that basically ‘ere, 
the President has a good idea. 


Now, what the President has tried to do is to set out a process 
~~ goes a little further. It says, internal reconciliation. 
Then, if we can get somewhere with that, let us have some 
discussions between ourselves and the Soviet Union that will 
provide for some restraint, so that ‘ternal reconciliation can 
really proceed, and, as it does, the ‘resident said, we will 
take steps and do things to help these countries, which have 
been decimated by the conflict going on in them. They are just 
in terrible shape. Come back into the stream of world economic 
development and have a chance to progress and have their 
peoples progress. So, I think it's a more full statement of 
what might happen. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, do we have any -- does the United 
States have any reason to believe that the Soviets would like 
to or be willing to come to an accommodation with the United 
States on some of those specific countries beyond, perhaps, the 
Afghanistan situation? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We don't have any specific reason to think 
that -- we haven't had any prior discussion that would lead us 
to believe, yes, there -— the fix is in, it's all going to 
work. Not at all. 


We did let the Soviets know beforehand what the President was 
going to propose. And, for that matter, Mr. Shevardnadze went 
out of his way to see that I had a copy of his speech 
beforehand. So, we have that pattern of letting people know 
what's going on. 


But there isn't anything that I can point to that says this is 
going to work beyond the merits and the needs; and the needs of 
the countries involved are very great. 
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QUESTION: Do you specific .- 


QUESTION: Mr. Shevardnadze in his speech called for an 
agreement in principle on arms control to occur at the summit. 
Is that a feasible objective? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it's feasible if the Soviet -- 
depending on what they are willing to agree to. If the 
President finds and -- can find an agreement that we think 
serves our interests, then we're prepared for that agreement. 
We're not obviously going to agree to something that we don't 
think is fully in the interest of the United States. And we 
realize that, obviously, the Soviet Union's not going to agree 
to sonething that they think is not in their interest. 


So, you've got to find something that's in mutual interest, and 
that's what the people in Geneva are trying to do. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, if I could repeat Barry's question -- 
is the list of give expandable if the Soviets want to discuss 
it? 


SECRETARY SHULIZ: We have been discussing a wide range of 
areas with them in the regional talks that we've been having. 
For instance, we've had talks on the Middle East, which 
includes the Iran-Iraq War; includes the Arab-Israeli dispute; 
includes the problems of Lebanon, among others. 


We've had discussions with them about East Asia, which includes 
a vast range of things; not everything is a major dispute. 
Angola problem is only one part of the problem. We've had 
discussions about Afghanistan. 


So, we've been trying. And we'll have one on Central America 
toward the end of this month. So, we want to discuss the 
problems that need resolution. And the President has 
identified certain ones here that have a certain characteristic 
to them and made a proposal about them. 


QUESTION: I see. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, could I ask you, in the President's 
speech, he said that nothing can justify - 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Nothing can what? 


QUESTION: ~- can justify the continued division of Europe. And 
he suggested that he was going to make new proposals before 
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Geneva to address that issue. Did he discuss that at all with 
the Allied leaders, and if so, could you give some idea of what 
he's talking about? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think there was a passing reference to 

it. And people, of course, are very much in favor of that, 
particularly the Europeans. I think, if you read the speech 
carefully, what it refers to is communications. I think you 
have to read that whole sentence, and it's a reference to 
communications. And I think that the President will be 
proposing some people-to-people things and maybe some other 
matters that we hope, if they were accepted, might kind of open 
up the situation and make the borders a little more porous in 
that sense. 


QUESTION: Mr. Secretary, did the Allied leaders offer any 
comment to the President on the recent interpretation of the 
ABM Treaty? Did they express displeasure or satisfaction of 
how that's turned out? 


SECRETARY SHULIZ: I think there is a general sense in the 
allied governments that it's well to stick with the 
interpretation of the ABM Treaty that we've been using, even 
though it's quite clear that if the President wished to make a 
broader one that's, say, a very legitimate proposition based on 
the negotiating record in the Treaty, but by and large, I think 
people absolutely support the position the President has taken. 


MR. SPEAKES: -— one more question = - 


QUESTION: To follow up, did that come up in the meeting? 
That's the question. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The debt? 
QUESTION: The ABM Treaty. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: The debt in the ABM -- 


QUESTION: No, the ABM Treaty -- did it come up -- the 
different interpretation? 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, it didn't come up in the sense of 
people arguing about it. And there wasn't very much discussion 
of it, but the position the President has taken received 
support. 


I guess I'm going to come back after the Shevardnadze meeting, 
is that right? 


QUESTION Thank you 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President and Foreign Minister 
Shevardnadze have just finished about a half an hour or so of 
discussions. And the purpose of the meeting from both sides' point 


of view was to touch base on preparations for the upcoming meeting in 
Geneva. 


So, we simply assess the various areas. And, of course, 
we are prepared for about a couple of hours of meeting tomorrow 
morning that I'll be having with Mr. Shevardnadze. S90, it's 
essentially a base-touching and that kind of a meeting. 


Now, I think it is also the case -- and both Mr. 
Shevaranadze and the President made this clear -- that the meeting 
and the spirit of it demonstrate the seriousness of purpose with 
which we are going about this process and, I believe, they are going 


about it as well. So, I think it was worthwhile and constructive in 
that sense. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Mc. Secretary, did he have any response to the 
President's speech? Did he characterize it in any way? And did the 
President offer any response to his -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We didn't -- we didn't get into a 
discussion of the President's speech and Mr. Shevardnadze's speech; 
although, as I said when we here a half an hour or 80 ago, you'can 
see some things perhaps that show a mutual attention to regional 
issues, as well as arms control ‘ssues. In a sense, you can say what 
is security all about? Well, arms control is a branch of security; 
regional tensions are an important branch of security. So, both of 
those things are very much present in both speeches. 


Q What did you touch base on particularly? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The full range of things that we have 
on the agenda for Geneva that run from arms control of various 
settings -- Vienna, Stockholm, as well as Geneva -- just mentioning 
in a short space of time -- 


Q Was the President's initiative talked, about at all 
in detail? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No. 


2 How did Mr. Shevardnadze react -- if you discussed 
the full agenda -- to the U.S. plan to bring up the issue of human 
rights? 











SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think -- I'm sure they are very 
well aware of the fact that that is a matter of great importance to 


the American people and, for that matter, people throughout the 
Gemocratic world. 


Q Was the President primarily presenting ideas to the 
Foreign Minister or was it a sort of an open conversation? What -- 
what -- what was the dynamics? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, in terms of discussions, the 
President ojiened up w'th some comments about assessing progress and 
lack of progess in various areas, 
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and Mr. Shevardnadze responded and made some comments of his own, 
expressed his appreciation for the fact that the President had taken 
the time for this and the meaning of that. And it went back and 
forth. It was done with simultaneous translation, which lends itself 
Ve And I think was -- as a physical attribute -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, was there any decision reached to try 
to speed up the procedures, talks, either between yourself or Mr. 
Shevardnadze between now and the summit? Or any letter that Mr. 
Shevardnadze brought from Mr. Gorbachev to President Reagan? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, no new letter. The -- I think we 
have in place a process of working on the upcoming meeting that's a 
very strong one. Each Ambassador is involved. Ambassador Hartman, 
for instance, met last week with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze in 
Moscow. I saw Mr. Dobrynin when he returned from Moscow earlier this 
week. We have people who are workina on negotiations on various 
subjects that are in place and Joing it. And, of course, there have 
been some public proposals here today at the U.N. 


But there's a rather intensive effort and different 
people are in place doing things. And so we'll review that process 
tomorrow at the breakfast. 


Q ‘There's no possibility, sir, of your going to Moscow 
before the summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the question of how to prepare 
this is something that we're all working on. And right now, where we 
stand is that we have our Ambassadors and we have this network that's 
doing its work. 


Q Was an invitation extended to you, sir? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The question of whether or not there's 
anything further neeced, undoubtedly, we'll just keep examining that. 
And if we have anything to say on it, we'll say it when we have 
something to say. Right now, I have nuthing to say on it at all. 


Q Does Mr. Shevardnadze accept that the President's 
regional problem-solving proposal is a fair element for the agenda in 
Geneva? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The importance of discussing regional 
issues has been agreed on between the two sides genes back, 
certainly, to Mr. Shevardnadze's visit in the United States -- 
whenever that was -- three weeks or 80 ago. So, we both agree that 
that's an important subject to talk about, and have all along. 


Q But do you accept Mr. Shevardnadze's suggestion, or 
inference in his speech, that it has to go beyond those five 
countries that the President mentioned? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as I said, when we were 
discussing it earlier, we have been discussing other areas which have 
different attributes to them. The Presicent's proposal was directed 
toward a set of problems, all of which have a single characteristic 
to them. And that doesn't mean that there aren't other problems that 
also deserve discussion, and, for that matter, have been discussed. 


Q Well, sic, what issues then have the Soviets said 
they won't agree to talk about in Geneva? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't think either side has said we 
won't talk about subject X. Either side can bring up whatever they 
want. 


Our problem, though, is to take the limited amount of 
time in Geneva and organize ourselves so that both know that at time 




















X we're going to discuss subject Y, and so on, and we are able to 
cover the things that each wants to do. So it hasn't been, in terms 
of broad categories, difficult, really, to pin down how we want to 
go. 


Q Will the administration's interpretation of the ABM 
Treaty be a topic of discussion at the summit? And was it discussed 
by the two this afternoon? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, the President has made a 
decision about the ABM Treaty in the light of our examination of it 
in the government, and that's been thoroughly aired, and that is our 
view. And people may want to bring it up, but, anyway, that is our 
view of the matter. 


And the problem of erosion of the assumptions that 
underlie the ABM Treaty is a major problem, and Max Kampelman, in his 
group, huz been discussing that and bringing it to the Soviets’ 
attention. So we think that"s an important topic. - 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, wouldn't the President be going to 
Geneva with a stronger hand if his allies today had come up with a 
formal communique cf support? And why was there no such statement? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Oh, I think that the extensive support 
in the room was uniform and deep. And I know the President felt very 
goo¢ about it. And I believe the others felt good about it, too. 

And I don't know that formal communiques necessarily carry that much 
weight. You go and talk to the other heads of state and ask then. 
It was an outstanding expression of generai support. 


Q Was there any thought given to a communique? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We gave a little bit of thought to it. 
But you know what happens when you decide you're going to put out a 
communique, somebody tables it at the beginning of the meeting and 
that's all you talk about for the rest of the meeting. Communiques 
are often the enemy of a productive meeting. And so the President 
felt that the -- just as -- as he went about organizing the 
Williamsburg Economic Summit -- that the content is what is 
important. And the content is what I reported to you. 


Q Mr. Secretary, will you be discussing with Mr. 
Shevardnadze tomorrow a Soviet offer to separate medium-range 
missiles from the larger issue of SDI and strategic weapons? And if 
-- and are you interesteJ -- is the United States interested in that 
approach? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: In our two hours, I expect that we'll 
try to review the spectrum of things that will be on the agenda in 
the President's Geneva meeting and kind of take stock. And to the 
extent that we want to put some additional questions about what 














they have suggested, we'll be prepared to do it. To the extent that 
they have questions about the U.S. position which, after all, has 
been on the table there for some time, well, we'll be prepared to 
respond. But I don't think that we're -- we don't contemplate a 
detailed negotiating session on some particular narrow issue. It's @ 
more general kind of review. The negotiating is to be done in 
Geneva. 


Q Mr. Secretary? 


Q Was there discussion of the Geneva arms control 
talks? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: -- you haven't had a question. 


Q Is there a difference of view between the Americans 
and the Soviets of how much time to devote to certain areas, whether 
they be regional issues or arms control. Is that one of the things 
that you're discussing with the Soviets now? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: No, we haven't had any disagreement 
about that in particular, but we haven't really come down to trying 
to allocate out the different meetings. There'll be four meetings. 
There will be one in the morning and one in the afternoon of each 
Gay. So that's.four meetings. Then there are two dinners, which are 
more social occasions on the other hand, more or less the same people 
that are at the meetings will be at the social occasions and it's 
always the case that you tend to talk shop under those circumstances. 
So, that provides a somewhat more informal setting in which people 
can talk. 


Q Can you -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: So I don't anticipate we're yoing to 
have a difficulty. Our problem will be that the time is relatively 
short and there's a lot to cram into it. Although I wouvu.d say that 
in studying past meetings of the heads of state of these two 
countries and looking at the amount of actual meeting time devoted to 
the discussion of content, this one will have a great deal more 
actual time allocated to that than I think any of the past ones. 


Q Can you clarify -- 


Q Mr. Secretary, in his speech today Mr. Shevardnadze 
called on the United States to adopt positions which would make 
possible an agreement in principle, as he called it, at Geneva.on the 
arms matters under discussion in the other Geneva forum? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 


Did he make at all clearer, either in the meeting 
with the President or some other way, what kind of thing he has in 
mind? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The meeting with the President didn't 
have the time really to get into that, but, certainly, that's the 
sort of thing that I would no douwt be asking about tomorrow. 


MR. SPEAKES: Last question -- Bob Timberg. 


Q Mr. Secretary, at your meeting tomorrow, do you 
intend to press the Soviets on the possibility of resuming diplomatic 
relations with Israel? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, that's a subject that we take up 
with various countries that don't have diplomatic relations with 
Israel and so it's something that is present in the discussion. Of 
course, as one discusses the question of Middle East peace 
negotiations and the problem of involvement in any way or 




















responsibility for them, it's a little hard to imagine somebody being 
involved who doesn't have diplomatic relations with a central party 

to-the cispute. But I don't expect that's going to be a major topic 
of conversation. 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


5:02 P.M. 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The meeting lasted -- I 
didn't time it -- about 25 minutes. We started late, ended late. It 
began with a discussion of the -- brief discussion of the President's 
speech yesterday at the General Assembly. Prime Minister 
congratulated the President on it, expressed his great respect for 
what he called a successful address to the G.A. They discussed 
briefly the summit prospects, but I -- indicating they had already 
gone over that very thoroughly yesterday. 


The bulk of the discussion today was on the subject of 
what we both need to do to combat protectionism and to open markets. 
The -- most of the discussion was on the matter of the ongoing 
processes that we have, specifically affirming our commitment to -- 
on the MOSS process -- to complete that -- all steps in that process 
where at all possible by the end of this year. 


They agreed that, under Shultz’ and Abe's continuing 
direction, that we would examine other sectors for possible inclusion 
in the MOSS process. As you know, that's the process where we have 
so far workec on telecommunications, electronics, forest products, 
and medical and pharmaceutical products -- four sectors. We have no 
specific agreement on additional sectors to add, but it's our belief 
that this has been a very successful technique and one that we should 
expand to other areas. 


They also both expressed strong support for the decision 
of the G-5 finance ministers in their meeting in New York last ‘month. 
The -- as you know, that was a meeting that mainly focused on the 
question of exchange rates and affirmed the need to get exchange 
rates to better reflect the fundamental economic conditions and has 
been the case in the past, in particular, that a lower value of the 
Gollar is desirable. 


During the course of the discussion, Secretary Shultz 
made the point that, while patterns of intervention can help, they 
can only help where the fundamental measures to -- that fundamental 
measures are the essence of the matter, that our efforts on the 
fundamentals have to be aimed at -- and are aimed at reducing our 
fiscal deficit, that Japan, for its part, has got to reduce the 
cisproportion between its very high savings rate and its 
comparatively low level of domestic investment which leads to a big 
pressure for an export imbalance. 


The -- he indicated that there has been a big shift in 
the Yen-dollar relationship -- I think it's about 15 percent -- or 


ten percent since -- I don't have the exact number -~ since the G-5 
met. 














The Secretary indicated that's not all the way, but it's a big 
distance and it's quite important. 


The Prime Minister indicated that it was not acceptable 
for Japan to continue running these very large trade surpluses; that 
this can't continue; that's it's important to have -- bring the 
external balance of the Japanese economy into a better proportion 
consistent with international harmony through the expansion of trade, 
not through the contraction of trade; that he has, to that end, 
Created a study group which was announced in Tokyo on the 16th of 
October, headed by the former governor of the Bank of Japan and with 
a rather distinguished membership. 


This study group, he indicated today, has got to tackle 
the issues of social and economic structural changes that are needed 
to achieve a better balance in Japan's external trade account. And 
that point is quite a fundamental one, and I think we certainly 
believe it's quite an important one -- that to recognize that Japan's 
problem is, in a considerable degree, a structural one. 


He also indicated -- he'd indicated that he'd asked the 
study group to report by the end of March; incicated that this was 
something that needed not only the initiative of Japan, but also of 
its trading partners; that he wanted to make this an international 
movement. In that connection, he said he sought U.S. efforts to 
tackle our budget Jeficit, our trade deficit, and to promote our 
exports. 


The President indicated his support and encouragement for 
the work of the study group. Obviously, we're a long way from 
results, but the issues -- this is my own comment -- the issues that 
they're addressing are, in our view, very fundamental ones. 


Do you want a brief discipline interruption? 
Q Wo filing. 
Q No filing. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President indicated 
on our deficit reduction, our support for the five-year plan to 
achieve a balanced budget at the end; that he believed such a plan 
could provide the Jiscipline that is neeved to reduce the deficit, to 
eliminate the deficit and that he was optimistic of getting it 
through Congress. 


He incicated his appreciation for everything Nakasone 
has done with regard to opening markets, but stressed that it's 
important that we continue these efforts. He said, for our part, we 
will continue to do all we can to avoid going down the road of 
protectionisa. 


We indicated our appreciation for the Japanese decision 
to increase its overseas Jevelopment assistance. The target -- they 
have announced a seven-year program of $40 billion in foreign 
assistance which would bring -- at the end of that seven-year period 
-- would result in a doubling of the present levels of Japanese 
foreign assistance. 


I might note -- this was not mentioned in the meeting, 
but in that connection, we were told in New York this week that Japan 
has tols Mexico that the $50 million in emergency commodity aid that 
Japan is giving to Mexico to deal with the affects of the earthquake 
are -- to use the technical term -- untied. That is to say, the $50 
million can be spent for any goods the Mexicans deem appropriate, not 
just Japanese goods. That's a decision that we welcome. 


I might note in that connection, in fact, that Japanese 
aid to Latin America, which we have been urging them to increase, has 
grown from about $120 million in 1980 to over $250 million today. 








. There was a brief discussion -- mention, really -- of the 
Gefense program, the five-year Jefense program that was recently 
announced, @ little bit on some specifics of MOSS. And the President 
indicatec that we had a lot of coal we would like to sell, if 


possible. 
Q Heimut? (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Pardon? 
Q Belaut? (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: C-U-A-L. That's the 
meeting. 


Q What was the book that Nakasone jave hin? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I understood it, it 
was a collection of haiku in Japanese with facing page translations. 


Q Can you tell us dic the subject of the Geneve areas 
talks come up, end did the Prime Minister make any suggestions as to 
counter-proposals? 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I gather from the way 
they referred at the beginning of the meeting to their lengthy 
ciscussion of summit issues yesterday, that it came up in yesterday's 
meeting with the -- of the siz. Anc they seemed to feel they had 
exhausted the subject with that fairly long Jiscussion. 


w Can you tell us -- 
SCWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, I wasn't 
there. In fact, nobody -- I can't get a readout of it yot. The only 


ere that was there besices the ProsiJent was the Secretary of 
tate. 


Q Dic the President invite the Prime Minister to meet 
him in Brussels after the summit, along with other Western leaders? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. 
Q Question? 
SENIOR AUMINISTKATION OFFICIAL: I'll get -- 


Q Was there any discussion of possibly lifting the ban 
on Alaskan oil to Japan? 


SENIOR ADHIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: In the context of -- 
Q What was the question? 
Q We can't hear. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was, was 
there any Jiscussion of lifting the ban on Alaskan oil. The 
President, in the context of mentioning thar we do have a lot of coal 
that we can sell -- as you know, we dun't -- we're not -- presently 
have any oil we're allowed to sell -- but the President did indicate 
that we are considering lifting the ban on the so-called Cook Inlet 
royalty oil. That's a relatively small amount that comes under a 
special set of regulations. 


In the back. Did somebody yell a question? Yes, sir. 

Q Twice in your briefing, you have suggestec, both on 
currency and trade, that Japan needs to look towards the 
fundamentals. Is that our position? Is that the United States’ 














position that you felt in this meeting -- that we are pushing on 
eae SS look toward -- in the yen-dollar balance and in the trade 
ba ? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not -- let me try 
and answer. iI‘m not certain I've got the question right. 


Q But the question -- it's sound as though -- it 
sounds from what you've said that we're suggesting that it's Japan's 
responsibility to make both this currency balance and this trade 
’. balance work, not ours. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo -- 
Q Is that the -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I can check my notes 


again. I think what I said Secretary Shultz said was that the kind 
of intervention that the G-5 is 














talking about will work when the fundamentals are working and that, 
on our part, the fundamentals we've got to work on are bringing down 
our deficit; on Japan's part what they have to do is bring their 
domestic investment up to a larger proportion of their domestic 
savings. And I think there's -- as the way the Prime Minister 
spoke, there's a -- basically an agreement on both the point that 
without working on the fundamentals, currency intervention won't work 
and, secondly, that we both have fundamentals and we agree on what 
they are. Okay? 


Yes? 


Q Did Prime Minister Wakasone express his position on 
the President's SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It may have come up 
yesterday. It wasn't discussed today. 


Q Not today, but yesterday? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know. I say it 
would have been a natural subject to have surfaced in the discussion 
of summit issues, but it wasn't mentioned today. 


Q . == follow up on earlier -- those four topics -- 
timber and those other -- that there was commitment to end -- to 
finish by the end of the year. Was there an expression by Nakasone 
that it would be completed? 


SENIOR ADNINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- Wakasone, in fact, 
used the words that are from the Shultz-Abe agreement that they will 
comple'e the work in those four sectors where at all possible by the 
end of the year. I mean, there are some things that can't be done by 
then, but where at all possible, it will be done. He used that exact 
phcase. 


<) Yes, very good. 

G Thank you. 

Q Thank you very much. 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, sir? 


Q Did the President suggest any symbolic measure to 
oy Japanese market considering the recent mood of protectionism in 
Congress? 


SEWUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we're not talking 
about symbolic measures, we're talking about real measures. There 
have been a lot of them. When we refer to things like the MOSS 
talks, we are specifically referring to a whole list of specific 
measures, including such things as forest products tariffs, which is 
the one area of MOSS that we're most unhappy with. There's been sone 
progress in that area, but not enough. 


Q What is a MOSS for the people who don't know? 
Q $$ The MOSS talks are what? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= terrible acronys -- 
market opening sector specific discussions or negotiations. 


Q Ohhbhbhhbbh. 
TUE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 11:30 a... EDY 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you already have 
the Secretary's statement from in front of the Mission today so let's 
just go to questions. 

Q No. 

Q Ho, we Jon't. 

SENIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo? 


Q Forgive us. Are you here to brief on the Kohl 
bilateral or on the Secretary's meeting with Shevardnadze? 


Q Repeat the question please. 


Q First off, can you confirm for us that the President 
is going -- ° 


MR. DJEREJIAU: This will be a backgrounc briefing un 
both the Secretary's meeting with the Soviet Foreign Minister this 
morning and on the President's meeting with Chancellor Kohl this 
morning. 


Q Can you confira that the President is going to meet 
with allies leacers in Brussels after the summit, and who 


specifically will he be meeting with? - 
Cc Question. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I can't confira 
that. 
What was the question? ¢ 
Question. 


Are you Jenying it? 


Repeat the question so we -- 


oe oo © oOo © 


Brussels, Brussels. 
io Reagan meeting. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The first question was 
whether I could confirm that the Presicent would be meeting with 
allied leaJers in Brussels after the November meeting, and I said I 
coule not confira it. 


‘ MORE 








Q Are you Genying it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm mow being asked if 
I'm denying it. Wo, I'm not denying it. There‘s an ides out there, . 
but I can't confire that that's going to. happen. 


Q -- trying to arrange it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We're just working the 
notion. 


Q There was @ -- 


i) Can you, in your own way or your colleague, explain 
where we are now in the process of getting ready for the summit -- 
what hes been sccomplished in the last several days, what do you 
expect from the Moscow trip7 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Today was the -- if 
you've been on this circuit with us since Helsinki, was the 4th 
meeting between the pte es anc the Soviet Foreign Minister. And 
we are, in all of these sessions, reviewing from top to bottom that 
range of issues that you ieve heard us describe before -- the aras 
control agenda, where we stand, the regional issues, the bilsteral, 
and human rights. And sech time we meet, given the allowances of the 
amount of time -- as you know, at one point in Washington, I think, 
Meno dng mpgen -- Ringgahg RN Ay Bg Be By K. 
= the exchange, gving back and forth and seeing we can 

irm our notions as to where our negotiators are in each of the 
several negotiations that are going around. And that's exactly what 
happenel today, as well. It was @ top-to-bottom review. 


Where are we? ao yee’ tofta paeeeee which is the word we 
kee; using up here, we are refining, ref a refining -- trying to 
get away froa, if will, the sisunders ings that we each —_ 


have sbout each other's views on these and to sharpen the discussion 
sO that there's a Soeue. Perhaps I cowld say that what we're doing 
is all of the work that makes it possible for the leaders, when they 
meet, to use their time tocether, not having to cover what we're 
coveting at the present tine. 











Q Is there a decision now in terms of the four 
meetings -- two bouwrs each -- how such time will be devoted to arms 
control vis-a-vis regional issues? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFLICIAL: Wo, there's not. 


Q So, will that be one of the things that the 
Secretary will discuss in Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wouldn't preclude 


@ -°== question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- I don't have -- I's 
sorry. The question was whether in these discussions one of the 
items had been how much time in Geneva would be devoted to each 
topic. My answer was no. -That has not been. And I really would say 
I wouldn't expect it to be because, as you go through this, perhaps 
we're victias of our own t in this process. It has just a 
naturel flow. I wouldn't exclude it either. 


Q Would you say there's some disagreement now about 
how much time will be devoted to armas control -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. 
2 ~~ vis-a-vis regional -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I would not. 


Q Can you be any more specific about the Secretary's 
trip to Moscow, such as how such time he will spend with Mr. 
Gorbachev? Will he spend time with -- again with Shevardnadze 
separately? Will he meet with regional issue people in the Foreign 
Ministry or -- how will that be structured? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The best I can give you 
at the moment reflects my own experience with the way meetings have 
been going when Foreign Minister Shevardnadze has been coming here, 
which is that he has had a portion of his visit time with us either 
in Washington or in New York now with the President. And as the 
Secretary said today, he looks forward to oe General Secretary 
Gorbachev. Wo amount of time has been descri ' 


And then he went on to say, of course, he looked forward 
to continuing the discussions with Foreign Minister Shevardnadze. I 
would expect, as has been the case in the visits here, that those 
would -- those gentlemen would be the two interlocutors for the 
Secretary in Moscow. 


Q Can you or Ambassador Matlock tell us something 
about the new arms proposal that we now know the President intends to 
put forward before Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Secretary's -- 
Q Question? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were asked if we -- 
the problem with is is I get associated with the question. 
(Laughter .) : 

Q Tell us about the new arms proposal that we now know 
~~ because Don Regan confirmed it on the record -- that the President 
will put forward before Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President has not 








- 4- 


made a decision on what the appropriate response will be. 
‘ Q Well, I beg your pardon. 
Q -- under consideration? 


Q The Chief of Staff said this morning on the record 
-- and he didn't say we hadn't made a decision -- that there would be 
a@ new arms proposal. You're just telling us the details haven't been 
worked out? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm just saying that 
- President hasn't made a decision on what the appropriate response 
will be. j 


Q Will -- 
Q Response to what, if I may ask? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry -- to the 
counter, to the Soviet proposal. 


9 Will -- will -- 


Q You mean, he hasn't made a decision on whether to 
make a counter-proposal or what's going to be in it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. The line that the 
Secretary used this morning was that the President has not yet made a 
decision on what the appropriate response will be. 


Helen? 


Q Will the Secretary be taking any kind of proposals 


or a repackaging of the proposals that are already on the table when 
he goes to Moscow? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President hasn't 
made his decision, and that will have to await that. 


Q Are we -- there are two specific items that have 
been discussed publicly. One is a Soviet proposal made by Mr. 
Shevardnadze yesterday which is line with what other American 
officials have said about having an agreement in principle that could 
be worked out at Geneva. The other is the Secretary's reference to 
working on some agenda for the future. Are there drafts of these 
proposals now being discussed between the two sides so that when Mr. 
Shultz goes to Moscow there can be some at least tentative agreement 
on these kinds of. documents? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it would be very 
hard for me to give much flesh to 








either of those two concepts that you have mentioned, the in 

oa ae agreement or the agenda for the future at this time. I 
know t this morning when something of the first part of your 
question was put forward, the Secretary reminded whoever had asked 
the question that we did not and had not at any time looked to the 
Geneva meeting to produce full-fledged detailed agreements. We did, 
in fact, look to the meeting to produce, if you will impulses for the 
negotiations that are already going on. And I can't really go beyond 
that in describing what might be in this concept of principle. 


The agenda for the future that we have consistently 
described is that one in which, again, looking at these issues that 
are between the United States and the Soviet Union, which are 
themselves of long term and, undoubtedly, will be part of the agenda 
between us in the future, are simply trying to work out a framework. 
But I don't have more than that on it at this time. 


Q But are you actually at the point of exchanging 
ideas on paper? Or is this some vague notion? I'm just trying to 
get a -- , 


‘SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No, we are -- I can say 
on background that we are exchanging ideas on how you grapple with a 
documented outcome. But we haven't gotten beyond that. 


Q You know, the U.S.-Soviet relationship is cluttered 
with documents from '72, '73 and '74 on codes of conduct and that 
sort of thing. And I just wonder -- there has been a kind of view 
expressed in this administration earlier on that we don't want to 
bother with these kind of things because they never work out. 


But I don't see, for the life of me, what the difference 
is between what, say, Nixon and Brezhnev signed in '72 with this 
agenda for the future. Could maybe your colleague discuss this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I think it is fair 
to say that we are not negotiating that sort of document now. I 
don't think that's what we're trying to imply. 


Now, this doesn't mean that we don't exchange possible 
language that we could use to characterize our positions on 
something. I mean, that's a different thing. And I think that's 
what my colleague was referring to. 


Q Is that where the progress is in all this refinement 
talk? You see, the Secretary talks about the differences. He also 
talks about progress. You talk about refinement. The impression I 
get is that you're making progress in a procedural way. But you're 
not narrowing any of your differences. You're not making progress to 
a@ solution on arms control, on human rights, on regional conflicts, 
etc. The progress is how to go about disagreeing, isn't it? Or how 
to paper it over -- not paper it over, but how to put out an 
agreement-in-principle is a substitute for an agreement in substance. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would not characterize 
it that way. 


Q Where is the -- What do they mean by progress? Are 
any issues being narrowed? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there are issues 
which are being narrowed. But this is a process which is going on. 


Q Is this primarily in the bilateral field, such as, 
these various agreements we've been talking about? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Certainly in the 
bilateral field, where we have all of the negotiations that get down 
to details and article this and article that, that is one of the 
examples, yes. 








Q Well, again, we're just looking for some meat here, 
I guess. 


On the cultural exchange agreement, is that almost 
finished? The Secretary said earlier this week that he was 
Gisappointed with the fact that the civil air negotiations broke down 
with nothing. Was there talk about how to get that one on the road 
again? I mean -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, in fact there was 
not. There was just a review today -- as I've said -- a review today 
-~ it was almost a status report. Where are we on that whole set of 
issues, including, to take your example, where are we on the civil 
aviation negotiations, which is that the last round ended without 
producing agreement. And then we'll have to come back to see where 
we are after that. 


Yes. 


Q Is there anything more on civil aviation? Or have 
new talks been set? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there is nothing 
more on civil aviation. There wasn't an attempt to do that kini of 
thing today. 


Q When you talk about narrowing differences, you're 
talking about substantive matters, not just procedural things for -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. You refine them 
and you work them ané try to get people to understand what it is 
you're talking about. 


Q -- were narrowed today, yes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Give you an example, 
from today, we had the President's speech yesterday on the -- his 
idea on principles that might guide us as we address the question of 
these regional issues, which, in our view, have been so fundamental 
to what went wrong with the U.S.-Soviet relationship. But in the 
course of a speech of that nature, it's not appropriate to talk more 
broadly about the concept. And so we used today's meeting to go over 
that again and to talk about that concept. That kind of 
amplification, clarification, description of differences, as I said 
in answer to the earlier question, the discussion of the precise 
status of are we negotiating on this issue.or was the last session 
without result. When will our negotiators be getting together again? 
That kind of thine is what's going on. 


Yes. 


Q Has a new session been set for the civil aviation 
talks? 


Q Did the Secretary and Shevardnadze today finally get 
into a discussion about the President's proposals, the proposals he 
made in his U.N. speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, as I've just said, 
the Secretary used the occasion of today's meeting to amplify the 
President's proposal from yesterday. 


Q I'm still a little confused about what's being 
refined here. Have the Soviets agreed to discuss at Geneva the four 
Reagan administration items? Do they have their own set of agenda 
items? Is that what's being narrowed in a procedural sense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Across this range of 
years, where we haven't had a meeting of this kind, a number of 














issues have arisen. We have talked about the regional ones. If we 
go down, we can talk about Afghanistan through Southern Africa, arms 
cohtrol, you know, and all the bilateral ones. And when we sat down 
starting in Helsinki, as some of you will recall from the briefings 
that began there, we found that without an attempt at prior agreement 
and even today, without an attempt at agreement on a thing called “an 
agenda for the meeting,” we have, on each side, organized this set of 
issues between our two sides in somewhat the 











~- Be 
same way. And so that's how these discussions have been going. 


“ So that's a yes? The Soviets have agreed to discuss 
huaan rights -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have not asked their 
reenent. They didn‘t ask us to agree to what wanted to 
discuss. If you look across the range of the relat ip, these are 
the issues and we've just been discussing then. 


Q Well — 
Q During that -- 


Q = on the ional -- discussion that took 
today, is there -- could = scribe a little bit what the iet 
attitude was. In particular, do they agree that there ought to be 
some principles that ought to guide the behavior of the two super 
powers in future? > 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think I can say that 
the Soviets have said before and said today that regional issues 


should be discussed. But with respect to the President's speech of 
yesterday, the only mention was that it would be studied. 


Q It was not either negative or positive -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: io, neither way. It 
would be studied. 





Q So, there was ~ this morning that the 
regional issues will be discussed at Geneva? 


SEAIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There has never been any 
question -- there has never been any question as to what the regional 
issues are on the -- if you will, the docket for -- 

\d the yuestion -- 


Q The question I asked you was whether there is 
agreement that there ought to be some new principles in that area -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: lo, no -- 





Q -- such as the President proposed. 
SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was not. 


Q As the Secretary was amplifying on the President's 
proposal, did ur. Shevardnadze have any co about it? Was there 
anything he wanted explained more explicitly about that proposal? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there was not. 














- SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That he is studying -- 
that the proposal remains under study. The President is studying it 
and he will make the decision on an appropriate response. 


Q Did the Chancellor -- 


io) -- specifically ask the President at the bilateral 
today whether he intended to further con~cete proposals in 
response to the Russian proposals on arms ow ~.1? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <« id not. 


G Did the President in any “ey suggest what Mr. Regan 
has said that he would do? 


SZUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not. 


w But did Mr~ Shevardnadze explain today what he meant 
by his search for an agreement on principles of -- on armas control? 


SENIOR ADHIWICTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, he did not. 
G .But was he asked -- 


genre SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me make sure. I 
Q The Secretary of State said yesterday he would ask 
for an explanation.. Did he get an explanation? 


SEUIOR ADMIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I recall, the -- when 
the Secretary was talking this morning at the -- outside the Hission, 
he referreé to how we're seeing the whole treatment of this issue, 
not looking to agreewents at Geneva -- looking to impulses to the 

tiators for this very complicated work that would go on. But I 
think -- I'm trying to recall what all was said this morning. I 
don't want to mislead you, but we did not pose the question what did 
you mean. 


Q Was there any discussion -- 


Q Do you have, at this stage, after all of these 
meetings and refinements, etcetera, a relatively clear vision of what 
is going to emerge at the sumait? 


Q Question? 


SZUIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
after these exchanges, we have a relatively clear idea of what is 
going to emerge from the summit, and I think I have to say on that 
that we can see what the range of topics -- the -- of conversation 
+ a Ree two ieaders will be and I think that one has to stop 
right there. 


Q Does the -- 


Q Over here. Did you say -- during the meetings 
yesterday or today, did any of the allied leaders urge the President 
to either make a new arms counter-proposal or to reformulate or to 
restate it or to make it of greater emphasis at the summit meeting in 
Geneva. 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry. I can't 
anever that -- 


Q Question? 


SKEHIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think you'd better 
repeat the question. 








’ SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
or not in the meetings of yesterday -- the two meetings of yesterday 
-~- that the President had with allied leaders, they made -- 


Q Ané today. 


SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- and today, whether 
any proposals were put to them or -- put to his -- 


G Whether they urged -- 


SZUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- whether they urged 
his to do this or that. I'm simply say that, certainly, as I've 
already answerecé for the Chancellor's visit -- meeting today, that 
-~ not done and I wasn't in the meetings yesterday. But, I don't -- 

can't -- 


Q How can you -- 


¢ You had mentioned that on Wednesday at the bilateral 
with Prime winister Thatcher, they both agreed that the President 
neeced to do more in explaining his arms proposals. did any of the 
= allied leavers raise this theme any other time during the stay 
re 


SZUIOR ADWIWISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot in the meetings that 
I sat in on, but that’s -- I can't be yt to you on that, because 
I just simply wasn’t in on that sort of ing. 


¢ How about -- 


SZUIOR ADMIUISTRATION OFICIAL: I think we were in the 
same aseetings. It was not raised in the ones that I attended. 


Q Could you fill us in on the state of play about -- 
between the U.S. and the Soviet Union regarding an eachenee of 
comaunications -- the President being on television there or giving a 
TASS interview and their leader doing sowething. There's been 
remarks coaing out of Soviet sources in Washington and elsew*ere. 
What's happening with this? 


SEUIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I think asa far as 
your first question relating to a television yyy we have not 
received from thea any response to the proposal that Mr. Wick made 
sowe months ago that the President appear on Soviet television sort 
of as an exchanye. Wow, we have had other discussions about the 
possibility of, you might say, interviews in other media, but no 
final arrangements have been made. 





Q Can you tell us whether -- 


Q Has there been discussion of a joint press 
conference of the two men in Seneva? 


SENION ADMNINIGYRATION OFFICIAL: Wait a minute -- 


G Has there been discussion of a joint press 
conference -- 


SEWICR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, no. 
] -~- Gorbachev and Reagan at Geneva? 
SERIOR ADWIWIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, there has not. 
u Can you tell us whether in the Kohl meeting the 
President ond the Chancellor ciscusseé creating a more reyular 
schedule for Soviet-American summit meetings? 
‘ 
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Q What did they discuss? 


: Q -- second question on the Shevardnadze meeting. Was 
that discussed at all with Shevardnadze? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. i. 


Q What other media did they discuss, having interviews 
by one leader or the other or both, besides television? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, what other media? 
Q Yes. You said they had discussed -- 


nai SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Over print. Print 
ia. 


Q What -- does that mean that President Reagan might 
be interviewed by Pravda or that Gorbachev might be interviewed by -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: By Time Magazine? 
(Laughter.) No. It means just what I said. There has been some 
Giscussion about the possibility of an interview of the President by 
some of the Soviet print media. But there is nothing final on that. 


Q Was that discussed today? With Shevardnadze and 
Shultz? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I don't think it was 
by the two of then. 


Q Was there discussion in the Shultz Shevardnadze 
meeting about the Israeli statement that it would be willing to have 
the Soviets at a Middle East peace conference if the Soviets would 
restore diplomatic relations with Israel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do you have the question 
over there? The question is whether there was some discussion in the 
meeting ebout an Israeli statement -- and I'll skip all the rest of 
it because the answer's no. 


There's one way in the back. 


Q -- to what Mr. Shultz said this morning when he came 
out of the U.N. Mission? . 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm sorry, could we 
what? 


Q Tell us what Mr. Shultz said when he came out of the 
U.N. Mission. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
I could say what the Secretary saic when he came out of the Mission. 
There's a transcript available. 


Q where? 

Q Are you trying to suggest that -- on the question of 
@ Reagan television appearance, that the only official communication 
we made was the Wick letter, or has there been anything since, or is 
there something ongoing now on that subject? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: There will be one more question after 
this. That will be the last question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not aware of 
anything ongoing on that subject, on that specific subject. 


Q Could we know what the Kohl-Reagan conversation 
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consisted of since we now know only the two things that they didn't 
talk about? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did you want to 
characterize the Kohl meeting -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me quickly run over 
my notes to see if I can help you on that. The -- 


Q What was the question? 


MR. DJEREJIAN: The question is basically the 
characterization of the President's meeting with Chancellor Kohl. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It was just a very quick 
review -- I think the meeting was about a half an hour long, and a 
very quick review of the views of the two sides on SDI, on -- Another 
issue which was given quite a bit of attention was a concern about 
protectionism on both sides of the Atlantic. There was a discussion 
of their shared interest in' an improved human rights performance on 
the t of the Soviet Union involving not only people that we know 
are difficulties because of their attempt to exercise civil rights 
or Jewish emigration, but also the ethnic German emigration probles. 


That's about it. 

Q On human rights -- can I follow up? 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Thank you very much. . 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


EXD 12:59 P.M. EDT 
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THE FOLLOWINGS 15 THE (EAT GF AN ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING GIVEN 2: 
SECRETARY OF STATE GECRGE SHILTZ 10 REPORTERS ACCOM;PANYING HIM 
ABOARD HIS PLANE ON FCUTE TO CALGHwRY, ALBERTA WHERE HE IS 10 
CONFER WITH CANADIAN MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS JOE CLARK: 


&. MCSCCW: STATEMENT GF PRINCIPLES, WHAT ARE YOU GIVING THEN TC 
MEGOTIATE THERE, ANYTHING” 


os» HE SbOEC* if fC CONTRIBUTE TG THE PREPARATIONS FOR THE 
HiC-NOVENSER MEETING AnG THERE ARE ALL SCPTS OF THINGS TG TALI. 
aeeUl FACH SUBETANTIVE MATTERS TC PROCEDURAL MATTERS. SO THE 
PROLESS OF GETTING FSESFEES FOR THE 6:6 MEETING 215 KORKED Ch A 
07. WHRYED ON By THE AM BSSSADOSE AT EACH END AWD UIHERS Bul iHIS 
1S #W EFFORT TO COWTRIBUTE FURTHER TO fant, SO THaT’S THE 

CeIec:. 


©. RE WE LOCKINWE £OR & STHTEMENT OF PRINCIPLES THAT WILL COME 
JU" OF THE SUMMIT THAT YOU WILL BE TALLING ABOUT IK MOSCOW? 


' Wee? Wlwk oohi oS’ OF F4E Eun ti: SEMIS 10 BE SEEN, SO WHS 
mE ei.a Ge’ AeUUT SMT CloMBS SUT De if CAR Y BE SAID RIGYY i'r. 
 TEVEES UD ehEdE SOP IN. POL MPRE FAMILIAR SITS THES. 
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FOFSASS CR WHATE.EF. WE ALi KWOK THAT RESIONe. ISSUES ARE a 
MHICT FROBLEU IN Gur RELATICNSHIPS, WOT ONLY THE JS-USSNR Bui 
EAST-WEST GENERALL+. WE HAVE BEEN TRYING TO SEE HCW THESE MIGHT 
SE BROUSHT IKTC BETTER SHAPE. WE HAVE HAD A NUMBER OF SESSIONS 
JH PARTICULAR ARESS; WE WILL HAVE ANOTHER CHE ! GUESS THIS CORING 
WEEt. THAT'S INE SW CENTRAL RHERICG. THE FAESILENT HAS FRLPCSED 
 #i APPROACH fu ALL UF THIS. & PFTCESS AND WE WEFE IbTERESTED fe 
NOTICE IN AR. SHEVSROHADIE £ SHLTECH, SPEECKES, THAT HE REFERRED 
TO WHAT HE CALLED LOCHi WAES, SO 4° ANY RATE WELL SEE WHETHER 
AND WHAT CAN BE STFUCTUSEL Bi Shi OF AN APPRCACH TC THE 
REAGAN/GORBACHEY MEETING SN REGIONAL ISSUES. THE SECURITY 
SUBJECT HAS MANY CIMENSIONS 19 iT; THERE ARE A SET DF THREE 
WEGOTIGTICONS GOING ON iN THE WUCLEAR SPATE TALES IN GENEVA. 
THERE'S THE CDE FORUM IN STOCKHOLM, THERE S MBFR NEGOTIATION IN 
VIENNA, THERE ARE DISCUSSIONS IN THE CDE iW GENEVA ON CHEMICAL 
WARFARE, THE VARIETY OF POSITIONS AND STATEMENTS AND SO FORTH 
MADE WITH RESPEC! 10 ALi OF THESE SO WE LL WANT TO SEE HOW THESE 
MIGHT BE ORGAKIZED FOR DISCUSSION. FROM GUR STANDPOINT WE WILL 
SURELY BRING UP THE SUSJECT OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND BOTH SIDES HAVE 
ABREED THAT WE SHOULD ALSU WORK GW WHAT WE HAVE BEEN CALLING AX 
AGENDH® FOR THE FUTURE. SO TRESE ARE THE SUBSTANTIVE AREAS THAT 
Ee il TAL+ ABOUT, TRY TO 3SEt THINGS AGREED 10, TRY TO GET A 
STRUCTURES FOR THE GisCuUSsis:. SET, HAVE TS HAVE SGME ORSANIZATIOX 
OF 17. HERE ARe FOUR “MEETINGS aND THERE ARE Two GINNERS, BUT 
wuet THE MEETINGS ARE iN & SENSE THE FORMAL AGENDS SO WE NEED 19 
HAVE @N IDES AHEAD CF TIME “ORE OF LESS WHAT TYPES OF SUBJECTS 
IT's EXPECTED WILL BE TALEED .BOLT AT TRE GIFFERERT SESSIONS AND 
NO COUBT WE Li fiLSC DISCUSS THE QUESTIC'N GO HOW TO EXPRESS 
GURSELVES, SC 19 SPFESK, AT TRE EXD. SO THAT'S LOTS OF GRIST FOR 
THE MILL IN MOSCOW, 


C. MWR. SECRETARY, WHERE OCES THE MIDDLE EXE” PEACE FROCESS GO 
Wa IN LIGHT CF PERES SPEECHES IN WASHINGTON ALG TO THE UK AND 
"n& SENS TE VOTE TO bila ACTION Ge THE JORDAN ARMS SALE AND 
JORDAN'S STRAIWED RELATLUNS WITH THE FiO, OO YOU SEE ALL OF 
THESE THINGS COMING TCGETRES iW Sh) Way? 


A iT SEEMS 10 HE TRRY weet WE CaN OESERVE IS A VERY ACTIVE 
SITUATION IN WHICH FUBLIC STHTENENTS ARE BEING MADE Sy KEY PEOFLE 
ha DISCUSSIONS SRE GOING ON. WE HAVE EEEN VEF: MUCK Ih THE 
MIZST OF AL. thIS. THERE IS SHIFTING AROUND Ih THE LIGH! GF 
EVENTS OF VHRIGUS FEGPLES ides -EGUT AOw TO GE! / FROCESS 
BOING. IT'S CLERRLY THE CASE THAT PRIME SINISTE* TERES HAS *AVEN 


Wors SF KING HUSSE]N S&S REFEATEL CUMMENTS aABoUT ON INTERNATIONAL 
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G. WHAT CAN THE UNITED STATES 90 SPECIFICALLY TO ROVE THIS Thine 
ALONG? I UNDH OWE TINE YOU SAID THAT THE THING THAT COULD BE THE 
NCST HELFFUL WOULD BE TO APPROVE THE JORDAN ARMS SALE WHICH DOES 
SOT SEESN 19 HAVE HAPPENED. SHAT CAN So ON NOK” 


&. WELL, 1 THINS I° § IMPORTANT TC SIVE FING MUSSEIN SUPPORT, 
&NG THE JCREAN ANNS SALE IS SOMETHING THAT JORDAN WEEDS ANC SO ! 
BELIEVE THAT WHS IMPORTANT. i M DISAPSCIKRTED THAT THE CONGRESS 
WASN T SEEN 71° TC JUST LET 11} PROCEED. WOWEVER I THINK THAT THE 
PROPOSITION THAT S BEING VOTED OM, AT LEAST AS I READ IT, 
SASICALLY SavS THAT BARRING SOME OTHER CGNESESSIONAL ACTION, ALL 
OF THE NOTIFICATIONS AND BHAT NOT HAVE BEEX ACCOMPLISHED AND THE 
SALES OF ADVANCED WEAFONS CAN GO FORWARD ON MARCH 1 AT THE 
LATEST, AWD EARLIER IF THERE'S SOME REAL PROGRESS IN THE FORA OF 
DIRECT WEGOTIATIONS. THOSE ITEMS THAT AREN'T SO CALLED ADVANCED 
WEAFONS SYSTEMS ARE NO’ RESTRICTED BY THAT RESOLUTION. SO IT HAS 
DEFICIENCIES FROM OUR STANDPOINT IN TERMS OF WHAT WE BELIEVE WAS 
DESIRABLE, BUT IT S NOT & SLAMMED DOCCR BE: ANY MEANS. 


C. WHAT ABOUT PLO” IS THE UNITED STA ES HOPING THAT JORDAN WILL 
ESSENTIALL: GIVE ARAFAT AH ULTIMATUM: YOU EITHER RECOGNIZE 
ISPAEL AND AENOUNCE VIOLENCE G& YOU ASE OUT OF THE PEACE 
PROCESS. IS THA” WHAT WE APE HEADING TOWARDS? 


fh. WELL, 1 DON'T SEE HOW IT CAN BE EXPECTED THAT PEGPLE WHO ARE 
PERMITTING TERSROSISM AGEINST ISRAEL AND ISRAELIS IN ISRAEL AND 
CUTSIDE OF ISRAEL CAN EXPEC? TO SIT DOWN AT A PEACE TABLE WITH 
iSRFAEL. ¢ OCN'T THIAM LING HUSSEIN -- WELL, HE WILL HAVE TO 
SPEAK FOR HIMSELE -- BUT HE CLEARLY HAS A VERY NEGATIVE 
ATTITUDE. SE HAS SPCKEN OUT STRONGLHY OW TERRORISN. SO AT SOME 
POINT PECFLE wil. HAVE "OD MA'E & CHOICE IF WE ARE GOING 10 60 
FORPWSRG. Ane o4G: cE MEAS Tite? "SEY tank i HAVE IT BOTH Wars. NOW 
j THIN: THAT STATEMEL UTE VEE FINE, sut THLE 36 A CASE WHERE 
BOTIGNS SEER? OuDES Tee WOALS. $09 1HEPE ARE Arc SORTS OF 
STSTEMENTE ATTSIZLTED oni Nake” &uD SONET NES WE if QUOTED 
SGRECTL: BUT TFE EViICE:. .3 LESS “HA” THE FLO HOS BEER INVOLVED 
oM TEKBURIST ACTS bECENT LY, 4€ 33 “OT THE ONLY ONE. AY THE SANE 
TIPE THERE If THE UNOCLETED FACELE® Thal IF EFFECTIV 
NEGOTIAVTIONE HAVE TL INCL USE TRLESTINIANE GN EVERYBOD: AGREES ON 
Til SS THEN YOU HAVE TS Filet "HE FALESTINishS THAT GRE "HE RIG" 
ONES AND 4°" 4RE BEEN & FPORLE™N sw .. wLONG SND 1° STULL SENAINs 
SME BUT MAVSE IT'S CETTINS “ORE ITO MEN. 
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& WELL I HAVE GIVEN Hy --I DON'T WANT TO REPEAT WHAT i JUST 
SAID SC I THINK YOU WILL HAVE TO PLAY GFF OF THAT. 


0. WHAT KIND OF ACTIONS ARE YOU LOOKING FOR” SOMETHING DIRECT 
FROM #RAF ETO 


ACTIONS SPERM LOUDER THAN BORDS. SOMETHING SIRECT FROM ARAFAT IS 
THAT WHAT YOU ARE TALLING ABOUT? 


A. BY THAT I MEAn THAT IF WHAT WE SEE IS CONTINUED VIOLENCE 
INSTIGATED BY THE PLO THAT'S THE ACTION. IT DOESN’? MAKE ANY 
SIFFERENCE WHAT THEY SAY AS — AS THEY KEEP DGING iT. THAT S 
WHAT I MEANT. : 


G. WHAT DO YOU EXPECT TO ACCOMPLISH TOMORROW IN YOUR MEETING 
WITH JOE CLARK? 


*. ‘tHIs If OWE OF & REGULAR PATTERN OF CONSULTATIONS WE VE HAD. 
WE TRY TO HAVE FOUR OF THEM & YEAR -- USUALLY ONE IS IN THE 
UNITED STATES AND ONE If IN CANADA -- JUST ADRESSES 10 OUR ISSUES 
AS SUCH. THEN WE HAVE A COUPLE MORE WHEN WE ARE AT SIMILAR 
MEETINGS SUCH AS THE ASEAN MEETING OR A NATO MEETING GR SOMETHING 
OF THAT KIND. SC IT'S PART OF THAT PROCESS AND WHAT WE TEND TO 
TAKE UP ARE UN THE OWE HAND PROBLEMS THAT ARE BOTHERING US OR 
BOTHERING THEM AND TAL) ASOUT THEN AND TRY 'C EITHER RESOLVE THEN 
OR GE? THE PROCEGURES THAT CAN HELP RESOLVE THEN INTO PLACE. AND 
WE HAVE DONE THAT PRETTY SUCCESSFULLY OVER THE LAST "HREE YEARS 
OR SO. AND 'HEN WE TALK ABOUT OPPORTUNITIES, THINGS THAT WE Ci.N 
TAKE HOLD OF SUCK AS THIS CAWADIAN PROPOSAL TG NEGOTIATE # FREE 
TRADE ZONE AND THEN WE DISCUSS THINGS THAT WE ARE BOTH INTERESTED 
Im THAT ARE FULTILATERAL; THAT IS, DEFENSE PROELENS, EAST-WEST 
PROBLEMS, GATT WEGC'IATIONS PROBLEMS AND SO ON. §95 WE GO ACROSS 
THE RANGE OF ISSJEE LIFE THAT AND WE WILL OO THAT TOMORACKH AND 

17 S & CSEFL. IT4IN3 Ol TT HELPS ON THESE INDIVIDUAL MATTERS AND 
Ivy AGS LEebt Js 'O ah’ A PRETTY GOCD WOR! ING RELATIONSHIP WiTH 
THE CHNADIANE SHEN WE ARE INVOLVED IN OECD MATTERS OR SOMETHING 
SF THAT * IMD. £9 THAT & THE IDEA. 


9. SEVERAL WEEV.E AGS THE US IMPCSED LIMITED SANCTIONS AGAINST 
SOUTH AFRICA AND SENT ANBASSGOCR NICHOLS BAC To PRETGRIAG *O Thi? 
TO TAY TG CONVINCE THE BCTHA GOVERNMENT TC END THE STATE OF 
EMERGENCY HOPESULLY TO BEGIN A DIALOGUE TG END THE CONFRONTATION 
THERE. OBVIOUSLY THAT END HADN T BEEN MET. ‘IN SOME ARERE THE 
STSTE OF EMEFCENC’ HAS BEEN EXTENDED, THERE HAS BEEN ND MOVEMENT 
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HAPPENING WHICH THE: RE UNDOUBTEDLY AWASE OF BUT YOU TEND TO 
PERHAPS SUPPRESS THINGS THAT YOU DOK T LIKE. BUT THE MARKET IS 
MOVING VERY PERCEPTIVELY, BANKS ARE BECOMING MORE HESITANT ABOUT 
EXTENDING CREDIT, INVESTORS ARE SECOHING MORE HESITANT ABOUT 
PUTTING NEW MONEY IN, AND SO ON. THESE ARE NC! THINGS GOVERNMENT 
IS SOCING, IT'S CUST PEOPLE WRC HAVE THEIR FUNDS CT STAKE MAKING 
DECISIONS ABOUT THEM. THAT HSSN 7 TAKEN PLACE ON ANY LARGE SCALE 
AS VET SUT IT 5 STARTING AWG IT'S THE SORT CF THING THAT IF IT 
GETS MOVING IS VERY DIFFICULT TO TURN AROUND. SO 1 THINK THERE 
ARE & LOT OF PRESSURES ON THE SCLUTH AFRICAN GOVERNMENT, BUT AS 
YOU SAVY, THEY'VE DONE A NUMBER OF THINGS BUT AT LEAST 17 DOESN'T 
KPPEAR TO ME THAT THEY HAVE DONE THINGS OF A WATURE THAT LEADS 
¥OU TO CONCLUDE THEY VE DECIDED APARTHEID IS OVER. AND I THINS 
THATS WHAT HAS TO HAPPEN AND ONCE THAT HAPPENS ALL SORTS OF 
NEGOTIATIONS ABOUT ARRANGEMENTS FOR A TRANSITION TO SOMETHING 
ELSE CAN BE TALKED ABOUT, BUT UNTIL THAT HSPPENS IT'S DIFFICULT 
TO BRING THAT OFF. 
@. BESIDES TALHIWG 1S THERE ANYIH!US [HE U.S. GOVESNNHENT IS 
GOING TC TREY AND CHANGE THEIR MINDS TO BRING THEM TO THAT 
CONCLUSION THAT APHATHEID IS OVER”. 


&. WELL, WE CONTINUE TO HAVE INE VIEW THAT THE SORT OF SANCTISNS 
THAT PEOPLE TALK ABOU -~ DISINVESTMENT SANCTIONS AND THINGS LIKE 
THAT -- ARE NOT WISE BECAUSE THEY WILL TEND TO HAVE AN IMFORTANT 
ECONOMIC DISRUPTIVE EFFECT, WILL AFFECT (HE JOBS OF THE BLACKS 
MAINLY AND ECONOMIC CONDITION OF THE SHOLE REGION WHICH IS QUITE 
DEPENDENT ON SOUTH AFRICA. 


@. BUT YOU DON'T SEEM TO HAVE ANY GBJECTION 'C THE FACT THAT 
THAT IS HAPPENING ON & MORE INFORMAL BASIS, THAT BANKS ARE HORE 
HESITANT, THAT INVESTORS ARE NORE HESITANT. 


hf. WELL PECPLE MASE MARKET GCECISIGNS, THEY BO IT ALi OVER THE 
PLACE AUD f THIND THAT IT SEHOCOVES THE PESSLE IN SOLTH AFFICH TC 
ThE WOTE OF WHAT S HAPPENING. 


OQ. BACr ON THE MIDDLE EAST, WHA’ GUARANTEES DO WE HAVE THAT © ING 
HUISEl) WOULD ACTUALLY FOLLOW TRFOUGH WITK THE PEACE PROCESS 
WHEREAS WHEN HE'S COME SO FAR IN THE PAST, MES BACKED CFF. hal 
CAN THE U.S. 00 TO PUSH IT FORWARD? 


A. @ELL I7°S WOT A QUESTION CF mhavVING GJARANIEES. iT SA 
QUESTION OF SEEING THE PROCESS BCP IWG AKO IT'S WORKING SECAUSE 
THE LEY PECPLE INVOLVED BELIEVE THAT THEIR INTERESTS ARE SESVED 
B/ TRYING TO CREATE SGPETRING CIFFERSNT. © SELIEVE THAT ihe 
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BEEN & LOT OF THINGS TAKING PLACE. WE'VE TRIED TO SY TO THE 
PARTIES OUT THERE THAT THEY HAVE TO WORK AT IT, THEY HAVE TO WANT 
FEACE AND WE CAN HELP THEM AND WE'RE READY TO HELF BUT WE CAN'T 
CREATE SOMETHING THAT THEY DON'T WANT TO CREATE THEMSELVES. SO 
WE HAVE WORKED AT IT VER? HARD AND CONTINUE TO AND HOPE THAT 
THERE WILL BE A CONSTSUCTIVE RESULT, BUT IT REMAINS TO BE SEEN. 


C. IF IT WERE Ih AN INTERHATIONAL CONFERENCE -- THE FRAMEWORK 
YOU MENTIONED OF AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE -- HOW WOULD WE 
HELP.IF IT WERE IN THE FRAMEWORK OF AN INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE 
IF THAT WAS PREDICTABLE? 


A. WELL IF WE CAN FIND A WAY TO’ CREATE INTERNATIONAL AUSPICES 
THAT WILL MAKE POSSIBLE DIRECT NEGOTIATIONS, THEN THAT WILL BE 
FINE. IT°S DIFFICULT TO DEFINE THOSE AUSPICES, BUT WE ARE TRYING 
AND SO IS PRIME MINISTER PERES AND SO IS KING HUSSEIN. YOU ARE 
ALWAYS FACED WITH THE FACT THAT THERE ARE LOTS OF PEOPLE IN 
GROUPS THAT DON'T KANT TG SEE JORDAN AND ISRAEL MAKE PEACE, SO 
THEY TRY TO MAKE IT DIFFICULT FOR YOU BY VIOLENCE, BY THREATS OF 
YVICLENCE, BY OBJECTIONS TO ONE THING OR ANOTHER THAT YOU MAY 
PROPOSE. IT'S JUST & KIND OF CONSTANT EFFORT AND WE JUST HAVE 
TO KEEP WOSKING AT IT. 

SHULTZ 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE A\% 


ON-THE-RECORD BRIEFING 
ON 
CAMEROON TRADE AND INVESTMENT MISSION 
BY 


WILLIAM ROBERTSON 
DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR AFRICAN AFFAIRS 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 31, 1985, 2:00 P.M. 


MR. MARTINEZ: Good afternoon, one and all. 


As promised, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for 
African affairs, Mr. Robertson, will brief you ON THE RECORD on 
the Cameroons, and particularly on economic and commercial 
matters. 


Sir. _Excuse me. It is ON THE RECORD. , 


DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY ROBERTSON: Members of the 
press, the United States Government has invited Cameroon to 
send a trade and investment mission as part of our effort to 
seeree the growth and development of a strong private sector 
in Africa. 


Cameroon is a single party, Western-oriented republic 
in Central Africa which has been independent since 1960. It 
has a population of 9.5 million people. Cameroon is composed 
of the former French and British Cameroons, and while French is 
predominant, English is also an official language. Relations 
between Cameroon and our country are excellent. 


One aspect of this program is the promotion of 
increased investment and trade Links between the United States 
at those nations in Africa which offer attractive business 
climates. 


Cameroon was invited to send.a mission because it 
offers advantages and potential for the foreign investor. 
Cameroon, in the African context, has a large American business 
community, and that community and the government have made 
their interest in attracting new investors abundantly clear. 








Edouard Nomo Ongolo, Minister of Commerce and Tourism, 
_ will lead the delegation of over thirty businessmen and 
governmental officials. The senior member of the delegation, 
in addition to Minister Ongolo, will be Michael Kima Tabong. . 
Also Minister of Mines and Energy, Elisabeth Tankeu, who is the 
Secretary of State for the Plan and Regional Development, and a 
Temone Tikela, Secretary of State for Finance, will accompany ‘ 
the group. 


The mission will arrive in Washington this weekend, 
and the official program begins on Monday, November 4. 
Following official meetings in Washington, the group will 
travel to Houston and will be there from the 6th through the 
9th of November. The mission will then proceed to Philadelphia 
November 9 through 13, and will be in New York November 13 : 
through 15 before returning to Cameroon. 


While here in Washington, in addition to activities 
with the rest of ‘the mission, the Cabinet Ministers will meet 
with Commerce Secretary ‘Baldridge and Agriculture Secretary 

Block. 


The private sector mission members will be here for 
two purposes. There will be a group of buyers primarily 
interested in the purchase of agricultural products. Fourteen 
members of the mission will be bringing sixteen investment 
project proposals. They are looking for either joint venture 
partners or American suppliers of equipment and expertise. 


The project areas include the promotion of | 
chemically-treated paper, cosmetics production and eT ’ 


distribution; small assembly operations; and a variety of ~ 
agribusiness proposals. 


There are also large-scale investment opportunities, ‘ 
particularly in the oil and gas sector, which mission members 
will be exploring while here. 


It is important to note that Cameroon ranks among the 
more attractive countries in Africa for foreign investment and 
trade. The country has a record of political stability, good 
leadership, private sector orientation, and good relations with 
its neighbors. The currency is convertible and pegged to the 
French franc. 


There are no exchange restrictions, and repatriation 
of profits is permitted. In contrast to many of its neightors, 
it is basically self-sufficient in food, with no balance of 
payments or serious debt problems. It has a thriving 

















“agricultural sector and exports coffee, cocoa and tropical 
wood. Cameroon also produces and exports petroleum. 


Its market is well-developed, and there is a strong 
and dynamic merchant class which is now beginning to expand 
into larger business ventures. Local investors are able and 
willing to supply their own financial resources in joint 
ventures. We believe that Cameroon offers a good deal of 
untapped potential for American exporters and investors. 


and with that, I am prepared to answer questions that 
you might have. 


Q Can we get a copy of that statement? 
Aa. Sure. 
Q Is there a U.S. aid program to Cameroon? 
A Yes,. there is. 

_Q How much is that? 
A Kevin, can you help me here? 


MR. HONAN: It is about $20 million a year, roughly. 


Q They have a bilateral investment treaty, don't 
they? 


MR. ROBERTSON: That is coming into being. It will be 
signed, as we understand it now, before the end of the year. 


Q It is already negotiated? 
A Yes. 


Q Do you know how much petroleum they export to the 
United States? 


a No, I do not. Do we have that information, Kevin’ 

MR. HONAN: I don't have an exact figure. They export 
about $721 million worth of products to the U.S. The bulk of 
that, I think, is petroleum. I can find that for you. 

Q I'm sorry, how much did you say? 


MR. HONAN: The 1984 exports to the U.S. were $721 
Million. I think a large amount of that was petroleum. 
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MR. ROBERTSON: Other questions? 


Q What are the U.S. firms that are involved in the 
Cameroon? 


a We can get that for you. 


Q I would just ask a more general question. This 
is a small African country, one which has tried, is trying very 
hard to link its economy to the world economy and expand trade 
and attract investment as its root for economic development. 


What is the other side of that coin in terms of how 
the United States or other industriel countries should or could 
help that kind of an effort by this and other similar countries 
in africa? 


4 Well, let me say that we feel very, very strongly . 
that African governments have basically gone as far as they 
possibly can in terms of growth. That growth now rests with 
the private sector in African states, and we are going to 
attempt to promote that type of growth as much as we possibly 
can. 


We are talking a two-fold type of process here: this 
type of approach with missions coming to the United States with 
the concept of joint ventures, et cetera, but also the 
development of the indigenous private sectors in these nations. 


I do not give any weight to “a” or “b", the joint 
venturing or the development of the private sectors, but I do 
believe very, very strongly that the two are very much 
compatible. 


As African nations do develop strongly their 
indigenous private sectors, I think that helps to produce a 
climate in which American business people will be lured or 
invited to come in to do business with those entities. 


Q Was this then meant to be sort of a pilot 
operation for future delegations coming from other African 
countries? - 


a Well, we had a group to come from Botswana just 
recently to involve itself in a trade seminar type of process. 
The Cameroon mission is one of the larger ones. But the answer 
to your question is yes, we are going to see more in 1986 
coming to the United States in order to enter into this whole 
concept of bringing about these joint ventures with their 
nations and with American businesses. 











We feel that this is good for African nations, and at 
the same time, it is good for American interests. 


Q How did the Botswana mission pan out? I know 
that some of the Botswana delegates in Seoul said that they 
couldn't make head or tails of whether they had gotten any 
investments out of their trip to the United States. 


Do you think these things are useful for more than 
sort of building bridges? Do they actually amount to much? 


a Oh, yes, they amount to a great deal. In talking 
with members of the Botswana mission, those individuals left 
the United States with the feeling that they pretty much had 
accomplished what they had come to the United States to do. 
Number one, they feel now that American business interests at 
least know where Botswana happens to be. They have gotten 
their name before the American business community. At the same 
time, they -were able to meet high-ranking members of the 


‘American Government. So they left indicating that they felt 


“mission. accomplished.” 
Q Thank you. 


A . Thank you. 


Q (The briefing concluded at 2:15 p.m.) 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
SPECIAL BRIEFING 
ON THE RECORD 
ON 
SOVIET DEFECTOR VITALIY YURCHENKO 
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 5, 1985, 7:15 P.M. 


MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good evening. I'll 
have a brief statement, and then I'd be happy to take whatever 
questions that you might wish to pose. 


On November 5, representatives of the United States 
Government interviewed Vitaliy Yurchenko at the Department of 
State to determine his desires with respect to leaving this 
country. As a result of that meeting, the United States 
Government has decided that Mr. Yurchenko's decision to return 
to the Soviet Union was made of his own free will, and that he 
is now free to leave the United States. 


In arranging this meeting, we wanted to satisfy 
ourselves that Mr. Yurchenko truly did wish to return to the 
USSR and that he made this decision freely and of his own 
volition. 


The meeting was held in an atmosphere free of the 
possibility of Soviet coercion. We made it clear to Mr. 
Yurchenko that if he wished to remain in the United States he 
was free to do so. In that case, he would not be subject to 
detention of any kind by U.S. authorities, nor would he be 
returned to the custody of Soviet authorities. Mr. Yurchenko 
repeated several times that he wished to return to the Soviet 
Union. He said that he made this decision of his own free will 
and denied being pressured by Soviet authorities. 


A Department of State doctor was present for the 
interview. He determined that there was no observable evidence 
that Mr. Yurchenko was under the influence of drugs which could 
affect his behavior or that he was not competent to make his 
own decision to return to the USSR. 


That concludes the statement. 

















Q Was there any indication as to why he changed his 
mind? 


A No, I have no further information other than what 
I offered you at the noon briefing. 


Q When does he leave? 
A I'd refer you to the Soviet Embassy. 


Q Were Soviet officials present at the examination 
or -- 


A There were Soviet officials present on the Soviet 
side. In addition to Mr. Yurchenko were four Soviet officials, 
only one of whom, Mr. Isakov, was authorized to speak -- that 
in agreement with the arrangement at which we had arrived with 
the Soviets. On the United States', there were six. 


Q There were six U.S. officials including the 
doctor? 


8 That's right. 


Q Was there a physical examination or only 
observation? 
A There were no actual tests, but the doctor was 


completely satisfied in the judgment which he made. Should 
there have been any reason in the doctor's mind, we would have 
asked for testing. 


Q How would you characterize Yurchenko's demeanor? 
Was he jovial? What was he like? 


is) I can't give you any other characterization other 
than to say that the meeting was completely businesslike. 


Q Could you say who the six U.S. officials were? 

A I can only tell you that the interview was 
conducted by the Acting Assistant Secretary of State for 
European and Canadian Affairs, William Woessner. 

Q How do you spell his last name? 


A W-o-e-s-—s-n-e-r. 


Q Did you say that the interview was conducted in 
Russian or English? 























There was an interpreter present. 
So it was done in English? 
Both languages were used. 


How long exactly did it last, the interview? 


> © > © ®? 


Approximately a half an hour. 


Q Some Senators are saying that Soviet KGB agents 
who defect don't change their mind. If they go back to the 
Soviet Union, they wind up in prison or worse, suggesting that 
Mr. oo was a double agent from the start. Your response 
to that 


A I really can't help you on that, concerning what 
happens to Mr. Yurchenko or others when they go back to the 
Soviet Union. I'd have to refer you to the Soviet Union. 


Q Yes. What is your view about whether or not he 
was a double agent from the start and never did defect with the 
real intention to defect? 


a I can only refer you to what I said at noon, 
which was that it appears that it was a personal decision by 
Mr. Yurchenko, that is his decision to return to Soviet control. 


Q In two cases of Soviet citizens appearing to make 
bids for refuge on U.S. territory in the last couple of weeks, 
in each case the United States sought assurances from the 
Soviet authorities before releasing them that they would not be 
punished on their return. Did the U.S. officials in this case 
seek any such assurances from the Soviet officials? 


a I think if you examine the facts closely, this 
case is not quite identical to those previous cases. 


Q Did he repeat any of his- allegations that he had 
been mistreated at American hands? 


a I have no other further characterization of the 
contents of the meeting. 


Q Did he sign a statement saying he wanted to go 
back? 


a I don't believe that was the case, but I'll look 
into that. Let me ask that question. 














Q What's the answer to this person's question about 
circumstances? 


A What is the answer to the question? 


Q I mean, aside from the fact that there is no 
resemblance between the two cases, where did the U.S. seek to 
get assurances of his safety? 


a I'm not sure what the relevance of that question 
is to this case. 


Q Well, I think -- 
Q In fact, (inaudible) the man, it would -- 


a He was making a decision of his own volition to 
go back, after having defected of his own volition to the 
United States; and under those circumstances, I'm not sure what 
relevance seeking of assurances -- 


I think that's clearly his business, and I would urge 
you to ask Mr. Yurchenko what assurances he may have gotten 
from Soviet authorities. 


Q Henry Kissinger was in the building about 6:30. 
Did he have anything to do with this? 


a No, he didn't -- purely coincidental. 


Q In your statement yesterday, you said he 
cooperated during this time between August 1, and now he'd 
cooperated with U.S. intelligence officials and so on. Is 
there any doubt in your mind that he hurt Soviet security and 
helped United States security during his stay here? 


a No. I can't help you any further concerning that 
question other than refer you again to the statement which I 
made the first evening which concerned -- 


Q (inaudible) 


a -- yesterday evening, in which I characterized 
the nature of the information which he had provided to us. 


Q Yesterday, the Soviet Union demanded an apology, 
I think, for this. What is the U.S. response to that? 














a That's not a factor in this case. I'd refer you, 
to that question -- again referring to the statement I made 
last night, I wonder what relevance an apology has in this case 
when none of the charges have any foundation whatsoever. 


Q The six U.S. officials, were they all State 
Department? 


a I have no other characterization of the officials. 


Q Beyond the elimination of Mr. Isakov as being the 
only Soviet to speak to, have you any other details of the 
parameters of the meeting? 


a No, I can't. 


Q Well, was he asked about his decision and why he 
made it, as opposed to whether it was voluntary? 


i) The intent of the meeting was to determine 
whether he was making the decision on his own free will, if he 
was doing this of his own volition. Questions appropriate to 
making that determination were posed, and that's as far as I 
can go, I think, in describing the meeting. 


Q Did they let you know when he'll be leaving the 
country? 


a Once again, I refer you to the Soviet Embassy. 


Q Is the Department convinced that when he defected 
three months ago that that defection was genuine and not part 
of some kind of spy plot on his part? 


A I can't help you beyond what we've said before, 
which was that he cecided of his own volition to seek asylum at 
the American Embassy in Rome, Italy. 


Q (Inaudible) 


i) Beyond that, no, I'm not going to set myself 
involved in speculation on that question. 


Q There are questions about how the CIA handled 
this matter, and that if he was a double agent and they did not 
detect it, it would reflect on our intelligence capability. 


a I have no commentary on those kinds of 
operational questions. 























Q Did the State Department doctor examine him 
directly or speak with him directly? 


A I would refer you again to the statement, and to 
which I have added that the doctor was sure in his 
determination, and that he had no doubt in his mind that Mr. 
Yurchenko was of sound mind, was master of himself, was 
thinking clearly, knew what he was saying. 


Q You said that the doctor said that there was no 
observable evidence. I'm asking whether the doctor engaged him 
directly in conversation? 

A I can't answer that question. 


Did he comment on how he got to the Soviet 
Embassy? 


i) I have nothing on that. 
Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 7:24 p.m.) 
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ON THE UPCOMING GENIVA SUMMIT 





The Briefing Room 


10:40 A.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'11 just briefly ceview 
how we have gotten to where we are today -- the Soviet position, the 
u.s. eetgper: what ha at Moscow, what we might -- what we 
anticipate aight go on in Geneva. 


You're all familiar with the Soviet offer. I might just 
emphasize a few of the mre The Soviets -- I think the point that ; 
has gotten the most publicity with — to the Soviet offer is 
their, purported offer of 50 percent uction in strategic weapons. 

Of course, it isn't that at all. It is a 50 percent reduction in 
strategic nuclear delivery vehicles -- that is, launchers for arms, 
not the warheads. 


Secondly, it is defined so it includes a)l those systems 
which by virtue of their location can purportedly strike the 
territory of the other side. That wou nclude some -- it would 
include all our carrier-based air, even though it's dual-capable air. 
Tt would include our dual-capable aircraft in Europe. It would 
include our dual-ca le aircraft in the Par East, as well as our INF 
missiles, doth the P-2s and the GLCMs. It would exclude all the 
systems on their side which have rable capabilities and which 
threaten our allies. The upshot would be a wholly uneven 
distribution between the two sides. 


It is a move away from what was toe | worked out in 
SALT I and SALT II and in the setting up of the 1981 negotiations on 
-- which divided the INF negotiations from the START negotiations, 
and the basis of that division was the shorter-range stems in one 
negotiation and those with inter-continental capabilities in the 
other. 


The second main item of their proposal is a 66,000 
ceiling on what they call nuclear charges. is includes not only 
re-entry vehicles, but also gravity bombs, short-range missiles which 
are necessary for defense -~ for penetration against the air defenses 
that are unconstrained and of which the Soviets have a very large 
number indeec. [t equates a gravity bomb with an 3S-13 ce-entry 
vehicle, which is really comparing golf balls with basketballs. [t's 
an unfaic kind of a way of doing it. 


Well, aos | cid == there were certain constauctive things 
in the Soviet proposal, including the idea of @ separate INF 


agreement which would be separate from prior agreement on START or 
INF. We have picked up all those ideas in the U.S. proposal. I 
might say that the development of the J.g. proposal did take a 
considerable period of time, but by the -- in the final presidential 
of anyone were 


decision, I guess none of the <= not all the proposals 
finally adopted. Sut I think everyone who was 

















involved in it, including those of us in State and those in the 
Pentagon and those in ACDA, were all nappy with the outcome of the 
U.S. proposal. It was a unified -- it had the unified support of che 
entire Executive @ranch when finally adopted. 


And tnat proposal does pick up on the 50 percent 
reduction. But it applies it to the right definition of SHDVs, of 
Strategic Nuclear Delivery Vehicles. It picks up on the 6,000 
ceiling on RVs, but applies that to the correct definition of those. 
it divides them -- it keeps the ballistic aissile RVs in one 
aggregate of 4,500 and then has a separate aggregate of 1,500 for 
ALCMs carried py heavy bombers. But the total of those two -- the 
aggregate of those two numbers is 6,000, which is this number that 


the Soviets used. 


Purther, the Soviets had a sub-ceiling of 60 percent of 
those 6,000 on ICBM RVs, which gives them a figure of 3,600. Our 
March proposal nad a ceiling of 2,500 on ICBM RVs. We went half the 
way to meet their suggestion, up to a 3,000 ceiling in our proposal. 


Our proposal further included a ban on mobile missiles of 
all types. It included a ban on new types of heavy missiles. Those 
are missiles like the SS-16s. And it proposed no aodification of the 
SS-18s. And it proposed a reduction of 50 percent in throw-weight on 
the level of the highest one of the two of us, that is, the Soviet ' 
aggregate of throw-weight, down to 50 percent of that, which would 
assure that the reductions be taken proportionately between the light 
missiles and tne heavy missiles. 


Now, let me turn for a moment to our proposals with 
respect to intermediate-range forces and their proposal. There, they 
were proposing that there be limits on intermediate-range systems -- 
they call them medium-range systems -- which would take full account, 
not only of our forward-based systems, but also of British and Prench 
strategic systems. The result would have been very substantial 
levels of SS-20s8 remaining on the Soviet side and zero, in the long 
run, on the U.S. side. It would have also had a freeze in the Far 


East. ‘ 


Our proposal would: not take account of -- it would treat 
the British and Prench systems as being outside of systems that the 
U.S. and the USSR can negotiate about, systems of independent 
sovereign countries. And it would equate our INF agocees with theirs 
in Europe and would also call for a 
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reductions in the Far East leading to an equal global ceiling on RVs 
and an equal ceiling on RVs in Europe. | 


And, then, beyond that, we propose various things with 
respec: to verification which, I think, would very much, if accepted, 
improve the possibility of verifying an agreement. On defense in 
space, of course, they call for a complete ban on everything having 
to do with space-based systems, as they define them, including a ban 
on research directed toward such systems, 

We, of course, insist that we live within the terms of the ABM Treaty 
and fully conform to it, but that the Treaty does not even mention 
research. It clearly contemplated the continuation of research. And 
we, of course, can see no way in which we can verify research which 
the Soviet side would choose to keep secret. 


7 have.an easier time, of course, because they can i 
read in the media and they can get from the Congressional testimony, 
you know, what is authorized by the Congress. We can't get that on 
the Soviet side with respect to such things. 


But we'd also proposed that -- we tried to develop an str 
laboratories arrangement under which there would be an exchange 
of scientists to the various iaboratories and we could have 
confidence in what they were doing -- and then we could have as much 
confidence as possible as to what they were doing. 


é' Well, that, I think, summarizes the main points of the 
itions of the two sides. In Geneva, we tried to make -- I mean, 
n Moscow, we tried to see whether we could reduce some of the ' 

differences between the two sides. And it wasn't really possible to 
make much progress in that regard. We tried to get them to consider 
language of a communique which would be objective with seegers to ; 
this situation. They would not buy our language. And their language E 
was wholly prejudiced in their favor; we couldn't buy theirs. 


So, that with respect to the NST part of the 
negotiations, I think the best one can hope for is, as I've said on 
previous occasions, guidelines which would push the negotiating 
process in Geneva further toward the desirable outcomes. But I think 
the job of working these things out, not only in general principles 
but in details so we can be sure that it works right, has to be left 
to the negotiators in Geneva. And I think that's the President's 
view as well. 


Of course, we look upon the negotiations -- the upcoming 
negotiation in Geneva to cover a much broader range than just the NST 
issue. There are other arms control issues which were discussed at 
Moscow and which will be discussed there, including, you know, an 
impetus to further progress in the negotiations in Stockholm on the 
CDE issues -- on the confidence-building measures -- and a statement 
with respect to renouncing -- or reaffirming 
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the nonuse of force in any kind, and also the CDE -- the CD 
negotiations on chemical warfare and MBFR negotiations and things of 
that kind. And, beyond that, of course, there are the bilateral 
negotiations and the bilateral issues and the regional issues. And, 
of course, then there's the human rights issue and this terrorisz 
issue that my colleague will talk about -- for a minute about the 


human rights issues. 
MR. DJEREJIAN: Do you want to take a few -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, I thought I'd take 
the questions afterwards. I'11 do it right now if you want. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: -- do it right now. 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Okay, fine. 


Q Could I try one on you, sir? If you could wish Star 
Wars away -- I'm trying to determine how close the two sides are on 
strategic weapons. If Star Wars weren't the huge obstacle that it 
is, how close are the two sides with these counter and 
counterproposals -- counter and counter-counterproposals -- how close 
are they? Is there a basis for a -- successful negotiations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wot really, no. I think 
the differences on the offense part of the problem is just as great i 
as it is with respect to the Star Wars part of the problem. You -- 
when you look at what their proposals are -- you know, the inclusion 
on -- with respect to our side of all these medium-range systems, and 
that they claim might be able to strike the territory -- the Soviet 
Union -- and none of theirs -- none of their comparable systems -- 
that's just not a nonstarter as far as we're concerned. And it's not 
-- it's a nonstarter as far as the Europeans are concerned and the 
Japanese. 


And this also bears upon the INF problem. Certainly, the 
-- neither the British nor the French are going to tolerate an 
agreement which would treat their systems as something that we should 
give compensation for. They consider themselves to be sovereign , 
countries. After iil, they are amongst the five countries that were 
the original nuclear powers. They are the five countries that were 
the countries with the veto power in the -- when the U.N. was 
created. They think they're entitled to look upon their security as 
is the Soviet Union and as the United States. So, they're not about 
to agree to any such treatment. 


Q Well, it seems to be the only ray of optimism in the 
-- among administration spokesmen in the last few days on the 
possibility of getting a guideline -+ set of guidelines or some kind 
of impetus to the negotiators to get down to serious business. Are 
you still, today, as optimistic as you were a few days ago or as 
hopeful as you were a few days ago? And could you tell us whether 
you think those guidelines would amount to anything more than a 
reaffirmation of a commitment to deep cuts in offensive weapons and a 
willingness to live within the constraints of the ABM Treaty on 
defense? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I wasn't being 
optimistic the other day, I was being hopeful. And I'm, still 
hopeful. And one of the reasons why I'm hopeful is that you look at 
the main problems that I just laid forth -- the problem'‘of the 
treatment of forward base systems and the treatment of British and 
French systems. Both of those are positions which have -- are ° 
positions the Soviet Union have taken which were movements backward 
from where they were in 1983. 
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Anc in 1983, you know, at that time we were still on the basis of a 
cléar separation between those systems of intercontinental range -- 
the ICSMs, SL3Ms, and heavy Sombers which were being handled by the 
START team and the medium-range and INF systems, which were handled 
the INF teams. And all it takes for the Soviets to mate -- get 
t problem to go away, is for them to return to the position that 
they were in in 1933. 


Ané similarly, with respect to the compensation for the 
British and French, you remember that their last proposal in 1933 was 
one which called for equal reductions on both sides. Granted it 
ended up with a totally unfair position because it ended up with zero 
on our side and some 360 RVs on their side in Europe and a freeze in 
the Par East. But still it did not involve compensation for the 
British and French. Wow if they would go back to a basis of giving 
up this idea of compensation for the British and French system then 
we could make progress, I think, in the INF system. So I think it is 
much easier for them to take the decisions which would lead to 
progress than it is for us, and I am hopeful that they will so do. 


Q What about the guidelines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If they were to to that 
then one could easily work out guidelines. 


' Q The other day you drew a distinction between 
guidelines and a statement of principles at the end of the summit. 
Do you think there is any chance that the Soviets, when they actually 
get to Geneva as opposed to what they did in Moscow, will take a 
different view of that statement of principles and want one issued in 
fact at the end of the summit meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's very hard for me to 
estimate exactly what the Soviets will do at | given time. I've 
seen them be adamant about a given position until one day they 
suddenly change that position. And I've seen them do that time and 
time again. So one can be hopeful that they will change positions 
that they have taken adamantly which are opposite to positions they 
have held adamantly up to a given point. Wow whether they will or 
not, that’s very hard to estimate. Sometimes they do and sometimes 
they don't make changes of that kind. 


Q Could you talk for a minute about why you think a 
ban on mobiles is an improvement on our previous position and’ why 
mobile missiles shouldn't be viewed, as the Scowcroft Commission 
suggested, as a way away from the most destabilizing weapons and -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The Soviet proposal 
would have been our mobile -- our Midgetman mobile -- as being a new 
system not tested as of a given day. It would not have been their 
SS-24s and 258 -- one of which we consider -- both of which we 
consider to be new systems and one of which we consider to be in 
violation of the provisions of the SALT II agreement. The main 
point, however, is that it is becoming increasingly difficult to be 
sure that you can locate and count the number of mobiles on the 
Soviet side. They have got an enormous territory of -- you know, the 
Soviet Union is just bigger than the U.S. in area. But more 
importantly, they don't have the problem of an interface between the 
public and nuclear weapons, which we very definitely do have. 


So the deployment of mobiles on our side must be 
restricted to very definite government control facilities. On their 
side that is not necessary at all. 








\As4 

















Tnerefoce, there are certain very definite advantages from banning 
zcoiles. 


Now, the -- it is not the intention to kill the Midgetman 
program. Tne Midgetaan prograz is very auch alive, and real progress 
has beeh wade in the -- in working out the details of the 
specifications of the Midgetman program. In the Scowcroft report, 
the wobile -- mode of deployment of the Midgetman was only one of the 
deployment modes wnich was contemplated. 


It is tcue that the Midgetaan is auch moce expensive per 
reentry venicle than, for instance the MX. It may be three or four 
times as expensive per RV. But if you look at it from the standpoint 
of the cost per survivable RV, it may well be cost effective from 


that viewpoint. 


But still it isn’t clear as to whether or not the full 
appropriations for this system will be approved in the future. 


Q I'm not clear -- to follow up <-- on why you couldn't 
make the same argum@ent, that the mobiles actually are sore 
stabilizing, if you can solve the verification problea, which we -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If you -- 
Q -- apparently have with the 22-20s. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There are good arguments 
to be made in that regard and Sam Nunn and others are making those 


arguments strongly. 


On balance, it seemed to us that the net decision was 
better the other way. 


Q If there is no progress in arms control in Geneva, 
where is that going to leave us? Where would that leave the arms 
race? And what would happen then? What would the outlook be? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Indeed, what it has been 
for a long period of time. We've always been of the. belief -- and I 
think it's indubitably so -- that the main basis for security and for 
deterrence is what one does wget een b What one can do through 
arms control, if one can get a worthwhile agreement is to increase 
the confidence that one can have in deterrence and to reduce the 
expenditure of resources which are necessary to maintain that degree 
of confidence. 


Q In viewing the Ruséian back-peddling, in your 
analysis is that a negotiated ploy or is it more a fundamental chanye 
in the Soviet position regarding -- in line with the change of 
leadership at tne top? 


SCNIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think it predates the 
change of leadership at the top. I oelieve this decision to change 
the oasis of the negotiations was made prior to Mr. Gorbachev 


assuming power. 


It was cather foreshadowed during the '8) negotations. 
Some of the Soviet people on their negotiating team asid that if you 
deploy these Pershing IIs and ground-launched cruise aissiles, we 
will walk out of the negotiations. And then when we come back, 
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ill come back with an entirely different position under which ve 
w ui densnd compensation for all your forward-based systems as well 
as your missiles and the British and French systems. 


Q Sir, the President has been tr ay convince the 
Soviets that we seek no first-strike advantage ve a 
defensive tem in talking about the transition. Has the 


administration offered or considered some sort of a governing 
the pace of transition in order to convince them o t? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Indeed, this -- the | 
President and the rest of us have been saying consistently that we 
would welcome discussions today with respect to the transition, were 
the SDI research program to be successful in demonstrating that 
defensive systems, able to survive against a direct attack against 
them and cost-effective at the margin, were possible and feasible. 
If that were to be the result of the SDI program, how would one go 
about introducing these into the forces of both sides in a manner 
which would preserve and enhance deterrence at each stage of the 
transition period? How could this be done? : 


And, so, we've asked the Soviets to sit down and discuss 
these matters vith us, beginning now. We can discuss them now, but 
you can't really negotiate in detail about them until one knows what | 
the technologies are that would be used and what the components would 
be that one should limit and how they should be limited. That 
requires some degree of progress in the research field. 


Q What is the next step on that? What is required to 
move that process along? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= would be Soviet 
agreement to sit down and discuss the matter with us. So far, they 
have been unwilling to so do. 


Q Sir -- 
Q What are the prospects of a second summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think they certainly 
cannot be excluded. I should think they -~ certainly I think our 
side would welcome it. 


Q What did you pick up in Moscow in terms of Soviet 
readiness for a second summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They're not definitive 
on the matter. 


Q Sic, the President said in the U.S. News interview 
that he would bring up the question of continued following the 
no-undercut policy in SALT. Do you expect that the summit might 
= - reaffirmation of that? And how will he bring it up with 

tbachev 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, I should *} it 
was a matter of discussion in Moscow, which one could anticip.t: it 
would also be a matter of discussion in Geneva. I Qhink our pes: ton 
on it is clear. Theircs is somewhat different. \ 


Q Sir -- 


Q Sic, are you ome wording with the Soviets now 
through diplomatic channels on these guidelines or are there plans 
for specialists like yourself to sit with the Soviet side in 
Geneva to do this next weekend or is it going to depend really on the 
President's meeting with Mr. Gorbachev to see if, in fact, there is a 
guideline for the issue? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it was left at 
19¢ 











through diplomatic channels work on these subjects would 
cont sy * that there have been discussions in Moscow with mr. 


Hartman and here through Mr. Dobrynin. 


Could you elaborate a little bit on what your 

the guideline? If the basic positions are so far 
can report no progess to date, what kind of a 

be issued that woulé yield the result ww said you 
s to prod the negotiators to get on with. it? | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We've still got some 
time before the meeting takes place and there will be discussions 
between the General Secretary and the President, so I can't go 
further than that. ’ 


Q But can you give us your scenario for that? How - 
what kind of a statement would you envision that could accomplish the 
result you seek? ; 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I can’t give you 
that. 


Q The Pentagon has just completed a report on SALT II 
violations and there's a new story today about a sobile ABM systen 
the Soviets are installing perhaps. How will that be reflected or 
would it necessarily be reflected as question of Soviet ~tolations in 
any guidelines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, it's <= clearly, 
one of the points that we've insisted upon is that the erosion of the 
ABM Treaty should be reversed. In other words, those things which 
constitute violation to the ABM Treaty must be corrected before one 
can really have confidence in a -- in the ABM Treaty as being the 
principal document which will guide the behavior of both sides. And, 
on the offensive side, we've certainly offered to continue the 
interia restraint program is contingent upon appropriate Soviet 
behavior with respect to the offensive side of the matters, as 
defined in the SALT II Treaty. 


Q I guess what I'm asking you is would you be 
satisfied in a reaffirmation and guidelines of the ABM Treaty without 
@ Soviet willingness to admit that they've violated it in the past, 
since they say they're complying with it now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I've made the point 
often, it's not enough to have agreements in principle. What counts, 
yer by is what is -- how the implementation is carried out in 

etail. 


Q You said that the U.S. position regarding the future 
of SALT II is clear. Could you explain what it is <-- are we willing 
to go -- to extend the no-undercut policy and under what 
circumstances? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were prepared to 
continue the no-undercut policy as was described beforé, and I forget 
exactly the precise words which were used before, but they certainly 
Gid make our performance contingent upon Soviet behavior with respect 
to the SALT II agreement. 


Q But you don't see, I gather, any difference in the 
situation after December 3let when the treaty would have expired 
under its terms and the situation now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's correct. I don't 
see any difference. 











Q You said all agencies -- the Pentagon, State -- are 
now in tune, in concert, in support of the U.S. proposal. Does some 
sides have to swallow some fairly strong differences -- some fairly 
-- opposition to go along with this? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As I said earlier, not 


everybody's pegger were adopted in the President's final decision. 
"ot all of mine either. But that doesn't sean that had to 


swallow hard. I think all of us came to the conclusion that the 
President's decision was a wholly -- a right decision and that we 
could fully support the result. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: One more question. 


‘ 
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Shortly after the Moscow talks, a senior official 
said that he felt that the summit would not be a failure in large 
measure because the Soviets were unwilling to have a failure at the 
summit. Could you say what, realistically, the Soviets would 
consider the elements for a successful summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION CFFICIAL: Well, I think that -- I 
agree with whoever it was that said that because I certainly got the 
lapression that Hr. Gorbachev would like to see a success and not 
have a failure. And then you ask what would constitute a failure in 
his view. I think a non-continuation of the negotiations in Geneva 
would certainly be a failure. 


If the negotiations continue in Geneva, in particularly, 
if we can find some arene language with respect to those 
otiations, that would be one element which would make it not a 
failuce. Similarly, if we could get some agreements on bilateral 
issues, on the regional issues, on terrorism, on human rights, so 
forth and so on -- all those things would be helpful. 


Q Can you explain the difference between guidelines 
and principles? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. Principles are 
statements -- general principles, similar to the ones that we worked 
out in 1972, on principles of relations, which had not -- had spelled 
out in no way the details of how they might be implemented on both 
sides. Just some generalities. 


Guidelines would be -- would not purport to constitute an 
agreement. They would be guidelines to Otiators who would then 
try to work out not only the general princ re but also the details 
which would assure that in implementation, it would carry out what 
was the intent and understanding of those statements and general 
principles. 


MR. DJEREJIAN: On that excellent definitional note, we 
will now pass on to our colleague who will discuss human rights. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me begin with « very 
obvious point -- the fundemental difference between the s<.cing in 
which the arms control issue comes and the setting in which the 
human cights issue come up is the following; that as my colleague has 
just pointed out, when we're dealing with arms control, we're looking 
for a true negotiation and what we're hoping for is some agreement 
that ultimately can be reduced to writing. 


In the case of human rights, this is not what we expect. 
What we are talking about here is a presentation by the President of 
Our concerns and then the hope that, thereafter, there will be some 
specific action from the Soviet side that will be reflective of their 
response to these concerns. 


Such agreement as there was necessary to have on the 
subject we believe is contained in the Melsinki Accord. It's all 
there, we don't need anything further other than adherence or action 
by the Goviet Union in conformity with the promises made at Helsinki. 


With regard to where we stand now, let me gay that we 
have no indication from the Soviets that they have <-- that they're 
prepared at this particular point to reach an understanding with us. 
They did, of course, and that is an important signal -- they did 
grant a visa to Ms. Bonner to leave the Soviet Union and they 
suggested that Ms. Bonner may, after her treatment, return. That is 
the only signal that we have had along these lines. 


We do not expect necessarily that at Geneva a specific 
statement will be made or any set of specific statements will be made 
by the Soviets with regard to the issue of human rights that is -- in 
teras of what it is that we are looking for. They @ay surprise us, 











but what is gore likely, it would seem to me, would be that following 
Geneva, if they feel that Geneva justifies their taking certain steps 
in the human tights field, they will act in a certain way that might 
be re ive to the expressions of concern which the President will 


summarize at Geneva. 


As far as the nature of the issues are concerned that 
will be taken up in this context, let me just say that we can 
distinguish between those matters that do not involve internal reform 
in the Soviet Union and those that do. In the first category are, 
obviously, increases in a number of exit visas that are authorized by 
Soviet leadership and also release of persons from prison, followed 
by their emigration from the country. That, in other words, ¢oes not 
involve any fundamental change in their administration of their 


country. 


If there is movement on.theirc side, perhaps that is in 
the near cun the more likely movement on their part. We do hope -- 
and the President has expressed that in the past and will express 
that, undoubtedly, at Geneva as well -- we hope also for internal 
improvements in the Soviet Union, the opening up of society, because, 
as Secretary Shultz has on frequent occasions pointed out, a more 
open society is one that, indeed, is one that can be more trustworthy 
in international relations in terms of being a society that will be 
peacefui ic its objectives. 


I'll stop right here. 


Q Has the President made a policy decision to give up 
publicly beating up the Russians on human rights and go for quiet 
diplomacy instead? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me put it to 
you this way -- 


Q -- repeat the question. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question was whether 
the President has decided to, as the phrase was, stop beating up on 
the Soviet Union on human rights and go in for private diplomacy. Is 
that a correct summary? Okay. 


The answer -~- let me put it this way -- is that with 
regard to specific situations that ' 
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relate to improvements in regard to individuals or groups of 
individuals or highly specific, as I say, matters. Yes, the idea 
will be to see whether there is any opportunity of getting something 
from the Soviets through a sincere an earnest expression of our 
concerns to see whether we can get some positive action in response. 


As far as our discussing the dSroad outlines of the 
problems of the Soviet Union s, let me put it to you this way. 
The Soviet Union has since 1517 engaged in discussions of their 
concerns with regard to our pee of government and we have over the 
years expressed our concern with theirc system of government. 


Q Has there been any indication ag ea 
channels or elsewhere that Jackson-Vanik would be lifted if the 
Soviets permitted a large number of exit visas? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me point out that 
Jackson-Vanik in itself provides for that. In other words, what 
JacksonrVanik calls for is that if the President, under certain 
circumstances, is indeed in the position of making a finding that 
there has been a response by the Soviet Union then most 
favored-nation status can be obtained. 


Q Well, has that point been made to the Soviets? 


: SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They are totally aware 
of that. 


Q I know they are aware of it, but has this been an 
element of the discussion between the United States and the Soviet 
Union in advance of the summit? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If€ I had to guess on 
that, I would say no. It's self-evident. 


Q Do you expect -- go ahead. 


Q What about a one-shot response? in other words, if 
the Soviets, as a result of this summit, let out a few thousand Jews 
and a famous dissident, that's enough? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Probably not. 


Q What do you mean, “probably not"? I mean, do you 
compromise and negotiate on human rights as you do on arms control? 


SENIOR AOMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, this is my point. 
Let me say that Secretary Shultz has made it rather clear that this 
is not the kind of thing on which we are going to be involved in 
highly specific tit-for-tat negotiations. It's going to be a matter 
of caviewing the total performance on the Soviet Union's part and 
then making a decision on that basis, not in any other way. So! 
would say that the answer to the question is, if they just engaged in 
one very simple limited activity without any fundamental change, no, 
the answer under those circumstances would be that that would not be, 
as we see it, in the spirit of Jackson-Vanik, and therefore it would 


not justify such a -- 


Q Any indication that they will rcelease a famous 
dissident -- one or more -- before -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo indication. 


Q Do you expect it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, we don't know. We 
really don't. 


Q Will the issue of spouses be raiseé separately and 
ig there any indication that that could be triggered separately or 








dealt with? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It will be raised and 
that indeed might be, as I indicated before, one of the areas in 
which there could be movement. 


Q Sic, on the Moscow trip when Secretary Shultz and 
others raised this issue, they noted afterwards that Gorbachev did 
not instantly dismiss it as an internal matter, but at least listened 
for awhile. Do you attach any significance to that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q What? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that -- just that 
-- that there is a possibility under the circumstances of their 
re ing, but just a possibility. There's been no commitment, no 
indication. .On the other hand, let me put it this way -- the other 
side of that coin is that there's been no indication that they're 
going to dismiss this matter out of hand and not going to respond at 
all. We just don't know, 


Q ‘Sir, oS a -- you are talking about a possible 
response, are you talking long-te 


that there's any chance at all of something dramatic ing in the 
as few days and of something substantive happening on rights 
n Geneva? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Again, we don't know. 
It's the kind of thing that is not at this particular point in any 
way subject of a scenario that we are party to. What the Politburo 
decides under the circumstances we can't tell. 


Q What is the agenda arrangement for human rights? 
Have they now agreed that there will be a discussion in which both 
sides present their cases in effect? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, you see, as I 
indicated at the outset, this is really a one-sided case. They do 
respond oy ened by laining about human rights conditions in 
the United States. But they -- and we know that this is not really a 
very sincere way of responding to the question, It's basically a 
matter of our laying out -- the President will be laying out our 
concerns, and we'll see what we hear from them on that subject. 


Q Were you suggesting, when you mentioned Helsinki, 
that you would regard a commitment by them to the Helsinki Accords -- 
& recommitment -- progress on this -- 


SENIOS ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, no. As a matter of 
fact, when we met in Ottawa, we mode that particular int. The 
agreement is there, It's ectir ~« counts, not additional words. 


Q Will the Pres: y out his concerns about human 
rights at the first meeting? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I'm not Bure how the 
agenda is ultimately going to be arranged. But, you know, it's just 
two days. Within the two days, there's no question that it will be 


coming up. 


Q You said that the Secretary of State wanted to judge 
the whole performance. But are there any incentives short of things 
like most-favored nation status that are anticipated or considered 
— along the way somewhere to indicate some sort of good 

s 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me perhaps oo a 
point here. I was not suggesting the Secretary of State was thinking 


rm, after-Geneva or do you think °* 
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of the Soviet Union turning itself into a multi-party democracy as 

our . That's not it. What I was Sapies is that just a 

sing t move on their part is quite limited and narrow, and its 
to. 


scope is not what one would rc A 


But if there's some significant movement that would fall 
clearly under the Congressional intent in Jackson-Vanik, there would 


be @ response on our part. 


Q No, I'm just wondering, is it a question of all or 
nothing? Do they have to leap some sort of threshold or are there 
some smaller steps that can be taken along the way? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say this: 
What the Secretary feels very strongly about is that we are not going 
to be 
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anegotiati as he t it, on the basis of, a3 I say, tit for tat, x 
Zelbes ot ie le -e do this, ¥ number of people and we do thet. 
Nc, that is t the Secretary suggested we are not going to be 
goiag. . 


What we are going to be coing is laying out our concerns, 
see whether we can get some sort of cesponse from them, and then 
there might be responses on our part. It's not tofa-- 


essentially of a trade arr nt, a very specific one. It's auch 
more global in tecas of ies avant. 


¢ Once we lay out our case, their likely response is 
going to be it's none of our business. tow do we -- how do you 


propose to get beyond that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: As was suggested, they 
have not taken that position in Moscow. They didn't. 


Q The new five-year Soviet science and technology plan 
is starting in february. Is there going to be any trading, 
trade-offs, or anything in connection with that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, let me say that at 
this particular point, this is not eeteee | that has been arranged 
in any way. What will flow from understand = reached at Geneva, 
time will tell. As of now, there's nothing along these lines. 


Q If the Soviets respond to the President's 
presentation with theic own attack on our human rights policy, anc 
ge tegen f if they include our handling of the defector, Yurchenko 

mn that critique -- how do you suppose the President will respond to 
that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have very easy 
answers to that. As a matter of fact, we had a rather comprehensive 
statement -- if you would like to see it, we distributed it as we 
Gelivered a rather detailed analysis of comparison between the Soviet 
Union and the United States on human rights in Ottawa. We <= it so 
happens that when the issue came up the other day, the Secretary 
referred to some of the data in that particular presentation. 


Let me simply say this, that that would indicate <- that 
if they respond in that way, it will indicate lack of seriousness. 
We don’t think they're going to go into this with lack of 
seriousness. 


Q Would progress on human rights have a positive 
impact on other area associations? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFF.CIAL: All cight, let me try to 
anewer it this way. If you -~ take a look, for example, at the issue 
of arms control. If we cannot -- an arms control agreement will have 
to stand on its own two feet in terms of it being an agreement that 
protects our security interests. And, obviously, the Soviet Union 
will look at it that way, too. 


Let me = it this way. Any concession in the human 
rights area to us, let's say, cannot be traded off fdr, let's say, 
the way I've put it at one point was, if they let Andael Sakharov go, 
we cannot say we'll build ten MX missiles less. We cannot do it that 
way. 


On the other hand -- and for that matter, if we <-- they 
wouldn't give up a particular system of theics if we say, okay, we 
won't bother you about Sakharov anymore. It's just not <= cannot be 
traded that way. 


On the other hand, if you look at it this way, to the 
extent to which good faith and 
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trust in their good word is a factor in, first of all, Senate 
ratification and general acceptance of agreerents oy the American 
people. To that extent theic serious oreaches of the Helsinxi 

- accords stand in the way of our accepting their word. Any sovemzent 
on their part toward adherence aight indeed suggest that pernaps 
there's more reason to accept their word on certain matters. 


Q Earlier you suggested the President was going to 
make a -- you used the word “summarize” to describe the presentation 
that he will make. Will the President name any names as the U.S. 
sometizes does in these meetings with the Soviets? Will -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes -- 


Q -- be specific about cases or numbers? Or will he 
deal with a general summary 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Let me explain this. 
The idea that really needs to be kept in mind here is that we 
constantly present lists to them. And we are in the process of 
giving them some more lists. Gorbachev, I gather, referred to the 
fact that he has reviewed the list, so we don't need any sore lists. 


What the President will be doing will be making a 
presentation of the issue and will illustrate it with -- 
appropriately, sometimes with cases. I think it will be the kind of , 
thing that comes very natural to him. But it isn't going to be a 
matter of using the limited time that's available to recite a long 
list of cases. 


Q Will we get the list as well -- Is that available? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I would think so. I 
think the lists that -- we are are distributing, yes. 


Q Is the divided American spouses list? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Not -- 

Q Oh, this is not emigre lists? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We have emigre lists, 
too. 


Q I mean, in other words, when you said Gorbachev said 
he reviewed the list -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That was divided spouses 
and divided families. Divided spouses and divided families -- 


Q Potential American citizens, not -- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 

Q Not refuse-niks to Israel? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. \ 
Q That's what the President will get <-+ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I warited to say that 
that issue -- the broader issue is going to be d/scussed as well. 


Q But where will he give his illustrations? Mrs. 
McClellan will be his illustration or somebody in a gulag? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I really don't know at 
this particular point. I don't know. But, I tell you, it really 
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isn't -- at least, if i say say so, it isn't material. The issue is 
going to be presented, and lots of lists have been presented over a 


petiod of tine. 


Q But, just to clarify, you weren't suggesting tnat he 
was going to liait his examples to cases of divided spouses now? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm not suggesting 
that at all, no, no. 


Q So I. was just going to ask -- you have also given 
them a list, have you not, of refuse-niks? 


SENIOR ADMIUISTRATION OFFICIAL: Oh, yes, yes. They have 
all of our lists. 


THE PRESS: Thanx you. 


END 11:27 A.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: I'11 begin with an opening statement, and 
the Secretary of Treasury will have a statement, Jim Miller will have 
a statement. Then we will follow with answering your technical 
questions by the General Counsel of the Treasury Department and by 
the Deputy Director of the OMB. 


Because of the failure by Congress to act on 
appropriations bills and on legislation to raise the debt ceiling on 
the national debt, our country faces an unprecedented crisis in our 
history. It is-an unnecessary crisis and it can be avoided. But the 
President cannot stand by and wait for the worst to happen, including 
dishonoring the government's checks. 


We cannot avoid some serious damage. However, to 
mitigate the problem, the President has authorized the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget Jim Miller to instruct the 
federal agencies starting Friday to stop issuing any new checks if 
the debt ceiling is not raised that time. The government would 
continue to function, but it would temporarily stop paying its bills 
to vendors, to its own employees, to individuals receiving government 
benefits, to state and local governments until this crisis is 
resolved. We're not going to issue checks that will bounce. 


The hardship this will cause will be solely the result of 
Congressional failure to do what everyone knows is necessary. We 
trust that the Congress will understand the consequences of its own 
inaction. 


Mr. Secretary. 


SECRETARY BAKER: Ladies and gentlemen, in the absence of 
Congressional action by midnight on Thursday night, the United’ States 
will default for the first time in its 200-year history. We will 
have to renege on the payment of principal and interest on securities 
held by both Americans and held internationally. We will be unable 
to pay military salaries, farm subsidies, WIS payments. 





We have basically run out the string in terms of measures 
that could be taken to avoid default. There's only one possible 
other measure and the President has ruled that out, and that would be 
selling the gold reserves of the United States. 


Congress has been debating the debt limit since September 
the 10th. We feel that they've had ample time to act. It's 
important that they act. | 

\ 


A default would cost the taxpayers of the United States a 
significant amount of money in added interest charges for federal 
borrowings. But, quite frankly, the cost to the taxpayers probably 
misses the fundamental point here, which is that the United States 
was founded on the basis of honoring its commitments. It's always 
been known as a country that honors its commitments. This is not a 
minor economic event, and if the United States should ‘ail to honor 
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its commitments to the point that it goes into default, the principle 
that separates this country from many countries around the world 


would be lost. 
DIRECTOR MILLER: Thanks, Jin. 


You have before you a statement by the President that 
seose just read. It summarizes what we are doing and why. You also 
heard from the Secretary. You have also an OMD memorandum that went 


out to departments and agencies this sorning. 
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What we're doing here is attempting to deal with a 
contingency that we all hope does come to pass: that is, failure 
of Congress to pass «a or a debt limit increase, 
or both. 


° would be like a family that 
is temporarily out of cash and puts off pa its bills. It would 
be highly embarrassing for the governzsent if this should happen, and 
it should never happen. 


But we have concluded that this is better than having the 
government simply shut down altogether. And I think you'll find that 
the memorandum to the departments and agencies speak pretty well for 
itself and should answer sost of your questions. And I'll be -- 


Q Can you tell us what's in the memorandus? We do not 
have a copy -- . 


DIRECTOR MILLER: I's sorry -- and -- but if it does not, 
I'll try to answer some of your questions and the Secretary will as 
well. 


I just want to emphasize this is not the usual shut-down 
exercise. This is not a continuing resolution matter only. This is 
what Secretary Baker just described -- the prospect of defaulting on 
payments and obligations of the federal government for the first time 
in its 200-year history, and the effect is different. 


Q How can you expect people to go to work without 
money, namely the civilian and military and Press Office employees? 


DIRECTOR MILLER: We would fully anticipate that civilian 
and defense employees would be paid, that Congress would come to it's 
senses and pass a debt ceiling increace. We depend on the good will 
of the federal, civilian and defense employee corps who've suffered 
some abuses in the past, but we think their public spirit in this 
will be enough to secure their cooperation. 


Q Will the President accept a short-term extension -- 
a short-tera increase in the debt ceiling? That would avoid the 
situation at least temporarily. 


DIRECTOR MILLER: It would seem to me that Congress would 
be abdicating its responsibility to deal realistically with the 
deficit that we have. We announce for 1985 a $212 billion deficit, 
the highest in our nation's history. The President has indicated 
clearly the need to deal with this on a realistic basis. For the 
Congress simply to pass a debt ceiling would seem to me to be walking 
away from this probles. 


Q But what will he do? 

SECRETARY BAKER: Let me add to that as I indicated 
earlier, this is a matter that the Congress has been dealing with 
since September the 10th. There has been, indeed, ample time to 
address the debt limit. 

\ 

Q Yes, but what are going to -- 

Q What will you do -- 


Q -- suggesting that the President will not accept a 
temporary extension? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I am suggesting to you that as the 
Press Secretary said this morning, the President would consider that 
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Congress was shirking its responsibility if it didn't act to the full 
measure of the debt limit and enact Grama-Rudsan as well. 


Q Secre Baker, Senator Rudman on the Hill says 
that you've lost all bility. You've cried wolf so sany tises on 
this issue, that there's enough funds out here to keep going, that 


Congress is just going to ignore you. 
SECRETARY BAKER: Let me read you the record, if I sight, 


on that. 








In the first place, we haven't cried wolf once. We've written @ 

number of letters to the Hill, beginning on the 25th of Septeaber. 

Every one of those letters referred to the possibility of us ~~ 
federal financing bank authority, borrowing euthority. We called it 

unprecedented. We said we really don't want to have to do it. 

Please give us a debt lisit increase so we won't have to do it. They 

didn't give us a debt lisit increase, so we used it. 


But in each and every one of those letters to the Hill, 
we pointed out the fact that that wes there and available. 
Purthersmore, on the 22nd of October, I wrote every one of the 
Conferees on the debt lisit, House and Senate, a very detailed letter 
laying out the options that were available to the Executive Branch. 
And among those, I pointed out the fact that we could, if required by 
Congressional inaction, divest the trust funds, including the Social 
Security Trust Fund. We did nee gee Congressional action, so we 
divested the trust funds. I hardly think that's crying wolf. 


I also said that there were no other sechanisas available 
to us other than selling the gold of the United States, which the 
President had indicated ne would be unwilling to do. That remains 
the only option available to us, and the President remains of the 
view that he is not going to sell the United States’ gold. So I 
would siaply say to you that not in one instance have we cried wolf 
in connection with this matter. 


Q Secretary Baker, would you clear up some confusion, 
please? What would be the iapact of Grame-Rudmzan on the 0-3-3 
defense buildup? 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think that it would be -- it would 
depend on whether or not you got to the point of sequesting. And 
that’s an issue, quite frankly, that it would be better for the 
Budget Director to answer for you than it would be for me. 
(Laughter.) But I think he would agree with me, as I said on the 
13th of October, it's hard to see how you would avoid a hit to the 
defense budget if you once got to the sequestering process. 


Q Well, Representative Aspin says he told the . 
President yesterday that he could not have both Gramm-Rudagan and the 
defense buildup as the President wants it. Do you share that opinion 
that a separate -- 


SECRETARY BAKER: I think it depends entirely on whether 
Or not you reach tne sequestering process. I think the Budget 
Director should answer for you whether or not he can bring a budget 
in within the limits otherwise iaposed by the -- 


Q Before he does, say I ask you is it your opinion 
that the White House and the President fully understand the 
consequences and implications of Gramm-Rudman on defense? 


SECRETARY WAKER: Absoutely. 
Q Mc. Baker oo 


DIRECTOR MILLER: Could I just say that I think it is 
Clearly possible to seet the Gramm-Rudman targets without 
sequestering, without any hit on defense. In other-words, a budget 
that is consistent with the 0-3-3 that is contained . the 
Congressional Budget Resolution. But as the Secretary indicated, if 
you do get to sequestering, that would be another satter. 


Sequestering is the club in the closet that forces both 
the Executive and the Legislative Branches to come together and to 
realize a budget with a deficit that meets those targets. We all 
think that this would be a sufficient threat to avoid its ever having 
to take place. 


Q Secretary Bakec, what will be the effect of -- what 














are you going to do about the interest on the debt that's due on 
Friday? Are you going to be able to pay that? 


SECRETARY GAKER: wot if we don't get an increase in the 
debt ligit, clearly, we would not be able to pay it. 


Q Well, there's nothing -- 


SECRETARY GAKER: It would destroy the confidence, I 
think, of 














the markets in the prompt credit-worthiness of the United States. It. 
could well result in a general increase in interest rates 
across-the-board, and, you know, we're engaged here in an exercise to 
attempt to achieve some seaningful seans whereby we can get deficit 
reduction. It would be a shame if, as a consequence of trying to do 
that, we ended up increasing interest rates generally 
across-the-board in the United States, which would exacerbate the 
deficit probles. 


How let me just say one other -- one final thing to the 
comment back there about crying wolf. I would invite you to go back 
to those letters and also look at the record in hindsight with 
respect to what happened on the 7th of October. We said we would run 
out of money. We ran out right on the same day we said we would run 
out, and in fact were slightly overdrawn at the Federal Reserve on 
the 8th of October. 


Q Mr. Secretary, -- 


-Q One more time, on an earlier question, although you 
say it will be shirking ress’ responsibility if they did not act 
on the full Gramm-Rudsan raising the debt’ceiling long-tera, 
would a short-term extension be preferable to the President going to 
the summit with the U.S. in default? 


MR. SPEAKES: It’s up to Congress to act. They've had 
plenty of time to act. They can act in the next 24 hours. We want 
tt to + gg with Gramm-Rudman, with the debt ceiling extension, 

ke we said. 


Q All of you are avoiding the -- 


MR. SPEAKES: These fellows have got to get to the 
Cabinet meeting, and so have I. We've got two very competent 
individuals who will step in and answer your further questions. 


2 Can I just ask the senior people, you are all 
avoiding the direct question of, will the President accept a 
short-term extension rather than go to Geneva without one, and you 
blame Congress. 


MR. SPEAKCS: The President does not want a short-tera 
extension. The President wants a full debt ceiling bill with 
Gramm-Rudman attached to it. That's the matter pending before 
Congress and that is what they ought to act on. 


Q But they're -- in two days that wish will have to be 
in action and you just don’t want to say right now. 


MR. SPEAKES: The ball is in the Congressional court, not 
in the White House «ourt. 


SECRETARY BAKER: We've been working on this, Ira, since 
the 10th of September. 


Q Mr. Secretary, is it your political udgment that 
the American people would be more upset if ress didn't do a -- 
some sort of long-term plan for cutting the deficit than they would 
be upset by the kind of financial disaster that you are predicting? 


SECRETARY BAKi it: I don't think that that's -- I don't 
think anybody has a crystal ball that would anewer that for you. We 
have never been in this situation before in this country. We have 
never defaulted. And, as I indicated in my statement, one of the 
principles that separates this country from other countries is, it 
honors it commitments. It has always honored its commitments 
internationally with respect to international financial matters. And 
that credibility has been built “f over 200 years. It would be 
easily lost if we defaulted just like some <-- just like a lot of 
other countries around the world have done in the past. 
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Thank you very much. 


MR. SPEAKES: Okay, we'll discontinue our radio and 
television coverage here and bring on our two individuals. 


Q Their statement says that -- 

MR. SPEAKES: That's by se and there is one correction. 
Q Yes, it says “I have --* 

MR. SPEAKES: “We.” Well, I told Miller. 

Okay, no TV, no radio. 


Q Por the “I* we should substitute “the President is 
authorised --*? 


' MR. SPEAFES: Yes, and we'll get out a corrected version 
of it. . 





Q What would happen specifically, if the country is in 
default and the President is on the way to Geneva, about paying Air 
Force bills, feel bills and hotel bills? 


And would | identify yourself? [Kimam. tt 
MR. Fewmite) I's Bob > General oa of the 


If we're talking about a situation where it's default 
only, @ continuing resolution is thus passed, we're not in the 
governaent shutdown situation, I think that that activity, as well as 
all government activities, would proceed. The government would still 
be authorized tc obligate -- to prepare checks. It would just not be 
issuing checks and having those redeemed at banks. 


Treasury. 


So activities would proceed on Friday, a8 normal, 
assuming a continuing resolution extention has been passed. 


Q It says in the statement by Larry that the President 
is ordering no checks to be written. Would it be legal to issue 
checks you know that would bounce? I couldn't do that. Can the 
government? Was that a possibility, in other words? 


MR. KIMMET: Well, the President has instructed that 
beginning Friday, the date on which we would hit a default in the 
absence of Congressional action, that no new checks be issued. 


Q But did he have an option there? Would it have been 
legal to do 60? 


MR. KIMMDT: My understanding is that in the opinion of 
the Justice Department, he would have the authority to continue 
to issue checks because he did have the obligational authority -- 
that is, a continuing resolution extention having passed. The 
problem would have been when those chedks were presented for paysent, 
they would not have been honored, based upon instructions that the 
Federal Reserve Board would have sent out to its banks and branches 
on Friday morning. 


Q Isn't it a crime, though, to write a check when the 


DEPUTY DIRECTOR WRIGHT: I think there's another 
follow-up to that. Would that be the responsible thing to do, 
ee oe to just keep flooding the financial institutions with ‘bad 
checks? 





Q The question is how does the government, compared to 
all of us as individuals -- 


Q Ien't it illegal to write a check that you know 
cannot be cashed? 


DEPUTY D’RECTOR WRIGHT: Wo. It is my eT it 
is not illegal to write a check that cannot be cashed. It is illegal 
to go ahead and cash it through the Fed without <-- in the absence of 
the proper debt ceiling. That's what the illegal part of it. 


iow much is the interest payment that's due on 
Friday? 


MR. KIMMET: On Friday, we have due $9 billion in 
principal, $16 billion in interest. We also have §5 billion in other 
Obligations coming due that day, for a total of $30 billion that 
would be due on Friday. 


On Friday, we would have in the bank <- that is in the 
Treasury account at the Federal Reserve -- $12 billion, for a 
shortfall of $18 billion. 


SEE ee . 
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Q The $12 billion you've got, is that from he Social 
Security Trust funds that have been unspent so far? 


MR. KIMMET: Excuse se? 


Q The $12 billion you've got in the bank, does that 
include the Social Security Trust funds that haven't been spent so 
far, and Rallroad Retirement? 


MR. KIMMET: it cowld include a very small amount of 
those trust funds. Those ts went out on the first of the 
month. Those le who hawe been paid by electronic funds 
transfer alr would have been credited. Those people who were 
paid by check, we think probably about 95 percent of them have cashed 
those checks. But there's probably some small number of those checks 


Q Where is the $12 billion coming from? 


MR. KIMMET: Other cevenves. Tax revenues, other 
revenues that are coming in during that tine. 


Q When you -~ when the $9 billion in principal 
payments comes due, doesn't that bring down the outstanding debt? 
Can't you raise some cash that way? — 


MR. KIMMET: You can’t because the problems is you get 
into @ rollover situation. And there are some people, though, who do 
not want to roll over, they want cash. We are not going to have 
a cash both to pay them and pay other people during that 
period. 


¢ -- cash management bill or something to raise cash 
to cover that $9 billion? | 


MR. KIMMET: Well, we will, in all likelihood, go out 
tomorrow with an announcement of our intent to conduct « cash 
management suction on Friday. Wowever, we are at the debt ceiling 
right now -- $186,023.9 -- and we cannot have another auction 
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that is to raise the debt even further without Congressional ection. 
If Congress -- 
Q Even if it's only -- 


MR. KIMMET: So, no, mot st all. I sean, 
lieit cight now, so unless Congress ects sidnight, 
hold that suction. If they do act, we will go 
Treasury bills in an emount sufficient to cover 
which, es I described, would be somewhere 
billion on Friday. 


Q Well, what would 
asked before -- federal employees or -- 
contrectors who ere owed soney? Do they have « legel right 
perfore? And would there be consequences? 


not 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR WRIGHT: This would depend upon the 
contrect. There's two perte that are planned here that I's not 
I'm not #0 sure everyoody’s picked up. On the 

have the dept ceiling probles, we have the Continuing Resolution 
problems, which is basically the government shut-down exerci 
sost of you are familiar with. 1 Bagh Aas Fg Fay nay 
Resolution or an approprietion bill, what wil 

employees will be asked to come in for those es who do not heave 
an appropriation bill and siaply go through Friday sorning on their 
shut-down procedures. 


Q Okay. 


DEPUTY DIRECTOR WRIGHT: So there's a complication that 
exists. And, as far as I Know, thie is the firet time where both of 
these situations have ever occurred on the same day. 


Q Well, let's say it oe until Monday -- I don't 
think enybody thinks it will -- but ie there any penalty for either « 
federal employee or & government contrector if he or she doesn't 
pectorm® because there is no soney in the bank? 


MR. KIMNMET: I think om the federal contract, as Joe 
said, it would depénd on the teras of the contract iteelf. As to 
federal personnel satters, I think we'd have to direct to the Office 
of Personnel t on thet. There's « briefing being conducted 
rignt now in the ive Office Building by, among others, the 
General Counsel of OPM to go precisely into those points. 


it's our feeling, » however, because if the.CRK were 
to pess, we would have the obligational suthority thet individuals 
should report for work and continue to work. They will be paid with 
government checks. Those checks have siready gone out or or in the 
process of going out right now. The les comes upon sentment 
and that is «4 probles that is not who ~ within the province of the 
Executive ranch. Therefore, our anticipation would be that people 
would come to work. 


DEPUTY DIRECTOR WRIGHT: It's not @ question of whether 
they're —— to = peid. It will be when would get paid. And 
ay understanding is on defense contracts, it will upon the 
contract. Sut those arees that'll be effected, for exemple, will be 
progress ts. Progress payments or any direct paysentse to any 
pee re will not be able to be paid wntil there is «a gufficient dept 
ceiling eet. 


e) Are there any people expecting Social Security 
checks oc Welfare or something like that that won't be able to -- 


MR. KIMMET: Well, Gociel Security and the other trust 
funds were all paid on Noveaper ist, will not be paid until roughly 
December ist. lowever, there are other payments coming out of MHS, 
Agriculture, eleewnere that are coming due as each day goes by. So I 
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: 
think some of your second category, which would include Welfare 
payments, would be included among those checks that would not be 
honored beginning Friday. 
Q Mr. Kimsit, will the governzent owe interest on the 
unpeid interest for whatever length of tise it doesn't pay it? And, 
if so, at what rate? I sean, in other words, does that unpaid 
interest oecome a debt on which the government owes? 


MR. KIMMIT: I would have to get beck with you on that 
one. I*m not sure. iI°d have to check with our fiscal people. 
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Q -- over there and downtown? (Laughter.) 
: Q How much has the manzuvering taat you've done so far 
cost the government -- lost interest and messing with the trust funds 


MR. KIMMET: Well, I won't accept the characterization 
either of maneuvering or messing with the trust funds. I think the 
Secretary made it quite clear that what he did was he took all 
actions that he thought were both legal and practical to avoid a 
default, while at the same time honoring the deot limit. 


In terms of the cost to date, I think that the testimony 
that has rven given up on the Hill has cited interest loss in the 
tens of millions of dollars for trust funds that could not be 
invested on time. We have significant balances in the trust funds 
that are not now invested because the only thing they can invest in 
is federal securities, and we cannot issue any more bills at this 
time. 


In terms of the longer range effect on the funds through 
having disinvested some of the longer interest, term bonds and so 
torth, that really depends on what the market is going to be like 
when we reinvest those funds. But there is a calculable loss in the 
tens of millions of dollars, based upon the action taken with regard 
to the trust funds to date. 


Q Tens of billions of -- 
MR. KIMMET: Tens of millions. 
Q Millions? 

MR. KIMMET: Millions. 


Q Well, that goes from $20 million to infinity. How 
-- can you be any more accurate than that? 


MR. KIMMET: I'd have to have some of our people get back 
to you with those figures. I think that the most recent testimony -- 
the figure that I saw was in the neighborhood of $10 million. So, it 
was closer to the beginning of that spectrum that you state. But I'd 
have to get back to you with an answer. 


THE PRESS: Thank you very much. 


END 11:13 A.M, EST 
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SUBJECT: FINAL CAIRO PRESS REMARKS BY AID ADMINISTRATOR 


FOLLOWING 1S THE OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF REMARKS BY AID 
ADMINISTRATOR HM. PETER MCPHERSON DELIVERED TO MEMBERS OF 
THE EGYPTIAN AND FOREIGH PRESS AFTER HIS MEETING WITH 
PRESIDENT MOHAMED HOSW) MUBARAK AT THE ARUBA PALACE, 
CAIRO, ON WOVEMBER 1). 


BEGIN TRANSCRIPT) 

1. PRESIDENT MUBARAK AND | HAD ON EXCELLENT 
DISCUSSION. | HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO COME TO EGYPT 
EVERY SEVERAL MONTHS AND ALMOST ALWAYS HAWE THE CHANCE 
TO TAA WITH THE PRESIDENT ABOUT THE ECOWOMIC SITUATION 
OF THIS COUNTRY. 


2. WE DISCUSSED A RANGE OF TOPICS, TALKED PARTICULARLY 
ABOUT THE ECONOMIC SITUATION OF EGYPT, AND TALKED abouT 
THE ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAM THAT THE UNITED STATES 
GOVERNFERT HAS (6 THIS COUNTRY. WE ARE, AT THIS 
JURCTURE, BUILDING eBOUT TWO SCHOOLS IN THE RURAL apta 
EVERY WEEK THROUGH OUR BASIC EDUCATION PROGRAM, wrice 
TOUCHES ALL PARTS OF THIS COUNTRY. WE. IN FACT, Have 
PUT A PROJECT IM EVERY VILLAGE IM THIS COUNTRY. 

3. WE WAVE BEEN ABLE TO BUILD & VERY SUBSTANTIAL anOuNT 
OF ELECTRICAL GENERATION CaPaciTY. im Fact, OY THE Time 
WE ORE THROUGH WITH WaT (5 WOW UNDERWAY, BY THE END OF 
THIS MEXT YEAR, THE GENERATING CaPaciTY Which VE Have 
HELPED BUILD WILL BE GREATER Team Teal OF THE HIGH Dan 


4, MOTHER THING THAT WE HAVE RECENTLY BEEN i HVOL VED I8 
1S GRAL REWYORATION THERAPY. ‘1 1S BASED OW & SOLUTION 
WHICH CAN GE GIVEN TO CHILOREN WHO HAVE PaRTI CULAR Y 
SEVERE OEWYDRATION PROBLEMS, aD 11 HAS BEEN ABLE TO 
SAVE THOUSANDS OF LIVES OF CHILDREN 1m THIS COUNTRY. 


5. PRESIDENT MUBARAK OND | DISCUSSED THE Rance OF OUR 
PROGRAM WERE. iT 1S & VERY POSITIVE OWE, AND | an VERY 
PLEASED TO HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE HERE im THE 
COUNTRY ONCE NORE. 


6. @ 8 THERE GOING TO OE im THE HEAR FUTURE any 
INCREASE OF DECREASE 18 THE AMOUNT OF £10 COmiNG FROR 
argeica 10 Cover? 


7. & | CHPECT THE AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE TO CONTINUE in 
THE RANGE THAT VE HaVE HAD iN THE PAST. iT was Offe 

APPROKIMATELY A BILLION DOLLARS A YEAR, (8 ADDITION, & 
FEW MONTHS AGO, THERE WAS & Fi VE-HUNDRED-111. 1On-O0LL aR 


SIGHED THE AGREEMENT FOR THE 213 MILLION DOLLARS OF 
GRAIN THAT VE ARE PROVIDING THIS YEAR. THAT IS VERY 
IMPORTANT TO THE EGYPTIAN PEOPLE. 


&. @& WILL THERE BE & REDUCTION IN THE CASH AL’ OCATION 
FOR EGYPT? 


S. A: WO, THE CASH PROGRAM WIL BE ROUGHLY WHAT IT was 
LAST YEAR. I8 ADDITION, THE FIVE -HUNDRED-MILL 1ON-DOLL AR 
SUPPLEMENTAL 1S A CASH PROGRAN. 


18. @: ‘STARTING THE NEW FISCAL YEAR, WAT COULD BE THE 
PRIORITY WOW FOR THE AID PROGRAM? 

11. A: THC PRIORITIES WILL REMAIN SEVERAL. [HE HUGE 
SEVER AND WATER PROJECTS WHICH WE HAVE IN CalRO AND 
ALEXANDRIA HAVE ALREADY HAD SOME IMPACT IN PREVENTING AT 
LEAST SOME RAW SEWAGE FROM RUNNING IN SOME AREAS. VE 
WILL CONTINUE A FAIRLY LARGE WEALTH PROGRAM. THE ORAL 
RENYORATION PROGRAM | MENTIONED & MOMENT AGO IS ONE OF 
THOSE THINGS. WE, OF COURSE, ARE EMPHASIZING 
AGRICULTURE. WE FEEL STRONGLY THAT THIS COUNTRY HAS A 


- CAPACITY TO PRODUCE MORE FOOD FOR ITSELF. THIS WHLL BE 


CONTINUED. THERE ARE SEVERAL OTHER AREAS, BUT THE 
PRIORITIES WILL REMAIN BASICALLY THE SAME. 


12. MINISTER GAMZOUR! AND | HAD aN EXCELLENT SESSION 
COVERING THESE TOPICS AND OTHERS, AND | WOULD LIKE TO 
EXPRESS MY APPRECIATION TO HIM FOR BEING MY HOST THIS 
TIME AS WELL AS OW PREVIOUS OCCASIONS. 

(END TRANSCRIPT) UNDE. AND 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
BY SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL 
ON THE UPCOMING SUMMIT IN GENEVA 


November 13, 1935 


The Briefing Room 


4:07 P.M. EST 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Hello. Last evening I 
was going back over some history books and I think surely you all 
were doing the same thing and I came across the forecast by a noted 
French historian of the inevitability of confrontation and conflict 
between the two great powers -~ Russia and the United States <-- with 
apparent prescience given the conditions extant today in which the 
two superpowers are in seeming confrontation, one espousing an 


activist policy internationally -- the United States -- although not 


imperial. The other ideologically committed to expanding its 
influence internationally and for the first time in its history able 
-- economically and militarily -- to do so. 


And in going to this meeting the President has thought 
quite a lot about that set of apparently inexorable forces which have 
Created this competitive situation, and looked in particular at the 
post-war period and the antececents to this meeting next week. In 
his judgment today -- and really only today -- as this competitive 
Situation casts for all of us the decision of preventing violence in 
a very, very real sense anc reguirec of each side to test itsel£ in 
shaping a policy that will assure this competition remains peaceful. 
For most of the post-war period the United States held clearly an 
edge in power -- pure military power as well as economic power. 2ut 
whenever the Soviet Union consicereé expanding its influence eyond 
its borders it had to stop and think whether or not it would bring it 
into confrontation with the United States. And if it did, on the 
whole they dicn*t do it. Whether one considers Iran after the war or 
Greece, Turkey -~ wherever else -- superior power was able to deter. 


Sowover Sy the mid-7Cs that condition of U.S. superiority 
was erodec to a condition of rough parity. And for the past ten 
years we have see:\ the Soviet Union far more willing to take risks, 
at ficst indirectly through surrogates ~ 








in Angola, Ethiopia, Indochins. Sut ultimately, with its own power 
in Afghanistan. This came at a time of U.S. ceclint, both 
politically, economically, militarily, when the United States was 
unable to counter, to deter, to contest. 


Today, however, the United States, after some period of 
renewal, is restoring its ability to deter on the strength of its 
economy. It is also on a condition of greater celiance upon overseas 
markets, overseas resources. 


The Soviet Union, as well, has continued its buildup of 
military power, its economy in satisfactory condition. In short, the 
ability of each power to do great damage is quite high. The certain 
prospect of competition very clear, and the question, very pressing, 
of how the two can compete peacefully at center stage in this meeting 


next week. 


In reviewing the strategy; for discussions with the 
General Secretary, the President has examined the record of the past 
40 years and has concluded that our own oscillations between extreme 
policies of Cold War hostility and of the naive notion that the 
Soviet Union has or can change have not served our interests well, 
and believes that we have to chart a fundamentally different course 
based neither on the naive notion of change nor of the hopelessness 
of dialogue, but instead to chart a course based on realisa, 
explaining to the American people the certain continuation of 
Cisagreement, ideolosically, politically -- disagreements over the 
role'of the state, its authority to expand, its attitude towards its 
own people ~-- and that these are fundamentally incompatible 
doctrines, but that we must find a way to assure that they don't lead 
. to violence. 


The President believes strongly that we are prepared for 
that competition, that we should no longer have illusions that we can 
impose our own system, nor should we try, on other countries; but 
that by example, we are in a very good position to expect other 
countries to be persuaded that our own system offers the best hope of 
ever improving welfare for their own people. And he intends to say 
that to the General Secretary. That for our conditions or 





our celations tO re@ain peaceful. They gust involve peaceful 
resolution of disagreements across the board, disagreezents over 
regional issues, over human rights, over the growth of silitary power 
and the use of that power and of subversion. And he intends to cover 
each of these areas in his dialogue with tne Generai Secretary. 


He believes tnat a stable silitary balance can oe 
established at much lower levels of nuclear power and that, over 
time, together we can explore the feasibility of snifting our 
strategy away from reliance on threats, away from reliance on nuclear 
power and toward systems which are non-nuclear and do not threaten. 


Regionally, he believes we can establish a frasework for 
the peaceful resolution of disputes. Bilaterally, he believes we can 
open a considerably expanded cooperative effort in trade, in 
East-West travel, in cultural and otner human exchanges. And that he 
intends to pursue in Geneva. 


. Tomorrow evening, he'll deliver a speech in which he will 
present a comprehensive view of how the United States should conduct 
its affairs with the Soviet Union. He will cover his view of 
history, but, more importantly, his vision of the future and focus on 
each of these four areas of East-West discourse: The security 
dialogue, nugan rights, bilateral issues and regional disagreezents. 
Because he has focused in his New York speech on the 
regional issues and his concept for dealing with thea, there will be 
less emphasis on that tomorrow, and yet that and arms control and 
human rights will be wrapped into a comprehensive package in which 
the foremost emphasis will be on human exchanges, bilateral issues, 
ways in which we can reduce tensions by human contacts. 


That said, let me take your questions. Jerry. 


Q How important an igpediment to serious arms control 
agreements is the problem of the sea-launched cruise missile? Could 
you elasorate on that, give us your view on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The sea-launched cruise 
missile needn't be an ispediment to armas control agreements. There 
are several different kinds of systems that pose different levels of 
risk, obviously. The most dangerous, ballistic missiles of short 
times of flight. Less so, but stili very, very destabilizing, cruise 
missiles. Finally, shorter-range systems, vattiefield systems. jut 
none of these pose impossiole problems. There is a unique 
verification problem associated with cruise missiles. But I thing 
each power unde:stands we nave to find a way to deal with that and 
probably has a similar notion of priority. But cruise missiles would 
be right up there near the top, rignt after ballistic aissiles. I 
don't think that it's an impossible problem. We nave some ideas, and 
so do they, on -- 


Q ave we did not address it in our counter-proposal, 
is that rigit? . 


* 





SLoas in our proposal. 


a Aseusing that strategic defense would work for 
ballistic sissiles, how would it apply to cruise, in particular 
SLCMs? 


SENIOR ADMISISISTRATION OFFICIAL: cones thus far, have 
considered SOI as oriented exclusively toward ballistic sissiles. 
And ict ie true that it is foremostly oriented toward IiCits, Slats. 


There are other systeas which are being explored now, 
look-down, shoot-down systezs which are oriented toward slow flyers, 
poabers, cruise sissiles and so forth. And I don’t pretend that 
we're at the point of peing able to deter or prevail against tnat 
kind of threat. Sut there are programs that are trying. 


Yes, Lou. 


Q Applying your test of resliss to this suazit, how 
far could we expect the President and Mr. Gorbachev to get in being 
able to issue guidelines to negotiators that would e beyond 
platitudes, that would sake the round of talks, beginning in Geneva 
in January -- 16th sore productive than any of the others that have 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't think any of us 
can prejudge that right now, Lou. I think the President very such 
wants to get at -- or to establish a basic understanding in the sind 
of the General Secretary of what our concerns are: Why do we worry 
about the Soviet progras? Which of their systeas pore the toughest 
proolems? Our concept of deterrence and how it can be sade sore 
stacle? Why SOI is necessary, why it is clearly not « visionary whis 
or @ political stunt, but responsive to something they have driven us 
to. 


Q If = could follow -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And I would say that 
that basic understanding, he hopes, will lead to an acknowledgment of 
the legitigacy of our problems -- 





' 
ar 
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we'll listen to his -- but that there will be at the end of the day a 
joint commitsent to accelerate progress in Geneva. Sut -- 


Q Other -- if I could just follow -- other -- 


SEUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <-- how precise, it's 
hard to say at this tine. 


Q Other officials have talked about eB nor ae ool 
Does the President want to see sore than this unders ing? Does he 
want to see some kind of document come out that both sides could 
agree to that would -- could be used as a set of guidelines? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President believes 
that cesults in areas control will only be expressed in the sonths 
that follow in the behavior of the negotiators and he believes that 
there is a chance to influence that behavior and accelerate the 
effort at this meeting in Geneva; but that sark it with a 
statement is less important ‘than getting the results at the table. 
And consequently, it's achieving this basic understanding that he 
yr Ape yA Re If you have it, that is fac sore important than 

Fog AAS of IS you nay agree upon because that, indeed, is what 
wi quality y of the negotiation in Geneva. 


Yes? 


Ky: telling us that at the end of the seetings 
in Geneva ail you weil be able to say is that we'll have to wait 
several months to see if this has been a success or not? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's exactly what I's 
saying. The notion that the -- a meeting, —— given the 
antecedents on the Soviet side to this seet + would fundamentally 
alter the situation is a — superficial notion. Only now is the 
Soviet Union turning to foreign accounts. Only now is it in a 
position to consider what its policies overseas will be. And to 
think that now -- at the beg = of that process on their side they 
would have the definitive answer in numbers and dispositions of 
missiles is very unrealistic. 


We are reacy. We could reach that kind of agreement. 
But it isn't ceasonable to expect that they could. 


Frank? 


Q Is there a Soviet delegation in Washington, a 
special Soviet delegation in Washington now, holding discussions, 
special discussions on any particular issue or another? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, with one 
modification. The periodic meetings of the Incicents at Sea 
Delegations are here, and that isn't associated with Geneva, per se. 
it's just something that happens every now and then, and it's 


t)- pappening cight now. 


Q tw Geneva-associated discucsions? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo. We are in active 
discourse through our embassies here and there on Gozena of issues. 


Andrea. 


¢ What is the process that os would anticipate on 
periodic ceview of SALT II? And do you hold any sagic to the 
December jist date; do you anticipate in Geneva some kind of 
restatement of commitment to SALT II and ABM? 














SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's 
announcement in June of this year set forth the criteria that would 


attitude toward pursu a no-undercut policy. And they were an 
anzlogous position by Soviet Union. Secondly, the pace and 
ee Se ee oe eee wets seaain a> Oud 6 Gee side 


could affect our security interests affect adherence to the 
no-undercut policy. Sut that is go to be a continuing review. I! 
am sure that our concerns about compl will be on the agenda in 


Geneva. And the President is surely going to consider these criteria 

and his iapressions from Geneva in reaching decisions. Those 

wouldn't necessarily come on the end of next week or in December or 

in January. It could come at any of those times, or as silestones 

are reached. As I think you will recall, we have another subsarine 
to go to sea next June and there is another ailestone ca 

cs in the fall in August, I think. 


So there are going to be ate. OS ee ee ee 
Gecisions, but we don't attach any magic to any dates right now. 


Q So are there circumstances in Geneva that could lead 
hig to some surt of recommitsent -- 4 sore permanent comsitsent? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 1 wouldn't late on 
that. I == you know, that's theoretically possible, but I wouldn't 
foresee that right now. 


Q All right, but to follow that up, implicit in his 
June decision was that the Soviet record that consider somewhat 
spotty was good enough in June for him to go a with SALT II <= to 
extend SALT II. Can you tell us where things stand now? What is the 
Current assessment? Have they been more sisbehaving or at about the 
same level, or has their record oved? In other words, how about 
an interia report as go into t summit. Are they still good 
enough to extend the T Treaty? 


Q Have you seen an interia report? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, the 
President did task -- 


Q Without recalling -- The ~ going to be late, 
but, I mean, what is your offhand assessment 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I know that. I -- 
Q Yes, December 1 has been slipped. (Laughter.) 
Q That's the good news. (Laughter.) 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The report's coming in 
two phases, ian't it? (Laughter.) 


Q But the summit is coming first. (Laughter.) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Because the first 


tranche bas only come today, we haven't evaluated that. The second 
will come -~ when is it <= next week. 


To answer your question, certain things have happened 
that you can -- you all are aware of. The 25, the 24 have advanced 
in the testing program and they are near deployment. Well, that's a 
big factor. That's one of the criteria -- the Soviet building 
program does not seem to have slowed. If anything it 





bas moved @ little faster. The pace of things at Geneva, for the 

was very disappointing. More recently, it has 
lous. That's good. On the compliance recorc, | 
ight now in terms of changes since June. We'd have 


s ia 
t policy beyond Geneva. 


Yes. 


g Given the continuing tulldup on both sices, why is 
there any reason to believe that the pace of or 


technological development isn’t going to continue to outstrip the 
Ee & iplomacy, just as it has in the t, so that no satter what 
ind of an agreement get, you're really only going to 


institutionalize limits on certain parts of the aras cace while you 
accelerate other parts? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, if human beings 
cw RM nen Pye rn Bog hy AYR AE 
to that tition in less ways. 
for example, 40 years ago, =e bes had a kind yy * {aee, we 
would not have been able to foreclose the use of nuclear weapons, 


which while not total, partially, we did. Today, saybe technology 
will let us gsove away from nuclear weapons. We hope so. 


Techno can be a very good thing, in short. And 
that's what we're trying to achieve -- to turn the arms race away 
from violent, explosive systems and toward those that are less 
threatening. 


Larccy. 


Q Since the Ottawa meeting in May, I think it was, the 
Sov.ets have more and more tried to tell the acministration, you're 
another -- concerning human rights, that your human rights recore is 
nothing to brag about. How do you think that is going to play out? 
Do you now anticipate, in effect, a counter-attack on human rights? 
And if so, is that a kind of debate that the administration welcomes? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: For those of you who 
didn't hear, the question is the counter being put forward by the 
Soviet Union in criticism of our human rights record seens Likely in 
Geneva, anc Go we worry about that? We've heard that it's likely and 
we're not worried about it, really. Ever y here can judge ‘this 
country's approach to the enhancement of human rights they can 
judge the other side's, and we'll let those judgments rest. 


°) Can you tell us a little something about how the 
President is spending the last few days before the summit? is he 
Gone with the video sagee ané position papers? ts he still watching 
Gorbachev in action? ive us a little sense of what he's doing on 


be the cun up to Geneva. 





Q A little color -~ (lewghter.) 
¢ A magazine question. 
Q Ie Matlock really dressing up a8 Gorbachew? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You really asked the 
wrong person for color. (Leughter.) In the daily sessions, the 
President's been in a ceflective mood; I think has obviously focused 
more recently on histories of past meetings -- President Eisenhower's 
and successors -- looking for what were the objective conditions in 
terms of the strategic forces that the outcomes at those tines 
and how they are different now, as well as the cole of chemistry or 
possonsicey in finally looking at kind of the apparent stra that 

& been a consistent these in Soviet negotiation over tine. 
he's been listening, too, to ideas and views that have come in, quite 








a lot of them, actually, fros le outside -- Congress, the 
sessions he‘s had here, as welt as scholars and journalists whose 
matecial he's re ted and called for again to read over once sore 
- but very such Soguase Ce Sie Seen See feae Stns Fete 
excited, in great anticipation of the opportunities before his. 


David. 


Q Sous’ vee 26t) ae = Ue couamte-gregece® Ses we 
most recently sade apparently includes @ ban on files, sobile 
missiles. Could you tell us -- that cause some consternation azong 
supporters of the MX and of the Scowcroft Comszission on the Hill. 

Bow would respond to their estion that their position was 
kind of ccut and that the President's seeas to be going against « 
commitment that he sade on that? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The armas control talks 
seem to have reachec a point of really serious negotiation when we 
can deal seriously ae One of the big probleas is going 
to be verification. of us, for a tine, asserted the 

ition that invulnerability, survivability is a good thing. We 
still feel that way. 


Each of us has said that mobility in some fora is a 
idea ané we still feel that way. We do think that it's essential to 
talk about what kind of mobility. 


Historically, the United States’ approach has been to 
loy missile forces in a given area and to make them mobile. And 
while that gives you survivability, it tells the other side, you can 
Geal with this problem if you're willing to pay the price in terms of 
how many warheads you've got to use. Sut you can bound the probles. 


There's a => éifferent concept on the part of the 
Soviet Union where their notion of deployment has been one of putting 
systems on rails or, ultimately, on trucks and driving it around the 
entice Soviet Union. Anc so the requirement -- I sean -- for us is 
to try to bound that problem, and you really can't. You can't say 
that the Soviet Union, in its entirety, being the deployment area, is 
cape Ring can really Sound. You cannot target all of that area. 
You wou t want to if you could. 


So we have to engage on that problem, and right now, 
we're i we don't see coming from the Soviet Union and solution 
that would truly make this concept, as they espouse it, stable. 


The issue, to eliminate all the rhetoric finally, is that 
it's not only that you can't bound the problem, but in specifics, you 
eua't know how many they have and where they are. 








cor ing nusber the ,» that 
condition where we don't know how sany they have. 

Sas. 

Q Follow up on that? 

Q Wnat do you -- Go shead and follow, if it's a 
follow. 


Q Do you sean to iaply that if the Soviets deploy 
their sovile sissiles in such a fasnion that we could verify the 
mumber that tney »ed deployed, that this then would ocecosge acceptable 
to the United States? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On, I wouldn't say that 
right mow. And I's gled you asked because I don't want to give the 
impression that we are progsoting the proliferation of any k of 
weapon. We'd really like to = out if a ben ien't a sensible 
thing to do. And right now, er conditions as they are, we think « 
ban serves both sides’ interest. 


Q What do you think Gorbachev wants to seccomplish at 
tnis sumeit? You know what you want to accomplish, so you sust have 
thought hard about what his bottom line is. What is it? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I expect that it is to 
ee the leadership of the United States first, to determine the 
qualities of leadership that he faces as he exbarks upon this 
competitive enterprise I talked about. 


In addition, I think that he gust surely went to nave an 
understanding of what our motives are and what our apparent 
priorities are, in teres of our overseas interescs. 


I think in terms of his own self-interest, he would like 
to be able to leave Geneva with whatever constitutes good in the view 
of the Politbureau. I say “whatever” because one can argue that 
goodness as a Soviet leader is es si the doctrine, Leninisa, the 
historical attitudes of the global revolution, the legitimacy of wars 
of liberation, that kind of thing. 


One can 4ls0 make an & t that those same people who 
look at domestic priorities would like to see nia come home able to 
divert resources into those areas. 


Q Well, do you think ne does not want to leave with « 


specific concession from us of any sort? 


’ HENLOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think on those teras, 

has said what he would like end doesn't need ay interpretation. 

would like ‘the tertination of etrétegic defense efforte on our 
side. He would like us to pull all of the INF syeteas out of Europe 
and other things that are well known. I didn't think that's what you 
meant. I sean, he has said what he would like. . 


Q But you are igplying, in not gentioning it, that he 
need not apply for any of that. And you're talking siaply in teras 
of the atmospherics of getting to know our leadership and our 
priorities. 


SESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Wo, I'm talking slso 
about our purposes, which are to establish a framewors -- 


Q -~- know what you think of his purpose. What is his 
purpose? 





- 10 - 


areas, & that we intend to sake, I think we'l 
to the et Union. There are literally a dozen in the bileterel 
area. There are processes and ideas on the regional side of things 
for the resolution of existing disegreesents fros tan t> 
Central America that I think they should find appealing. Sot all of 
thes, but sone. 


And in the ares control area, I think it would oe perhaps 
the most useful part of the conversation because there does appear to 
be quite a lack of knowledge of our sotives and of I 
think -- Gosh, everything we're going to say is going to be of valve 
to thes, I think. ° 


Owen. 


Q On that iseve about sotives and on ares control, 
what can the President give to Gorbachev in teras of his intentions 
on SDI, other than his own word that he intends, after developing the 
systes to share it at cost, as he said yesterday, with the Soviet 
Union? Can he offer be ray else sore tangible that sight help 
reduce some of the suspicion or sistrust on the Soviet side that 
perhaps the United States has other intentions with SDI? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You'll have to indulge 
me for a sinute. The idea that the United States, three days cefore 
leaving, is in the dock on SDI, when the Soviet Union's been doing 
tnis for 15 years -- I sean, I -~ it is @ far sore legitinate 
question to say, “Why is it that the other side ien't making 
propositions on SDI?" 


To answer your question, the ability to -- the 
willingness to say -~- a8 we have already, really -- “Let's you and we 
talk about, number one, why we have this program at all. What ie it 


~ about /youts «hat worries us? And, \herefore, what can you do to help 


; 
* 


with the reselution of. thie.” Then telk. about the kinds of things 


‘ ShOCrwe think.are sensible to G6; why they. Bre suthorized oy existing 


treaties; how, over tise, you could avoid the lapression of going for 
@ firet strike; how, together, you could consider « transition 
arrangesent involving « decrease in offense and ex use of 
Getense in 4 stavle way that wouldn't threaten either side. These 
are very 














that direction, nc. 


Q May I follow up? Will the proposal that all 
will make regarding Afghanistan be along the lines as Pres t 
Reagan sentioned in his UN speech? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he will treat his 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Chris. 


Q Going beck to this earlier question about 
Presidential rations, you've raised a number of interesting 
topics he's considering. Can you give us any sense of his 
conclusions on the question of personal etry, the role that 
plays and the question of Soviet negotiating style, and also any 
cautionary lessons that he's learned about U.S.-Soviet summits from 
the pest, because they often haven't turned out quite the way that 
the U.S. Presidents have wanted thes to turn out. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Two points: first, the 
President has stated, I suppose several times, his sense that there 
ie @ Soviet attitude of sistrust of us, and as he reads their 
history, some understandable basis for fear of ession fros 
outside -- & seperate but real belief that this nietration and 
ite supporterce are ideslogically -- that there is an anisus toward 
the very idee of doing business with the Soviet Union. . 


a, 2 ee on in the taike in Moscow 
last week that there is an economic sotive in continui Ry ney 
of there being © foreign threat te the United States edt t that 
inspires our policy. 


Finally, that Ronald Reagan personally finde it 
unimaginable that there could be « reduction of tensions and solution 
to probleas with the Soviet Union. 


cssnructiva ey Sy farsnalateioys ty ‘is presemnation of tore 
Y & presentat 
views our interests lnvorentionaiic, A he views their systes, how 








SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 


Q I mean, specifically on that, you're saying that he 
thinks that he really can sake that sajor « in Gorbachev's 
view of he and the U.S. in the course of 10 or 12 hours? And then 
secondly, if could answer the other question about any cautionary 
lessons he's about U.&S.-Soviet summits from the past history. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he does believe 
that while you could -- surely couldn’t a all of their 
misgivings, that this seeting can be terribly iaportant in dispelling 
most of thes. They simply aren't founded on fact or accurate reading 
of hi attitudes -- and yes, he thinks they can help. 


In looking at past meetings, he believes that the central 
lesson is that what happened at the seetings was far less 
than the underlying strategic forces which shape the inevitable. 


Now, there is an important contribution that each leader 
makes in each of those seetings. ’ 


Q -~- I understood it. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: He has to properly 
express a sense of purpose and of priorities, of strength of will and 
of -~ and not sislead. But at the end of the day, in past seetings, 
there have been failures on one side or both to accurately state 
—w and there -- and has led to siscalculation by the 
other side. 


Now, @68 & separate and entirely unrelated point, the 
meeting's value is measured in behavior afterward, not objective 
outcomes on the day of the meeting. It is in how each leader goes 
eway and the behavior of his country affects stability in the world. 
And you cannot measure that on November 2ist. 
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resolving both bilateral and other trouble spots? -And then I have a 
second question, which is how important a benchmark the success of 
this sumait is a followup summit seeting next year? 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On the first question, I 
just wouldn't comment, John. We are not going to advertise some of 
the good stuff we're holding back. I mean -- (Laughter.) 


Secondly -- 
Q You've done a good job. (Laughter.) 


SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: <= the President 
believes that there is value in periodic meetings. He hasn't 
concluded that that notion of periodic meetings ought to be geared to 
the calendar so such as it is to the need and when there is an 
obvious value. And so you coulcn't say that next summer or the 
eens fall is his goal. It isn't. His is to utact here, then go 

works, 8 let what has happened here affect policy and see how it 
y~F and then you can tell that at a certain moment it is = to 
to get together again and either celebrate or compla 
eee ch that will come is hard to s-* right now 


MR. DJEREJIAN: He'll take two more questions. 


Q In your opening remark you said that the U.S. was 
mot going to be governed by the naive notion that they could change 
the Soviets. Wow you are going on to ow that the President believes 
he can dispel most of the misgivings and along the way -- you said 
that tomorrow in his speech he = tee to propose more human 
contacts and exchanges. Why shouldn't we look in some measure upon 
that as being slightly naive in and of (veel? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: There is a dig 
difference between saying that you can change the ideology of the 
Soviet Union and saying that you can alter their attitudes about us. 
They're two very different things. 


The President doesn't have any illusions that this 
leadership will, in the short term, change the ideological 
underpinnings of the state. He believes that there is a -- and so we 
ought to base our policies on realism and the certain expectation of 
competition internationally. That said, to the extent that they 
might miscalculate as to how they could challenge or weaken the 
United States can be altered by changing their view of us -- that may 
be possible if there is simply greater contact. But he has no’ 
Lilusions that if you have all of the students in the world and 
professors and teachers anc journalists going back and forth, that 
that will in the short term change ideology. It may affect attitudes 
ané avoid miscalculation. 


Q So then would he try and propose more exchanges 
along those lines -~ journalists, students? 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tune in tomorrow. 


) What is the -- in the interview the President did 
yesterday, why did (\he President, on his own side, raise the idea of 
the nuclear-free zone? And what did he have in mind _ he said it 
was something be wanted to engage the Soviets on? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I think there has been a 
little interpretation there 





that's not quite warranted. The fact that the Pregicent acknowledged 
that they have caised that concept and that we were, in a separate 
sense, g° to engage with them on getting rid of nuclear weapons is 


very compatible. 


Q That's not what he said. He saic -- he used the 
tera, “nuclear-free zone," which wasn't mentioned in the question. 


¢ You've been reading Rapotsky. 
SZWIOR ADMIWISTAATION CF7ICIAL: Rapotsky's right. 
Q - I never could speak Polish. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's original 
proposal for zero outcome, the doing away with -- of an entire class 
of systeas was what he was expressing yesterday, and that was that to 
4 cid of an entire category on our side seemec a sensible approach. 

t is quite different from,’ but gee of a piece with ic 
approach, which is this nuclear-free zone concept. 3ut you can come 
to the table, thea with theirs and we with ours, and make some 
headway. 


Q Very good. 
THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 4:55 P.u. EST 
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SECRETARY SHULTS: Any questions? 
Q Yes. | 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Helen? 


Q What do you think is going to come out of the 
summit? Will there be any kind of strong agreement? Any agreements 
at a11? 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Pretty soon, we won't have to 
speculate anymore, so that will be a relief for everyone. 


Q Is that your answer? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But I think that -- well, there will 
be some things that -- of a significant, but not major sort that will 
be agreed on. We know that. 


On the other hand, the main point of the meeting is to 
have a good, thorough exchange between the heads of these two great 
countries. And that will take place and we can hope, perhaps even 
expect that it will be a fruitful exchange and worthy of continuance. 


Q Mr. Secretary, can we hope, perhaps even expect that 
there will be some guidance on arms control, that there will be.a 
little more out of this than you've led us to believe so far? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Whether, on arms control, you're 
referring to the space defense talks -- there are lots of other arms 
control areas where progress and movement toward agreement varies 
from one to the other -- but on the nuclear and space talks, there 
now has been a U.S. proposal, a Soviet counter-proposal, a U.S. 
counter-counter-proposal. And some interesting numbers have emerged 
from that. And if there can be some impulse to the negotiators out 
of this meeting, that will be all to the good. 


But I think we have to wait and see. And there isn't any 
way of predicting that at this point or, in other words, there has 
been nothing negotiated out that would suggest that we're somewhere 
near that point. 


Q But what's it depend on? 


SECRETARY SUULTZ: Well, I suppose it depends on whether 
or not the Soviet Union will see the light and see the reasonableness 
of our positions. | 


Q Mc. Secretary, the Soviets have been in Geneva all 
week, briefing foreign press. They've been holding news conferences, 
going on televisions. The Ambassador's speaking later today. What 
affect do you think all of this Soviet publicity has on expectations 
for the summit and on the U.S. bargaining position? 
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, SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, you're a better judge of the 
publicity side than I am. From our standpoint, we're very serious 
about this meeting and about the other things that we're talking 
about in various other fora with the Soviet Union. We're trying to 
approach them all in a constructive way. We try to make our 
a at the place that's designated for them. And, on the 
whole, I think that's generally appreciated. 


Do you think that it puts us in any way on the 
defensive in world opinion or a little bit on the defensive going 
into these meetings? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I don't feel particularly 
defensive, no. We have stated our positions. We are available to 
the press. But we don't have to go running all. over the place 
button-holing the press. So there's nothing wrong with that. And if 
they want to make themselves available, I think that's fine. 


Actually, I think that the notion that there is public 
opinion out there, including American public opinion, perhaps 
especially American public opinion, is a good perception. And it has 
always seemed to me that when you have to appéal to the common sense 
of the American people, it's a good thing for you. So if the Soviet 
Union starts to feel that way, that's good. 


c In line with that answer, Mr. Secretary, do you see 
any value then perhaps in a joint appearance or a joint press 
conference of the kind that General Secretary Gorbachev had with the 
French President in Geneva? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There will need to be worked out -- 
and we're in the process of doing it -- a way of reporting the 
results of the meeting. And just exactly how that will emerge 
remains to be seen. Obviously, you report to people in each country 
and you report to people all around the world who are interested, and 
you do it through the press to a very considerable extent. And so | 
we're trying to figure out what the best way is. But I don't think 
it's necessarily the best way to have two heads of state standing in 
front of I don't know how many thousand reporters fielding whatever 
question comes along. 


But, at any rate, that subject is under review by the two 
sides. 


Q Have you ruled out the possibility of some kind of 
limited or controlled joint appearance before some group of press? 
You wouldn't rule that out at this point? 


SCCRETARY SHULTZ: I don't like words like controlled. 
And that's your word, not my word. 


Q Whatever -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: But, at any rate, there will be a way 
of reporting the results of the meeting -- no doubt, many ways. As 
you know, among other things, the President intends to go to Brussels 
and give a report to our allies. 


Our allies in Europe and in the Pacific region, Japan, 
are very important to us. Their contribution to the strength of our 
ideals and posture is very great. So we'll be reporting to them. 

And then the President, of course, will report to the American people 
and the Congress. 


Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q What are the prospects now for some kind of 
guidelines in arms control being reached at the summit? We've had 
some hopeful signs from Paul Nitze, some not so hopeful signs from 
others. I'm wondering what you can tell us at this time. 
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SECRETARY SUULTZ: Well, it's possible, but not pro»able. 
And if you were in the statistical frame of mind or if Jimmy the 
Greek were here and we were talking with Jimmy the Greek, I suppose 
maybe the probabilities would be somewhere between .2 and .4. 


Q I'll take the bet. Mr. Secretary, as apart from 
your hopes or anyone else's s, what do you think, in a 
hard-headed way, Gorbachev really wants to get out of this meeting? 
Another official of this administration suggested it was to get out 
unilateral advantage for Soviet interests abroad. What do you think? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't -- you'd have to ask Mr. 
Gorbachev what he wants to get out of the meeting... I think you can 
absolutely assume that he will pursue Soviet interests, and you can 
also assume that Ronald Reagan will pursue U.S. and Alliance 
interests. And our objective is to see if there are places where the 
intersection of that pursuit of these interests comes together enough 
so that either some things can be agreed on that seem to be in mutual 
interests, or an atmosphere or some sort of thrust toward doing that 
in some other fora can be created there. That's the name of the 
gape. . 


Q Yes, sic, but you must have some assessment as to 
whether Gorbachev genuinely wants to see if there aren't these areas 
where the mutual interests can prevail or whether, in fact, he simply 
wants to come to Geneva, push unilaterally the Soviet interests, and 
go away with some sort of hard-nosed propaganda stance. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The game seems to be played on a 
propaganda level and on a substantive level, and there's an interplay 7 
between these things. And to the extent you remove a word like 
propaganda from the lingo and just talk about it in terms of 
a to the common sense of people in respective countries, it's 
good. 


Now, I can't -- I'm no authority on the way in which Mr. 
Gorbachev is approaching the meeting. . I talked with him at some 
length and found him a very vigorous intérlocutor. We had what I 
consider to be a worthwhile exchange and there was no holding back on 
either side. And I think that kind of exchange is positive. That's 
the way you find out what's on somebody else's mind and what's 
important to them. And that's the name of the game here. 


Q Mr. Secretary, when you had that session with hia, 
he was pretty tough, from what we were told later -- at one point, 
accusing the United States of carrying the war to the heavens, 
speaking of Star Wars or SDI. What happens in Geneva if Mr. 
Gorbachev comes in and makes an American concession on SDI the 
absolute prerequisite for any kind of joint statement or any kind of 
progress coming out of the summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm not going to speculate on 
what he may or may not do there. But if it's a question of good, 
strong advocacy of positions, Ronald Reagan is no slouch at that, as 
everybody has learned. 


And he will put forward U.S. positions and allied 
positions very strongly. There is strength of conviction. There is 
strength of purpose. There is inherent a capability of ourselves and 
our Alliance and there's also reasonableness. So that's what Ronald 
Reagan will project, is strength and reasonableness. \ And we'll see 
where we go from there. 


Q If you have that kind of a clash, could the summit 
not fail? ’ 


SECRETARY SIIULTZ: We will, undoubtedly, have important 
differences of opinion going into this meeting. We know we do. And 
I don't have any doubt whatever that when the meeting ends, there 
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will still be ctant differences of opinion. The stion is 

whether they will be narrowed at all, whether some things can emerge 

that will be on the itive side, and whether the differences are 

highlighted in a useful way and whether there is any sense of an : 
enda for the future. Those ere the kinds of questions. And a lot 

it will depend on the meeting between these two individuals, at 

least as I see it. . Those of us who are scurrying around in the 

woodwork like me and trying to get things pr ed have worked at it 

-- we've worked very hard at it, and the Pres t has worked very 

hard at it. It's been a good preparatory effort. And my observation 

is that the same can be said on the Soviet side. we've had a lot 

of eseaneasTee. ether. And now all of that has been laid in and we 

are gh phy Giftferent stage of this in which the two leaders take 

over t's their meeting. And we can all -- I*1ll be a spectator, 

@ little closer than you, ané I hope it works out. 


Q- Mr. Secretary, as a prelude to the summit there is a 
report that the Soviets offered a first-slice cut of 200 land-based 
missiles on either side in your meeting with them in Moscow. One, is 
this true, and, two, is this acceptable? 


' SECRETARY SHULTZ: The Soviets, in their counterproposal 
last October -- whenever it was -- put out a broad range of = 
and one of them did have to do with a small reduction of the ki 
describe. It wasn't discussed at all in my meetings in Moscow. And 
of course we consider all the things that have been proposed. There 
are some obvious problems with small absolute-number reductions when 
you start from inequitable levels, if you go down ee ae 

don't get to an . end point. Furthermore, small reducticns 
usually get made from systems that are not that res a anyway. 
But at any rate it was put on the table and I don't think it's any 
big deal. 


Q Mc. Secretary, when you went to Moscow it seemed 
that the U.S. had greater expectations than you had when you left 
Moscow. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, that's not -- I don't know what it 
seemed, but if you say, did I have greater expectations before I went 
than after, the answer is no. 


Q But in your talks with Mr. Gorbachev and the Time 
interview, for instance, I mean, he seemed to indicate then that he 
would accept research. The Soviets seemed to go back on that during 
your meetings in Moscow unquestionably. And that was reported. Why 
-- what do you think <-- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, there are -- you can quote 
Soviet leaders in varying ways on the question of research. They 
have said right along that however you want to define it pure 
research obviously can't be dealt with in any kind of agreement. And 
then what exactly that means one can argue about. But from our 
standpoint, we are pursuing a research program designed to answer the 
question, can you defend yourself at all adequately against ballistic 
missiles? That program is going forward in a manner consistent with 
the ABM Treaty -- in fact consistent with what is generally regarded 
as a relatively narrow interpretation of that treaty. And we feel 
that it is possible to find the answer ore way or another on the 
basis of that ; rocess. So what we are doing is consistent with the 
Obligations that have been undertaken, and the Peoowpent will 
continue to pursue that program. 


Q Me. Secretary, it's been suggested that you and 
other administration officials are playing an expectations game and 
purposely low-balling chances for success at the summit so that if it 
is a failure it won't seem so or if you get little successes they. 
will seem big successes. Are you playing that kind of game? 


Q Yes, Chris. (Laughter.) 
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SECRETARY SHULTZ: Wo, I tell you, I gave a press 

cofiference in Moscow after ay meetings, and the write-ups of the 

press conference were all that somehow it was a big downer. So I was 

surprised. And I went to by counselor on these matters, Bernie Kalb 

~~ where is Bernie? There he is. And I said, yy what kind of 

@ story would you have written?” And he said, “Oh, I probably would 

have written it about the way the guys did.” (Laughter.) So -- ; 
(Laughter.) Sut that was not intentional. , . 


Q Those guys had a little help. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Sometime I'll speak prose and won"e" 
know it. (Laughter.) Pa 


Q tow that you've had 8 chance to'see He. Gorbachev 
close up and since you've worked many times with the President, ‘how 
do you think these two men will get on in their talks and do you 
think that there is a reasonable chance that in their private 
discussions they sight be able to reach a new understanding or any 
breakthrough where their diplomats so far have failed? - 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, I'm going to be fascinated to 
watch and see what they answer to that question is, and we are not 
going to have to weit guch longer. Sut they are both, I would say, 
strong, engaging personalities. So we'll just see what happens. 


Q Mr. Secretary, in all of the reiaihe activity 
Gods on the left seem to be concerned that the President is going 

to abandon arms control concerns while people on the right seem to be -_ 
concerned ihat he is going to sell out human rights concerns. Is the 

President going to be equally emphatic on all of those areas? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have said consistently, going way 
back to the beginning of this administration, and set it out 
painstakingly, that our agenda and our concerns are broad. We have 
great concerns about Soviet behavior . various regions of the world. 
I think it's worth noting that in the United Nations yesterday there 


was a vote about Afghanistan by the widest margin ever. So we think 
that world opinion shares the concerns we have about Afghanistan, and 
so on -- regional issues. That's a big problem. It must be talked 
— and it will be. And the Soviets are prepared to talk about 

t. 











The probles of numgan rights -~- We are deeply concerned 
about that. We gust be. It's part of our way of life. it's part of 
our tradition. Immigration? We're « nation of iasigrants. We've 
got ,to think anh, Th oeeeees be. ay Ae onuate if they want to leave 
and somplece else to do so. s what we al, did, or our 
forefathers did. The Helsinki ioterést We believe give « proper 
basis for a these things. So these satters will be talked 
ahout, and always will be. 


Now, there's always «a question of what's the best way to 
do it. Sow, there are « number of bilateral questions. And, to sone 
extent, theee are a little gore readily resolved. Secause they're 
more readily resolved, you shouldn't get the feeling -- or we 
shouldn't get the feéling that they're not important because they 
can, over a period of time, add up to something that “an help « 
little bit in atmospherics and saybe help in settii things that are 
broader and deeper and sore difficult. 


And then, of course, there are the subjec_s of ares 
control and while, obviously, the nuclear and space talks are at the 
center of attention -- and properly so -- there are a number of other 
arms control issues thet we are concerned about and they are -- and 
there are places where we are, in an official way, discussing various 
issues with thea. And all of these things will come up. 


So the agenda at this meeting will be a broad 
That doesn’t mean that there are going to be so many tick pointe to 
get across on @acii subject. I don't think that's in the nature of a 
heads-of-state meeting. But, nevertheless, all of these things will 
be discussed and none will be dropped off the table, as far as we're 
concerned. 


Q -- follow up, sir -- 


Q Since you talk about regional issues and since the 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Since I talk about what? 
Q Regional issues. 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes. 


Q And eince Richard Murphy is accompanying you to 
Geneva, are we to expect a major breakthrough regarding the 
international conference on Middle East, especially Prime Minister 
Peres is now talking about international context and so on? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I would be very much surprised if 
there were any breakthrough on an international conference in the 
Middle East. However, we will talk about regional issues, and 
certainly the Middle East is one of them that both countries have a 
major interest in. 


I would remind you that the Middle East is a place that 
contains many difficulties, and one of them involves Iran and Iraq. 
That is a war that deserves attention. And that's a war that's been 
very deadly, where chemical weapons have been used, where there 
doesn't seem to be any outcome in prospect and which is not, in any 
inherent way, a product of conflict between the U.S. end the Soviet 
Union. And I would hope that we sight be able to talk ‘about it 
constructively. But that, again, remains to be seen. But the 
regional issues will get plenty of attention. 


Q Me. Secretary, going back to your bookmaker, Jinay 
the Greek, would you spell out for us, as you did on the aras control 
question, what the odds would be for agreements on specific issues, 
such as cultural exchange, 











civil aviation egreement, Pacific air safety ee cherical 
weapons, and soon. (Laughter) ~~ the same 


Q Give us the morning line. 


SECRETARY SHULTE: Wo, I don't think I want to get into 
the morning line across the board. 


C What does 3 -- 2 -- what does .2 mean? 

Q Well, Mr. Secretary -- 

Q That's pretty low. 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Haven't you ever studied statistics? 
Q Wo, I didn't. | 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Gosh, you're uneducated. 


Q Yes, that’s correct. (Laughter.) What does .2 
mean? Is that bad? 


Q Give us a feeling, please, how ..ose you are to -- 
SECRETARY SHULTZ: Two chances out of ten -- .2. 


Q Oh, okay. Good. Wow I can put « reverse in there 
and I've got a bite. 


Give us a feeling of how close you are on those 
kinds of bilateral issues -- 


Q Price for an insult. 


@ -- a8 opposed to the arms control issues that you 
discussed earlier. ‘ 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: There are some things that, I think, 
have some real significance, where I think we're pretty well there. 
There are other things which are being worked on ver ré and which 
may very well get agreed to. And, so, there's a variation. So, I 
could give you a .95 on some. How's that? You got that? 
(Laughter.) And others may be -- 


Q That's nine and a half chances out of ten, Mr. 
Secretary. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: So, there's a range of probabilities 
here. But there will definitely be some things that have been agreed 
to. 


Q Mc. Secretary, if -- 
Q Mr. Secretary -- 


Q On SALT II, the Soviets are reported to be rather 
interested in continuing the no-undercut policy after the end of the 
ar when the Treaty, under its terms, would have expired. President 
an in June said that we would continue under certain conditions 
for a time which wasn't specified. What is the U.S. position 
regarding the extension of SALT II no-undercut policy after December 


3lst? And do think that it is possible or even likely that the 
two leaders will be able to reach some agreement on this eubject in 
Geneva? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President's position on that is 
exectly as he stated it last June. He said then that he was going 
the extra mile; we broke up the boat. And he said that would 
continue, and what he would be watching was parallel Soviet behavior 








on the progress in negotiations on the other. That was 
his position then, and that's his position right now. There hasn't 


been any change it. 


, Q Does December 3ist sake any difference to the United 
States? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I just ey said that the 
President's position now is exactly what it was then. There hasn't 


been any change in it. 
Q How about the -- 
Q Well, to follow on that -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And that's a1] I'm going to say on the 
sutject. 


Q But, Mc. Secretary, to follow on that, what the 
President's position was also was that Soviet behavior and Soviet 
responses would -- 

SECRETARY SHULTZ: Yes, I said that. 

Q Ané if there is no satisfaction of the U.S. 
lainte about verification at the summit, would that then be « 


Togical time for the President to reconsider, analyze again the 
prospects, and consider proportional responses? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: The President's position today is the 
same as it was then. And he's watching all these things. And if it 
changes, you'll be the first to know. (Laughter.) 

Q Mc. Secretery -- 

Q Mr. Secretary -- 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: And I'm sure that's trve. (Laughter.) 


Mr. Secretary, what is the prospect of a joint 
reaffirmation -- 





SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don’t sean you, I mean you. 
(Laughter .) 


Q Sir, what is the prospect of a joint reaffirmation ; 
of the ABM Treaty and what would make it easy or difficult? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as our--~- we are 
concerned, we are adhering to the ABM Treaty. So, we don't need to 
reaffirm it; we are adhering to it. | 


Q Well, Mr. Secretary, either in statistical teras or 
otherwise, could you give us your estimate of where we are toward an 
agreement for a second summit? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: We have agreed with the Soviets that 
one of the things that ought to get a little reflection is the agenda 
for the future -- where do we go from mid-November -- there's life 
after mid-November -- and how are we going to get there. So, the 
question of both substance and the means of talking about substance, 
namely, meetings of one kind or another, including heads of state, 
will be, I'm sure, dealt with. And precisely what the outcome of 
that discussion will be, I can’t tell you at this point. 


Q Mr. Secretary, could you assess what impact, if any, 
these recent events will have on the talks -- the events, including 
the sailor who jumped in the Mississippi River and Mr. Yurchenko's 
return to the Soviet Union? 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: Well, as far as the sailor is 
concerned, and for that matter the soldier who came into our embassy 
in Kabul, the Soviet Union, in our presence, made certain 
undertakings to those two individuals. And, so, I think we're 
entitled to ask how are they doing. As far as the defector -- 
redefector is concerned, he seems to be singing in Moscow as he 
here and I don't think anybody takes seriously these things that he's 
now saying. So, I don't see that it has any particular effect as far 
as we're concerned. 


Q Mr. Secretary, if there is less hope now that there 
will be an arms reduction agreement, does that give the United States 
a greater interest in reaching agreement on confidence building 
measures, such as, perhaps, joint crisis centers or joint military -- 
centers. 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I don't know where the notion comes 

from that there's less hope now <-- less hope than when? Actually, I 
think what has happened is a quickening of the pace of negotiations 
insofar as the nuclear and space talks are concerned. Last early 
January, we agreed to hold the talks; they got underway in the 
spring. We put a comprehensive set of proposals on the table. That 
sat there and got discussed through, basically, two rounds of 

lations. Then the Soviet Union came in with a counterproposal 
a we came very promptly back with a counter-counterpr al. And, 
in our counter-counterproposal we picked up some of the ideas that 
were in the Soviet counterproposal. So, that's, I think, a 
quickening of the pace so I don't see where you get the less hope. 
There's -- I think there is more taking place. But, insofar as will 
there be an agreement, when will it be, and so on, I think, at least 
my basic rule is, you don't have an agreement until you've got an 
agreement and we're nowhere near that point at this stage of the 
game. 


MR. SPEAKES: We're at the one more question point and 
I'd like to go to the furthest hand in the back, which is there. And 
before you start, trip books for those that are travelling in the 
press plane area available through this door, so you take it through 
that door -- everybody will go that way <-- the books are that way. 


MORE 











Last question in the back. 


Q Mr. Secretary, how would assess the Pentagon 
report on SALT violations? Have you seen it, do you find it 
Giequieting, and will it be browght up at the summit? 

les 


SECRETARY SHULTZ: I think the prob 
agreements is « matter of tremendous sosment and i 
importance of that sub ané it Pighlighte the iaportance of 
adequate means for verification and that i 
much a part of any discussions we have on subjects in the f 
ares control or otherwise. So, I think the Pentagon report 
underlines that -- the importance of that subject and puts 
exclamation point behind it. 


See you in Geneva. 
THE PRESS: “hank you. 


END 10:48 A.M. EST 
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MR. SPEAKES: Let me have your attention, please. We 
have with us Bud McFarlane,‘ the President's Foreign Policy Adviser, 
who will brief you on the meeting with the Swiss President, followed es 
by details on tomorrow's meeting which he wishes to describe to you. =, & 


Also, I'd like to announce that Bud will be at the os 
Foreign Press Center -- International Press Center -- at 6:30 this “~¥- 
evening for a similar briefing. 
MR. MCFARLANE: Good afternoon. This afternoon it was -s 
the pleasure of the President to meet and exchange views with ; 
President Furgler, membirs of the Cabinet, the Foreign Minister, the 


cordial, afforded the President an opportunity to express his deep 
gratitude for all of the support provided by the government of 
Switzerland in hosting this session with the General Secretary. He 
expressed his highest regard for the traditional role that 
Switzerland has played in making possible periodic meetings which, on 
many occasions, have fostered improved ‘understanding between 
countries, a better climate, and the resolution of specific problens. 


Bilateral issues, as well, were discussed to include 
civil air matters, technology transfer matters; however, both leaders 
acknowledged that the state of the relationship is excellent. The 
President was pleased to hear of Switzerland's introduction -- or 
making public -- a proposal in the Stockholsa Conference where 
Giscussions have been underway for over a year on confidence building 
measures. The President thought this an extremely constructive 
initiative on the part of Switzerland and looks forward to studying 
it in the days ahead. 


The Swiss president expressed his deep sentiment of 
support for the cbjectives both countries coming to this meeting have 
expressed and hope that it may be an opportunity for a reduction in 
tensions and the establishment of an improved climate for the 
resolution of disagreements in the years ahead. It was, in all, an 
extremely worthwhile meeting typified by cordiality on both sides, 
gratitidue, mutual respect. 


We turn now to just a very brief remark on the eve of 
the meetings with the Ceneral Secretary and then I'll take your 
questions. \ 


On the eve of his awetings with the General Secretary, 
the President feels a deep sense of responsibility, of challenge and’ 
of opportunity. He believes that the meeting has as its central > 
purpose providing an opportunity for each leader to make fundamental * 
presentations on their own countries. For his own part, he intends a 
comprehensive presentation on the strengths, values, purposes, goals 
of the United States looking to the end of the century. He will, as 























on the need to strengthen and stabilise the nuclear balance, to 
restrain the use of force and subversion, to increase respect for 
human rights, and to improve communication between both peoples and 
governments. 

The President's and specific prc in each of 
the four sreas I‘ve sen are very well‘known to all of ° 
They‘re on the table and he will have more to say in detail about 
each of thes with Mr. Gorbachev. Se wants to’start sol lens. 
If the Soviet side is equally committed to practical solutions, there 
will be progress. - = 

P 7A OS 


but we will fulfill our responsibilities where we must. In this way, 
the President believes that we can. bet avo 
-end confrontation. ‘Weither 


course — sustained by strong public 
simple: to make restraint the sos 
i. Jon o wey 144.9004: 2: is 

Per the sost my question of the week is 
will the seeting @ success or a failure. The President certainly 
hopes for progess and intends to make as such as is feasible. But a 
real answer to that question will not be immediately available. Se 
has not come to Geneva to seek two days of ataospheric improvements, 
but to put down a strong foundation on which future results can be 
built. It is by such results that the value of this week's adetings, 
like those of the past, will be judged in the years shead. 


I*1l be glad to take your questions now. Helen? 


Q Did the President or 414 his delegation see the - 
Gorbechev arrival and hear his remarks and where he obviously made 
arms control here in the sky the key element -- and what you have 
outlined here sounds like a monologue. I mean, is the President 
going to k pushing all of these things? isn't it going to be more 
of a give-ent-tahe. ) oo6 


MR. MCFARLANE: The question is, did the President see on 
television Kr. Gorbachev's arrival? Secondly, what I — said sounds 
te be s sonologue end will there be a give-and-take in the days 
shead. Is that right? 

With regard to che arrival, the President was in a -- 


Q It’s a figment of ay imagination. 
MR. MCFARLANE: You're in a good mood today, aren't you, 
Belen? (Laughter .) ‘ou 
7. | 
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"want to make certain. Se wi 





- » She President was in a -- 
od, mos imagination. 
Ehewd that's great. 
‘the spirit of. -- 
Ansver the question. (Laughter.) 
MR. MCFARLASE: The President was in a meeting with 
foreign policy and national security associates at the time of the 
arrival. Se has seen the arrival statement; he‘s very conscious of 


Mr. Gorbachev's objectives here and looks forward to commenceszent of 
the meeting. .With regard to what I've laid out, this is what the 


oo o oo ?* 
, 


- President intends to present from the American side. Surely there 


will be a corresponding response from the Soviet side and that's very 


much what we're after here. 


Q.. Mr. McParlane, when the President was asked today 
about SDI and Gorbachev's renewal of his insistence that we not 


pursue it, he said wait until he hears my proposal. What proposal? 


att? - What will the President say to Gorbachev 
that 


“252 


- MR. KCPARLANE: The President's policies on arms control 
I think are.well. snown. They are founded upon the fundasental 


‘objective of ceducing: the level of offensive nuclear aras at an 


equitable. verifiable. fashion. - Be will present cur sost 9" 
ey in the Geneva talks. More importantly, perhaps 


imbalance. ited States hed consiéer the 

military problem it faced. Mow, if you could not get the Soviet 

Union to reduce, if you could not or Gié not wish to incr e you 
~i have: to «; In short, the Soviet Union has driven to 


scale -- or an SDI program o 


a 
f the scale 

ee ee Oe eee: See, Ce en to 

a 


be able to find a better way to keep 
strategy of threats with nuclear power that is spiraling ever upward. 


"AL 


Now, with cegard to SDI, he'll go through these points, 


expect that Mr. Gorbachev ae dpee Ady EY But he hopes 
that, as a consequence of that exchange, re can be in the 
months ahead in Geneva the beginnings of sai between our two 


countries on the relationship between offense Gefense and that, 


;;ower time, we can explore in a cooperative fashion how a transition 


from reliance on offense to greater reliance on defense could be . 
carried out. 


Oe eS eee ee ee ee eae question. I 
say to the extent you've outlined 
it, whet is his well-known position on SDI, he was not referring ad 
some new facet of it or proposal that we do not know about? 


MR. MCFARLANE: That is correct. - 


Q Mc. McParlane, a very conservative British writer -- 
in fact, he will be on the cight wing of the conservative perty - 
wrote the other day that one disadvan of SDI is that if this 
forces the Soviets into economic competition, it would sean less 
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whose fare would decline. 
, Q Be meant less freedoa. The san who wrote this is 
s . Peregrine Worsthorne and you probably know his. What is your answer 
: to tent? nea 
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*. I may mies the point of face: we're not in the business 
a Se of worrying about face, we're concerned about reducing nuclear ares 


at , Yes. 
, ¥ 
* 


23 Q Mr. McFarlane, in eddition to the meet 
f #5 the President, will there be smaller meet involving 
*.* Shultz and their Soviet counterparts over next 3 days 


7 MR. MCFARLANE: Question in the -- in addition to the 
meeting of princigals, the President and the General Secretary, will 

there be 6 by subordinates. Mone are planned. Surely, some 

oy will occur just in the normal format of corridor exchanges, and 

& perhaps sore formal meetings, but none are now planned. 


Q Mone have taken place so far? 
MR. MCFARLANE: Ho. Lou. 


— 
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Q Two tions. One is, what do you look for in the 
first meeting -- the icebreaker meeting, such it is, between the 
President and the General Secretary, and has there been any signal at 
all from the Soviets in the last week, the last few days -- that they 
: expect some new progress to be made with the United States at this 


MR. MCFARLANE: The question was, eat 4) we expect to be 
presented in the first session on Tuesday morning, and secondly, has 
there been anything new come 
point, the President has prepared his ow presentation for tomorrow, 
ané so it will be vintage President Reagan. 


I would imagine that it would the 4 points that 
a 4 polate belies 
a ue 
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g 
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ei I've mentioned and quite a lot more -- the 
of the United States and 
etr 














eaeene te Se waste and tow ue see our inter 
threatened. And finally, how we intend to a> bustaces 
with each other. 


The President will aye | @well heavily, 
the United States and its sense purpose, and he's said many 
publicly his wish to dispel Soviet notions of being threatened 
or of our hostility and to establish a better climate for the 
relationship. On the second question, no. 


: 
g 
$8 
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’ outmaneuvered <-- out on the publi 
relations side. Do you feel outmaneuvered? 


MR. MCFARLANE: The question is, in 

Gays, there's been a lot of reporting about the 

been outflanked or outmaneuvered in the publici 
on 


MR. MCFARLANE: Excuse me -- let me follow-up. That 
comment was made earlier to the President, and his response was 
that he isn't here for publicity, he's here to engage in 
a + pela and he believes that our approach to that is a 
sensible one 


John. 


Q You've mentioned a -- the President was to 
et 2 ee = ts Soviet relations. = oa ic he 
going to be example, is he out to Mr. Gorbachev 
that if they, wp RA yh A EA He 
Soviet troops from Afghanistan, that that would -- there would be a 
response to that, that that would in turn permit either -- without 
linkage, but permit us to look at Soviet behavior in e way that sight 
give them a greater role in other parts of the w:.1d? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Everybody hear the question? 
Q Yo. (Laughter. ) 
MR. MCFARLANE: Why did I ask? 


Q Just how detailed is he going to be in the 
framework? a> Sane Se 6 com ay that says, if you do “x", 
there will be a 


MR. MCFARLANE: Well, the framework the President intends 
to present will be a presentation of process -- that is, let's 
establish mechanisas, chennels, ground rules for how we tackle 
regional bilateral security issues -- human rights. Now, that 
presentaticn, as a matter of process, will translate in the Wednesday 
morning session where we deal with regional issues, for example, to 
the discussion of the ones you mentioned, such as Afghanistan. I 
won't today, and I's sure none -- other spokesmen with specific 

ls the President will make on those. 


i 
; 


Barry. 

Q Bud, you said that esas row morning at the opening 
sessions will be vintage President Can you tell us, does he 
intend to challenge Soviet behavior Y. ot or does bh he intend to have 
some of the hard things he's had to say abcut the Soviet systes of 
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can we make it peaceful. ‘and he will then go to. 
- Sow the President-isn't given. to -. 
toric and it will be.0 segieus, gobo. cogversation, I_an 
sure. - 3 


Q Recent discussions.with the Soviets last sonth.on.. 
Central America -- do you expect any complete results of the summit? 


MR. MCFARLANE: We welcome any that can be reached. 
We've had no new proposals from their side on that score, but we're 
certainly open to trying to find some solutions there. 


2 ‘Do I sense something directly from your opening 
statement that there is some new U.S. concern about the possibility. 
of the Soviets abusing or misusing the summit? .You talked about the 
Geneva -- spirit of Geneva from years back and the spirit of , 
Glassboro following which the Soviets undertook some military 
adventures and the relations between the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. were 
worsened. I mean, are you concerned anew that this might be some . 
Rind of @ trick and thet the summit will be aicuses? ’ 


MR. MCFARLANE: stion is, ace we ‘concerned that 
the Soviet approach to this pe ny FO Geception or an 
intention to establish an articifial “episite if you will, that would =% 
lead soon after to turmoil? Wo. The point asade in ay opening ' ° 
remarks was that the concept of having a summit ought not be 
evaluated as something that inevitably leads to something good, 
especially if what comes from it is this notion that the meeting 
itself and the spirit, as it's deen calied in many of the past, has 
an intrinsic quality that supercedes the self-interest of each party. 
It doesn’t. But if you acknowledge that and enter this meeting with 
that absorption of oe | and Ay - that the Soviet Union intends, 

as it says, to come here in faith and try to solve problems, 
ve'll try to do that. We're > acknowledging that there are 
lessons from the past. . c 

Q When Gorbachev arrived today he said that one of his 

top priorities is to stop the areas race and especially the spreading 
of t areas race into + The President, when he was asked about 
that, said that one of the ways to stop the aras race is by a space 
defense. acen*t the two men headed for a confrontation on SDI? 


mm. MCFARLANE: Chris commented upon the Gorbecbev . 
arrival cemarks which expressed concern about the spread of the aras 
into space. Actually that's not sccurate. Se said, “into other 
spheres," which is kind of interesting. Sut I don't pretend that he 
doesn’t have SDI on the mind. I think he probably does. Doesn't 
that imply then, in the question, confrontation?. There's obviously « 
disagreement here. That's why this meeting is worthwhile, to enab 
both leaders to express his of how deterrence is best ‘ 
preserved -- the Soviets implicitly calling for the continuation of 
assured destruction and of offensive systems -- the Onited States 
believing we should sove away from that exclusive offensive 
foundation to greater reliance on defense. «©. .» 


Q Mr. McParlane, on rogional issues, Cuban troops 
in three of the five places thet our President -~-. Bow is be going 
the Soviet Onion as the Onited States, Of mess Qn 


o- 


the Soviet Unior as the United States, of --.. 4. 


am tean 
MR. MCFARLANE: The question is, ;acknowledging that there 
2 ae in three of the five countries that are on our 
agenda, at least, how does the President intend to deal with this 
ry of outside powers in developing countries and solve this 
né of problea? 











- 10 - 


ané focusing on gett the internal parties to talk to each other 
first, as he’ laid*scet/ia the 0.8. speech. 
3'wew *e? .¢9002-2ed2 ao ob! .is 
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“ * - I 
intentions for the’ small, private meeting that will open the talks 
Lomorrow and -- no. (Lasght 


’ MR. MCFARLANE: = ay ey RAG that 
situation in the mNiééle East or the Persian Gulf will come 
éur the sessions. Yes, I woulé expect that it Ané 
Pres t is very wel 


| 
3 
i 
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Q Yes. Ané the Gulf Wat as a separate item, or -- the - 
Gulf war. 


Q Mr. McFarlane, could you tell us a little bit sbout 
the procedure ané the sechanics of the way will meet? As an 
exemple, you mentioned that the President hed drafted his own 
statement. Will the President be reading from a statement at the 
initial stage of each session? ' | 


; Also, what will the interpretation ee Will it be 
consecutive or will it be sigultencous? Give a little -- who will 
sposk fircet in each session? Can you give a little bit of the 
mechanics of it? 


MR. MCFARLANE: Den Schorr asked for some comments on the 
mechanics and format of the seetings. Por example, I sentioned the 
President was ing his remarks. Will thet be « written 
“‘eteatement ceed? And beyond that, who will speak first? And beyond 
that, is it simultaneous translations, so forth. a 


The President hes his own remark’. fe will 


Geliver those exteaporeneously. hes iseé a very 
couprehensive fon, but he will Geliver that from it 
extemporonsously. — 

’ As the host for the first day's session, the United 

. States will invite the Cereral to meke ing remarks end 


those would be in sisultaneous translat » be he in the Fleur 
@*Eau Residence in the front room of thet. I think you've had « 
chance to see thet. And thet session will be for two hours. And «a 
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said. But he 
éién't in his arrival t. I don't take that for sore than 
‘it's worth, but he said, the problem of extending the aras 


~| face into other spheres... 


~*~ President's te. offer nev proposals in certain areas such as . 
regional ané. so nee, gee Sear’, Sas Ne coeeeee 
them because you don't intend to. - But there new proposals? 


ideas about everything and so it's going 


: with things that I's sure the General Secretary will.not have beard 
: before -- ~l ses 


Q . Bud, is there ing new on the hostages? We 
a understand Terry Waite is on hir to Beirut. 


MR. MCFARLANE: I Go not personally have any new 
information on it as of an hour ago. 


Q Do you know why he's going beck to Beirut? 

Q Mr. McFarlane, is this event « seeting at the summit 
or a summit meeting? (Laeughter.) Which? Well, wait a goment. You 
lectured us lest summer for an hour on the difference. (lLaughter.) 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 
END 4:50 P.M. (L) 
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I‘m just wondericg what their option -- what you see 
as their options if you won't sove et all? 


GENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘That I don't know. But 
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Q Are there separate negotiations going on anywhere on 
these issues? . 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, there have been. 
I mean the groups have been in touch with each other. 


Q No, I mean here. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, some of them have 
started here and are still taking place here. They're Geneva-based. 


Q Ho, I meant of the bilaterals. on ee ny 
-- I mean the worker bees -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mone of us are joing —- 
there gay be lower levels that are doing it. But a Shultz is not 
negotiating or a McFarlane or Regan. I'11 just speak for those three 
guys. ' 


Q Specifically, in terazs tr: py -- (1) 
inétriéctions to‘the‘nuclear negotiators, 
where"are we on‘ those two? © 


SENIOR ADMIUISTRATION OFFICIAL: Those are both 
possibilities, buts I don't say probability, I say lities. 
ees ee ee no doubt, will be discussed, what the 

aga fa 


to oe eae eee Se caren. assure you that 
. ill happen. You can’t tell. 


nea tw De q ‘Catt is your sense of the maxinur and the ainimun on 
gu of results? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, again, that sort 
32 Say? ene Someteiiee. Did you score this or did 

t I've been trying to convince people of is that 
we didn't come here to play & game, to score points and then leave on 
Thursday worning, declaring victory cr having others declare defeat 
for/us. “That's mot the kind of games we're peying. We're deadly . 
serious on what we came here for, and that's to achieve a better 
understanding with the Soviets, leading eventually toward some type 
of disarmament, sone type of lessening of tensions on these regional 
issues, and to encourage more person-to-person contact, and in the 
field of human ‘refations, to try to reason with thea to spring sone 


"2°". gow, you can't score those things. History will have to 
score them for us. I'm not trying to be preachy. I'm trying to give 
you our frame of mind... You cannot write on Thursday, in our 
judgment, that this was a success or it wasn't. Just go back and 
take a look what history showed us about -- well, the most obvious 
ones; of course, Khrushchev and Jack Kennedy -- and what his told 
us later about it vis-a-vis what the press that day had to say 
reporting it the Gay after that summit took place. And what we're 
trying to do is to pany Rn RA A 
on Thursday; Thursday’ aa to be no 
ifferent than Wednesday, and Friday's going to ferent than 
Thursday. But uhese say te & poceess changeé here the eventually — 
will lead to something. 


Q Can I ask then another way around? It sounds to he 
if the President sa RP RY Pf de 


ing to and he’ i I 
Seams for ove thing it soynds’ tke, vat would’ tane'ap three-quarters 
of the meetings right there. But aside from that -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: And Gorbachev is. 
notorious for being long-winded. | 


~ be 7 


Q <== and aside from that, it could hardly be new to 





(2) a second suzsit — 


these two men meet, it's very difficult to try” 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why do we have to break 
new ground? enn 


Q Well, oF -- tate back bresking ew groud and then 
say getting off the dize -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Why do we have to get 
off the dine? , 5 


~~ 


Q Well, then, what good are the talks? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, that's the whole ji 
— That‘s what I'm trying to tell you. 


Q I‘m not talking about signing a. piece of paper. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It‘s attitudinal to see 
what is their attitude. This is a nation that's bent on world : 4 
domination. I don't have to tell you that; you just have to look:at, { 
what's happened since 1939 to date as to what has happened with that, |; 
nation and the nations they've conquered — ee wae SOPeR Ae cAMP 2 
Se nae Tat tt eee Ve ee as ae aes} 


Now, faced with that vealion of itkG' tes ws se asin ig” 
with, we're not dealing with really nice - , We're not out to 
try to really win them over, make them the 5 t state or even make, . 
them part of NATO. All we're’ to do is to figure out how do.,.,; 
you. live with this crowd, r zing that they are bent eventually .;, 
on world. domination? Might not be this year. _ tt might be the year,. 
you know, 2050. Who knows? | | 
, 1" . 
. But you have to be realistic about it’ ‘thet this is. the. :op 
of people we the United States, a a peace-loving people, have. to ¥ 
ve with this. How how do you: get ‘at that? You. can't, score: ASenn av 


Q Well, new realism all to the good, there seens to be 


including, may I say, American public pinion. "You gus 
conscious of that. And al y you 
question is, what do you have in mind os the 
with that -- Do 
To 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 4 
shovel, to recognize the reality, and to sta 
“meetings. Wow, if these meetings do produce some result, however 
little it will be, we'll talk about that. If it produces no result, 
a ae that. If it produces a lot of result, we'll talk about . 

t. ' 


Hi 
i. 


Q FSP evotdg eter tee tn 
having a joint press conference? a 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: wed? aaiie let me -- 
no. That‘'s the short answer. tow, comes the long one. 


7 


7 


Q The short answer on what? Mo, 20 -- | 
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I was alsost going to 
I better retract that 


Bas he told you what he plans to say? 


Bo opening lines? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
mean, this man has been at this all his life. 


using language, ana gestures, and so forth. 








SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
say “you don't teach an old dog new tricks.” 


Could you share with us a little bit of what he’s 


Q 
trying to say and also -- 
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Q Such ag -- pena s 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: - Well, you know, anger, 
enthusiasa, agreeableness, sone of strong advocacy of his cause, 4 
and at the other tines a capes So See I sean, | 
there are -- any of these and of these things can happen. * 
Q ° Quick wit, sense of humor, no sense of humor, harsh? a> 


that -- his ever being described as being, you know, a humorist. «. 
Q But is he -- is he -— | 


Gescribed that way. “us 
Q <== is he facile with words? Is he -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, according to what 
Shultz and McFarlane found, and Art Hartsan has told us and others. 


Q Why wouldn't they go for simultaneous -- — 


SENIOR AOP{AISTRATION OFFICIAL: He is a lawyer and is 
very facile. 





. ~~ .$o47.2 ‘74 
Q Why wouldn't they go for simultaneous translation? » 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I have no idea. We're. 


Q I understand — 
Q Oh, they're not tor sure? .. sem \ °o 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: We were on 
that. Is sy colleage in the room, sir? 


Q 1 thought it wee an open question —- 
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Q Did they tell you why that they didn’t want to go 
for simultaneous translation? : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's @ more normal way 


_SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION CUPICIALs ~~ have, you know -— 


r > @ .2>Could you give us anything the President had to say 
after, poy “Gorbachev's arrival remarks -- his emphasis on 


yrac ¢ 2° ov coc" | 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not sure the 
President listened to thes. We were tied up, remember, with - we 
had our cow luncheon, and then we had -— no, at the tise of — I 
thiah he versived of "E8260 G-n., G16 be ast? 


.s SOO" O* 


Q °° == 11:45 a.a. 
Q At 11:45 a... 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- 11:45 a.m. Well, we * 
- no, we were tied up at the time, so we didn't have a time to 
listen to it. Se will review thes tonight. 


Q But have you filled hia in? Sas he said anything -- 


SENIOR ADHINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don’t know what 
are either. I haven't had time. I‘ve been busy all day. So, we’ 
catch up with those tonight. 


Q@ Do you know -- 
Q -- any sense of his scod and, you know -- 
SERIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The President's? 
Q ‘The President's mood -- and anecdotes -- 


f2NTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Anecdotes would be 
Gifficult because there’ve been few and far between since he arrived 
here, but he's in a serious mood. He feels that he's done his 
homework. He knows the points that he wants to make. He's been -— 
we walked hia through yesterday -- through the sitting, where the 
thing will take place, at least on our day. And he's comfortable 
with all of that, . ce ae he’s in sort of a relaxed socod. Had 
8 son 


20 

t wi 

Can you tell us the names of the Soviet team? Do 
? 


Q Well, will it be Dobrynin and —- ~:\ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes. 
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(laughter) -- that area. Ss 
Q@ Wot -- neither of thes the interviewass -- the: 

interviewers -— neh nara are ase 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No,:one is the 


Q Bot Shishkin or -— - ; ath Vata * E “SG 

SEMEOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: =~ Bud's equivalent. 
Se‘s a foreign affairs adviser. And ancther one was characterized to 
me as being the Party's equivalent of Foreign Mintster.- 


Q Rae there been any sovenent today'or"in recent hours 
on any of the substantive issues, such as — 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:''Let'me just finish on 
that one thought. There is from their defense area, no 


- bay -. - 24 crowd. And-<--'-‘' 
Q Is that a cause or an effect? ** : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -— and-there's nobody 


Perle excluded froa peet — the 
qeett necting with Une President eeaey? = = 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: A lot of people were 


Q so it wasn’t any -—- 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I's not sure that's the ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, will one of you 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sure. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: -- with my colleague, . 
because the question case up, and I -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Check with ay colleague. 
Se‘s the one that just told me. But I'll check again. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: They used a different 
word. It say sean the samo thing, but just to -- 


| SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: “Sequential” was the 
original -- 
Q Do you think in retrospect that you may have made «a 


public relations boo-boo by getting out here early And lesting the 
press chew on the bone on the Weinberger 1 as the only story in 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: No. There were sany 
other stories in town. The Russians got here first, if you'll 


tha 
that plan. The Weinberger is of 
« It gave the press something to write about over the’ 


i 


Q Has McParlane apologised for having kind of blown 
that thing into soaething? . 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo comment. ,! 


Q Well, to satisfy our curiosity - just to 
satisty our curiosity, the -- : 


SERIOR ADMINISTRATION CPFICIAL: So comment. 














oS ae 
Q Dose the President -- is the President aware where 


+ ty 


- _ 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo commit. nd 


Just where it was said -- does he still think it ws 
a tignent of * somebody's imagination? 


SENIOR ADMIMISTRATION OFFICIAL: Bo comment. 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Sey; you're not going to 
get anything. 


Q Were you the leaker? de. <= 
Q -- need anything. | 


ois SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: Was I the leaker? Good 
« BO. . 7 e&.< ; a 


Q Bo comment. (Laughter.). 9° ©...» 4 . sas” ens 
Q You said -- 
, pis, 4 BOT Ge 
' SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, that’one, I'11 °° *° 
comment on. Ho. 


: ols® 
7 4 


Q You said you -- , eo74 eC & ee OS valor 

-~< 1 1a ueceummenianree oro OF as the’ President seid 
yesterday, “Hell, no.” es iad ane, big 

: dw YBSALAdUS S Sout uot 

Q ow, you said we were to see different ‘kinds’? 


of character in Gorbachev. You to see different styles -- 
including anger. What do you suppose sight aske his 


' / o*3 ont oret pai) ee odges 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: - Oh,*I Gon't know. - **°° 
Alzost could trigger it. It would be hard to predict. 
Ageia -- a SS Se Se 
word. But, I mean, I would see ire coming frou his. 
; ea uJ 


that the President end his opposite nusber do -- large 
burden of the talking? Gz do you thick you wild <= the ether eh -—~ 
principals will get into it? ; ; eat 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: ‘te would' be most natural: 
, See then to do aest of the talking, if aot ali of it. “ wr or 
Q@ se you anticipate you'll be relativel mute unless’ . 
epecifically called on? y 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Or if there is something 
thet we could edd to what hes already been said jn «particular 


of knowledge we sight have. \ 9-08 
Q Is there one person on the American side that has 
been designated as a note-taker? a eed 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL:. Jack Matlock is one, and 
Mike Palmer is the other one. 


Q During the fifteen sinute scesien they'll be 
Seaeee 7” 5 GERREGUAES 80. £0,4he lévdag-eoen ettete peeulentet 


. ogivse .. sarees 
aisha 


GESIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mo, ino email 
antectoae.. . ais 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OPFICIAL: it’s -- well, maybe 
4i4 see it up at the U.8. it’s 
this exact same table. We flew it over here from the U.N. It's an 


szmiog 
for the correction. It was the U.S. Mission. The General Secretary 
will sit on one side with his people, in the middle, the President on 
the other side, in the siddle. 


= Q That's right. Sut not in a hostile -- They're not 


going to see a hostile President coming in with a -- you know. 
“Sige soo!» SBMLOR ADMIGISTRATION OFFICIAL: If cent tell you that. 


Behe “CSE i, PresidGent will uot be hostile going in, ‘no. I can’t tell 
i< you what the chemistry will be, for leck of a better word, during 
a that meeting.+>- 5 «:« . : 
5 —_— *Jj - verte’ Sib « 4 
a , ‘ Q. “What. do you for? When you say these two sen 
. representing these two totally tible -- as you -- systens 
: come together, what sort of relationship do you hope for 
ao*bers af Peat ' 
. > = taSBMTOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Realisn. 

ioe ~ apromgcgan., Q But is that a personal friendship? 

) “_ EMWXOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, no. But both of 


are leaders, world leaders. They could never have gotten to 
their positions without having some unusual characteristics. One of 


Q Go ahead. Sorry. Go ahead. 
-_- » There's been some talk, and it 


may act 
+ founded, the lane might leave sometine within the issediate 
months after -- — | | 
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Q Well, has the President bees given any kiad of 
eévice on how not to irritate Gorbachev or how to uske an iapressicn 
on I sean, if you let Reagan be Reagan, any concern that 
he'll pop off in just sort of the wrong wey and -- 





SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Yes, naturally grecious. 3 
Be‘s a congenial person and, unless taunted or pushed, he *t 
‘weually get his dander up. _+ 
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rT i - 
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SEZIOR ADMINISTRATIOU OFFICIAL: | Well, you've got to : 
remeaber that Reagan put up with this for three dif summits and . ; 
the like. It wasn't until the London susmit that he finally blew. ... 


Q Gorbachev doesn't like to be lectured on his systes. 


Yes, how do you avoid his blowing over hugan rights 


Exactly. mk = 
- for example? | 


Q Ien't there @ concern on your part on the -- 
SEBIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they'll blow and 
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Grade-A President or cheap shvts? 
you think they are doing this, if they are 
Mo, that's for publication. 
How we're back on background? 
How we're back on 


That's on background? 
MR. REGAI: 


the summit is supposed to be s 
Going it? What's 
1 than @ scumsit. 


Super Bovl 


the 
The 
ible 
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why 
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to 
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Sov 
both 
it, 
the ¢ 
But that's not exactly what I was asking ‘about. 


belittle — 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
" 8 @ 
' ¢ 00, no, no. 
they would belittle his when th 
betus7@! &- 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 


belittle — 


._o, 


_ 
‘errs. ren 8 





Row wait a sinute. 
beli 
Well, why not ask then? 


‘i aii. 


bay 


ai at 
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Serer, ete 


beck off a little 


ig 
SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: - Hot initially because 


ed 


got things in the pipeline at this poiat.- Braise 





« wouldéa't it help 


- 

“vw 
1 «= 
, & 
es ¢ 
Ss 





va've 


t*. 
-- 


o* 


i ’ 


- Wet i 


° - 


-!) «% 
; 


yf 2 yi aere, e 


“et am olny tie vy” 


z¢ 


a*esers 
he 


gues 2365 





is 
<- 
up 


"ai 
Tarr: 
who 
Are 
Vienna 
quite 


se 





: ¥ ; 


> wh nll nity Bpine Ue iy 


7 
“> / 
: 
; 


. . 
ae | 
33 | 
eae 
ren 
“Aa 
us @ 
~~ > 
4 oe 4 
“~s 
=) " 
Pd ‘ 
2¢ : 
o +s 
— % A, 
e o . re 


_ . > 
“ saliat 


3 


> i @¢ . 
+ i> 
*ti trie « i. 


-——_ 
ae 
oo i 
5 
%% 
” 
- 
~~. 
—s 
> ef 
* ~ 
a ee 
WwW" 03°39 
7; z= 
>} mm ee 
c ~ " 
™- , 
5 &» 
a  -* 
. e 4 
¢. ' 


oo 

















-l4- 





underestinating his. That, again, 
eeens 





to 
- 
Q But for instance on SDI -— 


. SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: If that's what we find 
out, I mean, that'g going to be horrible. 


: Q Well, let me just asf you on SDI in terns of 
flexibility versus inflexibility. You've already told es Ronald 
Reagan is going to be inflezible -- he's not going to give on SDI. 
What asboct Gorbachev on SDI? Bo you really see in the next two days 


— 7? a 
SEWIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: think be's going to be 
inflexible. I don't think he'll egree to up his research on 


Q So then we're out -- 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: On SDI. How wait a 
minute. About flexibility, we've already agreed to reduce $0 percent 


Q Bo, no, I meant in teres of his — 
SENIOR ADMIVISTRATION OFFICIAL: ow wait a sinute. 


That's «a -— you can't -- wait a minute. That's a very 
important thing. We've ag to give up 30 percent of all of our 


Q 1 know that, but be is saying no deal unless you 
link reduction of offensive to a cap on SDI, and ‘ce not 


aes ae Deo you expect hia to be in any way possi flezible 
ca t 


SEBIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, these are also the 
same people that said if we put the Peacekeeper, the Pershings in 
eae Where are 


Q Chay, eo you think thet there is some hope that he 
might change on SDI? , % 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL; Sure. Se that he 
is Going it himself. *ce finally starting to admit ‘that they 
even are us lasers. *s the latest thing that has come cet of .. 


thes. They finally heve edmitted that, which we've known all along. 
Q Do you think they are looking — 
Q Well, what -you see as a Soviet compromise -- 


one Q Let's get one sore from Charlotte and then call it 
quits. 
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Well, what you see as a ‘Soviet compromise 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I don't know what 


they'll do. 
restraints — 
mepotiatione here ia 





Be’s alrers ¢ said that 


Pai 


” cnt eee 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: When it comes to 


» we would stop and discuss this with our allies and other 


deployment 


t of cesearch. 


wore “testing", as I understand 
that significant? 


I think I's close to it. 


powers. 


itn 


live w 


domination 


ie 


the Slet state... Sow. 
ing, “nation bent on 


that “we’ 


ii 


re ate elt reall 


And we're trying to figure out how to deal with --" 


to live with this probles. 


I mean, they were the first to -- 


it'll — you can keep that on background. 


Call a spade «a shovel. 
(Laughter .) 





le el 








- 1€ - 


oat c8.7 
~ SENIOR, ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: You con't like ay coined 


“3. phrases.” 
= we420 e- 2 op Mobody!11 know who it is. : 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Tes, nobody'll know who 


- 
-—- 








4 | Q “Let's play the shovel on the aike. 
> 2, (Tape is being played back.) 


: ‘ 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: That's background. 


33 a Q Good. choice. 
: Q ~*Let quote you on that. 
< _ | THE PRESS: Thank you. 
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’ Office of the Press 





Bovember 21, 1965 


Hotel Intercontinental 
Geneve, Switserland 


11:20 A.M. (L) 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: John? 


Q Do you think that the seeting here and the 1 

» but nonetheless, ts that you were able to achieve 
has helped diffuse the strategic defense cbstacle as an cbetacie in 
the relationship to other agreements as well, and was the President 


ey See coe ale ee SS Ee S ee ae See eee 
understand American sotivations in the strategic 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: The question is did the 

on SDI diffuse that as an issue and foster any better 
understanding and lessened Soviet concern about it. The discussions 
were very lengthy and thorough, both with to the nature of 
Soviet concerns as well as the motives behind the President's 
concept. Soviet concerns were clearly that this system, over tine, 
would encompass offensive systems in space. The President t to 
Gispell that by pointing out that, first of all, our labs \a be 
open so that could be confident that the as would not 
develop in an offensive direction; end, y, that over time we 


could, he believed, work out an arrangement for sharing of the 
Gefensive technologies. 


Prom our int of view, the President stressed his very 
ent view that reliance upon offensive deterrence would, over 
time, become less and less stable and that his sotive was to sove 


I think the Soviet Union did -- finally, to anewer your 
question <-- go mo | with a such better appreciation that this was not 
some political vis whie; it was e satter of deep 
conviction. And I think that's reflected in what I saw of General 
Secretary's press conference that's now underway. 


Q Was there any agreement to continue briefing one 
another, and gy 1 yy} 44-4 -Y- teas 
t 


vere in Geneva? Any agreement to continue exchanging both sides 
are Going on strategic defense? 


SENIOR ADMINIGTRATION OFFICIAL: That offer, which has 
seen made a number of times, was sade again and it was acknowledged 
8 well as our openness to a thorough exchange in Geneva on SDI, its 


‘elation to offense and, over time, an exchange on the transition 
rangements if we believe feasible. 


Yes? 








Bo, you won't tell us or not thee aren't. 


Could you share with us -— 


Ho, you won't tell us? 


SEMIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Excuse ne -- no, there 


Owen? 





t, suspicion and hostilit 


the President's personal assessnent 
hoped to achieve? 


egg did he believe 














ie 
SBUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se acknow what the 
General Secretary hed said, said that he found it iapressive 
statement of t conviction, that he had to make. 
éecis as a leader upoe capabilities of the 


but 
that he took very seriously the General Secretary hed said and 


would think about it. 
Q Did he teach? 


us @ little bit about those specifically? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Did this ity of the 
extend into the discussion on human rights on 
Afghanistan and can 1 treat the substance of those issues? With 
to buman rights, that quality was very auch a part of it, 
al bh I won't treat because -- well, the -- the way in which this 
iseve is to be handled is to -- is I think taking on greater 
seriousness and prospect of success, but I'm efreid 1 can't talk 

about it. I <= that’s -- and 1 apologise. 


Q Bow about -- 

Q -- the Soviet -- _ 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Mow, on Atghanistan -- 
just a moment, please. On Afghanistan, this same quality did extend. 
to the treatment of it. And 1 think, frankly, may see that issue 
treated more intensively and yet less visibly it has been. And 
1 think there is some promise there, but that's a personal view. 


Q A change in their position? Some new development 


i 


coming? 











Yes, it was vers such on the agenda. 
a @het was Gorbachev's reaction to that? 


SEJIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, he noted what we 


hed said -- Jida’t ecceyt or re,ect really, nor rebut seriousls what 
bad been said. 


I'll yet ower here neat. 


¥ On arms control, why snoulda‘t sou be disappointed 
that sou don't have more than @ restatement of past positions? 


SEUIOR ADAIUIZTRATION OFFICIAL: On eatus control, why 
should we not be disappointes that we Jidn’t have any aore than just 
@ ceafficuation of past statesents? 


Well, first of all, for the two leaders to come, exchange 
very thorough,oing presentations bs cach, get a such better feel for 
wheat was imjgortant in tae several areas control areas -- what were our 
peiorities, theirs, ovr problems with theirs and vice versa. It was 
a very solid discussion as a consequence of that. For those two, as 
Gistinct from spokesmen or subordinate officials to say, se8, our 

ics is 50 percent reductions but we two together ayree on that and 

addition will jointly charge our delegations in Geneva to get 
serious and accelerate to get whet I think is a qualitative change in 
the importance that each attached to that percent outcome that 


: Ila addition, the Im? agr 
sted frow the other issues, while ecknowledyed in Raris by the 
side, anc an objective of ours -- 
saging, “I join ody Coumitting to tuis outcome," and cecord it in 
yee it an importance to i 


S) Yes, but there is no in their position on 
forward-based sssteas, there is no change in counting the British and 
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* What Jo 


What do ye intend bs 


And impressive, ani I've 
open lebs and what Go we envision in the way of sharing SDI 


Earlier in'the questioning on SDI sou -- 
got a lot of other adjectives if sou give we a chance. 


SENIOR ADAINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 

‘ You used the phrase “our labs are open 
that, and at what ,cint do sou envision a sharing of SDI 
The concept of open lavoratorcies is 


SSUIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: 
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SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OCFPFICIAL: I°11 get back there 


Q Do they eccept the idea of open labs? 
SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Well, they acknowledged 


it. seemed to find it appealing. They didn't say, yes, we sign 
on, ‘we'll be there next Thursday -- (laughter) -- but they did sees 


Let se put a plug in here, too. I'm very proud of the 


people that worked last night all night on this, and you ought 
to know. Richard Perle, Bob Linhard, Roz R y. the latter in the 
chair, really brought this thing together, they're reponsible. 
Jonn? 


Q Women don't need to know about throweights. 


Q Before the summit begen, you said they were going to 
spend approziagately 15 minutes together in private one-on-one 
sessions. And you have said the personal dynamics of this were very, 
very important to it. Can you explain the evolution of this, how 

ieed the staff was? Was it something the President had in the 
of his sind from the beginning? Can you give us some background 
on how it evolved? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Question is: In 
referring to the length of tise and the —— importance of the 
one-on-one sessions and the outcome, I said that we were rised 
and thet this wes unusual for summits -- why did this happen 


Well, I would think that sany who have covered the 
President longer than I would perhaps comment better on it. I have 
elways found that the President has placed an enormous importance 
upon personal leadership, and sincerity, and persuasion -- his own 
powers of persuasion -- to be a very important quality in shaping 
attitudes of other leaders. 


And it wae kind of interesting -- when Geo ané I cane 
back trom Moecow, we did not bring off si hay A of 
egreement. And it seesed to se that the Gent surely wasn't 


satisfied, but he was kind of saying, well, it's tim or the first 
string and kind of looking forward to this, counting - .ite a lot on 
his own ability to carry off by debt of ay es anda grasp of his 
concepts and facts a qualitative change in the relationship. 


Jerry? 
Q What did each of the leaders ask the other to do 
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Why aow ere you tavor of tances summits in tnree years? 

SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Se ee © wae 
~ Pity § AR §- -Y ---A- essing tne 
significance of summits aad being aging of theirs value. I! 
don’t taink tnat's true. Kg ~ Sy 4 ht rg 
suasits «end ced summits, gad, thecefore, the action of « t has 
mo iatcinsic wortn une way of the otner. 

rv) I didn’t say you disgaraged summits, but I think if 
you g wack to the record, you didn’t cite one sumsit in anything out 
@ negative way. So ay question was, a day before the meetings began, 
you epoke vf at icast a nalf « dosen ts and spoke only of Soviet 
actions subsequent to tnose summits that you thougnt were bad, were 


SEAIOR ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL: That's © 


a 
iv) And wnat aas turned sou around to be in favor of 
tnree sumaits in tnaree years? Is the President aow a dutentist? 


SEAIOK ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: It's a fais point. tne 
reason twat I said wuat I eaid was tnat I taink it's fair yesee 
tnat eapectetions into a seet dike tnis -- gechage it's 
RMuge more than expectat -- is tnaet will produce soaothiag 
worthwhile. My poiut was simply to say there may and there may not. 
History doesn't give us avucn optimisa taat they necessarily wo. Tnis 
one may. 


How, tnat said, we nave secondly stressed that whetner it 
does of not isn't really measured today or tomorrow, but in whetner 
Of not penavior cnanyes over time, and we still feel tnat way. 


Finaliy, we do celieve, nowever, tuat tnere is value in 
exchanging views at tne between tnese two countries, and look 
forward to doing so periodicaiiy in the 6 ahead. That, too, 
Goesna't ezpress that those exchanges will necessarily produce 
Gramatic cuaage, but taat there is some valve in that, as long as 
people look at it tnat way end not expect that it’s going to reach 
tne silliniua just vecause of a seeting-qua-seecting. 


v) Do you think at ftutuce summits you sight get « 
singie concrete agreement on even sinor issues cefore tuvee 
countries? 


SEXIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: Do we believe that at « 
tuture sumsit we signt yet any cind of agreement’ on anytning? Well, 
I tning we sight get it witnout « summit, tuat we might yet thes 
between summits, and tne summits sigat or signt not be-a factor in 
tnet. Agein, it isn't tne soetiag. except in the sense of advancing - 
understanding on ovtn sides, that plays tne role. 


How, over tise, in tais relationship, which is only now 
once more starting, we aay ceturn to the practice in the early ‘70s 
-- I don't peedict this, I'a saying it's possible -- in which suasits 
were very carefully prepared because you could rr thea. You had 
@ habit of discourse, wnicn we nave not hed. If we ace successful in 
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BACKGROUND BRIEFING 
ON 
SOUTHERN AFRICA 


MR. PETE MARTINEZ: Good afternoon. As promised, a 
Senior State Department Official will brief on recent 
developments in southern Africa. The briefing is ON BACKGROUND 
so his remarks should be attributed to a Senior State 
Department official. 


SENIOR STATE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL: Thanks, Pete. Let 
me start with a few opening comments on where we are in the 
negotiating situation in southern Africa, specifically Angola 
and Namibia. 


I think it's accurate to describe the situation as 
follows: We are engaged in a fresh round of contacts with the 
two key parties, that is, the Government of South Africa and 


the Government of -Angola. 


As you will recall, approximately a year ago ther? 
were some proposals put forward by both sides, and on the basis 
of those proposals and other contacts we had with the two 
parties, we put forward some ideas of our own in March of this 
year -- March of ‘85 -- aimed at accelerating the process of 
finding a compromise, a package settlement, that would bring 
about the independence of Namibia, and in that context an 
agreement on the departure of Cuban troops from Angola. 


So we did that in March. In the intervening months 
since March, roughly up til this past September, we found that 
the parties, for a variety of reasons, their own reasons, 
different reasons, were substantially distracted from the 
negotiating process, were not responsive to the ideas put 
forward, and were engaged in the pursuit of other options, 
military principally. And that applies to both South Africa 
and the Government of Angola. 


We ee ae our influence to bear throughout that 
period, roughly from March through September, to make it 
abundantly clear that in our view there is only one way forward 
to settle these problems, and that's through a negotiated 
solution, that the parties need such a solution at least as 
much as we do and that we urged them both to get on with it. 








You will recall, for example, that when we sent our 
Ambassador to Pretoria back in September of this year, he was 
carrying a letter from the President, and that among the points 
that we were stressing was the continued urgency of getting on 
with the settlement process on Namibia and Angola. 


There has been escalation of the fighting. There have 
been South African raids. There has been a Soviet-—fueled 
offensive inside Angola against UNITA. There have been these 
indications of the parties pursuing their military options. 
But, more recently, we have seen some indications that the two 
sides are showing renewed interests in the negotiating table, 
and it's because of that, that we are involved in a fresh round 
of talks to seek to push this process forward. 


I think it's too soon for us to draw any sweeping 
conclusions. We see some indications that perhaps both sides, 
for their different reasons, have begun to sense some of the 
drawbacks, perhaps some of the dangers of proceeding down a 
purely military track. 


There continues to be cross-border action in both 
directions between Namibia and Angola. There continues to be a 
stalemate of fighting inside Angola, but at a significantly 
higher level of violence which poses obvious risks of 
international external involvement continuing and increasing, a 
— which only assures that Angolans will bleed at higher 
evels. 


It has never been our analysis, from the Angolan side, 
that there can be a military solution for either side, and that 
remains our view. 


The recent round of talks that I'm describing occurs 
in a context as well of some impatience in this country over 
the conduct of the parties and their inability or unwillingness 
to move forward in terms of the proposals we put forward in 
March of this year. 


I think it's pretty clear that the reaction in this 
country and other Western countries at the recent round of 
heightened fighting inside Angola demonstrates that there is 
considerable sympathy in the U.S. and elsewhere for the 
struggle being waged by UNITA against an Angola which is 
heavily influenced by the Soviet Union, and which has been 
using very large volumes of Soviet hardware to pursue a course 
of action which we in our view don't believe can lead to peace 
for that country or to a peaceful settlement in southern Africa. 











To be more specific, we have in recent weeks had a 
number of exchanges with the South Africans, urging a 
substantive reply to our March ideas. We have now received a 
substantive reply that is useful, in our judgment. Many issues 
will remain to be worked upon, but the South African reply that 
we've received in recent weeks does give us something to work 
with. So that represents a concrete fact, and we have taken 


note of it. 


At the same time, we have met recently with an Angolan 
delegation in Lusaka, Zambia, on November 27 and 28, in which 
we described the state of play as we saw it. We made clear the 
urgency of getting on with the process. We described the news 
that we had from the South African side, and that was basically 
the ground that we covered. I would say that our talks with 
the Angola team were positive in tone, and we have been asked 
to meet with them again in the very near future. I have no 
dates or specifics in that regard, but we do intend to do so. 


. This clearly is a moment, then, in which there is a 

chance for the partiss to grab an opportunity before the window 
closes down -- a moment, particularly, for the Angolans to act 
decisively so that we can turn away from this military dynamic 
and move towards a diplomatic dynamic, which will reduce the 
risks that are inherent in this situation. 


This briefing here today was billed as southern 
Africa. I don't have any other subjects that I would speak 
about at length, but we're certainly open to questions on other 
issues. 


We are continuing to be very active and concerned on 
the situation inside South Africa. We have, obviously, sent a 
great many signals, both our Government and our society more 
broadly, as are other Western countries and countries in Africa 
itself. It is a period in which people are watching with 
heightened interest, I think, because we all know that when the 
new parliament resumes in South Africa towards the beginning of 
February, there will be some expectations of further 
announcements and further plans and further hopes for an 
opening that would defuse the situation internally in South 
Africa, both as concerns concrete areas of reform, but also on 
the issue of dialogue and the issue of violence in that country 
which, of course, continues to trouble all of us. 


I think I'll leave it there and move to questions. 


(Continued on next page) 








Q ~ Is there an implied or explicit inducement for 
the negotiating path raised by the United States, eventually 


willing to supply some sort of aid -- and I specifically 
don't use the word “covert” --— some sort of aid to the UNITA 


forces? 
Is there an implied inducement -- 


Yes. 


-- is that the question? 


oD e> © ® 


And if the negotiating path is not, in fact 
followed, is the United States prepared to do something to help 
the UNITA forces withstand this Soviet—backed offensive? 


a I think it's clear -- and this has been said by 
people at higher pay grades than me (laughter) -- that we 
empathize with and sympathize with and wish to support those 
who are resisting .a Soviet-backed military track, aimed 


' presumably at wiping out an internal opposition movement 


there. 


From our standpoint, we believe that this is the time 
to move. Clearly, the behavior of both parties will have a 
consequence in terms of what we do. There's no doubt about 
that. But it's also clear I think that the two parties are the 
ones who have the most at stake; they're the ones who are 
losing a big opportunity if they don't grab it. 


Q Well, specifically, what form would this U.S. 
empathy or sympathy take? 


a Well, the whole question of policy toward Angola 
remains under review. Our position I think has been made as 
clear as it can be made. I'm not going to make it any clearer 
here today. We've taken a position on certain Congressional 
initiatives, which I think you're familiar with, and we've also 
said that we wish to support UNITA in a way that would be 
effective in the context of our broader goals that I've been 
describing here. So I don't have anything fresh to add to that. 


Q. Then again you spoke critically of those who 
would exercise the military option -- you said that twice -- 
and I think your main message was that it's an opportunity to 
negotiate and you would prefer negotiations. You would 
recommend negotiations by the parties rather than fighting -- 
the military option. Did I understand you correctly? 











a That's what we're saying to the parties, by all 
means. 


Q Right. But what do you say to yourself? Do you 
support the fighting with weapons for any of the parties or is 
your advice just for the parties? 


A No. I think that we're not negotiating with 
Angola and South Africa: we're mediating between the two of 
them. 


Q Right. 


A Anyone in the mediating position wants to have 
the maximum amount of tools to work with that one can have. I 
think that speaks for itself. 


Q And could those tools include military weapons to 
one of the. parties? 


A I certainly wouldn't exclude anything. What 
we're talking about, however, is an effort to push the 
negotiating process forward. If I had announcements to make 
oe ym hy el of the sort you're suggesting I would make them, 

t on't. 


Q I realize that. That's why we're all speaking in 
code -- including you (laughter) -- but -- now I've forgotten 
my question. (Laughter. ) 


No, I do remember my question. Would you suppose then 
that if one of these tools is military that that would -- you 
sort of used the word “inducement”; let me try the word 
“pressure.” Do you think that might help, pressure -- for 
instance, the Angolan Government -- into giving you a better 
response to the March proposal than you've gotten so far? 


A I think it's a political fact of life, and it's 
shared widely in Washington, that people don't want to stand by 
and watch a military course of action play out with massive 
support for one side that could lead to dire consequences 
inside Angola. But I don't think that I want to suggest by 
that that we are talking about a dramatic shift of policy -- 


Q No. 


A -~ in this country. 








We have a negotiating framework on the table. We 
don't think there's any alternative to it. 


We have just seen an example of what happens. If one 
pursues a military track, the other side jumps in. 


We've just seen it from the South African side as they 
became involved in the recent fighting that took place in 
southern Angola. 


Q Let me ask you one thing quickly and then I'll 
turn -—-— let someone else have a shot. 


There's another track being pursued here in Washington 
with Senators like Symms and Humphrey, who would like to 
provide humanitarian -- they call it -- aid to UNITA. Do you 
have a position on that? 


a- Yes.. As I indicated, the Administration has made - 


'I think very clear its position that we don't support or 
encourage that kind of legislation. That's been clear I 
believe for some time, and that continues to be our position. 


Q A little earlier, when you were describing the 
military actions inside Angola, you referred to cross-border 
actions between Namibia and Angola and increased fighting 
within Angola at higher levels, which you said carries with it 
the threat of international --—- outside international 
involvement. 


When you used the phrase “outside international 
involvement," did you mean stepped-up Soviet involvement -- or 
did you mean international involvement by other parties as well 
as the Soviets and Cubans in Angola? 


a Well, the Soviets and the Cubans and so on for 
starters. Obviously, the South Africans also getting sucked in 
back and forth in that situation, as we've seen historically. 
and I wouldn't draw the line there. 


Q Would ~- 


a It's a dangerous scenario, and I would have felt 
that this is the time for parties to recognize the dangers 
inherent in that situation. 











Q You int to the threats of increased 
international involvement within Angola. You are not drawing 
the line at increased U.S. involvement within Angola? 


Q I'd like to know whether you discussed this time 
the prospect of internal reconciliation in Angola among the 
warring parties and whether the possibility that the U.S. might 
provide aid to UNITA was mentioned within that context. 


a Well, we met, of course, with the Angolans on a 
number of occasions; and we have made it clear consistently 
that our position is that the only way that Angola will ever 
know peace is there is some formula found for reconciliation 
amongst the warring parties there. 


We've also made clear that that's essentially the 


business of Angolans to work out, but we saw they would support . 


any opening towards reconciliation inside Angola. 


So there's no difference in that regard in our recent 
meetirg from earlier meetings. 


The issue that you raise concerning possible aid to 
UNITA, you know -- this was not discussed in Lusaka, and I'm 
not expecting it to be in the next round of talks that we 
probably will have in the near future. 


Q I wonder: What were the considerations that led 
you to aw:horize a U.S. diplomat to attend the funeral to 
Mamelodi sesiding over by Mrs. Mandela -- and if you consider 
in retrospect now that this kind of a decision was helpful to 
encouraging the sort of negotiations you want to get going. 


a Well, I think the urban township violence that we 
have seen all too much now for the past 15 months is of growing 
concern to everybody; and we clearly feel that the syndrome of 
funerals that lead to more killings -- that lead to more 
age oe is one ihat's going to have to be brought somehow 
to an end. 


We, in that context, thought that it was appropriate 
and we were working in close contact with other Western 
diplomats at the same time of the Western Embassies to be 
represented at this particular event. 








Again, I wouldn't describe i $s an event that was 
presided over by Winnie Mandela, although she of course was 
there. But I think it is important that it be crystal clear -- 
unambiguously clear to all the different audiences we're trying 


to communicate with and reach them in South Africa that we care. 


Q Now, in making this message clear, isn't it 
important, especially if the attendance is at a funeral, that 
we know who's being buried 


I understand from sources close to people in South 
africa that one woman's -- black woman's -- body was reclaimed 
from a morgue and she had died prior to the demonstration -- 
and a two-month-old baby that was held up for the Western TV 
cameras was certified by a doctor to have died of natural 
causes. 


I don't have any more information on the remaining 
seven, but perhaps you do and perhaps that's why you sent the 
U.S. representative there. ; 


In other words, I'm saying that two of the people had 
nothing to do with demonstrations. So if you're idea is to 
give some sympathy, you've been misled. 


a Well, I don't think that we were operating on 
information that would imply that this was a hokey funeral. I 
think the information we had was that there were some real live 
victims at that most recent event, and it was on that basis 
that we sent a diplomat there. 


Q Could you give us some idea -- when you said you 
received a “substantive reply” from South Africa, what does 
that mean? I mean, is it a in. letter -- or are they 
actually making more concessions than what you've been 
seeking? What does that mean -- a “substantive reply"? 


a It doesn't just mean a longer letter, no. 
(Laughter). We had had some earlier indications from the South 
Africans by way of reply which we had found to represent not 
steps forward but, if anything, steps backward, going back a 
number of months; and we had made it clear that we wanted a 
constructive forthcoming reply from both sides, and we're joing 
to continue to lean on both of them to get that. 


When I say a “substantive reply," I mean it 
represents a new South African position in response to our 








March proposals -- one which, as I said, will require further 
work but which is, from our standpoint useful; it gives us 
something to work with. 


Q Re Namibia or re the withdrawal of Cuban troops 
from Angola? 


a Both. 


Q Are you still dealing on the level of different 
lines of troop withdrawals and on actual specific issues that 
you were in the first round on this, or are we back to the 
philosophical drawing board right now? 


A No, no. I think we're beyond the philosophical 
drawing board. We're talking about such issues as the one you 
raised involving geographic lines of restraint and pull-back. 
We're talking about issues of timing, schedules for withdrawal 
of Cuban forces. We're talking about numbers in various time 


frames. 


We're talking as well about the form that agreements 
would take -- how they would be internationally recognized, who 
would be the parties to the agreements, what kind of formulas 
for cease-fires that would implement to begin the 
implementation of the UN process on Namibia -- those kinds of 
things. 


Q With the increased international involvement, 
could it include discussions in Luanda with Soviet members of 
the Politburo? I believe someone has been invited to Luanda 
for exactly this purpose. 


A A Soviet's been invited? 

Q Yes. By the Angolans. 

A Well, the Angolans have just finished their 
Second Party Congress, as I'm sure you know. I believe it was 
yesterday. And normally at such events there would be probably 
some fraternal colleagues from other parties represented there 


I-don't know if there was in this case or not, but it 
wouldn't surprise me. 
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Q You just said that there is a chance now to be 
just before the window of opportunity closes. What is that 
window of opportunity, and when does it close? 


e Well, it's not for us to be issuing the ultimata 
or deadlines, but I think it is clear that we've seen that 
window darn near closed for quite some months now -- which, as 
; say, poses bigger dangers to the parties themselves than it 

oes to us. 


It seems to have opened somewhat in some of the 
signals that we've been getting recently; but there is the risk 
that it can close again, and that's something that we can 
unilaterally wish away. If it does close again, it's the 
parties that will be the principal ones to suffer -- people 
reacting to each other, they begin escalating again; and before 
you know it, the interest in the proposals on the table begins 
to erode. 


Q- Is -that related to the rainy season? 


A It could well be, it could well be. One you see 
the rainy season begin, that provides a time when it's more 
difficult to fight in large conventional units -- more 
difficult to move them around. When the rainy season ends, we 
might be back to another dust up. 


Q Yes. Did you mean to say that previously in the 
issue of national reconciliation -- if I understood you 
correctly previously -- was not part of the package? And are 
you saying that it is now part of the package? That's one of 
the things you want the Angolans to come around on? 


A No. There's no change in this regard. The 
package proposals that we put forward involve the issues of 
Namibian independence and the formula for Cuban troop 
withdrawal. It is our view that if we can get foreigners out 
of places where they have no business being -- that includes 
South Africans from Namibia as well as Cubans from Angola -- 
the climate for national reconciliation will be much better. 
That's been our view all along. 


Having said that, if there can be a breakthrough on 
the internal front in Angola at any time, we would welcome it 
because it might lead to an end to the bloodshed. But that 
issue is net part of our negotiating proposals in a direct 
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Q Well, to turn it around then, do you expect the 
South Africans to agree to some kind of package? What if the 
Angolans say, “We agree to everything, but we want to continue 
going after UNITA -- particularly if they lose South African 
support in the process of a settlement"? Are you expecting the 
South Africans to accept that? 


a I think the question needs to be looked at on 
both sides. The proposals that we have put forward would lead 
to the reduction of outside involvement on both sides in a 
timed sequence and phased way. 


Q The proposals were being put forward in March. I 
mean, there were initial proposals. The Angolans said three 
years, and the South Africans said three months. And then you 

t forward proposals -- I believe it was six months, or some 
ind of -- a six-month time frame. And South Africans came 


back with a counter-offer to that, is that's what's happening? 


| A- Well, I think we've come forward with an idea -- 
a set of ideas in March -- which represent, which draw from 
both sides. It's not six months. We have not published that 
proposal, and I'm not going to do it here today. But it 
represents an effort to draw from both sides and to get 
something which would address the core concerns of both sides. 


I wouldn't describe the South African reply to us 


recently as a counter-proposal so much as response on the 
merits of some of our ideas, as well as a some additional 


concerns that they have. 
So that's the way I would put it. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Can you put this into some framework for us? How 
many Cubans do you estimate there are in Angola? What sort of 
recent support, materiel support, have they been getting from 
the Soviets? 


Aa In terms of Cuban numbers, I think our best 
estimate would be that there are approximately 27,000 Cuban 
combat forces in Angola, to which figure should be added 
another seven to eight thousand people in advisory and training 
roles, Cuban military. 


You refered to the question of materiel, we have done 
various estimates. I would say that a figure in the order of 
magnitude of $2 billion over the past two years is not far off 
the mark in terms of Soviet weapons supplies , materiel 
supplies, to the Angolan Government. 


Q The number of Soviet advisers, do you have any 
estimate? 


a Soviet advisers, over a thousand, maybe twelve 
hundred, something like that. 


Q fre the Cubans being used in other than a static 
defense role? Are they going out to UNITA themselves? 


a Well, they play a variety of roles inside 
Angola. They do some garrison duty in large towns. They 
provide a lot of the logistics back-up for the army. There are 
pilots, there are tank drivers, there are people involved in 
air defense. Quite a range of different roles. 


Q When you talk about a "“Soviet-fueled offensive", 
I don't know, it sounded like the Cubans perhaps were getting 
more involved in it, but you don't mean to say that. 


a Soviet aduisers are themselves involved in some 
of the planning of these operations, down to unit level. 


Q What is the next step? You said you expect to 
meet soon with the Angolans again. Can you give us some kind 
of time-frame for that? Before the end of the year, for 
example? 


A Quite likely before the end of the year, I would 
think, yes. 


Q Is that the next step, to see if aid to UNITA 
would in fact be a helpful prod in getting things moving? 
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a Well, we will assess what we have got, where we 
stand. If there are any prospects to pursue in the negotiating 
track, we will give it our best. 


Q Has there been any agreement within the 
Administration already to give aid to UNITA if the negotiating 
window should close? 


a As I said, people at higher pay grades have 
already said a good deal in the public record on this, and I am 
not going to go beyond what has been said or talk about delays 
or decisions, or decisions in principle, or anything else of 
the kind concerning aid to UNITA. 


Q But nevertheless, it is difficult to fit this 
whole pattern together without being able to have some idea of 


where U.S. aid to UNITA fits in? 


A- I have made it very clear, as far as 
' Congressional overt -- 


Q Sure, sure, we all know that -- the point being 
that if the Angolans were to turn around and read the stories 
in The mashington rest which I assume they do, and say, 
“What's the point of talking with you guys, you are not a 
mediator, you are on one side, and you are talking perfectly 


openly about supporting our enemies.“ Could they just then not 
walk away from these talks? And if not, why not? 


A Well, I am not going to describe their own 
thought process on this, because that is really best done by 


them. 


We are obviously seeking to play a mediating role. We 
have done that so far. If anybody else wants to volunteer for 
that role, let them. We haven't seen too many other 
volunteers, and we haven't been asked to stand aside. So, that 
is where it stands. 


Q But doesn't it become unhelpful -- as the overt 
aid is unhelpful, in your opinion, -- doesn't it become 
unhelpful to have covert aid so openly discussed? 


A We are a great democracy. We talk very openly in 
this country. I am not apologizing for -- 


Q Does it make your job trying to solve this thing 
by negotiation more difficult? 
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a I wouldn't say that. I think it is important 
that people know what goes on in our minds, to some degree. I 
really do. I think it is one of our special qualities. 


Q So tell us when you are going to make a decision. 


Q Let's try to get on the Cuban troops. You used 
words like “involve garrison duty." What do you mean, that 
they are on sentry duty? 


a Yes, 27,000 -- 

You called them combat troops. You obviously 
meant to drive home the point “combat.” How many of these 
27,000 Cuban combat troops are sapegee in combat, in fighting, 
in Angola? Do you have an estimate 

Aa No, I don't have an estimate. 
Q Any at all? 
From time-to-time, certainly. 


Q Well, why use such an overwhelming figure if you 
don't even know if, what, a thousand of them are in combat? 
They have been designated as combat troops, but they are not in 
combat, are they? 


) Combat troops is a term meant to describe people 
who are capable of conducting combat operations. 


Q Right. But are they? What are they doing? Are 
they losing any people? Presumably if they - 


) They lose people, sure 


Q Have they lost a hundred people, or a thousand, 
or fifteen? 


A I don't have precise numbers that I can give you, 
but they have certainly lost people in the hundreds over the 
years. Lots. 


Q Well, what do you mean, “They are involved in the 
fighting." They are advising the Angolan forces, or they are 
aiming the rifle and the other guy pulls the trigger. I still 
don't understand. I understand your message. I don't 
understand the facts of the situation. 
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A Let me try to be more specific. 


Q All right. 


1 As I said, there are Cuban forces in Angola who 
drive tanks. There are Cuban forces in Angola who fly planes 
that carry bombs, as well as reconnaissance missions. 


Q What is pl ae duty? That is my big hang-up, 
because you used that first, as your first example. 


A Weil, there are major centers, urban centers and 
logistic centers, in which Cuban forces are deployed in Angola, 
playing a role and providing, if you will, defensive security 
for these points, whether they be primarily military points or 
population centers, and in that sense, their role provides a 
certain form of security and then frees up other forces to go 
on the offensive. 


There are occasions in which they participate in the ~ 
offensive themselves. 


Q Well, sir, what kind of advice are you getting 
from the Gulf oils and the banks who have sunk $350 million 
into the oil exploration? 


What sort of advice is the Administration getting from 
these quarters on aid, overt or covert? 


a Well, I think that is a question you can best put 
to them. When we talk to them, we make it clear to them what 
the sentiments are like in this country or this town, and they 
certainly are capable of picking up those signals themselves. 
It is not only here, I might add. They are aware of this fact 
that there is a heated up military situation there, that they 
risk getting caught in the middle of. 


They obviously hope that there will be a continuing 
possibility to pursue their commercial interests in Angola. 
They find that in certain limited sectors, oil in particular, 
but others as well, banking and some other areas, that they can 
do good business. It is a growing market and they wish to stay 
there. That is what they tell us. 


Q What is the Administration's view of that whole 
-- the fact that we are their major trading partner, and that 
we basically support their oil industry. It couldn't exist 
without West -- United States banks. Does that pose any 
problems for you, any conflicts? 
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A It creates a very ironic situation that we have 
to face squarely, which is that a lot of the hard currency 
generated by these kinds of activities is in fact helping to 
defray the costs of a military effort which goes on. So we do 
face that reality. At the same time, we recognize that if our 
own firms and companies were to leave the scene, there are 
others standing in the wings who would well be eager to pick up 
those opportunities. 


Q Earlier you said that U.S. policy, the 
Administration's policy toward Angola is under review. Is that 
review to be completed before you meet the next time with the 
Angolans, or is that review pending beyond that next meeting? 


A I think it is pending. We have been discussing 
the whole situation going back several months now, and will 
probably continue to. No end point that I know of in sight. 


What is your assessment of the likelihood of a 
Cuban-Angolan offensive before the rainy season? 


A Well, anything is possible. There are not too 
many weeks left before the normal rainy season would get into 


high gear. 


Q There are reports there is one unrierway with 
3,500 Angolan troops backed by 1,500 Cubans sweeping down from 
somewhere to somewhere? 


A No, I can't reject that claim, nor can I confirm 
it. We don't have any confirmation from our own sources of any 
renewed offensive underway now, but that doesn't mean it is not 
happening. It could become something very visible in our radar 


screens a few days down the road. 


Q Is the Administration talking to the ANC, and can 
you tell us anything about those contacts? 


A We have had a pattern of low level contact with 
the ANC over the years, which we continue. We note that we are 
not alone in that regard. 


We have said on many occasions that the ANC is a party 
which speaks for many in South Africa, or certainly is not the 
only one, and we believe it is important that we be in touch 
with all parties. 


Q I have a follow-up on that, if I may? I don't 
really understand how you -- I know that consistency is the 
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bugaboo of small minds, and all that sort of stuff -- but the 
United States Government apparently is pressuring the 
Government of South Africa to negotiate to some extent, at 
least as a partner, or partial partner, of the ANC, Tambo, 
Mandela, and so forth, which the State Department has admitted 
contains elements of terror, and yet this same United States 
Government uses the argument in reverse to the State of Israel 
advising against and cooperating with any arrangement against 
including a member of the PLO because that organization 
contains elements of terror. 


Now, in the one case, we are pressuring a friendly 
nation -- and I think South Africa is friendly -- to negotiate, 
or to include in the negotiations terrorist negotiations; the 
other, we are not pressuring a friendly government to include 
an organization that has terrorist elements. 


Do you talk to your colleagues in other areas in order 
to work out a consistent U.S. Government view towards 
terrorists-in negotiations? 


a We do on occasion, John, yes. 


Q What reaction -- 


A I think we look at each case on its merits, 
basically. We look at the situation in South Africa as 
including a driving underground for many years of important 
voices with the result that many have gone into exile. 


We view that there are a variety of voices, in fact, 
inside the ANC, that there are a variety of people who will say 
that they support in some general way the ANC's goals, who do 
not support or engage in terrorism. 


So I think it is a muddier picture than your question 
implies. B6ut I want to underscore what is really the key 
point, which is that it is not for us to say who should be at 
the table or who shouldn't be. It is not for us to annoint any 
one party. This is something which South Africans have to do 


for themselves. 
There is a question over here, I think. 


Q Mine was answered. 


4“ Okay. 


Q I just want to return to one. You were talking, 
this discussion of aid to UNITA, and the pressure of the 
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Angolan Government. Is there any consideration of tougher 
sanctions against South Africa or support for the ANC to 
pressure South africa on a settlement? 


& Well, we have taken a number of decisions on our 
side to impose some what we have called political sanctions 
consistent with some previous ones we had in place. We put 
some further ones in place. I think it would be our view that 
it is premature to draw any conclusions as to the effect of 
what we have been trying to do. There is obviously a lot of 
different kinds of signals and pressures coming from many 
quarters, including the private sector right now, and I think 
that is where I would leave it. 


Q I would like to return to the point you made 
rather forcefully about the window of opportunity, but without 
suggesting what might close it or when it might close. 


I suspect ‘.re are people on the Hill who will say, 
“Well, there is this Senior Official again propping open that 
window of opportunity, and keeping it open at all costs. ’ 


Can you give us some idoa of how long this 
aggiornament) is going to ---? 


a Well, I will put it this way, and I think I said 
this in my opening remarks, that there is growing impatience in 
this country with any suggestion that we might have our 
diplomatic efforts used as a sort of device to buy time, as a 
kind of cover, if you wil], for the pursuit of other objectives. 
We are not going to participate in that kind of a shell game, 
and we said that to the South Africans and we have said it to 


the Angolans, too. 


Q Do you think any party is doing that at the 
moment? 


A Well, we will know more in a few weeks, I suspect. 


Q Let me put it more precisely, if I can? In other 
words, the meeting you hope to have by the end of the year will 
be the proof of that, one way or the other. 


a Well, we certainly hope to see some concrete 
progress. It has been a while now, so. 


MODERATOR: Two more questions, please. 


Q I'd like to return to the meeting you had with 
the Angolan delegation. You said it was positive in tone. 
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What does that mean? Were there any concrete results coming 
out of that, and what would be the pay-off to Angola for the 


removal of Cuban troops? 


a Well, those are two very different questions. I 
can be a bit more concrete, I gquess. We talked in detail at 
Lusaka about our March proposal. We identified, sought to 
seoaneey what the Angolan position is on each point in our 
proposai. 


We also shared some developments concerning the South 
African position. So, that's the ground that we covered. I[ 
think another point that should be made is that this meeting 
with the Angolan delegation in Lusaka was the first in some 
months. It was the Angolans who suspended those contacts, and 
— have unsuspended them for reasons which only they can 
explain, but presumably in order to explore the peace process. 


We will see. 


Q- after you have had your Lusaka, or your Luanda, 
talks, or wherever they are going to be, with the Angolans, do 
you ~~ as an Angolan-South African direct meeting as you had 
before 


Aa It is possible. We haven't made any plans that 
far ahead. 


Q With the authorization of (inaudible) effectively 
close the window of opportunity? Is that what you are saying? 


a I didn't say that, no. 
Q Thanks. 
(The briefing concluded at 2:49 p.m.) 
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MR. REOMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. As 
announced, this will be a BACKGROUND briefing by a Senior 
Administration Official. The subject will be the Middle East 
peace process. Your questions are to be limited to that 
subject. That is what this official is here to talk about this 
afternoon, and he should be referred to in your reporting as a 
Senior Administration Official or a senior State Department 
official. Sir? 


SENIOR ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL: I thought all of you 
would be still on board a plane, which is why I scheduled the 
| readout at-this time of day. (Laughter) 


Let me make a few general comments, sort of an 
overview of the year passed. I'd say that, once again, ‘85 has 
been an eventful year. A year ago, when it started off, you 
remember the Israelis and the Jordanians shared a common 
perspective that the time wasn't ripe to move forward on the 
peace process. And each in their own way suid they'd be just 
as happy to have the U.S. take a step backwards; let the 
process, such as it was, ferment a little bit more. The 
Israelis said, “Look, our preoccupation in the Government of 
oo Unity is with the economy and with the withdrawal from 
Lebanon. 


Ki Hussein had just been the host to the Palestine 
National Conference in Amman. He was then engaged in 
discussions, negotiations, with Arafat which culminated in the 
February 11 accord. So a year ago was a particularly quiet 
time. 


You can all tick off the list of major events and 
developments as well as I can. A long one, one no less marked 
by violence and tragedy than in previous years. But I would 
like to keep the focus on the peace process. When we say that 
it was a year of progress, I know that that is taken with a 
certain cynicism in some circles as an overstatement, because 








naturally we all focus on how much remains to be done at the 
expense of what's been accomplished. And this is especially so 
when past progress has been relatively undramatic and 
incremental. 


But during the course of the past year, there was a 
major new dynamic introduced into the region: The Jordanian 
and the Israeli acceptance of the need to engage in direct 
negotiations to arrive at a peace settlement, and the agreement 
of both that the Palestinian people must be involved at every 
stage of the process. There didn't seem to be any difficulties 
on either side, talking about a Jordanian/Palestinian 
delegation, and some steps have been taken towards the ultimate 
goal of the general, the over-reaching peace in the Middle East 
in that the positions of the parties have converged on a number 
of key points which have gone a long way toward defining the 
shape of the process. 


They have agreed to work toward prompt and direct 
negotiations. They are no longer seeking a guaranteed outcome 
in advance. They've accepted the concept of an international - 
forum to facilitate the opening of direct negotiations. They 
have relegated to the sidelines the issue of a preliminary 
U.S./Palestinian dialogue, having come to view that as an 
unnecessarily complicating factor. 


They have succeeded in narrowing down the issues to 
two questions: The shape of what one calls the “international 
conference,” the other calls the “international forum," leading 
to direct negotiations; and the second question of the nature 
of Palestinian representation at that forum or conference and 
in those follow-on negotiations. 


Neither of these are simple issues, and I don't want 
to minimize to you that have been following it so closely the 


difficulties involved, nor am I standing here today to 
guarantee early resolution of either. 


But the basic condition for progress is there. The 


commitment of both Prime Minister Peres and King Hussein to the 
goal of direct negotiations without a guaranteed outcome and to 


making every effort to achieve it. 


Our recent trips to the region convinced us that this 
commitment by both sides to a common goal continues to apply. 
And this is the sine gua condition of future progress, for 
no matter how much effort is Administration expends in 
seeki to bri the two sides together, no matter how 
effective our efforts might be, it is basically the desire of 


the parties themselves to resolve their differences that's 
going to spell success or failure. 





We've had recent talks in Jerusalem, Amman, Cairo, 
Damascus. We've heard the varying concerns and perspectives of 
each. 


In Jerusalem, the government has come to terms with 
the concept of an international forum, but still expects Jordan 
to deal realistically with the Palestinian representation issue. 


In Amman, the government views the problem as one of 
assembling a broad enough Arab and international support for a 
move towards direct negotiations. It sees the PLO as still not 
having met its historic challenge. 


The King has been disappointed in the way his arms 
request has been handled. He asserts it has made his position 
more difficult in that he has very difficult decisions not only 
to make but to justify to many skeptics in the Arab world. His 
ability to be confident, his ability to assert that he has the 
full support of the U.S. Government is an essential element in 
his own decision-making. 


Egypt remains interested in being of assistance to 
Jordan. It made very plain they have no intent to interfere in 
the managing and developing of the Hussein-PLC relationship. 
At the moment, however, Egypt's greatest contribution to the 
peace process undoubtedly can be made through tangible 
improvement in its own relationship with Israel. 


The two sides have now re-engaged on the Taba question 
in a very serious way. They have completed rounds of talks at 
Mena House and in Herzelia. It's an issue coming to the 
Israeli Cabinet, I understand, shortly. 


A solution to that issue may not come very quickly but 
we see renewed grounds for optimism. 


Syria continues to be an important piece of the 
regional puzzle. In our opinion, the prospects for serious 
engagement by Syria are problematic. While Syrian interest in 
the peace process may be greater than in the past, the Syrian 
view of that process remains very different from what we have 
been discussing with Jordan and Israel. 


It's no secret that King Hussein would like to involve 
Syria in the process, if possible, and we may know more about 
those possibilities following his upcoming meeting with 
President Assad. 








Well, the characterization of 1985 in the region, as 
the year of decision, has not proved to be an exact one, but 
this shouldn't obscure the progress that's been made. As i'‘ve 
said, there's been some convergence of views even if this has 
not moved as quickly or as decisively as we had all hoped. 


It has been, it remains an incremental process. there 
has been steady prosress, no dramatic breakthroughs. I believe 
this pattern will continue. 


Over the next weeks, we will be addressing in 
Jerusalem and Amman the question of modalities, focusing on 
what kind of conference is acceptable to both sides. I think 
that a large measure of agreement exists already on some of the 
main points. It's now our job to try to work and fill in the 


In these discussions, we'll be making our own views on 
a conference and negotiations perfectly clear. We continue to 
view direct negotiations between the parties as the only 
productive way to proceed. An international conference is 
acceptable to us, but only as an event which would lead to 
direct negotiations between the parties. 


I might digress at this point and just recall that 
over the last several months you've heard us use, from this 
podium, other official statements, words such as “auspices, 
Framework, context." This was a way of signaling that we don't 
have a specific set of ideas on the exact shape of the 
international arrangements that will work. 


Whatever promises to lead to successful direct 
negotiations is going to be obviously our preferred choice, and 
we recognize that whatever is agreed on has got to meet the 
political needs of those involved. Time is not inexhaustible. 
We've impressed on the parties our view that certain decisions 
have to be taken and have to be taken soon. 


This Administration has, from the outset, been 
actively engaged in nurturing this process. Both President 
Reagan and the Secretary have demonstrated in the many hours 
they've spent with Israeli, Jordanian and Egyptian leaders, 
both here in Washington and out in the region, that this 
Administration's strong commitment is to assist the parties to 
begin direct negotiations. I expect that we will find 
ourselves continuing to do so in the weeks and months ahead. 


And while the U.S. will continue to make every effort 
to be of help, success is going to depend, in the end, on the 
parties themselves. 








Assuming you're tired at the end of a long year of 
reporting, I would like to excuse myself and go back upstairs 
to the Christmas party. But [ will, by popular demand -- 


On a specific question, and one less specific. 
You mentioned “We'll be in Amman and Jerusalem." Is that 
Cluverius or is that you? Are you going back, and when? 


A No immediate plans for my own travel, but 
Cluverius is out there in the region now. 


Q Okay. And then one less specific. You say time 
is not inexhaustible. When you suggested that this was the 
year of decision, it seemed to be implicit in that that if 
things didn't happen in the negotiating track, other things 
would begin to happen. 


How much time do you think does remain, and what 
happens if -there-is no negotiating solution? 


a Well, as a general proposition, we have always 
argued that if there was not an active peace process going, 
events of a negative character begin to take over. 


I don't have, when I say the term “not inexhaustible", 
any precise set of months, any precise deadiine in mind. It 
was a pretty depressing background of events of violence this 
year, and I think that those have been complications and 
distractions to the peace process. 


It is odd that they both distract you from the process 
and they spur you on. As we have said, we don't want, and will 
not let, the events of terrorism distract us, and that those 
who espouse violence don't have a claim to sitting at the 
negotiating table. But this year has had more than its share 
of tragedy and of violence, and the area that has been through 
sO many major conflicts over the past generation is certainly 
not immune to sliding into another in the coming years. The 
best way of avoiding that is to have an active and an erfective 
process underway. 


Q. A less hard question, what significance attaches, 
if any, to your use of the word “conference” now, having gone 
out of your way all these many months to use auspices, and 
other euphemisms, are you signalling -- you touched on this, 
but it is not clear to me -- whether you are trying to say 
something significant by your use of the word “conference” now. 








A Well, as I say, we have got at least four words 
out there. We have used -- 


Q Are they all interchangeable still? 
They are still interchangeable, honestly. 


Q Nothing has changed, except you have 
characterized the parties’ view, but the U.S. view -- Shultz 
didn't like an international conference at one point, because 
it would mean a role for the Soviet Union. 


Is that still true? 


A I think the Secretary's view, when he has thought 
of the conference, it was confronted with the proposition is 
the arena for negotiations. And his view is very clear, that 
conferences don't, can't, negotiate. It has got to be getting 
the parties together that are directly involved, directly 
negotiating. That is the way progress is going to be made. I 

think that is his basic concern. . 


Q I understand basic, and I understand your basic 
objective, but there is a lot in between, without belaboring it. 
Is the U.S. Government, including Mr. Shultz, less hesitant now 
to give the Soviets a prominent role in the search for a Middle 
East -- even though negotiations -- peace depends upon direct 
negotiations between the parties? 


A Well, the Soviet role -- again, that has been 
addressed many times over the months. We have said that if the 
Soviet Union showed a willingness to play a constructive role 
in the process, we would welcome it. 


We have said that so far we haven't seen evidence that 
they are prepared to play the role, and we have ticked off some 
specific actions which we thought would constitute constructive 
behavior, and I don't need to review all those for you. 


But, basically, we do feel that so far, the Soviets 
have excluded themselves from consideration as serious 
players. They have chosen not to have normal relations with 
one of the main parties to the process, with Israel. They have 
supported elements in the Arab World opposed to a realistic 
approach to peace-making, and, in short, haven't demonstrated 
any interest in making a positive contribution to achieving 
peace in the region, so it is difficult to envision a role for 


the Soviets. 











Nothing is static. Maybe the Soviets will demonstrate 
a different attitude, but that is our assessment, and has been 
for the last several months. 


Q Can you provide for us some sort of weights on 
the timing aspects? Obviously the Israeli change of government 
is one of the clocks that is running. Can you assess the 
importance of that to the potential movement of the process and 
when that occurs what that is going to mean, and then on the 
Arab side, as well? 


Q With so many resident experts on the Israeli 
political calendar, I would rather give the floor over to them, 
but if you will excuse me, I will make a couple of comments. 


The Prime Minister, Peres, he is working within the 
boundaries of the coalition agreement, the agreement with the 
National Unit Government. He has said he is ready for 
negotiation without preconditions with Jordan -- with Jordan 
accompanied by Palestinians, with a Jordanian-Palestinian 
delegation. He has used each of those formulas. 


I am not able to make any predictions on the internal 
Israeli political scene. On the assumption that the coalition 
survives, or as long as the coalition survives, its agreement 
survives, and it provides the wherewithal for pursuing the 
peace process. 


I can't imagine any Israeli Government not pursuing 
opportunities for peace. I've heard that, you know, behind 
your question, the assumption that there is going to be a sea 
change if the government, the Prime Ministry and the Foreign 
Ministry positions are shifted in the month of September, but, 
I repeat, I just can't imagine any Israeli Government not 
pursuing opportunities for peace. 


Q You don't feel that that is a factor, government 
change a factor in increasing the pressure on both sides to get 
moving? 


A Well, I think they have made it very public on 
the Arab side over the last months, over the past year, that 
they felt that that was the principal reason they characterized 
on their side 1985 as the year of opportunity. Nothing, as I 
say, I am redundant here, repetitive, but nothing is static. 
The clock is ticking for all parties. Time running on without 
any progress in the process isn't in the interests of any of 
the parties. 











The King has made his move toward Syria. We can 
discuss that. He has had his dealings with the U.S. 
Administration, the Congress, on arms. Certain times have been 
placed on the calendar for ‘86 in those events. I don't want 
to stand here and argue, though, that any single date on the 
calendar in the year ahead is going to prove to be the decisive 
prod or breaking point in the process. I just don't think it 
is going to happen that way. 


Q Do you think that there is less of a sense of 
urgency, then, because King Hussein and President Mubarak kept 
saying that ‘85 was the year of decision and the year of 
opportunity, and they are still saying that time is running 
out. If we are just going to stretch it into ‘86, is that less 
urgent, or what? 


A No, neither one sees it as any less urgent a 
question. I did ask President Mubarak, since he was the one 
that first coined the phrase about the year running out, he 
said, “Remember, -I made my statement at the end of February. 
That is when the year ends up." (Laughter.) The Egyptian year. 


Q The Middle East year. 


A I don't think that Hussein is operating under any 
less -- with any less sense of urgency. As you know, he has 
been trying to work out an understanding with the PLO to put 
flesh on the bones, if you will, of that February Lith 
agreement. He has not worked out those answers. He is 
waiting, I guess any day now, for a return visit by Arafat to 
Amman. The Saudis have sponsored this reconciliation under the 
encouragement of the Arab summit between Jordan and Syria, 
Syria -- Iraq. He is moving. He is exploring possibilities 
for moving. I wouldn't say he has any less sense of urgency, 
though, from the way the man talks. 


Q Would you then be sharing the same sense of 
urgency with both Hussein and Mubarak? 

a Yes, we are, we do. 

Q If I may follow that up, since Arafat gave that 
interview two or three weeks ago to a Hungarian -- I think it 
was an Hungarian television reporter --— in which he stated he 
would be content to have either his brothers or his friends 
represented. 


There have been reports from the Middle East that he 
has given private assurances to the Jordanians and perhaps to 
you through the Jordanians, that he would be content if non-PLO 





Palestinians made up the entire Palestinian delegation, 
Palestinians acceptable to Shimon Peres, and that he himself 


would not show up at an international conference or occupy any 
seat. 


Can you say anything about that? are there any such 
assurances that have been conveyed or may be conveyed? 


r) Well, I don't understand Hungarian, so I am at a 
little bit of a loss to know what might have -- 


Q Well, it was on FBIS. It was translated into 
English. 


a I know. That's another problem. 
Q Is the translation not accurate? 


a We'll just drop that subject. You know our 
position is that.the Palestinians have got to be involved at 
every stage of the process. There is no argument about that in 
Jerusalem, in Amman -- in any of the capitals. 


What Arafat may or may not have passed privately to 
Hussein, I honestly don't know. I have no - we have no such 
message here. 


You talk to West Bankers, to Gazans, you will hear 
from almost any of them criticisms of Arafat. criticisms of the 
PLO, and coupled with that, “But they are us and we are them." 
They don't draw that distinction. They fault the PLO 
leadership for not having been decisive politically over the 
years, including this year. They resent it, because they are 
tired of the occupation. They want to get out from under. 


They welcome that agreement between Hussein and Arafat 
very warmly, because, for one thing, it removed the constant 
question, “Do you choose the King or do you choose Arafat?" 
They would like to get out and have a new relationship with the 
world than that of being under occupation. 


Whoever turns up, and there will have to be 
Palestinians there, and the issues to be negotiated will have 
to involve legitimate Palestinian rights, will have to deal 
with them. You know the King's position is that he cannot be 
expected to compromise, to make concessions, whatever, to 
negotiate on Palestinian rights. He has been very consistent 
on that, so they will have to be there. 
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How are they going to get there? The PLO poses, as 
participation in the negotiation poses, an almost insuperable 
problem in the Israeli political world. So, it is going to be 
a question of how they present it, how they arrive at the table 
as part of the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation, and that is é 
one of the basic events, really, of this past year; the 
agreement that they would move with Jordan, they would move as 
part of the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation 


I don't think the answers have all been worked out on 
that. Our view is that there are a lot of serious, credible, 
substantial leaders in the Palestinian community, men who are 
very seriously interested in working out a peaceful 
negotiation, and being part of it, and those are the men to 
whom we should all be looking to be part of such a delegation, 
and not to get as hung up on labels, as so many parties have. 


Q Can I ask you a couple questions about the U.S. 
role in this? 


A can I come right back to you? 
Q Sure. 


Q On the last Israeli/Syrian crisis, a three-part 
question. First of all, have you heard any word from Prime 
Minister Peres that the downing of the two Syrian jets was a 
mistake or some kind of a local initiative? fhe second part 
is, have you tried to convince Assad to withdraw its missiles 
from the border, from the Syrian-Lebanon border? And the last 
part is, do you think the crisis is beyond us right now? 


a Is the crisis -- ? 


Q Beyond us? I mean, is the crisis over? That is 
what I am asking. 


Q What crisis? 


a Is the missile crisis behind us? I can't read my 
own writing. (Laughter) 


The first part was, have you heard a word from 
Prine Minister Peres about -- 


a That the downing was -- 


Q -- @ mistake, or some kind of a local initiative? 











il 


-—- a mistake. I think the Government of [srael 
has made it plain publicly that the downing of the Syrian 


planes on November 19th was not a political level decision. It 
was taken at the operational level in the Air Force, or at the 


operational level. 


The second question -- I don't want to get into the 
details of our diplomatic exchanges. We have spoken to both 
Jerusalem and Damascus about the need for restraint, need to 
avoid escalation, knowing how one event builds into another, 
one one feeds on another, one accident grows into 
another. 


Q Is the crisis behind us? 


A No. It is still very much on the minds of all of 
us, I think, in the region and here in Washington. 


Q Could I follow directly on that -- with apologies. 


A Is that the protocol, that he can just -- you 
give way so easily? 


Q It's because I asked so politely. You described 
the Syrian role with admirable restraint as problematical, or 
problematic. As pithy as that was, I wonder if you could 
expand on it and, specifically, do you believe that Syria's 
conduct in this crisis reflects a willingness, a desire, on 
some level by the Syrian regime to throw a wrench into the 
works, into the peace process? 


f°) In this missile crisis? 


Q In this missile crisis. Do you see a connection 
there? 


A Well, subject to those with a dictionary within 
reach, “problematic,” for me, means open to question. Is there 
a better definition? Is that a -- 

Q That will do. 


A Okay. That's a more expanded sense of what I was 
trying to get across to you so clearly. It's open to question. 


Q I'm glad I asked. Thank you. 


a The statements made by the Syrian Foreign 
~ oeeel back in --— I want to say April -- after the visit one 
° 
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us made out there in April -- it may have been May -- reflected 
publicly what we had heard privately, that there was no basis 
for a peace process because there was no consensus in the Arab 
world. 


The Arabs were far too divided to contemplate getting 
into negotiation with Israel where they would be taken 
advantage of because of their divisions. We didn't hear that 
talk on the most recent visit. 


Now, is the omission inadvertent? Is it the sense, 
and here is where I have to say it may de open to question is a 
better way to put it. The fact is it was not an absurd subject 
to talk about a peace process a few weeks ago in Damascus. 
They have very clear positions. They are not positions that 
are in any sense close to our own about what would be workable, 
but they are ready to discuss. That was a change from six, 
seven months previously. 


Your setond question about, did the missile crisis 
throw a wrench into the -- was it a deliberate attempt to put a 


Q It's not so much that. But do you see in their 
behavior at this point, in this crisis, a reflection of an urge 
that may be present in Syrian policy to make things difficult? 


4 I'm speculating. I would answer no. I don't 
think the way the Syrians regard events stemming from November 
19 through the movement of their missiles has a direct 
connection with the way they would like to influence the peace 
process. They have other channels for doing that which they 
are using through, obviously, their discussions with Hussein, 
with the Jordanian authorities. They have a defense policy. 


I see it in the context of their whole defense 
arrangements. 


Q There is oretty widespread perception in some of 
the regions. You've read it, [I'm sure, dozens of times. But, 
essentially, the U.S. let this process down, especially in the 
latter part of the year after having shown a good deal of 
interest in it in the spring and summer. 


Why and how was it decided that the United States 
would not go ahead to try to have a meeting of its own with the 
Palestinians, as you referred to in your opening statement? 
And, do you feel that there was more that the United States 
could have done, should have done, but that it was a question 
of events in the area -- or outside the area, for that matter 
-= getting in the way? What is your interpretation of what the 
U.S. did, especially in the latter part of 19857 
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a I think you're taking us back to the four-part 
scenario that Hussein presented in Washington in late May. 
First, was to be a meeting with non-declared PLO with 
Jordanians and Americans, and then the PLO moving to accept the 
ten-year old terms for a U.S.-PLO dialogue -- having that 
dialogue, or trialogue -- because, again, it would have been 
with the Jordanians present, moving then to an international 
conference and direct negotiations as the fourth step. 


I think that the gloss which was put on it, the 
interpretations that were put on it last summer, once the names 
had been received -- when was that? At some point -- mid July? 
-- was that the whole problem was the names, the Palestinian 
participants. They were open to question in some cases, but 
that wasn't the real problem. 


The problem for us was, however logical and consistent 
the scenario might have looked, did look, it was a very serious 
attempt to.come to grips by Jordan to inject new energy, new . 
momentum in the process. We were concerned that it didn't 
necessarily flow from one to two to three to four. For us, the 
name of the game, the objective, was to get to direct 
negotiations between the parties: Jordanian-Palestinian team, 
an Israeli team that the King spoke of in May; Syrian-Israeli, 
if Syria is ready to participate; Lebanon-I<«raeli. 


That is where we wanted to get to. While timetables 
were discussed, frankly we were just not persuaded that they 
could be met or that they would be met, and that the process 
would limp along, would slow down, perhaps get hung up at stage 
one, two -- one or two or three even and not get to the direct 
negotiations. Making the point, reminding that negotiations 
weren't to be between the United States and the PLO, with which 
we have our disagreements, both of which we are not at war. 

The name of the game is to get to negotiations between Israel 
and the Arabs. 


Could more have been done? Should more have been 
done? You can argue that question endlessly. We were not 
inactive. The President was in very steady communication with 
the various leaders, as was the Secretary. 


We did point to the -- and I referred earlier to the 
distractions of violence. At Ataviros last spring, the yachts 
moving from Cyprus to Sidon, the murders in Larnaca, the raid 
on the PLO headquarters, the Achille Lauro, all of these jarred 
and jolted the process and focus on the peace process. 
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It is harder to pursue it against the background of 
violence. I don't give that as an excuse. I think it's just a 
fact that the attention of leaders throughout the region and 
here became very much riveted from those actions and those 
incidents. 


Q What are the chances for progress or success, do 
you still envision for direct talks between Israel and the 
Palestinians and Jordanians in light of the recent joint 
communique by Syria and Jordan, ruling out any separate deal or 
agreement with Israel and recommitting itself to a 
comprehensive settlement? 


Aa I don't think that any of us should be surprised 
that there has been an effort by Jordan to lower tensions with 
Syria. Jordan from the beginning said it was not looking for a 
separate deal, a separate peace, with Israel. Jordan wanted to 
sit in a Jordanian/Palestinian delegation with an Israeli 
delegation, but within an international framework, to which 
Syria, Lebanon and Egypt, to the extent that the Gazan 
situation applied, would also be involved. 


The communiques talked about no partial settlements, 
no separate settlements -- whatever the exact phrase was -- no 
direct negotiations. And, as I understand it, direct 
negotiations is a synonym for partial settlements or separate 
deals in so many of the Arab minds. Not exactly in terms of 
translation from the Arabic, but that's the way it's regarded. 


So stating no direct negotiations, as Zayd Rafa'i was 
quoted as stating to an American interviewer, I believe, last 
June that Jordan would never deal directly with Israel. It 
didn't mean there wouldn't be direct negotiations, because his 
own monarch said in May, said in June, and has said in 
November, ever since when we've talked to him, direct 
negotiations are an essential -- that's the practical way to 
move the problems to solution. But that is why he has put a 
great focus and great energy into trying to shape the 
international conference, as he calls it, to sponsor those 
negotiations. 


But the opening to Syria does not equate to Jordanian 
backsliding, to commitments and undertakings made to us and to 
others. 


Q If I quote you, you said the Palestinians have 
got to be involved in the whole process. Israel refused 
recently to allow a group of Palestinians that you met in the 
East Jerusalem consulate to travel to Amman to meet with 
Arafat, to prod him on 242 and 338; and these are the people 
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that you met with. Do you consider this as a very practical or 
very pleasant decision to not let them go and consult with 


Arafat? and I have a follow-up. 


4 It's a practical, political issue in Israel. You 
don't advertise you're going to meet with Arafat if you want to 
cross the river. That doesn't mean you can't meet with Arafat; 
just don't talk about it. 


Q You injected a new element. you said, about 
Egypt's influence with Israel in the peace process depends on 
Egypt's relations --— good relations with Israel on the matters 
that are related now between the two countries. 


Could I understand that you don't see that Egypt could 
play a very active role on this? The issues which are standing 
now between Egypt and Israel will be solved like the Taba 
conflict and others? 


a- It's not a new -- I didn't mean to cescribe it as 
anew aspect. We have said that and encouraged Israel and : 
Egypt over the last few years to clear up the Taba conflict, 
get on with other issues like the missing in actions, the Dakar 
submarine, the Canada camp issues, a whole host of, shall I 
say, secondary issues that have complicated the Israeli 
relations -- Israeli/Egyptian relations. 


I'm just saying that that is within Egypt's direct 
purview to do something, to take actions from its part with 
Israel. The contribution it could make could be very direct 
and very positive if these issues could be moved to 
resolution. But I didn't mean to suggest anything new on that. 


Q Focusing on the America/Israeli part of the 
equation, the Peres visit here was yx very successful, but 
its success seems to have evaporated following the Pollard 
affair. 


What effect does this affair, directly or indirectly, 
have on the peace process? 


a I don't see it has an effect on the peace process 
Q Could you comment, on it in any way? 


a No. Since I'm here to talk about the peace 
process, I have to observe the rules. 


Q If Congress rejects the Jordanian arms package in 
March, what kind of a -- how serious a blow is that to the 
peace process? 








. The King started this last series -- this latest 
chapter of efforts back to --— I'm thinking back to September 
‘84, with reopening with Egypt. restoring relations with Egypt. 
hosting the PNC. breaching his agreement with Arafat in 
February. All of these events were before -- not before the 
arms request had been made, because the arms requests go back 
four years. 


The way we see ji .s that Hussein, like any leader in 
the area, has got to have . modern military establishment to 
defend his own territory. The items that the King requested in 
the air defense field, as I say. were requests made back in ‘81. 


He has doubts about our ability to deliver. The delay 
that the Senate and then the House joined in, in calling for 
March ist, until he would be in direct and meaningful 

tiations -- he reacted in this way: “Look, I have been 
doing my level best to get this process moved ahead.” And I 
think I've made plain from my own comments, we give him full 
credit for what he has done, what he's tried to do, to get 
momentum going. 


"I'm not doing this to get arms from the United 
States. I want your arms, and I want to preserve the 
U.S./Jordanian military relationship that gq: cs back to Truman's 
days. [It means a lot to me. I like the quality of the arms, 
the quality of the training, etc.” 


He's going to get arms. I hope they're going to be 
ours. I think it's important that they be our arms, because 
not only because of the history of our longstanding military 
relationship, but because of my conviction that no other 
government is as ready to play a major role in influencing the 
whole peace process, as we are. 


But the King isn't going to be bribed by American arms 
to do something at a time that he feels isn't quite right. 
He's the best judge of the political process, as far as he's 
concerned, and Jordan's concerned. As I say. he does want to 
preserve that relationship; we would like to preserve it. 


When I'm asked, is it gent to destroy the peace 
process and asked in a way as if this would be the conclusive 


reason for the Congress to change its mind, I can't say it's 
going to destroy a process. I think it's going to slow it 
down; it's going to put it at risk. And I try to be completely 
honest about that. 
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But it has affected, without any question, his 
confidence in us to deliver and to deal on a whole range of 
issues, because he does not make a black and white, night and 
day. distinction between our military relationship, our 
political relationship, our role in the peace process. So he 
wants to work with us, and he will try to work with us. We 
will try to work so that things can come together and the arms 
deal will be possible. 


Q Thank you. 


Q Can you clarify one thing? What changed in terms 
of emphasis between a few months ago when the emphasis was on 
an international umbrella, international auspices, and your 
willingness today to talk more openly about an international 
conference? 


i I think it's that we have had a number of talks 
in the region, a number of internal discussions. There are 
many problems connected with an international conference. We 
don't want to go into all of the details on this, but, for 
instance, we don't want to see a construct which would overturn 
negotiations or overturn agreements struck between the 


negotiating parties. 


The way this framework, auspices, context, conference 
would be devised is going to be all-important, but I think that 
we have a better understanding today in the region and here 
about the possible ways of putting it together so that it would 


be a successful event. 
Q Thank you. 


a Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 4:00 p.m.) 
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MR. REDMAN: Ladies and gentlemen, welcome to Round 
3. (Laughter. ) 


It's been a long time since we visited. 
(Laughter. ) 


MR. REOMAN: This is an ON THE RECORD briefing. Your 
briefer is Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-American 
Affairs Elliott Abrams. The subject has already been 
announced; it concerns Central America. 


Without further ado, Mr. Abrams? 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Thanks. 
You can sit down. 


MR. BLACKEN: O.K., thanks very mu:h. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY ABRAMS: Good ul ternoon. 


For years now, the issue of Sandinista support for the 
Salvadoran guerrillas, for the FMLN, has been a serious issue. 
We have, and have for those years, had lots of intelligence 
information about Sandinista support for the FMLN -- some of it 
information from defectors -- but much of it has been 
information we did not feel we could declassify. 


What I wanted to do today is to present a new piece of 
information that we think fits neatly and exactly in the 
pattern, as we understand it, of Sandinista support for the 
Salvadoran guerrillas and explain how we cane upon it and what 
we think it means. 


ally 











We've got in the Press Office a variety of things: 
the text of a statement that I won't make word for word today; 
the text of D'Escoto's statement to the World Court -- that's 
the Nicaraguan Foreign Minister -- in which he lied and said 
that there is no Sandinista support for the FMLN; the text of a 
question and answer, Q&A session, with a defector who talks 
about the kinds of support that the Sandinistas give. And, 
again, that fits in with exactly the kind of information we've 
got here today. 


We've also got, for those from TV, some tapes of the 
actual Honduran disassembly of the car which contained the 
material, of which we'll show some to you. And we've got some 
photos, too -- I guess they're reproductions of these -- 
showing what actually happened. 


The Honduran authorities, I should say, have already 
spoken about this publicly in Honduras, but we had not 
previously done so here. 


As you know, we've said -- and many of you remember 
"Revolution Beyond Our Borders,” which was a booklet we put out 
a few months ago, which detailed really all of what we know 
that is desclassifiable about Sandinista support for the FMLN 
since 1979, and took it through. It is the case that the 
headquarters of the FMLN are in Managua and ‘hat instructions 
are issued by radio to the FMLN fighting groups in the field in 
El Salvador by radio .- coded transmissions [I'll have a 
little bit more to say about these codes in a minute. 


One indication of this, which President Duarte 
revealed when he was up here, was that when the negotiations 
were conducted over the release of his daughter and 22 mayors, 
those negotiations were conducted in Panama, but the FMLN 
people had to radio back to Managua to get their instructions. 
So the command and control headquarters remains as it has been 
in Managua. 


The pattern of arms shipments since 1979 has changed 
They started slow in 1980 and really began to have massive 
shipments in late ‘80 into January of ‘81. 


You will recall that that is exactly the period -- 
January ‘81 -- in which President Carter changed his policy. 
He cut off economic aid to Nicaragua and started military aid 
to El Salvador because of the massive military aid going from 
Nicaragua -- that was the U.S. Government's position under 
President Carter: the massive military aid going from 
Nicaragua to the FMLN .- including large transshipments, for 
example, from Vietnam M-l6s, and other military goods. 





There were at that time three ways of getting this 
stuff in: 


There were airdrops and landings in £1 Salvador. 


There were large semi-trailers, which went overland 
from Nicaragua through Honduras. 


And there was use of smaller vehicles as well 


When the so-called final offensive was over in January 
-February 1981, they started using some other means -- for 
example, the Gulf of Fonseca. I think most of you are familiar 
with the geography, but you can drive up the Panamerican 
Highway from Nicaragua and into £1 Salvador. 


(Chart. ) 


You go through this part of Honduras. 


In order to go around to the Gulf of Fonseca, which 
they started doing at that point, you can go right across the 
Gulf or you can circle around and up the Coast of E1 Salvador 
-- which they began to do too -- sometimes staying in the Gulf, 
sometimes going out into blue water -- usually transferring 
from larger ships to smaller ships, and even fairly large 
canoes. 


The FMLN groups in £1 Salvador, told by radio, were 
here -- “Here's where the pickup is" -- and then they come and 
they get it. 


Now, they're getting better at it. They're getting 
more sophisticated at it. We know that there is a shop in 
Managua whose purpose is modifying vehicles so as to create 
small secret compartments, which are then Filled with 
ammunition explosives and other such things. And what is 
typical is for a car to start in Costa Rica and just go on up 
the Pan American Highway, stop in Managua and get loaded up -- 
these are cars that have previously been configured for these 
concealed compartment -- get loaded up if Managua and go on, 
drive through Honduras and on into £1 Salvador -- frequently to 
San Salvador. 


Some of them stop there; some on go on to Mexico. And 
then after a week or two - which provides a certain cover -- 


they go on back down to Costa Rica. 


2/2) 












What happened here -- and let me get to the case in 
point: On December 6th, a small Lada -- which is a Soviet-made 
automobile; it's basically a Soviet Fiat -- bearing Costa Rican P 
plates, started out in San Jose and on the 6th crossed the 
border into Nicaragua. 






On the 7th it went from Nicaragua into Honduras on the 
Panamerican Highway. And, but for one accident, it would have 
gone on, made its delivery to the FMLN, and we would never have 
heard about it -- as we never hear about most of these. 










But there was an accident. There was a blowout. One 
of the tires blew out and it crashed in La Leona (sp.?7), 
Honduras. It's just a small town on the Pan American Highway. 
It crossed, of course, from Costa Rica into Nicaragua, and 
Nicaragua into Honduras, without the Costa Rican or Honduran 
border guards noticing anything funny about the car. So ['m 
not presenting fere an example of brilliant intelligence work 




















by the United States. What we had here was an accident. 


This car crashed, and the two people who were in it -- 
the driver and the other person sitting in the front seat were 
pretty badly hurt. Elias Solis Gonzalez, the driver, and 
Martha Espinoza Espinoza, the passenger, were injured; and she 
is still hospitalized. She was pretty seri: usly hurt. 


He is now out of the hospital. 

The local police saw that there were Costa Rican 
plates, so they notified the Costa Rican consular 
representatives -. who came -- and, of course, the police came 
to see this wreck. And they noticed some wires protruding from 
what would ordinarily be the air conditioning duct. 

Let me stop for a minute and just show you. 

(Chart. ) 


Here's a picture of the car. You can see it was a 
pretty bad accident. 


And before I get to that, let's see that -- here's the 
air conditioning duct. 


(Chart. ) 


I got it just right. 





It's in the middle of the dashboard, underneath the 
dashboard. It looks very standard. But you see, when you pull 
it out, that it's hollowed out and it's a compartment. 


Let me just go back to the car. 


The car: fhey pulled out that air conditioning duct, 
and they found in it that these wires that the saw were 
actually parts of blasting caps. Well, that obviously led them 
to inspect the car very, very carefully. 


that is why there is a videotape of this. fhe 
Hondurans have the practice, whenever they're really pulling a 
car apart this way. of videotaping what they're doing. 


What they found was a number of concealed compartments 
in the Lada; and in these were ammunition, grenades, 
communications and encryption material, and money -- $27,400 in 
U.S. hundred-dollar bills -- and medical supplies and personal 
letters to the guerrillas fighting in £1 Salvador from 
relatives of theirs in several countries, including the Soviet 
Union and Cuba, and instructions. And in this sort of press 
kit we have, there is a copy of the original in Spanish and 
also a translation of the instructions from the FMLN 
comandantes in Managua to the guys Fighting in the field. 


The driver of the Lada -- who was, as I said, a Costa 
Rican -- who is a member of the Popular Vanguard Party, which 
is a self-described Communist Party in Costa Rica -- he was 


acting as a courier for the FAL, the Armed Forces of 
Liberation, which is one of the parts of the FMLN. The driver 
is now in jail in Honduras, and he has admitted to having been 
trained in Cuba in ‘81 and ‘82 and to have made a similar 
courier run with this car in July of this year: Costa Rica, 
Nicaragua, Honduras, and £1 Salvador. 


Now, let me just -- 
(Chart. ) 


Here's the car. What you see here is what would be 
the gas tank under the rear seat. This is unsafe, by the way. 
(Laughter. ) 


But you see what happened here. This would ordinarily 
be the gas tank, the filler tank, and it's hollowed out. And 
this underneath the back of the car is a spare gas tank, which 
nee 38 be put on because they had taken out the original gas 
tank. 








That's the spare when you unbuckle it from the car. 


(Chart. ) 


Here's the dashboard and this compartment in the 
middle of it. And you can see how it comes out. 


There are also compartments in the door. This is just 
another shot of the rear of the gas tank. And here -- what 
you're looking at here -- if you were standing in the 
Front-right door, this is the inside left of the car. fhat's 
the left rear wheel. And there's another compartment down in 
there. 


O.K. What was in it? 


Seven thousand rounds of ammunition -- which we figure 
is sufficient to equip a platoon-sized unit, 30 to 50 men, for 
several smaller operations or for one major assault. 


86 electric blasting caps -- which is enough, of 
course, to create 86 home-made bombs. There have been a lot 
more bombings in this year of 1985 in El Salvador as the 
guerrillas began to switch towards urban activity. 


20 Fragmentation grenades and one | :ermite grenade. 
17 grenade fuses. 


Communications gear: Two base station radios that 
have a range of something like twenty miles, and ten 
walkie-talkies for use tactically between platoon leaders. 


And let me just show this. 
(Chart. ) 


Obviously, those are the grenades, grenade fuses -- 
blasting caps, amm ition. 


What you see in here are sort of bandoleros of 
ammunition. 


These pictures are repetitive. What you see here is 
what you see here, for example. 


And these -- it's interesting. These are more 
ammunition, carefully wrapped in plastic -- because what they 
do sometimes is to cache it, either in the hills or in San 
Salvador until they need it later. 








That's what you see there. 
I noted that there were radios. There they are. 


Medical kits, too. There are anti-biotics -- 
morphine, suture kits -- sort of a little -- field medical kits. 


More radios. And the radios had addresses, which mean 
the comandantes. That is, “This is for so-and-so; this is for 


so-and-so." 


Now, encryption material. Most of it's (holding up 
item) in Honduras, but these are what are called “one-time 
pads." 

Some of you will be familiar with these. They contain in them 
groups of numbers. 


If you and the person on the other end know how to use 
it, it is an unbreakable code because you only use it once. 
You use it for one day; you throw it away. It cannot be 
broken. 


And that is, in fact -- first of all, it's a 
sophisticated method of communication. It cannot be generated 
other than with a fairly sophisticated computer in the manner 
that we find it here, which speaks to the qiestion of outside 
help -- not only the FMLN, but to the Sandinistas -- as to 
their ability to create that kind of one-tiwe pad. 


$27,400 in U.S. hundred-dollar bills, which we figure 
converted to about a quarter of a million colones from 
Salvadoran currency, would support somewhere between 250 and 
500 combatants for a month. 


And then assorted documents. As I say, mostly 
personal letters from relatives in ARgentina, Spain, Nicaragua, 
Cuba, and the Soviet Union to combatants in the field. 


None of this surprises us, in a sense -- and we've 
said for some time that this kind of activity was going on. 


(MORE) 








(Picture) This is just a photo of the one-time pad. 
This is typical of parla fordante hesse (7). I mean, they're 
addressed to certain individual commandantes. One of the ways 
that we know it's for the FAL is that we know who these FAL 
commandantes are, and they're addressed by name on these 


packages. 


(Picture) This is an example -- this is the letter, 
and you've got it in the thing that we have in the Press Office 
to give out. The actual letter to the commandantes. I have it 
here. It also gives a list of what's in there, but it says, 
"“Commandantes responsible for the FAL in the Central Front. A 
fraternal and revolutionary greeting from the Command and 
Comrades that work in this. Greetings to the Comrades that 
work directly or indirectly with our section, in our popular 
revolutionary war.“ I mean, it's just sort of greeting and a 
little bit of instructions on how to use the communications -- 
the cryptography material. As I say, we've got that for you. 


As I say, this was an accident. This car came 
through, and it looked like any other Lada, although I think it 
is fair to say that if you're planning to drive on the Pan 
American Highway into Honduras in a Lada, you're going to be in 
trouble for the next period. But it was an accident that this 
car crashed and was then inspected. 


Ordinarily we do not have the ability -- the Costa 
Ricans do not, the Hondurans do not, the Salvadorans do not -- 
to catch a vehicle like this, to be able to detect by looking 
-- just *, looking at what seems to be a standard vehicle, that 
there are all these concealed compartments in it, and it's a 
pretty good job of concealment. 


So we don't find very many of these We find very few 
of them. [t's completely fortuitous that we came across this 
particular intelligence. 


There was a similar incident last month in Guatemala. 
Guatemalan authorities picked up someone arriving in Guatemala 
by air from E—1 Salvador who had on him $30,000 in U.S. 
hundred-dollar bills. He was turned over the Salvadoran 
authorities, who determined that he is an intelligence officer 
of the Communist Party of E1 Salvador and was trained in the 
Soviet Union and Cuba He had been resident in Managua for 
five years at the time of his arrest and had been traveling 
back and forth every three months to deliver about twenty to 
thirty thousand dollars to the Communist Party of E1 Salvador. 
He's continuing to cooperate with the Salvadoran authorities. 











It's interesting to note, by the way, that the letter 
which I had here some place -- here they are -- just an 
example. This is the letter from the Soviet Union (displays). 
The gentlemen in question is named Zubov, and he is an : 
oceanographer. apparently of some renown. 


Q How do you spell it? 


ro Z-u-b-o-v. in English. The picture on the 
envelope. What's interesting about this letter, and the reason 
I show it, is that it is written to someone fighting with the 
FMLN in Russian. One has to assume that the recipient was 
capable of reading this Russian handwriting. One, therefore, 
has to assume that he probably spent enough time in the Soviet 
Union being trained to have learned Russian pretty well. 


There's also a letter here -- this is the one from 
Cuba. Again, it's a personal letter, with Paravigo, which is 
the name of, obviously, the recipient. The picture in question 
is a stomath clintc in Havana. 


Just to conclude, one of the things that we will be 
giving out later is the statement of April 21, 1985, by Father 
D'Escoto, claiming that his “government is not engaged a: has 
not been engaged in the provision of arms or other supplies to 
either of the factions engaged in the civil war in £1 Salvador.” 


No doubt that they will deny all of this too, but it's 
allie. We've had plenty of intelligence information about it 
for a long time, and we are glad that this happy accident 
occurred -- not happy for the people in the car, but happy for 
us -- on the 7th of December, which permitted us to show some 
of the physical evidence. 


Questions? 


Q Can you give me an idea of how much all that 
stuff weighed in that car? 


a No. We haven't measured it 
MR. BLACKEN: About 450 pounds. 
Q 450 pounds? 


io) 450 pounds. 


Q Mr. Abrams, would you characterize this, then, as 
the -- finally, the “smoking gun" that the Administration was 


waiting for to - (laughter) 
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Aa It's a smoking Lada, [ think. (Laughter) 


Q What evidence do you have that any of this was 
supplied by Nicaragua? [hat it's Nicaraguan aid as opposed to 
some other source? 


a We have three pieces of evidence that indicates 
that. First of all, not every bit of the space -- the 
concealed compartment was filled with material: bullets, 
explosives. Some of it was stuffed with newspapers which 
happened to be Managuan newspapers. It doesn't prove anything 
conclusively, but it is interesting, because the car, according 
to our knowledge, was loaded in Managua. It would be logical 
that if you're stuffing newspapers in, you'd use the local 


papers. 


Secondly, the driver has said so. The driver was not 
as much injured as the woman sitting in the right front seat, 
and he has been interviewed by the Honduran authorities, and he 
said that he was coming from Managua. . 


Thirdly, we know for a fact, and I think many of you 
have probably reported this, that the headquarters of the FMLN, 
and garticularly the FAL segment of it, is in Managua. I don't 
think that's any real surprise, and we know, let me say, From 
intelligence sources that the radios and the codes are typical 
of FAL radios and codes. Sc it seems to us that it is really 
pretty conclusive that it is coming from thc FAL headquarters 
in Managua. 


Q Who manufactured the radios, and -- 


a They are commercially available Japanese radios. 
You could go out and buy them. There's nothing special about 
the radios. 


Q On the Soviet/Cuban connection, are you talking 
about one Russian letter and one Cuban letter, or were there 
more? 


a Yeah. there's only about a couple of dozen 
letters, and of the ones that we've got -- and I think that's 
all of them -- there's one from the Soviet Union and one from 
Cuba. 

Q And one other question: What would you say is 


the order of magnitude of these types of vehicles traveling? 


a That's a good question. It's hard to figure out, 
but we Figure that the money involved, $30,000, would keep a 
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good FAL group going for about a month. [The ammunition would 
probably keep them going for more like a week, assuming no very 


large assault- 


So you'd have to assume that there was a delivery like 
this to the FAL something on the order of once a week, and 
there would be other deliveries to other groups -- tne FPL -. I 
mean, there are other parts of the FMLN. 


In his testimony, Castellanos -- that's the defector; 
we've got that for you -- talks about this. He gave a figure 
-- I don't find it here, but it's in there. It depends in part 
on how much of the supply goes by land and how much of it goes 
by sea You could shift beck and forth. But I think it's 
reasonable to assume something like once a week. 


Q But would you assume that there have been several 
asaeres of these cars that have gone in the last couple of 
years 


“ If you go back to the time that they stopped the: 
massive levels of supply for the so-called “final offensive,” 
which would be January ‘81, you've got about four years, say, 
of this kind of supply, so [I think it's fair to assume that 
there have been hundreds. 


Q Just for a moment pursuing th: question of 
Nicaraguan involvement, do you have any evicence linking the 
Government of Nicaragua as opposed to - 


a Do we have any -- 


Q Evidence linking the Government of Nicaragua to 
this, as opposed to the fact that it came out of Nicaragua? 


A If it is not the Sandinistas, then 1 would give 
you two equally plausible theories. fhat it is some kind of 
freelance group operating under the nose of the Sandinistas in 
Managua, helping the FMLN, or it is the tooth fairy, because 
those are equally plausible lt is impossible in a country 
with the degree of control that exists in Nicaragua for there 
to be shops that build this kind of car, for there to be ways 
of Filling .it with explosives, with letters from the Soviet 
Union and Cuba, with code material which is generated, as I 
said, by pretty sophisticated computers -- it is impossible 
that all that should take place in Managua without the 
involvement of the Sandinistas. 


Mr. Secretary, has the American tooth fairy 
decided to ask Congress for an additional amount of money next 
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year to supply the American-backed Contras s5> are trying to 
topple the government you just referred to? 


A No. I think we've said many times that we think 
that more support for the opposition forces is needed. The 
question of how to get it, of whether Congress would give more, 
is a question that we haven't considered yet, though we're 


going to have to do it pretty soon. 
The humanitarian aid -- 
Q Will this help you decide? 


a What will help us decide, really, is some sense 
of where Congress is on this, which is very important. 
Something has to happen in the first quarters of 19866, because 
the humanitarian aid, $27 million, runs out March 31. So 
before then, Congress will have to make a decision as to 
whether to stop it, to enlarge it, to continue, to move to 
military support -- something has to happen in the first 
quarters of ‘86. 


Q Do any of the things -- the grenades, the 
ammunition, any of the other things -- have interesting places 
of origin that you can identify? 


a The grenades, as you can see com the picture -- 
(displays) -- it's a mixed group of grenade. and I'm not aware 
of any particularly -- do you know of anyth. ig? 


MR. JLACKEN: One or two of them are the United 
States, some are Soviet, and the others East German, or 
something. 


a It's a mixture. The ammunition is mostly for 
M-16's, by the way. 


Q What was that third one? 
Q East German. 

Q East Germany’ 
Q 


Do you have the address of the place in Manaqua. 
the shop? 


“ You know, we once, if 1 recall correctly -- I'll 
have to supply that - I think we once gave it; we thought it 
was publicly, and. if that were true, then it wouldn't be there 
any more. I don't know if we do 








wy’ 
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= I think we're relying on you to carry the message 
to the Government of Nicaragua. No. I mean, there's no point 
in discussing this with them. We have many times noted 
publicly and privately with them our objection to their 
continued support to the FMLN, and the fact that they then lie 
about it, including to the World Court. 


But there's really not much point in filing a 
diplomatic protest about it. 


Q You jokingly called it a “smoking Lada,“ but 
isn't this really the kind of evidence that you have been 
desperately searching for, to somehow be able to place ina 
public forum for some time, to indicate a more direct link here? 


a I wouldn't say that we've been searching 
desperately, because I find very few people in Congress or 
elsewhere who really disbelieve it. Remember, that Congressman 
Boland, when he was Chairman of the Intelligence Committee, and 
was, as he-is, a foe of this Administration's policy in Central 
America, acknowledged that the information available to him as 
Chairman proved to him beyond a doubt that the Sandinistas were 
doing this. So [ don't really think there's been much doubt. 
It is very helpful to have physical evidence, and it's ironic 
that it fell into our lap, and that we didn't, in a sense, get 
it ourselves. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q Is this a criminal offense in Honduras, or is it 
a long tradition in Central America that people running stuff 
in the next revolution are not committing -- 


2) It's a criminal offense to carry this kind of 
explosives -- 


Q What will I do if -- 


A The woman is still hospitalized and she was 
fairly seriously injured. ‘hey will charge them, and if 
they're convicted they will jail them. 

Q Where is the driver? 

Q The driver is in Choluteca in prison, in jail. 

Q Do you know the name of the woman; who she is? 

A We have her name. She is, if I remember 


correctly, also associated with the communist party, the 
revolutionary vanguard party. Let me just give you her name 
again, although you've got it in the stuff we're giving out. I 
can't Find it. 


Q (Inaudible). 


a Yes, I didn't want to sort of darken the room and 
show the tape, but we can make that availab!». fhe quality of 
it 1s mixed. What it does, it shows physically the 
disassembling of the car. It gives you kind of a better sense 
of it than the still photos do. 


Q What are your pins for on the wap? 


A The pins are - its for a visual aid We have a 
six-minute reduced version of the still. [s it actually 
ready Alright, we'll show it; fine. 


Q Before you turn the lights off for the tape, ['d 
like to ask a question on a different subject 

fe) Let me just go back. [t's Martha Espinoza 
Espinoza is the name 

Q Martha what? 

“ Martha 


Q Secretary Abrams 
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a Go ahead 


Q Before we just turn off the lights and all that, 
I'd like to ask a question on another subject? Not very long 
ago this afternoon, standing in the same place you're standing 
right now, the Secretary of State said he would quit if he were 
asked to take a lie detector test. 


If you are asked to take a lie detector test, what 
will your attitude be on that? 


2) I don't know. [ really haven't thought it 
through. I don't actually know what the Secretary said because 


Q -- tell me what you think about it? 


2) I don't know. [ really don't. [t's something 
I've discussed with friends, but I don't know. I don't.even 
like a EKG. I don't know what I'd do. 


Q You haven't taken one yet? 
4 ['ve never taken one. 


Q Do you think that D'Escoto sh. ild take one? 
(Laughter) 


Q Mr. Abrams, (inaudible) here :1 Washington 
looking for his share or ARDE's share of the $27 million in 
humanitarian aid, and he thinks that none of it has gone to his 
group; that it has all been funneled to the north, and that 
he's actually being blocked by the State Department and CIA. 


Is there any reason why ARDE is not receiving any of 
those $27 million? 


A It's our policy to try to promote unity among the 
opposition forces. In an odd way, it's a kind of taking a 
lesson from Fidel Castro who has proved the value of unity 
among guerrilla groups in his support for communist guerrillas 
throughout the hemisphere. 


The policy of promoting unity is a sensible policy for 
all sorts for fairly obvious reasons. That's what we're 
doing. The umbrella group is the United Nicaraguan Opposition, 
UNO -- Cruz Calero and Robelo being the leaders of it -- and we 
think that it is a good idea for all of the groups to get 
together under one banner. This has been happening. 
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For example, Chesson, the new Indian group has come 
under the banner, and there are a variety of people in the 
south who have also affiliated with UNO, and more and more as 
time goes by. That is, the trend is in the direction of 
greater unity and more and more groups are affiliating with 
UNO. We are not trying to promote disunity. We do not wish to 
force the leaders of UNO into an association with Pastore that 
they don't want. 


This is still something that's under consideration and 
under discussion. But, as of now, it is still our policy to 
work through UNO and not to work through groups that are not 
affiliated with UNO. 


Q Mr. Secretary, this isn't the first time we've 
actually intercepted physical evidence, is it? 


a No. 

Q The United States? 

= it doesn't happen all that often in a manner 
which can be publicized in this way, because Frequently there's 
some kind of intelligence work involved that leads the 
intelligence community not to want to show ¢t happened. 


Q Is this the first time you intercepted one of the 
cars? 


A It's certainly the first time in my experience, 
and I've been watching for a couple of years. [t may well be 
the first time ever. 

Q Of what? First time ever of what? 

fs) Interception of a car as opposed to a -- 

Q A truck? 

aq Well, the truck -- I rely on George; he says ‘81 

(Inaudible conversation). 

Before we go into this, let me just say -- remember - 


we do not get royalties. Remember, revolution beyond our 
borders. 


This is a very long document that we gave out some 
time ago which documents Sandinista subversion of their 
neighbors. 
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I remind you that subversion constitutes aggression 
under international law according to the Sandinistas. The 
background of this, the big picture, if you will, is documented 
in that 60 or 70-page study. But let's look at the tape. 


Q What's the significance of the oceanographer -- 
a None. 

Q [t's just a sort of -- 

A I figured somebody would ask the question. Il 


did. Who is this guy? fhat's who he is. 


When you look at the letters, as we have done, the 
letters seem to be personal letters. We're Looking at them 
further to determine whether there is, in fact, some kind of 
message in them that you don't see at first glance. But at 
first glanee, they're just letters from relatives. 


MR. BLACKEN: Do you want me to comment on them? 


MR. ABRAMS I might as well do it. We have -- wnat? 
-- a dozen or so? 


Here we go. 


(Slide) There's the car. You see the wire sticking 
out and that the -- underneath the dashboard, that should be 
the air conditioning duct. This wire wound up; coiled, 
actually, and some newspaper on top. 


He's just unscrewing the rear of the seat 
compartment. [t's under the rear seat One of the reasons is 
that they thought there might be something under it was all 
different kinds of screws 


If you lift up, you've got that rubber mat You lift 
up the mat which is fairly well glued down aid you begin to see 
the boards underneath it They videotaped this as they did it 
which is common practice in Honduras when they are pulling a 
car apart. 


That was under the rear set which had rubber mats and 
under the rubber mat was the ammunition 


Q How long has - 


Q Since the - did the US. suggest this as a 
technique sometime in the early 80's? 
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a I thought we answered that. Yes? 


That's the rear compartment there. You could see some 
of the ammunition. 


Q Those are rounds for what -- M-16s? 

A M-16s and some submachine rounds as well. You 
can see some of them wrapped up with one-time pads which is 
similar to this one. (Indicating) 

Q What's in the package? 

A That looks like one-time -- 

Q Is that money? 


a (Inaudible). 


(Inaudible conversation). 


Q That's why they videotaped it. (Laughter) 

A That's the compartment being «<«posed. That would 
be the gas tank the following morning after ‘hey emptied it. 

Q What was there, where the gas tank was? 

2) Under the rear seat is where Lhe gas tank would 
usually be. 

Q That's where there was a lot of bullets 

4 That's the interior of ‘the car lhe gas tank was 


strapped underneath the car at the rear 

Q I don't think Ralph Nader would like that. 

Q What did they hit? Do you know? 

2) There's a pullout. I have two versions of that. 
One, that it was ridge abutment, and another it was just a 


concrete section on the side of the road. [ don't know. 


Q Has the Honduran Government done anything about a 
protest now, anything like that? 


A I don't know if they're going to file a formal 
protest. 
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Q But they haven't yet? 


4 Not that I know of. They just announced it 
yesterday. 


Q (Inaudible) 


a And the formal charges were filed yesterday, the 
18th. 


Q (Inaudible). 


A in addition to the money? 

Q Yes 

“ [I don't. 

Q Do we have the total value of this? 

A No, we didn't come up with what the value is. 


Q Have the Hondurans indicated to you that they 
plan to do anything further about inspecting vehicles that 
cross the border any more closely, or have yu suggested to 
them that they do that, or -- 


A No. I'm sure that there are i:ssons that are 
learned from this, for example -- hold on a winute. 


(Inaudible conversation). 


Q What is the name of the .- 


ie) lhat is Para -- looks like Lamata But they're 
each addressed to a different individual as are the one-time 
pads. 


Q What are those? 

i) Those are radios. Radios and ‘he cryptographic 
stuff has the name of the FAL cowmnandante on it which is one of 
the reasons you know it's the FAL The commandante seal. 


That's the one-time pad, or one of them. That's the 
one I held up, actually; the smaller one 


This does not indicate where it is manufactured , and 
we can't tell. At least, I can't tel] from looking at it. I 


don't have that information. 
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Somebody was asking -- oh, the Honduran inspection. 
I'm sure they'll be on the lookout for one thing, for that kind 
of gas tank and that things will tighten up for a while. 


But it is very difficult. Looking at that car, Costa 
Rican and Honduran border guards saw nothing wrong with it, and 
it is very difficult to identify that kind of a vehicle. I 
think that's why we find so Few of them being -- almost none 
being caught. 


Q One last question. The Nicaraguan normal line on 
this kind of thing will be that, okay, these people are 
operating in our country but we're not supporting them; they're 
operating; we're sympathetic with their cause. We allow them 
to operate here but it's not us, so don't blame us. What do 
you say to that? 


fe) Some of the material - and I would refer once 
again to the cryptographic material -- makes its very hard to 
deny Nicaraguan Government responsibility. ' 


Further than that, it is simply incredible for a 
country under that tight a control with the so-called block 
committees, committees for the defense of the revolution, to 
try and keep tabs on what's going on every .'reet in Managua 
It is simply incredible for them to claim t! it this is going on 
without their cooperation or without their k»owledge. 


It's just common knowledge that the FMLN headquarters 
is in Managua and that all of the radio broadcasts come from 
there. If the Nicaraguans were sincere about this, it would be 
very easy to say to the commandante to leave, go establish 
yourselves in El Salvador and fight From there. But they don't 
want to do that 


They have wanted to serve as the headquarters and 
suppliers. And, once again, where is this stuff coming from? 
When it comes from Vietnam, for example -- ™ 16s - they were 
not delivered through Salvadoran guerrilla groups hiding out in 
Nicaragua. This was all done officially with the cooperation 
of the Sandinista Government. You can't do that kind of thing 
in a country like Nicaragua unofficially It's not credible. 


It is not what D'Esccto really was saying. He's 
saying that this kind of thing hasn't been going on. They have 
not stressed the fact that it may be that there are Salvadoran 
guerrilla groups sort of hiding out or working unofficially in 
Nicaragua over which they have no control, unfortunately. 
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It's not been a Sandinista position. [fhe position has 
been, it isn't happening. It is happening. 


Q Could you identify this ammunition, that M-16 as 
being from Vietnam? 


A No. This ammunition, no. This is probably more 
recent. [ was referring to an earlier stage in late ‘80, early 
‘61 when there was a large shipment from Vietnam. And, again, 
in the past, we've given out documents about that. 


Anything else? 


Q On the Soviet letter of -- you're not suggesting 
that it was going to a Soviet advisor? 


a That is not my assumption. My assumption is that 
it is going to a Salvadoran national who happens to be very 
fluent in Russian. I then raise the question as to how you get 
that way, and my answer is that logic would suggest that it's. 
by spending some time in training in the Soviet Union and 
acquiring a Soviet wife because the letter was from a Soviet 


wife. 


A last one. 


Q Why do you necessarily assume that? 
i) Assume -- 
Q That it's a man from Central America whose 


learned Russian? Why not a Soviet advisor? Why do you assume 
that? 


Q His name is Miguel? (Laughter) 
a Okay, thank you. 


(Briefing concluded at 2:47 p.m.) 
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DR. SPRINKEL: Last evening, we received an extensive 
comprehension revision of the national income and product accounts. 
And, given the Christmas season, we're still analyzing much of the 
changes. What I've attempted to do is to pull out what I think are 
the highlights that you might be interested in both on the 
longer-term trend as well as the numbers that we now have for 1985. 


Picst, on the longer-term trend, there are extensive 
revisions from 1972 through 19865. The new bench mark is now -- 


C -- revising? Can you start at -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: I said -- 
I'm sorry. 


DR. SPRINKEL: -- the national income and product 
accounts. 


C What is that? 

Q We don't know what that is. 

Q None of us know what that is. Sorry. 
DR. SPRINKEL: Well, it's the -- 

Q National -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: <-- it's -- 

w Economics 101. 

Q We haven't understood a word yet. 

OR. SPRINKEL: I'm sorry. 

Q Thank you. 

Q Not one word. Sorry. 

DR. SPRINKEL: I'll try again. 

Q Thank you. 

DR. SPRINKEL: As you probably know -- (laughter.) 
Q "As you probably don't know." 

@ No. 


DR. SPRINKEL: ~- the Commerce Department attempts to 
estimate measures of economic activity, both in terms of income, on 

















the hand, and production, on the other. That is, this is the flip 
side of the same thing. If I were to produce a widget, I'll get an 
income payment, and, of course, it’s a product that has a value, the 
‘widget, so that the Commerce regularly makes quarterly and, in some 
cases, monthly estimates of various measures, including real GNP and 
all of its major components. 


Very infrequently, they substantially revise all of the 
back data. The last time we had a broad revision was 1980 -- five 
years ago. In the process of their revision, they have changed the 
base number for computing change. Previously, the base was 1972. 
Currently, it’s 1962. 
Q Now, it's -- 7 
Q As of -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: Now, am I understood up to now? 
Is that -- 
Yes -- 


No. 


“== took place? 


C 

Q 

Q 

Q -- today? 
Q 

Q Well, when did they make this -- you know -- exact 
they make this change? 


-- when did 
Q As of today, the base line -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: The release -- yes, the release is this 
morning. I received the data last evening, and they have been 
working on it for many months, and we knew it was coming. It's 
particularly inconvenient for me because we have been writing the 
economic report now for some weeks, and we'll go back and change the 
numbers accordingly. 


Q Does that mean anything to the average American? 
(Laughter.) 


OR. SPRINKEL: Uhhh -- (laughter.) If you're interested 
in what's happening to your income, to your jobs, to your inflation, 
I would say it's rather useful to look at this data. 

Q Does it change the inflation numbers? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, there's some change, and I'm going to 
get into that shortly. 


Q Why was it cevised? 

DR. SPRINKEL: Because the farther you -- are away from 
the base from which you start, the more unreal the estimates become, 
so they must get a more curcent base from time to time. And, as I 
said, the last time that was done was in 1980. And I believe this -- 
they stated in their celease that this is the eighth comprehensive or 
bench mack revision of accounts. So it's been going on a long time, 
but the last time was 1980. 

Q -- copies of -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, we can get copies. 

Q -- while you brief, so that we can -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: It's not <-- 
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MR. BRASHEAR: We don't have it here yet. It's a 
Commerce release. 


DR. SPRINKEL: It's a Commerce release, but we can 
certainly get copies. It was released officially this morning at 
8:30 a.2. 


Q This will make the measurements more eccurate? 
DR. SPRINKEL: That is the intent. 


Q All of them measurements that we're used to dealing 
with every month? 





DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, in terms of the national income and 
product accounts. 


Q The last time these bench marks were changed, there 
was a great deal of criticism, saying that instead of making thes 
more accurate, they made them less embarrassing to the administration 
because of the disparity in -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I would never accuse any administration, 
including this one, of interfering with the professionalism of the 
various agencies in estimating data. 


Q -- in 1980, too. 


DR. SPRINKEL: I just don’t think it happened in the 
past, and I know it hasn't happened on this occasion. 


Q Well, what is the purpose of updating these figures? 


DR. SPRINKEL: To get more accurate estimates of how well 
the economy is performing. 


Q What is the impact? 


Q You said the effect would be to revise inflation 
numbers and other things. What are some of the changes -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, I was trying to get to that. I have 
several points on that front I wanted to make, once we get past the 
preliminaries. own 


Q Go. 

DR. SPRINKEL: Okay? 

Q = Yes -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: All right. Thank you. ~ 


I've tried to pull out what I think are the highlight 
changes, both in terms of the longer trend from ‘72 up until now, as 
well as some very extensive revisions in numbers relating to 1985. 
Essentially, from 1972 to now, they have slightly reduced the 
estimated cate of growth in real GNP. They -- now estimated at 2.5 
percent on average per year -- of course, with a lot of variability 
-- from ‘72 through this past year. And that is .2 percent less than 
before. Wow, it's not earthshaking, but the economy did not grow 
quite as much as they had previously estimated. 


Now, the deflator -- the average deflator -- during that 
same period of time was also reduced. That is the estimated 
inflation rate attached to all of these goods and services. And that 
revision was somewhat greater, reducing it from an average of 7.3, as 
previously reported, to 6.6. So, that's not a -- we had a little 
less inflation than, as measured by the deflator -- 











Q The Cartes asdazinistration did better in retrospect 
than we were led to believe? 


7 DR. SPRINKEL: The average from -- Mr. Carter was in that 
period, from ‘72 to ‘84, and -- 


9 -- new election. 


DR. SPRINKEL: -- on average, during that period, the 
inflation was a little bit less. Wow, the major reason for those 
changes was, one, changing the base; you inevitably get some 
éitfercent estimates once you change the base. Sut, secondly, they 
hed previously substantially underestiaated the improvement in 
qualities of computers. And, therefore, when you took it into the 
price indices, it resulted in a significantly sharper decline in the 
price of computers than previously estimated. And this was a decade, 
more than a decade, when computer sales were cising very rapidly, and 
it had an unusually large impact -- this one product -- or one 
product line -- on theirc estimate of inflation. 


Now, there were some other very simple results that, I 
think, sort of highlight it. They did not change the estimated peaks 
and troughs of prior business recession. Sometimes that occurs, but 
it didn't occur this time. The '73-'75 recession was slightly less 
severe than previously estimated. The ‘81-"62 recession was slightly 
more severe than previously estimated. 


9 How slightly? 

2 -- 19 percent. (Laughter.) 

DR. SPRINKEL: Ah, no, not that much. I do not have that 
number with me because i got a call 15 minutes before I came ov cr. 
But I can get it for you. 


The '75-'80 and the ‘60-'81 expansion was less. And also 
there's approximately a little -- around 1 percent reduction 
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in the total expansion that’s occurred since November of 1982. That 
is, you’ve got to account for that two-tenths percent less rise on 
averazge, and they have reduced slightly the total expansion during 
that period. 


Now, those are the broad, over-the-long-terz changes. 


Q Does that mean what we've heard referred to as 
“unprecedented growth was sot so impressive”? 


DR. SPRINKEL: No. We have hac unprecedented growth in 
employrent. Those numbers are not changed by these estimates. They 
are reported by the Labor Department. These numbers on GNP anc 
national income accounts come out of Commerce. 


“ But you're suggesting that things are not what they 
seem to be, and I think the question -- 


DR. SPERISAEL: No, I'm not suggesting -- 


2 -- the question a lot of us have is, what's the 
Jegree and how muca have we perhaps have been xsisled? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Very Little, but some <-- that -- assuming 
that this is the truth. (Laughter.) That is -- 


y -- misled. 


DR. SPRINKEL: I don’t mean mislec in tne sense that 
anyone triea to aislead you. I'm just telling you as more data is 
generated ind they change bases, you get a somewhat different answer 
than you previously nad. 


- Me. Sprinkel -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: And this is tie latest. 


Q Is the 1967 market basket still in effect, or does 
that change also? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Are you talking about CrI now? No, this 
is not -- this is national income and product accounts. It vas 
nothing to Jo with the CPI, it has nothing to do with employment, it 
has nothing to Jo wit. @ large number of other weries that we report 
regularly. 


. You're talking about long distance growth. 
Q It nas nothing to do with anything I uncerstand. 


DR. SPRIDSEL: I'm talking about income anc projuct 
accounts. That's all i* is. 


Yes, sir. 


. could I just ask you, that last expansion that you 
mentioned, which was @ Little less, was -- could you go over that 
again? 


DA. SPRINAEL: I! said all the '75 to ‘80 «= ‘735 to ‘78 
expansion and the ‘80 to ‘61 expansion was slightly less, and also, 
SO was the most recent expansion. If you will renember the first 
Statement | made was tnat the growth from ‘72 through ‘84 was 
two-tentos of one percent less than previously estimated. S30 <= and 
I'm just showing you where that slowdown occurred <= that is, the 
three expansions were a little less than previously estimated. 


G What impact does this have, for example, on the 
projections that OM3 must make for four percent growth next year in 
calculating deficits and budgetary targets? 
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. DR. SPRINKEL: Well, coulc I hole that -- you know, I 
can‘t answer that. It isn’t OMB, it's CEA, OMB and Treasury that 
makes those projections, and they have not been published yet. They 
will be in Feoruary. 


Q They would chaage. 


Q There -- Dut they operate, or have been operating on 
the presumption of four percent srowth next year -- 


DR. SPRINKXEL: Well, those were from last year's 
projections. We will be making new projections for the year 1986 and 
out through 1991, and they will be released early in February. 


Q But in saying that this makes growth up ‘til now 
Slightly less than we hac thought -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Sligitly less. 


. -- Goes that mean that four percent presumption is 
slightly optisaistic? 

DR. SPRINACL: I -- we naven't finalized those 
prosections, and even if we had them, I coulé-"t give them to you 
because they will se released in early Februacsy. 

Q But on the -=- but just thinking it through, does 
this mean that we are likely to have a larger ueficit than we thought 
we had, Or not? I nean, just logically. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Weli, we have -- you mean, in the future? 
Je «now what the deficit has been in the past. 


> Doesn't this affect now, or not? 
DR. SPRINKIL: It == 
Q Does it affect now? 


DR. SPAINKIOL: Well, we've oeen counting those ouckxs as 
tney came in and counting them as they went out <-- 


2 Oh, oXay -- right. Does it affect next year? 
DR. SPRINSEL: <-- SO we know what the deficit sas deen up 


‘til very recently. If it were to affect the estimate for next year, 
then it could have an impact on the deficit for next year, out <-- 


Q Making it larger than we think it is at the moment? 

DR. SPRINKCL: Well, you're assuming that this caange 
will result in a resuction in the estimate for next year, anc I'm not 
Willinc to make tnat conclusion. 

Q But isn't tnat a fair assumption, or not? 

DR. SPRINKEL: Well, you coule argue that if it's been a 
little slower and everything is pointing up, there's lots of room to 
GrOw next year. I mean, I just Gon't want to commit myself if -- 
there is no presumption at the moment. 

~ Oxay, Dut it is <-- 


2 wnat “= 1985 o@ 


-- Dut it is safe to assune that this will change, 
will affect the estimates -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: It will have some impact on our thinking 
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when we start putting the numbers to bat, surely. It's not massive, 
But it’s some. 


2 What does it do to your 1985 growth estimate? 


DR. SPRINKEL: I'm trying to get to that; that’s the next 
point. I wanted first to summarize the longer tern. 


And now, let's turn to the 1965S numbers, and they've made 
some substantial changes. In fact, each quarter has been changed a 
great deal, and as I said, we're not fully confident yet in our own 
mind that we fully understanc all these changes. Sut let me give 
them to you as they now stand. 


Fourth quarter of last year, just before coming into this 
year, the rate of growtn and real GNP is now estimated to be 
Six-tenths of one percent. First quarter of this year, the new 
estimates show 3.7 percent -- 


Q Can you compare that to what it was? 
Q Can you give us a comparative figure, please? 


DR. SPRINKTL: == bring tae damn taing with me. Can you 
call my office and have them bring all my economic indicators? 


' Second quarter is now estimated ut 1.1, third quarter has 
Deen revised downward 3.0, and their flash for the fourth quarter now 
SnOwS 3.2. NOw, rermomoer, the flas.: is not to be helievec very much 
in the sense trat tracy have approximately one, and in few cases, two 
montis data out of the three, anc commerc2 Joes conpute an averas:2 
error for the flasn, and it’s plus or minus two percentage points. 


SS, this says that the 3.2 could ve as high as 5.2, could 


ve as low as -- 1.2, so it doesn't sive you much information. I'm 
just tellinc you what we know. 
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But going in, they show a 3.2. So the revised numbers show an upwarc 
trend in the last half, lower than they previously estimated and 
lower than we anticipated. 


Cc Does it give a fourth quarter to fourth quarter 
figure or something for a yearly figure of growth? 


DR. SPRINKEL: They do have a tentative -- and remember, 
they got that fourth quarter flash in there, which isn't worth a lot, 
but they do now estimate that real GNP is expected to increase for 
the year as a whole -- I think it's 2.5, but I‘ve got to find it, 
make sure I don't misquote it. 


Q When you say the year -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: Why can't I find it here? 
Q -- it would be calendar year ‘65? 
DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, calendar year i985. 


Cc Excuse me -- a straight calencar or fourth quarter 
to fourth guarter? 


DR. SPRINKEL: These are calendar. The increase -- wait 
@minute. Wait until I find that. I've got it here somewhere in 
their release, and I read it. But I can't remember all these 
numbers. 


Okay. In 1985, real GNP is expected to increase not 2.5, 
but 2.4 -- 2.4 percent or $83.5 billion for tne year as a whole. 


Q You don’t have what that figure was oefore the new 


DR. SPRINKEL: I do not have it. I've sent over for my 
numbers. And I should have brought it with me but I got out of there 
in a hurry. 


Q Well, now, if I may come back to the question that 
Lesley asked a moment ago -- 


DOR. SPRINKEL: Yes. 


Q -- how this impacts upon projected ceficits. If we 
have slower growth we have higher deficits. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Up until now, we have been talking about 
history. 


Q Yes, I realize that. 


DOR. SPRINKCL: And we have a count on the deficits. Now, 
if we were to continue to have growth at 2.4, which is the estimate 
for this year -- if that were to continue, it would raise the deficit 
over our present estimates. We don't anticipate that the economy 
next year will grow nearly as slowly as 2.4 == 


Q why? 


DR. SPRINKEL: <== and I'1l tell you why because I knew 
you would ask. (Laughter.) In looking at the future you first have 
to admit that there's nothing but uncertainty out there and you want 
to try to narrow the uncertainty. No one knows the future with 
certainty, can't. And the techniques that I think have been useful 
in the past relate to looking at leading indicators, for example, 
which have been unusually strong. This year, they move ahead of the 
general trend in the eonomy. 


Of the leading indicators, the one that has had the best 


MORE 








statistical result, historically, has been the stock market. The 
stock market, as you well know, has been hitting new highs every few 
days, suggesting that at least this set of investers anticipate 
continued improvement in profits which occurred, of course, in the 
third quarter and, presumably, in the fourth. We don't have final 
data on that. 


Number two, we know that when we move from a period of 
slow money growth, which was characteristic of auch of last year, 
into a period of higher money growth with a lag of a few quarters, 

. that inevitably leads to an uptrend in total spending, not only 
“because incomes are up, but also because asset values are up, i.e., 
stock market and bond markets. 


One should also look at areas that could cause real 
troubles that have historically caused troubles -- interest cates. 
Interest rates, insteac of rising which would create great concerns, 
especially in interest-sensitive areas, in fact, have been declining 
through much of this year. 


If you look at inventories, ty any measure that I'm aware 
of, they appear comfortably low. That is, inventory sales ratios are 
at very near a post-war low. If you look at inventory sales in 
relation to what's happened to orders over the last several months, 
again, it suggest that we're moving from inventory liquidation to 
inventory accumulation. And, in fact, the preliminary estimates 
which were incorporated in the numbers I gave you, showed a very 
substantial decline in inventories in the thirec quarter, but a modest 
increase in the fourth quarter. 


So, for all these reasons, we're quite confident that, 
moving into the year ahead, we will see substantial continued 
improvement in real GNP numbers and strong trencs on the employment 
front. 


Yes, sic. 


You said that interest cates declining is one reason 
that you think that the economy will expand more strongly next year. 
Yet lower interest rates, or no, it was reportec yesterday that the 
plans for investment next year have taken their largest crop in 
years. 


DR. SPRINKCL: I'm glad you asked. Capital spending -- 
again, this is a scientific statement, not a political statement. 
Capital spending is a lagging indicator, i.e., that it tends to 
respond to what happenec in the past. The slowdown in economic 
activity that's been evident through most of this year is now 
beginning to affect expectations and plans for next year. 


If, as I anticipate, continued expansion and growth 
occurs in 1985, you will find as the year develops that profits will 
continue to rise as they're now doing and that those plans wili be 
revised upward. On the other hand, if the economy were to move 
downward, they'd be revised down further. They are lagging 
incicstors and you have to interpret them accordingly. 


Q Could we get back to a question that was asked 
earlier -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, Sir. 
C You said that your deficit projections would be 
revised upward somewhat. How much? 


DR. SPRINKEL: Wo, I didn't say that. I said the deficit 
projections will depend upon our projections of the economy for the 
year ahead. 
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I said tnat one of tne factors tnmat wiil oe considered in gaxing 
tnose projections will oc tne revised nusers. I did not indicate 
whetner it would reduce or increase our estizaces of rate of growtn. 


v Can you give us tne old figures so we can see -- 


Da. SPAIGKEL: Tnat*s wnat I'2 icoking for. Cen you find 
tne percentaye cnanges in reai Gu? in tne iast four quarters? 


2 Also, you yeve us soe revisions in tne GUP nusvers. 
Do you neve the cevisions ir. tne inflation nugoers waicn you said 
were sligntiy nigner? 


DA. SPRIuccu: In tne Jeflator -- the deflator -- tney J 
not Jo tne Cel in this group, wut tney Jo give us tne defiator and 
*.l get it for you. 


Never Sf.0wS Up -- fixsed weignt price, Gir, fixe.’ seignt 
price index -- I want querterly nuavers -- percent cnanged from 
previous 4uarters. Jcas. #@ Gave tne old nurvers for rea. GaP prior 
to tne cevision. J«3,;? 


+ fes. 


OA. SPAlancut HLS .S C@8L Gu Yorcent cnan,es troe tne 
previous perio, sO -- anu I starte!l -- tne .s8t tusvers sou 14d was 
tne fourctn ywusarterc of last year -- 


a aint. 


Uh. oPAlunkclh: ne price autver snowed 4.3 ,orcent 
increase -- 


wd a3, nO. You geve us 3 .v percent -- 


Ji. SemINncdL: Wo, 2d, await 3 finute. I gave you tne ew 
esticates as ceported os the Commerce Vepartmrent ast nignt. someone 
as<xed Now Utes tat COmpure with tne nusoers you nai prior to tne new 
est cates. 


J argnt. 


Da. sPAlwicu: And I afr givinrg you 49 Ones tnat ae 
printed .28t sfoOntn -- 


“ in@ ..C8C Numweer sou deve US was .v yorcon:. 
Ji. Sekiinew: TaAat’s correct. 
. wid yo. C@ SO@yYing «.3 18 @yuiva.ent to -- 


OA. sedkinkuct I's just reading off of tnis report <-- 
fourtn yuarterc ists, constant Joi.acs. That is, real Gir? percent 
cnange irom previous yer.iou, yuarter Jata at seasonal.y adjusted 

mua. Cates -- sare way | gave it to sou for tne new nurvers. Ox«ay? 
['& giving sou tne O14 nurvers <= what we nad vefore iate iust 
ever.ing. 


Fourtn yuerter ‘34, pius 4.3; fiest yuacter, plus .i -- 
tnree-ctentus of one percent; second quacter, plus i.9 percent; tnird 
ssartec, praus +.3 percent. S80, a8 you can See, there were very 


SUustant.a? cnanges in tne numoers. 
. #oat avout tne fiasn? 
Dak. SPRIidkcL: ne Elasn tney Jid not nave. Tne flasn 
wnicn care cut last nigqnt, along with tne revisions -- tnis .s <= and 


it's comsuted on tne new vasis <-- we siidn't nave it voefore. 


d any .8 it sometimes iess and sometires a lot tore? 
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DR. SPalsKer: Tney say. taney get new dats, tney changed 
tne vase. And -- 


S) ny woulda’t it all nave veer. tne saze direction -- 
UR. SPAIUKEL: Jo, it wasn't. It wasn't. Yes, sir? 


J Tne <.4 peccent for calendar year ‘65, tnrat’s the 
Comzerce Department projection now? 


DR. SrKkINKEL: Counting tneic cevised nuzosers for tne 
first, second, and tnicd, and tne fiasn for tne fourtn. The flasn 
ceing, tne softer date. 


d Your previous projection was 3.0. is tnat correct? 


Da. SPAINKCL: Fourtn quarter to fourth yuarter, I 
2 wnat Jo tne newly revised figures -- wnat Joes that 


Od. SORINKcas dell, I nauven't yuite done it, wut I tnink 
they -- coemerce fay reve. It's going to ve reasonad.y Close vecuuse 
-- out I suspect it's sii:untly ve.cow. See it I can find it for yr. 
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Can you find in this report the current estimate fourth quarter to 
fourth quarter? I gave him the totals. 


MS. MACHOLL: For GNP? 


OR. SPRINKEL: Yes, for real GNP. That is, fourth 
quacter of last year to the fourth quarter of this year. 


Yes, sir? 


Q Maybe you've already answered this in three 
different ways, but what does this do to the assumptions for ‘86? 
Everything's been operating on four percent real growth. What does 
it do -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, let me tell -- let me remind you -- 
there's nothing secret about this -- what the procedures are. The 
procedures are that we have a group of analysts called T-2 that work 
on the detail and report to T-l. Tl consists of Secretary Baker, 
Jim Miller, and myself. And we, at the appropriate point, taking the 
analysis prepared by T-2 plus whatever we believe -- (laughter) -- 
try to -- we not only try, but we suceed in making estimates for the 
new year. That process is now underway -- well underway, but it's 
not complete. 


And once we get the basic ground rules from T-1, we then 
go back to the analysts and get -- and gen-up a lot of detail on many 
different sectors of the economy. You've got to have broad trends on 
GNP, you've got to have broad trends on inflation, you've got to have 
broad trends on unemployment, on these series before you can get the 
detail. And we have not completed the process. 


What effect will these revisions have on the process? It 
will have whatever effect the observers -- the T-1, T-2's -- the T-1 
who makes the decision -- believe they imply for the future. And 
Clearly the trend in the economy is moving up. According to present 
estimates, it's moving up a little less than before. That doesn't 
necessarily mean that the assumption will be that it will continue 
moving at that or slower rates. I gave you the reasons why we expect 
it to move at higher rates, but I didn't give you the numbers because 
we don't have any. 


Yes, sic? 

Q Will this new baseline information have an impact on 
determining an individual's income eligibility for government 
services? 

DR. SPRINKEL: I believe they are -- the ones I know 
about are tied to the CPI and there was no revision in the CPI 
numbers. These are GNP deflators. Do you know if there are any that 
are tied to the deflators? I don't think they are. 

MR. BRASHEAR: -- another -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: I think they're all tied to the CPI. 

Yes, sir? 


Q Yes, the -- you're saying that this is dealing with 
income and -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Product. 

Q -- and product accounts. For the average guy on the 
street, is there anything -- is there any particular indicator that 
he would recognize -- that these effect? 


DR. SPRINKEL: It depends on how well you've educated 
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his, but -- 
Q Well -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: -- to the extent you've talked about -- 


Q -- CPI, PPI, you know, unemployment figures, the 
usual monthly stuff? 


DR. SPRINKEL: They're not here. The GNP numbers are 
here, the national income numbers are here, and the measures of the 
inflation and the national income accounts are here. But the -- I 
think the -- on the street, it’s more the CPI, which is not here; 
it's the unemployment cate. which is not here; it's the employment 
rate, which is not here. 


Yes, sic? 
4. BRASHEAR: Last question, please. 


Q Dr. Sprinkel, what were the figures on GNP for 1964 
-- the old and the revised? 
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DOR. SPRINKEL: For ‘84, do you want current dollars or 
real dollars? 


Q I want to know what your original projection was for 
growth during that particular election year? 


DR. SPRINKEL: ‘84? I wasn't in the projection business. 
I thought you asked me what they were actually in ‘84 by prior 
estimates and what they are now. 

Q I*ll take that -- 

DOR. SPRINKEL: Okay. That I can give you. ‘84 -- these 


are current dollars. I think that's what you want. Three trillion 
~~ give me that release, Margo. 


Q -- percentage -- 
OR. SPRINKEL: Let me first answer the first question. 
The estimates prior to last night, an ‘84 nominal GNP was $3.662 
trillion. Wow, I want the new estimate of nominal. Billions of 
dollars -- billions of current dollars. Okay. Billions of current 
dollars, and you want ‘64, right. It's now $3.774 trillion is the ’ 
new estimate. 
Q Can I -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: So it turns out ‘84 was higher by the new 
estimate than it was by the old. 


MR. BRASHEAR: I know you're disappointed to hear that. 
Dr. Sprinkel has another appointment. And he's been kind enough to 


Q Well, will you pass this -- 

Q Get this ‘84 number -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: Get them a copy of this -- 

Q Dr. Sprinkel, what 1 want to know is -- 
OR, SPRINKEL: Yes, Sir. 


Q -- for example, the fourth quarter of ‘64, under the 
old -- under the old way of calculating -- 


DOR. SPRINKEL: Yes, sir. 

Q -- it was 4.3 percent. Under the new way, it was 
-6. Now, what I would like -- figures for the first, second and 
third quarter of ‘864. 


DR. SPRINKEL: Of ‘64. I think I can get those, too. 
The problem is -- 


MS. BRISLEY: <-- I'm sure that they can find them -- 
DR. SPRINKEL: Can we get them over here and -- 

Q How about letting us set up the questions? 

Q This is our briefing, not yours. 

MS. BRISLEY: He has an appointment -- 

MR. BRASHEAR: I told you he has an appointment -- 


Q When you shouldn't come out here with something this 
complicated this haphazardly prepared. 
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DR. SPRINKEL: Haepheazardly? I've answered every question 


Q ~~ seems like you're well prepared to answer this 
one -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Unfortunately, in this -- the Commerce 
Department does not report each time -- each quarter all the way 
back. 


Let me see if I can answer the question. You asked about 


Q If it's not there, we can -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Well, what was the question again? 


Q The question is can you give us the equivalent 
figures that you gave us for the fourth quarter of ‘64, first, second 
and thicd quarter of ‘85, for the first three quarters of ‘64 in 
terms of -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: Okay. I will do my bese. If I've got 
them, I'll give them to you. Nominal GNP ‘84 -- ard that's what you 
want, cight? First quarter, previously reported was 3.553. Second 
quarter, 3. -- 


Q Is that dollars or is that -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: What? 

Q Is that dollars or -- 

DR. SPRINKEL: Those are dollars. 

Q Well, you gave us percentages before. 
Q -- percentages -- 

Q We've had percentages before -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: I can give you percentages. You hove to 
~~ Where -- where -- right here. Percent change from previous 
quactercs. Okay. All right. Here we are. You want current dollar 
GNP, cight? Or do you want real GNP 


Q Real, because that's what you gave us before. 

DR. SPRINKEL: Okay. 

Q we want to compare it <-- 

DR. SPRINKEL: All right. The prior numbers, ceal GNP 


growth, by quarters, 19864, previously estimated were 10.1, 7.1, 1.6, 
4.3. Okay? 


Q Yes. 


DOR. SPRINKEL: And you would like to know what they look 
like now, and I'll do my best. I'm not sure about that. I don't -- 
they may not be in here; but if they are, you may have them, I want 
-- percent change in real GNP by quarter. I'm sure I can get them, 
but I'm not sure they're in this release, That's the problem. 


Q So we could go right back and get them, though, 
right? That's the -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: Yes, they're available. But they're not 
readily available in this release that I can find. 
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Q Do you have any revisions on -- CPI this year? 
MR. BRASHEAR: The CPI‘s not in -- 


DR. SPRINKEL: The CPI has not been changed. The 
deflator for -- 


Q How come they're all out there doing their thing? I 
thought there was no filing in the middle of the briefing? 


THE PRESS: Thank you. 


END 10:40 A.M. EST 
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MR. REOMAN: In keeping with our policy of keeping you 
off the streets, we have another briefing here. 


Q What's the last item (inaudible)? 


a Not yet. 


This is an ON-THE-RECORD briefing. Your briefer is 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern and South Asian 
affairs -- a man who needs no introduction -- arnold Raphel. 
The subject is “Afghanistan after six years of Soviet 
occupation.” 


Arnie? 


MR. RAPHEL: I have a short, informative and exciting 
statement. 


Before I make the statement, in anticipation of the 
first question i want to assure you that we've checked with the 
resistance leaders, and they are unwilling to take a polygraph 
on their activities inside of Afghanistan. (Laughter. ) 


Q Are you? 
“ l'd like to lead off on my statement. (Laughter. ) 
U.S. policy toward Afghanistan for the past six years 


has been based on achieving a single clearcut objective: a 
negotiated political settlement, which is built on four points 


The first is the complete withdrawal of Soviet troops 








Second is restoration of Afghanistan's independent and 
nonaligned status. 


Third is self-determination for the Afghan people. 


And, finally, return of the refugees in safety and 
honor. 


The United Nations shares this goal of a negotiated 
settlement. The General Assembly has passed, by a growing and 
overwhelming margin seven resolutions calling for a political 
settlement. This remains the objective of the proximity talks 
led by Under Secretary General Cordovez. 


The sixth round of talks was held yesterday in 
Geneva. We understand that Mr. Cordovez has made certain 
proposals to both sides. The talks have been suspended and 
will resume in late February or early March after governments 
are consulted. 


I note that just before I came there was ticker in 
from Geneva where the Pakistan Foreign Minister says that he 
believes that some progress has been made at this latest round. 


We fully support this Geneva process and we see it as 
crucial to finding a political solution. 


There's one essential key to a negotiated political 
settlement. It's the withdrawal of Soviet forces from 
Afghanistan. This requires a Soviet political decision which 
weighs the military, political and diplomatic costs of 
continuing the war against the advantages of a negotiated 
settlement. To ensure the eventual withdrawal of Soviet 
troops, pressure must be maintained on two critical points: on 
the political and diplomatic front, and on the battlefield. 


A great deal has happened this past year to increase 
the cost of the occupation to the Soviet Union. On the 
political front, the resistance Alliance formed in May has 
begun to take shape and to take action. Alliance spokesman 
Hekmatyar led a delegation to New in October for the fortieth 
anniversary celebrations of the UN. This was the first time 
the entire spectrum of the resistance made a unified 
presentation to the UN. 


A few days ago, the Alliance established a 
consultative council and six Alliance committees. The 
committees are going to open Alliance offices around the world 
to obtain world support. They will oversee 











the the establishment of resistance social services throughout 
Afghanistan, and they will expose the human rights abuses and 
other war crimes perpetrated by the Soviets. [These activities 
will help transform the resistance movement into a coherent 
political force representing the national will of the Afghan 
people. 


The resistance has also effectively maintained, and 
even increased, the military pressure on the Soviets. 1985 
witnessed an intensification of the fighting in Afghanistan. 
The resistance, as well as Soviet/regime forces, adopted more 
aggressive tactics. Larger and better organized resistance 
forces, for the first time in six years of war, took important 
offensive initiative against regime and Soviet garrisons. For 
example, Ahmad Shah Mas‘ud, in a carefully orchestrated attack, 
was able to penetrate defenses and overrun the Peshgor 
garrison, one of the five major bases in the Panjsher Valley. 


In Septomber, the resistance mounted what was probably 
its largest offensive operation of the war. Several thousand. 
fighters, representing four of the seven major resistance 
parties, joined forces to intensify the siege of Khost in 
southeastern Paktia Province. The Soviet and Kabul regime 
forces sent armored columns in an effort to break the siege and 
relieve the garrison. All relief convoys wre repulsed, with 
heavy casualties on both sides. Soviet reinforcements were 
airlifted directly into the city of Khost , which saved the 
city from falling to the mujahidin. The battle ended 
inconclusively with Khost still under siege, but the resistance 
showed a heightened capability to join forces in a large 
engagement. 


This continued military stalemate represents a 
considerable success for the resistance. The Soviets have 
upgraded their firepower and their troop commitment, and 
they've modified their tactics to counter the mounting 
resistance effectiveness. In 1985, the Soviets increased their 
troop levels to 120,000, an augmentation of 5,000 over the ‘84 
figures. There are 30,000 additional Soviet support troops 
directly across the northern border in the Soviet Union. 


Soviet troops assumed a greater direct role in the 
Fighting. They've relied increasingly on light, air-mobile 
forces rather than heavy-motorized columns. They've also 
attempted to intimidate and subjugate the Afghan people by 
pursuing a concerted program of the most egregious human rights 
violations which are directed at the civilian population. 





The resistance, however, has been generally successful 
in countering increased Soviet military pressure through better 
tactics, greater cooperation, and more effective use of 
improved equipment and training. 


The Soviet death toll now stands at an estimated 
10,000 in a total casualty list of 30,000 during the course of 
the war, but the figure may well be higher. In six years of 
war, over 800 Soviet and regime aircraft have been destroyed -- 
over 200 of them alone in 1985. [This is a tribute to improved 
resistance anti-aircraft capability. 


Perhaps the most spectacular single event was a 
sabotage operation in June at the heavily guarded Shindand 
airbase south of Herat. Kabul regime air force personnel used 
satchel charges to blow up 20 Afghan air force planes. 


The continued decline in regime air force morale was 
also apparent when two pilots flew their HIND helicopter 
gunships to Pakistan where the pilots defected. These were the 
first HINDs ever to slip out of Soviet control. 


Lastly, despite a major upgrading of Kabul's security 
perimeter, the resistance kept up the pressure on Kabul with 
rocket attacks against regime and Soviet targets. 


I don't mean to imply that the resistance can expel 
the Soviets militarily. As we have maintained from the 
beginning, the solution to the war in Afghanistan is not a 
military one. Yet a viable political settlement, however, is 
not a pipe dream. As the resistance sustains its pressure on 
the military front, while continuing to increase its political 
role, and if world condemnation of Soviet behavior and support 
for the Afghans can be sustained, then the balance can be 
tipped in favor of troop withdrawal. 


The U.S. is committed to an Afghan policy which 
includes strong and reliable support for war-affected Afghans 
as well as for the Government of Pakistan. The earmarking of 
$15 million of Afghan humanitarian assistance for FY 86 and 87 
is an indication of Congressional and public approval for a 
long-term humanitarian assistance program.. This program is 
aimed at improving the Afghans' ability to sustain themselves 
inside Afghanistan. 


No discussion of Afghanistan is possible without 
mentioning Pakistan. Pakistan's courageous stand on the 
Afghanistan issue -- particularly its efforts in the UN and 
elsewhere to achieve a negotiated settlement -- are admirable 





So too is its unstinting support for the two to three million 
Afghan refugees to whom it has extended an impressive welcome. 


Pakistan remains key to U.S. policy on Afghanistan. 
Our efforts to provide humanitarian assistance to war-affected 
Afghans, to increase international pressure on the Soviets, and 
to explore the negotiating track are all based on close 
consultation and coordination with Pakistan. 


Soviet troops in Afghanistan pose an obvious military 
threat to Pakistan. Frequent violations of Pakistan's border 
may be designed to remind Pakistan of Soviet capabilities. 
Thus, while we seek to raise the political costs to the Soviet 
Union of their occupation of Afghanistan, we do not want to 
expose Pakistan to greater danger. Our multi-year security 
assistance program to Pakistan is aimed at bolstering its 
ability and confidence to stand up to Soviet intimidation. 


An update detailing the overall situation in 
Afghanistan after six years of war is available. I think it - 
was available this morning. 


Also, we have a compilation of documents which detail 
the U.S. and world response to the Soviet invasion. 


I'll be happy to answer questions about Afghanistan. 


Q This summary and what you just said are very 
thorough, but one glaring omission is there 


What is the United States doing to increase the 
military pressure on the Soviets? 


2) Well, ['m not going to -- obviously, I'm not 
going to get into what anyone may or may not be doing in terms 
of covert assistance inside Afghanistan. 


I'll just make a couple of general points. 


The first is that U.S. policy towards the struggle has 
been consistent for the past six years --— that the United 
States Government is prepared to do what is necessary and 
appropriate to support the Afghan struggle for freedom. 


Also, I think we have to look at what is happening 
inside Afghanistan in terms of the military struggle. One of 
the most modern, sophisticated armies in the world, with the 
latest technology and weaponry, with over 150,000 troops 
committed to this battle, fighting a much smaller number of 
mujahidin who are lightly armed -- and after six years -- you 











have a stalemate. The amount of land and the percentage of 

population controlled by the Soviet Union and the Kabul regime 

has not increased over six years. Our best estimate is that 

the Kabul regime controls between 10 and 20 percent of the land . 
in Afghanistan. 


As I mentioned, there have been over 800 aircraft 
losses in the past six years, 200 of them this year -- which is 
a testament to the increasing anti-aircraft capability of the 
resistance. 


So it's quite evident, when one looks at what's 
happening inside, that the resistance is obviously very 
effective and becoming even more effective. 


Mr. Raphel, given the relatively hopeful 
statements made by both President Reagan and Secretary Shultz 
after coming back from Geneva, did what happened during the 
week in the proximity talks bear that out at all -- or did the 
Afghanis revert to the previous tough line? 


A I note that Under Secretary General Cordovez at 
the end of the talks released a statement which said that the 
discussions were very difficult, that he's qiven proposals to 
both sides to take back to the government. 


The proposals are addressed toward the fourth 
instrument. For those of you not familiar with the arcane 
nature of the Afghan negotiations, they are negotiating four 
separate instruments at Geneva which become a complete package 
in terms of a political settlement. 


The first instrument addresses mutual non-interference 
and non-intervention on both sides of the border. 


The second is the voluntary return of refugees. 
The third is international guarantees for a settlement 


Now, those first three instruments have been basically 
negotiated. 


The fourth instrument -- and the key one, in our view 
-- is the inter-reclationship of the first three to the issue of 
Soviet troop withdrawal; and that's the one concerning which 
Under Secretary General Cordovez has yiven some proposals to 
both sides. 


Note that, as I mentioned earlier, Foreign Minister 
Yaqub Khan said that he felt that had been some progress made 
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-- wouldn't be able to give any better assessment until he went 
back and talked in Islamabad. 


But also note that Cordovez was asked whether he 
thought the Reagan/Gorbachey discussion at Geneva played a 
helpful role in encouraging some movement on Afghanistan. And 
he said: yes, he thinks that it helps to improve the 
atmosphere. 


Q Arnie, BBC is already reporting, quoting, 
Pakistani sources in Geneva as saying that there was discussion 
of withdrawal -- of a withdrawal timetable -- for the first 
time. Can you confirm that? Do you know whether the Afghanis 
have indeed put any kind of a timetable on the negotiating 
table or addressed the issue in any kind of a serious manner? 


A This, with a caveat. Al Haig used to say that 
"This is based just on initial readout." 


My understanding was that they did not get into a 
discussion of the fourth instrument among the parties. 
However, Cordovez did turn over some proposals on how to handle 
the issue. So, undoubtedly, it was Cordovez who was discussing 
it with both sides. But my understanding was that it was not 
discussed, that it wasn't an issue of discussion. 


Q Now, wait a minute. The BBC is already reporting 
-- that's several hours ago -- 


4 Yeah. 
Q - quoting Pakistani sources, that the Afghan -- 
the Karmal regime -- has proposed or discussed the withdrawal a 


withdrawal schedule, a timetable, for the first time. 
You have no knowledge on -- 
A Wo, I haven't 
Q -- on whether it's true or accurate, or -- 


A No indications that that's true. We've not had 
that reported to us. 


Yes. 


Q If, as you say, political and diplomatic pressure 
must be kept on the Soviets to get them to remove their troops, 
then why, as Gregory Nokes of the AP reported recently, has the 
Reagan Administration lifted all the sanctions imposed against 
the Soviets because of their invasion of Afghanistan? 








i) Well, it's a more general question of U.S./Soviet 
policy. We think that the way to reach the political 
settlement is to increase -- I'd say to both that what has to 
be done is that military pressure inside has been increased, as 
well as the political/diplomatic pressure that's Afghan 
specific -- and that's what we're addressing ourselves to: 
what is being done in the UN; the establishment of the 
resistance Alliance, for example. And when we're talking about 
Afghanistan on specific items, that's what we're talking about 
on increasing pressure -- not in the general terms of the 
U.S./Soviet relationship. 


Q But all the sanctions that Mr. Nokes wrote about 
that were lifted were Afghan specific. They were put on the 
op hob because they invaded Afghanistan. They have now been 

ifted. 


Do you really think it puts pressure on the Russians 
to lift sanctions? 


a I think that the best way to put pressure on the 
Russians on an issue dealing with Afghanistan is to do just 
what we're doing now: to increase international, political, 
and diplomatic pressure. And we have to talk about what is 
effective pressure. 


I think we see the votes at the United Nations and we 
see the standing of the Soviet Union in the [slamic world 
because of what they're doing in Afghanistan. That's what has 
an effect on the Soviet policy-makers. 


Q What is this pressure you're putting on them now? 


a) Well, if we're talking about diplomatic and 
political pressure, the fact that you have the unified Alliance 
for the first time -- which, at the United Nations, spoke with 
one voice -- was a very effective step to have taken in New 
York. The fact that you're going to have Alliance offices for 
the first time established around the world, where all the 
Alliance parties are speaking with one voice as opposed to 
seven separate voices in the past, is very effective as well. 


Yes. 
Q Self-determination is on the American four-point 
list; it's not in the UN Framework. How do you -- have we 


dropped, or is the United Nations ignoring the issue of 
self-determination? 








A If you look at the negotiations in Geneva and 
what they are trying to achieve, the key question is withdrawal 
of Soviet troops. That, to us, always been the key issue. 


We remain strongly confident that once Soviet troops 
are withdrawn from Afghanistan that the people of Afghanistan 
will determine their own future. 


(MORE) 
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Q Will they determine that -- what will happen to 
the Babrak regime. Are the Soviets going to take them with 


them? 


A It's a hypothetical question. My own view is 
that once the Soviet troops withdraw, I think we will 
undoubtedly see a different government in Kabul. 


Q Isn't the Soviet -- isn't one of the Soviet 
motives in being in Afghanistan to assure a friendly, communist 
regime? Do you think the Afghan people are going to come up 
with, voluntarily, through the process of self-determination, 
with a communist regime? 


4 We have said since the beginning of the war that 
we recognize the Soviets have strategic interests in the area; 
that we recognize the Soviets don't want an unfriendly, an 
antagonistic government in Kabul. 


However, until the revolution in '78 and the Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan, that's what existed in Kabul, was a 
non-aligned, independent government -- non-aligned, independent 
Afghanistan which did not pose a threat to the Soviet Union. 


We believe that what we are supporting is a 
non-aligned, independent Afghanistan. And returning to that 
situation would be a situation which does not pose any threats 
to the Soviet Union. So, basically, what we're supporting is a 
return to a situation that existed for decades before the 


revolution and invasion. 


Q You referred to the opposition as becoming more 
‘of a politically unified movement. Apart from their -- in 
addition to their wanting to get the Soviets out, what do they 
stand for? What kind of a government should they -- as often 
happens in a war, people who win tend to take over the 
eee What kind of government do you expect they would 
orm -~ a liberal democracy, an Iranian type fundamentalist 
regime? Do you think they would observe human rights? 


You've already suggested that there probably couldn't 
be a government there that isn't pro-Soviet anyhow. 


a I didn't say pro-Soviet. 


Q Well, friendly to the Soviet Union. In other 
words, you're asking, without even telling us, what you do in 
Afghanistan; you expect the American people to take on faith, 
that you'll do “whatever is necessary." You didn't even say 
whatever is legal. You said, whatever is necessary. 














il 


A And appropriate. 


Q And appropriate. Does that mean legal? So 
you're putting your chips on these guys. Who are they? 


Q The resistance in our view represents the will of 
the Afghan people. 


Q They were elected? 


A They are leaders of the various tribal groups. 
If you look at the history of Afghanistan, as you know, Barry, 
it's not a history of elected-parliamentary democracy. It's a 
history of a society that has a very loose central government 
in Kabul; that has considerable strength and authority resting 
in tribal structures. And a country that did not pose any 
threat at all to any of its neighbors. 


It's obviously a ‘iypothetical question: What is going. 
to happen at the end of the negotiating process in terms of 
what might be the future government in Kabul? Our assumption 
is that if this process is successful, you'll end up with a 
government similar to the one you had from the beginning of the 
century through 1978. 


Q Well, there were some changes along the way. 
Before this invasion, did the Government of Afghanistan propose 
any troubles? It was a communist government, a Marxist 
government; did it pose any troubles to its neighbors, or is 
only since the war when it began to impinge a little bit on 
Pakistan? 


a I'm sorry, did the government -.- 

Q I say, one of your goals seems to be a government 
that doesn't, as you put it, “pose trouble to its neighbors." 
They've had a succession of communist governments. 


Except for the current one, did they pose trouble to 
their neighbors? 


A Our key goal is not a question of -- 


Q The question is, do you want to change the 
government like the U.S. Government wants to change the 
government in Nicaragua, or do you simply want to get the 
Russians out? What do you want to do? 
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a Our key goal is getting the Russians out, and 
then leaving it up to the Afghan people to determine whatever 
kind of government they want. And whatever they decide among 
themselves, that's fine with us, once the Soviets are out, once 
they have the right to determine for themselves what kind of 
government they want. 


Q What if they have a communist government, is that 
all right with you? 


a I think that becomes very hypothetical, and I 
don't see that happening. 


Q Press reports have said that the Afghans demanded 


direct talks with the Pakistani representatives as a price for 
going into more detail on Soviet troop withdrawals. 


Where does the U.S. stand on that? 


a We fully support the position of the Government _ 
of Pakistan that this negotiation should continue through 
proximity talks. 


There is no reason to have direct negotiations between 
the Government of Pakistan and the Kabul revime. Through the 
indirect talks, we've managed to successfully negotiate three 
of the four instruments. The Kabul regime can make its 
position known to the Under Secretary General, and we see no 
reason to afford it the legitimacy that would granted through 
direct discussions with the Government of Pakistan. 


Q What precisely did Secretary Whitehead mean last 
week when he talked of “an appropriate guarantor's role for the 
United States?" Specifically, what does that amount to? 


A I mentioned that we've got the four instruments 
which are being considered in Geneva. fhe third one is on 
international guarantees which envisioned the United States, 
the Soviet Union, perhaps others, guaranteeing whatever the 
final settlement is. 


There was some claim that the United States was 
standing in the way of completing the work on the third 
instrument, the guarantees instrument, because we are unwilling 
to play a helpful role. [That's why we sent the letter to the 
Secretary General from Secretary of State Shultz, saying that 
we would be willing to guarantee an appropriate settlement. 
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Obviously, until we see the shape of the final 
settlement, we can't say that we would be the guarantor. But 
if it's a settlement that meets what we and the United Nations 
see as the four basic goals, then we would be willing to be the 
guarantor. What that means in terms of our role and our 
responsibilities can't be determined until we see the final 
shape of the agreement. 


Q For instance, could it include some sort of 
inspection team along the Pakistani border to monitor 
infiltration --— something like that? 


a Hypothetically, it could. We've not gotten into 
that kino of detail. 


Q What about a peacekeeping force on that issue? 
Is that something that presumably would be discussed? 


i) I'm sure that would be among the options 
discussed, but we've not gotten into that kind of discussion 
yet. It really is premature to do so. 


Q I just have one technical question, if I could. 
The document you released at 9:00 o'clock this morning says the 
Soviet troop strength is 118,000. Does that mean they've 
increased their strength by 2,000 in one day, or what -~ why is 
it a 120,000 this afternoon and it was 118,000? 


A It's inexorable. Our best estimates are that 
it's between 115,000 and 120,000, and I naturally lean toward 
the higher number. 


Q A year ago this time you said it was 105,000? 
Was it a 105,000 a year ago or 115,000? 


A 115,000. 
Q So there was no major -- 


i) There was no major increase at all in Soviet 
troop strength over the past year. 


Q With how many reserve on the border? Last year 
you had about 35,000 on the border? 


A We still estimate it's between 30,000 and 35,000, 
support troops and reserve troops on the Soviet side of the 
border. 
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Q Does that account for your figure of 150,000? 
5 Total. Yes. 


Q Any mention of chemical warfare? It suddenly 
stops about three ago. Is that because we've stopped 
mentioning it or is that because they've stopped using it? 


a We consider definitive proof of the use of 
chemical warfare through 1982. The proof was turned over to 
the United Nations. 


There have been reports since then, but we've been 
unable to substantiate them. 


19827 Q But you were able to substantiate them before 
9827 


A Between ‘80 and ‘82; that's correct, and these 
reports were turned over to the U.N. 


Q There are persistent reports that sizeable 
amounts of U.S. aid that's sent to Afghanistan is either being 
held up by the Paks or diverted by the resistance itself to 
other purposes. 


Have we taken this up with either the Paks or the 
resistance? And, if so, what is their explanation? 


A If we're talking about overt humanitarian 
assistance which, as you know we have, an overt humanitarian 
assistance program, those people who have been to Pakistan and 
see the refugee program are impressed by it. 


I won't stand up here and say, though, there's no 
leakage in a refugee and assistance program, especially one of 
that magnitude. It would be foolhearty to say that But I 
think you haye to look at the program and what it's doing. 


Pakistan is host to between two, two and a half 
million refugees. It's the largest refugee population in the 
world. Bigger than anything in Africa or South East Asia. 


Most of the people from the international voluntary 
organizations who view this program say it's one of the most 
efficient and effective programs they've ever seen. Pakistan 
has opened its gates to the Afghan refugees. 


Pakistan has spent, out of its own resources, we 
estimate, about $800 million to support the refugees in the 
past six years. That's a high cost for Pakistan to pay out of 
its own resources. 
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They had 40 Pakistanis killed just this past year on 
cross-border firing. There have been 200 air incursions into 
Pakistan this past year. Pakistan is threatened by the 
presence of Soviet troops. 


So, in that context, when you see that kind of threat 
to Pakistan and that kind of funding spent on the refugees on 
the part of Pakistan, I think any allegation that Pakistan is 
profiting from the refugee program just doesn't square with 
reality. 


Q How is the aid distributed, channeled? Through 
Pakistan? 


a There are a couple of different humanitarian 
programs that we have. Much of the assistance goes through the 
UNHCR, which has spent about $1.4 billion, we estimate, since 
the beginning of the war on aid to the refugees in Pakistan. 


The United States has spent approximately half a 
billion dollars since the beginning of the war on aid to 
refugees in Pakistan. That does not include a large amount of 


food assistance through the World Food Program. 


Q That's how the aid is distributed, channeled? 


is) The channels are through the \NHCR and also 
through voluntary agencies. There are a large number of U.S. 
voluntary agencies on the ground as well as European. And, of 
course, we fund a number of the U.S. voluntary agencies. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Q What about the criticism from the Hill that you 
have not spent about half of the money that you had allocated 
-- as of September you hadn't -- and they say that the State 
Department will not give money to medical groups who are : 
willing to go into the interior of Pakistan. You want to keep 
it all on the border and just buy ambulances on the border. I 
mean, the critics say you should be getting in to get people 
out before they're -- 


A Last year Congress appropriated about $8 million 
for cross-border humanitarian assistance. [This is overt 
assistance going into Afghanistan. 


Q You haven't spent -- 

a And almost of that's been obligated already. 
Q You have? 

a Yes. 


Q Almost all. 


a Yeah. I'm not sure of the exact figures, but the 
great majority of it has already been obligated. 


Q What's it been spent for? 


a Most of it's been spent for food, health 
programs, for a number of American health voluntary agencies 
who are -- to whom the money's been given, and medical 
assistance. 


Also, in the FY-86 continuing resolution we have $15 
million for cross-border humanitarian assistance, and, once 
again, I envision most of that being spent with the assistance 
of U.S. voluntary agencies. 


Q I'd like to return to that question of sanctions 
and what sort of signal is sent to the Soviets by the Reagan 
Administration lifting the sanctions. 


At one time on the Soviets, specifically because of 
their invasion of Afghanistan there was a U.S. grain embargo - 


I'm quoting here from the Noke's AP article -- the fishing ban, 
the ban on direct air service Aeroflot airlines, restrictions 
on social contacts, and a halt in negotiations for new cultural 
exchange agreement and new consulates 
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Why shouldn't the Soviets conciude from the lifting of 
these sanctions that the United States is not serious about 
their getting out of Afghanistan, and, if they ever were, it's 
an episodic seriousness, and, if you just wait long enough, the 
United States will give up and lift sanctions. 


i) People ask me how can I stand doing the Middle 
East for 18 years. I say it's nice, because it's not Central 
America or U.S./Soviet relations. And I'm neither competent to 
nor want to get into the broader aspect of U.S./Soviet 
relations, and what we should and shouldn't be doing. 


I am confident that there's no question in the minds 
of the Soviet leadership how serious the United States is about 


our resolve in Afghanistan, our support for the resistance, and 
and our determination to see it through. 


Q Why do we continue to maintain an Embassy in 
Kabul? Can you explain that, please? 


f°) The main purpose in having the Embassy there is — 
that it's a very valuable listening post. As you know, it is 
not easy for Western media to get into Afghanistan. It's not 
easy to know what's going on inside the country. And that's 
our primary reason to have that listening ost. 


We have no Ambassador there. We have a very skeletal 
staff. We do not do business with the Kabul regime except on 
administrative and consular matters; do not do any 
diplomatic/political business with them. 


We've also never formally recognized the Kabul regime, 
because it doesn't represent the Afghan people. The 
resistance, in our view, represents the hopes and aspirations 
of the Afghan people. 


QO Do they still have most-favored-nation trade 
status? 


a There is legislation now in Congress taking MFN 
status away from Afghanistan, and we fully support that 
legislation. 


Q You mencioned the courage and the effectiveness 
shown by the Pakistanis. I realize they're not our favorite 
people, but what about the Jranians? 


The Iranians are also -- have given refuge to 
800 ,000 afghan refugees, and I understand have supported them 
in terms of food and medical assistance and hospitality. And 
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any help that's given to the Afghan refugees is, obviously, 
welcomed. 


Q And are they also -- the Iranians -- are they : 
also supporting cross-border operations? 


a That you'll have to ask in Tehran. 


Q I don't think the average American is very 
interested in this, and it's sort of like the problems with the 
famine in Africa. Nobody really cared until they really heard 
more details about what was really happening. 


Couldn't you describe in some detail that the American 
public would understand about what kind of human rights 
violations are going on there? 


A I commend to you the report put out by the U.N. 
special rapporteur. on Afghanistan, where he goes through very 
length lists of the kinds of things that are being done, 
including children's toys which are really anti-personnel 
mines, and when you pick them up, they explode; and carpet 
bombing of villages and napalming of villages. 


Our estimate is that between one-half -- excuse me, 
between one-third and one-half of the pre-war population of 
Afghanistan, which was about 14 million people, is now either 
refugee status, has been killed, wounded or been displaced 
within Afghanistan, so it's genocide, and it's one of the most 
egregious examples of violations of people's basic rights that 
we've witnessed since the Second World War. 


Q You said earlier that Yaqub Khan said that there 
had been some movement on -- were you talking about the fourth, 
as you put it, instrument? Or what do you mean? We heard 
after Geneva that there was some hints that maybe the Soviets 
were willing to -- were interested in a negotiated settlement, 
and then that nobody really could say what they meant by those 
hints. 


Now you say that Yaqub Khan says there's some 
movement, but we don't really know. Is there anything firm 
that you can say about where this -- what are the hints or the 
movements that look encouraging? 


A When President Reagan and General Secretary 
Gorbachev talked about regional issues, one of the key -- one 
discusses Afghanistan, and we understand spent some amount of 
time talking about Afghanistan. And the President found 
Gorbachev both businesslike and matter of fact about it, and 
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both agreed that we had to pursue the negotiations in Geneva, 
and support those negotiations in Geneva. 


The Foreign Minister of Pakistan assumption is when 
you're saying there was some progress, it was the fact that no 
disagreement seemed to arise about the first three instruments 
and that Cordovez put forward some proposals on how to handle 
the fourth instrument. 


So when we put together the reaction in Geneva at the 
summit and Cordovez's comments and Yaqub Khan's comments, it's 
our hope that the Soviet Union is beginning to realize that the 
only way out of this is a negotiated settlement, and perhaps 
thinking a little more seriously about the best way to approach 
that negotiation. 


Q Arnie, at Geneva officials like Secretary Shultz 
came away with the impression that there were some new signals 
coming from the Soviets, but other officials who deal perhaps 
on a more day-to-day basis with it didn't see anything new. 


Isn't it perhaps the fact that we really don't know 
now whether the Soviets are sending anything new at all? 


A And probably won't know for awhile until we see 
what happens post the Geneva meeting, and whether Kabul regime 
is any more forthcoming on issues like the fourth instrument. 
Or, most important, whether or not the Soviets come up to the 
issue of withdrawal of troops, and whether some proposals made 
about how and when Soviet troops can be withdrawn. 


Q On that point -- on that issue, do you know 
whether there was any new proposal or any discussion of that 
issue in the latest round? 


A I'm not aware of it at all, John. There's been 
nothing on it. 


Q You know, that was an interesting statement you 
made, that we don't recognize the Government of Afghanistan 
because it doesn't represent the will of its people. Does that 
mean that the governments we do recognize around the world, 
that we assume that they represent the will of their people? 
And, if it doesn't mean that, what does it mean when we 
recognize a government? 


i) I said we do not recognize the Kabul regime. 


Q Yes. 
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A And I said that the Kabul regime does not 
represent the will of the Afghan people. I fortunately am not 
a lawyer -- I'm closely associated with one, but I'm not, 
myself -- and I understand that I'm supposed to say, “The issue 
of diplomatic representation doesn't arise," and the second 
thing I'm supposed to say is, “Diplomatic recognition does not 
imply that we like people or dislike people." And that is as 
far as I'll go on recognition. 


Q Let me be more specific. We recognize the 
Gorbachev regime. Does that mean we think it represents the 
Soviet people? 


A I'm not sure whether it represents the Soviet 
people or the mujahidin, and I'd really rather not get into 
issues of U.S./Soviet relations. 


Q I thought that was connected with Afghanistan. 


Q You said that the mujahidin are better armed and. 
better trained. Can you go into where they're receiving these 
better arms from, or does that fall under your previous comment 
when you said you won't discuss U.S. military aid to the rebels? 


2) What I can say is that there are no -- there's no 
official American presence, military presence, inside 
Afghanistan. There aren't any troops, there aren't any 
advisers, and there are no American weapons, no American 
equipment inside Afghanistan. 


The mujahidin are completely outfitted with 
non-American equipment. For example, this increased number of 


aircraft kills -- our understanding, it's been mostly done with 
SAM-7's. 


Q The 19-year-old Soviet soldier that entered the 
U.S. Embassy on October 3lst -- what type of assurances did we 
receive from the Soviets, assuring his safety? 


fs) There's the public assurance from the Soviets 
that he could go back to the Soviet Union, that he would not be 
punished, and that he would be allowed to leave the army. We 
do not have any word on what has happened to him since he's 
back. 


Q He reportedly was killed two hours afterwards by 
Soviet troops. 


A We have no -- that's the first I've heard that, 
which there is no indication that happened. 
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Q Were you satisfied with the assurances? 


A He was satisfied. It was his choice, and he was 
satisfied with the assurances, and he made his decision 
freely. We in no way forced him to leave. 


What is the State Department's policy in case of 
future incidents like this -- additional soldiers seeking 


possibly asylum? 


A Well, it's a U.S. tradition that we provide 
refuge to those fleeing tyranny. I'm confident the U.S. is 
going to live up to that tradition, consistent with U.S. law, 


and that applies in Afghanistan. 
MR. REDMAN: Last question, please. 


Q You listed a bunch of things you said were not in 
Afghanistan. Can we assume that we can add to that list that 
there's no equipment or weapons in Afghanistan that are funded 
by the United States? 


A I think we've just crossed the line into issues 
that I'm not going to be talking about. 


Q Thank you. 


(The briefing concluded at 2:43 p.m ) 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
PRESS BRIEFING 
ON 
CONCLUSION OF SOFAER MISSION TO ISRAEL 
FRIDAY, DECEMBER 20, 1985, 3:07 P. M. 


MR. REDMAN: Good afternoon once again. This is a 
statement on the conclusion of the mission by the United States 
team to Israel. 


Q Copy? 
Qa There will be copies available afterwards. 


The United States team has concluded in full 
cooperation with the Government of Israel its mission related 
to certain activities by which officials of the Government of 
Israel received classified documents of the United States 
Government in an unauthorized manner. 


The Government of Israel has confirmed that it has 
returned to the United States all such documents in its 
possession or under its control. Through the cooperation of 
the Government of Israel, the United States team has had full 
access to the persons with knowledge of the facts relevant to 
the mission. 


The Government of Israel has informed the United 
States Government that it has taken necessary action to disband 
the unit involved. 


The Government of Israel reiterated to the United 
States team its statement that the persons concerned acted 
without authority and against its policy, and in taking 
appropriate steps in this regard the Government of Israel has 
acted to prevent any repetition of such activities. 


The United States Government regards these measures as 
constituting the cooperation contemplated by the two 
governments. Within the context of their cooperation and after 
their discussions, the United States and Israeli teams have 
agreed to consider what concrete measures may be necessary, if 
any, in the future. 











The United States Department of Justice is prosecuting 
cases relating to this matter, and therefore comment would be 
inappropriate. No further statement on this subject will be 
made until an appropriate occasion is presented. Based on the 
solid foundation of deep friendship, close affinity and mutual 
trust, both governments reaffirm their determination to 
continue their close cooperation in all fields. 


That concludes the statement. I can take a few 
questions, although I can tell you in the beginning at this 
point I'm not prepared to go much beyond the statement. 

Q There's one word that you didn't mention in your 
statement -- “the Pollard case." You mentioned the mission and 
the assignment and the others. Was the mission restricted to 
the events surrounding the single Pollard case? 

a That's correct. 

Q No other case is involved? 


a That's right. 


Q Chuck, can you respond here? You said the 
Justice Department is prosecuting cases. 

” The cases are Mr. and Mrs. Pollard. 

Q Mr. and Mrs. Pollard. There are no other cases 


that you meant to -- 
A That's right. 


Q One other clarification: When you talk about 


taking necessary action --— “the Israeli Government has taken 
necessary action to disband the unit involved" -- what do you 
mean? 


A I have no further details on that. 


Q But you're talking about possible other 
Americans, or you're talking about the Israelis that were 
involved, Rafai Eitan and those people? 


A It clearly refers to the latter, in reference to 
the other part of the statement, referring to the persons 
concerned acting without authority and against its policy. 


Q The U.S. had acknowledged not too long ago that 
there was a restriction of certain kinds of intelligence 














information going to Israel in the wake of this incident. Have 
those restrictions now been lifted, and is the flow normal? 


a While we don't discuss intelligence matters, I 
will say that our normal cooperation in all fields will 
continue. 


Q Continue? You mean resume or continue? 
a Take your pick. (Laughter) 


Q Why don't you say it? Will the normal procedures 
resume? 


io) Resume. 


Q Chuck, not to beat a dead horse, but you've 
mentioned documents returned to the U.S. Are those only 
documents given to the State of Israel or to Israeli agents by 
the Pollards, or were other documents returned, not connected 
to the Pollard case? 


A I have nothing that would lead me to believe that 
we're talking about, as I answered in response to a previous 
question, anything other than the Pollard case. 


Q How many documents -- 

6 That's what this statement is referring to. 

Q How many documents, Chuck, and of what nature? 
Can you -- 

A No. I can't give you any other details. 

Q You referred to the prosecution in the sense that 


the United States is prosecuting. Are you talking only about 
the two Pollards, or will there be other prosecutions? 


i) That reference is to the two Pollards. 
Q Is that it, as you can tell now? 
A That's all I have now. 


Is that the extent of the prosecution? 


> 


That's all I have at this point, but -- 














Q Well, Chuck, is -- 


i Justice might also want to speak to that, but I 
don't have anything. 


Q Could I follow that up, please? Is that because 
the mandate of the Sofaer team only involved the Pollard case? 
In other words, they stopped looking when they found what they 
wanted in the Pollard case, or did they have a hunting license 
to look for other things? 


i) I can't answer that one directly, Jim, but the 
answer is obvious. We did not go there with our eyes closed, 
if that's what you're referring to. 


Q Chuck, at the outset of his trip to Europe, 
Secretary Shultz said he had no information of any other cases 
of espionage or illegal transfer of documents or information 
involving Israel. Is that still the Department's position? No 
evidence of any cases beyond the Pollard one? 
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Q Was this drafted jointly with the Israelis? Is 
this our statement? Is it being released by them 
simultaneously? What sort of cooperation was there in 
preparing these remarks? 





6 Whether or not it's being released jointly, I 
don't know at this moment since this is the statement on the 
conclusion of the visit of the United States team. But, 
clearly, there are many aspects of this statement which involve 
agreement with the Israeli Government. So that this is, in 
that sense, a joint statement. 


Q When does the team get back? 


Q Wasn't (inaudible) supposed to be released 
yesterday? 


Q Why is he staying in Israel? 


Ma I believe that, as I said this morning, Judge 
Sofaer is making plans for his return, and we expect him back. 


Q When? 

a Soon. Whether it's today or over the weekend, 
I'm not sure yet. 

Q Does this close the issue as far as the State 
Department is concerned -- the investigation? 


A I think the statement speaks for itself. There 
is the one phrase which says “have agreed to consider what 
concrete measures may be necessary, if any, in the future." 


Q But as far as the investigation -- 

i) But the "if any" is -- 

Q I got the impression from the statement that as 
far as the investigation is concerned, this Department feels 
that it's been concluded but that Justice is going to continue. 

3) The statement starts by saying, “The team has 


concluded its mission." So in that respect, yes, this mission, 
this investigative mission has been concluded. 





It's likewise clear that the Justice Department 
prosecution continues. 











Q Does that also mean there will be a study 
commission, or something -- a joint committee set up to study 
what may be necessary in the future? Where do we go from here? 


-) No, I wouldn't imply that at all. The word is 
"if any." 


Q Two questions. One, you have not told us 
anything about the interviews. How many people were 
interviewed, and can you give us any clue as to who they were? 

A No, and no. 


Q No, and no? Okay. Moving on to number two, 
you're saying that this unit -- 


A Other than to refer you to what the statement 
says in response to those kinds of questions. 


Q And the second one, you say the unit has been 
disbanded. Are you saying that this was an intelligence unit 
that had only one source, the Pollard family? I mean, is that 
what the line is on these people? 

A I can't tell you. 


Q It's a small unit? 


i) I can only tell you what the statement says. 
That's what it says, the unit has been disbanded. 

Q What is the reporting procedure? 

A Pardon me? 


Q If the head of the group stays in Israel, how 
physically does this group report, or when, or what, to whom? 





A I can't give you any details excepts that, as I 
understand it, the Justice people, the FBI people were already 
on their way back. Judge Sofaer will be on his way back, if 
he's not already, and they will be reporting to their 
respective superiors. 





Q How do you know it's over? 
is) The team. 


Q How come you're able to come here and say it's 
over? 














A The team, the mission. Judge Sofaer was the head 
of that mission. 


Q Chuck, this unit you're referring to as being 
disbanded, this is the organization that was identified as 
LEKEM from its -- 


A I don't have anything further. The Government of 
Israel might help you out on that. 


Q The reason I ask -- and maybe you can help on 
this -- apparently this was an organization whose personnel 
were also the science attaches attached to the Israeli Ministry 
of Science at the embassy here, and the consulate is doing -- 
and were doing double-duty. 


Does this mean that the science attaches are going to 
be withdrawn, or does it just mean that they now only have one 
boss instead of two? 


A I don't know. That's an Israeli question. 

Q Are the individual attaches that went back to 
Israel at one point -- I think one in New York and one down 
here -- have they come back, or are they going to come back? 


A I don't know. Again, I -- 


Q Do you know if they've been declared -- 

Q Would you like them to come back? 

3) Pardon? 

Q You don't know if they've been declared persona 





non grata as a result of their activities? 





Aa Don't know. 
Q Isn't that a little bizarre? 


Q You have no information that they'll come back or 
not? 


A No, I have no comment on the specific individuals 
involved. 


Q Any prospects? 

















Q Chuck, wait a minute; just one second. You 
indicated in your noon briefing that you might be able to have 
an answer on the reason for Dobrynin's visit. Do you have that 


now? 
“ Not yet. 


Q And do you have any -- 


‘a Maybe there's time for another briefing today. 
(Laughter) 


Q And can you tell us whether Secretary Shultz 
discussed with President Reagan this afternoon the lie detector 


question? 


A I don't have anything further. We'll try for 
6:30 if I can get anything else. 


(Press briefing concluded at 3:18 p.m.) 
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MR. MARTINEZ: Ladies and gentlemen, good afternoon. 


As promised, Mr. Peter McPherson, Director of AID, 
will brief you on Ethiopian resettlement issues. The briefing 
is ON THE RECORD. 


MR. MCPHERSON: Good afternoon. 


I'm here to inform you that some of our worst fears 
about the Ethiopian resettlement program have been confirmed. 
We now have shocking eyewitness accounts of desperate 
conditions at one of Ethiopia's leading resettlement sites. 

The area is Pawe, where approximately 80- to 90-thousand people 
have been moved over the last several months. 


American personnel interviewed people in two villages 
on that site in recent days. The American personnel estimated 
that death rates are as high as those that existed in the 
feeding camps during the worst period of last year's famine. 
Hundreds have died in the Pawe area. Over the next year, as 
much as one-quarter of the population of the, villages visited 
will die if the p*-sent death rate continues. 


These death rates are largely due to disease. People 
in the village visited said that most of them were forced, 
often at gunpoint, to leave their homes. Sometimes, kn fact, 
they were forced to leave just when they were about to harvest 
this fall's crop. Almost everyone said that they wanted to go 
back home but were obviously being prevented from doing so. 
Party cadres with guns were an each of the villages and 
appeared to be patrolling every possible escape route. 


This situation has been brought to the attention of 
the Ethiopian Government. We have reason to hupe that steps 
will be taken to reduce the suffering that is taking place in 
these particular areas. 


I should point out that the UN is playing an 
especially constructive role in this situation. 


However, the problem is really broader than the two 
villages in Pawe. Throughout the country, there is a vast 





resettlement program under way. 550,000 people have been 
resettled by the Ethiopian Government, and the government there 


projects moving the times as many more. 


The problem is that we don't know where all the other 
Pawes may be. Neither the press nor relief workers have free 
access around the country. 


I personally firmly believe that there are other Pawes 
-~- that there are other resettlement disasters where, in fact, 
people are dying, unbeknownst to the world. 


In addition to resettlement, there is a huge program 
under way called “villagization," projected by the Ethiopian 
Government, to move literally millions of people. It involves 
moving people off their farms into newly created villages. Old 
homes are either moved to the new site or destroyed so people 
cannot return. This is occurring throughout most of the 
country. 


The purpose of the program appears to be to achieve 
better political control. The program is, clearly, to the 
detriment of food production -- really a shocking fact when one 
realizes that there has been no fully recovery from the famine. 


The Government of Ethiopia is not providing the needed 
support for either those who are forcibly moved by resettlement 
or moved to these new villages. Too often, the government is 
moving starving people instead of moving food. Resettlement in 
villagization are government-made disasters. 


Potentially, I firmly believe this is a vast human 
tragedy of historical proportions. We ask that the press and 
relief agencies have free access around the country. We call 
upon the Government of Ethiopia to halt the current 
resettlement in villagization's programs. 


Thank you. 


Q Mr. McPherson, could you go over your estimates 
again on the number of casualties or victims of the program? 
What is your estimate, again, please? 


A Wells, specifically, we estimate that at this 
time the death rates in the two villages where we visited are 
as high as the worst of the times during the famine last year. 
And those were between seven and fifteen per 10,000 people per 
day. That's quite precise. 





We've got a handout that will list that, but let me 
say kit again: From seven to fifteen people died each day per 


10,000 per day. 


Q This was during the famine or at Pawe? 


a That's what we estimate at those Pawe villages, 
and that's roughly comparable to the worst of the times last 


year. 


Q Can you spell where this village -- how it's 
spelled and where it's located? 


i It's P-a-w-e, and it's up here (indicating on 
map). 


Perhaps you can see it on the map. 


Q You said there were two villages. 
Q Two villages. 
A Well, the two villages are in that area, and it's 


in that area where there are many villages. [There are several 
villages in that whole area. 


And those two villages are those which we're reporting 
on. We had reports of other villages, but we were able to talk 
to those people in some detail. 


In fact, let me give you a sense of the scene. Our 
people went into these villages, and in the sort of center of 
the village began to talk to people. Almost immediately there 
was a whole crowd of people pushing and shoving around, kind of 
shouting over each other, explaining the terrible situation -- 
explaining, for example, that one father was there without his 
wife and children. They explained that there were children in 
that village whose parents had been left behind. They 
explained that they couldn't leave, that they wanted to leave. 


Everyone said, “We want to go back home" -- explaining that the 
diseases that they were dying from were malaria, where we found 
otherwise from the nurse there it was typhus -- from a number 
of other things. 

The situation is a -~ most of these people are from 
relatively high altitudes and Pawe is in a swampy area in a low 
level --~ very hot, very sticky -- just hordes of mosquitos. 


It's a dramatically different climate and situation from where 
these people have come. 








How many people are actually there in the two 
villages? Do you happen to know? 


4 Probably a thousand. 
Q In each village, or -- 

A Roughly that. 

Q What was the 80- or 90-thousand f:igure? 

A The 80- or 90-thousand figure is the Ethiopian 


Government and our general estimate as to the number of people 
that had been moved into the Pawe area -- 


Q Is there any village that was not discussed? 
A -- which includes many villages. 
Q O.K. 


Can you tell us more about just the figure you're 
speaking of into Pawe? 


A Well, they've been moved from Tigre, from Maho. 
They've been moved hundreds of miles. 


Q What's that mean? 


A And they have been --— they were moved by trucks 
and buses, or generally. 


Q What's happening to the crops behind them, 
Peter? Are they being picked up by the troops and used? 


A We don't know.; we don't know. 

Q Can you spell the names’ of the two villages? 

a These are newly constructed villages, so they 
only have numbers -- Village 5 and 7. 

Q Are these people from which region -— which 


region of the country? 


A We know at least from Tigre and Welo. Tigre and 
Welo are up here (indicating on map), and Pawe is over here 
(again indicating). 


So it's come distance. 





Q How many miles is that? 
A Oh, I would say hundreds. 


Q Well, sir, can you tell us what assistance, 
including medical or whatever, is being provided these people 
in villages? 


A What's happened is we came back and delivered our 
concerns to the Ethiopian Government. We went to the UN, the 
UN representative there. The UN representative, in turn, went 
to the Ethiopian Goverment. The Ethiopian Government and the 
UN have gone out to visit these sites in the last couple days. 
They have come back with a report, and the Ethiopian Govenrment 
we think is talking in terms of supplying some supplemental 
feeding and some medicines. 


Now, what may occur -~— and we are certainly hopeful 
for the people there in these villages: It may be that some of 
the most serious suffering will be dealt with. 


What I'm doing is reporting on these specific 
villages, but I'm saying really beyond that. We have known for 
some time that resettlement, moving people hundreds of miles to 
very different climates -- very different conditions -- without 
health facilities, without adequate food -- and that we have 
known that this, along with this new villagization program -- 
we have known -- it is very clear -- there was going to be 
enormous human tragedy. 


And we think that, along with these couple villages, 
there are proodably many, many others around. And so even if 
the Ethiopian Government responds to a couple of villages that 
we're able by coincidence -- and there was some coincidence in 
our ability to get out there -- even if they respond to those, 
this situation, this situation will will not be addressed until 
the Ethiopian Government is really willing to stop the current 
program of resettlement and villagization, in our judgment. 

And, too, the famine is continuing on. And there's going --- we 
cannot have this kind of diversion of resources, this kind of 
tragedy, as we try to struggle with the famine again another 
year. 


Q How do you address the issue of diseases that are 
present? Is there a cholera epidemic in Ethiopia at this time? 
Is the presence of the ALDS virus a concern, or -- 


a The diseases that are reported are malaria, 
typhus, and parasitic diseases -- and those illnesses are 





particularly affecting the young, the very old, and people who 
are malnourished. 


Q What are the chances of these virus or bacteria 
spreading to the general population and to foreign troops 
present in Ethiopia --— for example, the Cubans? 


Q Well, I think what we've got here is really a 
problem of these individual villages in areas. And this is the 
population at serious risk. 


You had -- when I've been up here before talking about 
the famine, you had people dying from just not having food over 
the last year. What you've got now is many malnourished people 
who have moved into swampy sickness-prone kinds of areas and 
all kinds of diseases have sprung up. 


Q What prompted your investigation into the 
specific situation, and what practical implications does this 
have for U.S. policy towards towards Ethiopia? 


A Well, we've been concerned about resettlement for 
some time and tracking it as best we could, and it was in that 
context that we've been able to come upon this. 


There's a certain amount of coincidence 
involved. How did our program -- 


A Well, we were able to get in there effectively. 
It's difficult to move around the country -- 


Q Yeah. 


A -- but the impact, in terms of our own policy, is 
that we will continue on with our feeding program. We are 
committed to one-third of the need for this next year. 


In fact, I think we're the only donor that has made 
such a commitment -- such a formal commitment. That's what we 


committed last year. 


The President has said that a hungry child knows no 
politics, and that's been the application of our policy in 
Ethiopia. 


But we think it's just very important for the world 


community to know what is occurring here -- a potential 
man-made disaster, I think, otf historical proportions -- that 
these are -- in our judgment, there are other problems. There 


are other resettlement disasters around the country that we 





don't know about, and we're only going to know about them I 
think when the press and when the personnel working with the 


disaster are are able to move around more completely. 


And, of course, ultimately what we're after is the 
Ethiopian Government itself saying, “Enough is enough. We're 
going to stop resettlement and we're going to stop the 
villagization program thas we now have under way. 


Q Can you say how you are able to get into the 
camps? 


A I really described it as best I should, I think. 


Q Is there a point at which you would rethink U.S. 
policy and U.S. aid to Ethiopia in view of what you could find 
out, the extent of the villages? 


A This has always been a moral dilemma for us. We 
objected to a whole lot of things in the very beginning in 
Ethiopia; and, on the other hand, there have clearly been 
millions of starving people there, and we responded to it. 


We have been from the very beginning very hesitant to 
provide anything to the resettlement areas, because we thought 
that such encouragement would simply make for more 
resettlements and more disasters. And what we have here is 
what we and some other people have been saying all along was 
going to occur. 


Q I'm not clear on what the difference is between 
"resettlement" and “villagization"? 


A Thank you. In the case of villagization, what 
you're doing is you're moving people a few miles away. It's a 
terribly bureaucratic term, but it's the term that's being used 
in Ethiopia by almost everybody, and so I'm afraid I feel 
compelled to use it. I had a little bit of a discussion as to 
whether or not we should try to change it, but it didn't seem 
practical. 


Villagization -- you're moving people a few miles away 
to a new site. Ethiopians generally in the countryside don't 
live in towns of any size. The houses are sort of spread out 
on the land. They're moving them off the land into villages, a 
a so that essentially there's better political 
control. 


In the case of resettlement, you're moving people 
generally hundreds of miles away from, let's say, the high 








lands where there's some degradation of the soil, and so forth, 
or, for whatever reason that you may be moving them, hundreds 
of miles away into other parts of the country. 


Usually you're moving them from one language area, one 
type of population, into a new area. Incidentally, two of the 
three people -- the American personnel that went -- spoke the 
local language. So we got excellent feedback. It wasn't an 
interpreter kind of thing, and that's where you can see these 
crowds are gathering around, shouting over one of the other 
about their circumstances, and can't you help us? 


Q The Ethiopian argument has been that the Pawe 
area and the other resettlement areas are less drought-prone? 
Is that their defense of their policy? 


A Some of that. Yes. They've argued that the 
lands where the people came from were overcrowded, there's 
denigration of the soil. Other people have said that they 
simply wanted to move populations around because of the civil 
war. In any case, we've always argued that if you're going to 
move people, you had to prepare for their sites. You had to 
get food there, get medicine there; you had to expect at the 
time there was going to be trouble; and what the Ethiopians 
basically have done is move people and worried about those 
things afterwards, if they worried at all. 


Ladies and gentlemen, let me not take a lot more. 


Q So you're basically calling for a halt to the 
program and freer press access? 


2) Precisely. 


Q Are you also calling for any sort of emergency 
medical airlift, or anything to address immediate disease 
problem? . 


fs) The Ethiopian Government appears to be willing to 
respond to the known emergencies, to the emergencies that we 
can pinpoint on the map. We're not proposing to respond to 
that ourselves because the people there say they're going to do 
it, among other reasons. 


Q What is your estimate on the total population of 
the villages -- well, the population in that Pawe region now? 


a Eighty to ninety thousand people have been moved 
in there. 








Q Were you there? 

I wasn't personally there. 
Q Well, when was the team there, then? 
a They were there December 8. 


Q Could you just provide a little bit more evidence 
on this idea of the forced -- that these people are there 
against their will? I mean, are there guards around? 


4 Yes, their are guards around. 
Q Is there barbed wire around these villages? 
a Guards; guards with guns. Guards with guns and 


the people saying, we want to go home. 


Q Is the U.S. going to supply anything at all, at 
least in terms of medical aid to these areas? 


o Not at this time. The Ethiopian Government 
indicates that they will do so. 


Q Are they using any of the Federal relief aid for 
these resettlements, or any of that being diverted to -- 


a We think that the U.S. famine relief aid was -- 
that there was very little diversion of our aid for this or any 
other purposes. 


There is the suggestion that some other famine aid 
might have been diverted, however. 


Q Are any of the donors supporting the resettlement 
program, as such, by providing relief, for these areas? 


6 We've certainly been strongly against it and most 
strongly. I think all donors have felt uneasy about it; felt © 
the human rights questions were involved. Some donors have 
provided some resources, but by and large everyone has been, to 
one degree or the other, very uneasy. 


Let me take one more. 


Q With other countries, with other donor countries 


and the United Nations, is there any feeling that other 
countries would support us in the statements that you've made? 
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a The U.N. Team visited these sites after we 
reportec to the U.N. on the Ethiopian Government. There are 


nuances involved but there's no question that the U.N. Team 
felt there were many, many deaths in those villages. 


Thank you. 


Q Have you got any baseline number on how many have 
died so far? 


a No. 


(Briefing concluded at 3:00 p.m.) 








